PHYSICAL REVIEW C

VOLUME 12, NUMBER 2

AUGUST 1975

Response to dilatation and some soluble ‘“‘squashing’ models of interacting many-fermion
systems

Ronald Rockmore

Physics Department, Rutgers, The State University, New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903
(Received 14 April 1975)

The response of a many-fermion system to dilatation is studied through the introduction, in close analogy
with the “cranking” and “pushing” models, of a “squashing” model characterized by the Hamiltonian, H
= H,— &€D,, where D, is the generator of dilatations in the x direction. The evaluation of the “rigid” dila -
tational moment of such a noninteracting system is carried out for both standing wave and periodic boundary
conditions in a cubic box of side L. As in the pushing model, the dilatation moment can be evaluated
formally using the relation between D, and the commutator [x2, H,]. For independent fermions moving in a
harmonic oscillator one-body potential, this relation is shown to lead to further simplification after the
introduction of perturbed one-body wave functions. In the case of periodic boundary conditions, it is shown
that the rigid dilatational moment is not altered by an interparticle interaction to first order in the interaction
strength; by comparison with the analogous cranking moment problem, this result extends to all orders in the
interaction strength. The response to a symmetric dilatation, D = D, + D, + D, is studied in a soluble
Hartree model of “nuclear” correlations wherein a separable monopole-monopole interaction acts between
“nucleons.” In this model the dilatation moment in the presence of pair correlations is found to be the rigid
moment, with the kinetic energy of dilatation « &> there being no higher order corrections.

|:NUCLEAR STRUCTURE Approximate many-body methods applied to solvable]
models.

I. INTRODUCTION
“Cranking”"? and “pushing”?*®* models of many-
fermion systems were introduced a long time ago
to discuss the inertial responses of such systems,
these being characterized by the inertial moment
in the one and the translational inertial mass in
the other, as well as to investigate the effects® of
particle-particle interaction on their “rigid” val-
ues, the respective inertial responses in the ab-
sence of particle-particle interaction. It is curi-
ous to find no mention in the literature of yet an-
other such model, one in which we are invited to
consider the response of this many-particle sys-
tem to dilatation; we choose to term such a model
colloquially the “squashing” model.

After briefly recapitulating the properties of the
generator of dilatations (in one dimension) D,
=3(xp, + p.x) in the contextof the one-body quan-
tum mechanics, we introduce the noninteracting
squashing model of a many-fermion system, and
carry out the evaluation of the rigid dilatational
moment of such a system for both standing wave
and periodic boundary conditions in a cubic box of
side L. (The results are of course identical.) It
comes as no surprise that the rigid value is found
to receive its major contribution from states very
near the Fermi surface.? We next prove in the
case of periodic boundary conditions in a cubic
box of side L that the rigid dilatational moment
is not altered by interparticle interaction to first
order in the interaction strength in the manner of

12

the calculations of Brueckner and Amado® and of

Rockmore* of long ago, and indicate the extension

of this result to all orders in that coupling.®
While the squashing model is seen to resemble

- the cranking model on a number of counts, it is

interesting to note that as in the pushing model
the kinetic energy of dilation with the associated
dilatational moment given by the familiar crank-
ing formula?

$p=-2 Sl Rt 1)

n=0

can be evaluated formally using the analogous re-
lation between D, and the commutator of »* with
H,.2'® In this connection it is illuminating to calcu-
late the dilatational moment yet again in a soluble
(Hartree) model of a many-fermion system with a
(separable) monopole-monopole interaction.” The
dilatation interaction (which we take to be sym-
metric with D=D,+D,+D,) may be exactly trans-
formed away in this case {although initially worked
out in the familiar random phase or pair approxi-
mation [random phase approximation RPA]}® so
that the dilatational shift in the ground state ener-
gy is exactly given by - 3€°D,,,,, where € is the
dilatational coupling. (See the discussion given
below.) This result, though based on a soluble
model of interacting fermions, reconfirms the
recent observation made by Zamick® in the re-
lated calculation of the inertial parameter in the
vibrating potential model®° that the Inglis model
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works better for high frequencies than one would
have expected.

II. SQUASHING IN THE NONINTERACTING SYSTEM.
PARTICLES IN A BOX

Preliminary to considering the problem without
interaction we recapitulate briefly the salient
properties of D,, the generator of dilatations in
the x direction. Under an infinitesimal dilatation
in the x direction

U.,=1-1ie/k)D, , @)

where € is the infinitesimal extension, one has

Uf)U=f(x) + i (e/R)[ Dy, fix)]

= flx) +€xd£§cx) . 3)
Similarly
Ulg(o)U.=g(ps) - €bs ‘f’g". 4)

{In this connection, note that one has for the oscil-
lator Hamiltonian (say, in one dimension) under a
finite dilatation

U(a)Th[(,x)U(a) :ei(“”')nx[pxz/ZM +§(Kx2)]e'i(°‘/")px
=p,*/(2Me*) + 2(Ke™ x?) =h{?’ (5)
with
w'=[Ke*/ (M) V2=w . } (6)

Proceeding in direct analogy with the cranking
model,? where for rotation about the z axis with
angular velocity w one has

H=H,-wL, (7

(L, is the angular momentum operator about the
z axis) and with the pushing model,2 where for
translation along the z axis with velocity V one
has

H=H,- VP, (8)

(P, is the linear momentum operator in the z
direction) we construct the squashing model for
noninteracting fermions:

H=H,-¢€D, , (9

where € is the angular frequency for vibrations in
the x direction and D, the appropriate dilatation
operator. For orientation purposes we carry out
an evaluation of the dilatation moment ($D) first
in the case of standing-wave boundary conditions
in a box of side L. The matrix element of D, be-

tween single-particle states in the box with wave
functions ${3),(xyz) = (8/L*)"? sink,x sink,,ysink,z

is
2 2
(Umtn? | Dy| LMy = 6y Bps(= 1)1 =12 B 2 Rs
x 1 kll —'k,
(10)
where
ky=l/L (1=1,2,...) . 11)

The energy of a single-particle state is
e

Eimn =w(

2 +m?+n?) . (12)
Substituting into Eq. (1) we find

$0=4M ) G (13)

Again as in the analogous cranking model calcula-
tion of Brueckner and Amado,? since the principal
contribution to the sums comes from values of [
and !’ close to the maximum value

A=(F2—m2—n2)1/2 , (14)
we write
I - 12=2A(I'-1)=2Aq . (15)

Equation (13) now becomes

2ML? A |
= Ay % el (16)

- A 1 - 1 1 2
I LML an

=1 I=A~q e=1

and the sum over m and n gives the number of par-
ticles N. Thus the rigid dilatational moment

D =NML? (18)

emerges, with the kinetic energy of dilatation
- %ézﬂ),igid characteristically coming from small
values of g, i.e. from states very near the Fermi
surface.?

As in the case of the pushing model, where the
inertial mass

n#0
can be evaluated formally using the relation®

1 P,

7 leHl =3F (20)

one may similarly evaluate the dilatational moment



678 RONALD

formally by using the relation

Lo o 9. 2D
lﬁ[x JHO]‘ M

(21)

which leads to the alternative expression

D :3M<¢0| le Z;bo> M<Zp0l I‘2| ¢o> . (22)

However, note that we only encounter the analog
of the perturbed single-particle wave function

Vimn(xyz) =7 (%) (xyz) (23)

in terms of which the Hamiltonian [Eq. (8)] of the
pushing model is diagonalized {through the intro-
duction of the field operator ¥ in its expansion in
perturbed single-particle wave functions [¥ =
Z}Im,,c,m,,zp,,,,,,(xyz)] in place of its expansion in
unperturbed single-particle wave functions [¥=
DimnC SO n(xy2)] in H with

H= f dr ¥t @e, - Vp ¥

= Z (Elmn _%MVZ)CTI.mnclmn } (24)

imn

in the case of independent fermions moving in a
havrmonic oscillator one-body potential, viz. for

H=f dF Wi, - €D,)¥ (25)
with
Ro=h$)+h ) +h ), (26)
0 o 0 o]
V=D Conyn,®n (G K = EM)GS; K)G) (25 K)
"xny"z
(27
and
Gn, (6 K = EM) =072 (O (s K M) (28)
one has

H= Z {n, + 2 w[K - €M

ﬂxﬂyﬂz

+y+n,+ DRWK] e T nn, Cnn,  (29)

together with the expected result O(é?),

~ L
H= E [Enxnynz - 2€2M(x2)nxnynz ,nxnynz]
nynynz

X Chngns © (30)

nxnyng o
It should be emphasized that these results are
rather indifferent to the boundary conditions im-
posed. Thus, in the pushing model in the case of
periodic boundary conditions (to simplify matters
we use the formalism of second quantization) one
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has trivially by redefinition of k&,

HZ

c*c*— |4 Z 7k, c*c*

_ 7’k >
-Z (—2~M———2MV AR (31)
k

Analogously, for the squashing model in periodic
boundary conditions {with single-particle wave
functions ¥$9), = (1/L)*? exp[ 2n(lx +my +nz)/L]
=(1/L)*"® exp(ik - T)} with one-body matrix ele-
ments

ki+ky
(Dx)-ﬁ -E 2 (k/_k >5k’k Gk’kz, (k;#k,) 5 (32)
(0200 =3k L, (33)
one has (after again redefining k, here)
2k2 1 e2 2\ T 4
H= Z: ~-F€ML c;c}:+H1 s (34)
k
= - DTN
Hi==¢& 37 (D)t (35)
Tk
(ﬁ'%ﬁ)

with the nondiagonal contribution to ® given by

nondia 1
1gy(nond g>=..z<%lHlEo_H H,|¥,)
0

S(EL S -
=M Z (k/ k/2 kZ)

MY Y i e q3 ) (36)

Ilmn q

where we have taken the limit of a large system®
for which A =(F2? —m? —#®)""? is large; thus we are
able to write

|22~ 12| =27 |1 ="

and to introduce the summation variable ¢=1'~1,
From the symmetry of contributions from positive
and negative / and the relation'' 3 A =3N, it fol-
lows that

Lp(nondise) _ L Np7T2 (37

Thus, adding to the nondiagonal contribution given
by Eq. (37) the diagonal contribution of Eq. (34)
(3DW=) — INML?), the earlier result for standing-
wave boundary conditions ® = NV L? is recovered.

1II. SQUASHING IN THE INTERACTING SYSTEM.
PARTICLES IN A BOX

Here we sketch briefly the proof that for fermions
in a box the rigid dilatational moment is unaltered
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by particle-particle interaction to first order in with

interaction strength and its subsequent extension R e, Nt

to all orders. (It is not necessary to go into much Hy+0 = Z oM 5 °€ ML)% cx

detail here because of the very close resemblance %

of this problem and its resolution to that encoun- 1 1.1

tered a long time ago in the study of the cranking 2 Z ¢ kz(l’ 2v] 3,4)
ki

moment of the very same interacting many-par-

ticle system.?'*) In the case of periodic boundary Xer er 0% 4%, % +;4;

conditions and under the characteristic assump-
tion of a translation-invariant two-body interac-
tion, one has now, as a consequence of the dis-
cussion given in Sec. II, to deal with the Hamil-
tonian

of the nondiagonal contribution to ®:

1

o W, +0)

_13_:D(nondiag) --9 <£0 H1

H=H,+0+H, (38)

-l

which to fivst order in V is given by?

1 ~(nondiag) iqy( nondiag ) _
3D -39 L =4, +4, +4,

2y (ol D [ 90 K| 018) =G| 0] B5) 81} ¥l D | )
B n,m (Eo_ En )(Ea_ Em)

Wl Dy | 8,0 C¥nl Dl ¥3) (v )
-2 o= £, )&y~ Ey) :

The three interaction-dependent terms A; (i =1, 2, 3) given by

Mz2L* I +1\? 1 -, -, > - -
—5 “TRE Z Z (ll_ ll[) (1212 (« plpzlv|p1p2>"<p1p2|v‘p1p2>) ,
1y mynyl{ lpmgny 1 ! ! !

ML ll+l{)(lz+lé> (p{B,|v| B,bs)
"t | 2 Z,<ll—l; L=l ) W= = 1)

’
Lymymly oManaly

ML I+ <12+l;>( 1 1 ) (p!pilvl p,py)
“Sa e 2 Z,,<ll-—l; LAV IR R R
2

’ 1
1Ml Bpmpmy

are, following Ref. 2 successively transformed into

ML2 1 av e nonding 1 AV
A = A ==%2D nonlag___’
TR b dpe T Pr dp
A /\1—11 +1 A
M?2L* - - - - - N L Zé 1
A2+A3:-"8 172 Z (<p1p2|U| p1p2> "(pl' _pglvi pll-—p2>),1=,2=pF z —ZI—;
m myng1myn 1,0 q¢=1 Ip=Ap-q +1
272
M2LAF .
== 252 f dﬂlf dﬂzsu‘lelsn‘lezs"nq&l Sln¢z<p1pglvlp1p2>pl=p2=pF
96m3m® J . on
M?2L4F*

=T ErAL 2 Ul(PF,pF) °

679

(39)

thus it is sufficient to show that the effects of par-
ticle-particle interaction vanish in the calculation

o)

(40)

(41)

42)

43)

(44)

(45)

(46)
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Since this last expression may cast into the form?

MZ2L*F*
A2+A3=—'—3é—h:2—
1
Xf d(coselz)<plpzlvlp1p2>p1=gz=pFCOS912
-1
M av
=LNML2— —— 47
] pF dPF ’ ( )
we have

A +A,+A,=0.

This first order cancellation of interaction effects
is a consequence of the “generalized gradient
theorem” (already familiar® from earlier dis-
cussions of the cranking moment) and the exten-
sion of this result to higher orders is straight-
forward,® i.e. we conclude that interaction effects
on the dilatation moment vanish to all ovders in
this model.

IV. SQUASHING IN A SOLUBLE HARTREE MODEL OF
FERMIONS WITH A SEPARABLE MONOPOLE-MONOPOLE
INTERACTION

We consider finally the response to dilatation
in a “soluble” model” of nuclear correlations
wherein a separable monopole-monopole interac-
tion” v,; =A7,*r ? acts between nucleons (these we
take to be spinless, adoptiug the definition that
exchange terms vanish?), The result in this in-
structive and simple model may be indicative of
the situation in the case of more realistic inter-
actions. In the formalism of second quantization
the Hamiltonian of this interacting system is given
by

-+ p2 -, 2
H:fdr\y*;—Mm%x:(fderrz\p) 1. (48)

The field operator ¥(T) is expanded in the eigen-
states of a harmonic oscillator reference spec-
trum

VD= T cynn, 000, (FK) 9)

"X 'ly le
Ny Rynz

with the harmonic oscillator parameter 7w =#(K/
M)/2 variationally determined and with the as-

sociated annihilation (creation) operators c,_,,n,
(c:x,,y ,,z) satisfying the anticommutation relations

{Cn ’ C: ’} = Gn, nxlany n,rén, ngt - (50)
(It will usually suffice to label operators and wave
functions schematically, i.e.,

Coa—~C ’ ¢£x0)"' d)yg:)nyn‘-)

My fyng
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Introducing operators for particles
Cou=0Cy, n(a)>np (513)

[#5 refers to the Fermi surface, the last filled
level ny(nnm,) in the reference system.] and for
holes

ca=bY, n(a)<n, (51b)

and normal ordering H, one has

n

" . F 2
a3 Tom+5)\(z yuaz>
(o7 o
(A T i) T resfous
Y oB

+Ea[w]0aa+§)\(z rd520a6>2, (52)
oB
where
Taa=(o0, B 00
=3(n+ 3w
and
Oua =N -NQ |
N =ala,,

fob)=bz ba ’

Oup=Cap+Chp+N3-NY (53)
Cop=bals,
N} =alag,
N® =blbg.

At the minimum of
ng ng 2
CEAIE SEMENG S
o [:3
determined by

Sl ey (5

(54)
where ), denotes the sum over occupied states,

nE
E EE (e +n,+n,+3)=5(mp+1)ng+2)(ng +3),
o =0

(55)

the pair excitations are decoupled from the un-
correlated ground state energy, viz.

H[wo] =<O|H[wo]| 0) + ZEa[wo]Oaa

2
+%A<z‘; rochoaB> ’ (56)
o
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since there
A E 7yy*lw,l
Y

The statement of the problem is complete with the
addition to H of the interaction with, say, a sym-
metric dllatatlon D=D,+D,+D,:

-3Mw?2=0,

The solution to this (so far) exact problem is ob-
tained readily by comparison with its solution in
the “boson” approximation (RPA).®> The equivalent
pair approximation to the exact problem is con-
structed by defining boson annihilation (creation)
operators &, (&l ,) with commutation relations

H, =—¢ fdr ¥ DY, 57) [Eapr €Lrgr]=00arBsps (58)
in terms of which
H +H, —(O|H[w,]| O) ~5CRPA=5CRPA 1+ URPA 4 5CIPA
= ZB(EB = Eo )8l 5805+ 30 [Zﬂ:”aez(fae +5z¢s)}2 -é Ze:daa(éas - &), (59)
o o o
where
dys =d"‘g+d(°’ﬂ) +d%
(0) (r/)( (60)
with
aly = (%ih)<{[”j(ﬁ)+ 1[n;(8)+ 21126 (e, ) 2= (2= B)>,£I, Ot my(B) - (61)
In the case of no pair correlations (\ =0) the RPA Hamiltonian
JCEPA+ICRPA= Z;, (Eg —E )l pC0p —¢ Ze;dotﬂ(é.aﬂ -¢ls) (62)
o o
is diagonalized by the unitary transformation
S = S ,
11
(63)

e =exp[é2g§/5)(é'75 +&75)],
Yo

where g{%) is pure imaginary. Thus,

STOAMIA™IS = T By~ Eo)elalan =27 )0 3 dREd -2 ) 3By~ B
a =1 o =1 a

=D (Eg—E)ehst0s —ézi 2 B
aB J =

provided
(Ep -Eo)g8h=—-dih) . (65)

The kinetic energy of dilatation is easily evaluated:

éziz |d(f)|2
1 aB EB_Ea
a 3ﬁ np.np=-l
=é2 8<.uo Z (n, +1)(n, +2w, (n,)

(66)

and, with some additional manipulation this last

|d(f)lz
sg—E,

(64)

r
expression reduces to

n
ez
€ 2w, <

+
xC,,x"ynzc,,x,,y"z,o>. (67)
From the condition [Eq. (65)] with
(Eg—Eq)gtd=(4, [¢7), h[w] 1of)
== (09, D,¢‘é’>) (68)

é2

9

E E
nynyn, nxn n, Cn Myl

22
€M Z x Myfzs B Mymy
Txfy Tz
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we find
g9 =—(M/2im)r 2, (69)
thus
S=exp [(iéM/Z?I)Z 7, 52,5+ 5)} (70)
Y8

and S commutes with VXA as well, i.e., the dila-
tational moment in the presence of paiv correla-
tions is the vigid dilatational moment. In the ex-
act problem posed above at the outset of our dis-

states of Sec. II, we would have found that!?

cussion, the theorem is preserved intact if we
simply make the correspondence!?

S =St =exp (&M /20) 30 7,370, | (D)
o
again with
. Tiwy(n+2
S(txact)(H +H1 )S(exac() = H - %522% wog( 2) . (72)

This result is “quasiadiabatic” only in the sense
that had we expanded ¥ in the perturbed oscillator

Hlw]+8,[w]= z Tealo 1+ (35 7o) -3 5 roatlo 1+ o Sy lu'] - $u16?)

X Z"raﬂz[w']OaB + Z(Ea[w’] —382M7 42w ])Ogq + 3N <§s: 7y Bz[w']0a5>2 . (73)

Neglecting the term 0(¢2) in the minimization of
D aToalw 1+ A S0 7ao?[w’])? produces our earlier
result [Eq. (87)], since after minimization w’=w,.

APPENDIX: PERTURBED SINGLE HARMONIC
OSCILLATOR

It may be of some interest to solve the eigen-
value problem of the perturbed single harmonic
oscillator of Sec. II by algebraic means. One in-
troduces the operators

n,=E){@" 2 +a?},
n,=G){@"? -a?}, (A1)
Ny =(3)aa’ +a’a)

constructed of the annihilation (creation) operators
a (a") defined by

x={/2Mw)/2(a+at),
py=GEMw) /(@ -a)/i

(A2)

with
[a at]=1. (A3)

The 7; satisfy commutation relations analogous to
those of angular momenta

[0y, m,]=~ing,
(15 ns] =10, (A4)
[n5, m,]=n,.
In terms of the 1,
h(*) —&D, = 2hwn, + 27N, . (A5)

Under the unitary transformation S=e*®™ (¢ real)
we have

Tlé=ST7725=772°05h¢—ﬁasinh¢>, (A6)
73 =13coshd —n,sinhg,

so that for the particular choice, wsinh¢=¢écoshda,
one finds

ST(h{*) = eD,)S =2w (1 —€2/w?) /2, . (A7)
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