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The quantum quartic oscillator is investigated in order to test the m any-body technique ofthe

continuousunitary transform ations. The quartic oscillator issu�ciently sim ple to allow a detailed

study and com parison of various approxim ation schem es. D ue to its sim plicity, it can be used

as pedagogicalintroduction in the unitary transform ations. Both the spectrum and the spectral

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

Q uantum m any-body system soften can be sim pli�ed

considerably by choosing an appropriate basis. This is

the �rststep wherethe qualitativeunderstanding ofthe

system enters.Iftheproblem is�rstform ulated in a ba-

sis which is not optim um for the subsequent treatm ent

it is reasonable to change the basis. This is a unitary

transform ation.Fam ousexam plesofsuch changesofba-

sisarethe ferm ioniconethatleadsto the wavefunction

ofthesuperconductingBCS phaseorthebosonicBogoli-

ubov transform ation which leadsto the spin wavesin a

Heisenberg quantum antiferrom agnet. These exam ples

referto m ean-�eld treatm ents.Thecom pletesolution of

a m any-body problem by asim pleanalyticaltransform a-

tion israrely possible.

Ten yearsago,the proposalwasm ade to use unitary

transform ationsbeyond thesingleparticlelevel1,2,3.The

unitarytransform ationisperform ed in acontinuousfash-

ion whence the nam e continuousunitary transform ation

(CUT).Thism eansthatitisparam etrized by a contin-

uous param eter lrunning from 0 to 1 . At l = 0 the

Ham iltonian isunchanged and atl= 1 itisin its�nal

form . The fundam entalidea is thatthe transform ation

atalaterstage,i.e.,atlargervaluesofl,can takeintoac-

countthechangesintroduced already atan earlierstage.

Thetransform ation can besetup such thatprocessesat

largerenergy are treated before those atlowerenergies.

Then the transform ation has properties sim ilar to W il-

son’srenorm alization group approach4.The objectiveis

ofcourse to sim plify the m odelby the transform ation.

Atbest,the �nalHam iltonian hasbecom ediagonal.

The aim ofthe presentpaperisto illustrate the CUT

approach,and tostudy itfora sim plem odelwhereexact

(num erical)data isalso easily accessible.Thesim plicity

ofthem odelperm itstopresenttheequationson thebasic

leveland also to go to higher orders. O ur presentation

isintended to serveasintroduction to theCUT m ethod.

This willenable the interested reader to generalize the

approach to m oreelaboratem odels.

The m odelofour choice is the quantum anharm onic

oscillator which is de�ned by the usual quadratic ki-

netic energy and a potentialwith quadratic and quartic

parts.W e willabbreviatethe oscillatorcom prising both

a quadratic and a quartic partin the potentialby Q O ;

the one which has only a quartic one is called the pure

quartic oscillator(PQ O ).Thism odelhasoften been in-

vestigatedastestbed form orecom plicated situation,e.g.,

itwasused to testotherrenorm alization treatm ents5,6.

The bottom line ofourinvestigation isthatthe CUT

m ethod worksextrem elywellprovidingverygood quanti-

tativeresults.Thestarting pointoftheCUTscan easily

beoptim ized by incorporatingpriorunderstandingofthe

physicsoftheunderlying m odel.Then only very m oder-

atee�ortsu�cesto obtain satisfactory results.

FollowingthisIntroduction,wepresentbasicfactsand

insights about the CUTs. In Sect.III results for the

energetically loweststatesofthe Q O and the PQ O will

beshown forvariouswaystoconductthetransform ation.

Spectralweights willalso be com puted in this section.

In Sect.IV we discussin which way the CUT approach

can be system atically im proved. Sect.V concludes the

article.

II. B A SIC S A B O U T T H E C U T S

Before addressing the anharm onic oscillator, it is

worthwhile to study the harm onic oscillatorin orderto

becom efam iliarwith the CUTs.

A . M ethod

A given Ham iltonian H can bediagonalized by a suit-

able unitary transform U (U U y = I). But it is usually

a very hard task to �nd this transform U . The idea of

W egner1 (and independently ofG  lazek and W ilson2,3)

wasto diagonalizethe Ham iltonian in a continuousway

starting from the originalHam iltonian H = H (0). A


owing Ham iltonian is de�ned by H (l) = U y(l)H U (l)

depending on the param eter lsuch that H (l = 1 ) is

decisively sim pler.

The continuoustransform isequivalentto perform ing

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0405166v2
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in�nitely m any in�nitesim alunitary transform s e� �(l)dl

with the generator�(l)= �U y(l)@lU (l).The 
ow equa-

tion

@lH (l)= [�(l);H (l)] (1)

de�nes the change ofthe Ham iltonian. O fcourse,the

whole transform ation U (1 ) = L exp(�
R1
0

�(l)dl) can

also be given in one form alexpression. Note,however,

that this requires the use ofthe l-ordering operator L

which sortsfrom leftto rightaccording to ascending val-

uesofl. Thism eansthatthe whole transform ation op-

eratorcan beextrem ely com plicated.Forsim plem odels,

however,the explicittransform ation can also be written

down.

The crucialpoint is to choose the generator � which

leadstoasim pli�cation oftheHam iltonian.W egnerpro-

posed to takethecom m utatorbetween thediagonalpart

H d and thenon-diagonalpartH nd in a given basis.This

m eansthatthegeneratorreads�W (l)= [H d(l);H nd(l)]=

[H d(l);H (l)]. In the basisofthe eigen statesofH d the

generatorthusreads

�i;j(l)=

�

"i(l)�" j(l)

�

H i;j(l): (2)

For�nite m atrices,thischoicewasproven1 to achieve

[H d(1 );H (1 )]= 0 : (3)

IfH d(1 ) is non-degenerate this equation im plies that

H (1 )isdiagonal.O therwiseitim pliesblock-diagonality

with respectsto thedegeneratesubspacesofH d(1 ).An

extension of this proof to in�nite m atrices is given in

Appendix A.Notethatthereisan enorm ousfreedom in

whatoneconsidersto bediagonaland non-diagonal.For

practicalcalculations the only restriction on H d should

be thatitcan easily be diagonalized.

ForHam iltoniansoftheform ofband m atrices,M ielke

proposed anothergeneratorinvolving thesign ofthedif-

ference ofthe vectorindices(see below).Thisgenerator

preservestheband structureduringthe
ow 7 which isnot

thecaseforW egner’sgenerator.Independently,K netter

and Uhrig observed thata generatorbased on thesign of

the di�erence ofthe particlenum berallowsto construct

particle-num berconserving e�ective Ham iltonians8,9. If

Q istheoperatorcounting thenum berofelem entary ex-

citationsand the m atrix elem entsof� in theeigen basis

ofQ arechosen to be

�i;j(l)= sgn

�

qi(l)�qj(l)

�

H i;j(l) (4)

and the �nalHam iltonian satis�es[Q ;H (1 )]= 0. Fur-

therm ore,onecan show thatthistypeofgeneratorsorts

theeigen valuesin ascendingorderoftheparticlenum ber

ofthe corresponding eigen vectors7,9. Analogousgener-

atorswere also used by Stein10,11 form odels where the

sign-function isnotrequired sinceonlyone�niteabsolute

valueof�q:= q i�qj occurs.Forinstance,if�q= 0;�2

the sign-function only changes the scale ofl. But for

�q= 0;�2;�4 the sign isessential.

In the sequel,the generatorsofW egner’stype willbe

denoted by thesubscriptW ;thegeneratorscharacterized

by the sign asintroduced by M ielke,K netterand Uhrig

willbedenoted by thesubscriptM K U.Any coe�cientg

withoutargum entappearingin theHam iltonian orin the

generatorstands for the running coe�cient g(l). Their

initialvalues are denoted by g(B ) (bare)and their �nal

valuesby g(R ) (renorm alized).

B . T w o Solvable M odels

W e illustrate the above for easily solvable m odels,

nam elyatwo-levelsystem and aharm onicoscillator.The

Ham iltoniansread

H 2 = E I�
!

2
�
z +

e

2
�
x
; (5a)

H H O = E I+ !a
y
a +

d

2

�

a
y2 + a

2
�

; (5b)

where �i are Paulim atrices,and a and ay are bosonic

annihilation and creation operators satisfying the com -

m utation relation [a;ay]= 1.

(a)

!

e

(a)

!

e

(b)

!

e

(b)

!

e

FIG .1: Flows for the two-levelsystem . Panel(a) depicts

the 
ow from the M K U-generator; Panel(b) the one from

W egner’sgenerator.Thick linesrepresentlinesof�xed points;

the dots represent the �xed points ofthe particular circular

trajectory shown. The arrows indicate the direction ofthe


owsforincreasing l.

Letus�rstconsiderthe two-levelsystem .The count-

ing operator is Q = (I� � z)=2. Hence, the M K U-

generatorisgiven by �M K U = �(e=2)i� y.The 
ow equa-

tionsread

@lE = 0 (6a)

@l! = e
2 (6b)

@le = �!e : (6c)

The diagonalpartofthe Ham iltonian isthe one pro-

portionalto !. Thus W egner’s generator is found to

equal�W = [H d;H nd]= [�(!=2)� z;(e=2)�x]= !�M K U .

So the
ow equationsarethesam easaboveifwerescale

the continuous param eter l! l0 with dl0 = !(l)dland
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l0(l= 0) = 0. The 
ow trajectories in (!;e) space are

circlessince !2 + e2 = R 2 isa constantofthe 
ow,see

Fig.1.Thusthe diagonalized Ham iltonian hasthe coef-

�cients!(R ) =
p
R =

p

!(B )
2
+ e(B )

2
and E (R ) = E (B ).

(a)

!

d

(a)

!

d

(a)

!

d

(a)

!

d

(a)

!

d

(a)

!

d

(a)

!

d

(b)

!

d

(b)

!

d

(b)

!

d

(b)

!

d

(b)

!

d

(b)

!

d

(b)

!

d

FIG .2:Flowsforthe bosonic oscillator. (a)M K U-generator

and (b) W egner’s generator. Thick lines represent lines of

�xed points,and the dots represent the �xed point reached

for the particular hyperbolic trajectory shown. The arrows

indicate the direction ofthe 
owsforgrowing l.

Second,weconsiderthebosonicoscillatorforwhich the

counting operatorisQ = aya.So the M K U-generatoris

�M K U = d=2(ay
2
�a

2
)and the 
ow equationsread

@lE = �d
2 (7a)

@l! = �2d 2 (7b)

@ld = �2!d : (7c)

The canonicalchoiceofthe diagonalpartisH d = !aya.

Thuswehaveagain �W = [!aya;d=2(ay
2
+ a

2
)]= !�M K U

so that the 
ow trajectories ofboth generators are the

sam e.Theexpression !2�d 2 isa constantofthe
ow so

thatthe trajectoriesare hyperbolae asshown in Fig.2.

For a herm itian Ham iltonian bounded below,i.e.,! >

jdj(see below),the �nalcoe�cients ofthe diagonalized

Ham iltonian read !(R ) =

p

!(B )
2
�d (B )

2
and E (R ) =

E (B )+ (!(B )�! (R ))=2.Theenergyisfound byintegration

of@lE = @l!=2.

As expected from the rescaling dl ! dl0 = !dlthe

topologies ofboth 
ows are the sam e. The directions

are the sam e forpositive valuesof!. O nly fornegative

valuesof! the directionsdi�er. The coincidence ofthe

topologiesofthe 
owsforboth choicesofthe generator

is specialto the sim ple system s under study here. It

is not a generalfeature for m ore com plicated, generic

Ham iltonians.

C . R em arks

First,we wantto stress that the CUTs exactly diag-

onalize these sim ple Ham iltonians. Note that for the

harm onic oscillator,the CUTs are in�nitesim alBogoli-

ubov transform ations whose totale�ect corresponds to

the single-step Bogoliubov transform ation diagonalizing

the Ham iltonian.12 This wasto be expected since there

isonly oneuniqueway,exceptforphases,to diagonalize

non-degenerateproblem s.

Second,weseethatW egner’sgeneratoralwaysleadsto

a�xed point.Thisdoesnotneed to correspond to a�nal

diagonalHam iltonian when there are degeneraciesas it

is the case for ! = 0. In contrast the M K U-generator

is not sensitive to degeneracies,but it does not always

lead to a �xed point. A �xed direction m ay occur as

seen in Fig.2(a).20 The 
ow in Fig.2(a) is sim ilar to

the K osterlitz-Thouless 
ow. The �xed directions are

reached when the Ham iltonian isunbounded below,i.e.

! < jdj. In this case the proofofconvergence indeed

fails.21 A possible cure to thisproblem isto diagonalize

�H ,orwhatam ountsto thesam e,to revertthe
ows.12

Physically,Ham iltoniansunbounded below occuronlyfor

open physicalsystem s whose treatm entrequires special

care. This is beyond the scope ofthe present investi-

gation. It is a generalfeature that W egner’s generator

always leads to a �xed point and that it is stopped by

degeneracies.In contrastthe M K U generatorisinsensi-

tivetodegeneracies,butitm ay failtoconvergetoa�xed

point.

III. T H E Q U A R T IC O SC ILLA T O R

A . M odeland N otation

The Ham iltonian ofthe anharm onic oscillator under

study isin �rstquantization

H =
1

2

�
P
2 + !

2
X

2
�
+ �X

4
; (8)

where � is a positive constant. W e willconsider two

cases.For! = 0,we considerthe pure quarticoscillator

(PQ O ) for which a rescaling X ! X =�,P ! �P and

H ! H =�2 leads to a unique Ham iltonian. Choosing

�6 = 6� itreads

H =
1

2
P
2 +

1

6
X

4
: (9)

For! 6= 0,we use anotherrescaling to bring the Ham il-

tonian in the form

H =
1

2

�
P
2 + X

2
�
+ �X

4
: (10)

TheHam iltonian (10)willbe called Q O in the sequel.

Both Ham iltonianshavebeen studied num erically,see

forinstanceRef.13.Nowadays,they can bediagonalized

num erically on a workstation in seconds,so thatwe can

easily check the quality ofourapproxim ations.

Forboth Ham iltonians,weintroduceannihilation and

creation operators

a(�) =
1
p
2

�
X

�
+ i�P

�

(11a)

a
y(�) =

1
p
2

�
X

�
�i�P

�

; (11b)
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where � is a free param eter which willbe determ ined

later. Recallthat the Q O reduces to the conventional

harm onic oscillatorfor � = 0. It is diagonalized by us-

ing � = 1 in Eq.(11). The Ham iltonians willbe used

in their norm al-ordered form . Norm al-ordering is done

with respect to the bosonic vacuum which depends on

thevalueof�.Theay operatorsareputto theleftofthe

a operators.Thusthe generalform ofthe Ham iltonians

reads

H = g0;0 + g0;1a
y
a + g0;2a

y2
a
2

(12)

+ ay
2 �
g2;0 + g2;1a

y
a
�
+
�
g2;0 + g2;1a

y
a
�
a
2

+ ay
4
g4;0 + g4;0a

4
:

Forbrevity ofthenotation,wedo notdenotetheexplicit

dependence ofthe couplings and operators on � in the

above equation. The coupling constants gi;j have two

indiceswhich indicatethepowersofay and a in thecor-

responding operator. For instance,gi;j is associated to

the operatoray
i
�ay

j
a
j
and to itsherm itian conjugate.

For illustration we consider the harm onic oscillator

(5b). The ground state energy is given by E = g0;0,

the single-particle energy by ! = g0;1,and the Bogoli-

ubov term by d=2 = g2;0.Forthe PQ O ,the bare values

ofthe coupling constantsare

g
(B )

0;0 (�) =
1

4

�
1

�2
+
1

2
�
4

�

(13a)

g
(B )

0;1 (�) =
1

2

�
1

�2
+ �

4

�

(13b)

g
(B )

0;2 (�) =
1

4
�
4 (13c)

g
(B )

2;0 (�) =
1

4

�

�
1

�2
+ �

4

�

(13d)

g
(B )

2;1 (�) =
1

6
�
4 (13e)

g
(B )

4;0 (�) =
1

24
�
4
: (13f)

Forthe Q O ,they arefound to be

g
(B )

0;0 (�) =
1

4

�
1

�2
+ �

2 + 3��4
�

(14a)

g
(B )

0;1 (�) =
1

2

�
1

�2
+ �

2 + 6��4
�

(14b)

g
(B )

0;2 (�) =
3

2
��

4 (14c)

g
(B )

2;0 (�) =
1

4

�

�
1

�2
+ �

2 + 6��4
�

(14d)

g
(B )

2;1 (�) = ��
4 (14e)

g
(B )

4;0 (�) =
1

4
��

4
: (14f)

B . Perturbative R esults

W e start by analyzing the Q O by perturbative

schem es.The resultsshallserveasreference forthe fol-

lowing m oresophisticated approaches.

The �rst approach is to expand perturbatively in �

around the diagonal Ham iltonian for � = 1. It is

known that the resulting series is not convergent but

asym ptotic13. Yetthe results m ay approxim ate the ex-

actonesifthey arerestricted to low ordersin �.In this

sense,wecom puted the�rstthreerenorm alized eigen en-

ergiesE
(R )

0
,E

(R )

1
and E

(R )

2
to second orderin �. Their

bare values are E
(B )

0 = g
(B )

0;0 , E
(B )

1 = g
(B )

0;0 + g
(B )

0;1 and

E
(B )

2 = g
(B )

0;0 + 2g
(B )

0;1 + 2g
(B )

0;2 .From the approxim ate�rst

three eigen energies we deduce the renorm alized diago-

nalcoe�cientsoftheHam iltonian g
(R )

0;0 ,g
(R )

0;1 ,g
(R )

0;2 .Fig.3

displaystherelativeerrorsofthesecoe�cientscom pared

to the exact values,i.e.,ri =

h

g
(R )

0;i �g
(ex)

0;i

i

=g
(ex)

0;i . The

curvesarelabelled 2O -PT forsecond orderperturbation

theory. Asexpected the errorsgrow very quickly on in-

creasing �.

Instead ofpassing tediously to higher orders of� we

choose anotherroute. W e considerallterm swhich pre-

serve the num berofquanta asdiagonal.Thism eansall

term swith equalnum berofcreation and annihilation op-

eratorsare keptin the diagonalHam iltonian. Then we

perform second order perturbation theory around this

diagonalpart in allthe o�-diagonalcontributions,i.e.,

the term s which change the num ber ofbosonic quanta.

Forconcreteness,wegivetheresulting expression forthe

ground-stateenergy

g
(R )

0;0 (�) = g
(B )

0;0 (�)�
g
(B )

2;0

2

(�)

2(g
(B )

0;1 (�)+ g
(B )

0;2 (�))
(15)

�
g
(B )

4;0

2

(�)

4(g
(B )

0;1 (�)+ 3g
(B )

0;2 (�))
:

Now,we exploit the freedom to choose �. Five choices

arestudied:

� �H F = 1. This choice diagonalizes the harm onic

partoftheHam iltonian (10).Hencewedenotethis

schem e2O -HF sinceitrepresentssecond orderper-

turbation around the Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian.

� � ischosen to ful�ll@�g
(B )

0;0 (�)= 0,i.e.,a station-

ary pointofthebareapproxim ateground stateen-

ergy is chosen. It can be checked that this is the

sam e as to have g2;0(�) = 0 vanish. So the bilin-

ear part ofthe whole bare Ham iltonian is diago-

nal.Thisschem eisdenoted by 2O -VAR-g
(B )

0;0 since

itrepresentssecond orderperturbation around the

stationarypointofg
(B )

0;0 .Conventionally,thischoice

iscalled second orderperturbation around theself-

consistentHartree-Fock Ham iltonian.
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FIG .3:Relativeerrorsr0,r1 and r2 ofthe�rstthreediagonal

coe�cients g
(R )

0;0 ,g
(R )

0;1 ,g
(R )

0;2 (see text) for �ve di�erent com -

putation schem es. Forthe second order perturbation theory

(2O -PT) r1 reaches a m axim um value ’ 23% for � � 0:5

(outside ofthe graph)and then decreasesagain;r2 reachesa

m axim um values ’ 300% for � � 1:1. For the second order

calculation around the Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian (2O -HF),

allri grow very fast. The results of the second order cal-

culation around the optim um bare value ofthe ground state

energy (2O -VAR-g
(B )

0;0 )and theonearound theoptim um value

oftherenorm alized g
(R )

0;0 (2O -VAR-g
(R )

0;0 )arealwaysvery close

to each other.Forr0 they cannotbe distinguished.

� In analogy to the previous choice we require

that the bare single-particle energy is stationary

@lg
(B )

0;1 = 0.Thischoiceiscalled 2O -VAR-g
(B )

0;1 .

� Instead oflooking forstationary pointsofthebare

param eters,wecan lookforthestationarypointsof

renorm alized param eters.W e denote by 2O -VAR-

g
(R )

0;0 thesecond orderperturbation around thesta-

tionary pointofthe renorm alized ground state en-

ergy @�g
(R )

0;0 (�)= 0.

� W ecall2O -VAR-g
(R )

0;1 theanalogousvariationofthe

renorm alized single-particleenergy.

O n the m ean-�eld levelit is well-established to look

for stationarity in order to de�ne the optim um choice

ofparam eters. To do the sam e forhigherorderresults,

heresecond order,isjusti�ed by theargum entthatin an

exactcalculation the resultdoesnotdepend on �. The

value of� only de�nes a starting point ofthe calcula-

tion.Ifthecalculation isexactitdoesnotdepend on the

starting point.Henceitisstationary with respectto the

variation ofthe param eters de�ning the starting point.

An approxim ate treatm ent,however,willnotshow this

independence on the starting point. The best that can

be achieved isstationarity14 which therefore de�nesthe

optim um starting point.

The results obtained for these �ve choices are repre-

sented in Fig. 3. Clearly, the 2O -HF result leads to

no im provem ent com pared to the 2O -PT result. The

four other choices using a variationalcriterion lead to

m uch betterresults.Apartfrom theground stateenergy

where the 2O -VAR-g
(R )

0;0 schem e is the best,the overall

bestchoiceisthe2O -VAR-g
(R )

0;1 schem e,especially forr2.

Note that there is no big di�erence between 2O -VAR-

g
(R )

0;0 and 2O -VAR-g
(B )

0;0 . O n average,the 2O -VAR-g
(R )

0;0

schem e com putes the g
(R )

0;i coe�cients with an accuracy

ranging from halfa percentto a few percents. Thuswe

conclude from these calculations that the use ofa vari-

ationalcriterion is alwaysvery rewarding. W e willalso

use such a criterion to choose the starting point ofthe

CUT approaches.

Finally, we address the PQ O without any harm onic

part. It represents the � ! 1 lim it of the Q O con-

sidered before. O fcourse,neither a direct perturbative

approach nor a Hartree-Fock approach is de�ned. But

allthe otherapproachescan be used forthe PQ O with-

outconceptualdi�culty. The resultsare given in Table

I. Again,it turns out that the stationary point ofthe

10
2
r0 10

2
r1 10

2
r2

2O -VAR-g
(B )

0;0 1.94 4.47 54.5

2O -VAR-g
(R )

0;0 1.94 4.57 55.3

2O -VAR-g
(B )

0;1 4.01 0.59 -4.07

2O -VAR-g
(R )

0;1 3.45 0.47 3.08

TABLE I:Com parison ofthe four variationalsecond order

calculationsforthe purely quartic oscillator.

single-particle energy leads to the best results. The er-

rorin theinteraction valueanalyzed by r2 isreduced by

a factor of10 com pared to the stationary point ofthe

ground state energy. The deviation in the ground state

energy issm allestatitsstationary points,butonly dou-

bled when the single-particleenergy ism ade stationary.



6

C . N on-Perturbative R esults

1. Spectrum

LetusconsidertheHam iltonian given in Eq.(12).Per-

form ing an in�nitesim alunitary transform ation gener-

atessom enew term sin the Ham iltonian which werenot

presentbefore. Focusing,however,on the statesatlow

energiesthe new term s with at leastsix bosonic opera-

tors willbe ofm inor im portance. They represent pro-

cesses which involve at least three particles. Hence we

discard the new term s for the m om ent once they have

been broughtinto norm al-ordered form . Recallthaton

norm al-orderinghigherorderterm s,term soflowerorder

occur.Thesearekeptsincethey m atterforthelow-lying

states.

Ifthe 
owing Ham iltonian istruncated in thisway it

stays in the form ofEq.(12). It is naturalto view all

term s conserving the num ber ofbosons,nam ely g0;0 +

g0;1a
ya + g0;2a

y2a
2
,asthe diagonalpartH d. The non-

conserving term m ake up the non-diagonalpart ofthe

Ham iltonian.W ith thischoice,W egner’sgenerator�W =

[H d;H nd]iscom puted. Itisfound to com prise term sof

the form ay
4
a
2
�a y2a

4
and ay

5
a � a ya

5
which are not

presentin the initialHam iltonian. Hence we om itthem

also in the generator22 which reads

� = �2;0(a
y2
�a

2
)+ �2;1(a

y3
a�a

y
a
3
) (16)

+ �4;0(a
y4
�a

4
);

whereforW egner’sgenerator

�2;0 = 2(g0;1 + g0;2)g2;0 (17a)

�2;1 = 2(g0;1 + 3g0;2)g2;1 + 4g0;2g2;0 (17b)

�4;0 = 4(g0;1 + 3g0;2)g4;0 : (17c)

For the M K U-generatorthe coe�cients can be read o�

from the Ham iltonian

�2;0 = g2;0 (18a)

�2;1 = g2;1 (18b)

�4;0 = g4;0 : (18c)

ItisoneoftheadvantagesoftheM K U-generatorthatit

allwayshasa sim plerform than W egner’sgenerator,as

exem pli�ed here forthe quartic oscillator.Thiswasnot

obviousforthe quadratic oscillatororthe two-levelsys-

tem which aretoo sim pleto exhibitthisgeneralfeature.

The
ow equationsread

@lg0;0 = �4� 2;0g2;0 �48� 4;0g4;0 (19a)

@lg0;1 = �4� 2;0(2g2;0 + 3g2;1)�12� 2;1(g2;0 + g2;1)

�192� 4;0g4;0 (19b)

@lg0;2 = �12� 2;0g2;1 �12� 2;1(g2;0 + 3g2;1) (19c)

�144� 4;0g4;0

@lg2;0 = �2� 2;0(g0;1 + g0;2 + 6g4;0)�24� 2;1g4;0

�12� 4;0(g2;0 + 2g2;1) (19d)

@lg2;1 = �4� 2;0(g0;2 + 2g4;0)�4� 4;0(2g2;0 + 9g2;1)

�2� 2;1(g0;1 + 3g0;2 + 18g4;0) (19e)

@lg4;0 = �2� 2;0g2;1 + 2�2;1g2;0 (19f)

�4� 4;0(g0;1 + 3g0;2):

The derivation ofthese expressions is presented in Ap-

pendix B.

W e startwith the resultsforthe PQ O .Allthe results

fortheeightpossiblecom putationalschem esarecollected

in TableII.Theeightschem esarem adeup from twopos-

sible generators(W orM K U)and from the fourchoices

which quantity ism ade stationary,see previoussection.

W e have to m ention that g
(R )

0;0 and g
(R )

0;1 display both a

10
2
r0 10

2
r1 10

2
r2

W -VAR-g
(B )

0;0 0.127 0.000876 -15.8

W -VAR-g
(R )

0;0 -0.0815 -0.195 -1.86

W -VAR-g
(B )

0;1 -0.0612 -0.279 -4.83

W -VAR-g
(R )

0;1 -0.0426 -0.287 -6.22

M K U-VAR-g
(B )

0;0 0.0492 -0.136 -16.5

M K U-VAR-g
(R )

0;0 -0.0608 -0.232 -0.951

M K U-VAR-g
(B )

0;1 -0.0555 -0.289 -3.51

M K U-VAR-g
(R )

0;1 -0.0352 -0.315 -6.97

TABLE II:Com parison ofthe fourvariationalCUT calcula-

tionsforthe PQ O with W egner’sorM K U generator.

localm inim um and a localm axim um ,i.e.,therearetwo

choicesforthestationary point.Hereonly thelocalm in-

im a areconsidered.

The com parison of Tables I and II reveals that the

CUT results are always m uch m ore accurate than the

second order calculations perform ed in Sec.IIIB. This

isofcourseexpected and doesnotdepend on thechosen

variationalschem e. For instance,the ground state en-

ergy ism ostly given to an accuracy oflessthan 0.1% ,to

be com pared to the 2% ofthe second ordercalculations.

Yetthe calculation isstraightforward.O nly six di�eren-

tialequations need to be solved which can be done by

any com puteralgrebraprogram .Thisevidencesthatthe

CUTslead to a signi�cantim provem ent.

Tovary therenorm alized quantitiesinstead ofthebare

onesm odi�estheCUT resultsm orethan itm odi�ed the

second orderresultsin TableI.In theCUT calculations,

the stationary pointsofthe ground stateenergy provide

the best results. This is in contrast to the �nding in
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the perturbative results where the stationary points of

the single-particleenergy wereoptim um .W e stressthat

the variation ofthe renorm alized quantities is superior

to the variation ofthe bares one ifthe focus is set not

only on the ground state energy butin particularto the

single-particleand two-particleenergies.

In com parison,the results for the two choices ofthe

generatorarevery sim ilar.TheM K U-generatorworksa

little better,for instance for the variation ofthe renor-

m alized ground state energy. W e attribute this to the

factthatitavoidsthe appearanceofterm swhich create

or annihilate m ore than four bosons. Hence there are

som e term s which are not created so that they do not

need to be neglected in the truncation schem e.Butthis

e�ectisobviouslyfairlysm allforthesystem understudy.

From these observations we willrestrict our com pu-

tations for the Q O to the schem es which are based on

stationarity,i.e.,wedo notshow thedirectHartree-Fock

calculation.W e perform ed such calculationsand the re-

sults were unsatisfactory. The 
ow equations did not

even converge to a diagonalHam iltonian �xed pointfor

� & 4. This illustrates again that the starting point

should notbe too faraway from the exactresult.23

Furtherm ore, we show results only for the M K U-

generator.Itsresultsarerepresentativeforsim ilarcalcu-

lationsbased on W egner’sgenerator.They areshown in

Fig.4.M oreover,the M K U-generatoriseasierto im ple-

m ent(com pareEqs.(17)and (18)above).Thisfactwill

beofim portanceforcalculationscom prising m oreterm s

(see below).

The accuracy ofthe resultsisvery im pressive in view

ofthesim plicity ofthenum ericale�ort.AsforthePQ O

the variation ofthe renorm alized,i.e.,�nalground state

energy yields the best results ifthe focus includes the

two-particleenergieswhoseaccuracy isgiven by r2.

Finally,a rem ark aboutanotherpossiblechoiceofthe

generatoris in ordersince its generalisationshave been

used in m ore com plex physicalsituations,e.g.in Refs.

15,16. Using the W -VAR-g
(B )

0;0 schem e, the quadratic

o�-diagonalcoe�cient g 2;0 vanishes at l = 0. But it

willbecom e �nite in the course ofthe 
ow. It is pos-

sible to m odify W egner’s generator to keep this coe�-

cient zero during the 
ow. To this end, the �2;0 co-

e�cient of the generator is changed. It is chosen to

be �2;0 = �72g 2;1g4;0(g0;1 + 3g0;2)=(g0;1 + g0;2 + 6g4;0)

instead of2(g0;1 + g0;2)g2;0. This choice has two m a-

joradvantages. First,the coe�cientg 2;0 doesnotneed

to be traced. Second,we �nd that it converges faster

to its diagonalHam iltonian. For the PQ O ,the accu-

racies are found to be 102r0 = 0:00569,102r1 = 1:53

and 102r2 = �13:6. Thus we obtain the best value of

the ground state energy with this schem e but also the

worst value ofthe single-particle energy. The value of

the interaction is asinaccurate asitisforthe W -VAR-

g
(B )

0;0 schem e.Furtherm ore,wehavelostthepossibility to

vary the initialvalue ofthe param eter� since itis�xed

to unity by thecondition g2;0 = 0.An adapted choiceof

� willbe im portantin dealing with m ore term s so that

MKU-VAR-g
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�
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FIG .4: Relative errors r0,r1 and r2 ofthe �rst three diag-

onalcoe�cients g
(R )

0;0 ,g
(R )

0;1 ,g
(R )

0;2 (see text) for four variation

schem esbased on the M K U-generator.

we considerita caveatthat� isalready �xed. Sum m a-

rizing,thisvariantyieldsvery reasonable results,butit

isnotthe optim um choice.

2. SpectralW eights

Apartfrom the spectrum ofthe oscillator,one isalso

interested in thecom putation oftheG reen function and

ofthe spectralweights. The retarded G reen function is

de�ned as

G (t)= �ih0j[X (t);X (0)]j0i�(t); (20)
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where X (t) = exp(iH t)X exp(�iH t),j0i is the ground

state.TheFouriertransform oftheG reen function reads

G (!) =

Z + 1

� 1

dtG (t)exp(i!t) (21)

=
X

n

jhnjX j0ij
2

�
1

! �(E n �E 0)+ i0+
(22)

�
1

! + (E n �E 0)+ i0+

�

:

W e have denoted the eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian by

jni with eigen energies E n, i.e. H jni = E njni. W e

�ll focus on the com putation of the spectral weights

Jn := jhnjX j0ij
2
. They can be found trivially after the

transform ation since then the eigen statesarethe states

with a given num berofbosons

j0i = U (1 )j0i0 (23a)

jni = U (1 )jni0 (23b)

= U (1 )
1

n!
a
yn
j0i0 : (23c)

So we need the transform ed observable X (l) =

U y(l)X U (l)which satis�esthesam e
ow equation asthe

Ham iltonian

@lX (l)= [�(l);X (l)] (24)

with initialcondition X (0)= (�=
p
2)(ay+ a).Hereagain,

an in�nitehierarchy ofterm sappearswhen X (l)iscom -

m uted with �(l). W e willrestrictthe calculation to the

lowestnon-trivialtruncation schem e

X (l)= �1;0(l)
�
a
y + a

�
+ �1;1(l)

�

a
y2
a+ a

y
a
2
�

+ �3;0(l)

�

a
y3 + a

3

�

: (25)

The 
ow equationsofthe � coe�cientsarefound to be

@l�1;0 = �2[� 2;0(�1;0 + �1;1 + 3�3;0) (26a)

+ 3�2;1�3;0 + 12�4;0�3;0]

@l�1;1 = �2[� 2;0(2�1;1 + 3�3;0)] (26b)

�3[� 2;1(�1;0 + 2�1;1 + 6�3;0)+ 12�4;0�3;0]

@l�3;0 = �2� 2;0�1;1 + �2;1�1;0 (26c)

�4� 4;0(�1;0 + 3�1;1):

Note that this set ofequations is linear in the � coef-

�cients since the coe�cients in the generatorare deter-

m ined from the
ow oftheHam iltonian.So forthecom -

putation ofthe observables the g coe�cients are given

and only a linear set of di�erentialequations, though

with non-constantcoe�cients,hasto be solved.

The�rstthreeJ coe�cientscan beobtained from (26);

they read J1 = �21;0(1 ),J2 = 0 dueto theidenticalpar-

ity ofthe j0i and j2i states,and J3 = 6�23;0(1 ). The

parity of the states in real-space representation is ex-

pressed in second quantization by thefactthattheboson

num ber is changed only by m ultiples oftwo. In Fig.5,

theresultsobtained in thisway,fortheM K U generator,

are com pared to the num erically exact ones. The rela-

tive errorss1=3 =

h

J1=3 �J
(ex)

1=3

i

=J
(ex)

1=3
are plotted. For
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FIG .5:Relative errorss1 and s3 ofthe CUT calculation for

the spectralweights J1 and J3 (see text) for four variation

schem esbased on the M K U-generator.

� = 10,the errorin J1 isofthe orderofa few tenth of

a percent.The erroron J3 isabout10% .Note thatthe

weightJ1 (J
(ex)

1 (� = 10)= 1:297�10� 1)dom inatesand

that the weight ofJ3 (J
(ex)

3 (� = 10) = 3:469� 10� 4) is

sm aller by m ore than two orders ofm agnitude so that

the errors on the absolute scale are equally sm all. W e

attribute the relatively large deviationsin J3 to the low

orderofthe truncation schem e used forthe observables

and forthe Ham iltonian where no three-particle energy

wasincluded.

ForthePQ O ,therelativeerrorsofthecom putation of

the spectralweightsaregiven in TableIIIforM K U and

W generators.The exactvaluesforthe spectralweights

areJ
(ex)

1 = 0:521and J
(ex)

3 = 0:00152,showingthateven

for the PQ O the lowest excited state has m ost of the

spectralweight.

It is very interesting to com pare the various varia-

tional schem es. The result from the energies is con-

�rm ed.The by farbestresultisobtained from the vari-

ation oftherenorm alized ground stateenergy.Thisfact

strongly suggeststo adoptthisschem ealso in m orecom -

plex situations. The variation ofthe bare ground state

energy,equivalenttotheCUT treatm entaround theself-

consistentm ean-�eld calculation,yieldsalso satisfactory
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10
3
s1 10s3

W -VAR-g
(B )

0;0 2.77 -1.99

W -VAR-g
(R )

0;0 2.02 -1.00

W -VAR-g
(B )

0;1 3.58 -1.15

W -VAR-g
(R )

0;1 3.96 -1.24

M K U-VAR-g
(B )

0;0 3.71 -2.94

M K U-VAR-g
(R )

0;0 2.12 -1.23

M K U-VAR-g
(B )

0;1 3.17 -1.46

M K U-VAR-g
(R )

0;1 4.06 -1.80

TABLE III:Relative errors s1 and s3 of the CUT calcula-

tion for the spectralweights J1 and J3 ofthe PQ O for four

variation schem esbased on the W and M K U generators.

results.Itiseasierto realizewhich m ay becom eessential

forextended system s.Finally,letusnotethatboth gen-

eratorsgiveresultswhich aresim ilar,aswasalready the

caseforthe spectrum .W egner’sgeneratorworksa little

betterforthespectralweightsthan theM K U generator,

whereasitwasthe inverseforthe spectrum .

IV . EX T EN D ED T R U N C A T IO N SC H EM ES

In thissection,weonly considerthePQ O ofEq.(9)to

keep thepresentation concise.Thequestion investigated

ishow thetruncation schem eused sofarcan beextended

to im prove the results for the spectrum in a system ati-

cally controlled fashion. For sim plicity,we stick to the

M K U-generator.

A . Structure ofthe Flow Equations

Using theM K U-generator,theHam iltonian retainsits

band structureduringthe
ow sothatnoterm schanging

the boson num ber by m ore than four arise. Hence the

generalisation ofEq.(12)reads

H =

h

g0;iM i+ g2;ia
y2
M i+ g2;iM ia

2
(27)

+ g4;ia
y4
M i+ g4;iM ia

4
i

;

wheresum m ation overtherepeated index ifrom 0 to 1

isunderstood.Thesam econvention isused in thesequel

unless upper bounds for the indices are explicitly dis-

cussed. The operatorM i = ay
i
a
i
appearing in Eq.(27)

isthe norm al-ordered form ofthe ith powerofthe num -

ber operatorQ = aya. In W egner’sschem e the 
owing

Ham iltonian would contain term screating ordestroying

anyeven num beroftheexcitations.TheM K U generator

isgiven by

�M K U = g2;ia
y2
M i�g 2;iM ia

2
+ g4;ia

y4
M i�g 4;iM ia

4
:

(28)

The
ow equationsarefound by com m uting �M K U with

H . The derivation ofthese equationsisincluded in Ap-

pendix B where also the relations needed for W egner’s

schem e are given. The 
ow equations have the general

form

@lg0;k = �

h

�
0;2;2

k;i;j
g2;ig2;j + �

0;4;4

k;i;j
g4;ig4;j

i

(29a)

@lg2;k = �

h

�
2;0;2

k;i;j
g0;ig2;j + �

2;2;4

k;i;j
g2;ig4;j

i

: (29b)

@lg4;k = �

h

�
4;0;4

k;i;j
g0;ig4;j

i

(29c)

Letusforexam pleconsidertheg0’swhich appearin the

partofthe Ham iltonian conserving the num berofexci-

tations.They arerenorm alized only by thecom m utation

ofoneoperatorcreating n = 2 (4,resp.) excitationsand

ofone operatordestroying n = 2 (4,resp.) excitations.

B . Truncation Schem es

In the num ericalintegration ofthe di�erentialequa-

tions,wecan keep only a �nitenum berofcouplings.W e

denote by m 0,m 2 and m 4 the num ber ofg0,g2 and g4
couplings kept. For the g0 couplings,this m eans that

wekeep thecouplingsg0;0;:::;g0;m 0� 1.W ewillcallthe

truncation schem ede�ned by thethreenum bersm 0,m 2

and m 4 the \(m 0;m 2;m 4) schem e". For exam ple,the

truncation schem e used in Sect. IIIC 1 is the (3;2;1)

schem e.

O ne question arising is how to choose the trunca-

tion schem e. This is a very di�cult question which to

our knowledge has no generalanswer. Starting from a

Ham iltonian oftheform (m 0;m 2;m 4)and com m uting it

oncewith thecorresponding M K U-generator,new term s

are generated which belong to the (m ax[2m 2;2(m 4 +

1)];m ax[m 0 + m 2 �2;m 2 + m 4];m 0 + m 4 �2) schem e.

Startingfrom theinitial(3;2;1)schem e,forinstance,the

following schem esaregenerated

(3;2;1)! (4;3;2)! (6;5;4)

! (10;9;8)! (18;17;16)! ::: (30)

These schem esareallofthe type (N ;N �1;N �2).So

we decide to considerthe schem esofthis fam ily. Addi-

tionally,the term softhisfam ily have the nice property

thatin each classchanging the num berofexcitationsQ

by 0,2 or 4 the m axim um num ber ofcreation and an-

nihilation operatorsisequalto 2(N �1)= 2(m 0 �1)=

2+ 2(m 2 �1)= 4+ 2(m 4 �1).

C . R esults

W e have checked that including m ore term s in the

Ham iltonian,i.e.,increasing N in the (N ;N �1;N �2)

schem e,resultsin a continuously im proved accuracy for

the low-lying energy levels. In Fig.6 we illustrate re-

sults for the ground-state energy on passing from the
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schem e (4;3;2) to the schem e (8;7;6). For both trun-

cation schem es,the ground-state energy is plotted as a

function of the param eter � (see Sec.III). Clearly, a

plateau behaviourdevelopsaround a value of� sm aller

than 1.Notein particularthatthem agnitudeofthescale

on which the ground state energy changes is shrinking

strikingly from the (4;3;2)to the (8;7;6)schem e. This

�nding agrees perfectly with our previous argum ent on

the independence ofan exact calculation on the start-

ing point,see Sect.IIIB. Hence an im proved calcula-

tion should approach thisindependence gradually. This

m eans that the dependence ofthe quantities com puted

decreasesas the accuracy ofthe calculationalschem s is

enhanced.Thisisexactly whatwecan observe.Thefact

thatvaluesof� below 1 are preferred isplausible. The

X 4 partofthe potentialsqueezesthe eigen statesm ore

than doesthe harm onicpotential.

(4; 3; 2)

g

(0)

0

(�) 2 [0:367; 0:368℄

�

1.51.00.50

(8; 7; 6)

g

(0)

0

(�) 2 [0:36760693; 0:36760701℄

�

1.20.80.40

FIG .6: G round state energy ofthe PQ O as a function of

� for the two schem es(4;3;2) and (8;7;6). The dashed line

representsthe exactground state energy.

Fig.6 showsalso anotherfeature.Theresultsdeterio-

rateif� becom estoo big.In fact,the
owseven diverge

above som e criticalvalue of�. For the (4;3;2)schem e

this value is �c ’ 1:52 and for the (8;7;6) schem e it

is �c ’ 1:21. These divergences originate in the error

induced by the truncation ofthe 
ow equations. The

valuesof�c decreaseon increasing N .Forthevalueswe

investigated (up to 25)the valuesof�c rem ained �nite.

Theseresultssuggestthatthereisno uniform conver-

gence as the lim it N ! 1 is taken. For any practical

calculation,however,this is no serious lim itation since

the valuesofN cannotbechosen very large.In particu-

larin spatially extended system s,N = 3 or4 willbethe

m axim um which can be treated.

V . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In thisarticle,wepresented a detailed investigation of

thequantum quarticoscillatorby perturbativeand non-

perturbative,renorm alizingtreatm ents.W eapplied con-

tinuous unitary transform ations to determ ine the spec-

trum as wellas the spectralweights ofthe quartic os-

cillator. This m odelserved as the sim plest interacting

quantum m odel. So the m ethod could be illustrated in

a sim ple and transparentsetting. The calculationspre-

sented m ay guide future investigations ofspatially ex-

tended system slike,forinstance,interacting spin waves

in quantum antiferrom agnets.

W edem onstrated thatitisrewardingtoallytheCUTs

with a variationalprinciple.Thereby,an optim um refer-

encestatecan bechosen with respecttowhich theneces-

sary truncationsintroduceonly very sm allerrors.Itisto

beexpected thatthisisalso trueforotherrenorm alizing

schem es.

In the CUT treatm entpresented tracing only six cou-

plings achieved a rem arkable accuracy. W ithout a rea-

sonably chosen reference state,however,the CUT pro-

cedure does not succeed. Inform ation on the spectral

weights com plem ents the inform ation needed for the

G reen functions. O nly little additionale�ort is needed

to obtain the required coe�cients.

W e com pared two generator schem es (W egner (W ),

Eq.(2)and M ielke-K netter-Uhrig(M K U),Eq.(4)).The

W generatorsalwayslead toa�xed pointwhiletheM K U

generatorsm ay failto converge. But the W generators

are stopped by degeneracies so that no signi�cant sim -

pli�cation is reached. The M K U generators are easier

to write down and to im plem ent than the W genera-

tors.In theirperform ancethey aresim ilarforthe quar-

ticoscillator.FortheenergiestheM K U isslightly better

than the W generator.Forthe spectralweightsitisthe

inverse. The experience with m ore com plex,extended

system s18,19 indicates that the M K U generator is very

powerfulifthe energy eigenvalues are sorted in ascend-

ing orderofthe particlenum berQ .

Finally,we discussed how the truncation schem e for

the continuous unitary transform ation can be extended

to im prove the accuracy ofthe approach in a system at-

ically controlled way. O ur results show that this is in-

deed possible.Although no uniform convergencecan be

expected the description ofthe low-lying states can be

gradually im proved by keeping m oreterm sin the 
ow.

Ideally,our presentation willserve as seed for future

investigationsofm orecom plex system sby the approach

discussed here.
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A P P EN D IX A :P R O O F O F C O N V ER G EN C E O F

W EG N ER ’S FLO W FO R IN FIN IT E M A T R IC ES

The proofofconvergencegiven in Ref.1 isonly valid

for �nite m atrices since it m akes use ofthe invariance

ofthe trace ofH 2(l) in the 
ow. But the trace is not

generally de�ned for in�nite system s. So the proofas

given in Ref.1 worksforthe two-levelsystem (5a),but

it does not work for the bosonic oscillator (5b) whose

eigenvaluesgrow liken.

Buttheproofcan beslightly m odi�ed so thatitworks

for in�nite m atrices as well. The idea is inspired from

statisticalm echanics. A regularization is needed which

m akes the higher lying eigen values contribute less. To

thisend,onecan study exp(��H (l))instead ofH foran

arbitrary but�xed � > 0.Since exp(��H )and H com -

m utethereisa certain basisin which both arediagonal.

So theaim isto diagonalizeexp(��H (l))which guaran-

teesthediagonality ofH up to possibledegeneracies.

The generatorism odi�ed

��(l)=
1

�2

�
exp(��H (l))

�
�
d
;exp(��H (l))

�
�
nd

�
: (A1)

Then W egner’s proofcan be used with H replaced by

exp(��H ).Thedivisionby� 2 in � onlychangesthescale

ofl. But it is usefulsince it ensures lim �! 0 �� = �W .

Thus one recovers in this \high-tem perature" lim it the

generatorproposed by W egner.Hence the
ow equation

@lexp(��H (l)) = [� �(l);exp(��H (l))]can be reduced

to the usualone @lH (l) = [�W (l);H (l)]because it does

notm atterwhethertheunitary transform ation isapplied

to the whole function orto itsargum ent.

So theuseof� > 0 servesonly to induceconvergence.

For� ! 0allstatesoftheHilbertspacem atterasbefore.

A P P EN D IX B :FLO W EQ U A T IO N S

1. B asic R elation for C om m utators ofB osonic

O perators

The com putation of the com m utator of the genera-

tor with the Ham iltonian or the observables basically

involves com m utators [a
n
;ay

p
]. It su�ces to consider

n 6 p sinceifn > p,onecan usethe relation [a
n
;ay

p
]=

[a
p
;ay

n
]
y
. Such a com m utator is com puted using basic

couting argum ents,and one�nds(M i = ay
i
a
i
)

h

a
n
;a

yp
i

= a
yp� n

X

c> 1

�
c!C c

nC
c
p

�
M n� c; (B1)

C p
n = n!=[p!(n �p)!]being the usualbinom ialcoe�cient

for p 6 n, and being 0 otherwise. The sum in (B1)

is perform ed overthe num ber c ofcontracted a and ay

operators.

2. D erivation ofthe Flow Equations

Heretheevaluation ofthecom m utatorofthegenerator

with the Ham iltonian is addressed. Note thatfor W eg-

ner’sgeneratorthe�rsttask istocom putethegenerator,

given by the com m utator oftwo parts ofthe Ham ilto-

nian. Asthe com putation of�W isqualitatively notdif-

ferentfrom thecom putation of[�;H ]wewillnotdiscuss

ithere but focus on the M K U-generator. W e willhow-

everusenotationswhich arem oregeneralthan the ones

used in them ain text,and thatareeasily transferableto

W egner’sgenerator.

The
owing Ham iltonian hasthe form

H = H 0 +
X

k= 2;4

�
H

+

k
+ H

�

k

�
; (B2)

with H
�

k
=
�
H

+

k

�y
and

H 0 =
X

i2N

g0;iM i and H
+

k
=
X

i2N

gk;ia
yk
M i: (B3)

For W egner’s generator,the sum over k in (B2) would

extend over allnon-negative even integers. The M K U

generatorsim ply reads

�M K U =
X

k= 2;4

�
�
+

k
��

�

k

�
=

X

k= 2;4

�
H

+

k
�H

�

k

�
; (B4)

from which onededucesthe 
ow equations

@lH 0 = 2
��
H

+

2 ;H
�

2

�
+
�
H

+

4 ;H
�

4

��
(B5a)

@lH
+

2 =
�
H

+

2 ;H 0

�
+ 2

�
H

+

4 ;H
�

2

�
(B5b)

@lH
+

4 =
�
H

+

4 ;H 0

�
: (B5c)

Asan exam ple,letusnow outline the com putation of

the com m utator[H +
p ;H

�
n ]forn 6 p.Itisequalto

X

i0;i00

gp;i0gn;i00

h

a
yp
M i0;M i00a

n
i

(B6a)

= a
yp� n

X

i0;i00

gp;i0gn;i00
X

c

A
p;n

i0;i00;c
M i0+ i00+ n� c (B6b)

= a
yp� n

X

i

M i

�

0

@
X

i0;c

A
p;n

i0;i� i0� n+ c;c
gp;i0gn;i� i0� n+ c

1

A ; (B6c)
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wherewede�ned

A
p;n

i0;i00;c
= c!

�
C
c
i0C

c
i00 �C

c
i0+ pC

c
i00+ n

�
: (B7)

In (B6c),the irunsoverN,butthe sum soveri0 and c

areperform ed on a�nitesetofpositivenum bers,because

C p
n = 0 ifp > n. Note thatby setting n = 0 in (B6c),

oneobtains[H +
p ;H 0]

Collecting everything gives

@lg0;i = 2
X

i0;c

h

A
2;2

i0;i� i0� 2+ c;c
g2;i0g2;i� i0� 2+ c

+ A
4;4

i0;i� i0� 4+ c;c
g4;i0g4;i� i0� 4+ c

i

(B8a)

@lg2;i =
X

i0;c

h

A
2;0

i0;i� i0+ c;c
g2;i0g0;i� i0+ c

+ 2A
4;2

i0;i� i0� 2+ c;c
g4;i0g2;i� i0� 2+ c

i

(B8b)

@lg4;i =
X

i0;c

h

A
4;0

i0;i� i0+ c;c
g4;i0g0;i� i0+ c

i

: (B8c)

The 
ow ofthe observableX (l)can be com puted in the

sam eway.O nehas

X =
X

k22N+ 1

(X +

k
+ X

�

k
); (B9)

with X �

k
=
�
X

+

k

�y
and

X
+

k
=
X

i2N

�k;ia
yk
M i: (B10)

The
ow equationsarefound to be

@lX
+

1
=

�
H

+

2
;X

�

1

�
�
�
H

�

2
;X

+

3

�

+
�
H

+

4 ;X
�
3

�
�
�
H

�
4 ;X

+

5

�
(B11a)

@lX
+

3 =
�
H

+

2 ;X
+

1

�
�
�
H

�

2 ;X
+

5

�

+
�
H

+

4 ;X
�

1

�
�
�
H

�

4 ;X
+

7

�
(B11b)

@lX
+

k> 5
=

�
H

+

2
;X

+

k� 2

�
�
�
H

�

2
;X

+

k+ 2

�

+
�
H

+

4 ;X
+

k� 4

�
�
�
H

�
4 ;X

+

k+ 4

�
: (B11c)

Theseequationscan bewritten in an explicitform ,aswe

did in transform ing (B5)into (B8).Butwe refrain from

doing so, since they would be m ore com plicated than

(B8).Allrelationsneeded to derivethem iscontained in

thisAppendix.
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A particularly drastic illustration ofthisstatem ent isthe

attem ptto derive the spectrum ofthe harm onic oscillator

starting from free particles, even though no truncations

are necessary.Consider H = (P
2
+ �!

2
X

2
)=2 with �!

2

being sm all.O ne m ay try to choose the P
2
term as the

diagonalpartofthe Ham iltonian and the X
2
term asthe

non-diagonalpart.W riting H (l) = [�(l)P
2
+ �(l)X

2
]=2,

itisfound that�W = � 2i��(X P + P X )so thatthe 
ow

equations @l� = 2� 2
� and @l� = � 2� 2

� result.Thus ��

isa constant,and as� ! 0,� ! 1 .O fcourse,thiswasto

be expected since the spectrum ofan harm onic oscillator

is discrete so thatitcannotbe m apped one-to-one to the

continuousspectrum ofP
2
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