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We present a general method for constructing path intergrals for the nuclear many-body
problem. This method uses continuous and overcomplete sets of vectors in the Hilbert
space. The state labels play the role of classical coordinates which are quantized as bosons.
The equations of motion for the classical coordinates are obtained by calculating the func-
tional integral in the saddle point approximation. In the particular case where the over-
complete set considered is the set of all Slater determinants, the classical equations of
motion are the time-dependent Hartree-Fock equations. The functional integral provides a
way of requantizing these classical equations. This quantization involves boson degrees of
freedom and is in some cases very similar to the method of boson expansion. It is shown
that the functional integral formalism provides a unifying framework to describe various

approaches to the nuclear many-body problem.

NUCLEAR STRUCTURE Functional integrals on continuous over-
complete sets. Time-dependent Hartree and Hartree-Fock theories. Bo-
son representations for fermion systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The present work examines the application of
path integrals to the nuclear many-body problem.
It has been motivated partly by the recent develop-
ments in the time-dependent mean field theories
which have been applied to the description of large
amplitude collective motion or heavy ions reac-
tions.!~* One of such theories is the time-depen-
dent Hartree-Fock theory hereafter referred to as
TDHF. As is well known, the mean field approxi-
mation to the many-body problem leaves out defin-
ite effects which are usually interpreted in terms of
quantum mechanics. For example the vibrational
and rotational modes are not quantized in TDHF.
To make connection with quantum spectra, a “re-
quantization” is obviously required. The procedure
followed for this requantization is often empirical
and mostly unjustified. This originates from the fact
that most of the derivations of the time-dependent
mean field equations do not allow for a systematic
expansion beyond the mean field level. An excep-
tion to this criticism is the boson expansion

method.>~7 In this method, the time-dependent
mean field equations arise from the replacement of
the boson operators by ¢ numbers. Moreover, and
this is a major point, it can be shown that the boson
expansion retrieves exactly the original many-body
problem of interacting fermions. In other words bo-
son expansions provide an exact quantization
scheme for the time-dependent mean field equations.

Path integrals provide other possible quantization
schemes. The standard procedure is to calculate
first the functional integral using the saddle-point
approximation. This provides the “classical” ap-
proximation of the theory. Knowing the classical
solution, one can get a semiclassical expression for
the transition amplitudes and apply a generalization
of the Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB) method
to quantize periodic motions. Further quantum ef-
fects are recovered by calculating the successive
corrections to the saddle-point approximation. In
the calculation of these corrections, boson degrees of
freedom appear naturally. Actually, as we shall see,
the boson expansion method is closely related to the
quantization through path integrals.
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Path integrals have been extensively used in many
different areas of physics, in particular in quantum
field theory and statistical mechanics. As is well
known they are mathematically ill-defined objects
and some of the manipulations one usually performs
on ordinary integrals are not necessarily allowed,
since they may lead to completely erroneous results.
This is an important point which must always be
kept in mind. To circumvent part of the mathemat-
ical difficulties associated with the definition of the
functional integral, one usually identifies the func-
tional integral with the formal perturbation expan-
sion. All the manipulations on the integral which
can be interpreted as manipulations on the perturba-
tion expansion are then allowed. Other manipula-
tions should be examined with great care. This does
not imply that the use of the functional integral is
restricted to perturbative approximations. It only
guarantees that the properties of the integral are
identical to those of the perturbation expansion.

In this paper, we discuss a general method for
constructing path integrals for the nuclear many-
body problem. This method, due to Klauder,®’
makes use of continuous and overcomplete sets of
vectors of the Hilbert space. Among those,
coherent states or generalized coherent states are
particularly important sets. Thus the vectors of the
Hilbert space are parametrized by a set of complex
numbers which play the role of classical coordinates
in a generalized phase space. According to the
choice of the overcomplete set, different *‘classical
approximations” are generated from the functional
integral. In the present context one should
remember that the word classical does not imply
that something is small compared to #. For exam-
ple, choosing the set of all the vectors in the Hilbert
space as the overcomplete set, one gets as the classi-
cal approximation to the Schrodinger equation, the
Schrodinger equation itself. This is certainly an ex-
treme case and most of the interesting approxima-
tions leave out genuine quantum effects. One of the
purposes of the present work is to analyze these ef-
fects in the case of the time-dependent mean field
approximations.

Functional integrals have been used recently in
nuclear physics by several authors.!®~15 It will be
seen that all the methods used by these authors are
actually particular cases of the general method
presented here which has much more flexibility.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. I of
this paper we discuss the properties of some over-
complete sets which are relevant to the discussion of
the nuclear many-body problem. In Sec. III we

construct the functional integral. Several specific
forms of the functional integral are explicitly given.
In Sec. IV we discuss the link between the path in-
tegral and the formal perturbation expansion. We
analyze the difficulties associated with the quantiza-
tion of the time-dependent Hartree-Fock theory.

In Sec. V, we analyze the successive corrections
to the mean field approximation and discuss the
physical nature of the quantum effects which are
left out in this approximation. We also briefly dis-
cuss the connection between path integrals and the
boson expansion methods. Section VI summarizes
the conclusions. Let us finally mention that a par-
tial account of this work can be found in Refs.
16—19.

II. OVERCOMPLETE SETS

Let { |¥(z)) } be an overcomplete set of vectors
in the Hilbert space 7, depending upon a family of
parameters which we denote collectively by z. We
shall call the parameters z classical coordinates, and
the space of variations of z the generalized phase
space. The justification for this will appear in Sec.
ITII. The overcompleteness means that any vector of
J¢ can be expanded on the states |¥(z)) and that
the states |1(z)) are linearly dependent. We as-
sume that the parameters z vary continuously and
that there exists a measure p(z) on the space where
z is defined, such that

Jduz)|z)z| =1, 2.1)

where 1 denotes the unit operator in 2. In (2.1) as
well as in the following, we use the abridged nota-
tion | z) for the state | ¥(z)). We give below ex-
amples of overcomplete sets which are useful in our
discussion.

A. Coherent states of the harmonic oscillator
This is a well known and typical example of an
overcomplete set. We recall briefly its properties.

The coherent states are thus defined:

n

z
V!

1z)=e*'j0) =3 In) , 2.2)

where |0) is the oscillator ground state and |n )
the state with n quanta. c'is the raising operator.
The closure relation is written in terms of the states
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|z) using Bargman’s measure®:

*
f ﬁdz_dzl__e—z*z'z>(z| =1,
277i _
(2.3)
where
dzdz*  dRezdImz
2@ T

and the integration is carried over the whole com-
plex plane. The overlap of two coherent states is
given by

(z|z2') = e . (2.4)

The coherent state |z ) is an eigenstate of the lower-
ing operator ¢ with eigenvalue z,

clz)y=z|z) . ‘ (2.5a)

The matrix element of an operator 4 (cT,c), in
which the operators ¢ and ¢ are written in normal
order (the ¢' on the left of the ¢’s) is therefore given
by

(z|d(che)|z') = e” 74 (2%, 7)) .
(2.5b)

B. Bosons coherent states

Let us consider the boson Fock space generated
by the repeated action of the creation operators c,
on the vacuum |0), the index a running over a
complete set of single particle states. The operators
c ;r and their Hermitian conjugates ¢, obey boson
commutation rules

[cwesl =0, [cqics] =0, [cach]="Sap -
(2.6)
Boson coherent states are defined by
S zaca

|Z) = exp [0) .

(2.7)

The properties of these coherent states generalize
those of the preceding section. The closure relation
in Fock space can be written
dz} dz, "
- 2 ZqZg
a

f ];I—-“ exp

2i 1Z0z] =1

(2.8)

The state (2.7) is an eigenstate of the destruction
operator ¢, with the eigenvalue z,

ColZ)=2,]2Z) . (2.9)
The overlap of two coherent states (2.7) is,

32z,
a

(Z|Z') =exp

(2.10)

Therefore the matrix element of a normal ordered
operator A4 (c'e) is

(Z |4 (ce) |Z') = A(Z*,Z")exp

2 zazq
a

(2.11)

C. Fermions coherent states

The coherent states of fermions are defined by
analogy with the coherent states of boson.?! Let a ],
a, be the fermion creation and destruction opera-
tors. They satisfy the anticommutation relations

+
[awaﬁ]+ =0, [aa’ag]+ =0, [amag]+ = SaB
(2.12)
Let us consider the state
S zada
a

|Z) = exp [0) ,

(2.13)

where |0) is the vacuum of the fermion Fock
space. Since a,? =0, |z) can be an eigenstate of
a, only if z,> = 0. This can be realized using an-
ticommuting Grassman variables. The rules for cal-
culating with these objects have been widely dis-
cussed in the literature. All the formulas of Sec.
(ITB) hold for the fermion coherent states, provided
z is understood as a Grassman variable. Note that
fermion coherent states do not belong to the Fock
space. However, they allow for a decomposition of
the identity in Fock space

fHdz;dzaexp — X zaz, || Z)(Z] =1
a a

(2.14)

D. Boson representation for fermions

Fermion states are usually represented by vectors
of a fermion Fock space, constructed from a com-
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plete set of single particle states { |a) }. It is also
possible to represent fermion states as vectors be-
longing to a subspace (called the physical subspace)
of a large boson Fock space. We consider in this
section the representation which has been described
in Ref. 17, and which is a generalization of that in-
troduced in Ref. 7.

To construct the boson image of an N-fermion
state, we consider a large space G, product of N bo-
son Fock spaces B;, associated with each of the par-
ticles i

G=g€?1® ;@2@ ® '@N . (2.15)

We call C,-T(a), C;(a) the creation and annihilation
operators acting in #;. These operators satisfy the
commutation relations

[Ci(@),C/'(B)] = 8845 »
(2.16)

[Ci(),C;(B)] = [C(a)C (B =0

The following states
|9) = }P‘,(_)Pc{f(az,,1 )...Ca(ap,) | 0)p

(2.17)

where ) , is a sum over all the possible permuta-
tions of the indices a...ay, and |0)p is the boson
vacuum, are in one-to-one correspondence with the
N-fermion states of the fermion Fock space. They
span the physical subspace. They are characterized
by two properties. There is one and only one parti-
cle per subspace #;,

EC )Cil@) |9) = [¥) ( LN

(2.18)

The state changes sign in any transposition of the
particle indices. The operator which realizes such a
transposition is

P; =3 Gla)C/B)C)()Ci(B)
ap
= — 2 Cl(a)Ci(a)

+ 3 Gla)Ca) 3 ¢ (BICiB) . (2.19)
a

B

In view of Egs. (2.18) and (2.19), the condition
Pyly) = —|¢) (2.20)

is equivalent to the condition

3 Gl |9y =0 (i£)) . (2.21)

Thus the states of the physical subspace are charac-
terized by the following set of equations

Y —1...,N
(2.22)

The operators dj; = Y, , (oAl
U(N) algebra,

Ci(a) satisfy the

[dij,dkl] = diISjk - dkj81,- . (2.23)

They are the generators of the transformation
which mixes the various components of a state vec-
tor in G. These operators can be used to construct
explicitly a projector onto the physical subspace

P= f HdA,-je—iTrACXp IEA,de] 5
Lj ij

(2.24)

where the matrix A may be chosen to be a real ma-
trix and the integration carried from — 1 to 7.
Other forms are of course possible for P. The
Hamiltonian in G takes the following form

N
Hy = ;} % TosCil(@)Ci(B)

+33 3 @BV |r8)C @)c/(B)IC;(8)Ci(y)

i,j apyd
(2.25)

where (af8 | V | ¥8) denotes the nonantisymmetrized

matrix element of the two-body interaction V. It is

easily verified that Hp has the same matrix element
within the physical subspace as the Hamiltonian

H = ETaﬂaaaB+ Es(ab’iVWSa aBaaa
i

(2.26)

has in the Fermion Fock space. It is also easily
checked that Hp commutes with the projector P
given by (2.24), that is, Hp has no matrix elements
between physical and unphysical states. This fol-
lows from the fact that physical and unphysical
states belong to different representations of the uni-
tary group, and Hp commutes with the generators
d;.

JThe closure relation in G is conveniently written
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with the help of the coherent states:

- t
E ZZk(a)Ck(a)

k=1 a

|Z) =exp |10)s

(2.27a)

where the index a runs over all the single particle
states and |0)p is the boson vacuum. We shall also
use continuous representation with the notation

! t
S [ dxoulx)gi(x) |00
k=1

@) = exp

(2.27b)
The closure relation in G reads [see Eq. (2.8)]
dz; (a)de(a)

IG—fHH

Xexp[—z(Zk[Zk)]|Z>(Z|
k

N d @i (x)d @i (x)
e
k=1 x
X exp [-2(¢k I(Pk)] lpXel
k
(2.28)
where we have used the abridged notations
(Zk IZk) = 2 Z,:(a)Zk(a) »
(2.29)

(ox |@x) = f dx i (X)@g(x)

The closure relation (2.28) induces a closure relation
in the physical subspace of G, obtained by applying
the projector P onto the physical subspace on both
sides of (2.28),

PfHH

dz; (a de(a)

X €exp [_ztzk | Z)|P|1Z)Y(Z|P .
k

(2.30)

Now we note that
P|Z) =det[Zy(a;)]C{ (a;) - -+ Chlay)|0) .
(2.31)

Thus, in a scale transformation

Za)=AZ'(a), (2.32)

P |Z) scales as detA. This property can be verified
using the explicit form of P given by Eq. (2.26).
One has indeed

PIAZ) = [du(Z")|Z')(Z'|P|AZ)

(2.33)
and

(ZIIP|A2>:fdAe—iTrAHeZ'Jr(eiAA)Z ,
a

(2.34)
where we have used the property

t A t
C, A, C (e?—1),,C, C,
e kKN _ .o Kk,
(2.35)

Changing the integration variable 4 into 4-i InA and
using the property detA = exp trlnA, one obtains
the desired equation

P|AZ) = (detA)P|Z) . (2.36)

Equation (2.30) may then be written as follows

dZ (@) dZ;(a)
p=[ IIII——-——“

x [ dATT8lA — (2 | Z0)]

e~ TApP|ZWZ|P , (237

where the integration over A runs over all the posi-
tive definite Hermitian matrices. Making the
change of variable

Z(a) = AI/ZZ'((I), Z*(a) — Zl*(a)KI/Z ,
(2.38)

where A denotes the transpose of the matrix A one
gets

P= [ f dA(detA)"e—T'A]
de*(a de (a)

><fIIII

X IH 8[(Ze | Z)) — 8]
=1
X P|Z')(Z'|P , (2.39)

where n is the total number of single particle states.
The integral over A is just a normalization constant
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. 1. We thus arrive at the result

de(a)de(a)
p=w{ nn~——~———

k=1 a I1=1

This result will be rederived in a different way in
the next section.

E. Independent particle states

In this section we consider the overcomplete set
formed by all the Slater determinants describing sys-
tems with a fixed number of particles N. This set
can be parametrized in many ways. We give below
some parametrizations which are useful in practice,
together with the corresponding closure relations.
The derivations are reported in the Appendix.

Let |¢y) be a particular Slater determinant.
| o) is composed of N orthonormalized single par-
ticle orbitals, which we call “hole” states,

160) = [Tar |0) . (2.41)
h

We call “particle” states the states such that
a, |do) =0 . (2.42)

We assume that the number of single particle states
is finite. We call n; the number of hole states and
n, the number of particle states. It is known that
any Slater determinant nonorthogonal to |¢,) can
be written??

lZ)—expE( ,,apa;, | o) . (2.43)

The states (2.43) are not normalized. The overlap
between two of them is

(Z|Z'y =det1 + 272" , (2.44)

where Z denotes the complex n, X nj, matrix made
out of the Z,;, amplitudes. In terms of the states
(2.43) the closure relation in the Hilbert space of
N-fermions states takes the following form (see the
Appendix)

f H hd dZy, dZyy, [det(1 + Z'Z)] Myt 4 p)

X |ZXZ| =1 . (245

Using Wick’s theorem one can express the matrix
elements of any operator between two states Z and
Z' in terms of the one-body density matrix defined
thus

TI50(Zk | Z) — 841P | Z)(Z | P . (2.40)

(Z|ajag|Z')

(2.46)
(z|z')

Pl Z%Z") =

Thus, for example, one has
(Z laaaﬁayaslz )
(Z|2')

= Pser (ZJ'Z)p,,,;(ZJr Z')

SN VAN A IRVAN A

(2.47)

The matrix elements p,s(Z 1.Z’) have the following
expressions

pon =121+ 27271,

pwp =1+ 2Z'2)7'2"),
(2.48)
P =[2'(1 + ZTZ')_IZT]pp’ )
puwe =1+ Z'Z)7 e
Performing the change of variable,
Boh = Zppl(1 + Z72)7 )y, (2.49)

one can simplify (2.45). In the variables B, the clo-
sure relation takes the form

f II dBph dﬂph

where the states |B) are obtained from (2.43) by
expressing Z in terms of 8 and normalizing. - This
parametrization has been used in works on boson
expansions.’ The density matrix elements have the
following expressions in terms of the 3’s

pap=(Blagaa|B)

poh = [B1— BB 1, po=p3s »  (2.51)
Ppp' = (BBf)pp’ ’

Pr = S — (BB

Note that the measure in (2.50) is extremely simple.
This results from the fact that the B, are the coeffi-
cients of the unitary transformation which carries
| o) into the state |B). The domain of integration
is complicated, however, since the matrix 3 must

IB)<B| =1, (2.50)
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satisfy
1—8'8)0 , (2.52)

while in the parametrization (2.43) the parameters
Z,, vary over the whole complex plane. Note also
that the expression of the density matrix (2.48) is
formally the same, whether Z' differs from Z or
not. The density matrix (2.51) has a simple expres-
sion only if the bra and the ket in (2.51) are Hermi-
tian conjugates of one another.

Using a further change of variable, one arrives at
a parametrization in which the coordinates are the
single particle wave functions which build up the
determinant. The closure relation can be written
(see Appendix), with respect to a normalization con-
stant,

fHH

k=1 x

dor (x)der(x)
SR HS[ x| — B

X || ~1,

(2.53)
J

—H(l t;)
(Zple 7T

In the limit N — «, € —>0 and

<Zk+1 |e—isH|Zk> B

N
|Z;)= f 11 aw(ZXZs | Zy I Zy |eietl | Z, ) - - -
k=1

(Z 41 |H | Zy)

(ZiaZe)

One then arrives at

—iH (tp—1,;) . N N
(Zsle lZ,-):A}lm f [Tz T1 (Zk 11 Zi) exp
- k=1 k=0

where |Zy) = |Z;) and (Zy,,| = (Z;|. One defines

|SZk+1>= le+1)" |Zk) ’

so that (3.3) may be rewritten as follows:

(Z 112y

which is identical to the relation (2.40).

III. PATH INTEGRALS

In this section we give functional integral
representations for the matrix elements of the evolu-
tion operator e ~*H! between some initial state | Z ;)
and some final state (Z /|,

—iH(tf——t)

(Zf|e Nz, (3.1

where |Z;) and | Z;) belong to the class of states
described in the previous section. The general pro-
cedure for constructing path integrals is quite stand-
ard. First one factorizes the operator e —Ht
into N terms e ~*#, where € = (t; — 1;)/N. Then
one inserts the closure relation (2.1) between each of
the factors and gets

—iH(t;—1)) . N
(Zs e 2} = lim [ T1 dZ( 2k | Z) K Zs | Zy)
—® k=1

X exp

N
2
k=:1

A further simplification is achieved if one admits
that the major contribution to the integral comes
from those “paths” for which |8Z ;) is of order €
for almost all k, that is, assuming that only piece-

(Zy i e M) Zp) - (Zy e Zp).
(3.2)
+0(e?) . (3.3)
NV Zg o |H | Z )

—ie , (3.4

: o (Zi|Z ) )

(3.5)

(Zi | Zy) (Zi | Z 1) )

.

wise continuous paths contribute in (3.6). Setting

d |Z)/dt = |8Z ) /e and keeping only lowest order
terms in €, one finally ends up with the continuous
expression
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—iH(t,—t,)
(Zsle™ KRV
(Z(t)]-(Z

= | \zdp=12) 2Z*®, Z(1))eiS1242]
(3.7
where the action S is given by

(Z(1)|id, — H | Z(1))
(Z(t)| Z(1)

t
f
S[z*Z] = fti dt

—iln(Z | Z(p)) (3.8)

and the integration measure is

22z*2)= [ dulz*

L<t<ty
- (3.9

The integration in (3.7) is carried over all the paths
(Z(1)| and |Z(2)) in the overcomplete set, subject
to the boundary conditions

|Zt) = |Z:), (Z@p)| =4Z;| . (3.10)

Note that in this formulation (Z(¢) | and | Z(?))
have to be considered as independent variables, e.g.,
there are no constraints on |Z (7)) and (Z(t;)|.
It is important to keep this point in mind when ap-
plying the saddle-point approximation. (See Sec. V
and Refs. 9 and 23.)

The action (3.8) may be given a more symmetri-
cal form with respect to the boundary conditions by
an integration by parts

(Z(1)|id, —H | Z(D)
(Z(1)| Z(1))

S[z*Zz]= f dr

_ §1n<z<t,-)|z,~><zflzu,)> ,

(3.8)

where we have used the notation

dzZ dzZ
<Z(t) it _<dt |Z>

It is worth emphasizing that the expression (3.7)
has gotten no rigorous mathematical meaning from
its derivation. This is known to lead to difficulties
when some ‘“unallowed” manipulations are per-
formed on the functional integral. An example of
such difficulties will be encountered in Sec. IV.

We examine now various explicit forms of the
functional integral (3.8) obtained with some of the
overcomplete sets described in Sec. II.

(Z)|3,|Z(1) = 5

(),Z(OKZ@)|Z(1) .

Let us first consider the form of the functional in-
tegral obtained when one uses coherent states as an
overcomplete set. Due to the special form of the
overlap (2.10), the integration measure simplifies
nto

i dZ*(t)dZ (1)
AvA = _ 3.11)
Z VAN A H Py (
The action reads
t .
stz* 2= [ a| 22z - 2*2) - H(Zz".2)

- é[zf*zufprz*(z,. \Z;]

(3.12)

where H(Z*,Z ) is the normal form of the second
quantized Hamiltonian, with the creation and an-
nihilation operators a'and a replaced by Z* and Z,
respectively. The formulas above hold for bosons
and fermions. In the latter case, the variable Z has
to be understood as a Grassman variable. This for-
mulation has been used in Refs. 11 and 13. The
formulas (3.11) and (3.12) hold also for the coherent
states (2.27) described in Sec. IID. However, in
this latter case, special attention must be given to
the boundary conditions. Indeed, one is not in-
terested in the matrix element of the evolution
operator between two coherent states (2.27), but
rather in this matrix element between two physical
states. Let |¢) and (1| be two coherent states
(2.27) and |®) and (V¥ | the Slater determinants
built from the same single particle orbitals; that is,

(@) =3 (= Vldpdr, - br,) =P16) ,
(3.13)
| = 3=, | = WIP

where P denotes the projector on the physical sub-
space (see Sec. II D). We are interested in the ma-
trix elements

<W|e—iH(tf—tl~)|q)) , (3'14)
which can be written
J du(¢* $rdpv )

X (W )ple T g 1@ . (3.15)

where Hjp is the boson 1mage of H, given by Eq.
(2.25). (|e 27" | $) may be represented by
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the functional integral
f@((i,*,(p)eis[ff’*w] ,

where the measure and the action are given, respec-
tively, by (3.11) and (3.12), except for an obvious
change of notation. The overlaps (¥ | ) and

(¢ | ®) determine the boundary condition

ok(t) = bp Pkte) = Ypi) »

where p (k) and p'(k) denote two permutations of
the particle indices 1,2, . . ., N. The expression
(3.15) thus contains an obvious summation over all
such permutations. An alternative way of calculat-
ing (3.14) is to use the explicit form (2.24) for the
projector P onto the physical subspace. Further-
more, since P commutes with H, it needs to be in-
serted only once. One then arrives at the expression

(W ' e-—iH(tf—z,.) l <I))

_ (wlPe—iHB(rf—t,.)M) |

= f dAe = T(y | o~ A=) lé),

(3.16)

where A is the following operator

4=33 cl@ayCla) . (3.17)

kKl a

The matrix element (1| o~ MHp=tA/0] | @) has the

following functional integral representation
(¢|e—it[HB—(A/t)]|¢) _ f .@(¢*,¢>)eis[¢*’¢;’4]

(3.18)

with
i
Sle*.pA1=S[¢* @] — " > Ao |le)
kil

(3.19)

where S[¢*,p] is the action (3.12), except for an ob-
vious change of notations. The expression (3.18)
describes the evolution of a system of bosons subject
to special constraints represented by the “external”
field A. When Fourier transformed [see Eq. (3.16)]
with respect to A4 this expression retrieves the origi-
nal fermion dynamics.

In the two formulations above [cf. Egs. (3.15) and
(3.18)], the paths are allowed to lie outside the phys-
ical subspace; the projection onto the physical sub-
space is done by the overall integral over A in the
case of (3.18), or by the summation over specific

boundary conditions in the case of (3.15). Now it is
possible to constrain the path at each time ¢ so that
it lies entirely within the physical subspace. This is
achieved by inserting the projector P at each time
step in the construction of the path integral. One
then arrives at the following expression

(v |e—iH(tf—ti),(D>
= [ 2" TI{p|P|p)eSle" o] (3.20)
with t
. 't (@|(id,—Hp)P | @)
S[g :@]Zf,i (—Hp)P |

(p|P @)
- -%Trln(‘l"q)(tf)ﬂqo(t,-)[CD) :

(3.21)
Now let us perform the same change of variable as
in Sec. II D, namely, = A'%p’ [see Eq. (2.38)].
In this change of variable, (¢ | P | @) scales as
detA, as (@ |HP |@) and (¢ |0,P|@) do. In this
later case, it is easily verified that the possible time
derivative of A cancel. Thus Eq. (3.21) can be
rewritten as follows (with respect to an overall con-
stant, namely, the integral over A; see Sec. II D)

_iH(zf—r,.)l(D>

= f P(¢* @81k | 1) — Sy JeSIe o]
(3.22)

(V] e

where, ignoring the boundary term

Sle* el =3 (@ |10, | o) — 3 (x| T | @)
k k
— 3@ |V gt . (3.23)
kil

where now the antisymmetrized matrix element of
the two-body interaction occurs. In contrast, the
action (3.19) involves only the direct matrix ele-
ments of the two-body interaction. One recognizes
in the expression (3.22) the functional integral one
would have obtained working directly with Slater
determinants and the measure (2.53).

The functional integrals (3.18) and (3.22) are a
priori equivalent, i.e., they correspond to the same
Schrodinger equation. However, we shall see in the
next section that they have actually very different
structures. Let us remark here that they differ
essentially by the way the constraints are handled.
In (3.18) the constraints are imposed in a global
way while in (3.22) they are imposed locally (in
time). One may also notice that the constraints
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(@x | @) are constants of motion for the classical
equations of motion. This situation is very much
reminiscent of what happens in gauge theory; here
the gauge group is the group U(N) which mixes the
single particle orbitals. We shall not further
develop this point of view here. There is still anoth-
er way to take care of the constraints, namely,
choose a system of coordinates in which the con-
straints are automatically satisfied. This is realized
by the parametrizations (2.43) and (2.49) of Slater
determinants. We give below the explicit form of
the functional integrals in these two representations.

For the representation (2.43) the integration mea-
sure reads

IZAVAN A
h(t (t)
= H H — B

217

]—(np+nh)

X det[1 + Z()Z (1) , (3.24)

and the action is
sizfz1= ft:’dtéTr(l +z'z)y-Yz'z - Z2'z)
— E[p(z'2)]
- %Trln[l +2/z

(3.25)

where p is the density matrix (2.48) and E[p] is the
HF energy calculated with this density matrix

Elp]l= ETaBpaa+ > §8<aB‘Vl78>PyaP8B
aPy

(3.26)

and (aB |V |y8) is the antisymmetrized matrix ele-
ment of the two-body interaction V. For later pur-
poses, we write E [p] using the following matrix no-
tation

Nl +z%z],

1749

Elpl=Tp+3pVp , (3.27)
where V is the (symmetrical) matrix,

Vaygs=$aB|V |18) = Vgsay - (3.28)

The action (3.25) is the one used in Ref. 14, except
for the boundary term.
For the representation (2.49) the measure is sim-

ply

d Bpn (1)d By (2
t P 12
7' = gnmz

Tl

(3.29)

and the action reads

f t_tf dt

— 5 trin(1 — BB, )1 — BY(1,)B;)
(3.30)

Almost all the functional integrals described in
this section describe boson theories with particular
constraints. Indeed, the elementary fields, or coor-
dinates, are represented by complex numbers which
are quantized as boson. This boson structure has
been explicitly analyzed in Sec. (I D) for the
representation (3.18). The representations underly-
ing (3.25) and (3.30) are familiar in nuclear physics
for their intimate connection with perturbative bo-
son expansions.?*” The method we have used to
generate path integrals clearly generate at the same
time boson expansions, or more precisely boson
representations. In these representations, the bosons
are just the quantum version of the classical param-
eters which label the quantum states of the over-
complete set used in the functional integral. The
role of the bosons in the functional integrals, and in
particular of coherent state of bosons, will be seen
in the next sections.

SIB'81 = J, dt| (68— B'B) — Elpl5"8]

IV. PERTURBATION EXPANSION

In this section we compare the structure of the path integrals described in the preceding section with that of
the formal perturbation expansion. Let us consider the expression

(z f|e—iH(tf-t,-)

Z(t)=2

where

t
. f
120) = [ puy gy P EZ V00 i [ LIZ* ZWE - IZ 2000 | @.1)
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(Z |id, —H|Z)

L[Z*Z]= 4.2
[ ] (Z|z) “2
We can rewrite L as follows
(Z|id, —Ho|lZ) (z|V|Z)
L[Z*Z]= —
[z°.2] (Z|Z) (Z1Z)
. Z\|\V |z
=Ly Z%Z]— %T%T)
and expand exp[—if (Z|V|Z)/{Z|Z)]in (4.1) in powers of V. One gets
—i —_t i\ t t
(Z;|e MY "’|z,.>=§ ( n’!) ftifdtl..jdt,,fg(z*,Z)exp if,'_’Lo[z*,Z]+1n<z,;zu,)>
(Z(t,) |V [Z(1,))  (Z@)|V]Z(1))
(Z(t,) | Z(t,)) (Z(t)) | Z(21))
:2(”’ f dty...dt, [ D(Z*ZNZ,|Z(ty))
J, 1o (201, V120D if," 1 {Zl 1|V |ZUs)
(Zt )| Z(t,)) (Z(t, )| Z(t,_1))
f "Ly (Z(t) |V | Z(21)) nf, Lo
e 4.3)

(Z(t))| Z(2)))

By going back to the discretized form of the functional integral (Sec. III), one easily shows that (4.3) can be
rewritten as follows

<z,|e“”(’f“‘)|z,~>=2(;—f)"f,'_"dt,...dz,,fdu(Z,,>...du(zl)dy(z,;)...dp(z;)
T
X (Zp|e T 2,42, |V 1 2,)
X (Z, |e “H ) 7y
X (Z] |e Mz (4.4)
where we have used the expression
(Z,|e TtV 7z 1y = fz*u"):z; D(Z*Z)exp ift:"_lLo+ln(Z,,|Z(t,,)) . 4.5)

ZUt, _ =2, _,
The closure relations over |Z,){Z , | can now be removed. One then ends up with

(z;] o 1)

-\n t .
|z,->=2(;:) [ dry .. dn(Zp e TV, Ve Z,)

=(Z;| e T exp

t .
- [’ V(t)dt]e‘HOt" 1Z;) (4.6)
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where V(¢) is the interaction representation of V,

iHat —iH4t
e 0 0

V(t) = Ve 4.7

One recognizes in the expression (4.6) the standard
perturbation expansion in powers of V. This shows
that the functional integral preserves the structure of
the formal perturbation expansion. This follows
from the fact that the functional integral, by con-
struction, preserves the structure of the T product,
and that we have the following identity?*:

i . —i(t/N)H :
e-—th= lim (e Oe—l(t/N)V)N , (4.8)

N-—w

that is, in the continuous limit, one can neglect the
noncommutation of the operators ¥V and H,. Had
one started from the expression (4.8) instead of us-
ing

——th/N)N

for constructing the path integral, one would have
obtained directly (4.6).

It should be stressed that the identification of the
perturbation series obtained with the functional in-
tegral and operator methods has made explicit refer-
ence to the discretized form, which was needed to
disentangle the integration over Z and Z' at dif-
ferent times. This is therefore not a check of the
continuous limit.

J

In the remaining part of this section, we are going
to rearrange the perturbation expansion using opera-
tor identities. The rearrangement which will be per-
formed can be interpreted as a change of variable in
the functional integral. We shall see that this
change of variable is not always allowed.

Let us first notice that the T exponential may be
written

t
Texp—i [, Vindi

= lim T H [1—ieV(t)]
N—oow k=

—ieV(t tl—tf
1 T ie k R
Nl_rg, H ¢ N

(4.9)

The second line differs from the first one by terms
which are negligible in the limit e — 0. We shall
keep them, however, for reasons which will become
clear soon. Note that the second line defines the T
product of two operators at equal times as their nor-
mal product:

T[A@®)B(t)]=:A()B(1): . (4.10)

This refinement clearly does not affect the preceding
discussion. But it is going to be of crucial impor-
tance in the following.

We now consider an alternative form of the perturbation expansion which relies on the following identity

i '
Texp—; f’.- V(t)dt:Nf@Wexp

where the normalization constant N is given by

- =f@Wexp

and V! is the inverse of the matrix

Vayss = (aB|V | 75) .

il 1
> [, W vt wd

. t
> J, a W(t)'V“‘-W(t)l

T exp

t
—i ft,.f Waﬁ(rt)al(t)aﬁ(t)dt

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(aB | V' |¥8) is the nonantisymmetrized matrix element of ¥ and in (4.11) LV(I) stands for

2 Zagys(aBI V |v8la, (t aﬁ(t)as

a,(t). The identity (4.11) is easily proved. It is very similar to the identi-

ty used in Ref. 26. Let us simply remark here that the Gaussian integration over W operates like a Wick’s

theorem, the elementary contraction being

(Wag(tx)W,,a(tz))=N f@Wexp

= —8(11 — tZ)VaB,yb .

. ’f B
éf,‘ W (1) V= W (t)dt | W gt )W 1)

(4.14)
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Thus the integration over W reconstructs the original two-body potential. Now it is important to realize that
the integration over W involves two W at the same time, and therefore, depends crucially upon the way the T
product at equal time has been defined. The formula (4.4) follows then from the application of the two identi-
ties

.l . N _ieviy)
Texp—i f," Vit = lim T 1] :e ) (4.15)
e~V = N [ Guel WV TIW o miewala, (4.16)

. . . . —iH(t;—t;) .
Let us now consider the functional integral representation of (Z; |e A | Z;) in the overcomplete set

of Slater determinants. To avoid complications with the constraints, let us use for example the parametrization
(3.25) or (3.30). Using the identity

exp ———;—fp'V‘pdt N [ aWexp éf wv-lwdt—i [ Wepdt

one obtains the following expression

—iH(tf—ti

(Zse > f Wy wwar

)
1) = fz*(zf>=2f* [awes
Z(1)=2

i

Y (Z1id,—Ho— W |Z)
if,

X exp : (Z{Z)

+In(Z; | Z(tf))

4.17)

Note that in the above formula, the matrix V is constructed with antisymmetrized matrix elements of the two-
body interaction. It is extremely tempting at this stage to interchange the orders of the integrations over W
and Z. Writing

TiH(tp—t)

(Zs|e 1Z))= [ 9Wexp

i -
S wo-v ‘-W(t)dt]

o4 (Z]id,—Hy— W |Z)
iJ, (z12)

X [ 2(2*Z)exp +In(Z | Z (1)) |

(4.18)

r

Now the integral over Z is the matrix element back to the fact that the contributions to the integral

between | Z;) and (Z; | of the evolution operator
for noninteracting particles in the fluctuating field
W (t). 1t is, therefore, equal to

i tf i .
(Zs|e Hoty Texp——ift' W (t) eHot‘IZi) .

(4.19)

However, a careful analysis of the first terms of the
perturbation expansion reveals overcounting, a sig-
nal that nonallowed manipulations have been per-
formed. The origin of the trouble can be traced

over W in (4.8) comes from terms which are of or-
der (dt)?, or €* in the discretized version. Thus the
integral over Z in (4.18) contains terms like

e-—eW(a*a) ~1— eW(aTa)

2
+%W<a*a>w<a*a> . (4.20)

If one replaces this integral by the expression (4.19)
one gets instead terms of the form



(e_‘W"T“) ~1—eWw(a'a)

€ t t
+ TWaBWys(aaaﬂ)(ayaa)

e t t
-+ —Z—WGBWys(aaaa)(aﬁay ) ’

(4.21)

that is, one obtains two terms corresponding to the
two possible contractions, and this is the origin of
the overcounting. Thus one cannot replace the in-
tegral over Z by the expression (4.19) which is real-
ly troublesome, since the integral over Z in (4.18) is
really the one which in our formalism represents
(4.19). Another way of stating the difficulty is to
consider that the change of variable involved in
(4.17) is not allowed for the integral over Slater
determinants, or more precisely that one is not al-
lowed to interchange the order of integration over Z
and W in (4.17).

It is easily seen that all these difficulties disappear
when one is working with a path integral construct-
ed with coherent states. Indeed taking the matrix
element of Eq. (4.16) between two coherent states
yields

(ie— €. ) = ¢—ielV)
sz@Wei/kWV—lWe—ieW(aTa)

(4.22)

that is, the functional integral preserves exactly the
operator identities. In this particular case, the
change of variable involved in (4.17) is therefore
perfectly allowed. Note that this holds for any kind
of coherent states, of boson or fermions. It holds
in particular for the coherent states (2.27).

V. MEAN FIELD THEORIES AND BEYOND

In the preceding section, we made explicit the
similarities in the structures of the functional in-
tegral and the formal perturbation expansion. How-
ever, the most interesting feature of the functional
integral is to suggest approximation schemes which
are different from those of conventional perturbation
theory. In this section, we examine in particular the
saddle-point approximation and its successive
corrections. As well known, this approximation,
when performed on the standard Feynman path in-
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tegral, retrieves classical mechanics. In the many-
body problem, the classical approximation obtained
depends on the choice of the overcomplete set of
states which have been chosen to construct the func-
tional integral. If independent particle wave func-
tions are used, the classical equations are the time-
dependent mean field equations. It turns out that
these nonlinear equations have definite classical
features which we analyze. We also discuss in this
section the connection between path integrals and
perturbative boson expansions.

Let us then apply the saddle-point approximation
and its successive corrections to the calculation of
the functional integral
) D(Z*,Z)eS12"2]

Z*up=2}

Z(t)=2;

—iH (t;—t;)
=<Zf|e B

|Z;) . (5.1)

The saddle points are given by the following equa-
tions, with their boundary condition

5%— =0, Z*t)) =2} , (5.2a)
a?* =0, Z(y)=2; . (5.2b)

We call Z{H and Z & the solutions of Egs.
(5.2a) and (5.2b), respectively. Note that Z,+ " (1)
and Z{7(¢) are not, in general, complex conjugates
of each other. We then expand the action S[ Z*,Z]
around the classical solution (Z&, Z{):
S=Sc+ 3 8,022] , (5.3)

n>2

where we have set

Sc=S[z &z,

1 X 8"S
S *Zl= — Pogxyp____ 0O n—p
[Z*,Z] n!EICN(Z ) Py r—— Cz

(5.4)

and the functional derivatives are evaluated for

. ;
Z* =27z, Z=27/,). The functional integral
(5.1) then takes the form

—iH (tp—1;) 1Z )

(Zs e
i3 $,(2*2)

n>2

iS¢ .
=e fz*(tf)=09(z \Z ) exp

Z(5)=0

(5.5)
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Note that the boundary conditions are now indepen-
dent of Z ; and Z/. That is, all the dependence of
the expression (5.5) on Z; and Z f* is contained in
Sc¢ and the possible boundary terms which subsist in
Sy.

It is interesting to notice that Eqgs. (5.2a) and
(5.2b) correspond to the time-dependent variational
principle (very similar to the ones developed in Ref.
27):

8S[Z*Z]=0 , (5.6)
where S[Z*,Z] reads explicitly:

. 4 (Z|id, —H|Z)
Stz ’Z]:fr.- (z|2)

—iln{Z; | Z(1y)) . (5.7)

It is easily verified that Eq. (5.6) leads back to the
time-dependent Schrodinger equation if | Z) is as-
sumed to represent any state of the Hilbert space,
i.e., in the case of unrestricted variations. When
|Z ) is chosen in a given class of states, the solution
of the Eq. (5.6) provides an ap .Erommatlon for the
transition amplitude (Z |e |Z;). This is
given by e'SC. The usefulness of this expression lies
in the fact that it is a stationary quantity. It appears
then clearly that the choice of an overcomplete set
for the construction of the functional integral is
equivalent to the choice of a class of trial states in
the use of the time-dependent variational principle.
Therefore the separation into a classical motion and
quantum corrections, implied by Eq. (5.3) does not
require that some quantity is small compared to 7.
The nature of the classical approximation discussed
here, or the type of quantum effects which are left
out in this approximation, are entirely determined
by the specific choice of an overcomplete set in the
Hilbert space. In particular, if the overcomplete set
is the Hilbert space itself, the classical equations of
motion are identical with the Schrodinger equation.
The limitation of the time-dependent variational
principle (5.6) is that it does not provide a way of
estimating the error associated with a given choice
of trial states. This is precisely what the functional
integral (5.5) does. Although the corrections to the
classical approximation would be in most cases hard
to evaluate, the functional integral provides the pos-
sibility of analyzing them, and therefore, allows for
a better understanding of the classical approxima-
tion itself. We shall illustrate these considerations
in the case of the mean field approximations to the
many-body problem.

Let us then consider that the coordinates { Z }
represent a Slater determinant, that is, { Z | denotes
any of the sets of coordinates discussed in Sec. II E.
[Actually the equations of motion given below only
hold if the action (3.30) or (3.23) are used. If the
action (3.25) is used, extra kinematical terms ap-
pears in front of the time derivatives.] The classical
equations of motion are the time-dependent
Hartree-Fock equations

. *
iz dHZ%Z) (5.8)
6Z*
v SH(ZY.Z)
izt + SHEE) o (5.9)

where H(Z*,Z)=(Z |H |Z)/{Z |Z) is given
explicitly in Sec. ILE. The state vectors | Z (1))
which make the action (5.7) stationary are of the
form
t
1Z0) = | Zo0)exp | —i [, f(z’)dt’] ,

(5.10)

where f(t) is an arbitrary function of time and
Z,(t) is a solution of the Eq. (5.8). This arbitrari-
ness in the phase of | Z(#)) reflects the invariance
of the action (5.7) with respect to the choice of
phase of the state vectors. Equations (5.8) and (5.9)
can be easily transformed into an equation for the
one-body density matrix

ip=[h,p] (5.11)
with

(ZEP) ladag| ZE W)
s () = , (512
Pap VAN OIVARO) 512)

and h = 8E/8p is the usual Hartree-Fock Hamil-
tonian calculated with the density matrix (5.12).
Note that the density matrix is not Hermitian, so
that the Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian is in general
not real. Equation (5.11) is a generalization of the
ordinary time-dependent Hartree-Fock equation,
appropriate to the calculation of scattering ampli-
tudes. This equation has already been considered
in Ref. 12. Note that the standard TDHF equa-
tions are recovered if one chooses the boundary
conditions such that Z(t;) = Z;. Then Z¢~ 1)
and ZC+) (t) are complex conjugates of each other
and the density matrix, as well as the Hartree-Fock
Hamiltonian are Hermitian. The classical solu-
tions [Z{1(2), Z47(2)] can be used to get a sem-
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iclassical approximation to the transition amplitude cases.!>1229 31
(Zst;|Z ;t;). It can also be used to obtain semic- Let us now calculate the corrections to the mean
lassical approximations to the bound state energies =~ field theory. This is obtained by expanding the ac-
of the system, applying a generalization of the tion S around the classical solution [Z* )*(t),
WXKB method developed in Ref. 28. Typically one Z{ (1)), as indicated by Eq. (5.3). We shall limit
arrives at semiclassical quantization rules for the ourselves first to the quadratic corrections, and to
periodic trajectories of the time-dependent mean- simplify the discussion, we shall consider the fluc-
field equations. This method has already been ap- tuations around a static solution of Eq. (5.8). We
plied in different ways to several simple call |¢,) the corresponding state and we calculate
s J
B .
(gole=PH | gy} ~ e PEHF fz*(ﬁ)=O@(Z*,Z)exp ~ [, 12*Z + HyZ* 2))dr |, (5.13)

Z(0)=0
where E yF is the Hartree-Fock energy of the state |¢y) and we have assumed (¢ |do) = 1. H,(Z*,Z) is the
quadratic form obtained by expanding H(Z*,Z) around Z =0 (= | ¢,)). In terms of the amplitudes Zyy,
H,(Z*,Z) have the explicit form
A B
B* A*

Zy,
*
'ph

HAZ*Z) = 5(Z},Zp) , (5.14)

where the matrices 4 and B are the usual matrices of the random phase approximation. Note that at this level
of approximation, all the parametrizations considered in Sec. II E, with proper inclusion of the constraints
when necessary, yield the same result, Eq. (5.14). Now the functional integral (5.13) is identical to that of a
system of coupled harmonic oscillators; more precisely it can be written

B .
* * *
fz*(ﬁ)=o"@(z ’Z)exp{— [ 12°Z + HyZ* Z)}r
Z(0)=0

= (0] exp—B(CT-4-C + 5C"B-C' + +C-B-C) |03,
(5.15)
where we have used the matrix notation
Ch4-C = 3 Chlphpn Gy
o
C;;, and C;, denote boson creation and annihilation operators and |0)p is the boson vacuum. By using the

canonical form which diagonalizes the quadratic form in (5.15) one easily obtains:

50| exp(CtAC + LCTBCt + LCBYC)|0), = 0 | (5.16)

where AE| is the correlation energy associated with the random phase approximation (RPA) vibrations, that
is,

AEg= 73S oy — 3Trd . (5.17)
N

This expression is easily shown to be equal to the sum of all the ring diagrams calculated with antisym-
metrized matrix element and including the well known double counting of the second order term.

The boson degrees of freedom which appear naturally in the calculation of the integral (5.15) are the usual
RPA phonons. The successive corrections to the expression (5.15) represent the various couplings between
these RPA phonons. A systematic expansion can be derived in the following way. We first expand H(Z*,Z)
to all order in Z* and Z. Since we have treated explicitly the terms of order 2, this expansion starts at third
order. These higher order terms can be treated in perturbation, which leads to the expression
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B
—BE 5 §
(¢ Ie_BHltﬁ Y)=e = HFexp|— dt H, |—,—
’ ’ fo n§3 "8 8™
X f D(Z*Z) exp{— fﬁ[z*z + H (Z*Z)—}— i*7 +Z*' ] ) (5.18)
Z*(B)=0 ’ P 0 AZ7, iz J ,:oo . (5.
j ==

Z(0)=0

The expression (5.18) is very reminiscent of the fam-
iliar perturbative boson expansion. The unperturbed
propagator for the bosons is the RPA propagator
and the-term H, describes a coupling between n
RPA bosons. The occurrence of n-body interac-
tions between the RPA bosons arises from the Pauli
principle, or in other words from the constraints
necessary to project onto the physical subspace. It
must be kept in mind that we are not making here
an exact connection between our formalism and a
perturbative boson expansion. Indeed, when going
beyond the quadratic approximation, technical prob-
lems arise with the treatment of the constraints, the
integration measure or the domain of integration,
depending upon whether one chooses, respectively,
the parametrization (2.53), (2.45), or (2.50) for the
Slater determinant. In the absence of a careful
treatment of these points, we consider the expressionJ

(¢o|eBH°e“ﬁ”|¢0) =Nf@Wexp

which follows trivially from (4.11) and the identity

B t
(do| T exp fo W (u)a (wa (w)du | ¢o)
=expTrin(l — WG,y) , (5.20)

where G is the single particle Green’s function:
Gapluy — u3) = (do| Taglur)ag (uy)|do) -
(5.21)

Equation (5.19) can also be derived from (3.16) (see
Ref. 18). Application of the saddle-point approxi-
mation on the integral over W leads to the equation

WV—'=V-W =Gl — WGy~ ' =G[W] ,

(5.22)
where G[W] is the single particle Green’s function

The expansion of (5.19) in powers of W' = W — W, reads

(o | "o —8H |6o) = Ne'P/?Po¥ %0 f DW exp

X exp

Jd

r

(5.18) as approximate. It is clear, however, that the
physical content of (5.18) will not be very much al-
tered by a more rigorous derivation. This physical
content is indeed quite transparent. The functional
integral “quantizes” as bosons the coordinates which
were introduced to parametrize the states of the
overcomplete set. Inversely, the classical limit ob-
tained in the saddle-point approximation is achieved
by replacing the boson operators by ¢ numbers (see
Ref. 18).

The technical difficulties mentioned above do not
show up when one considers the expansion around
a solution of the Hartree equation. In this case, the
expansion can then be given easily a diagrammatic
interpretation, using the standard technics of pertur-
bation theory. We shall again restrict ourselves to a
time-independent problem and consider the expres-
sion

Trin(1-WG )

B
3 [, W v-wdt |e , (5.19)

r

in presence of the external field W’

G \IWl=G,'—w . (5.23)
The density matrix is related to G by
T T
= lim G|t — =t + = (5.24)
pl) = lim A
It satisfies the equation of motion
op+[Ho— Wp]l=0, (5.25)

which is the time-dependent Hartree equation writ-
ten in imaginary time. The expansion around a
static solution is obtained easily. Let W a static
field, solution of

[Ho— Wopol =0 . (5.26)

Bl ' 1r—1 ' 1 B ), ’
[, sw vt w — 5 [CTIW" G (Wor WG (W)

. .
fo Tr Y — i[G(Wo)-W’]" . (5.27)
n>2 n
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In order to calculate the remaining integral, we first regroup the two quadratic terms defining

r~‘=y-'-9, (5.28)
where
Qupysltty — uz) = G [Wouy — 3]G o[ Wosuy — uy] . (5.29)

Using a standard procedure, one introduces a source term for the field W' and treats in perturbation the terms
of order higher than 2 in W', in the exponent of (5.27). One then gets

BH, _ —(B/2)pgV'pg —1/2TrIn(1—-VQ)
(¢0|e 0p BH|¢0)=e Po Poe 0

B
- fo tr%

n>2

X exp

G( WQ)'—S—, e~ (VIL ’ , (5.30)
6j =0

where the factor e ~1/%/T/ comes from the Gaussian integral over W’
f g We(l/z)w-r—hw +jw

e~ (/2 Tj
f gWeumW-r—LW

(5.31)

The diagrammatic interpretation of the formula (5.30) is very simple (we consider vacuum-vacuum diagrams
corresponding to the ground state energy). The first term is the Hartree energy

O-O ' (5.32)

The second term is the sum of all ring diagrams (calculated here with direct matrix elements), plus actually
the exchange counterpart of (5.32)

trin(1-vay) = €D+ ) + 0_—_&0 S (5.33)

To pursue the analysis we give the following representation of T’

r = §= <+ A_()'y + RHO_y : | (5.34)

Thus (5.33) can be represented by

@ (5.35)

and

n
> lTr G(WO)-B% e —(V/2Tj

n>2 n

(5.36)

j=0

is the sum of all diagrams with one closed fermion loop and an arbitrary number of T lines:

@ + @ boeee (5.37)

The single particle Green’s function can be written as follows:

) .
[ oW exp %fo W-V—LW 4+ Trin(1 — WGO)]GaB[W;ul——uZ]

Gopluy —uy) = (5.38)

B
Jowes |5 [ W-V—'-W+Tr1n(1—WGO)}

Following a derivation similar to the one which leads to (5.30), one obtains the following expression:
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Gag(ul — UZ) =

B 1
expl— fo tr > o

n>2

G(W,)-
Y,

n

) (5.39)
L

Gop

e—(1/2)j'l"'j’

b}
W —_
ot |

j=0

where the symbol { }; means that we have to consider only the linked diagrams. G has the following di-

agrammatic representation:

G = +CN\’;‘“+S 4 ..o

The first term may be veiwed as the classical propagator. It describes the motion of a particle in the field W,
The other terms which describes the coupling of a particle to a vibration, with propagation of the vibration, are
the quantum effects which are left out in the classical approximation.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The functional integrals built on overcomplete
sets of the Hilbert space provide a unifying under-
standing of different approaches to the nuclear
many body problem. The role and the significance
of the overcomplete set are best understood when
calculating the functional integral using the saddle-
point approximation, and its successive corrections.
Then, it can be seen that the parameters which are
used to label the states of the overcomplete set obey
classical equations of motion. The state labels may
then be viewed as classical coordinates in a general-
ized phase space. The classical equations of motion
are identical to those obtained applying a time-
dependent variational principle, using as trial states
the states of the overcomplete set. But in contrast
to the variational principle, the functional integral
does provide a way of calculating corrections to the
variational solution. A proper treatment of the fluc-
tuations around the classical path introduces a
quantization of the classical coordinates in terms of
boson degrees of freedom.

As we have seen throughout this paper bosons
play an important role in the functional integral for-
malism. In particular boson coherent states appear
to be very useful because they are eigenstates of the
destruction operators. This greatly facilitates the
calculation of matrix elements. But more than that,
it makes the structure of the functional integral
simpler. Also we have seen that some changes of
variables are allowed only if the overcomplete set is
a set of coherent states. We have also shown that
the functional integral transforms a fermion theory
into a boson theory in very much the same way as
the usual boson expansions do.

We have also obtained a clear physical interpreta-
tion of the classical features of the mean field ap-
proximations. - In the language of boson representa-
tions, this approximation is obtained by replacing

the boson propagators, e.g., the propagators corre-
sponding to the RPA vibrations, by their classical
approximation. This implies that only the static
part of the particle-vibration interactions are taken
into account in the mean field approximation. This
point is further illustrated by diagrammatic expan-
sion around the mean field. The processes involving
a real propagation of a phonon between the time
when it is emitted and the time when it is absorbed
appear as quantum corrections to the mean field.
Another equivalent statement, also suggested by the
functional integral formalism, is that the mean field
has at each time a given classical value. The func-
tional integral allows for possible approximate
schemes for calculating the “quantum” fluctuations
around this value.
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APPENDIX

We construct explicitly the measures which have
been used in Sec. IIE to construct closure relations.
The general idea underlying the method is to associ-
ate the parameters Z with some group operation
and to construct the invariant measure over the
group. In the case of the Slater determinants the
group to be considered is the group of unitary
transformations in the space of single particle states.
A general element of the group is represented by
the matrix

A B

U=lcp

,uut=vlv =1, (A1)
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where A4, B, C, and D are nj, X np, n X np,
n, X ny, and n, X n, matrices, respectively. These
matrices satisfy:

A4' +BB' =1, cA"+ DB =0 ,
Act+BD' =0, cct+DDT=1,
A'a+c’c=1, 4B+CcD =0,
B'A + D'c =0, B'B+D'D=1.

(A2)

Let us now consider the states (2.43), normalized:
_ 1
|Z) = Ne“m% % | g) , (A3)

where N is a normalization constant. Let S be the
unitary transformation which carries |Z ) into
|Z'):

|Z'Y=S1|Z) . (A4)
We look for an invariant measure u(Z) such that

wZ)y=wZzZ"\JZ"Z)]|
=uw0)|J(0,Z2)]| , (AS5)
where J(Z',Z) is the Jacobian of the transformation
.which transforms Z into Z'.
The law of transformation of the coordinates Z

the transformation (A4) is easily derived. Indeed
| Z) can be written

|Z) =N TI (@) + Zpua,h |0) . (A6)
h

Under the unitary transformation (A4), this be-
comes

|Z) = N1 (@ + Zpa,)|0) . (A7)
h

where
by = Sa,'s", b, =sa,'sT, 510)=|0) .
(A8)
To the operator S is associated a matrix U of the

form (A1) which realizes the linear transformation
of the creation operators

A B

(bby) = (aya,)) [ p

(A9)

Replacing b, and pr in the equation (A7) by their
expression in terms of a,:r and a, given above, one
gets:

|Z') = N [[ a4 (4 + BZ)y»
h
+ b, (C + DZ),41|0)

h

where
Z'=(C+DZ)A +BZ)™ ! . (A11)

This is the desired transformation law. From this it
is €asy to evaluate the Jacobian which appears in
(A5). First we write

Z'(A +BZ)=C + DZ
then differentiate,
dZ'(A + BZ) + Z'BdZ = DdZ .

We replace Z by its expression in terms of Z’ by in-
verting the equation (A 11) and finally put Z' = 0.
We then get

|7(0,Z)| = |(detD)™ det(4 — BD~'C)

—an I )

(A12)
Using the relations (A2) one easily shows that
| dett4 —BD~IC)| = |detd | 7'= | detD | 7!,
: (A13)
so that the Jacobian takes the form
|J(0,Z)| = | detd |2 +™) (A14)

It remains to relate the matrix A to the matrix Z.
For that purpose one can use the following coset
decomposition:

4, 0
0 D,

A B
CD

U o
0o U’

’

1 -zt
=z 1

(A15)
where U and U’ are, respectively, n;, X n, and
n, X n, arbitrary unitary matrices. 4 and D are,
respectively, n, X n; and n, X n, matrices to be
determined so that the matrix

A B
CD

satiéﬁes the conditions (A2). One solution is
A4, =01+2'2)", p,=1+2'2)-12 .
(A16)

These equations define the matrices A and D, with
respect to an arbitrary transformation of the form
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U o
0o u’

which does not change the state of the system and
which can be ignored. It is easily checked that the
transformation thus defined carries the state | Z )
into |¢y). Therefore, the Jacobian (A14) can be
written

—(np+nh)

[J(0,Z)] = [det(1 + Z'Z)]
=[det(1 +2zZzH™ ™™ (A17)

The expression of the measure used in (2.24) follows
trivially. This measure can also be obtained by
identifying the set of Slater determinants with a
complex Grassman manifold.>? This method was
used in Ref. 14. The method presented here is
more elementary and similar to the methods used in
Ref. 33 and Ref. 34. (See also Ref. 35.) We con-
sider now the change of variables (2.27)

Boh = 3, Zowl(1+ Z'Z) =1y . (A18)
2

The expression of Z,, in terms of 5, is

Zop = 3 Bl (1 = BB 1 . (A19)
. h'

In terms of these new variables, the matrix

A B
C D

of Eq. (A15) takes the form

(1 — B’f'ﬁ)l/Z _BT
B (1— BBT)]/Z (A20)

It is easily seen that the Jacobian of the transforma-
tion (A 18) is precisely given by (A17). When the B
are chosen as coordinates, the measure is, therefore,
extremely simple. The domain of integration is
complicated, however. The volume 6 of this
domain can be calculated. This fixes the arbitrary
constant in the measure. One has**

12 . (my — DLy — DUy

... (np, +ny — 1!

(A21)

Finally it is convenient to introduce new variables
a and 3 defined as follows:

a=(1-p»"u, B=pU , (A22)

where U is a n, X ny, unitary matrix. It is easily
seen that the integral over B transforms into

[dBdp = [ dpaptaada*s@'a + BB - 1) .
(A.23)

But & and 3 are the expansion coefficients of a set
of N single particle states on a fixed basis. Any
basis may be used to write (A23). In particular, we
can choose a wave function representation, in which
case we shall write the integration measure (A23) as
follows:

N N
J I I der 0dee o TT 8 ox | @1) — i) -
I=1

k=1 x
(A24)
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