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To take systematic account of thermal correlation effect on the mean field, the thermal random
phase approximation formalism is extended based on the thermofield dynamics scheme. The ran-
dom phase approximation phonon operator is expressed in terms of the thermofield dynamics quasi-
particle operators with a tilde as well as those without a tilde, and the increase of the dimensionality
of variational parameter manifold enables us to derive the extended thermal random phase approxi-
mation equation from deeper minimum of grand potential. It is shown that the extended thermal
random phase approximation equation is justified also from viewpoint of time-dependent formalism.
The method of constrained variation applied to the first extended thermal random phase approxi-
mation can be straightforwardly generalized to the second, or higher extended thermal random
phase approximation. Extended expressions are given also for the stability condition of thermal
Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov approximation and the energy-weighted sum rule.

I. INTRODUCTION

Accumulated experimental data of giant resonances
(GR),'~3 as universal nuclear phenomena studied for a
long time, have offered excellent tests of the microscopic
theory describing nuclear excitation mechanism.*® It
has turned out that various types of GR and their damp-
ing mechanism are essentially well understood in terms of
particle-hole excitations from nuclear ground states,
which can be, in most cases, successfully described within
the framework of random phase approximation (RPA) at
zero temperature."‘8 Such studies are, however, restrict-
ed to collective excitations of “cold” nuclei carrying only
small angular momentum and little thermal energy.

Recent experiments have been successful to separate y
rays associated with decays of the giant dipole resonances
(GDR)*~%' and the giant quadrupole resonances
(GQR)'? build on excited states of high energy and
high spin from the continuum spectra of high-energy y
rays following heavy-ion fusion reactions for various
combinations of target and projectile nuclei at various
bombarding energies. The experiments have found
several interesting features of excited nuclear system such
as downward shift of centroid energy and broadening of
the GDR spectrum with increasing temperature T (or ex-
citation energy)'® and angular momentum I,'%'* splitting
of resonance peak which gives information on deforma-
tion, 10171920 their mass number dependence, '%!71%20
and neutron emission rate.?> Those shed light on the nu-
clear structure in the new domain far above the yrast
line, and provide further tests of our microscopic theory.

Experimental evidences have suggested that a nuclear
system is thermally equilibrated rapidly after formation
of a compound nucleus from deep-inelastic nuclear col-
lision. > 122021 Because of a large nuclear state density,
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individual highly-excited states are equally populated in
such processes, and usually average properties of the sys-
tem are measured. Therefore, statistical extension of the
RPA, which will be called the thermal RPA (TRPA)»?~%
also in the present paper, must be appropriate to be ap-
plied to collective states such as GR at finite temperature.
In fact, a number of calculations have been performed
essentially based on the TRPA,?*~3? and their results
gave partial explanations for the above characteristics of
the GDR. Since the monopole-pairing interaction and
higher multipole-pairing interactions®> are expected to
play significant roles in structure change, or phase transi-
tion under the influence of both temperature and rota-
tion, the quasiparticle TRPA must be formulated on top
of the cranked thermal Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov
(THFB) solution.’*3% This formulation provides a
method not only comprehensive, but also practicable.
The present paper attempts to establish an unambigu-
ous relation between assumed microscopic interaction
Hamiltonian and observed properties of GR. For this
purpose the TRPA will be extended by means of the
thermofield dynamics (TFD) formalism.3** It will be
shown that the extended TRPA (ETRPA) equation is
capable of taking into account possible correlations
caused by thermal effects in a much more systematic way.
This possibility is due to the dual extension of single-
particle operator space by the inclusion of tilde operators,
with which an ensemble average of any operator can be
written in the form of vacuum expectation value. Ac-
cordingly, the dimensionality of parameter manifold in-
troduced through the definition of the ETRPA phonon
operator becomes much larger than the TRPA, and such
extended parameter space is subject to the variation in
deriving the ETRPA equation. The ETRPA is a natural
generalization of the RPA in a sense that any quantity
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given in the ETRPA goes to the one in the RPA at zero-
temperature limit. Variational derivation applied to the
TRPA equation?>?* will be extensively adopted in the
present paper. The variational method has advantages
that (i) a set of the ETRPA equations is derived without
assuming a priori a set of separate relations as in the
equation-of-motion method,” and also (ii) the higher
ETRPA equation can be derived on the same footing as
for the simple ETRPA equation. The latter provides a
formal justification of the higher RPA formalism.

After brief summary of the derivation of the TRPA
equation from constrained variation in Sec. II, the
method will be applied to the TFD to obtain the ETRPA
in Sec. III. The ETRPA will be compared with the
TRPA in Sec. IV. The second ETRPA equation will be
derived, and an argument about possible modification of
constraints will be given in Sec. V. Relation of the
ETRPA to time-dependent formalism will be investigat-
ed, and the formal energy-weighted sum rule will be de-
rived in Sec. VI. Implications of our results will be dis-
cussed in Sec. VII.

H'=H —wmfx—xpi-xnﬁ

=Us+ 3 (Hy o, +1 3 [(Hy)olal+Hoc ]
(244 nv

+ 3 (Hy )#vpaala:r,aaap+ S [(H3,)”Vpoala:a;aa+H.c.]+ S [(H‘w)#vpaalaza;a3+H.c.] ,

uvpo uvpo

where fx is the X component of angular momentum
operator and Z (N) the proton (neutron) number opera-
tor. The Lagrange multipliers ., A,, and A, are to be
determined from the requirements for ensemble averages,

(Iyd)=I, (2Y=z-2Z,, (N)=N—-N,, (.2

where Z) (N,) is the number of protons (neutrons) in the
core, which is irrelevant to calculation. The quasiparticle
operators a, and aL appearing in (2.1b) are related to
single-particle operators through the Bogoliubov trans-
formation

ce=3 (A, +Bkal)

‘u ’
b e e (2.3)
Cr = 2 ( Ak”a#-i—Bk”aﬂ) N
I
with coefficients satisfying the unitarity relations
( A A t+B*Btr)k[ =8k1 >
+ (2.4a)
(AB'+B*A"™),=0,
(a'4+B'B), =5,,,
(2.4b)

(A'B +B%"4),,=0.

We anticipate that the main part of H' will be diagonal-
ized in the quasiparticle picture provided by the self-
consistent solution to the THFB equation, i.e.,

HT=US+ S E ala, . 2.5)
u
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II. QUASIPARTICLE TRPA BUILT ON THE THFB
SOLUTION

A. The THFB equation

To facilitate extension of the TRPA formalism in the
following sections, the TRPA constructed in the quasi-
particle picture of the THFB solution*%’ is summarized
in the present section. Our Hamiltonian contains a gen-
eral pairing interaction, which, together with Coriolis
force in the rotating nucleus, controls alignment of spins
and nuclear shapes along and off the yrast line and is re-
sponsible for phase transitions in off-yrast region as pre-
dicted by the cranked THFB calculations.**~3® There-
fore, it is interesting to know if the pairing interaction
plays an important role in determining properties of hot
and rotating nuclear medium which propagates collective
vibrations. Given a generic model Hamiltonian H with
two-body interactions written in terms of single-nucleon
operators ¢; and c,:r for kth single-particle level in the
shell-model space, then the cranked Hamiltonian is given
by

(2.1a)
(2.1b)
pvpo
—
Introducing the approximate trial density matrix
eff
W= exp(—BH) (2.6)

Tr[exp(—BHM)]

with B=1/(kT) and the Boltzmann constant k, we have
the approximate entropy

S'=—kTr(WInW)

=—k 3 [funf,+(1—f )In(1—f,)] (2.7)
u
and the ensemble average for any operator O
(0)=Tr(WO) . (2.8)

Application of the Bloch-de Dominicis theorem (or gen-
eralized Wick theorem) enables us to write down any en-
semble average in terms of the products of quasiparticle
distribution function f s i.e.,

+ _ 1
(aua,)=f,8,, fu=

exp(BE,)+1°
(a;r‘af,) =(a,2,)=0. (2.9b)

(2.9a)

Thus, the approximate grand potential (or thermodynam-
ical potential) for our problem is given by

F=(H')-S'T
=(H) 0, {T)=2,(2) -1, (N)-S'T . (2.10)

On minimizing F under the constraints in (2.2) and (2.4a),
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we regard Ay, By,, Ag,, Bf,, and E, as independent
variational parameters to obtain

(HS)=(H )y +4 3 (Hy)yppy=ES,,,  (2.1la)
p

(HS0)y=(H o)y +6 3 (Hy) =0, (2.11b)
P

(2.11c)

Ueﬁ-E UO—ZZ (H22 )yvyvfpfv
724

Note that (2.11a) and (2.11b) together with the orthonor-
mality relations in (2.4b) yield a set of the THFB equation
in the standard form’® similar to the zero-temperature
case (i.e., the HFB equation).

The THFB equation is to be solved under the con-
straints (2.2) and orthonormalities (2.4a). However, the
orthogonality relations in (2.4b) are automatically
satisfied between different solutions to the THFB equa-
tion. A complete set is composed of the eigenvectors
( Ay, Bi,) belonging to eigenvalue E, together with
(Bg,» Ak, ) to negative eigenvalue —E,,.
B. The stability condition

In the second step, the residual interaction AH defined
by

H =H*{ AH (2.12)

is taken into account in terms of the TRPA. In the varia-
tional derivation of the TRPA equation,?® the grand po-
tential is shifted by the small unitary transformation ap-
plied to the density matrix,

W — W =exp(iR)W exp(—iR), R=0"+0Q . (2.13)

Then, the corresponding shift of the grand potential is
given by

AF=Tr(WH')+ kT Tt(W InW)—F
~i([H',R]) +{[R,[H,R]]) ,

(2.14a)
(2.14b)

where we have neglected the third and higher orders of R
in the series expansion.

When the most general bilinear forms of a and a,
assumed for Q ,

o'= > (X aa

p<v

~Y,a0a, +zzw ta,, 1%

the first term in (2.14b) vanishes due to the relations
(2.11a) and (2.11b) because the following relations hold:

([Haa,])=—(0—f,—f,)
X [(Hzo)uv‘*‘GE(Hﬂ)uvwa}
p

=0, (2.16a)
([H',afa,])=(f,—f,)
X l(Hll )v,u+4 2 (HZZ )vpppfp
P
=(f,—fL)E8,,=0 (2.16b)
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In the higher RPA we generalize (2.15) to include higher
orders of aZ and a,, and the first term in (2.14b) does not
vanish in general, i.e.,

([H',R])=([H",Q"])—([H",Q"])*>0 .

It vanishes only when ([H’,Q']) is real.

To investigate stability of our grand potentxal AF
against the transformation (2.13), we multiply Q by an
arbitrary small complex number z =x +iy (x,y are real)
in the definition of R, i.e.,

(2.17)

R=z0"+z%Q. (2.18)
Then, AF is rewritten as
AF =1( Ax?42Bxy +Cy?) 2.19)
with
2
o PAF
ax2 x=y=0
=([o'+o,[H, QT+ Q1D , (2.20a)
_ 9’AF
" dxady x=y=0
=([o(H", 01—l [H, 01}, (2.20b)
2
C= C AZF
ay x=y=0
=([i(@T—Q)[H,i(QT—O)1]) . (2.20¢)

Thus, when A4 and C are positive, AF has a minimum at
x =y =0 provided that

B’—Ac=4|([Q"[H"Q"I]) |’
—([Q"[H, QN +[Q.[H",0"]) |
<0. (2.21)
This inequality holds sufficiently if

(re",[H#,0"MY =(1Q,[H",Q1])=0 .

Therefore, relations in (2.22) may be regarded as the con-
straints for the stability of TRPA oscillation about the
THFB solution, and the TRPA solution violating such
conditions becomes unstable. When the condition (2.22)
holds, positive-definiteness of 4 and C can be expressed
as

(2.22)

([Q,[H, 0"+ [H",QI)>0. (2.23)

C. The TRPA equation

The normalization condition imposed on the TRPA
eigenvector

(2.24)
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is given by
(100" =X"MX=1 (2.25)

with the TRPA metric matrix M taking diagonal form

1—f,—f, 0 0
M;tv,yvz 0 _(l*fp _fv) 0
0 0 fv_fp

(2.26)

Multiplying Lagrange multipliers into quantities in (2.22)
and (2.25) and subtracting those from AF, we perform the
constrained variation

8 AF—ﬁw([Q,Q*D—§<[Q,[H',Q1]>

—%<[Q*,[H',Q*]]> =0 (2.27)

to obtain the TRPA equation
QMX(")=ﬁ(D"X(") ,
OMX' "= %0, X" (fiw_,=—fw, <0) .

(2.28a)
(2.28b)

At the same time we can show that (2.22) is satisfied pro-
vided that

a=b=1. (2.29)

In (2.28), X" and X'~™ are, respectively, the nth eigen-
solution for positive energy #iow, and the one for negative
energy —#w,, and those are, respectively, given by

)*

X(n) _YL"V
nv .
(n) (n) (—n)__ (n)
X = Y:[’V) ;X=X (2.30)
n (n)
Z, z

For later convenience we cite here the matrix elements of
the stability matrix (MQM) rather than the TRPA ma-
trix @ (=0") appearing in (2.28):

(MQM),,, ,,=(MOM)?

pa,uv
A,uv,pa B/,Lv,po C,uv,pa
= |Bvpe Apvpe Cohuop (2.31)
|Chonv Copn Dypo
with
Ay po=E,+E )1—f,—f )N8,,8,,—8,,0,,)
A= f = O H o V= f = £ o)
(2.32a)
By po =280 —f, — [ ) Hyo)pypo(1 = fp—f4) ,  (2.32b)
Cruvpo =61 —f = F I H3 ) pyoo fo —fp) (2.32¢)
Do =(E,—E NS\, —f)8,,8,,
+4(f = [ H oy oo f o —fp) - (2.32d)
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The orthonormality relation

(10,,,0/ 1) =X""MX"=5,,, (2.33)

is proved directly from (2.28)

Due to the stability condition (2.22) and the normaliza-
tion condition (2.34), the excitation energy of the system
for the nth positive energy eigensolution is given by the
simple expression,

AF=X[Q/+0,,[H, 0/ +0,11) =i, .
The completeness condition

E [(X(n)x(n)",'_x( —n)X(-n)T)M]

n>0

(2.34)

5,,0

uv,po = OppOvo

(2.35)

guarantees that the whole operator space composed of bi-
linear forms in quasiparticle operators can be spanned by
the TRPA operators [Q,:r , O, =QT_,, )] which correspond
to the eigensolutions of the TRPA equation. Therefore%
any one-body operator F can be expanded in terms of Q,
and Q,, i.e,,

F=3 ([Q,,F1Q,+([F,0/1)0,),

n>0

(2.36)

so that we obtain the thermal energy-weighted sum rule
in the form

W[FH F) =3 fo, | ([Q],F])|?.

n>0

(2.37)

Every formula in the above continuously approaches the
ordinary RPA formulas in the zero-temperature limit
(i.e., f#—>0)

III. DERIVATION OF THE EXTENDED TRPA
EQUATION IN THE TFD FORMALISM

A. The TFD formalism

From the viewpoint of the RPA at finite temperature
the thermofield dynamics (TFD) formalism proposed by
Takahashi and Umezawa®>*’ has several attractive
features. In the TFD, (i) a state vector called the
temperature-dependent ‘“vacuum” is introduced to de-
scribe an unperturbed thermal equilibrium “‘state,” and
(ii) with this vacuum an ensemble average of any operator
is expressed in the form of vacuum expectation value.
(iii) Since such a scheme is attained by introducing
single-particle operators with a tilde in addition to those
without a tilde, this enlarged space provides us with the
new possibility of supplying more variational parameters
than in the variational derivation of the TRPA equation
in the previous section. Furthermore, (iv) since the for-
malism has nothing to do with trace calculation and is
rather parallel with the field theory without temperature,
there is in principle no difficulty in constructing time-
dependent formalism in the framework of TFD.

Given a set of fermion quasiparticle operators a;" and
a,, which will be identified with the quasiparticles in the
THFB solution throughout the present paper and
quasivacuum |0), i.e.,
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- af,al}=0, (3.1)

,]|0)=0. (3.2)

{a#,az} =8

In the TFD scheme, the operator space is extended by in-
cluding another set of fermion operators al,a and cor-
responding vacuum |0) characterized by

(a,al)=8,, ta,a)={alal}i=0, (3.3)
(@, al}=la,al}=(a,a)={alal}j=0, (4
a,|0)=0. (3.5)

Imaging a direct product of two equivalent operator
spaces, we extend meaning of notations without changing
any appearance of formulas from (3.1) to (3.4) simply by
the following replacements:

a®l—a, a'®l-al, (3.6)
18a—a, lea'—a', (3.7
|0)®|0)—|0) . (3.8)

Then, we disregard (3.5) and take
a,| 0)=0 (3.9)

in addition to (3.2)

It is easily shown that the statistical ensemble average
of an operator 0, which is written only with a; and a,,
can be expressed as the vacuum expectation value,

(0)=(0(B)|0®1|0(B)) , (3.10)

if the temperature-dependent vacuum |0(B)) is defined
by

S exp(—pnE,/2)ala’)"]|0)

|0(B)) = n=0l
l;I [1-+-cxp(BE#)]'/2
=exp(—G)|0) . (3.11)
In the above and hereafter we denote
|

2
H'=ho+ 3 3 {(hy)i, BLBjw+

Lj=1 pv

+ 2 E (hZZ ipjv, kplaByBJvBIaka"'{

ijkl =1 pvpo

+ [(h40 )iujvkplrrB;‘t ;vBZpﬁ}rg'f‘H C. ]} ’

where

ho=U"+ S E,f,
I

(hyy )iy,jvEEy(f_ysilst_fySiZSjl)ayv ’

(h20)injy=E,8,8,8118,28,, ,

> -1 =
G=iy6laa,—aa,, (3.12)
u
sinf,=f">=g,, cosf,=f."”=g,, (3.13)
with
Fu=1—f,. (3.14)

By the unitary transformatlon defined by (3.11), new
quasn article operators B B ) and B, (B are related to

a,‘( )and a,(@,):
B,=exp(—iG)a,exp(iG)
=g,a,—8,a, , (3.152)
B,=exp(—iG)a,exp(iG)
=g,8,+8,a , (3.15b)
or inversely
a,=%,B,+8.B} (3.16a)
a,=%,8,—2,B . (3.16b)

Hence, we have the same commutatlon relations also for
Bf(B ) and B, (B ) as for a (a x)and a,(@,), and

B.10(B))=B,|0(B))=0. (.17
Notice that it follows from (3.15) and (3.16) that
d,=—a, B,=-8,. (3.18)

B. The ETRPA equation

For later convenience we employ the following nota-
tions for quasiparticle operators:

(3.19a)
(3.19b)

ay =0, azyzau

Bu=B. B=B,

Then, applying transformations in (3.16) to the Hamil-
tonian (2.1b), we get

H(hy)i BhBL+H.c.1)

3 l,ujvkp lo tyﬁijkpB10+H c. ]

(3.20)

(3.21a)

(3.21b)

(3.21¢)
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(R22dinjvkpto =H22)ypo (8,8 18 08 58181811811 + 8,8 18 p8 58128 /28428 2) +4(H )uopv8 18885 8i18/28181
+3[(H 31400884808 018184181, — (H 3, )pour8u8v8p8cBi1020428,
—(H31)0p081,8 18 p8 601282811812+ (H 31 )55,,8 1818 ,8 58,18 128418/ ]
—6[(H 40190818188 58:118,18k28 12+ (H 40)}11p08,8 18 p8 5012828118111

(h31)ipjvkp,10 =20 (H22),p108 u8 18 p858:18 12851811 — (H )ivpo8 u8vEp8 5i28/28k18,]

(3.21d)

+(H3l )yvpogygv l]ajl(gpgaaklsll+3gpg08k2812)+(H31 )pvpagpgv 128j2(gpg08k2812+3gp§08k1811)
+4[(H40 );wpagpgvgpgaailﬁjlak1811+(H40 )/.wpagygvgpgo6i28j28k2812] ’

(3.21e)

(haodipjv,kpto = —H 2 o088 18 8 81818428 15+ (H 3, )uvpo8 88 p808i18,18518; + (H 3, )ivpo8u8v8p850:20281181

+(H40) 10088 18 p8 501181851811 + (H g9 )ivpo8u8v8p850i20;28x2815 -

(3.219)

To construct RPA phonon states excited on the temperature-dependent vacuum state |0(53)), we apply small unitary

transformation to the vacuum, i.e.,

|0(B)) — | D(B)) =exp(iR) |0(B)), R=Q'+0Q,

and analogously to (2.14b) we have a corresponding shift of grand potential,

AF=i{0(B) | [H',R]|0(B))+1(0(B) | [R,[H',R]]| O(B))

(3.22)

(3.23)

For the first RPA, the most general bilinear form composed of B and f3;, can be assumed for QT, but the terms like

B iuBjy do not contribute to AF. Therefore, we put
Q'=3B'R,, (BB,
uv

-3«

p<v

where we have denoted

ﬁlu
fJ'
u= ﬁz,l ’
P (3.25)
(n 2)
Xy Xy
_x@ x® 0
vu uv
R,.(B)= (n @ |
. 0 Y;w “Yvu
2y
Y#V vi
x< — X(” X(VL), for p<v
v (3.26)

0, otherwise ,
and similar definitions also for X uv<’ Yi)<,and Y})<.
It is easiiy shown that the first term in (3. 23) vanishes also
here. The operator R can be rewritten as a linear com-
bination of bilinear normal products of a}‘ and a;,
(i =1,2), while H' is expressed in terms of a;, and a,,
only. Therefore, the terms with aL,( =a,) and/or

a,,(=a,) annihilate all the bra or ket vectors#appearing
in trace, and the other terms without these tilde fields
also vanish due to relations in (2.6). Thus, only the
second term remains in (3.23). The normalization condi-

tion is given by

Bl 1v+X 3)<32uﬂ2v Y(l <Blv‘B1y_va<BZvBZy + E XLZV)BIWBZV Y(Z)BZMBI;;

(3.24)

(e 12,0108 =x"yM [¥|=1,

(3.27

where the vector (X,Y) and the metric matrix M taking
diagonal form are, respectively, given by

X(l)<
X, =|x? Y, =
i 3) oo
X©< v
and
1 0
M“V’poz 0 -1 uv,po

Y( <
uv
Y2, (3.28)
Y(S )<
1734
(3.29)

with the formal 3 X 3 matrices of unity 1 and zero O.
The extended TRPA (ETRPA) equation is derived

from the variational principle

3¢0(B) | l

— 1o, 01— 12" [H'Q"]

A[R,[H',R]]-#0[Q,0"]

|0(B)) =

(3.30

which is analogous to (2.27), but is considered in the pa-

rameter
(X, Y, X5, Y ).
ty

manifold of much

larger dimensionality

Constraints are required for stabili-
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o) |1, [H,Q 11108))=(0B) | [Q,[H',2]1|0(B))

=0 (3.31)
as well as the normalization condition (3.27). Hence,
(1-a)OMX' 7= —(OM — %)X, (3.32a)
(1-5)OMX' = — (OM +%iw)X '~ (3.32b)
where
x'= %], Xa'= [:; \ : (3.33)
v
and
A B
Qipjv,kpla = [B‘ ivkplo (3.34)
with
Ay, 1p10=(E f +E,f,)8 8ys —8,00,p)
+4g,8,(Hy, )“Vpagpgg ) (3.35a)
A 11y, 1020 = 68,8 (H31 ) uyopBp80 » (3.35b)
A v, 2p20= —248 .8 (H 40) ypo8p8 o (3.35¢)
A 12,1910 = 68,8 (H31)56,8 85 » (3.35d)
A2y, 1p20 = Eufu—E £ )8,,8,0
+48,8,(H2)yovpB 80 » (3.35e)
A u2v,2020= — 68,8 (H31)p0pn8 85 » (3.350)
Az 1p10= —248 .8 (H 40)}11poB o8 o > (3.35g)
A rprv,1p20= — 68,8 (H31)0p08 o8 o > (3.35h)
Arzv2p20=—(E fu+Ef,)(8,,8,,—8,,8,,)
+48,8,(H3)jpo808 0 > (3.35i)
and
Biuivipto=—248,8,(H o) ypo8 85 > (3.362)
Biuiv,1p20=—68,8(H31)1ypo8p&0o » (3.36b)
Biutv,2010 =48 u8 v H 2 ) pvpo8p8 s » (3.36¢)
Biuzv,1p10=— 68,8 (H31)p0 880 » (3.36d)
Bipav,1p20=—48 .8 H2)ypyo8 08 (3.36e)
Bipzv,2020 =8 .8y (H31 V551,880 (3.360)
Bouzv,1p10 =488+ (H 12 p01 8 p8 5 » (3.36g)
Bouzv,1p20 =688 H31 1108 p8 5 » (3.36h)
Bourv,2p20=—248,8 (H 40)}1yp08p8 5 (3.36i)

Thus, the TRPA matrix @ defined by (3.34) is a formal
6 X 6 matrix in which A and B are 3 X 3 matrices like
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Alylv, Iplo ‘Alulv,lpZO ‘Alulv,Zpla
‘Aipjv,kpla = |A 1u2v,1plo A 1u2v,1p20 A 1u2v,2p20
A 2u2v, lplo A 2u2v,1p20 A 2u2v,2p20

(3.37)

In the zero-temperature limit (S— o)

fus8,—1and f,,8,—0, (3.38)

so that all the ETRPA matrix elements vanish except for

Alylv,lpla_’(Ep +Ev )(8yp8va 6vp)+4(H22 );wpa ’
(3.39a)
-Blylv, lple ™ _24(H40 )pvpo ’ (3.39b)

which exactly coincide with ordinary RPA matrix ele-
ments.
In virtue of the relations resulting from (3.31),

XHTMX - =X""TMX+'=0, (3.40)
Egs. (3.32a) and (3.32b) become
(1—a)XMOMX =X -"TMOMX'*,  (.4l1a)
(1-p)XPMaOMX = —xP'MOMX'~',  (3.41b)
or equivalently
(1—aXoB) | [Q",[H",Q]1] 0(B))

=—(oB [V [H,Q"]08)), (3.42a)
(1—b)0(B) | [Q,[H',Q 11| 0(8))
=—(0(B) |[Q,[H',Q1]1|0(B)) . (3.42b)

The r.h.s. of (3.42a) and (3.42b) vanish on account
of the requirements in (3.31), but
(0(B) | [Q,[H',QT]1]1|0(B)) is finite in general, so that
we have

a=b=1. (3.43)

Consequently, Eqgs. (3.32a) and (3.32b) yield a set of the
ETRPA equation

QMX("’zﬁwnX‘") ,
OMX' " =%iw_, X" (fiw_

(3.44a)

»=—tw, <0), (3.44b)

where the nth positive energy eigensolution X" and the
nth negative energy eigensolution X'~" take forms corre-
sponding to (3.33),

X = §m]“ Y= {:;(:EZ;L (3.45)
Solution of the ETRPA equation determines
Q1= 3 X< (mBLAL+ X2 (Bl 8L,
v
— Y.V (BB — Y )< (n)B, B,
+2[Xm(n) Bi 2v+Y(2)(")Bz,ﬁlv , (3.46)
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from which a relation
0,=0"

is proved for any n either positive or negative.
The orthonormality relation

(08)]12,,,0]110(B)) =XmMX "

wm
=T om
follows from (3.27) and (3.47). This leads to

0(B) | [@m,[H',011110(8)) =X™MaMX ™

=f|w,, |8

which includes also the required stability condition (3.31)

because of (3.47), i.e.,
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(o) | [Q),[H, Q111 08))

(3.47) =(0(B) | [Q_ [H',011110(8))
=A|w_,py |8 _pmn - (3.50)
The completeness condition of the set [X',X'~"(n
> 0)] is expressed as
E (x(n)x(n)T_x(—n)x(—n)T)M =5pp6va
(3.48) n>0 uv,po

(3.51)
IV. COMPARISON OF THE ETRPA WITH THE TRPA

In this section the ETRPA discussed in Sec. III will be
compared with the TRPA result in Sec. II. For this pur-
pose we transform the ETRPA equation (3.44) given in
the B-quasiparticle picture into the one in the a-
quasiparticle picture. Insertion of expressions (3.15a) and
(3.15b) into (3.24) gives

(3.49)

tr
=7 2 auRuv
_ (< <t (n <
- 2 (xp. alpalv+‘x aZyaZV yuv<alva1p yyv alva2y.)
p<v
(2) t t 23 1 4t .
+ 2 x,uval,ua2v+yyv a2va1u+zyvalpalv+z alyaZV yv a2pa|v+sz)a2ya2v) H 4.1)
where we have denoted
T x(D (2) (1) (2)
a]y yv x,uv z;w zuv
t (2) (3) (4) (3)
a; _xv;t xuv z,uv _'zv;t
a,= , Ryla)= (n @ () @ | > 4.2)
(2 ay, 4 —Zyy —Zy Yuv Y
(2) (3) (2) (3)
azl‘ _va zpv uv y,u.v
) _ (1)
Xy =—x,,, forp<v
xitlv)< - ! 4.3)
0, otherwise ,
and similar definitions also for x|)<, y}\)<, and y ;) <. Two pictures are related through the transformation
X X
=U(uv)
[Y' H ® X uv ’ (44)
where
x(1)< x(3)<
—_ |, —_ |,
xuvz y < x[tV: y < (45)
2D 23
uv uv
and
Y(l)(
- (2)
Y,=|7Y (4.6)
y®<
[J,V
which differs from Y, in (3.28); and
U(pv)=V(uv)M~(uv) @.7)

with



2810 KOSAI TANABE 37

-p,gv 0 0 0 gpgv 0
0 0 8.8, 0 0 8.8,
Vipv) 0 TEey 0 EREO ° 4.8)
V)= - ’ .
H 0 gpgv 0 —'gy,gv 0 0
0 0 _gygv 0 0 _gpgv
'_gygv 0 0 0 gygv 0
l—f” —fv
M dad 4.9)
(uv)= . .
K 1—f,—f,
0 —(1=f,—f,)
_(fv_f#>
The other four coefficients appearing in (4. 1) and 4.2), sz’, y uv’ LZ , and z! # Y are not linearly independent and can be
expressed in terms of six quantities in (4.5), x,” , yLIV)<, z), X<, y)<, and z;fv’, ie.,
1
(2) _ (1
X v = vgv v +g 8,2 v ) ] (4.103.)
" f. f# I uEp Il-
(2) - 5 g 71 (3)
Yiv= (8,8uzpy +8.8v24y) » (4.10b)
© fv_fu péplp ©
1 —
22 =*_1—f my (2,8, (x})< —x (<) )—Z,8, ()< -y, (4.10c)
21(14\3_1__f—f[gugﬂ(ym< —y) <y _ vgv(z(3)< _z(vitk )] . (4.10d)
To rewrite the ETRPA equation (3.44) in the form comparable with the TRPA equation (2.28), we define a new vector
u(1)<
vll)<
(n
u)] _ |w _ x
a’ [.LV: u(3)< ~“/M'(IJ‘V) [X ]Hv (411)
U(3)<
w®

uv

whose normalization condition is derived from (3.27) by applying (4.4), (4.7), and (4.11) one after another, i.e.,
—(xtyt X Tyt
1=x'YM ¥ |=xtym [F |
=x'shumu [; ]
—ata e (@
=(u'ahu [ﬁJ

2 l—f f (|u(1)<l +|“‘3)<|2—va<|2—| LSV)< 2)

p<v

+2(f — [ wd) [ 2= w2, (4.12)

where the metric matrix
M(pv) =V (pv)MV(uy) 4.13)

coincides with (4.9) and is an extension of the TRPA metric matrix given by (2.26). Applying the transformation (4.4)
together with (4.11) to the ETRPA equation in (3.44), we get
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5 u)_ u

o [ﬁ ] =i [ﬁ ] 4.14)
with the transformed ETRPA matrix defined by

a=v-lawhH-'. 4.15)

In the above €)' is obtained from ) defined in (3.34)-(3.37) only by interchanging suffixes and supplying minus signs for
some matrix elements as explicitly shown by, without touching up the other matrix elements as indicated by dots, i.e.,

—B 1u2v,102p
—B 1u2v,102p
~B 1u2v,102p
():‘;Ljv,kploE A* (4.16)
— A lu2v,102p
—B TVZ‘U., 1p20 —B Tv2y, 1p20 —B Tva, 1p20 A Tva, 1p20 A ’lkVZI,L, lo2p —4 1v2u,1p2a
— A4 TyZv, lo2p
Then, the transformed stability matrix is given by
MAM=VMO'MV=0" 102, (4.17)
where
Puv,po 0 0 0 L 0
0 Puvpe O fyyu O 0
ol 0 0 9 v, po 0 0 Upg v wis
huv,po 0 fwpo O Fup O 0 :
tuvps O 0 0 Fup O
0 0 uvipo 0 0 Sy, po
with
Puvipo SLE N W f o= of VHE W 3= fuf 18,806 —8,58,,)
qupcr:[E f‘u,f f‘u.f +E yf f,ufz ]Spp vo
r’,lvp(TE—[Epfp,f f f )+E f f f f ] /.Lp vo ) 08vp) ’
Suvpo ZLEWfuf u Fv—=F I FE Lo f S Fu=F10180805 »
tpv poE_g“gygvg [E (f _f +E f "'f ](6 pévo—éyosvp) ’
yvpcr —gpgpgvg [E f f +E f f ]Bup vo
and
02 ,,=(NQN),, ,, (4.19)
with
f-yf_v +fyfv
f_yf_v +fyfv O
]Tyfv +fyfv
N po= _ , (4.20)
' 2,8.8.8,
0 2.8,8.8,
2.8.8.8,
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va,pa
(HZZ )uvpo 24(H40 ),uvpa (H31 ),uvap _48(H40 )yvpa - 8(1-122 )uvpo 12(1131 )yvap
24( H40 )pvpo (H22 ),,wpa 6(H31 )uvpo - 8(1122 )yvpo - 48(H4O ),uvpo 12(H31 )/,vaa
= (H31 )povp (H31 )papv 4( H22 )povp - 12(H31 )pU#V - 12(}131 )pavy (H22 )yavp
—48(H40 )yvpo - 8(1122 )y,vpa - 12(1-131 );wptr 16( H22 )uvpo' 96(H40 )uvpo - 24(H31 )y,vpa ’
—8(H22 )yvpo —48(H40 )yvpa - 12(H31 ),uvop 96(H40 )yvpa 16(1122 )yvpo —24(H31 ),uvop
12(H31 )povp 12(H31 )poyv 8(H22 )yovp —_24(H31 )payv 24(H31 )pavy 16(IIZZ ),uavp
(4.21)
The upper-left corner of the matrix (4.17) is more explicitly rewritten as
A;zv po B;zvpo C;wpa
B ., At C&
~ uv,po pv,p0 v, 0p
MOQM = C ‘% CI D' > (4.22)
po,uv op,vi nv,po
where

A;J,V,pU = IE;t(.ffbfv_f;zl.fv)+Ev(f_/.tf_%/_fyf%/)}(6/,Lp6v0_6;108‘/;))+4(f_yf—v+fyfv)(H22 )pvpa(]_pfa +fpfa)

(4.23a)

B;“, po Z’24'(-f_;t-fv +fpfv )(H4O )pro(f_pf—a +fpfo) ’ (4.23b)
Cuv po =24( f f— +f f )(H3l ),uvap(f— f +f f ) s (4.23¢)
,uvpo —[E fy,f f/.lfv +E f f f f2 ]Sy.p va+4(f—y,fv+fpf—v )(HZZ )‘u,avp(f—pfa +fpf—g) . (423d)

The ETRPA equation in the alternative form (4.14) and the stability matrix (4.22) are obviously extensions of those in
(2.28) and (2.31), respectively. Though the upper-left block of larger matrix (4.22) corresponds to the previous one
(2.31), matrix elements in (4.23) differ from those in (2.32). In the zero-temperature limit the other matrix elements in
(4.22) vanish, and both (4.22) and (2.31) coincide with each other and become an ordinary RPA stability matrix. How-
ever, the difference between those matrices is marked at hlgh temperature. It is observed that all the matrix elements in
(3.23) vanish in the high-temperature limit (i.e., f, w S —3), while in (4.23) some terms arising from residual interac-
tions gain a common factor 1 from the factors composed of dlstrlbutlon functions f, and Fus 4> and remain finite, i.e.,

Ay po = (Hy)pypo (4.24a)
B v po = 6(H 40) pyop (4.24b)
C, po —>6(H31)yvop (4.24¢)
D oo = (Hiyy)yowp - (4.24d)

It is also remarked that all the other matrix elements which are not explicitly given in (4.22) are also finite, so that the
effective dimensionality of the stability matrix is not reduced in the same limit. Those imply that our ETRPA equation
(3.44) will be effective in taking account of the thermal-correlation effect on the mean field especially at high tempera-
tures.

V. THE SECOND ETRPA

Usefulness of the second RPA at zero temperature is widely known in taking account of 2p-2h excitations to describe
spreading widths of GR,*!'~* for instance. Our variational method of deriving the ETRPA equation in Sec. III is in
principle applicable to any form of the ETRPA operator Q Therefore, the first ETRPA can be generalized to the
second (or even higher) ETRPA only if we extend definitions of the vectors X'*/, the matrices & and M according to a
given form of QJr To systematize complicated features of the second ETRPA, we employ notations as self-evident as
possible. Greek indices (k,A,u,v,p,0,7,v) specify quasiparticle states and latin indices (k,l,m,n,r,s,t,u =1 or 2), non-
tilde or tilde operators as before. Then, the second ETRPA operator Q takes the form
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1 1
Q'=3 | XRBLBL+X iﬁ*ﬁm X% B.BY— ,Yﬁﬁﬁuﬁu—YLABZABIK—;YSiBZAﬂzx]
Py ! 2! !
1 yu t Lo t gt gt
+ KAEPV 4| KA.[J,V A'BINB pﬁlv+¥XKkuv /,tBZv+ 2‘—2|XK/\;W lmﬁ]ABZuﬁZV
1
+3 31 KMLV lxﬁZABZth/ kkuvBZKB;ABZpBZV 41 YKA;WB vﬁlpﬁllﬂlk_ 31 KA;J.VBZVB yﬁl)\ﬁlx
l
Y3, BB BiBi— = 3 Y 3 BoBayBriBic— KkpvﬁZvBZpﬁZABZKI (5.1a)
= 3 (x2<plBhL+X 02<32,ﬁzx*Y20<31Aﬂ1x—Y02<Bz>ﬂzx)+2( SBLBL— Y BB
K<A
+ 2 K}L‘LVBTKB-;AB pﬂlv XKApoZxBZAB2pﬁ2v Kkyv lvBlpBIl.Blk KA,#VBZVBZNBZ)\ﬁZK
K<A<p<v
+ 2 (X31< BTVBT t ot X13< t pt pt At 31<
kApvF1 ][Jﬂl}\ﬂZK_‘_ K/\;WBIVBZ}.LEHBZK K)»vaZ\ﬂlpﬂl)‘Blk K}»;LVBZVBZyﬂZP\BIK
K<A<p
+
+ 3 (XBLBLBUBLAL Y BB BB » (5.1b)
K<Ap<v

which includes all the possible fourth-order terms in B}: . and B, as well as the second-order terms whose coefficients
are redefined as

X2 = XP=—x0 fork<A, 522
0, otherwise , :
Xa=x3, (5.2b)
X0 = |l ==X, fork<h, (5.2¢)
0, otherwise , :
Y2 = YW =—Y{ fork<i, 5.24)
0, otherwise , ’
Yl=—y2 (5.2e)
Y2 = YKA Y‘fx), for k <A, 520
0, otherwise . .

In (5.1a), all the coefficients are totally or partially antisymmetric in Greek suffixes according to partitions indicated by
indices, while the coefficients introduced in (5.1b) have ordered suffixes as defined by

XKX—_XA,)O for K<)\, y
X3« = 0, otherwise , (5.3a)

x02< = X% = _x%, fork<A,
" (5.3b)
0, otherwise , )

x9< — X8 for k<h<p<v (X¥,, totally antisymmetric) ,
iy = i (5.3¢)
0, otherwise , ’

i< — [Xi{uv, for k <A <p (X}},, antisymmetric in x,A,u) ,

Auv = 5.3d
o 0, otherwise , ( )

X;2c§\< = xk;w XA.KV;.L X}uq.w Xi%vu’ for k <A and H<v, 53
# 0, otherwise , (5.3e)
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etc., so that each linearly-independent term appears once in (5.1b).
Retaining only the lowest-order terms, we obtain an expression for the shift of grand potential analogous to (3.23),
AF=(0(B) | exp[ —i (QT+Q)1H exp[i (QT+ @)1 0(B))
=i(0(B) | [H',@"+Q1]0(8)) + (0B | [T+, [H.Q"+ Q11 0(8))

X-Y*
Y-X*

—icro) XY i x_yry_xt
=i(C"C) |y~ g [+3(X=Y"Y-X"MOM , (5.4)

where we have introduced the following notations for generalized vectors X,Y, generalized matrices M, Q, and a new

column matrix C:

(2) y@
X= l§(4,], y@ | (5.5)
with
X20< Y20<
Xﬁ)z x 1 , Yﬁ’z vl , (5.6a)
X02< KA Y02< KA
X40< Y40<
X31< Y31<
x14) = X22< Y(4) = Y22< 5.6b
KApv i< ’ KApv yi< ’ ( )
X04< KApv Y04< KApv
1(22) 0
1044
M=, 1@ ) (5.7
_ 144
4022 404 g2 0
A(42) A(44) 0 0
Q= B22)x 0 400%  g04x | (5.8)
O 0 A(42)* A(44)*
with
A rpso = OB | [ByiBue »LH',B1,Bi,1110(B)) (5.92)
AR rpsatrun = OB | [BpBrw [H',BLBL,.BlBL.11108) (5.9b)
Al mpunvirpso = COB) | [BruBrmuBisBrw LH',BLBI, 111 0(B)) (5.9¢)
Al(c?:}))umunv,rpsalﬂ'uv E<0(B) | [anﬂmpﬁl)\ﬂkx’[H”Bipﬁzaﬂ'trﬂgzu]] ‘ O(B)> ’ (59d)
Bt rpso = (B) | [BinBrw [H',BsoB,,111 0(B)); (5.9¢)
and
C(40)
C(3l)
= {c® A
Cov oo (5.10)
C(04) N
KApv
with
C 3L =<0 | [H",BlBB1,BL110) (5.11a)
C3i=C0B) | [H",BlBL:B1,.B5.110B)) (5.11b)
CR, =<0 | [H",BLBLBLBLI 0B (5.11¢0)
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cl,=(0p) | [H",BLB585,85,1108) , (5.11d)
Cc%),=<oB) | [H',BLBYLBLBLI0B)) . (5.11¢)

All the B elements, except for the one in (5.9¢), vanish as indicated in (5.8), since H’ does not include any term higher
than the quadratic one in 8. Formal generalizations of the normalization condition (3.27) and the stability condition
(3.31) are, respectively, given by

X(Z)
O(ﬁ)l[Q’QT] IO(B))z( Z)Tx(4)1'Y 2)TY(4)T)M 1;(2) =1, (5.12).
y@
x@
tr tr tr r 4)
o | 1o 1H,0M10B) =(— YP" _ YW _x@"_x@"')MaM {{m =0, (5.13)
Y(4)

and its complex conjugation. However, these conditions must be required for Q and Q Wthh are so redefined as to
eliminate the first term in (5.4). To cope with this linear term we replace Q by Q +Q0, which corresponds to the
shifts of X'* and Y%, i.e.,

X LXWLXW, YO y@w  y@ (5.14)
Thus, we get a newly defined grand potential without a linear term,

AF'=AF+AF, , (5.15)
provided that

XP—YP*r=i(4“)-1c* (5.16)
where

AFy=—1[C"(4"*)~IC* 4c.c.] . (5.17)

This expression represents an additional contribution to the ground-state correlation at finite temperature, which is ac-
counted for in the second ETRPA.

Minimizing AF under the constraints in (5.12) and (5.13), we derive the second ETRPA equation

OMX =fiwX , (5.18)
where
X
(4)
X= §(2) (5.19)
Y(4)
and
A(22) A(24) __B(22) 0
A (42) A (44) 0 0
QM= B2 o _4ux 400 |- (5.20)
0 0 _A(42)t _A(44)t
Since eigensolutions to (5.18) for positive eigenvalues #iw, and negatwe ones fiw_,(=—*%w, <0) compose a complete

set [X'"),X~"(n > 0)], any operator can be expanded in terms of Q, and Q, within the extent of a second ETRPA.
The orthonormality, completeness, and stability conditions are expressed in the generalized forms similar to (3.48),
(3.50), and (3.51), respectively.
If we eliminate the second ETRPA amplitude X'’ and Y'* from (5.18), we get the equation pretending the first
ETRPA, but with frequency-dependent matrix elements,
tx(Z)
Y2

AP 42 gy 4441 4(42) _B2
B2+ A L g0 (g g0 )1 g (@20
This type of equation is useful to estimate contributions from the second ETRPA to the spreading widths of one-
phonon states calculated in the first ETRPA as in the case of the RPA applied to the GDR* and the giant Gamow-
Teller resonances. *

x(2)

=nw Y(z) (521)
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Finally we consider the excitation energy of a collective state described by the nth solution to the first ETRPA equa-
tion (3.44), or the second ETRPA equation (5.18),

AE =(0(B) | exp( — iR, (H' + @y +A,Z +A,N)exp(iR,) | 0(B)) —{O(B) | H' | 0(B))
=t +i{0B) | [0 x + 2,2 +1,N,R, 1| 0(B)) +1(0(B) | [R,, (@0l x +1,Z +1,N,R,1]| O(B)) (5.22)
with
R,=01+Q, . (5.23)

Excluding the trivial case such that Q, is characterized by negative parity, for example, the second term in (5.22) van-
ishes due to Hermiticity of R,,, J x> 2 and ﬁ, as long as coefficients X and Y are chosen to be real. An alternative way
of proving this is to use the fact that any operator F can be expanded in terms of a complete set {Qn,Q,,} within the
ETRPA, i.e.,

F=3 ((0(B)|[Q,.F1/0(B)Q}+(0(B) | [F,Q]110(B))Q,} . (5.24)
n>0
Only if we apply this expansion to the Hermitian one-body operator a)m,j +)»p2 +A, N, we find that two terms calculat-
ed from orthonormality condition similar to (3.48) cancel each other. Since the constraints for angular momentum and
particle numbers in (2.2) must be reset as

B) | Tx+1IR,,[Tx,R,11108) =1, (5.25a)
B)|Z+1R,,[Z,R,11|08)=Z -2, , (5.25b)
(o(B) | N +1[R,,[N,R,11|0(B))=N—N, , (5.25¢)

the excitation energy (5.22) becomes
AE =i, + o[ I —C0B) | Ty | 0B 14+A,[Z —Zy—(O0(B) | Z | 0(B)} 1+ A, [N — Ny —(0(B) | N |0(B))] . (5.26)

Therefore, it is expected that changes of the constraints in (5.25) may result in a certain shift of centroid energy of GR
in a hot rotating nucleus, and this may give a partial explanation of the change of resonance spectrum in a hot rotating
nucleus.

VI. THE ETRPA EQUATION IN THE TIME-DEPENDENT FORMALISM AND ENERGY-WEIGHTED SUM RULE

In this section it will be shown that the ETRPA equation can be justified also from a viewpoint of linear response
theory, whose TFD version has a rather simplified feature. Electromagnetic decay of a GR state emitting a y-ray is de-
scribed by the interaction of electromagnetic field coupled to nuclear charge current, which is a Hermitian one-body
operator. The relevant part of the interaction Hamiltonian can be expressed in a B-quasiparticle picture as

H™(t)=i¢(1) > P;zgfﬂx 1V+pyv<B;yﬁZv_p;2£/<*BIVBI‘U._p22v<*BZMBZ;A)+z(p}LLBLAﬂZV p:LL*BZﬁlp) , (6.1)
r<v uv

in which all the coefficients p are related to shell-model single-particle matrix elements. This interaction is in general
time dependent since not only the decay of a resonance state with finite lifetime can occur after its formation, but also
its existence probability is affected by other competing processes such as neutron emission.

Suppose that H!(t) is switched on at ¢ =1, later than the residual interaction AH (¢), which is responsible for collec-
tive excitation and is switched on at t =t (¢, <t <t,) in the unperturbed Hamiltonian

H' =H®{ AH(1) . (6.2)
Following the argument in Ref. 24, we start from the Liouville equation for time-dependent density matrix W (t),
AW (1)

i o =[H'+H™(t),W(1)] . (6.3)
Then, the density matrix in the interaction picture
W,(t)=exp éH'(t —1o) |W(texp | — éH’(r —15) ’ (6.4)

obeys the equation of motion derived from (6.3), i.e.,

lﬁ—a‘WI(t)z

FY H'(t)exp

exp

i ’
EH (t —ty)

_%H’(t—to)],W,(t)] , (6.5)
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which can be converted to the integral equation as follows:

1 t ., i , Xt( 40 ’ L '
W(t):W—}-?%ftodt exp —%H (t —1ty) '[He Ye'), W(t')]exp ﬁH (t—tO)J (6.6)
with the boundary value at r =1, ( < ¢,)
exp —éH’(z——to) W, (t)exp éH'(t-—to)}zW(to)zW, (6.7)

where W is defined for H°" as seen in (2.6).

Now, we retain only the lowest-order terms with respect to H*'(¢), multiply both sides of (6.6) by BBy for in-
stance, and take the trace over the a-Fock space. If we make use of the invariance under the cyclic permutation of fac-
tors in trace and definitions for time-dependent operators,

.., i,
B,(t)=exp ZHt B,exp ——ﬁ-H t' , (6.8)
etc., we obtain
1 t ’ ’ ’ ex ’
Tr{ WB,,(1)By, ()] —Tr( Wﬁn‘ﬂm#)zﬁf_wdt Tr{W[B,t —t")B,,,(t —t'), H*(")]} , (6.9)
etc. Application of the TFD formula (3.10) and insertion of the explicit form of H®*(¢) in (6.1) reduces (6.9) to
B 8B (1) .
— i ’ < Py ' prpso
(0(B) | 8,081 (1) |0(B)) = 1f_wdt RySymy rpso (t —1)(2") i (6.10)
where
: (B DB ,B1,BL6 1 —[Bus(1)B 1, (£),B0B,,]
RS (1)=—(0(B) | t + T ot ¥ t |0(B)), fort>0, (6.11)
MUY, rpse i# (B 00Br(),BroBse ] —[Bmp(1)Bny(1),B56B,,] =
is the response function, and
P20<
Prpso= |P" : (6.12)
02 < p

On the other hand, we assume the time-dependent form for the density matrix as
W (1)=exp[iR (1)]W exp[ —iR (1)] , (6.13)
with
R=0'n+0(n), (6.14)
where the coefficients X, Y, X*, and Y* in QT(t) and Q(¢) are time dependent. Retaining only the lowest-order terms

with respect to R (¢) or H**(¢) in the Liouville equation (6.3), we get

T (W F,[H',R(z)]+ih§t—mt> — i Tr{WF,H™1)]) (6.15)

for an arbitrary operator F, which is assumed here to represent any operator within the operator sector composed of bi-
linear forms for the first ETRPA and up to quadratic forms for the second ETRPA in 8’s. In the TFD, the linear-
response equation (6.15) is rewritten as

F,%R (1)

(O(B)| F,[H',R(D]]+i# 4

[0(B))=—i{0(B) | [F,H™(¢)]|0(B)) . (6.16)

If H¥*(¢)=0, the set of equations is the same as the one assumed in the equation-of-motion method.’
For simplicity, here we restrict ourselves to the first ETRPA. If we introduce Fourier transforms of relevant time-
dependent functions by

Xﬁ%ﬂz)—yz‘za(:):ﬁ 7 doexplion X2 (w) , (6.17a)



2818 KOSAI TANABE 37

X;L(z)—y;g*(z>=51;fw doexplion)XL(a) (6.17b)

X22V<(z)—Y22v<*(t)=—21;f°° dwexplio) X2< (o), (6.17¢)

Yﬁ%<(t)—Xﬁ%<*(t)=ifw doexpliot) Y225 (@) , (6.17d)

YW -X L 0=5 7 doexplionYiiie), (6.17e)

Y2 (1) — X% * (1 =——f dwexp(twt)Y°2<( ), (6.176)
and

¢<t)=if°° doexpliot)d(o) , (6.18)

the Fourier transform of (6.15) gives

X(w) | _ p
(OM —7iw) [Y(w) =—¢(w) p* | (6.19a)
(OM+#i0) |~ Y @) g | (6.19b)
—X*w) | p"' ’ .
where
X< (w) Y2<(w)
X, 0)= |X"w) |, Y, (0)=|Y"(0) : (6.20)
X2<(@) Juv Y% <() Juv
From reality of ¢(¢) and (6.17) we can show
X(w)=—-Y*(—w) (6.21)
and
do)=9¢*(—w), (6.22)

so that (6.19b) is obtained from (6.19a) by the replacement #iwo— —fiw. Thus, we have seen that the equation given by
(6.19) coincides with the ETRPA equation (3.44) when H®*(¢t)=0. Formal solution of the inhomogeneous equation
(6.19),

X p
[YEZ; ] Rr:ynv rpsa(a))¢(w) pt ’ (623)
defines the Fourier transform of the response function (6.11) as
— -1
R oinv,rpso (@)= [(fio— QM) i rpsor - (6.24)

To confirm directly that the Fourier transform of (6.11) coincides with (6.24), we extensively apply the expansionlike
(5.24) to the time-dependent operator F(¢), i.e.,

F(n=3 {{0(B)|[Q,.F110(B)Q]()+(0B) | [F,011108))0,(1)} , (6.25)

n>0
where time dependences of QJ (¢) and Q,(t) are defined by (6.17) as
QJ(:):QJexp(iw,,t), 0,(1)=0,exp(—iw,t) . (6.26)
n (6.11) we identify F(¢) with B, (2)B,, (1) or * ult B 1), and apply the identity (6.25) together with (6.26) to obtain

R Sy, rpso (D)= m 3 (XX Pexp(—iw, ) —X "X "explio, ) ]M , fort>0, (6.27)

n>0 munv,rpsc

whose Fourier transform is calculated as
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R unvrpso (@)= [ " expliat)IR 5 rpso (1)

X(’”X'"’T X(—n)x<—n>+
O—w,+Ii€ B o+w,+ie

I

1
;[2

n>0

n>0

:[(ﬁw—QM)_I]m;mv,rpsa .

(Fio— QM) ™! 2 (X(n)X(n)T_X(—n)X(—n)T)M

2819

munv,rpsc

menv,rpso

(6.28)

We have used the completeness condition in (3.51) to get the last expression, which is nothing but the one given by

(6.24).

In order to derive the energy-weighted sum rule (EWSR) for an operator F, we first apply the expansion in (6.25) to F
and make use of the relation (3.47) and the condition in the form (3.5) representing both orthonormality and stability to
obtain the formula expressed in terms of the TFD vacuum expectation value,

(O(B) | [F,[H',F1110(8) =3 #iw,{ | (0B)|[FQ1108)) |2+ | <o) |[F,Ql108) %} .

n>0

When F is Hermitian , we have

LB | [F[H,F11|108) =3 #w,{0B) | [F,Q/1108) |2,

n>0

which is the formal EWSR generalized by the ETRPA.
All the above arguments in this section can be general-
ized to any higher ETRPA without any difficulty except
for increasing complication.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Importance of thermal correlation increases with in-
creasing temperature as a natural consequence of many-
particle—many-hole excitations. Such a correlation effect
becoming a problem through the change of a one-body
field is partially taken into account by the THFB solu-
tion, on which the TRPA is built. On the other hand, the
TRPA calculations have shown that additional thermal
effect on residual interactions causes some physical effects
such as the shift of centroid energy and the broadening of
resonance spectral width of GDR observed in hot rotat-
ing nuclei.

In order to attain a more precise relation between a
given microscopic model and experimentally observable
quantities, it is necessary to provide a theoretical frame-
work having enough possibility of dealing with a thermal
effect as well as a rotational effect systematically. For the
purpose of applying the TFD to the RPA formalism, we
have extended the TRPA. Since in the TFD, a thermal-
ensemble average can be expressed as an expectation
value sandwiched between the TFD vacua defined for the
enlarged Fock space, not only does the relevant expres-
sion become independent of trace calculation, but also
there exists a state vector which is the TFD vacuum
describing the thermal equilibrium state for a given tem-
perature. Though we have not argued about the ETRPA
state vectors, it is well known that there exists the

(6.29)

(6.30)

—

ETRPA state |g()) which is different from | 0(B3)) and
annihilated by Q,(=Q" ), i.e.,

and then Q,T | g(B)) describes an ETRPA single-phonon
state.** This is because a parallel holds between the for-
mal aspect of the ETRPA and the ordinary RPA at zero
temperature. The extended single-particle space of the
TFD allows for an enlargement of the manifold of varia-
tional parameter space. Making full use of such
modification, we have derived the first ETRPA equation
in Sec. I, and it was generalized to the second ETRPA
in Sec. V.

The structure of our ETRPA matrix implies that in
contrast to the TRPA, its nondiagonal elements become
more important at high temperatures, so that decay
strengths are distributed into many levels. As a conse-
quence of these characteristics, more rapid increase of
resonance width of GDR, for instance, will be predicted
by the ETRPA. On the other hand, higher ETRPA will
become important to explain the shift of centroid energy
and increase of spreading width of GDR at high tempera-
ture. It is quite interesting to investigate whether
modifications of constraints for angular momentum and
particle numbers have any influence on resonance spec-
trum. The ETRPA equation will be applied to some real-
istic problems in future study.
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