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A quantum mechanical method of rotation and wobbling motion in triaxially deformed nuclei is
represented within the framework of time-dependent Hartree-Fock theory. For such systems, the intrin-
sic frame is defined by imposing constraints of principal-axis frame. With aid of the canonical formula-
tion of the constrained system, the Dirac quantization of the classical system is performed. It is shown
that the commutation relations of angular momentum in the intrinsic frame then exactly satisfy the
body-fixed frame. Furthermore, a method of describing large amplitude collective motion in the con-
strained system is proposed by extending the self-consistent collective-coordinate method.

PACS number(s): 21.60.Ev

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent experimental data of the energy and y-ray
spectrum at high spin provide much detailed information
about the high-spin states deexciting toward the yrast
line. A model describing such states is the triaxial rotor
model of Bohr and Mottelson [1]. In this model, the level
above the yrast line corresponds to a new collective
motion (wobbling motion) which is the dynamical fluc-
tuation of angular velocity vector. This, however, is a
phenomenological model. One needs a microscopic
description as a more realistic calculation. The self-
consistent cranking (SCC) plus random-phase approxima-
tion (RPA) [2,3] is useful for describing the wobbling
motion above the yrast line. However, this is restricted
to small oscillations. The purpose of this paper is to dis-
cuss general rotation and wobbling motion in triaxially
deformed nuclei.

If a many-body system displays a triaxial stable defor-
mation, it is simpler to describe it from a moving frame
(intrinsic frame) of reference. How is the intrinsic frame
microscopically defined? This is considered as follows.
In the intrinsic frame, the deformation breaks rotational
invariance or dynamical rotational symmetry. The rota-
tional invariance corresponds to the rotational SO(3)
symmetry. This is analogous to gauge theory [4]. Then
the conditions determining the intrinsic frame (intrinsic
frame conditions) correspond to the gauge-fixing condi-
tions in the gauge theory. With this meaning, we cannot
uniquely determine the intrinsic frame. In this paper, we
will choose the principal-axis (PA) frame condition as the
intrinsic frame conditions. Thus, we have to treat the
constrained systems to defined the intrinsic frame. Since
the nucleus is an isolated system whose Hamiltonian
should be manifestly rotational invariant in the space-
fixed frame, the symmetry breaking has to be restored.
The intrinsic states corresponding to different orienta-
tions should yield degenerate energies. This gives rise to
three zero-frequency modes corresponding to the com-
ponents of angular momentum. One represents rotation
(Goldstone mode) [5], and the others are spurious modes
associated with the redundancy of the choice of the in-
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trinsic frame. Furthermore, there is the difficulty of the
divergent norm associated with the zero-frequency
modes. When we go beyond the RPA to higher orders,
naive perturbation theory fails due to the presence of
these zero-frequency modes. Therefore, the perturbation
method needs to be modified in the presence of such
zero-frequency modes. To tackle this, Bes et al. [6] have
recently proposed a microscopic theory using the collec-
tive coordinate method [7] in the path-integral formula-
tion. Furthermore, they investigated a canonical formu-
lation [8] using the Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST)
transformation [9] in the gauge theory. On the other
hand, Kerman and Onishi [10] have studied the nuclear
rotation including precession and wobbling motion
within the semiclassical method used on the time-
dependent mean-field theory. It is, however, not clear
whether the zero-frequency modes are exactly treated in
their theory.

In this paper, we propose the quantum mechanical
treatment of the rotation and the wobbling motion in the
triaxially deformed nuclei within the framework of the
time-dependent Hartree-Fock (TDHF) theory. The ap-
proach in the present paper differs from that of Bes et al.
[7,8]. This is done by the canonical formulation in the
TDHF theory with the constraints (the intrinsic frame
conditions) which determine the choice of the intrinsic
frame. The TDHF theory is considered to be a powerful
tool for describing the dynamics of nonlinear systems
such as the nucleus. With use of the canonical variables,
the TDHF equations have the same form as the canonical
equations of motion in classical mechanics [11]. In fact,
the boson expansion theory is reduced to the TDHF
theory under the replacement of the boson operators with
the classical canonical variables. With this meaning, to
obtain the spectra of the bound states it is necessary to
quantize the above-mentioned classical constrained sys-
tem. The quantization is then carried out by the Dirac
quantization.

As is well known, the frequency of the small fluctua-
tion around a static Hartree-Fock field is the same as that
given by the RPA. The RPA gives a way of how to
determine the collective subspace, although it is a linear
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approximation. The RPA is a quantal theory and leads
to the excitation energy of the first excited state. Maru-
mori et al. recently proposed a microscopic theory
beyond the RPA to highly nonlinear system including the
large amplitude collective motion within the framework
of the TDHF theory, which is called self-consistent
collective-coordinate method [12]. They gave a scheme
for choosing the collective degree of freedom. We will
extend the self-consistent collective-coordinate method to
the case of the constrained system.

In Sec. II, starting from the many-fermion system, we
present the canonical formulation of the nuclear rotation
and the wobbling motion within the framework of the
TDHF theory, and perform the canonical quantization
using Dirac bracket. Then it is shown that the angular-
momentum algebra in the intrinsic frame obeys exactly
the minus-sign rules of the usual commutation relations
which are well known as the commutation rules with
respect to the rotating body-fixed frame. Our method in
Sec. II is applied to the triaxial rotor at high spin in Sec.
III. Choosing the PA frame conditions as the gauge-
fixing conditions, we discuss the static Hartree-
Bogoliubov (HB) approximation plus RPA (HB+RPA).
It is shown that the result obtained is identical to the
SCC+RPA equations of Marshalek. In Sec. IV, the
self-consistent collective-coordinate method is extended
to the case of the constrained system. A short summary
and some concluding remarks are given in Sec. V.

II. TDHF METHOD IN INTRINSIC FRAME
AND CANONICAL QUANTIZATION

We first start from the Hamiltonian operator with
single-particle states of a spherical mean field:
A=3 T g2leg+1 3 Vst ol 252, » 2.1

af aByd
where the operator ¢, (’c\l ) denotes the fermion annihila-
tion (creation) operator in the single-particle state a. In
terms of the particle-creation operator ﬁ; and the hole-

creation operator 3,», the above Hamiltonian operator
(2.1) can be written as

A=3T,+3 Viij t Efxajﬁk_ 23§'3,-
i i A i

H1 S Vaps i C0 1058, 2.2)
aBfyd

where :: denotes the normal ordered product with

respect to the particle and hole. The TDHF equations

are given as

8(¢|(id/dt—H)|¢)=0 . 2.3)

Here, 8 means variation and |¢) is a general time-
dependent Slater determinant

|$)=exp [ S (Cyalb/—crb.a,))l0), (2.4)
iA

where the vacuum |0) of particles and holes satisfies the
relation

a,10)=5b,/0)=0, (2.5)
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and C,; are complex variables. Let us now introduce the
new variables (B, B;) connected by

Y D oy
B= sinV'CC c, B*=CT sinV' CC ’ 2.6)
v'ec! vce
which satisfy the relations
<¢aﬁ#¢> oo \Plag P77 @D

Here, u means the set {iA} of the particle A and the hole
i. Then the TDHF equations (2.3) are expressed by the
canonical form

iB'u:[By’H]P ’ l.,::[B‘: ,H]P ’

where the dot denotes the time derivative. The density
matrix corresponds to the c-number version of the gen-
eralized Holstein-Primakoff representation. The H is the
classical version H= <¢$|H|¢> of the original Hamil-
tonian operator H. Hereafter, we put F as the expecta-
tion value <¢|F|¢> for arbitrary operator F. The Pois-
son bracket [ F,G]p is defined as

dF aG  dG OF

3B, 3B:

(2.8)

[F,Glp=3, 2.9)

w | 9w 3B

Now let us consider the rotating triaxial nuclei. Since the
TDHEF equations (2.1) refer to the space-fixed frame, it is
convenient to go to the rotating frame from the space-
fixed frame. Then both coordinate systems are connected
by the Eulerian angles (6,,0,,0,), which are the dynami-
cal variables depending on time. The Hamiltonian in
such an arbitrary rotating frame is written as
H=H-3 0 J,, (2.10)
k
where J, are the classical versions of the angular-
momentum  operator J = poN— ),,,,,,’c"l,’c"m, with
respect to the space-fixed frame, and , are the angular
velocities with respect to the rotating frame. The angular
velocities (), are expressed by the Eulerian angles 0; as
follows:

Q=3 Vb, , (2.11)
where the transformation matrix ¥ is given as
— sinf, cosf; sinf; O
V= sinf,sinf; cosf; O (2.12)
cos6, 0 1

Since the Hamiltonian is rotationally invariant, the physi-
cal results do not depend on the choice of the rotating
frame. This implies the gauge invariance corresponding
to the SO(3) symmetry. Thus, we need the gauge-fixing
conditions that determine the intrinsic frame. We impose
the constraints:

a,~0, (k=1,2,3), (2.13)

satisfying the conditions
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Det([Jk,al]p)iO , (2.14)

[ak,al]on ) (215)

Since the Poisson bracket must be worked out before we
make use of the constraint equations, we use a different
equality sign = from the usual =. With this meaning,
we call Egs. (2.13) weak equations. We cannot uniquely
determine the a; satisfying the conditions (2.14) and
(2.15). The consistency conditions for arbitrary time then
are

idkz[ak,ﬁlpz[ak,H]P'—ZQ[[ak,JI]PZO. (2.16)
1

From these conditions, the angular velocities {2, are

Q=— 3 [H,a1,P", 2.17)
1

where ®;;! are the inverse matrix elements of [a;,J;]p
given by

S [ap i 1pPr! =8 -
7

(2.18)

Inserting (2.11) into (2.17), we obtain the relationship
S Vb=~ 3 [H,a;1,®5" . (2.19)
i I

These differential equations give the connection between
the Eulerian angles 6; and the mean-field variables
(Bp,ﬁ';). Upon solving the differential equations (2.19),
one finds the Eulerian angles 0; are expressed by the
mean-field variables (8,,B;;). The Hamiltonian H of Eq.
(2.10) then satisfies the consistency conditions. However,
Eq. (2.16) admits solutions for which ;0. Such solu-
tions involve the admixture of spurious mode. In order
to eliminate the spurious mode, for an arbitrary physical
quantity F we define F as follows:

F=F+ 3 [F,a 1, + S [F.x:1p¥5'a; , (2.20a)
kl kil
Xe =S Ii » (2.20b)

where I, is the collective version of the angular momen-
tum referred to the intrinsic frame, and ®;! are the in-
verse matrix elements of [J,,a;]p given by

> [Jk»aI]P¢I;1:8kk’ >
I

(2.21)

and F is the invariant part satisfying the relationship
[F,a,]p=0. (2.22)

Putting F=a,, @, satisfy &, =0 as the strong equality.
a, and Y, are second class. It is now convenient to in-
troduce the Dirac bracket defined as

[F,Glp=[F,Glp+ 3 [F,a;1p®u'lJ,Glp
ki
+ 3 [FJ1p¥Ya'lanGlp . (2.23)
k!

Then the Dirac brackets of the mean-field variables
(B,,B;;) become
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[Bu.BY1p =8,,+ % [Buaxk 1p®5' 1,85 1p

+ % [B;u"k ]P\I’k_ll[al’B:]P > (2.24a)
(BB, o= % [Buar1p®i' (1,8, 1p
D> (B i 1p¥i'[arB,p - (2.24b)
The Dirac brackets of the angular momentum are
e, i lp=—1 3 €mdm - (2.25)
The TDHF equations in the intrinsic frame are
iB,=[B,Hlp , iBi=[Bs,H]p . (2.26)

Let us next perform the canonical quantization with
constraints. Following the procedure of the Dirac quant-
ization [13], the quantization is carried out by the re-
placement

[, b0, 1, B.—B,, (2.27a)
Jk'_h?k 5 ak—nfk . (2.27b)
Then Egs. (2.23)-(2.26) become
[F,61=[F,01,+ 3 [F,&,1,%5'17,,G1»
ki
+ 3 [F.5)p90'18,G1p (2.28)
ki
[Bﬂ’ﬁ: ]:8;"'+ 2 [B\y’ak ]P(i;k_ll[jhm ]P
ki
+ 3 B,7: 1,94 (61,83 16 (2.29a)
ki
(BB, )= 3 [B,&: 1p%5' 71,8,
kl
+ 3 18,7 1,95 161,8,15 (2.29b)
ki
T =i 3 exmdm » (2.30)
o~ 2 *
iB,=1B,A), iB,=B:A], 2.31)

where [ﬁ’ ,G ]p means the operator that is obtained by the
replacement (2.27) after working out the Poisson bracket.
From Egs. (2.29a) and (2.29b), it is clear that B\# and B/\;
are not bosons. The commutation relations (2.29a) and
(2.29b) contain the deviations from the boson rules. Put-
ting ﬁ=ﬁ“ and G=@, in Eq. (2.28), it is easily found
that [B\#,c’z\k ]=0. This means that the & play the role of
constants of motion due to the constraints (2.13). The
angular-momentum algebra (2.30) obeys exactly the
minus-sign rules of the usual commutation relations
which are well known as the commutation rules with
respect to the rotating body-fixed frame. This is due to
the nonbosonic commutation relations (2.29a) and
(2.29b).
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III. WOBBLING MOTION AT HIGH SPIN

In this section, we will apply our method in the previ-
ous section to triaxial rotor at high spin. The powerful
tool for describing the yrast states of axially symmetric
rotor is the self-consistent cranking method. In the triax-
ial rotor, the levels above the yrast states are described by
quantized wobbling modes. We now give the general for-
mulation of the wobbling motion at high spin. Let us
first consider the pairing plus quadrupole-quadrupole
Hamiltonian operator

M
B, =3e20e,, (3.1b)
P=3s5,¢,0. , s,=(—10"", (3.1¢)
QZM= 2 <m|r2Y2M|m')’c\:L’C‘m: ’ (3.1d)

mm'

where A sp. 18 a spherially symmetric single-particle
Hamiltonian, P is the J=0 pair _operator, G is the
strength of the pairing interaction, Q,,, are components
of the mass quadrupole tensor, and « is the strength of
the quadrupole-quadrupole interaction. To obtain the
SCC basis, we must vary the expectation value of the
Hamiltonian operator (3.1a) with the subsidiary condi-
tions that the angular-momentum operator J, and the to-
tal number operator N = > m’é);’c‘m have certain expecta-
tions. This gives the equation of the variational principle

5(QlA'|Q)=0, (3.2a)
A'=8-0F —AN . (3.2b)

The Lagrange multipliers 0 and A are self-consistently
determined by

(Q7.19)=VII+1), (3.3a)

(Q|N|Q)=N, (3.3b)

where I and N are the spin of the rotor and the total par-
ticle number, respectively. Here, Q) is interpreted as the
angular velocity about the x-axis, A is the chemical po-
tential, and |Q) is the quasiparticle vacuum of the angu-

lar velocity () defined by
8;,1Q)=0. (3.4)

The quasiparticle operators @; are defined by the general-
ized Bogolyubov transformation

a=3 (452, +By2e), (3.52)
a/=3 (402! +Boe,) , (3.5b)

where 42, and B2, are the coefficients of the particle
part and the hole part, respectively. The matrices A°
and B° are real values, and satisfy the following relations
expressing the unitary property:
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Z(Ar(r)ziAtgtj+Br(r)1iBr(r)zj)=8ij , (3.6a)

S (49:By;+B 4p;)=0, (3.6b)

S (A5 A7 +BoiB)=8,,, , (3.6¢)

i
3 (4,,By+Bp, 4)=0, (3.6d)
and tl:e inverse relations

2, =23 A%8,+Ba]) (3.7a)
i

el =428 +B%a,) . (3.7b)
i

While the interaction —O,./fx in the Hamiltonian (3.2b)
violates time-reversal symmetry, the symmetry and an-
tisymmetric linear combinations of time-reversal conju-
gate states are the eigenstates of fz. It is then convenient
to introduce two “signature” classes. In this paper, how-
ever, we do not distinguish such states for simplicity.
Then the Hamiltonian operator H is expressed in terms
of the quasiparticle operators (6i,6iT):

A=E, D+ zE,.a,.*a,.—%G:ﬁ*ﬁ;

_%KE‘Q;MQ\zM:'*‘ij , (3.8)
M

where the “dangerous terms” ﬁ,-Jr ﬁjT and @;@; are eliminat-
ed. Here, Ey(I) is the yrast-state energy (SCC energy)
which is evaluated using the Hartree-Bogolyubov factori-

zation:
EoD=(A,,)—1G(P") (P)

_%K2<Q\;M)<Q2M> , (3.9)
M

where E; are the quasiparticle energies, and : : denotes
the normal ordered product with respect to the quasipar-
ticle. Here, the expectation values { ) are with respect
to the vacuum state |Q). We must choose the
coefficients 42; and BY; in such a way that Eq. (3.2a) is
minimized; it is equivalent to the procedure of making
the dangerous terms vanish:

E A);=(€,— M)A+ 3T, A%,

—Q3 () pm A2 —As,,B® ., (3.10a)
EB,;=—(€, —A)Bp;— S TomBvi
+Qz (J ) mmBoi+As,, A% ., (3.10b)
Cpm=—3 (=)D _(m|Q,,|m"), (3.11a)
A=G 3 s,Bp; A%, , (3.11b)
im>0
DY, =k 3 (ml|r?Y,,|m')BS,BS., , (3.11¢)
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where T,,,.., A, and DY, are the Hartree-Fock potential,
the pairing potential, and the quadrupole deformation,
respectively. The time-dependent Hartree-Bogoliubov
(TDHB) equations in the uniformly rotating frame are
given as

8{¢ollid/dt—A—QT )|¢,)=0. (3.12)

A time-dependent Slater determinant |¢,) with respect
to the quasiparticles is defined by

60)=exp [ 3 (Cyafa)—Claa) ]lQ) , (3.13)

Vet g}
ij

where C are complex variables. Introducing the new

variables ( B#,B* ) defined by

B sinV' CC ¢, pr=grsinVCcCl sinV/'CC' (3.14)
vieet veet '
which satisfy the relations
(40|25 5 ba) =155 .
(3.15)
(eal 22 5 bo)=—1B,.

and following the same procedure as the previous section,
we get

[B#,ﬁ: ]D :pr+ 2 [By’ak ]Pq)k_ll[JI’B-: ]P
ki
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(BB, 1p= 2 (Buai 1p®u'lJ1,B,p
3 (B i 1p¥i' (1B, (3.16b)
Wi 1p=—1 3 €xmdm » (3.16¢)
and the TDHB equations in the intrinsic frame
iB,=1B,H)p, iBy=IB:H]p . (3.17)

Here, 1 means the set {ij} of the quasiparticle states i
and j. The Hamiltonian H is expressed by

H:(¢n|ﬁ|¢n>
=EoD+ 3 6,8:8,—+GP'P
n
—1k 3 030+, , (3.18a)
"
P={¢q|Plgg) , ot ={dal0arlda) , (3.18b)

where 6,=E,;+E; is the energy of a quasiparticle pair.
As gauge-fixing conditions which determine the intrinsic
frame, we choose conditions in the PA frame as follows:

a,=Qy»n—0, ,=0, (3.19a)
a, =0y +Q, =0, (3.19b)
a,=Q;—0Q, ;=0. (3.19¢)

We call these conditions the PA frame conditions. Then

+3 [B“,Jk 1p¥i ', BE1p (3.16a)  the Poisson brackets [J;,;]p and [a;,q,]p are
ki
J
205 a, a,
Voalp=| @ Q4 +V3/20) @ , (3.20a)
—ia, —ia, —iQ4 ) +iV'3/2Q%)
[ak,a;1p=0, (3.20b)
[
where Q%7 and Q' are defined by are given as
04 =0,+0,_,, 03'=20,. (3.21) J,=i 3 J%Bs—B,), J.=3JiB,+B), (323
u u
Under the PA frame conditions (3.19a)-(3.19¢), [Ji,a;1p . ) . LB
becomes diagonal and the determinant is written as ay =1 % Q. (+ B +BL)
(3.23b)

Det([J;,a;1p)~ —2igs7(Q5 +V3/205)

X (05 —v3/7205)) (3.22)

Thus, the PA frame conditions satisfy the conditions
(2.14) and (2.15).

Let us next apply the random-phase approximation of
the TDHB equations (3.17) in the intrinsic frame. The
angular momentum (J,,J,) and (a,,a,) in the RPA order

a,=i 3 QN (—=)B;—B,)
73

The linearized equations of motion for the complex vari-
ables 3, and B* are

iB,=6,B,+ JyEQ‘”(+)6 (B*—B,)
‘—2;(2_ JZZQ‘V”(—)(EHB‘V) , (3.242)
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= =8Bt I3 0 (+)6,B;—B,)

+2—"2—J; p> QV(—)BL+B,) , (3.24b)

where ¥y, and y_ are the deformation parameters
defined by

+=§<[Jy)ay 1p)

(Q‘“)+\/3—/2(Q‘2{{’ M, (3.25a)
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7’————<[Jz,a 1p)

V37205 . (3.25b)

K
=-S5~
We now assume that the time dependence of the complex
variables (B,,B};) are written as
Bﬂ=.>4pei‘°’ , E; =.>4#e*"”" . (3.26)
Substituting the above equations into the RPA equations
(3.24a)-(3.24b), the frequencies are given by solutions of
the following equations:

wzzﬂz[4x—fy(w)—wzﬂ“’S(w)][o"x—(fz(w)—wZQ‘IS(m)] (3.27a)
[4,(0)+0S(0)][#,(0)+QS(0)] ’ '
I VAR
(fx;‘a , & (m)~22m , (3.27b)
|7 zlz y z
& (o) 22 w2 , S(w)—22 6’2 (3.27¢)

This is just same result as that derived by Marshalek [2].
Then the RPA Hamiltonian of the wobbling motion is ex-
pressed as

ﬁRPA=E0(1)+ 2‘,%535" ’ (3.28)

where O, and 6,:' are the normal modes of the RPA
equations.

IV. SELF-CONSISTENT COLLECTIVE-COORDINATE
METHOD WITH CONSTRAINTS

In the rotating triaxially deformed systems, the body-
fixed frame was defined by imposing some constraints.
These constraints were nothing but the gauge-fixing con-
ditions, and it was possible to choose conditions (2.13).
As such a possible choice, we imposed the PA frame con-
ditions (3.19a)-(3.19¢) and (2.20b). Then, a; and X,
were second class. In the previous section, we examined
the wobbling motion at high spin in the framework of the
TDHB method with the second-class constraints. In the
TDHB theory, the frequency of the small fluctuation
around a static Hartree-Bogoliubov field (SCC) is the
same as that given by the RPA theory. As is well known,
the RPA is a method for the collective motion in many-
fermion systems, and is based on the linearization of
equations of motion for the quasiparticle pairs. It was
then shown that the SCC+RPA equations of Marshalek
[2] can be derived.

For the description of the system in which the non-
linear effect becomes very important, Marumori et al.
[11] recently have proposed the self-consistent collective-
coordinate method. This method was investigated by

several authors, and further applied to realistic nuclei. In
the self-consistent collective-coordinate method, the basic
equations on the collective submanifold are written in

terms of the collective canonical variables
{n,,mF; i=1,2,...,M} as follows:
- I ) D
(4|20 |8) =41
3 (4.1a)
S
1
[B,Hlp=[B,,HIZ"", (4.1b)
(8%, Hp =B, HIZ (4.10)

where [F,G]p is given by Eq. (2.9) and [F,G]@"") is
defined as

[F,Glp" =3

i

oF 36 _ 96 2F

(4.2)

In this section, we will give the extension of the self-
consistent collective-coordinate method to the case of the
constrained system.

The TDHF equations with the second-class constraints
are given as

5<¢ [fd/dt—ﬁ— > A, ] \¢>=o (4.32)
1
with constraints
©,=(4|®,|¢)=0, (4.3b)

where A; are the Lagrange multipliers with respect to the
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constraints (4.3b). Let us now assume that the collective
submanifold is speciﬁed by only a few collective canonical
variables {7;,77; i=1,2,...,M}. This means that it
may be possible to separate the full TDHF 2N degrees of
freedom into two types of degrees of freedom, which are
collective variables {7;,7; i=1,2,...,M} and noncol-

|

+
Nim— 8n E

(e 2

3
an,, bags ag +eai ag,,
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lective variables {£,,&%; a=1,2, ...

B;L:ﬁp(nivnit;ga’g;) ’

J(N—M)}:

To get the canonical formulation, let us impose the following conditions:

(o 2 4)=tar . (¢ asr 8)=—1n..
(856 |8) =46 (8] 1¢)= 3

With the use of these conditions, Eq. (4.5) can be written as

)

i

where the classical Hamiltonian H is defined as
H=(¢|H|p) .

Therefore, the variational principle of Eq. (4.7) leads to
the Hamilton equations of motion

(4.8)

, r— _OH _ <, 9%
e an, T ey T o Yom;
(4.9a)
. _ 0H a0, ., 30,
TR L R
a a a
(4.9b)

When the constraints (4.3b) are assumed to be of second
class, they should satisfy the following consistency condi-
tions:

io,=[®,H+3I1,®,] =0. (4.10)
m P
Then, the Lagrange multipliers A, are obtained as
M=—(A"YH,.[®,.,.Hlp , (4.11)
where (A4~ "),,, is the inverse matrix of [®;, P, ]p. It is

now convenient to introduce the Dirac bracket defined as

[F,Glp=

E[Fq’ " )im [P, Glp

(4.12)
Then, the Dirac bracket is separated into two types of the

Dirac bracket, which are the collective and noncollective
parts:

[F,G)p=[F,G1" +[F,G1§¢" . (4.13)

> S Gt —ifn)+ 5 B (€t —E)—H— S h® | =0,
a 1

(4.4)
B =B (n,n 6w 8a)
Then, Eq. (4.3a) is written as
—A- 31,8, ¢>=0 . (4.5)
!
(4.6a)
(4.6b)
4.7)

[

Here, the Dirac brackets [F,G]7" *) and [F,G]([f’g*’ are
defined as

[F, G]“’" '=[F, G](nn )
— 3 [F,®,1977(4 7, (0,619,
" (4.14a)

[F,G15¢"=[F,G]§*¢")

~ S F,®,1$5(47),,[®,,GlE")
Im

. (4.14b)
where the Poisson bracket [F,G]%¢ ) is given by
oF oG _ dG OF
FGl§t =3 | -2 —F—— (4.15)
(ROIF= 2 | 5e, oy 28, e

The Hamilton equations of motion (4.9a) and (4.9b) can
be given in terms of the collective and noncollective equa-
tions of motion

i, =[n, HIP" ), inf=[ntH
i€, =[EnH HI$E, i§a=[§Z,H]z§’§)-

On the other hand, the equations of motion of the origi-
nal variables (B,,,B;;) are expressed as

B,=[B,Hlp=[B,HIZ" +[B,HIF",

iBr=(B%Hlp=[BsHIP" + (B, HISS

where the Dirac bracket [F,G] is defined by Eq. (4.12).
Following the same procedure as Yamamura and Kuriya-
ma [14], let us now investigate how the collective sub-
manifold can be specified in the case of the constrained
system. The noncollective degrees of freedom should be

HIP) (4.16a)

(4.16b)

(4.17a)

(4.17b)
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frozen on the collective submanifold; £,=£%=0. From
Eq. (4.16b), this leads us to the following relations:

I HIEE =0, |Il£2HIFE =0,

where the notation ||F(%;,17;&,,£%)| denotes the value
on the collective submanifold

NF (56w | =F(m;:m756,=0,65=0) .

Conditions (4.18) are the so-called equations of the collec-
tive submanifold. On the collective submanifold, using
the relations (4.18), we can rewrite Egs. (4.17a) and
(4.17b) in the following form:

1B =118 H1plI =18, HIZ""]
1B =182 H 1o | =182 HIF™| -

Therefore, instead of Eq. (4.18) we can obtain the equa-
tions of the collective submanifold as follows:

B, Hlp | = 1B, HIF™ |l ,
I1B%, Hlpl| =18, HIZ™ || -

Conditions (4.6a) and (4.6b) guarantee the collective and
noncollective variables to be canonical, and specify the
type of canonical variables. As emphasized by Yamamu-
ra and Kuriyama [14], the Hamilton equations of motion
are invariant under arbitrary canonical transformation.
In this case, we fix the canonical coordinate system
within conditions (4.6a) and (4.6b). On the collective sub-
manifold, conditions (4.6a) then become

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20a)
(4.20b)

(4.21a)
(4.21b)

9 =1t
(4|3 14) l Lt
(4.22)
<¢ 2 ¢> ==
an? B

Finally, we can obtain the basic equations which specify
the collective submanifold:

9 — 1%
]<¢|§77|¢>| =int,
3 (4.23a)
} )<¢| an? |¢> ' ‘=—%n,~ ,
1B, Hp =B, HIF™ || , (4.23b)
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182, H1p | =B, HIF™ || . 4.23¢)

These are the equations which are replaced the Poisson
bracket in Egs. (4.1b) and (4.1c) with the Dirac bracket.
The basic equations (4.23a)—(4.23c) are solved by an
iterative method with the collective variables (1;,1]) ex-
pansion. The collective Hamiltonian H(7;,n}) obtained
in such a way must be quantized in order to calculate the
excitation spectra. As is well known, there is the ambi-
guity of operator ordering. Here, we adopt the quantiza-
tion procedure of Matsuo and Matsuyanagi [15]. The
collective coordinates (n,,n;) in the collective Hamiltoni-
an and the Dirac bracket [ , ], are replaced by the col-
lective operators (#,9*) and the commutation relation
[ , ], respectively, and the normal ordering is taken:

(4.24a)
(4.24b)

A *
mi—A, nt—ar, [, 197 =0, 1.

H(n;,m)—:H#,41): .

V. CONCLUSION

A quantum mechanical method for the general rota-
tion and wobbling motion has been derived from the
viewpoint of the gauge theory within the framework of
the mean-field theory. The conditions determining the
intrinsic frame correspond to the gauge-fixing conditions
in the gauge theory. It is feasible to describe the general
rotation and wobbling motion beyond the leading order.
The intrinsic frame was determined by imposing con-
straints which correspond to the gauge-fixing conditions
in the gauge theory. In this paper, we chose the PA
frame conditions as such constraints. There are other
kinds of constraints. In fact, we have discussed spin-
orientation frame conditions in a previous paper [16].

Furthermore, we have extended the self-consistent
collective-coordinate method to the case of the con-
strained system. The basic equations of the self-
consistent collective-coordinate method with the con-
straints are just the equations obtained by replacing the
Poisson bracket in the conventional equations (4.1b) and
(4.1c) with the Dirac bracket, and can be solved con-
sistently by the iterative procedure. The microscopic tri-
axial rotor has been discussed in this paper. It is interest-
ing to study particle-rotor model microscopically. This
may be done by applying the extended TDHF theory [14]
to our method. This investigation is now in progress.
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