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A consistent microscopic theory for the response of strongly coupled superfluid fermionic systems is formu-
lated. After defining the response as a two-point two-fermion correlation function in the basis of the Bogolyubov
quasiparticles, the equation of motion (EOM) method is applied using the most general fermionic Hamiltonian
with a bare two-body interaction, also transformed to the quasiparticle space. As a superfluid extension of the
case of the normal phase, the resulting EOM is of the Bethe-Salpeter-Dyson form with the static and dynamical
interaction kernels, where the former determines the short-range correlations and the latter is responsible for
the long-range ones. Both kernels as well as the entire EOM have the double dimension as compared to that
of the normal phase. Nonperturbative approximations via the cluster decomposition of the dynamical kernel
are discussed, with the major focus on a continuous derivation of the quasiparticle-phonon coupling variant
of the latter kernel, where the phonons (vibrations) are composite correlated two-quasiparticle states unifying
both the normal and pairing modes. The developed theory is adopted for nuclear structure applications, such
as the nuclear response in various channels. In particular, the finite-amplitude method generalized beyond
the quasiparticle random phase approximation, taking into account the quasiparticle-vibration coupling, is

formulated for prospective calculations in nonspherical nuclei.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The response function of a finite many-body quantum
system is one of its major characteristics, which links, in
particular, its interaction with the exterior and internal prop-
erties. Being defined on the fundamental level as a correlation
function of the fermionic field operators, it forms the common
underlying background connected across the many areas of
physics from quantum chromodynamics to quantum chem-
istry. Therefore, understanding microscopic mechanisms of
the response, in particular the phenomenon of emergent col-
lectivity, plays an important role in solving the quantum
many-body problem at different scales.

The special role of atomic nuclei in this context stems from
the very nature of the nucleon-nucleon (NN) forces. Being the
net result of the quark-gluon interaction, it has a complex mul-
tichannel structure, which is further tangled by the in-medium
dynamics. However, the same feature stipulates the relevance
of a large variety of experimental probes, which are sensitive
to certain channels and, thus, can illuminate particular aspects
of the strong interaction. These opportunities are actively ex-
plored by the rare isotope beam facilities [1,2].

Theoretical studies of the nuclear response were for
decades heading toward building a microscopic approach,
which can describe nuclear excited states as accurately as
possible. For a while, such studies were dominated by the ran-
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dom phase approximation (RPA) [3], or its superfluid variant,
the quasiparticle RPA (QRPA) [4,5], which characterize quite
adequately the positions and integral strengths of collective
excitations, but produce a poor description of their fragmenta-
tion and of other excited states. The response function should
be able, in principle, to provide the full spectral picture; there-
fore, it was realized quite early that the (Q)RPA has to be
extended by configurations beyond the two-quasiparticle (2q),
or one-particle one-hole (1p1h), ones.

The most fruitful nonperturbative extensions of the
(Q)RPA appeared with the idea of coupling between the
single-particle and emergent collective degrees of freedom in
atomic nuclei [6-11]. The nuclear collective modes, phonons,
mostly of the vibrational character, were found to form com-
plex configurations by coupling to the single-particle states
and to each other. Such configurations cause fragmentation of
the (Q)RPA states, thus inducing the damping of collective
excitations.

This idea explained successfully many of the observed
nuclear phenomena, while the complex configurations were
linked to the dynamical kernels of the equations of motion
(EOM) for the correlation functions in nuclear medium [5].
The equation of motion method proposed in Ref. [12] and
further developed, e.g., in Refs. [13—-18] is known to produce
a hierarchy of approximations to the dynamical kernels of the
equations for fermionic propagators. Formally, some variants
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of those kernels for the two-fermion propagators, which are
most relevant to the nuclear response, can be mapped to the
kernels of the phenomenological nuclear field theories (NFTs)
and quasiparticle-phonon models (QPMs) [6—11], in terms of
ph ® phonon, phonon ® phonon, and similar configurations.
Such a mapping provides an interpretation of collectivity
emerging from the underlying NN interaction, while in the
effective theories of the NFT and QPM types the presence of
collective modes and their interactions serves as an input.

Overall, the EOM method based on the bare Hamilto-
nian describes the modification of the bare interaction in
the strongly correlated medium. It reveals, in particular, that
the latter is not reducible to static “potentials” but splits,
instead, into the static and dynamical components. Both are,
in principle, calculable from the underlying interactions, al-
though their ab initio computations involve evaluations of
increasing-rank fermionic propagators: the former is respon-
sible for short-range correlations, while the latter takes into
account retardation effects of the correlated media and, thus,
long-range correlations [14—18].

The explicit coupling between the quasiparticles and
phonons, commonly referred to as the particle-vibration cou-
pling (PVC), is the leading mechanism of the long-range
correlations in nuclear medium. Semiphenomenological mod-
els of the PVC based on effective in-medium interactions
[10,19-29] provided invaluable knowledge about this phe-
nomenon in nuclear structure. During the last decades, these
models were linked to the contemporary density functional
theories in self-consistent frameworks [30-38] and widely
applied to experimental data analyses [39-43]. Furthermore,
the PVC with charge-exchange phonons [44,45] and the PVC-
induced ground state correlations [25,26,46,47], have been
addressed in applications to neutral and charge-exchange nu-
clear excitations. Some recent developments and numerical
implementations of the NFTs beyond the two-particle two-
hole (2p2h) level [18,48,49], as well as the multiphonon
QPM approach [11,27,50,51], indicate the capability of a
sufficiently advanced response theory to meet the shell-model
standards in large model spaces.

However, the problem of consistently linking those ap-
proaches to the nuclear response with the underlying bare
interactions remains unsolved, although some theoretical ef-
fort in this direction was made recently in Refs. [18,52—
54]. Another aspect, which needs special attention, is the
superfluidity, which famously manifests itself in open-shell
nuclei. Superfluid dynamical PVC kernels of the EOM for
the response function were considered in a number of reports
[11,24,27,31,37,55-57]; however, pairing correlations were
only taken into account in the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) approximation. Meanwhile, it became evident that a
more accurate treatment of superfluidity is highly desirable
for modern nuclear physics applications.

In this work, an advancement of the response theory with
the dynamical kernel is presented for superfluid fermionic
systems. The pairing correlations are treated consistently by
working in the Hartree-Fock-Bogolyubov (HFB) basis of
the Bogolyubov quasiparticles, i.e., beyond the BCS pairing.
Starting from a general many-body fermionic Hamiltonian
defined by the bare two-body interaction, the EOM formalism

for the response function is processed in the HFB space. A
connection to the variational approach is made to guide future
applications of the method to a broad class of atomic nuclei.
Namely, we show how the finite-amplitude method (FAM),
which is extremely efficient for deformed nuclei but, up until
now formulated and implemented only on the QRPA level
[58-63], can be generalized to include correlations beyond the
QRPA. These correlations are responsible for many important
nuclear characteristics, such as the neutron capture and weak
rates in stars, neutrino-nucleus interaction, neutrinoless dou-
ble B decay, and nuclear Schiff moment, i.e., the quantities
needed for major frontier applications. These quantities are
extremely sensitive to the fine structure of the nuclear exci-
tation spectra, which cannot be described by the QRPA, in
principle. The presented approach and, in particular, its FAM
variant generalized beyond the QRPA will, besides advancing
the theory alone, allow for highly accurate computation of
these quantities in a wide range of nuclear masses, isospins,
and shapes.

The main purpose of this article is to walk the reader
through the detailed formalism and, thus, provide a clear
understanding of the origin of the many-body effects, which
contribute to the response of a superfluid fermionic system.
Since the static kernel of the EOM for the superfluid re-
sponse function is, in the leading approximation, known from
the QRPA [5], we place the major focus on the dynamical
kernel, which is responsible for more nontrivial, relatively
long-range, correlations emerging from the strongly coupled
superfluid medium in finite volume. While we analyze ex-
plicitly two specific approaches to the dynamical kernel, the
model-independent nature of the exact EOM should allow
practitioners to relate different many-body models to each
other, to evaluate their accuracy and generate systematically
improvable approximations. We purposefully do not include
numerical calculations here to fully focus on the formalism,
as it is done, for instance, in Refs. [54,55,64], some aspects
of which can be related to the presented theory in certain
approximations, while a separate series of articles will be
reserved for its numerical implementations.

II. FORMALISM

A. Many-body Hamiltonian in the quasiparticle basis

The starting point for the fermionic EOM formalism is
the Hamiltonian H of a many-body system of interacting
fermions. It is conventionally formulated as

H=HY+V®, ()

where H and V® are the one-body and two-body parts,
respectively. Higher-rank terms are neglected in the present
work as their contribution is usually less important; however,
they can be included straightforwardly, if necessary. The op-
erator H1, in terms of the fermionic field operators, reads

HO =3 "ty + Y vy uivn =3 hoylvn, @
12 12 12

where the matrix elements h;; combine the kinetic energy
t and the mean-field v™) portion of the interaction. The
external mean field, in case of its presence, is included in
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vMF) The two-fermion interaction V@ is

1 o
VO = 23 bt Wi vy, )

1234

where V134 = V1234 — V1243 are the antisymmetrized matrix
elements of the interaction between two fermions in free
space. We do not specify the nature of the interaction v,
assuming only its instantaneous character. This assumption
should be quite accurate in the low-energy regime for the ma-
jority of the fermionic systems of interest. Noninstantaneous
interactions as well as the three-body and higher-rank forces
will be discussed elsewhere. The number lower indices in
Egs. (2) and (3) stand for the complete sets of quantum num-
bers in an arbitrary basis, and the fermionic field operators v
and v, satisfy the usual anticommutation relations.

For the description of a superfluid system of fermions, it is
convenient to proceed in the space of Bogolyubov’s quasipar-
ticles defined by the transformation [5,65]

Y = Uy + Vlﬂozu,

w; = Vluau + Ulliall’ (4’)

where summation is implied over the repeated index w, or, in

the operator form,
@) e

* T ¥

W= ((‘i l‘;*)’ Wi = (‘l/]T XT) (6)
In Eq. (4) and henceforth the greek subscripts will be used to
denote fermionic states in the HFB basis, while the number
subscripts will remain reserved for the single-particle (mean-
field) basis states. The transformation }V is unitary, and the
quasiparticle operators o and o' form the same anticommu-
tator algebra as the particle operators ¥ and ', so that the
matrices U and V satisfy

U'u+Vviv =1,
UTv +vTu =0,

where

vut+vivT =1,
uvi+viuT =o. (7

In the quasiparticle basis defined by Eq. (4), Hamiltonian
(1) can be rewritten as follows [5]:

1
0 1 20
H=H +§ H)lofa, + 3 > (HYe)o) + Hec.)
v

40 T
+ Z (H0 ol alel, + He.)
vy’
+ Z Hill“w,ot o o Toty +Hc)
Hp vy’
—I— Z Hii w,(x of WOy + H. C) (8)
uu vy’

where the upper indices in the matrix elements H ;’V Ly are
associated with the numbers of creation and annihilation
quasiparticle operators in the respective terms. These matrix

elements are given in Appendix A.

While the matrix H?® vanishes at the stationary point
defining the Hartree-Fock-Bogolyubov equations, the matrix
elements of H'! correspond to the quasiparticle energies, so
that H, = §,,,E,,, and the Hamiltonian takes the form [5]

H=H"+) Eaja,+V. ©

i

where the residual interaction V includes the H*?, H3!, and
H? terms of Eq. (8):

V= Z (H;?Lw ; ,oeot +Hc)

np'vy'

+ Z HZLWO‘ 0( ozozv +Hc)

mpw’

+ > (HE, efolaye, +He).  (10)

[L}L v/

B. Strength function and superfluid response

The response of a fermionic system to an external field F
can be deduced from the associated generic strength function
which, under the assumption of a sufficiently weak field, reads

S(w) =Y _[1(nlFT|0)*8(w — wa) — [(nlF|0)]*8(w + w,)],

n>0
(11D
where the summation runs over all the formally exact excited
states |n). The square moduli of the matrix elements express
the transition probabilities [66]

B, = [(n|F'|0)*, B, = [(n|F|0)|*. (12)

Considering a superfluid system, it is convenient to rep-
resent the generic one-body operator F' in terms of the
quasiparticle fields:

F = ! Z (FZO,aTa —i—FO ,aﬂrau)

2 20 e el
'
1
Ft = 3 Z (Fitfowa, + Foralal), (13)
%

which follows from the Bogolyubov transformation of the
second-quantized form of F. The full composition in the
quasiparticle basis contains formally also F!! terms; however,
their contribution vanishes in the leading approximations to
the superfluid response, for instance, in the zero-temperature
QRPA [58]. The associated contributions to the response func-
tion are related to complex ground state correlations and will
be considered elsewhere. Here we also note that F l?if‘ =F ;32
if F = FT, i.e., a Hermitian operator.

While Eq. (11) is model independent, the matrix elements
in it obviously depend on the model assumptions about both
the ground |0) and excited |n) states. The generic structure of
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the transition probabilities can be recast as

. 1
(IFTI0) = 2 > (Fo

vy’

X" ,X"*, P , n*/ FOZ,*
(Ead S8 () o0

vy’ vy’

Fow)

and
1
(mIFIOP =2 > (Fid Fa)
np' vy’
02
x(y e Y ””X) (F 20) (1)
Xw,yw, XW,XW, F;
via the matrix elements
X[t’u’ = (Ola,ay|n), y;;ﬂ, = (O|cxla;,|n). (16)

Note here that all the matrix elements on the right-hand sides
of Egs. (13)—(16) are antisymmetric because of the fermionic
character of the quasiparticles. Therefore, each factor 1/2 in
front of the summation over a couple of the fermionic states
{u, '} can be removed by restricting the sum by u < u'.
Since for the antisymmetric matrices the diagonal matrix el-
ements vanish, the condition u < ' is equivalent to u < .
The nonvanishing “diagonal” matrix elements may appear in
certain implementations, where the single-quasiparticle states
are degenerate with respect to one or several quantum num-
bers of the complete set {} and if the dependence on these
quantum numbers is explicitly excluded [31,37,56]. In the
following, depending on the context, we will use the complete
or restricted summations, which can be easily converted to
each other, if necessary.

The § function in Eq. (11) can be represented as a limit of
the finite-width Lorentzian distribution

1 A
S(w—wy) =—1lim —m 17
(@ = an) JTAIElO(w—w,,)z—i-AZ a7
so that
1
_ 1 il 2=
Sl) = b4 ilglog['(nw 0] (0 — w,)? + A2
A
—nFI)? ——
[{n|F'|0)]| (a)+a)n)2+A2i|
1 i [ |(n|F7|0)|? |(n|F|0) > }
= —— lim Im o ;
7T A—0 — w—w, +IiA o+ w,+IiA
1.
= —— lim ImIT(w). (18)
7T A—=0

The polarizability IT(w) of the system is, thus, defined as

_ | (nlFT10)? |(nl F10)?
H(w)_z[a)—wn—}—lA a a)+a),,+iA:|

n>0

1 02 20
2 Z (F/w’ Fmt’)
np' vy’
<R}jﬂw/ (@+iA) R (o+ iA)) (F;;%*)
Rflﬂw/(wjtm) R* (w+in))\F2)
19)

vy’

where the matrix elements of the response function
Ryprwr (@) = (R (@)} with i, j = {1, 2} read

up'vy’
N X", 1
@)=Y (e A Vi
Ryprov (@) o (yzﬂ/) © — o, (va yvv )
y;’;,) I
— P S B 20
2 O P O

To apply the EOM formalism, it is convenient to formulate the
superfluid response function in terms of the time-dependent
field operators, in analogy to the normal case. The definition
should be compatible with Eq. (20), which represents the
Fourier image of the superfluid response function. Thus, we
adopt the definition

7,\?’;1/1/1)1)’ (l - t/)
. <T(au’a,u,)(t)(azazr)(ﬂ)) <T((XM/Olu)(l‘)(Olv/Olv)(t,))
= —1 ,
(T (ol )O)(erfal )#)) (T (eefyorf, ) (), ) (@)
21
where the time-dependent operator products should be under-
stood as those in the Heisenberg picture:

H + ot —iHt

‘e (ozIotI,)(t) =eofal e,
(22)

(apo,)(t)=é

with the /i = 1 convention; T is the time ordering operator,
and the averaging is performed over the formally exact ground
state. For processing the response function ﬁﬂﬂ/wr (t—1)in
the EOM framework, it is useful to recast it in terms of the
quasiparticle pair operators, namely,

Rmt’vv’(t - t/)

~ _l,<<TAW<r>AIv,<r/>>

(TA,u,u’(t)Avv’(t/)) 7 (23)
(TA},, (DA], (")

(TAT (A (1))
where the latter operators are introduced according to
— LI
Apyw =y, A, =0, (24)

Indeed, inserting the operator unit / = ) |n)(n|, in terms
of the full set of the eigenstates |n) of the Hamiltonian H,
between the quasiparticle pair operators in each of the matrix
elements, one gets, after the Fourier transformation to the
frequency (energy) domain,

, xn X xn 1
LIS T S T A T PR —
v (@) (yw/é\f >a) — W, + 8

>0 vy’ ' vy’
sk \mn nx  yn
— E (y/m’yw yMM'XVU'> ;
nk \n nx yn )
~ Xw,yw, XMM/XUU, w~+ w, — i
(25)

where 6 — 40 is the infinitesimal imaginary part of the en-
ergy variable introduced for convergence of the integrals for
both the retarded and advanced contributions. Thus, one can
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see that Eq. (20) is reproduced with the definition of Eq. (21),
if the different origins of the imaginary parts A and § of
the energy variable are taken into account. Remarkably, the
response function in the form of Eq. (23) has the same struc-
ture as the single-quasiparticle Gorkov propagator discussed
within the EOM framework, in particular, in Refs. [54,67],

with the correspondence ¥y — A, 1/fi'L — Aj'm/. It should
|

<[A;/.//.’a Avu’]>
(IA], Aw])

([A/L/L/ B AL,/D

R v ¢ — 1) = —is(t — 1) (
s (A7, ALD)

) ((T[H,A,L,y]mAIV,(ﬂ))

be, thus, straightforward to handle it with an analogous EOM
method.

C. Equation of motion for the superfluid response

The time derivative 9, of the superfluid response function
(23) reads

<T[H,Au,u]a)Aw/(r’»)_ 06)

(T[H, A}, JOAL, () (TIH, Al 1AW (@)

At this step, when one foresees evaluation of the commutators appearing in the EOM, it is convenient to separate the H° and
H'"! parts of the full Hamiltonian (8) from the remaining terms as in Eq. (9). Thus, one finds explicitly that

(H, Auu’] = _(EM + Eu’)A/m’ + 1V, Auu’]v

T T T
[H, AMM’] = (Ex + Eﬂ')AV.p/ T, AM’«/]’

27)

and Eq. (26) leads to the first EOM, which can be written as follows:

. 1 0 - , N .
[laz - (0 _1)(EM + EM/)]RWW(t —1")y =80 — 1" Nyvw +i (

where the norm matrix N, is defined as

0

oAt
NMM’W’ = <<[AMM ’AW/D 0 )

(TIV, A 1OAT (1))

TV, A 1A, ('
(TIV,A] 1(OAT (1) R »)’ e
1775 v’

(TIV, A} 1A ()

(29)
([A], Aw])

Analogously to the nonsuperfluid case, the second EOM is generated for the dynamical term on the right-hand side of Eq. (28).

Denoting this term as
Frupww(t —1') = i(
and taking its derivative with respect to ¢’ leads to

af’ﬁuu’vv’(f —t')y=—is(t —1") (

(T[V, AL 1(A
(TIV, A JOA], ()

([IV, A, A7)
([v, Af,1, A5 0)

TV, A JOLH, AL 1)
(TIV, Al AOIH, A}, 1)

After processing the commutators with the Hamiltonian according to Eq. (27), the second EOM takes the form

;s .<— 10 . ., /
]:MM’VV/(I - t/)[_lat’ - (Ev + Ev’)(o _1>j| = 8(t - t/)Tl?y,’vv’ + 7:1.;1.’uv’(t —1 ),

A A

vy and T

where Loy

space:

4o [V, Al AT D)
ppvy = T i
([IV. A] 1AL

. o
T — 1) =i (

(TIV, A 1OV, AS 1)
(TIV, A], IOV, A] 107

@) (TIV, Ay )AL (1) o)
(TIV, Al 1A (1)
([[VvA[l./l./]’ Avv’])
([IV, A1, Au])
(TIV, A )OIH, A1) 1)
(TIV, Al JOIH, An @)
(32)

(t — t’) define the static and dynamical (retarded) parts of the two-fermion 7 matrix in the quasiparticle

V,A 1, A
(I im] Y a3
(V. AL 1 Au])

(TIV, A [0V, Awr](t/»). (34)

(TIV,A] IOV, A1)

Combining Egs. (28) and (32), namely, acting by the operator in the square brackets of Eq. (32) on Egs. (28), the new EOM for

the quasiparticle propagator is obtained as

. N A S N A S N A
[id, — 0—3E1L1L/]RM,M/VU'(I - t,)[_lat/ —63E, ] =06(t — t/)Mtu/vv’[_lat’ — 63k, ] +68(t — t,)m/mﬂ + ﬁfﬂ/w'(t - t/)v

A

(35)

064316-5



ELENA LITVINOVA AND YINU ZHANG

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 106, 064316 (2022)

where we have further denoted
. 1 0
E,o=E,+E,, =g _1) (36)

At this step, it is convenient to make a Fourier transforma-
tion. The transformation of Eq. (35) to the energy (frequency)
domain yields

[(,() - 6'3E;Lu’]7,\2uu’uv’(a))[w - 63Euv’]

= Nuu’vv’ [a) O'3Evv ] + TI?M "y + 7:,4 v’ (a)) (37)
Then, after defining the free response as
ﬁfuﬂmﬂ(a)) = [w - 6'3E//.//.’]71-/\A/.;L;uvv/, (38)

Eq. (37) takes the form of a T-matrix equation,
ﬁuu’vv’ (a)) = ﬁgu’vv’ (a))

+1RO (@) T8 (@R, (@), (39)

vy’
with the energy-dependent 7' -matrix 7}7,55, (w) such that
7\;},/85/(&)) 1/\/— (7-0 v + l/’l/' vy (w))N_’(SB” (40)

vy upw \ 'y
while we assume that the inverse norm matrix is defined
according to the following identity:

Z uu’ss/MS’W’ = Sppvv = Suvbpv
88

— 8. (41)

Again, as in the nonsuperfluid case, the 7-matrix equation can
be transformed to the Bethe-Salpeter-Dyson equation (BSDE)
by introducing the irreducible with respect to R interac-
tion kernel K(w) = K° + K" (w), which plays the role of
the self-energy for the two-point two-fermion correlation

J

n nk n UES
L SNEE S N

s — B ™
Z [w — U3E/m’]_l (AMM % Mg Ousiws

function 7@((:))'

RS, ss = 3N Ton

yy'8s yy'nn' “an'pp’

N 1

pp'8s"
]C;V’BB’ (@) = [Nw ' 7:777 'pp’ (a))N pp'88' ] - 42

Thus, the BSDE takes the familiar form
7%,'““/”]/((1)) = 7/é(;)uuvv/(

F1R vy @)Ky 55 (@) R (@),

w)

(43)

but with the 2 x 2 matrix structure in the quasiparticle basis.

III. INTERACTION KERNELS

The interaction kernels (33) and (34) require evaluation of
commutators of the residual interaction V of Eq. (10) with
the quasiparticle pair operators A, and AL o as well as the
double commutators of Eq. (33) and the commutator products
of Eq. (34). The relevant generic commutators are given in
Appendix B, while further treatment of the kernels is pre-
sented in the next two sections.

A. The static kernel

With respect to the static kernel, at this point it is useful to
benchmark the obtained EOM in the BSDE form (43) to the
well-established equation of the quasiparticle random phase
approximation. The latter can be derived by (i) neglecting the
irreducible part of the dynamical kernel T [Eq. (34)] and
(ii) approximating the ground state wave function by the HFB
wave function. Under these assumptions, Eq. (43) at the pole
of the response function w — w, takes the form [68]

—B,wss
*
AW'M' — Euwdusdus

yn X‘il]:k/ yn yn* 66/3/)/ T Ruw 88
N S
X'/\/M’}’V yn Xn* yn yn* ’ (44)
124 yy'
where
Aywss = —(HFBI[[V, Ayl Al 1IHFB) + Epup 858,05,

Bp_p_’&i’ = <HFB|[[V, Auu’]y A(S(S’”HFB)’

ol
Nisryy = 638s5ryy-

Equation (44) further simplifies to

n nx n N

(X/L/A’va’ X,u,p,/ vv’) _ w—E,
= E «

yr LM oy Y B sy

i Sovt T Sy HE

Aoy =By Susdyry

(45)
M Xn Xn* Xn yn*
w—E, 88 vy 88" v (46)
— A sy HEu Susys ynoxmE n
e s oy Vg Vv
o

which, after eliminating the obvious redundancies, yields the QRPA equations for the X" and )" amplitudes in the conventional

form

n _ n n
wX/m’ - Z (AMM’M’X(S(S’ + Buu’Sé’ysaf)v

88

oV = Z (= B sy Xy — Al iss Vss) 47

88
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or, in terms of block matrices,

(4 2)E) ) -

The explicit forms of the .4 and 3 matrices, from Eq. (45),
are

AMM’W’ = Eupdudpy + Hii’w’v (49
By =4H,, . (50)

which follows from the direct evaluation of the double com-
mutators of Eq. (33).

The exact form of the static kernel in the absence of
pairing correlations was presented and discussed, e.g., in
Refs. [18,53,69]. Besides the pure contribution from the bare
fermionic interaction, it contains the terms with contractions
of the interaction with the correlated parts of the two-body
fermionic densities which include, in principle, a feedback
from the dynamical kernel. The superfluid analogs of these
terms will be discussed elsewhere.

Another remark pertains to the norm matrix defined by
Eq. (29), which should have a nondivergent inverse in order
for the whole approach to be well defined. This require-
ment is fulfilled in the HF(B) approximation implied in this
work; however, difficulties may occur in the case of corre-
lated ground states. As it has been pointed out in Ref. [16],
the norm matrix must have nonzero eigenvalues; other-
wise, the approach generates spurious components, which
should be eliminated. An example of the latter procedure
is given by the generator coordinate method discussed, e.g.,
in Ref. [5].

B. The dynamical kernel
The dynamical kernel defined by the time-dependent com-
mutator products of Eq. (34) can be evaluated component by
component. The upper left component reads
Tomot = 1) = (TIV, Ay A OV, ALY (5D

np'vy'

with the commutators given by Eqgs. (B10) and (B11). It is
straightforward to see that each term in Eq. (51) contains a
product of eight quasiparticle operators, four at time # and four
at time ¢’, i.e., a fully correlated two-times four-quasiparticle
propagator, contracted with two matrix elements of the

J

residual interaction. As in the nonsuperfluid case, the ap-
pearance of higher-rank propagators in the dynamical kernel
signals generating a hierarchy of coupled EOMs for growing-
rank propagators. Approximations have to be applied to treat
such dynamical kernels, and various approximations of in-
creasing accuracy constructed by a factorization procedure
are possible, some of which were discussed, for instance, in
Ref. [18] for the nonsuperfluid case.

The simplest approximation can be obtained by the
complete factorization of the correlated four-quasiparticle
propagator into one-quasiparticle ones, which would be the
superfluid analog of the second random phase approxima-
tion [70]. In this work we will, however, focus on the other
types of factorization, which lead to more accurate approx-
imations because of retaining important effects of emergent
collectivity. These effects are especially significant in the
strong-coupling regimes. Namely, we will (i) perform fac-
torizations into pairwise products of the fully correlated
two-quasiparticle propagators and then (ii) relax the corre-
lations in one correlation function of each pair. The latter
approach will be, thus, the superfluid version of the con-
ventional particle-vibration coupling dynamical kernel, which
we will address as quasiparticle-vibration coupling (qPVC),
and the former one will correspond to the superfluid two-
phonon model. We note here that the phonons appearing in
these factorizations are formally exact and, in general, are
not associated with any partial resummations or perturbative
expansions. This means that such approaches can include, in
principle, arbitrarily complex 2n-quasiparticle configurations
of the certain kinds. However, approximations can always be
applied to calculations of these phonons.

Although the form of the two-quasiparticle response func-
tion (21) is analogous to the one of the pair propagator
discussed, for instance, in Ref. [52], the residual interaction
(10) has now a more complicated structure. It was established,
in particular, in Ref. [5] that the terms associated with H 40 are
responsible for the complex ground state correlations, while
the H?? contributions have the same operator structure. The
leading contributions, thus, come from the H 31 terms. As one
can see from Eq. (B10), there are three types of operator
products at H3': (i) those containing only A and A" operators,
(ii) those with only C,,, = erozv operators, and (iii) products
of A (A") and C operators.

Let us consider the first group of terms (“AA”). Their

o 11
contribution to 7:,5'\1]1/(” reads

T () = _i<T Z [(Hpp iy A} A YO + Hl (A A )(©) = (<> 1)]

pp'y

x Z [(Hrfrg’té (AI’BAM/)(I/) +

ny's

3t Al L) = 0 )] 52

where T =t — t'. The products of the terms listed explicitly admit a number of irreducible factorizations. Let us consider those
without breaking the two-quasiparticle pairs in the operators A ;- and AL Wt

(T(A] Ay YA Ay ) (1)) 2 (TAT (AT (T Ay (A (1)) + (TA] (A (1)) (TAu, (DA]5 ()
— _R[21] ,S(T)RHZ] ,(‘L') _R[22] /(T)R[H] ’8(7")’ (53)

pp'v wynn

o' wyv
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(TA] ((OA] (ONT A, (DAL (1)) + (TAT (DA] () (TA, (DA ()

&

(T Auy JOAT AT (@)

21 11 21 11
= _R/[op/]nn’(T)R/[W]v’ﬁ(T) - R,[op’]v/é (T)R/[L’J/]nn’(t)’ G4
<T(A;A’yA,0p’)(t)(AIr(sAnn’)(t,)) ~ <TA;L’V (t)AI/g (t/)> (TApp’ (t )Arm’ (t/)) + (TA;/.’}/ ([ )Arm’ (t,)> (TA,op’ (Z)Az/g ([/»
= =R (DR (T) = R (DR (D), (55)
(T Ay A NO(AT AL & (TAuy (OAT UONTA (DAL, (1)) + (TAwy (DAL () TA, (AT ()
= =Ry OB s () = Ry (OR, 1 (2). (56)

The corresponding contribution to X114 reads

r[11]JAA ~ : 31 31x [22] [11] [21] [12]
Ky (1) & { |:l SO HY L Havns (R (R () + RO (0RLY (7))

pp'y 1’8
31 31 [21] [11] [21] [11]
+ pr’ann’t?v (Rpp’nn’(T)Ru’w’é‘(r) + Rpp’v’é(T)Ru/ynn’(T))
31 31 [12] [11 [11] [12]
+ prfyann’ta (Rpp’nn’(t)Ru’VV’B(f) T Rpp’V’S(T )R/t’ynrﬂ (@ ))
31 31 [11] [11] [11] [11]
FH Y Hevs X (R (DR (T) + Rpp/v,a(t)RM,yW(t))]} —[p < M’]} — v} (57)

At this point it may be instructive to use the explicit form of the components of the superfluid response R!”/!, in particular
the fact that the residues of each component factorize with respect to the first and second pairs of the quasiparticle indices
(25). Therefore, it is convenient to perform the Fourier transformation of the dynamical kernel to the frequency domain. For the
generic product of two components like those figuring in Eq. (57), we have

[ij] [kl]
[RMM’UV’Rﬂn’pp’

](w):/ dre®™ R (r)R[k”

mp vy’
o0

where
n(14+) _ pn n2+) _ ym
Zml - qu” Z/m’ - ymt”
1—- 2—
Z = Vi =X (59)

the upper indices i, k, [, m = {1, 2}, and w,;, = w, + wy.
Furthermore, analyzing the structure of the contributions
to C'UMAA one can separate them into two groups. They
are represented by the first and the second terms in the
round brackets of Eq. (57) and can be associated with the
graphs Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), respectively. As we will see in
the following, all the remaining H>'-associated contributions
to K'I' will also belong to these two classes. The graphs
of the type in Fig. 1(a) are of special interest as they have
the topological structure analogous to that appearing in the
nonsuperfluid theory of the particle-vibration coupling (see
for instance, Ref. [18]). The group in Fig. 1(b) is associated

o

FIG. 1. Two types of the leading (H>'-associated) irreducible
contributions to the dynamical kernel ™ after factorization into the
products of two two-quasiparticle correlation functions.

(==i) > o Mt/a)—,a(a)nm —i8) /

nn'pp’

n(io) 7n(jo)x wm(ko) Fm(lo)x
Z, 2, Zm;/ pr

; (58)

nm o=%

(

with a rearrangement of correlations between the two two-
quasiparticle pairs of the four-quasiparticle propagator and
represents a further extension of the qPVC approach. The
analogous cluster decomposition and a similar grouping can
be obtained for the terms associated with the permutations of
the quasiparticle operators «,, and a; belonging to different
two-quasiparticle pairs as well as for the terms of the “CC”
and “AC” types, which are given in Appendix C, processed
along with the “AA” terms.

Summing up all the terms, the total contribution of the type
in Fig. 1(a) to the dynamical kernel in the energy domain can
be recast as follows:

K=Y |

yénm

(n G
T xm Xmer|y

W — Wy + 18

(1 Dnsyymx yym (1 1)n
_Fyu yu’y V’5F5v

W ~+ Wy — 18

:| —AS, (60)

where the “combined” vertices I'!V” are introduced as
1)n 1 n n =n
F;(ty) = E(euy + &, + Ew)
=[U'gU +UYy" v —vighy —viy"Olyy,,,
(61)

with the “partial” vertices 6", £”, and £" defined in Egs. (C2)
and (C4). The additional index “cc” in Eq. (60) is used
to mark the approach with two correlated two-quasiparticle
propagators in the dynamical kernel. In Egs. (60) and (61) we
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employed (i) the explicit definition of H3' [Eq. (A5)]; (ii) the
notions of the normal and anomalous transition densities

Py = (O1Y3 Y1 |n),
A5 = 01y ),
AT =0y v In), (62)

in connection to X" and )" amplitudes, which follows from
the Bogolyubov transformation (4),

plh = UX"VT +V*YTU),,
P = U+ VYTV,
A = (VATV 4 UYHU ), (63)

in the approximation of vanishing §R!! components (see the
definition of §R in the next section); (iii) the definition of the
normal and pairing phonon vertices, respectively [18,54],

= n
g'f3 = E V12340435
24

T
"(+) ZU1234%3£+), J’lnz()

n(—)*,
U1234%34 ;

(64)

and (iv) the obvious properties of the antisymmetrized bare
interaction: Ujp34 = —Upj34 = — U143 = 1_);(412.

As one can see from Eq. (61), the obtained combined
vertex has the familiar structure of the (11) component of a
single-particle operator in the quasiparticle space [5]. This
fact is reflected by the upper index “(11)”. This vertex was
obtained in our previous work [54] devoted to the EOM
for a single-quasiparticle propagator and, in particular, to
its dynamical kernel. The vertex !V enters the forward-
going component of the dynamical qPVC self-energy, while
its counterpart I'®®" was found to be responsible for the
backward-going component, i.e., the ground state correlations
induced by the qPVC. As expected, the latter vertex does not
appear in the kernel of Eq. (60) because it does not include the
gPVC-induced ground state correlations GSC-qPVC. These
correlations may, in some cases, play a non-negligible role;
however, taking them into account is a difficult task, which
was up until now implemented only rarely and only to non-
superfluid phases [47,71-73], although a superfluid version
of GSC-qPVC was formulated in Ref. [55] for the BCS-type
superfluidity. The full HFB-type superfluid GSC-qPVC can
be derived by processing explicitly the corresponding terms
dropped in this work and will be discussed elsewhere.

The graphs of the type in Fig. 1(b) can be recast in a similar
compact form,

11 (11)ym=
r(ma X

Z[w

ydnm

,Cr[ll]a )
“’“”’( )= W — Wy + 18

F(ll)n*ym’* n p(1Dm
YK Wy v s :|—AS, (65)

w ~+ Wy — 18

and, thereby, lead to a further extension of the dynamical ker-
nel. The diagrammatic representation of Fig. 1 indicates that

the formation of the superfluid phonons is mainly associated
with the type of contributions in Fig. 1(a), while the type of
contributions in Fig. 1(b) may be less important in the strong-
coupling regime. This can be clarified by concrete calculations
for realistic strongly correlated systems and for exactly solv-
able Hamiltonians. In the following we will concentrate on the
type of contributions in Fig. 1(a), while the ones of the type in
Fig. 1(b) can be included in a similar manner.

Now we show how the superfluid generalization of the
conventional NFT kernel can be obtained from the doubly
correlated kernel AC'U'ec As it was discussed in Ref. [18]
for the normal phase, all the terms of such a kernel contain
only one two-fermion correlation function. Thus, to obtain
its superfluid analog, we can relax correlations in one of
our two two-quasiparticle propagators. Technically, it means
the following substitution of the correlated two-quasiparticle
proipagator by the uncorrelated one to be made in Eq. (60):

5(@) = Rollll,a(a)), where

wyv
Xﬂf X”,’l* yﬂl*
[11] _ Wy v wy ua
va’s(“’)_z<a)—wm P > (66)

m

/wv

8M’v’8y5 - 6#’6 8;/ v

, 67
w—-E,—E, 7

o[11] _
Ru yv 5(a)) -

and where we dropped the infinitesimal imaginary parts of the
energy variable because of their irrelevance. This procedure
can be performed directly with the kernel of Eq. (60) as
@ Xy Xé”; — 8By — 8088y, (i) wy — Eu + E,, and
(iii) ym* s — 0. Here we note that the formally infinite
sum over m reduces to one term as the phonon frequency
w, is replaced by the summed energies of two quasiparticles
E,. + E,, and the second negative-frequency term vanishes,
i.e., we drop also the ground state correlations of the two-
phonon coupling.

For the kernel (60) we, thus, obtain its gPVC-NFT approx-
imation:

F(ll)nl—*(ll)n*
K:)[ll]c ((1))

Ky vy
>
vy’ {[ ynw_wn_EM'_E}/
F(ll)nr(ll)n*

—Zw on—E, —Ey ]—[Meu]}

—{v <V}, (68)

“ tL)

where we indicated by the index that only one two-
quasiparticle correlation function is retalned in the dynamical
kernel. To bring this kernel to the conventional NFT form, one
can recast Eq. (68) by performing the explicit antisymmetriza-
tions and rearranging the resulting terms as follows:

’Cr[ll]c () = F;(tlyl)nrn()lyl)n*

o= [0 3

w—w,—E,,

(1D)n (1 1D)nx (1D)np 1 Dnx
rdhnp rgori?

+8,0 My vy L Y —
;w—a)n—Ew ;w— w, —Eyy
F(ll)ﬂr(ll)n*

+Zw Wy —

] —[v V] (69)

/u)
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FIG. 2. Top: The leading approximation to the superfluid (qPVC) dynamical kernel. Bottom: The superfluid qPVC self-energy, where W
stands for the Bogolyubov transformation. Open and solid (grey) circles in the self-energy matrix denote the normal and phonon vertices,
while their propagators are represented by the wavy and double lines, respectively. Single lines with arrows stand for fermionic particles (right
arrows) and holes (left arrows), and single lines without arrows correspond to the quasiparticle propagators. Double wavy lines are reserved
for the propagators of the superfluid phonons of the “unified” character in the quasiparticle basis, while the associated solid (red) circles stand
for the respective combined phonon vertices. The rectangular block is used to represent the two-quasiparticle correlation function.

As the interaction kernel is contracted with the antisymmetric
quantities, suchas X ,, " , the antisymmetrization [v <> V']
is equivalent to the doubling of the corresponding terms. In
practice, this double counting is taken care of by the numerical
factor in Eq. (43), and further the restricted summation is
implied over v < V' as, for instance, in the QRPA equations.

The diagrammatic representation of the qPVC kernels of
Egs. (60) and (69) is given in the top part of Fig. 2, where
the latter version differs from the former one by the absence
of the two-quasiparticle correlations (rectangular blocks) be-
tween the emission and absorption of a phonon. The terms
shown explicitly correspond to those of Eq. (69) in the same
order. The first two contributions contain the two possible
arrangements of the self-energy, while the third and the fourth
ones are associated with the phonon exchange. The bottom
part of Fig. 2 illustrates the component structure of the super-
fluid phonons, which form the quasiparticle self-energy in the
qPVC approximation [54].

The other components K121, K21 and K221 of the
dynamical kernel can be evaluated in a similar manner.
From Egs. (77) and (78) below one can see that the off-
diagonal matrix elements of the dynamical kernel couple to
the backward-going components of the density variations. It
means that they represent the qPVC-associated ground state
correlations and can be dropped in the leading approximation.
In this case, the only remaining component is '1??!, From the
definition of the dynamical 7 matrix (34), it is related to JC'T!!]
as follows:

(1) = K} (= 7).

v !

(70)
|

r[22]
]CM

Wy’

NH 1

20 20(0) i
8RMM'(Q)) _ 8RMM’ (w) N Z w%EM/ l?zj
3R,03M/ (w) SRIOLZM(?) (w) N##’W/

vU/ ’ 0
144 O+E,,

where

23

vy

SR
()
SR ()

In the discussion above, we mentioned a number of correla-
tions which were neglected in the completed versions KC"!11e
and KM of the dynamical kernel. The major missing cor-
relations are associated with the (O|a;aﬂ/|n) amplitudes, the
terms of the residual interaction other than H?3!, and the
off-diagonal X''?! and K'2!1' contributions. They can be,
however, included consistently in the presented framework
using a similar technique.

IV. VARIATIONAL FORMULATION

There are various ways of solving the EOM (43) for the
response function. In most of the cases, the desired quantities
are the strength functions S(w) of Eq. (11), associated with
the given external fields F and F' defined by Eq. (13). Thus,
instead of solving the EOM (43) for the large matrix of the
response function ﬁ(a)), it can be more convenient to first
perform a single contraction of this function with the external
field operator, i.e., to introduce the one-body quantity

SR (o) RN (@) R (@) (F2
SRy, (@) v \RZ (@) RZL () \FY
(1)
Applying this operation to Eq. (43) yields
KoL, (@) K (@) (5RZ,(w) , /
ICIZI] ( ’C[22] SRO2 () , vy, y <y, (72)
oy ) w/w,(w) vy (@
[11]
up/ v’ 0 qu
w—FE, /s v
0 M <F> )
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The quantities R?° and R are the components of the density matrix variation in the quasiparticle space. If the ground state
is modeled by the HFB approximation, Eq. (72) can be recast as follows:
FX, + PR (IC[”] (@SR, (w) + K12

8R20 (w) T uw np' vy’ vy’ ' vy’
! -

(@SR, ()

)

w—Ey
0 Fe A (K (@BRY (@) + K20, (@8R ()
SRy (@) = : 74)
—o—Eyp

The latter set of equations, as well as the more general Eq. (72), can be interpreted as a generalization of the finite-amplitude
QRPA (FAM-QRPA) [58-60,63]. Indeed, the static part K° of the full interaction kernel K(w) = K° + K" (w) can be transformed
using its relation to the 4 and B QRPA matrices (45) [59,60]:

SH (@) = Y (A SR (@) + By o SR (@) — (B, + Eu )R, ()

vy

=Y (KL (@)RY (@) + KL ()8R ()

up'vv
vy

SHY () = Z( SR (@) + B

mpvy'

SRy (@) = (Ey + Ep)SRY (o)

nu' v’
vy
=Y (K] (@8R () + K)o ()8R (). (75)
vy

Thus, Eq. (74) can be further transformed as

20 20 20
Foo+ 8HW,(w) + K0 ()

SR — wp!
2225 (a)) w — EMV-’
F2, + §H” (w) + K2 (w)
87222/1, (0) = L I o ’ (76)
—w—Eu

where

SIS, (@) = > (KL (@8R ()

vy

+ KL (@)8R% (), a7
S () = > (KIPH ()8R ()

vy

+ KN (@8R (@) (78)

As it follows from Egs. (61), (63), and (64), the determi-
nation of the qPVC vertices I'” defining the dynamical kernel
K" in the leading approximation requires information about
the A" and )" amplitudes, which can be connected to the
superfluid density variations SR and §R"? [54,60]. Thereby,
the EOM, for instance, in the form of Eq. (76) becomes mani-
festly nonlinear with respect to these amplitudes, as compared
to the QRPA, while the nonlinearities are generated solely by
the dynamical kernel . Thus, the finite-amplitude form of
the superfluid response EOM creates an attractive opportu-
nity for computing the superfluid density variations and the
associated excitation spectra in a single iterative procedure.
Such a procedure is, in principle, a powerful extension of the
FAM-QRPA beyond the QRPA confined by only the static
kernel. The major technical difficulty is the mixing of all the
channels (spin, isospin, and parities) by the qPVC, while in
the QRPA case the channels can be fully decoupled.

In the implementations with effective interactions, quite a
good description of the qPVC vertices of the most important
phonons can be achieved on the QRPA level, i.e., without the
dynamical kernel. In this case, a three-step procedure can be
performed:

(1) The QRPA calculations are run to obtain the X" and
Y™ amplitudes in various channels.

(2) The qPVC vertices I'”" are extracted via Egs. (61)—(64).

(3) The latter vertices enter the dynamical kernel X in a
desired approximation and Eq. (76) is solved to de-
termine the new §R?*° and §R% amplitudes with the
subsequent calculation of the strength distribution in a
fixed channel.

This type of calculation scheme was realized in multi-
ple implementations for spherical nuclei, for example, in
Refs. [18,31,32,56], although not yet via the FAM procedure.
Since the effective interactions employed in these implemen-
tations contain implicitly the qPVC in a static approximation,
the interaction kernel should be corrected to remove the dou-
ble counting of the qPVC effects. A procedure of subtracting
its own value at @ = 0 from the dynamical kernel was for-
mulated in Ref. [33] and since then is systematically used
in beyond-QRPA calculations with effective interactions. Fur-
thermore, in such frameworks, qgPVC vertices can be extracted
from the FAM-QRPA by taking the variations of the quasipar-
ticle Hamiltonian at the poles of §R(w), as it was shown in
Ref. [54] and employed in Ref. [67]:

N 1 N dw
e = —?{ SHY (w)~—, 79
wt = GiEry P, e 79

where y, is a contour enclosing the pole w = w, — iA.
In the implementations with a bare NN interaction, more
steps may be required. Since in this case the QRPA phonons
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can be quite unrealistic, they are not likely to produce an
adequate approximation to the dynamical kernel. One of the
options could be employing an effective interaction on the first
two steps, to enter the iteration cycle, and then run step 3 in a
hybrid form with the bare interaction and effective phonons.
After that the obtained amplitudes can be recycled until con-
vergence. This and other possibilities will be explored in the
future work.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this article we presented a response theory for super-
fluid fermionic systems, which extends beyond the previously
existing formulations. Starting from the general many-body
Hamiltonian, a consistent derivation of the equation of mo-
tion for the superfluid response function was conducted in
the HFB basis. The resulting EOM is of the Bethe-Salpeter-
Dyson type, while its dimension is doubled as compared to
the analogous EOM for the response of nonsuperfluid sys-
tems. The interaction kernel splits naturally into the static
and dynamical parts, if the underlying bare interaction is of
an instantaneous character. Retaining the static kernel alone
leads to the quasiparticle random phase approximation (under
the HFB constraint on the ground state), while the dynamical
kernel heads beyond the QRPA.

The major emphasis of this work was put on the dynamical
kernel, which generates, in principle, a hierarchy of coupled
EOMs for increasing-rank fermionic correlation functions.
A truncation scheme, which includes completely the su-
perfluid two-fermion correlations, was worked out within a
particle number nonconserving framework. Under this trun-
cation, the superfluid response theory is brought to a closed
form. Furthermore, by identifying the correlations, which
are most important in the strongly coupled regime, a lead-
ing approximation to the dynamical kernel is obtained in an
implementation-ready form. After introducing the notion of
superfluid phonons unifying the normal and pairing mutual
counterparts, a mapping to the concept of the quasiparticle-
phonon coupling (also referred to as quasiparticle-vibration
coupling, although not all the phonons are necessarily of a
vibrational character) is achieved. The emergent character of
the qPVC is made evident via its explicit link to the bare
interaction between the fermions. Thus, such features as (i) the

J

link to the bare interaction, (ii) keeping the full HFB character
of the pairing correlations in the final expressions, and (iii)
its systematically improvable character advance the presented
approach beyond the existing qPVC models for the nuclear
response [37,55].

The EOM for the response function was further trans-
formed to the equation for the superfluid density matrix
variation in a given external field. This allowed us to formulate
an extension of the finite-amplitude method (FAM), which
was up until now confined by the QRPA. As the QRPA is
known to provide a very poor picture of the response and
associated quantities, in particular, in the nuclear systems, our
FAM-qPVC approach, therefore, opens the way to a higher-
quality description which is, at the same time, especially
efficient because of employing the finite-amplitude technique.

In particular, the response of open-shell deformed nuclei to
various external fields can be straightforwardly implemented,
thus broadening the class of nuclear systems described by the
gPVC models, which up until now is limited by spherical
nuclei. Since the qPVC improves considerably the descrip-
tion of both high-energy and low-energy spectra, it plays an
important role in generating accurate rates of various nuclear
processes, such as the y decay, radiative neutron capture,
electron capture, 8 decay, and B-delayed neutron emission.
These rates are known to be a key ingredient for modeling
astrophysical cataclysmic events of supernova explosions and
kilonovas, and they are in high demand for both spherical
and deformed nuclei. Moreover, accurate nuclear correlation
functions in various geometries are necessary for the ongoing
searches for the new physics beyond the standard model in the
nuclear domain, such as the neutrinoless double-f decay and
the electric dipole moment. The numerical implementations
of the developed approach and their accommodation for these
applications will be addressed by future effort.
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APPENDIX A: HAMILTONIAN MATRIX ELEMENTS IN THE QUASIPARTICLE SPACE

The matrix elements of the fermionic Hamiltonian (8) read, in agreement with Ref. [5],

1 1
H’ = ZhIZPZI + 5 Z 03101234042 + 1 Z 215012345034,
12

1234 1234

H,ll = Z(U,jlhlezu - V,Ilhlrzvzu + UJ]AIZVZU - VJIATgUzu),
12

20 T T i ¥
A = Z(Uulhnvﬁ —VhLUs, + U AnUs, = VI ALV,
B

1
40 _ = * * * Y%
HMM’VV/ = Z E v1234U1MU2p.’V4uV3v”
1234

(AD)

(A2)

(A3)

(A4)
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1
HY = 5 > D1sa (UL, Vit Vi Vo + Vit Uz Ut Usy), (AS)
1234
1 ’ * * *
e = 5 2 0l Wi Vi VaUsw = (1= 1)) = 0 = )+ Ug, Uz, Us Usy + V3, Vi, Vi Vo (A6)
1234

APPENDIX B: GENERIC COMMUTATORS
Complementary to the quasiparticle pair operator A, [Eq. (24)], it is convenient to introduce the operator
Cow =, =C] . (B1)
The first basic commutator is the one between the different quasiparticle pair operators:

[A/L}L’vAIV’] = _{[(S/LUCU'/I./) —(n < M/)] (U V,)]}

+ Supvw = Buwow = B0 = =B = —Buuvn. (B2)
Furthermore, the commutators entering the interaction kernel read
tol ool — At At _ t i
[ocvocv,ayay,, apo,] = [AW,AW,,AM,] = —BW/WAW, — Al Buuyys (B3)

that is associated with the nonvanishing contribution of H*’. The term containing H3' can be evaluated with

[a;ay’ Al =[Gy Ayl

= 5),“05},/01M/ — 5)//“/“7/““ = SVMA/L,)/, — SV”'/AI"V/ = DVV’/"’/’U (B4)
and, further,
T — AT il
[Aw/o‘;o‘y”Aw’] =[A,,Cy, Auwl = A, Dy — B Gy, (B5)
[a;ayAw/, Ap_p_’] = [Cy’yAuv’vAp.p.’] = Dy’yp.,u/Avv/, (B6)
i fo1=raf i f ot
(Al afa,, Al 1=1A],Cpp Al 1= =AlD) (B7)
L) @y Av AL = [CryAur AL = Gy By = D) iAv (BS)
Finally, the commutators associated with H%? read
[A;V/Avv’y A/J,/J,’] = _B/LM/}/}/’A\)I)’v
[AJ;V/A\JV” ALM/] = Aj;y/va’/Lu’- (B9)
Thus, the first commutator of Egs. (33) is given by
40 i t 31 f 31
V. Al = — Z Huu'yy'(BMu’W’Ayy/ + AL Buwyy) + Z [Hw'yy’(Aw/DVV’uu’ = B Cyyr) +Hw'>;y'Dy’yuu’AW’]
w'yy’ w'yy’
1 2 22
- Z Z (Hvu/yy'Buu’vv’Aw’ + va’jy’BMM'VV/AVV/)’ (B10)
w'yy’
while the second one can be deduced from it by Hermitian conjugation:
VA, 1=—V,Au1", (B11)
since V = V7, i.e., is Hermitian.
APPENDIX C: CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE DYNAMICAL KERNEL
Applying the Fourier transformation to the terms of the type in Fig. 1(a) of Eq. (57) leads to
Jra ) 1 Z Ouy Xy s 05 03 Yy WisOs, | AS 1
v’ 4 ® — Wy + 16 @+ Wpy — 08 ’

ydnm

where the antisymmetrization AS is implied with respect to u <> u’ and v <> v’ and the vertex functions are introduced
according to

n __ 31 n 31 n
em/ =2 Z (pr’prp’ + pr’uyypp’)' (C2)
PO

064316-13



ELENA LITVINOVA AND YINU ZHANG

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 106, 064316 (2022)

Another type of contributions is associated with the permutations of the quasiparticle operators ¢, and a; belonging to
different two-quasiparticle pairs. Proceeding similarly with the antisymmetrizations n <> 8, n <> v/, p <>y, and p <> u’ in
Egs. (54)—(56) between the same kinds of the two-quasiparticle operators at the same times leads to the following contribution:

. 1
r[11]AAa:x _
’CMM’VV’ (w) = 4 Z

ydnm

X, A
W — Wy + 16

where £" and " stand for the combinations

n __ 31
EHV =2 Z (lep’y
pp

B =2 (H)x,
pp’

(O, & + & 00 + & &) —

y/rf/*; 12"!5 n% en n% on nx gn
w + Wy — ié (eyusév + syue&z * Syusév)jl - AS’
(C3)
31 n
- Hpup’y)ypp/’
—H) %)X (C4)

Furthermore, the contributions of the type in Fig. 1(a) from the C operators without breaking two-quasiparticle pairs read

n Xm X"’l

* &% snk Ymx \)m £n
) B yp.yy.’yyvﬁgév

1 '
[111CCa _ wy Wy
’CW’W’ (w) = 4 Z [

W — Wy + 15

ydnm

] - AS, (C5)

 + Wy — 06

while the analogous contributions from the products of the C-operator and A-operator terms are the following:

m mx
XM’V ers

1
r[11]ACa _ n o snx
Kl @)= 2 [m(%ﬁus +
ydnm
Finally, the cross-pair counterparts of ICL[IILIEC“ (w) read

m nx
xm X

. 1 - _
r[11]ACa; 2 : n n n n
ICIL[H"]}V/ o) = 4 [w — Wy + 10 (Swsv; + 5,”,5‘,;) a

yénm

ZJ/ 17;) -

m*x m
Y Wy v

w+ Wy — 16

(%%+%%ﬂnw. o)

yuEyn _ _
wyov's N g g;’/’;é;‘,)] - AS, (CT

 + Oy — i8( vH

while the pure C-operator terms do not admit further cross-pair antisymmetrizations.
Here we notice that all the terms listed in Egs. (C1), (C3), (C5), (C6), and (C7) have tl_le same poles and partly the residues,
differing only by the multipliers associated with the “partial” vertex functions 6", £”, and £". Summing them up altogether leads

to Eq. (60).
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