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O dd-even binding e�ect from random tw o-body interactions
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System aticodd-even binding energy di�erencesin �nitem etallic particlesare usually attributed

to m ean-�eld orbitalenergy e�ectsorto a coherentpairing interaction. W e show analytically and

num erically thatapurely random two-body Ham iltonian can alsogiverisetoan odd-even staggering.

W e explore the characteristics ofthis chaotic m echanism and discuss distinguishing features with

respectto the othercausesofstaggering. In particular,random ness-induced staggering isfound to

bea sm ooth function ofparticle num ber,and them echanism isseen to belargely insensitive to the

presence ofa m agnetic �eld.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Interacting � niteferm ionicsystem ssuch asatom icnu-

clei,m etallic clusters [1],and sm allm etallic grains [2]

display an odd-even staggering in ground-stateenergies,

i.e., the binding energy of an even-num ber system is

largerthan thearithm eticm ean ofitsodd-num berneigh-

bors. There are two well-known m echanism s that can

give rise to this staggering,nam ely the K ram ersdegen-

eracy in the m ean-� eld Ham iltonian and theBCS m ech-

anism arising from an attractivee� ectiveinteraction.In

nuclei,theBCSpairingm echanism resultingfrom aresid-

ualnucleon-nucleon interaction isdom inant[3],butthe

m ean-� eld or orbitalenergy e� ect m ay also be signif-

icant in the lighter nuclei[4]. Surprisingly, m any ba-

sicphenem ona norm ally associated with pairing can also

arisefrom random interactions.Thebehaviorofrandom -

interaction ensem bles has m ostly been studied in a nu-

clearphysicscontext[5{11]buttherehasalso been som e

study ofspectra in the context ofsm allm etallic grains

[12].

In the case ofm etallic clusters offewer than a hun-

dred atom s,theorbitalenergy e� ectisratherstrong and

staggering isseen forspeciesthatdo notexhibitsuper-

conductivity.Thise� ectcan be easily understood using

a jellium m odelordensity functionaltheory [13].O n the

otherhand,thestaggeringe� ectseen in Ref.[2]m ayhave

som e contribution from the BCS pairing m echanism . A

num ber oftheoreticalstudies have been m ade [14]us-

ing techniques applicable to large � nite system s [15].

Taking a uniform m ean-� eld spectrum and an attractive

pairing interaction with constantcoupling,one observes

a sm ooth crossoverfrom BCS superconductivity in the

bulk to the few-electron regim e. Forsm allsystem s,the

gap isofthesizeofthem ean levelspacingand thusceases

to bean indicatorforpairing.Nevertheless,strong pair-

ing correlations and odd-even staggering persist as the

system size decreases.

In a grain with irregularboundaries,oneexpectsthat

the electron orbitals willhave a chaotic character and

therefore the interaction willhave a random as wellas

a regularpart. In this paper we willintroduce such an

interaction and study its typicale� ects on the binding

system atics. O ur Ham iltonian thus includes attractive

and repulsivepairinginteractionsaswellasm oregeneral

two-body interactions. The assum ption ofrandom ness

ism otivated asfollows:Fornucleiitiswellknown that

theresidualinteraction leadsto  uctuation propertiesin

wavefunctionsand energylevelsthataresim ilartothose

ofrandom m atricestaken from the G aussian orthogonal

ensem ble [16]. In the case of sm allm etallic grains or

quantum dots,onem ayassum ethattheirirregularshape

leads to chaoticity in the single-particle wave functions

[17]. Thisin turn causesrandom nessin those two-body

m atrixelem entsthatlinkfourdi� erentorbitalswith each

other.M atrix elem entsbetween pairsoforbitalsthatare

related by tim e-reversalsym m etry need not necessarily

berandom ,and thesedeterm inethe\coherent" term sof

the interaction.

A realistic Ham iltonian for quantum dots or sm all

m etallic grains would thus conserve totalspin and in-

clude spin-independent one-body term s, random two-

body interactions, and coherent interactions that are

non-random but have attractive and repulsive com po-

nents. The m ost generalHam iltonian to study generic

properties when allthese features are included m ay be

written as

H =
X
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+ v1;ijklh�1j~�j�2i� h�3j~�j�4i]c
y

i�1
c
y

j�2
ck�3cl�4 : (1)

Here the coherent parts ofthe interaction are repre-

sented by the term swith coe� cientsu,ws,and g. The

 uctuating parts of the interaction are represented by

theterm scontainingu0,w 0
s,g

0,and vs.These uctuating

partsaretypically taken from ensem bleswith aG aussian

distribution;they arethuscharacterized by thewidth of

theG aussian.Thesingle-particleterm "i setstheenergy

scaleand m ay often betaken togiveauniform spacingof

levelswithoutlossofgenerality.ThisfullHam iltonian is

di� culttostudy duetoitsm anyparam eters.Therehave

been m any studies in the lim it in which  uctuation ef-

fectsareonly included in thesingle-particleHam iltonian

"i [18{21].W e considera very di� erentlim it,neglecting

the coherentterm s in the interaction and assum ing the

vs term to dom inatethe  uctuating parts.Propertiesof

such random two-body interaction ensem bleshave been

studied extensively in nuclearphysics[22{25].

W hen the Ham iltonian ofthe nuclearshellm odelwas

m odeled in thisway,itwasfound thatthespectralprop-

erties were quite regular for the ground states. As ex-

am pleswe m ention JP = 0+ ground-statedom inance in

shellm odelcalculationswith random interactions[5{9],

band structurein interacting boson m odelswith random

couplings[10],structure in ground-state wave functions

of two-body random ensem bles [26], and an odd-even

binding e� ectin � lling a large shell[11]. In the context

ofquantum dots,therandom two-body interactionswere

found strongly tofavorsingletground-statespins[12,27].

Recently,this structure hasbeen investigated using the

groupsym m etryoftherandom Ham iltonians [28].These

� ndingssuggestthatthe structure ofinteracting m any-

body system s is to som e extent already determ ined by

the rank oftheinteraction alone,and onedoesnotneed

allthedetailsoftheinteraction.W ewillshow thatodd-

even staggeringalso� tsintothispictureand isnotsolely

a consequenceofan attractivepairing force.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we

introduce the Ham iltonian and discussthe odd-even ef-

fects arising from the one-body part alone. Section III

contains analyticalresults for the odd-even staggering

due to a random two-body interaction (som e technical

detailsofthisanalyticalanalysisareincluded in an Ap-

pendix). The crossover between the m ean-� eld regim e

and the regim e ofstrong interactions is num erically in-

vestigated in Section IV. The e� ects ofbreaking tim e-

reversalsym m etry are studied in Section V. Finally,we

givea sum m ary.

II.H A M ILT O N IA N A N D STA G G ER IN G

IN D IC A T O R

Asdiscussed in the introduction,we willconsideren-

sem blesofHam iltoniansincluding only a single-particle

energy and a random two-body interaction. W e write

thisin the form

H =

MX

i= 1

"i(c
y

i"
ci" + c

y

i#
ci#)

+ C0

X

�;� 0 spin� 0 pairs

v0�� 0A
y
�A � 0

+ C1

X

�;�0 spin� 1 pairs

v1��0A
y

�
A �0 : (2)

The � rst term represents the m ean-� eld contribution,

where "i is the single-particle energy associated with

orbitali,and ci", ci# are the one-particle annihilation

operators for that orbital. As usual,we assum e an or-

dering "i � "i+ 1. The second and third term s repre-

sent the interaction for pairs having spin S equalto 0

and 1, respectively. The operators A � in the second

term are spin-singlettwo-particleannihilation operators

A � = (ci#cj" � ci"cj#)=
p
2(1+ �ij) with � standing for

the setoforbitalpairsij. The A � in the third line are

sim ilarly de� ned forspin-tripletpairs.

The random ness assum ption tells us that there is no

preferred basiswithin either the S = 0 orS = 1 sector

oftwo-body states. The couplingsvs�� 0 then should be

taken from the G aussian orthogonalrandom -m atrix en-

sem ble(G O E).W e � x the varianceofthe vs to be unity

foro� -diagonalelem ents.The G O E then satis� es

hv
2
0�� 0i= 1+ ��� 0 ; (3)

where h� � � iindicatesan ensem ble average and sim ilarly

for v1��0. W e are concentrating for now on the case of

tim e-reversalsym m etry,so the m atrices v0 and v1 are

realand sym m etric. The case ofbroken tim e-reversal

sym m etry in thepresenceofa m agnetic� eld willbecon-

sidered in Section V.

The prefactors C0 and C1 allow us to consider arbi-

trarystrengthsofthespin-0and spin-1couplingsrelative

toeach otherand relativetothesingle-particlelevelspac-

ing. Aswe willsee below,severalqualitatively di� erent

regim es for ground-state staggering are possible within

this sim ple random m odel,depending on the values C0

and C1 aswellason particledensity.

Letusdenote the ground-state energy ofthe N -body

system as E (N ). A usefulstaggering indicator is the

em piricalpairing gap

� (N )�
1

2
[E (N + 1)� 2E (N )+ E (N � 1)]: (4)

Thisthree-pointobservableisessentially the\curvature"

orsecond derivativeofthebindingenergywith respectto

particle num ber N . Positive (negative) � (N ) indicates

thatthe binding energy ofthe N -body system islarger

(sm aller)than the arithm etic m ean ofthe binding ener-

gies ofits neighbors. W e have an odd-even staggering

whenever� (N )staggerswith N .

Itisinstructivetoconsiderthetrivialcasewhereresid-

ualinteractionsare negligible,i.e.,C0 = C1 = 0. Then

the N � particleground-stateenergy isgiven by E (N )=

2



2
P N =2

i= 1
"i forN even and E (N )= E (N � 1)+ "(N + 1)=2

forN odd.HereN m ay rangebetween 0 and 2M ,where

M is the num ber ofavailable orbitals. O ne obtains for

the em piricalpairing gap

� (N )=

�
("(N =2)+ 1 � "N =2)=2� 0 forN even,

0 forN odd.
(5)

Thus,there is a trivialodd-even staggering due to the

m ean-� eld alone. In whatfollowswe willm ainly be in-

terested in the e� ects ofinteractions,and in the e� ects

ofadding a m agnetic � eld. For odd-num ber system s,a

nonzero value ofthe em piricalpairing gap m ustbe due

to interactions,and thisallowsoneeasily to discrim inate

m ean-� eld e� ects from interactions. Such a discrim ina-

tion is m ore di� cult for even-num ber system s and has

recently been studied in m ean-� eld plus pairing Ham il-

tonians [4,29,30]. W e willsee in Section IV how m ean-

� eld e� ectscan be distinguished from staggering caused

by com plex (orrandom )interactions.Notethatan elec-

tric charging energy E charge = cN (N � 1)leadsonly to

a N -independentconstantshift� (N )! � (N )+ c and

can thereforebe neglected.

III.EFFEC T S FR O M R A N D O M T W O -B O D Y

IN T ER A C T IO N S

W enow im aginetheoppositesituation from thatofthe

previoussection,i.e.,weconsidertheregim e"i = 0where

m ean-� eld e� ectsarenegligibly weak com pared with the

random two-body interaction. In this lim it one m ight

assum e thatallodd-even e� ectsshould disappear. Sur-

prisingly,thisturnsoutnotto be the case. Instead,we

� nd persistentodd-even staggering arising only from the

random two-body interactions;strongerbinding energies

for even-N system s are typically obtained in num erical

sim ulations.

To understand this result analytically, we � rst note

thatthespectraldensityofasystem with two-bodyinter-

actionsapproachesa G aussian shape in the m any-body

lim itN ! 1 [31,32].The ground-stateenergiesfordif-

ferent particle num ber or spin sectors are then largely

determ ined by the widths
p
TrH 2 ofthe corresponding

G aussians,scaling as

E � b
p
TrH 2 ; (6)

whereitisassum ed withoutlossofgeneralitythatTrH =

0.Theprefactorbdependsofcourseon thedetailsofthe

deviationsofthe spectralshape from an exactG aussian

form ,sincethesedeviationscuto� thetailsoftheG aus-

sian. Following an analysis along the lines ofRef.[31],

where the spectralshape is expanded in term s ofHer-

m itepolynom ials,and then estim ating thecoe� cientsof

these polynom ials,one m ay conjecture that the prefac-

torb should scale aslogN with the num berofparticles

in the system . In any case,for our purposes it is su� -

cientthatthisprefactorvariessm oothly with N without

signi� cant staggering,which is con� rm ed by num erical

sim ulations.Eq.(6)isknown to providea good qualita-

tiveexplanation forsom eobserved behavioroflow-lying

spectra,even for m oderate num bers ofparticles where

theG aussian approxim ation isfarfrom valid.Forexam -

ple,a com parison ofTrH 2 fordi� erentspin sectorshelps

to explain J = 0totalspin dom inanceam ong theground

statesofrandom interacting m any-body system s[12,27].

A .D ilute lim it

Applying this approach to the present problem , we

need then to understand how TrH 2 dependson thenum -

berofparticlesand otherparam etersofthesystem .For

sim plicity,weconsider� rstthedilutelim itN � M with

a pureS = 0 two-body coupling (C1 = 0).

From previouswork,itis known thatforeven N the

ground state com esalwaysfrom the sectoroftotalspin

J = 0. In the dilute lim it,a typicalbasis state in this

sectorhasthe form

j	 J= 0i= 2� N =2

N =2
Y

z= 1

(a
y

iz#
a
y

jz"
� a

y

iz"
a
y

jz#
)j0i; (7)

where the N orbitals iz,jz are alldistinct. O ne easily

checks that the num ber ofS = 0 pairs in this state is

(N 2 + 2N )=8,sincetheparticleson orbitalsiz and jz for

a given z are in an S = 0 com bination by construction,

whilethe rem aining (N 2 � 2N )=2 pairshavea probabil-

ity 1=4 ofbeing in a singletcom bination. Any ofthese

S = 0 pairs,labeled by �0in Eq.(2),m ay beannihilated

by theC0 term in theHam iltonian.AnotherS = 0 pair,

�,m ustthen becreated;thereareM 2=2 choicesfor� in

thedilutelim it.Thus,sim ply by counting thenum berof

term sin the C0 partofthe Ham iltonian in Eq.(2)that

m ay acton a totalspin J = 0 basisstate we� nd

Tr(even N � M )H
2 = C

2
0

M 2(N 2 + 2N )

8
(8)

forN even and N � M .

Sim ilarly,forodd N the preferred m any-body ground

statehastotalspin J = 1=2.Thetypicalbasisstatehas

the form

j	 J= 1=2i= 2� N =2
a
y

k"

N =2
Y

z= 1

(a
y

iz#
a
y

jz"
� a

y

iz"
a
y

jz#
)j0i; (9)

wherewetakeJz = + 1=2 withoutlossofgenerality,and

the indicesiz,jz,and k are alldistinct. Thisstate con-

tainsonly (N 2 + 2N � 3)singletpairs,resulting in

Tr(odd N � M )H
2 = C

2
0

M 2(N 2 + 2N � 3)

8
: (10)

The O (1=N 2)di� erence in the widthsexplainsthe odd-

even staggering in ground-stateenergies.Intuitively,the

3



resultiseasy tounderstand:theground stateoftheodd-

N system is forced to have a slightly higher totalspin,

resulting in a slightly sm allerfraction ofspin-0 pairsand

consequentlyasm allere� ectoftheC0 term in theHam il-

tonian.Thisin the end iswhatleadsto weakerbinding

forthe odd-N system .

Theaboveanalysisalsogivesa quantitativeprediction

forthe size ofthe staggering e� ect. Assum ing in accor-

dancewith Eq.(6)thattheratioofground-stateenergies

isproportionalto the ratio ofthe widths,we� nd

jE evenN j= jE oddN j

�

1+
3

2N 2

�

(11)

forlargeN in the dilute lim itand therefore

� (N )C 0
= (� 1)N

3

2N 2
jE (N )j (12)

to leading order. W e m ay com pare thiswith the size of

thepairing gap forthem ean-� eld dom inated system .In

the previoussection,we saw that� (N )= � =2 on aver-

ageforN even,where� isthem ean levelspacing ofthe

single-particle spectrum . This can be norm alized,how-

ever,in unitsofthebinding energy.Thisbinding energy,

i.e.,halfthem any-bodyspectralwidth,isjE j� M N � =2

in them ean-� eld case.Sotheaveragepairinggap hasthe

size

� (N )m ean� �eld=
1

M N
jE (N )j (13)

foreven N ,which surprisingly issm aller than the pure

interaction-induced pairing gap in the dilute lim itN �

M .

At � nite particle density � = 2N =M , m ean-� eld-

induced and interaction-induced stagger are ofcom pa-

rablesize,a characteristicdi� erencebeing the vanishing

of the pairing gap � (N ) for odd N in the m ean-� eld

case,Eq.(5),which is absent for the pure interacting

theory.In addition,in thepresenceof uctuationsin the

single-particle spectrum ,m ean-� eld induced � (N ) will

itself uctuatebetween successiveeven valuesofN ,while

interaction-induced stagger is predicted to be sm ooth.

Theseanalyticpredictionswillbeveri� ed num erically in

Sec.IV below.

B .G eneralresults for �nite density

Theabovederivation,though strictly valid only in the

dilute lim it, in fact provides a correct intuitive expla-

nation ofthe stagger at any density for a pure S = 0

two-body interaction. Handling the S = 1 interaction

requires m ore care, since the qualitative behavior will

depend strongly on thedensity �.W ethereforeneed the

exact expressions for TrH 2 in various particle num ber

and spin sectors. These expressionsm ay be straightfor-

wardly,though perhapsrathertediously,obtained by ap-

plying theoriginalHam iltonian,Eq.(2),to variousbasis

statesand evaluating the norm .

The fullresultsarepresented in the Appendix.There

we � nd that for a pure singlet random interaction,the

prediction ofEq.(12)forthe size ofthe staggering,ob-

tained aboveonly in thedilutelim it,isin factcon� rm ed

asalowerbound forarbitrarydensitiesin them any-body

lim itN ! 1 :

(� 1)N � (N )C 0
�

3

2N 2
jE (N )j: (14)

The situation is m ore com plex fora pure tripletcou-

pling (C0 = 0),since here the ground state m ay be a

state ofeither m inim alor m axim alspin. In this case

we see using form ulas given explicitly in the Appendix

thata criticaldensity �crit existsbelow which thereisno

staggering,while above which interaction-induced stag-

gering oforderjE (N )j=N 2 appears,justasin thesinglet

case.Asthesingletcouplingisturned on,�crit decreases,

reaching 0 atC0 = C1. Thus,odd-even staggering with

stronger binding for even-N system s is predicted to be

a very generalconsequence ofrandom two-body inter-

actions,presentforpure-singletand pure-tripletinterac-

tionsaswellasin the interm ediatecase.

IV .C R O SSO V ER B ET W EEN M EA N -FIELD

R EG IM E A N D ST R O N G T W O -B O D Y

IN T ER A C T IO N S

Theanalyticalresultsoftheprevioussectionswereob-

tained forpure one-body orpure two-body interactions.

In thissection wewillstudy the odd-even staggering for

thefullHam iltonian (2)num erically.To thispurposewe

draw the random m atricesv0 and v1 in Eq.(2)from the

G O E and com pute the ground-state energies ofHam il-

tonian ofEq.(2) for severalparticle num bers N . This

procedure is repeated m any tim es for each N to obtain

ensem ble-averaged values for the ground state energies

E (N ) and the em piricalpairing gap de� ned in Eq.(4).

In whatfollowswe setthe num berofsingle-particle or-

bitalstoM = 10,and obtain ensem bleaveragesfrom 200

runs. The largestm atricesofthe ensem ble have dim en-

sion 63504;their ground states are com puted using the

sparsem atrix solverA rpack [33].

W ehaveto assign valuesto thesingle-particleenergies

"i ofthem ean � eld and tothecouplingconstantsC0 and

C1 ofthetwo-body interactions.W eassum eam ean-� eld

spectrum with levelspacings"i+ 1 � "i thatare W igner-

distributed.Thisisconsistentwith the assum ption that

our quantum dot or m etallic grain has irregular shape.

To study the transition,we m ultiply the single-particle

energieswith a factor cos’ and set the spin-0 coupling

C0(’) = sin’. Here ’ is in the range ’ 2 [0;�=2]and

thusparam eterizesthe transition from the m ean � eld to

the regim e ofstrong interactions. The spin-1 coupling

C1 is set to zero. Figure 1 shows the em piricalpairing

gap (4)asa function ofparticlenum berN forparam eter

values� = 0;�=12;�=2.

4



2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

N

−2

−1

0

1

2

∆(
N

)

FIG .1. Em pirical pairing gap as a function of particle

num ber for param eter ’ = 0 (fullline),’ = �=12 (dashed

line),and ’ = �=2 (dotted line;graph scaled by a factor1=2

fordisplay purposes)showsthetransition from them ean-�eld

regim e to strong interactionsin the spin-0 channel.

W e see from Figure 1 that the odd-even staggering

persiststhroughoutthistransition.In theabsenceofthe

m ean � eld (� = �=2), the staggering decreases slowly

with increasing N and then increasesagain very closeto

the m axim al� lling,when the num ber ofholes becom es

sm alland � approachesunity in Eq.(A4). Itsenvelope

depends sm oothly on N if only even or only odd val-

ues ofN are considered. These qualitative results are

fully consistentwith the analyticalpredictionsobtained

in Sec.III and in the Appendix. The absence ofsuch

a sm ooth envelope thus indicates that the staggering is

instead dom inated by m ean-� eld e� ects,asin the ’ = 0

linein Figure1.Sim ilarobservationshavebeen m adefor

pairing-plus-quadrupolein Ref.[29]. Note thatthe ran-

dom interactions drive the em piricalpairing gap � (N )

to negativevaluesforodd N ;in thissensethestaggering

ism ore pronounced in the presence ofinteractionsthan

in the m ean-� eld regim e. Note also thatthe m agnitude

ofthe staggering itself contains only little inform ation

sincethetransition from thenoninteracting to theinter-

acting Ham iltonian does not correspond to a transition

in a physicalsystem .

W e repeatthese calculationsin Fig.2 forthe case of

vanishingspin-0coupling,C0 = 0,and setthespin-1cou-

pling to C1(’)= sin’. Again,odd-even staggering per-

siststhroughoutthe transition. In the regim e ofstrong

interactionsthe m agnitude ofthe em piricalpairing gap

increaseswith increasing N foreven N .Thesituation is

reversed forodd valuesofN .Leavingoutvery sm allsys-

tem s(N = 3),theenvelopesforeven and odd N arestill

sm ooth enough to discrim inate m ean-� eld e� ects from

interaction-induced pairing.

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

N

−2

−1

0

1

2

∆(
N

)

FIG .2. Em pirical pairing gap as a function of particle

num ber for param eter ’ = 0 (fullline),’ = �=12 (dashed

line),and ’ = �=2 (dotted line;graph scaled by a factor1=2

fordisplay purposes)showsthetransition from them ean-�eld

regim e to strong interactionsin the spin-1 channel.

Finally,we consider the case ofequally strong spin-0

and spin-1 couplings and set C0(’) = C1(’) = sin’.

Figure 3 shows that this case is qualitatively sim ilar

to the case ofpure spin-1 coupling,since triplet pairs

outnum ber singlet pairs by a 3:1 ratio in the large-N

lim it.Again,theinteraction-induced staggering exhibits

a sm ooth envelope and can therefore clearly be distin-

guished from m ean-� eld e� ects.

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

N

−2

−1

0

1

2

∆(
N

)

FIG .3. Em pirical pairing gap as a function of particle

num ber for param eter ’ = 0 (fullline),’ = �=12 (dashed

line),and ’ = �=2 (dotted line;graph scaled by a factor1=2

fordisplay purposes)showsthetransition from them ean-�eld

regim e to strong interactions.

V .M A G N ET IC FIELD EFFEC T S

BCS-like pairing results from strong correlations be-

tween ferm ions in tim e-reversed orbitals. Thus, these

correlations can be destroyed by a su� ciently strong
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breaking oftim e-reversalsym m etry. Exam ples ofthis

well-known phenom enon arethebreakdown ofelectronic

superconductivity in the presence ofsu� ciently strong

m agnetic � eldsand the reduction ofpairing correlations

in rapidly rotating and deform ed nuclei. In this section

we wantto study how breaking tim e-reversalsym m etry

a� ectstheodd-even staggeringin system swith arandom

two-body interaction.Having m etallicgrainsin m ind we

thus considerthe e� ectofa m agnetic � eld. To be de� -

nite,we take a uniform B -� eld in the z-direction. This

leads to Zeem an splitting and adds the following one-

body term to the Ham iltonian

H B = �B

MX

i= 1

�

c
y

i"
ci" � c

y

i#
ci#

�

; (15)

which alsobreaksrotationalsym m etry,i.e.,only thepro-

jection ofthetotalspin Jz rem ainsconserved.Here,� is

an appropriate constant. A second e� ectconsistsofthe

m odi� cation ofthe random two-body interaction. Pro-

vided thetim e-reversalsym m etry breakinginducessplit-

tings that are larger than the m ean levelspacing,the

random m atricesv0�� 0 and v1��0 in theHam iltonian (2)

have to be drawn from the G aussian unitary ensem ble

(G UE).Accordingly,Eq.(3)forthe S = 0 m atrix v0�� 0

and thecorrespondingform ulafortheS = 1m atrixv1��0

haveto be replaced by

hjv0�� 0j
2
i= hjv1��0j

2
i= 1: (16)

Thisreducesthevarianceofthediagonalm atrixelem ents

by a factoroftwo when com pared to the G O E.Consid-

ering the random two-body interaction alone,thise� ect

introduces only sm allcorrections oforder 1=N 2 to the

resultspresented in theprevioussectionsand in theAp-

pendix.

Let us consider the trivialcase where residualinter-

actionscan be neglected. The B -dependentpairing gap

then becom es

� (N ;B )=

�
1

2

�
"N =2+ 1 � "N =2

�
� �B forN even,

�B forN odd.
(17)

The odd-even staggering thus decreaseswith increasing

m agnetic � eld and disappears when the Zeem an split-

ting 2�B equalshalfthe m ean levelspacing h"i+ 1 � "ii.

Note that Eq.(17) ceases to be applicable for stronger

m agnetic � elds. In the lim it ofvery large B -� elds,the

ground state becom es spin polarized (i.e.,has m axim al

spin J = N =2)and any odd-even staggering disappears.

Notealsothatabreakingoftim e-reversalsym m etryleads

toapositivepairinggap atodd N and can thereby easily

be distinguished from the e� ectsofinteractions.

W e now include again the random two-body interac-

tionsand com putetheem piricalpairing gap asthem ag-

netic � eld isswitched on. The num berofsingle-particle

orbitalsisM = 6.Atvanishingm agnetic� eld weassum e

an equidistant m ean-� eld spectrum with unit spacing.

The two-body random interactionshave � xed couplings

C0 = C1 = 1=10.W e add the Zeem an Ham iltonian (15)

to the system and increase the Zeem an splitting 2�B

from zero to itsm axim alvalueh"i+ 1 � "ii=2.Sim ultane-

ously,the variance ofthe im aginary partofthe random

m atrix elem entsisincreased from zero to one,being held

proportionalto the Zeem an splitting. Figure 4 shows

that the odd-even staggering decreases with increasing

Zeem an splitting.Therem ainingstaggeringisduetothe

interactions,which are relatively weak in this exam ple;

thetransition from the G O E to theG UE in therandom

two-body m atrix is very m ild. For strong two-body in-

teractionsthe odd-even staggering rem ainsstrong when

tim e-reversalsym m etry is broken. Thus,the breaking

oftim e-reversalinvariance has only m ild e� ects on the

ground-state structure in strongly interacting system s.

This � nding is consistent with a recent study oftim e-

reversalsym m etry breaking in the nuclear shellm odel

with random two-body interactions[34].

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

 N

−0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

∆(
N

)

FIG . 4. Em pirical pairing gap as a function of par-

ticle num ber for various strengths of the m agnetic �eld:

2�B =h"i+ 1 � "ii = 0;1=4;1=2 (fullline,dotted line,dashed

line).

V I.SU M M A R Y

W ehaveshown analytically and num erically thatran-

dom two-body interactionscausean odd-even staggering

in interacting few-ferm ion system ssuch assm allm etallic

grainsorquantum dots.Interactionstend to sm ooth out

the odd-N and even-N dependence ofthe pairing gaps

and can thereby be discrim inated from the non-sm ooth

m ean-� eld staggering.Asexpected,thebreaking oftim e

reversalsym m etry leads to a decrease ofthe odd-even

staggering;thistrend can howeverbecountered by su� -

ciently strong two-body interactions.
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A P P EN D IX :

The derivation of interaction-induced staggering in

Section III was obtained in the dilute lim it N � M .

ForgeneralvaluesofN and M and couplingsC0 and C1,

a straightforward countingprocedureresultsin theexact

expressions

Tr J= 0 H
2 =

C 2
0 + 3C 2

1

64
N

2(2M � N )2

+
N

16
[C 2

0(2M
2 + M N � N

2)

� 3C21(2M
2
� 7M N + 3N2)]

+
N

16
[C 2

0(6M + N � 2N d(1� d))

� 3C21(10M � 13N � 2N d(1+ d))]

+
N

16

�
8C 2

0 � 24C21(2+ d)
�

(A1)

TrJ= 1=2H
2 =

C 2
0 + 3C 2

1

64
N

2(2M � N )2

+
N

16
[C 2

0(2M
2 + M N � N

2)

� 3C21(2M
2
� 7M N + 3N2)]

+
1

16
[C 2

0(� 3M 2 + 9M N � N
2
=2)

+ 3C 2
1(M

2
� 15M N + 31N2

=2+ 2N 2
d(1+ d))]

+
1

16
[C 2

0(� 9M + 11N � 2N d)

+ 3C 2
1(9M � 31N � 8N d)]

+
3

64
[� 13C20 + 73C 2

1] (A2)

TrJ= N =2H
2 =

C 2
1

4
[N 2(M � N )2 � N (M 2

� 5M N + 4N2)

+ N (7N � 3M )� 4N ] (A3)

In each ofthethreeaboveexpressionsform inim aland

m axim alspin states,term sare ordered by theirrelative

im portancein them any-body lim itat� nitedensity,i.e.,

in the lim it N ! 1 with � � N =2M = const. The

leading term isO (N 4)in the m any-body lim it,and this

leading term is seen to be m anifestly sym m etric under

particle-holeexchangeN ! 2M � N forthem inim al-spin

states(ofcourse the m axim alspin statesJ = N =2 exist

only for N � M ). At subleading order,the sym m etry

isbroken due to anticom m utation relationsbetween the

creation and annihilation operatorsin Eq.(2). Atboth

leading and � rstsubleading order,TrH2 isclearly iden-

ticalfor the J = 0 and J = 1=2 states,indicating that

the staggering can occuronly atO (1=N 2),entirely con-

sistentwith ourdilute analysisin Section III. Itisalso

at this second subleading order that we � rst encounter

the dim ensionlessquantity d,which we did notneed to

consider in the dilute approxim ation. d,taking values

0 � d � 1, represents the fraction of particles in the

basisstatethatliveon doubly occupied orbitals.

As discussed above,for a pure S = 0 coupling (C1

vanishing),ground statescom ealwaysfrom thesectorof

m inim alspin,and thuswe are led to considerthe quan-

tity

TrS= 0H
2 � TrS= 1=2H

2

TrS= 1=2H
2

=
3� 6�(1� �)� 8�2d(1� d)

N 2(1� �)2

�
3

2N 2
; (A4)

where term sofhigherorderin the 1=N expansion have

been dropped,and thelastinequalityiseasilychecked for

allpossible values of� lling fraction � and double occu-

pancy fraction d. Thus,ouroriginalestim ate,Eq.(12),

obtained using thediluteapproxim ation,iscon� rm ed as

a lowerbound to the am ountofpredicted pairing gap,

(� 1)N � (N )C 0
�

3

2N 2
jE (N )j: (A5)

The situation is m ore com plex for a pure S = 1

coupling (C0 = 0), since here the ground state m ay

be a state ofeither m inim alor m axim alspin,depend-

ing on the density �. Com paring Eqs. (A1,A2) with

Eq.(A3) at leading order in the m any-body lim it, we

see easily that J = N =2 is preferred at very low den-

sity,� < �crit = (5� 2
p
3)=13 � 0:118,but as density

increases a transition should occur to ground states of

m inim alspin. The preference for m axim alspin at low

densityisobvious,sincehigh-spinstatesclearlym axim ize

the fraction ofparticle pairs with aligned spins (S = 1

instead ofS = 0). O n the otherhand,the physicalrea-

son forthetransition to m inim al-spin ground stateseven

with a pure S = 1 coupling for� > �crit isthatathigh

enough density there are relatively few other high-spin

statesthata given high-spin statecan coupleto.

Therelevantresultforourpurposehereisthatatlow

densitiesthereisno predicted staggerin them any-body

lim it, in accordance with Eq.(A3), but for � > �crit

m inim al-spin statesagain becom e dom inant. A calcula-

tion com pletely analogousto theonein Eq.(A4)tellsus

thatonce again the pairing gap � ispositive (negative)

for even (odd) N and proportionalto 1=N 2 tim es the

m agnitudeofthe binding energy.Thus,

� (N )C 1
= 0 (� < �crit)

(� 1)N � (N )C 1
�
0:027

N 2
jE (N )j (� > �crit) (A6)
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The above analysis generalizes easily to the generic

case where the two coe� cients C0 and C1 are both

nonzero.ForC0 > C1,ground statesarealwaysexpected

tocom efrom them inim al-spin sector,leadingto positive

pairinggap � proportionalto1=N 2 tim esthebindingen-

ergy. For C1 > C0,on the other hand,there willbe a

transition between no pairing gap atlow density to pos-

itive pairing gap at higher density,the criticaldensity

�crit approaching 0:118 forC1 � C0 and approaching 0

atC0 = C1.
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