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A bstract

W eshow thatintegrability oftheBCS m odelextendsbeyond Richardson’sm odel(where

allCooperpairscatteringshaveequalcoupling)to thatoftherussian dollBCS m odelfor

which thecouplingshavea particularphasedependencethatbreakstim e-reversalsym m e-

try. Thism odelisshown to be integrable using the quantum inverse scattering m ethod,

and the exactsolution isobtained by m eansofthe algebraic Bethe ansatz. The inverse

problem ofexpressing localoperatorsin term softhe globaloperatorsofthe m onodrom y

m atrix is solved. This result is used to �nd a determ inant form ulation ofa correlation

function for
uctuationsin the Cooperpairoccupation num bers. These resultsare used

to undertakeexactnum ericalanalysisforsm allsystem sathalf-�lling.

1 Introduction

Experim entalwork conducted by Ralph,Black and Tinkham [1,2]was successfulin deter-

m ining thediscreteenergy spectra ofalum inium nanograinswith a �xed num berofelectrons.

Their results surprisingly showed rem nants ofsuperconducting behaviour. Signi�cant dif-

ferences between the spectra ofgrainswith even orodd num berofelectrons suggested that

strong pairingcorrelationscharacteristicofsuperconductivity werestillpresent,and quantum


uctuationssigni�cant.TheBardeen,Cooperand Schrie�er(BCS)m odelofsuperconductiv-

ity [3]can be applied in thissituation,butthe usualm ean-�eld approach isnotsuitable for

two reasons:�rstly the num berofelectronsm ustbe�xed,and secondly thestrong quantum


uctuationsdestroy thevalidity oftheassum ption thatoperatorsm ay beaveraged.

Fortunately predictionsfrom Richardson’sm odel,forwhich allscatteringsbetween pairs

are assum ed to have equalcoupling,give an excellent m atch with the experim entalresults

discussed above [4].In particular,thism odelisexactly solvable.The solution wasoriginally

obtained and analysed in the 1960s by Richardson and Sherm an in the context ofnuclear

physics[5,6].Them odelhasalsobeen shown tobeintegrable[7],and byrecastingthisresultin

thecontextofthequantum inversescattering m ethod,thesolution wassubsequently obtained

by m eansofthealgebraic Betheansatzm ethod [8,9].Thelatterapproach hastheadvantage

that it is possible to derive exact expressions for form factors and correlation functions [8,

10,11]. These considerations have already been used to produce severalgeneralisations of

Richardson’s m odel[12{14],and to study other pairing Ham iltonians [15,16]. Reviews on

thesetopicscan befound in [4,11,17].ExactstudiesoftheseBCS m odelsarealso im portant

forstudying pairing correlationsin system sofultracold diluteFerm igases[18].
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Herewestudy therussian dollBCS m odel,aone-param etergeneralisation ofRichardson’s

m odel.Itdi�ersfrom Richardson’sm odelby theinclusion ofphases(indexed by a param eter

�)in thepairscattering couplings,which break tim e-reversalsym m etry.Richardson’sm odel

is reproduced in the lim it as the param eter � is taken to zero. The term inology ‘russian

doll’refersto the russian craftofm aking nested wooden dolls,known asm atryoshka. Inside

each dollone �nds a sm aller version ofthe doll. A russian dollrenorm alisation group 
ow

is one which displays a cyclic nature rather than 
owing to a �xed point. The russian doll

BCS m odelwasproposed in [19]asan exam ple ofa m any-body system exhibiting a russian

dollrenorm alisation group 
ow.In x2,the m odelisshown to beintegrable via the quantum

inverse scattering m ethod and itsexactspectrum isobtained via the algebraic Bethe ansatz

m ethod.O urderivation showsthattheHam iltonian isem bedded in thetransferm atrix asthe

second-orderterm in the expansion aboutan in�nite spectralparam eter. Thisconstruction

is in contrast to the proofofintegrability for Richardson’s m odelgiven in [11]in that the

quasi-classicallim itisnottaken.In thissensethereisno connection between therussian doll

BCS m odeland G audin m agnets(cf.[17]).Thee�ectoftheparam eter� on thespectrum of

the m odelisdiscussed in x3.In particularwe willshow that� in
uencesthedegeneraciesof

theenergy bandsin thestrong coupling lim it.In x4 wesolvetheinverseproblem .Thisresult

is used in x5 to obtain an exact form ula for a superconducting pairing correlation function.

Num ericalanalysis ofour results show that the ground state ofthe m odelis qualitatively

independentof� in term s ofthe 
uctuations in Cooperpair num berfor the single particle

energy levels.Increasing � doeshoweverlead to a quantitativesuppression ofthe
uctuations

acrossalllevels.O urconclusionsare given in x6.

2 Integrability of the russian doll B C S m odel and its exact

solution

Thephysicalpropertiesofa m etallicnanograin with pairing interactionsaredescribed by the

BCS Ham iltonian [4]

H BCS =

LX

j= 1

"jnj�

LX

j;k= 1

g
jk
c
y

k+
c
y

k�
c
j�
c
j+
: (1)

Here,j= 1;:::;L labelsa shellofdoubly degeneratesingleparticleenergy levelswith energies

"j,and nj = c
y

j+
c
j+

+ c
y

j�
c
j�

is the ferm ion num ber operator for levelj. The operators

c
j�
;c

y

j�
are theannihilation and creation operatorsfortheferm ionsatlevelj.Thelabels�

referto pairsoftim e-reversed states.

An im portant aspect of the Ham iltonian (1) is the blocking e�ect. For any unpaired

ferm ion atlevelj the action ofthe pairing interaction iszero since only paired ferm ionsare

scattered. Thism eansthatthe Hilbertspace can be decoupled into a productofpaired and

unpaired ferm ion statesin which theaction oftheHam iltonian on thespacefortheunpaired

ferm ions is autom atically diagonalin the naturalbasis. In view ofthe blocking e�ect,it is

convenientto introducehard-coreboson operatorsb
j
= c

j�
c
j+
;b
y

j
= c

y

j+
c
y

j�
which satisfy the

relations

(b
y

j
)2 = 0; [b

j
;b

y

k
]= �

jk
(1� 2b

y

j
b
j
); [b

j
;b

k
]= [b

y

j
;b

y

k
]= 0

on the space excluding single particle states. W e also set N
j
= b

y

j
b
j
to be the Cooper pair

num beroperator for the jth level. In this setting the hard-core boson operators realise the
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su(2)algebra in the pseudo-spin representation,through the identi�cation

S
� = b; S

+ = b
y
; S

z =
1

2
(2N � I): (2)

Thepseudo-spin operatorssatisfy thefollowing com m utation relations:

[Sz;S� ]= � S
�
; [S+ ;S� ]= 2Sz: (3)

It is now wellknown that the Ham iltonian (1) can be solved exactly in the case when

gjk = g is constant for all1 � j;k � L. This is referred to as Richardson’s m odel. The

solution was obtained in [5]. It was subsequently shown that the m odelis also integrable

through an explicit construction for a set ofconserved operators [7]. Both ofthese results

can be obtained from the form ulation ofthe m odelthrough the quantum inverse scattering

m ethod [8,9].Here we willadoptthisapproach to establish thatthere existsa m ore general

m anifold ofintegrability.W e willshow thatthe following Ham iltonian

H R D = 2

LX

j= 1

"jN j � g

LX

j< k

(ei�b
y

k
b
j
+ e

� i�
b
y

j
b
k
) (4)

is integrable forarbitrary values of�. Thism odelincludesRichardson’s m odelin the lim it

� ! 0,up totheaddition ofam ultipleoftheu(1)operatorN =
P

L

j= 1
N j forthetotalnum ber

ofCooperpairs.Itcoincideswith therussian dollBCS m odelrecently studied in [19].

To establish the integrability of(4),we begin with the R-m atrix R(u)that satis�es the

Yang{Baxterequation

R 12(u � v)R 13(u)R 23(v)= R 23(v)R 13(u)R 12(u � v); (5)

and hasthe form [20,21]

R(u) =
1

u + i�
(uI
 I+ i�P )

=

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 b(u) c(u) 0

0 c(u) b(u) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
A
; (6)

whereb(u)= u=(u + i�),c(u)= �=(u + i�)and � istaken to bean arbitrary realparam eter.

Above,P istheperm utation operator.Itsatis�es

P (x 
 y)= y
 x

forallvectorsx and y.An im portantproperty oftheR-m atrix thatwillbeexploited lateris

thatitsatis�esthe unitarity condition

R(u)R(� u)= I
 I: (7)

TheR-m atrix isgl(2)-invariantin that

[R(u);g
 g]= 0 (8)
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where g isany 2� 2 m atrix. W e introduce the Lax operatorL(u)in term softhe su(2)Lie

algebra with generatorsSz and S� [22,23],

L(u)=
1

u + i�

 

uI+ i�(Sz + I=2) i�S�

i�S+ uI+ i�(I=2� Sz)

!

; (9)

subjectto thecom m utation relations(3).Then thefollowing holds:

R 12(u � v)L1(u)L2(v)= L2(v)L1(u)R 12(u � v): (10)

W hen the su(2) algebra takes the spin 1=2 representation (2) the resulting L-operator is

equivalentto thatgiven by the R-m atrix (6).

W e take g = exp(� i��) with � = diag(1;� 1)and use (9) to constructthe m onodrom y

m atrix

T(u) = g0L0L(u � "L)� � � L02(u � "2)L01(u � "1)

=

�
A(u) B (u)

C (u) D (u)

�

:

Above,0 labels the auxiliary space,while the tensor com ponents ofthe physicalspace are

labelled 1;:::;L.ThustheentriesA(u);B (u);C (u);D (u)ofT(u)areelem entsoftheL-fold

tensoralgebra ofsu(2).Asa consequence of(8)and (10)we have therelation

R 12(u � v)T1(u)T2(v)= T2(v)T1(u)R 12(u � v): (11)

W e nextde�nethe transferm atrix

t(u) = tr0T(u)

= A(u)+ D (u):

Here,tr0 denotes the trace taken over the auxiliary space. Itcan be shown using (11) that

the transferm atrix t(u)generatesa one-param eterfam ily ofcom m uting operators,viz.

[t(u);t(v)]= 0 8u;v 2 C:

Nextwespecialisetherepresentation ofthesu(2)algebra to thatgiven by (2).Following the

m ethod ofthe algebraic Bethe ansatz (see forexam ple [11])we can deduce thatthe transfer

m atrix eigenvaluesare

�(u)= exp(� i�)

LY

k= 1

u � "k

u � "k + i�

NY

j= 1

u � vj + 3i�=2

u � vj + i�=2
+ exp(i�)

NY

j= 1

u � vj � i�=2

u � vj + i�=2

subjectto theconstraintsofthe Bethe ansatz equations

exp(� 2i�)

LY

k= 1

vi� "k � i�=2

vi� "k + i�=2
=

NY

j6= i

vi� vj � i�

vi� vj + i�
: (12)
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Itisconvenientto de�nean equivalenttransferm atrix

~t(u)=

 
LY

k= 1

u � "k + i�

u � "k + i�=2

!

t(u);

which haseigenvalues

~�(u)= ~a(u)

NY

j= 1

u � vj + 3i�=2

u � vj + i�=2
+ ~d(u)

NY

j= 1

u � vj � i�=2

u � vj + i�=2

where

~a(u) = exp(� i�)

LY

k= 1

u � "k

u � "k + i�=2
(13)

~d(u) = exp(i�)

LY

k= 1

u � "k + i�

u � "k + i�=2
: (14)

Analogously we de�ne

~A(u)=

 
LY

k= 1

u � "k + i�

u � "k + i�=2

!

A(u)

and sim ilarly for ~B (u); ~C (u)and ~D (u).

A seriesexpansion for~t(u)yieldsa setofm utually com m uting operators.Herewechoose

to expand aboutthe pointatin�nity:

~t(u)=

1X

k= 0

~t(k)u� k

such that

[~t(k);~t(l)]= 0 8k;l:

Itisstraightforward to deducetheleading term s:

~t(u)� 2cos(�)

 

I+ �u
� 1tan(�)(N � L=2)�

i�2u� 2

2
tan(�)(N � L=2)

+ �u
� 2tan(�)

"
LX

i= 1

"iN i�
1

2

LX

i= 1

"i

#

� �
2
u
� 2

�
1

2
(N � L=2)2 �

L

8
+

1

2cos(�)

LX

j< k

(ei�b
y

k
b
j
+ e

� i�
b
y

j
b
k
)

�!

: (15)

Expanding ~�(u)in powersofu � 1 we �nd

~�(u) � 2cos(�)

�

1+ �u
� 1tan(�)(N � L=2)�

i�2u� 2

2
tan(�)(N � L=2)

+ �u
� 2tan(�)

"
NX

i= 1

vi�
1

2

LX

i= 1

"i

#

� �
2
u
� 2

�
1

2
(N � L=2)2 �

N

2
�
L

8

��

:
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Com paringthisexpression with theexpansion (15)weim m ediately seethattheexactsolution

fortheenergiesoftheHam iltonian (4)with g = �=sin(�)is

E = 2

NX

j= 1

vj + gN cos(�);

wherethe fvjg aresolutionsto (12).M aking thechange ofvariable

� ! ��

and taking the lim it� ! 0 thisreproducesthe known exactsolution [5],given that

LX

j= 1

b
y

j
b
j
= N :

Asa setofconserved operatorsfortheHam iltonian (4)wetakeft("k):k = 1;:::;Lg,which

naturally generalisethoseof[7],and arisein thesolution oftheinverseproblem below.These

operatorsclearly satisfy

[H R D ;t("k)]= [t("l);t("k)]= 0; 8k;l= 1;:::;L:

Hence the above construction showsthatthe russian dollBCS m odelisboth integrable and

exactly solvable.

W e note thatthe unitary tim e-reversaltransform ation of(4)isequivalentto the change

ofvariable � ! � � with g and each "j �xed. Itiseasily seen thatthe change � ! � � and

� ! � � leavesg,E and each ofthe Bethe ansatz equations(12)invariant.W e m ention also

thatin the above the single particle energies"j are entirely arbitrary.In particular,itisnot

necessary to have "j < "k forj< k.

3 Energy spectrum

To study the behaviourofthe spectrum of(4)as� variesbetween 0 and �=2,we solved the

Bethe ansatz equations(12)forthepicketfencem odelin which theenergy levelsareequally

spaced,thatis"j = j� (L + 1)=2.W ith thisconvention theFerm ileveliszero fora system at

half-�lling. The blocking e�ectsim pli�esthe calculation ofthe energy ofthe excited states,

since a state consisting ofsay N 0Cooperpairsand two free electronsblocking levelsm and

n hasenergy

E = 2

N 0

X

j= 1

vj+ gN
0cos(�)+ "m + "n

wherethe fvg � fv1;:::;vN 0g satisfy thefollowing Bethe ansatz equations

exp(� 2i�)

LY

k= 1

k6= m ;n

vj� "k � i�=2

vj� "k + i�=2
=

N 0

Y

l6= j

vj� vl� i�

vj� vl+ i�
:

For a �xed num ber ofparticles the excitations ofthe m odel(4) are classi�ed according

to the initialdistribution ofthe Cooper pairs and blocked energy levels at g = 0,thereby
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suggesting the initialcon�guration ofthe Bethe ansatz roots.Forexam ple,a solution ofthe

Betheansatzequationsfortheground stateathalf-�lling isfound using theinitialconditions

vj = "j ; j= 1;:::;L=2,whereasan excited state form ed by prom oting a Cooperpairabove

the Ferm ilevelis obtained from the initialconditions vj = "j ; j = 1;:::;(L� 2)=2 and

vL=2 = "(L+ 2)=2.

W esolved theBetheansatzequationsiteratively starting with each possiblecon�guration

oftherootsatg = 0 and � = 0.Using thism ethod wecalculated theexcited state spectrum

fora m odelwith threeCooperpairsathalf-�lling (L = 6),a totalof141 statesiftheparticle-

hole sym m etry is nottaken into account. Figure 1 showsthe energy levels as a function of

the coupling g for three di�erentvalues of�. For sm all� and large coupling g,the energy

levelsform narrow,well-separated bandsin agreem entwith theresultsofRichardson’sm odel

(e.g.see[24]).As� increasestheenergy levelsm ove,theoriginalbandssplitapart,and new

bandsareform ed.Throughout,thegap between theground state energy and the�rstgroup

ofexcited statesrem ains,though itdecreasesas� increases.Thereisalso a setofstatesfor

which the energy ofeach state does not depend on �. These are the states that consist of

oneCooperpairand alllevelsapartfrom levelsland m areblocked.ThesingleBetheansatz

equation hastwo solutions:

2v� = "l+ "m �

�

g
2 + ("l� "m )

2

�1=2
� gcos(�):

Consequently the energy forthisstate is

E � = "l+ "m �

�

g
2 + ("l� "m )

2

�1=2
+
X

i2B

"i;

whereB indexesthe setofblocked energy levels.

Despite the factthatthe Bethe ansatz equationshave to besolved num erically to obtain

the rootpositionsfornonzero valuesofg,G audin [25]and Sierra etal.[26]have m ade som e

conjectures as to the behaviour ofthe BCS roots at very large g for Richardson’s m odel.

Num ericalstudiesindicatethatasg increasessom eoftherootsform com plex conjugatepairs

in a com plicated pattern which m ay involve rootsform ing pairs,splitting apart,and form ing

new pairs,orcom plex conjugatepairsseparating and becom ing independentrealrootsagain.

The rootbehaviourofthe ground state ofa m odelwith an even num berofCooperpairsis

very sim ple: allroots form com plex conjugate pairs and becom e in�nite at large coupling.

For an odd num ber ofCooper pairs the roots behave in the sam e way apart from the root

initially closestto theFerm ilevel,which rem ains�nite.G enerally m ostrootstend to in�nity

at very large g whetherornotthey have form ed a com plex conjugate pair. The num berof

the rem aining �nite rootscan be thoughtofasthe num berofelem entary excitations ofthe

excited state.Thereisa form ula dueto G audin [25]thatpredictsthe num berofstateswith

a particularnum berof�nite rootsatg = 1 ,and an algorithm due to Sierra etal.[26]that

m atches the initialcon�guration ofroots(ordistribution ofCooperpairsover the available

energy levels)to a �nalstate.

Itisclearfrom thesplitting oftheenergy bandsshown in Figure1 thatG audin’sform ula

and the algorithm due to Sierra et al. are notvalid for nonzero �. In fact the russian doll

BCS m odelexhibits the sam e generalroot behaviour as Richardson’s m odel(as shown in

Figures2a-c)butm any m orerootstend to in�nity asg ! 1 .In each ofthe�guresthelarge

g con�guration ofBethe ansatz roots consists oftwo realroots and one com plex conjugate

7
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Figure 1: The behaviour ofthe energy levels as � is increased. The results shown are for

the picketfence m odelofL = 6 single particle energy levelsathalf-�lling.Asthe coupling g

increases,theenergy levelscoalesce into bands.Variationsin � lead to di�erentdegeneracies

ofthe bands.Note thatin each case theground state isnon-degenerate and thereisno level

crossing between the ground and �rstexcited energy levelasg increases.

pairofroots.For� = 0:01,Figure2a showstherearetwo �niterealroots,in agreem entwith

the algorithm which predictstwo elem entary excitations [26]. At� close to �=2 (see Figure

2c),itappearsthata single realrootrem ains�nite,butupon close exam ination atg � 100,

the rootisseen to bevery slowly diverging.Thusthere are no longerany �niterootsin this

particularcase.

4 Solution ofthe inverse problem

In preparation forthe nextsection we would like to be able to expressany localoperatorin

term softhe elem entsofthe m onodrom y m atrix.Thisisknown asthe inverse problem ,and

itssolution willenabletheform factorsofthelocaloperatorstobedeterm ined.Theresultsof

thissection arethegeneralisation ofthosein [27]to thecasewheretheoperatorg isincluded

in the de�nition ofthem onodrom y and transferm atrices(cf.[8]).

Hereafterwe setR jk � R jk("j � "k)fornotationalease.Firstwe note that

T("j)= R j(j� 1)� � � Rj1P0jgjR jL � � � Rj(j+ 1)

8
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Figure 2: The evolution ofthe realand im aginary partsofthe rootsfvg with increasing g.

Thethreeplotsshown arefor�xed valuesof�.In each casetherootscorrespond totheexcited

stateoftheL = 8 m odelwith N = 4 Cooperpairsand initialconditionsfvg = f"1;"3;"5;"6g.

orequivalently

P0j = R
� 1
j1

� � � R
� 1

j(j� 1)
T("j)R

� 1

j(j+ 1)
� � � R

� 1

jL
g
� 1
j
: (16)

Itisreadily deduced that

t("j)= R j(j� 1)� � � Rj1gjR jL � � � Rj(j+ 1): (17)

Atthispointwe appealto theunitarity condition (7)which allowsusto write

t("j)= R
� 1

(j� 1)j
� � � R

� 1
1j
gjR jL � � � Rj(j+ 1):

De�ning

�jk = R 1kR 2k � � � Rjk;

we then have

t("j)= �� 1
(j� 1)j

gjR jL � � � Rj(j+ 1);

which leadsto the form ula

kY

j= 1

t("j)=

 
kY

j= 1

gj

!

�kL�k(L� 1)� � � �k(k+ 1): (18)

Equation (18)isproved by induction,noting �rstthat

t("1) = g1R 1LR 1(L� 1)� � � R12

= g1�1L�1(L� 1)� � � �12:
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Em ploying equation (18)we �nd

 
k� 1Y

j= 1

t
� 1("j)

!

P0k

 
k� 1Y

j= 1

t("j)

!

= �� 1
(k� 1)k

P0k�(k� 1)k: (19)

Com bining (16)and (17)we have

P0k = R
� 1

k1
� � � R

� 1

k(k� 1)
T("k)t

� 1("k)R k(k� 1)� � � Rk1

from which we obtain the following expression

T("k)t
� 1("k)= �

� 1

(k� 1)k
P0k�(k� 1)k:

Thususing (19)wehave

P0k =

 
k� 1Y

j= 1

t("j)

!

T("k)

 
kY

j= 1

t
� 1("j)

!

: (20)

Finally,since

P0k =

 

N
k

b
k

b
y

k
I� N

k

!

form ula(20)leadstoexpressionsforthelocaloperatorsbk;b
y

k
;N k term softheglobaloperators

A(u);B (u);C (u)and D (u)ofthe algebraic Bethe ansatz.

5 Pair occupation 
uctuations

In this section we use the notation h�i = hfvgj�jfvgi=hfvgjfvgi for any operator � where

jfvgiisa Bethe state associated with the rootsfvg � fv1;:::;vN g.Forthe BCS m odelitis

ofinterest to study the behaviour ofthe correlation function Ck describing the 
uctuations

in the Cooperpairoccupation num bersforeach levelk:

C
2
k = hN

2
ki� hN ki

2

= hI� N kihN ki:

ForRichardson’sm odel(� = 0),thiscorrelation function hasbeen studied in [4,10].

Solving the inverse scattering problem allows the correlator to be expressed in term s of

the form factoroftheglobaloperatorD (u)via

hfvgj1� N kjfvgi= hfvgjD ("k)t
� 1("k)jfvgi:

Fortunately the Slavnov form ula [28](see also [11,22,29]) for the scalar products ofBethe

states leads to explicit determ inant representation for the form factors of the operators

A(u);B (u);C (u) and D (u). W e follow [11],in which the Slavnov form ula is described for
~t(u � i�=2)togetherwith form factorsforthe elem entsofthe associated m onodrom y m atrix

(up to a rescaling of�).W e de�neithere in term softheshifted functions

a(u)= ~a(u � i�=2); d(u)= ~d(u � i�=2)
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where ~a(u)and ~d(u)aregiven by (13)and (14)respectively.

Below both sets ofparam eters fwig and fvig are assum ed to be solutions ofthe Bethe

ansatz equations(12).ThescalarproductsoftheBethe statesare obtained from

hfwgjfvgi=
detF

Q
N

k> l(vk � vl)
Q

N

i< j(wi� wj)
;

whereF isan N � N m atrix with entries

Fij =
i�d(wi)

(vj � wi)

�

a(vj)

NY

k6= i

(vj � wk + i�)� d(vj)

NY

k6= i

(vj � wk � i�)

�

;

unlessfwg = fvg,in which case the diagonalentriesbecom e

Fii = d(vi)

 
NX

l6= i

a(vi)

vi� vl+ i�

NY

k= 1

(vi� vk + i�)+

NX

l6= i

d(vi)

vi� vl� i�

NY

k= 1

(vi� vk � i�)

!

+ d(vi)

 

a
0(vi)

NY

k= 1

(vi� vk + i�)+ d
0(vi)

NY

k= 1

(vi� vk � i�)

!

; (21)

wheretheprim edenotesthederivative.Notethat(21)correctstypographicalerrorsappearing

in equation (46)of[11]. The m atrix elem entsofthe operator ~D (u)were derived in [11]and

read

hfwgj~D (u)jfvgi=
�(u) ~d(u)

Q
N

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q
N

i< j
(wi� wj)

 
NY

i= 1

u � wi� i�=2

u � wi+ i�=2

!

det(F + Q (u))

where

�(u)=

NY

k= 1

u � wk + i�=2

u � vk + i�=2

and

Q ij(u)=
i�d(wi)d(vj)

(u � wi+ i�=2)(u � wi� i�=2)

"

1�
~a(u)

~d(u)

NY

k6= i

u � wk + 3i�=2

u � wk � i�=2

#
NY

l= 1

(vj � vl� i�):

In thelim itu ! "k theterm within thesquarebracketsbecom esequaltounitysince~a("k)= 0,

and the expression for the form factor of the local operator N k between identical Bethe

eigenstatesisalso very sim ple:

hN ki= 1�
det(F + Q ("k))

detF
:

Figure3showsthebehaviourofCk fortheground stateoftheL = 6 system athalf-�lling,

for three values ofthe coupling strength g as the param eter � is increased from justabove

zero to justbelow �=2.
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Figure 3: The correlation function Ck forvariouschoicesof� and the coupling strength g.

Theresultsshown arefortheground stateoftheL = 6 m odelathalf-�lling.In each casethe

distribution ofCk peaksaboutthe Ferm ilevel. For �xed g,increasing values of� suppress

the m agnitudeofCk acrossallsingle particle energies"k.

6 C onclusion

W ehavedem onstrated theintegrability oftherussian dollBCS m odel[19],which generalises

Richardson’sm odelby theinclusion ofphasesin thepairscattering couplings,param eterised

by a variable �. W e have applied the algebraic Bethe ansatz to �nd the exact solution of

them odel,and have also solved theinverse problem forthecom putation ofform factorsand

correlation functions. In particular,an explicitexpression forthe one-pointcorrelator char-

acterising Cooperpairoccupation 
uctuationswasobtained.Analysisofthisresultindicates

thattheground statestructureisqualitatively independentof�,and increasing � suppresses

the 
uctuations across allsingle particle energy levels. O n the other hand,our analysis of

the energy spectrum showsthatthe degeneraciesofthe energy bandsin the strong coupling

lim itisdependenton �. An open problem isto determ ine the extentto which � a�ectsthe

therm odynam icpropertiesofthem odel.Thequantum transferm atrix m ethod and thesolu-

tion ofthe associated nonlinearintegralequationsconstitute powerfultechniquesforexactly

calculating the free energy ofm any integrable system s. These techniques have successfully

been applied to the cases ofthe XXZ m odel[30]and an integrable spin ladder [31]. As we

haveshown thattheHam iltonian isem bedded in thetransferm atrix asthesecond-orderterm

in the seriesexpansion aboutin�nitespectralparam eter,we hopethatourresultsarea �rst

step in form ulating the quantum transferm atrix m ethod forthe russian dollBCS m odel.
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