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W e develop an explicit description of a tin edependent regponse of femm ionic condensates to
perturbations. T he dynam ics of C ooper pairs at tim es shorter than the energy relaxation tin e can
be described by the BCS m odel. W e obtain a general explicit solution for the dynam ics ofthe BC S
m odel. W e also solve a closely related dynam icalproblem { the centralspin m odel, which describesa

Jocalized spin coupled to a \spin ba

". Here, we focus on presenting the solution and describing its

general properties, but also m ention som e applications, eg. to nonstationary pairing in cold Fem i
gases and to the issue of electron spin decoherence in quantum dots. A typical dynam ics of the
BCS and central spin m odels is quasiperiodic w ith a Jarge num ber of frequencies and stable under
an all perturbations. W e show that for certain special initial conditions the num ber of frequencies
decreases and the solution sim pli es. In particular, periodic solutions correspond to the ground

state and excitations of the BC S m odel.

I. NTRODUCTION

R ecent experin ents.;]-J on cold ferm ion pairing in the
vicinity of a Feshbach resonance o er a unigque opportu—
nity to control the strength of pairing interactions be—
tween ferm ions by a magnetic eld. This opens up an
exciting possibility to explore fiindam entally new aspects
ofthe nonequilbriim pairing follow Ing an abrupt change
of the coupling strength.

Interestingly, the dynam icalpairing in this regin e can
be linked to a seem ingly unrelated spin model. The
latter describes the interaction of a localized (central)
soin wih a \spin bath" of environm ental spins. The
central spin m odel has reem erged recently in the con-
text of experin ent£? on electron spin dynam ics due to
the hyper ne interaction with nucli in G aA s quantum
dots. Since single electron quantum dots are now experi
m entally accessiblef, and are considered one of the m ost
prom ising candidates for solid state qubits, i is also in —
portant to understand thee ect ofthis interaction on the
coherence of the electron spin.

In this paper, we present a theory that provides an
accurate description for a range of phenom ena in the dy-
nam icalpairing and centralspin problem s. Aswew illsee
below , there is an intin ate connection betw een these two
problem s that will enable us to treat them on an equal
footing.

The study of the dynam ics of the superconducting
state in metals founded on m icroscopic principles has
begun during the decade Hllow ing the adventf of the
BCS theory (see Ref. & for a review). The sinplest
theory for nonstationary processes in superconductors is
based on,the tin edependent G inzburg-Landau (TDGL)
equation??? for the order parameter (t). The TDGL
approach is valid when quasiparticles are able to reach a
Jocalequilbriim quickly on the characteristic tim e scale
ofthe order param eter variation ( 1 at zero tem —

perature). T his requirem ent usually lim itsthe applicabil-
ity ofthe TD G L theory to situations where m echanisn s
destroying C ooper pairs are e ective, such as a narrow
vicinity of T, or a lJarge concentration ofm agnetic in pu—
rities. g -

An alemative theory?2d is the Boltzm ann kinetic ap—
proach, which describes the dynam ics In term s of a ki~
netic equation for the quasiparticle distrbution finction
coupled to a selfconsistent equation for (t). However,
this scheme is justi ed only when extemal param eters
change slow Iy on the tin e scale.

A spointed out In Ref. :_f]_:, cold ferm ionic gases can be
In a regin e w here the notion ofthe excitation spectrum is
irrelevant and neither TD G L nor the Bolzm ann kinetic
equations are valid. Indeed, In these system s extemal
param eters such as the position of a Feshbach resonance
can change on a time scale o ; , Where is the
quasiparticle energy relaxation tim e. O n the other hand,
the energy relaxation is slow, whilke the lifetin e of the
sam ples is Iim ted. It is therefore desirable to develop
a theory that describes nonstationary pairing e ects in
this regim e.

T he nonequilbrium C ooper pairing at tines t is
non-dissipative and in a translationally invariant system
can be described by the reduced BC S m odel
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Tt is Interesting to note that the use ofthism odel for de—
scribing the dynam ics ofa hom ogeneous superconducting
state in m etals in the non-dissipative regin e, t , has
been justi ed? quite generally starting from nonstation—
ary E liashberg equations.

Here, we are interested in a situation when a system
at zero tem perature is out of an equilbrium at t = O.
T he goal is to determ ine the subsequent evolution of the
Initialstate. In particular, this includes the case when at
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= 0 the coupling constant has been abruptly changed
from ¢° to g.

In the absence of translational nvariance, eg. in a
dirty superconductor or in a nite system , Ham iltonian
{1 1) has to be appropriately generalized®?. First, ket us
discuss the fam iliar case of electron-electron interactions.
If there are no spatial sym m etries, but the tin ereversal
Invariance is preserved, single-particle orbitals ; are de-
generate only with respect to spin. For each orbital 5
there is a pair of states, Jj "1 and jj #i, related by tine
reversal symm etry. T he pairing occurs between tim e re—
versed states, ie
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D eviations of the coupling strength g fiqm ,a constant in
g and j are sm alland sam ple-dependenttIts.

For a two species Fem i system , such as a two—
com ponent m ixture of ferm ionic atom s in a trap, spin
up and down states in C_l-g) have to be identi ed wih
the two specigs of ferm ions. W ith this replacem ent,
argum ent£32419 lading to Ham ittonian (L 2) are valid
in the weak coupling regin e.

Ham ilonian Cl 1) isobtained from Cl .2:) by specializing
to a translationally invariant situation. In thiscase, tine
reversed statesare p "iand j p #i. One can also take
a them odynam ic lin it by taking the num ber of orbial
¥velsto in nity. However, In view of applications where
thee ective numberoflevelsis nite and even sn all (see
below ), we dealw ith the generalH am iltonian {1 2) here.

Rem arkably, the BCS m odel tums out to be closely
related to a m odel descrbing the H eisenberg exchange
Interaction of a single localized spin (the central spin)
w ith a num ber of environm ental spins. T he H am ittonian
reads
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whereK , isthe centralspin, K 4 are environm entalspins,
j are (nonuniform, )L coupling constants, and B represents
them agnetic eldd.

T he central spin m odelhas an interesting history of its
own. For exam ple, i em erged In the studies of electron
spin dynam ics in disordered insulatord? and of coher-
ent spin tunnelling In ferrom agnetic grajns'liz . More re—
cently, it attracted consjdgrable attention as a m odel for
decoherence qf qubir 3292323 | m particular, i can be
used tom odeE%2Y the hyper ne interaction ofa localized
electron spin with nuclear spins and the spin-dependent
Uansport@g. In GaA s quantum dots. In these cases, it
provides an adequate description of soin dynam ics at
tin es shorter than the nuclar soin relaxation tine in
the regin e w here the orbital kevel spacing in the dot is
m uch largerthan the tem perature and typical interaction
energies.

Them ain result ofthis paper is an explicit general so—
Jution forthe dynam icsofthe BC S and centralspoin m od—

els. In particular, we determm ine as functions of tim e the
order param eter  (t) and the expectation value of the
central spin (equations {323) and {324)) aswellas the
dynam ics of the rem aining degrees of freedom for arbi-
trary iniial conditions. H ere, we concentrate on present—
Ing the solution and describing its generalproperties. W e
also m ention several applications to speci c¢ issues such
asnonequilbrium pairing and that ofdecoherence due to
the hyper ne interaction, but leave a detailed discussion
for the future. - -

T he solution isbased on the Jn‘c;egrabJJJi:y'ZMi’l2 ofthe
BCS and central spin m odels. T his in portant property
has been largely underestin ated in part because it was
discovered outside the m ain physical context of these
m odels. Besides, due to the In nite range of Interactions
in Ham itonians {L2) and {1 3), themean el approxi-
m ation is exact??2Y for these m odels i the Iim it of large
num ber ofparticles. In this approxin ation, the BC S and
central spin m odels can be m apped onto a classicalnon-—
linear system (seebelow ). However, whilethemean eld
sin pli es the description of equilbrium properties to an
extent where no advanced techniques are required, it is
the integrability ofthe resulting classical system thatens
ablesusto solve dynam icalproblem s. The BC S solutionf
for the ground state and excitations ofthe BC S m odel is
recovered as a periodic case of the general solution (see
the discussion Hlow ing {2.§) and Section IV)). It is also
Jnterestmg to note that, as we w ill see, m odels Cl q ) and
Cl .3,‘) being In m any respects classical, have distinct ro—
bust features that are preserved w hen the integrability is
destroyed.

TheD ickem odeﬁg that describes an ensemble of two—
Jevelsystem scoupled to abosonicm ode isalso w thin the
scope-ofour construction. In fact, it belongs to the sam e
clas$? of integrable m odels as the BC S and central spin
m odels. The D icke m odel has been recently adoptedﬁo:
to the study of a dynam ical coexistence of atom s and
molecules n cold Fem i gases. In the strong coupling
regin e, it seem s to be an appropriate altemative to the
BC S m odel for these system s.

T he general nonstationary solution of the BCS and
central spin models is n tem s of hyperelliptic fiinc—
tions { multiple variable generalizations of ordinary el
liptic functions. These functions frequently arise as so—
utions of Integralhle equations and have well known an—
alytical propertiett.

W e show that form ost lniial conditions the dynam ics
is quasiperiodic w ith a num ber of independent frequen-—
cies equal to the num ber of degrees of freedom , n, and
evaluate the frequencies in temm s of the integrals ofm o—
tion. T he typicalm otion uniform Iy explores an invariant
torus { an n-din ensional subspace ofthe 2n-din ensional
phase space allow ed by the conservation law s. T hese fea—
tures of the typicalm otion are stable against sm all per—
turbations that destroy integrability.

Further, we dentify certain special values of integrals
ofm otion for which the number of independent frequen-
cies, m , becom es less than the num ber of degrees of free—



dom . For these degenerate cases, we were able to explic—
ik reduce them otion ofthe BC S and centralspin m odels
w ith n degrees of freedom to that of sam e system s w ith
only m degrees of freedom . The solution progressively
sinpli es as the num ber of ndependent frequencies de—
creases. For exam ple, solutions characterized by a sihglke
frequency m = 1), ie. periodic trapctories, are given
by trigonom etric functions; degenerate solutionsw ith two
Independent frequencies m = 2) are given by a combi-
nation of trigonom etric and ellptic functions (see also
Refs. E-]_;,gc_i and the end of Section :ﬂ/" etc.

Periodic solutions m = 1) occupy a special p]aoe
am ong degenerate solutions. A s we show In Section -IV.,
they reproduce the BC S solution forthe ground state and
excitations ofthe BC S m odel.

H ow ever, i should be em phasized that, unlike the gen—
eral solution, degenerate solutions are nonrepresentative
ofthe dynam ics ofthe BC S and central spin m odels and,
w ith the exception of the ground state, are expected to
be unstable.

T he paper is organized as follow s. ITn Section :}Z-!:, weuse
amean eld approxim ation tom ap the BCS and central
spoin m odels onto equivalent classicalm odels. Section :JI-_i
contains an explicit general so]utjon for the dynam ics of
both problem s. In _Section -N., we consider degenerate
solutions. Section -V' discusses som e open problem s and
possbl app]JcatJons of our results.

II. MEAN FIELD APPROXIM ATION

Our starting point is the mean eld approxin ation,
w hich enables the m apping of the BC S and central spin
m odels onto equivalent classical nonlinear system s. W e
also derive the equations ofm otion and describe the re-
lationship between the BC S and central spin m odels.

The discussion ofthemean eld is facilitated by rep—
resenting BC S Ham iltonjan {1.2) in tem s of Anderson
pseudospin-1/2 operator£’.

x 1 X 1
z

Ky 1)

=0 g=0

where n is the num ber of single-particle orbials. P seu—
dospin operators are related to ferm ion creation and an—
nihilation operators via
K?Z= b+ Gyl 1
’ 2 22)
= eyt KD =l

P seudospinsare de ned on unoccupied and doubly occu—
pied pairs of states jj "i and jj #i, where they have all
properties of spin-1/2. Singly occupied pairs of states,

on the other hand, do not participate In pair scattering

and are decoupled from the dynam ics.

Our goal is to detem ine the tin e evolution accord-
ing to Ham iltonian @ .J) of an arbitrary initial distriou—
tion of pseudospins. Themean eld approxim ation con-—
sists In the replacem ent ofthee ective eld seen by each
pseudospin in BC S Ham ittonian @Z]:) w ith its quantum

mechanical average, b5 ) = ( 2 x©; 2 ,©;2 5),
where () isthe BC S gap function
X
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In this approxin ation, each spin evolves in the self-
consistent eld created by other soins
h i

i - (2 4)

Since equations @:4) are linear n K 5, We can take their
quantum m echanical average w ith respect to the tine-
dependent state of the system to obtain

ss=by g by= ( g%k; 9%;24) J=

where s5 () = 2HK 3 (©1i. Evolution equations {_2-.-E} con
serve the square of the average for each spin, ie. s%
const. If spins nitially weremaproductstate@ 2= 1.

N ote from equation C2 .2) the llow ing oon:espondenoe
betw een com ponents of s5 (t) and the nom aland anom a—
Ious K eldysh) G reen functions at coinciding tim es:

Gi® = ihlgr ;€ L= isj®

Fy) = dhigr ;6 ©)= is; (O
E quations {_i _.-E}) were derived!¥ fr phonon supercon-—
ductors w thin the general fram ew ork of nonstationary
E liashberg theory in the collisionless regine t . A
linearized VeI'S:IOI’I of these equations was considered in
Refsi14,27 and 133.

Due to the In nite range of interactions between spins
in 1), themean eld approxination is exact in the
them odynam ic 1im it. Fora system with a nitenumber,
N , ofparticles (spins) we expect, based on an analysis of
leading _ nite size correction? to themean eld, equa-—
tions ) to be accurate for argeN attinest< tN ,
wheret and > OdonotdependonN .

W e see that sy = 21K ;1 have all properties of classical
soins govermed by a H am iltonian
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and usual angular m om entum P oisson brackets. Thus,
the problem reduces to determ ining the tim e evolution
ofn classical spins according to H am itonian Q-;Q) .

The BCS solution for the ground state corresoonds to
the m ninum of {.4) and is cbtained by aligning each



soin in Qq a,ni:para]]elto the eld acting upon it. A
plSJr excitation®?4 (excitation ofthe condensate) of energy
2 (5 Y+ 2,where and |, arethe chem icalpo-
tential and the equilbrium gap respectively, is obtained
by Jipping the spin §. The U (1) symm etry ofthe BCS
orderparam eter isequivalent to the symm etry of {_2-_.-6})
w ith respect to uniform rotationsofall spins around the
z-axis. Due to this symm etry, sopin con gurations that
determm ne the ground state and excitations can rotate
around the z-axisw ith a frequency 2 at no energy cost.
In the presence of a particlkhole symmetry = 0 and

these con gurationsare stationary w ith respect to H am ik

tonian @:6) (see Section :}\-/_': where we recover the BC S
solution as a periodic case ofthe generaltin edependent
solution) .

Next, we tum to the central spin m odel and its rela-
tionship to the BC Sm odel. T he centralspin Ham ifronian
il 3) tums out tobe amemberofan integrable fam iy of
G audin m agnet£3 { n Ham itonians of the om :

A XlOK\q K\j A
Hg=2 — Ké g=0;:::5;n 1 @.7)
=0 q j
where 4 and are arbitrary param eters. A1l Ham ik

tonians I-fq commute with each other and wih the z-
HAq, or arbitrary
jand . The centralspin m odel C_l-.-3 coincidesw ith Hg
in equation {.}) fwechoose ¢ ;= 2= jand =B.
N ote that ifa number of orbitals 5 in E@ 1) are degen—
erate, the m agnitude of their total spin ;= const
conserved b%H am iltonian C_Z;]‘ - In this case one can re-
placeK ; ! - consc K 3 I Ham flronians £.1) and £.7)
and sum over nondegenerate orbitals only. .
Now consider the follow ing linear com bination ofH 4

com ponent of the total spin, L, /

KJJS

1 1
X X i} 2
a=0 a=0

W e see that r = 2=g the expression in the square
brackets coincides w th BC S H am iltonian CZ.],) T here—
fore, for = 2=g, the BCS Ham iltonian comm utes w ith
all® q .a.nd thus belongs to the sam e class of integrable
m odel®£i24 .

In the same way as we did for the BCS model,
we enplby the mean eld approxin ation to derive
classical Ham iltonians that govem the evolution of
sj ) = 21K 5 (i orHam iltonians £.7):

8 %1
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<

(2.8)
J. J

j=0

In particular, the classical counterpart of central spin

?j So jS B % (2 9)

The validity ofthemean eld approxin ation for central
soin model {1.3) is sub fct to sin ilar considerations as
for the BCS m odel (see the second paragraph follow ing
equation @) and also Ref. 20).

T hus, the problem of determ ining the dynam ics of the
BC S and centralspin m odels reduces to solving equatjons
ofm otion forH am itoniansH ¢ andH 5 ¢ g In system @.8)
To obtain solutions ©rBCS {1.2 ) and centralspin {1.3)
m odels, one has to choose

2
= — BCS
g
(2.10)
2 .
= =B centralspin
0 J
H am iltonians C_Z-;é:) P oisson-com m ute w ith eacg other

and w ith the z-com ponent of the totalspin J, /| Hg.
Each Ham iltonian in system @ 8) describes an evo]ut:on
of n spins In an 2n-dim ensional phase space (two an-—
gles for each spin) and hasn integrals ofm otion (the en-
ergy and the rem aining H am iltonians from system @.8)).
T herefore, allH am iltonians £ 8) are classical integrable
m odels.

III. THE SOLUTION

In the previous section we m apped the BCS and cen—
tral spin m odels onto a classical integrable system @ .8).
N evertheless, even though Liouville’s theorem <L guaran-—
tees a form al ntegrability in quadratures of classical in—
tegrable m odels, an explicit solution for the evolution of
the original dynam ical variables is not always possible.
Fortunately, this tums out to be not the case for the
BC S and central spin problem s. For these m odels, as de—
tailed below , we were able to obtain an explicit general
solution of equations ofm otion.

Before we prooceed, ket us discuss generic %atureé? 1 ex—
pected of the dynam ics of a classical integrable m odel
w ih n degrees of freedom . The motion is con ned by
conservation law s to an n-din ensional subspace of the
2n-dim ensional phase space. This subspace (nvariant
torus) is determm ined by initial values of integrals ofm o—
tion and is topologically equivalent to an n-dim ensional
torus. Them otion on the nvariant torus is characterized
by n angle variabls,  and the corresponding angular
frequencies, x(t) = xt+ & (). The frequencies de-
pend only on integrals ofm otion, whilke constants x (0)
are determ ined by initial values of rem aining degrees of
freedom . Since for m ost initial conditions all frequen—
cies i are independent®?, typical tra fctories uniom Iy
explore the entire torus. A 1l these properties are not



a ected by am all perturbations destroying integrability
K oln ogorov-A mold-M oser theoram ).

Now we tum to the solution for the dynam ics of the
BCS and central spin m odels. The solution consists of
two main stegps. The rst one is a change of variables
that casts equations ofm otion into the form ofa known
m athem atical problem . In the second step, we use the
solution of this problem to obtain dynam ical variables
sy (b) = 2HK 5 (B)1 as explicit functions of tim e.

T hechange ofvariables is facilitated by de ninga2 2
m atrix®4 that depends on dynam icalvariables s; and also
on an auxiliary param eter u

A (u) B @)

L= B () A () 3-1)
where m atrix elem ents of L are
x 1 sZ x 1 S.
A )= — B @)= 2 3B2)
u

=0 J =0 J

The eigenvalues of this m atrix, v (), depend on dy-
nam ical variables only through integrals ofm otion { H
and s}

Xt omH, s 2050 )
u oy @ )3 P2 ()
B3)

where we de ned two polynom ials, Q;, (1) and P, )
that w illbe frequently used In subsequent calculations

2Y1 )gn
Q2n (@) @ Ej) (U =1 (34)
j=0 k=0
IYl
Pn @) L o (3.5)
a=0

Note that because L is Hemm itian for realu, its eigen—
valies are real and therefore the polynom ial Q o, () is
positive de nite on the realaxis. W e w ill often refer to
the polynom 2l1Q 5, (U) as the spectral polynom ial.

Follow,ing an algebraic version of variable separation
m ethod 2949 we ntroduce n 1 variablks, W, as zeroes
ofB (u) { one ofthe o -diagonalm atrix elem ents of L.
Variables vy, canonically conjigate to uy, are given by
one of the eigenvalues of matrix L. at u = uj.

Buy)=0 vwyw= A@w) J=1;::n 1 (3.6)

A Ihough we will not use the Ham itton-dJacobim ethod,
we rem ark that variables (u;;v;) separate!? Ham ilton—
Jacobi equations for Ham iltonians (:1228). Since uy are
zeroes of B (U), we can rew rite the m atrix element B ()
as

Q

(¢} )
B(U)ZJ v uj

Ry 1 ()
Py )

.5

(3.7)

)
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T his equation is useful for expressing orighaldynam ical
variables { com ponents of spins sy { through ssparation
variablesuy and J . For exam plk, using equations {_3_.2})
and {3.]), we have

sy = ®sBW=J Rnoli(” (38)
u= 3 Py ( j)
w here the prin e denotes a derivative w ith respect to u.
E quations ofm otion for centralspin Ham itonian {2.9)
In tem s of new variables u; and J can be derived
by evaluating P oisson brackets between the H am iltonian
and m atrix elem ents ofL . W e have

P
B Qon ) 55
U ) Jd

uy = =
Uy g3

(3.9)
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J =1iBs =1J Ry1 0 =5 3
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Sin ilarly, one. 9btajns equations of motion for BCS
Ham iltonian §.4)

P —

21 Q2n (y)
uy =

mej @5 W)

0 1 (3.10)
x 1 7 X1
= o2y @ 42 ushA
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0 =1

Tn equations @:9) and {_3:1:(}) aswellas in the rest of the
paper, w ith no loss ofgenerality, w e shifted param eters 4
In the BCS and central spin H am iltonians by a constant
so that ¢ = 0.

In the rem nder of this section we obtain an ex—
plicit general solution for the expectation value of each
(pseudo)spin, s5(b) = ZhKAj (t)i, as a function of tim e.
In particular, this includes the expectation valie of
the central spin, sp (t), and the BCS gap function,

©=97 ©.

T he solution is based on the observation that, with a
help ofelem entary algebra, equations ofm otion C_§;9I) and
@;1_(1) can be cast Into a form of a known m athem atical
problem . Speci cally, one can rew r:ireequatjons:_(-3_-.}3) and

B.1(J) forvariablksu; as

1 .11
X uy - duy

— = dx;
Q2n W5)

1= 1;::5n 1 3.11)

=1

where the polynom 1210Q 2, (1) isde_ ned in equation :ZB:B) .
To obtain equations ofm otion .1() HrtheBCS Ham i
tonian one has to choose

X* = i(Cj:::;C 2528+ & 1) (3.12)
while for the central soin m odel one has
xT = i (t+ gjii5iG 247G 1) (313)



1 are arbitrary constants.

Di erentjal equations (3.1}]) constitute a weltknown
m athem atical problem called Jacobi’s inversion problem
(see, for exam ple, Ref. Bl- and references theyein). The
solution of equations @.11.) can be expressed®l through
hyperelliptic Abelian functions { m ultiple variable gener—
alizations of ordinary elliptic functions. T hese finctions
are often encountered as solutions of Integrable equa-—
tions and have well known analytical properties. T hey
are also junplem ented In standard m athem atical software
packaged’3.

Riem ann theta function of genus g (In our case

g=n 1) is de ned as the llow ng sum over all g—
din ensional integer vectors
X
®j )= exp i mT m+25m) (3.14)
m2z9
where = 101 and ! and !%areg g m atrices to be

soeci ed below . K lenian -and -functions of genus g
are de ned through the R iem ann theta function a43

®)=Cexpk® @!)1x] @!)*!x]
eh &) (3.15)
&)= ———=
@Xl

In ourcase,theg gmatrices! and (@ atricesofpe-
riods) that appear In the de nition ofhyperellptic func-
tions {_3 14 and 3. 13 ) are

T ul ! du
241 = P
b, Qan @)
(316)
du E x 1
2 x1= k D x+1u

P
b, 4 Qon ), _,

w here contours of integration I g° around branch cuts
of a hyperelliptic curve z(u) = Qo, () as shown on
Fig.1.M atrices ! %and °arealso de ned by equations
B. .16) w ith the replacem ent ofthe contours of integration
b ! hy (seeFig.1). .

The solution®h of di erential equations (3.1}) for ar-
bitrary initial conditions states that functions u, (x) are
zeroes of the follow ing polynom ialofa degreeg=n  1:

lxl
Ry i=u? fi )u* * 317)
k=1
where coe cientsofR, ;1 @;t) are
H &)= x&x+d) kx d)+ & (3.18)

Here vector x is de ned by equations ¥3.12) and '(3.13)
orthe BCS and central spin problem s respectively. T he
argum ent of -finctions in equations 2_3_.1}3) isshifted by a
vector of constants d that has the follow Ing com ponents:
21 ut ! du
di= p—— 1= 1;::5n 1
Eo Q2n @)

(3.19)

G. 1:
E Qon () of genus"y’: g = n 1 showing contours of inte—
gration by and hx wih k= 1;:::;g9. These contours appear
in the de nition of m atrices of periods {3.16) of hyperellip—
tic fiunctions. Contours by go around g = n 1 branch cuts
connecting st 2g = 2n 2 roots E ¢ of the spectral poly—
nom 2l Q 2, (). Integration along the contours is clockw ise.
N ote that since the spectral polynom ial is positively de ned
the branch cuts are parallel to the in agihary axis.

Riem ann,surface of a hyperelliptic curve z @u) =

where E( is one of the roots of the spectral polynom ial
Qon () (== Fig.1 and qua_ltjon Q-;Zl:)). N ote that, ac—
cording to its de nition :_(3_.3), the spectral polynom ial
Q2n @) depends only on integrals of m otion and on pa—
ram eters 5 and o

F inally, constants a, in equations {3.1§) are obtained
from the expansion

U
u ¥n 1
t ko_ 4, ..., 81
= = z_“+ - + it - +0@1) (320)
k=0
where y are coe cients of the spectral polynom ial

Q2 () de ned by equation .(3 4 Forexample, & 1 =
2nl_2 dn 2 = 2n2_2 2nl =8 etc.

To obtain quantum m echanical expectation values of
orighal spins s5 () = 2K 5 (1 or central spin m odel
tl.ii) and pseudospins CZ.Z) for BC S m odel Cl-Z we ob—
serve that, according to equation {_3_8 they can be ex—
pressed through the polynom 1R, ; (u;t) given by ex-
pression 3.17).W e have

Rn1 (559

S5 ©=J © P0(,)

(321)

Recall that coe clients of the polynom &2lP, (u), de ned
by equation I_3_.E}), depend only on param eters 5.

Sin flarly, one can use an expression for the m atrix el-
ement A () de ned in equation (3p) In tem s of vari-
ablesu; to cbtain z-com ponentsof (pseudo)spinsas func-
tions of tin e. However, these com ponents are not in—
dependent and can be also cbtained from the equation
%)?+ 3; F = 5 = 1, where the sign of s} is determ ined
by iniial condiions.



Tntegrating equations {3.9) and §.1() orthe evolution
ofx and y com ponents ofthe total (pseudo)spin w ith the
help of equation {3.1§), we obtain

Jp &+ 4d)

J ©= w )

=93 © (322)

where vector x isde ned by equations '(3.12) and (3.13),
the frequency isdi erent fortheBCS (gcs) and cen—
tralspin ( o) models

x 1
Bcs = 9dz + 2 i 2n 1 0= ax (323)
=0
and isde ned in equation |(3.9).
Average com ponents of the electron (central) spin,

So () = 2HK o (t)i are obtained from equation @22:]:) (re—
callthat ¢ = 0)

x+ d)
x d)
(324)

s, = [1x d) 1&+d) al

w here cg = (& )=B.

To summ arize, quantum m echanical averages of
(oseudo)spins for the BCS and central soin m odels, in—
cluding the electron (central) spin and the BC S gap func-
tion _ (t) are hyperelliptic functions (equations (3.14)
and @.15)) of the tin e variable and n 1 constants g
(equations {_3.2]. {_3.22 and @24)) These functions
are speci ed by their m atrices of periods !, !°, and
T he latter depend only on integrals ofm otion acoordmg
to equations @.3) and .16). The rem aining n out of2n
Initialconditions x constantsg In equations {_3.12) and

613).

An in portant characteristic ofa quasiperiodicm otion
are its (Fourier) frequencies. To determ ine the frequen—
cies forthe BC S and centralspin m odels, w e cbserve from

equation (3.15) that the tin e variable enters the solution

only through combinations ofe* **, where
k:i!k; 0= Bcs BCS
(325)
k= i 'ki 0= o OCentralspin

1. Note that, since the spec-
tral polynom ial Q 5, (1) in equation {3.14) is positively
de ned, thematrix ! is pure in aghary and, therefore,
all frequencies  arereal (seeFig.1).

Iv. DEGENERATE SOLUTION S

Here we identify a class of \resonant" nonstationary
solutions for the BCS and central spin m odels wih n
degreesof freedom (n spinsorpseudospins) butonlym <
n independent frequencies.

W hile a typicaldynam ics ofthe BC S and central soin
models with n (pseudo)spins is quasiperiodic with n

Independent frequencies, it is clear already on physical
grounds that there m ust be solutionsw ith fewer frequen—
cles. For exam pk, the only \spatial' symm etry of the
BC S ground state isthe U (1) sym m etry of the order pa—
ram eter that transhtes into rotations of all pseudospins
in Ham itonians @.) and @.6) around the z-axis. The
corresponding tra ctory In the phase space is a circle
and, therefore, the m otion is periodic w ith a single fre—
quency (see also the discussion follow ing equation {_i_.-Q)
and below in this section).

G enerally, one can show :34 that there are (resonant)
tordi with an arbitrary number m < n of independent
frequencies in a vicinity of any point in the phase space.
Tt should be noted though that the set ofpoints forw hich
m < n hasa zero measure In the phase space jist like
the set of rational num bers on theg real axis. M oreover,
such points are typically unstabk®? and provide seeds
of chaotic behavior in Integrable system s. This occurs
because an all perturbations are able to destroy resonant
toriand let the corresponding tra ctories escape to other
regions of the energy shell. In contrast, the m a prity of
Invariant tori wih n independent frequencies are only
slightly deform ed by perturbations.

Interestingly, for the resonant (degenerate) cases con—
sidered here we were able to reduce the BC S and central
soin models wih n soins to sam e m odels with only m
soins. For example, solutions with m = 2 frequencies
can be obtained from the BCS and central spin m odels
for only two soins etc. Further, we w i1l see that one soin
solutions (periodic tra fctories) are specialam ong degen—
erate solutions in that they correspond to the BC S energy
soectrum . T he solution that corresponds to the ground
state is further exceptional in that it is stable against
conservative perturbations because it m Inin izes the to-
tal energy. In this case, even though there is only one
frequency, the tra ectory cannot leave the resonant torus
because the latter coincides w ith the energy shell. The
sam e applies to the solution that m Inin izes the central
soin Ham iltonian.

W e start by detem ining conditions under which the
num ber of independent frequencies is reduced. Since the
frequencies are  xed by Iniial values of ntegrals ofm o—
tion, degeneraciesoccuronly for specialvalnesofthe inte-
grals. O n the other hand, a com plete Inform ation about
Integrals ofm otion is enooded n the spect.talpo]ynom ial
Q,n () de ned in equations, 3.3) and .(3 4). Speci cally,
we have seen In the previous section that the num ber of
frequencies | is equalto the pum ber of branch cuts of
the hyperelliptic curve z (u) = Q2n (). Evidently, the
latter decreases by one when two roots of the polyno—
mialQ,, () coincide. Thus, as detailed below , m erging
2n m) rootsofQ,, (U) we obtain solutionswithm < n
frequencies.

Indeed, consider a situation when 2(n  m ) roots co—
ncide, ie. the spectral polynom ialQ ,, (U) In equation



8 3) has the Hllow ing special om :

ry 1
&om @) @

k=m

Qan (1) = B )= o W 2, @)

@.1)
W e assum e that double roots in equation C_i;l,') are com —
plex conjigate to each other so that coe cients ofpoly—
nom ials &,y @) and W , , (u) are real. N ote that, since
the polynom 2l Q 5, () is positively de ned (see the re—
mark following equation @-.-3)), so is the polynom ial
Gon ). W ewill see below that degenerate solutions are
com p]ete]y detem ined by the \residual" spectral poly—
nom 21&,, @).
Now let us choose m n separation vardables y to
coincide w ith double roots ofthe polynom ialQ », @), ie.

u;=E45 J=mj;:iyn 1

yl yl @2z2)
Wnmn @)= b Ex)= b w)

k=m j=m

W e cbserve that equations ofm otion for these variables
are autom atically satis ed because both sides of equa-
tions {3.9) and {3.14) vanish.

N ext, we use equations Cfl-_.i') and {_5_.-?‘) to expresseigen—
values ofm atrix I in tem s ofthe residual spectralpoly—
nom 21&,, @) as Pllows

1 2
X Cq

vV )= ° — Gom @) 43)
a=0 d

where we expanded the ratio of polynom ials W, , ()

and P, (u) into elem entary fractions
Wnn () X1 cC
—r = 4 @ 4)
P, ) o o«

Since the degrees of polynomials W, , @) and P, ()
di erbym ,there arem oconstraintson the va]ues ofCy,
which can be derived by expanding equation {4 4 in 1=u.

W e have

“.5)
a=0
Values of C4 can be expressed through coe cients of

&on () by com paring residues at doubke polsatu= g4
in equat:ons B3 and @3).

Co= —a—L where eg= 1  (4.6)
@Zm (q)
N ote that equations {_ZI .-E’;) provide the follow ingm con-—
straints
x1 e k1
== k= 1;::5m @

on 2m ooe cients of a positively de ned polynom ial
@2m (1.1)

Values of integrals of m otion H 4 for which degenera—
cles occur can be detemm Ined in tem s of coe cients of
the residual spectral polynom ial &5, @) by com paring
residues at sinple poksat u= 4 in equations {83.3) and

3.

2
K00 (), Poag ()
2m

4.8)
q J 2

=0

In particular, the value ofH ¢ { tw ice the energy- ] ofthe
central spin m odel on degenerate solutions is

p_ X!

Cj 3 el
Eg = h [STeIS0) + — 4.9)
4 2e0
a=1
where e, are coe cients of &5, () de ned as
Xrn
Gon (1) exu’ e =1 (4.10)
k=0

TheBC§,energy Escs /4 gHq+ constand the value
ofJ, / 4H q can be obtained from the know ledge of
Hy.How ever, a m ore convenient derivation isto com pare
expansions of equations {33) and {3) in powers of 1=u.

W e have
x 1 e
2m 1
Jz + Cqg = — 441)
a=0
xxl
9Escs = CqR T "'+ em 1 §)
a0 @12)
2
e
%* Som 2

So far, we determ ined initial conditions for which the
num ber of independent frequencies for a system wih n
(oseudo)spins drops from n tom . W e saw that these
conditions are  xed by the residual spectral polynom ial
&2n (). Note that separation variables u; wih j m
arealso xed by this polynom ialbecause they are zeroes
of equation CZIZ{

Thus,weare left wih m dynam icalvariables { uj w ith
1 and J . Equations ofm otion C_3_92 _ar_ld
8id) fr these uj can be cast into a standard orm  (3.13)
wheren isnow replaced w th m and the original spectral
polynom i2alQ ,, () is replaced w ith the residualpolyno—
mial &, @). On the other hand, it is clear that we
would obtain sim ilar equations of m otion form spinse;
govemed by the BC S or central spin H am ittonians. This
analogy can be m ade precise if we identify the residual



polynom al®,, @) with the spectralpolynom ialofa sys—

tem ofm spins (cf. equation {3.3)), ie.
|

EZ - 2. x 1 2I'?j " eg _ 2@Zm @)
o W 8 @ 8y E2 )
(4.13)
where we replaced param eters § w ith new ones
my 1
B, @)= (SRS (4 14)
ag=0

and chose ey = 0, consistent w ith the choice ¢ = 0 (see
below equation {3:131)) . The rest of ey are arbitrary real
num bers.

BCS @:6) and central spin {_2-_.-2) Ham iltonians or new
classical spins g5 are

y 1 g
Bpcs = 2ej6§ Enﬁﬁ g = &g
=0 =0
4.15)
X e 2

I‘?O = ?jeo 85 B % ey =

3=0 ® 8
N ow , com paring equations of m otion @:9) and é:l:d)
for m separation variables ®y for new spins with those
1 in the
origihalproblem w ith n spins, we see that they coincide if
w e re-scale the tin e variable for the central soin problem
as follow s
Q
( 1Veq
I

B

1
e= 1 S

m
_k= t  centralspin
€0

(4.16)

€=t BCS

N o rescaling is necessary for the BCS m odel. Further,
analyzing equations of m otion for x and y com ponents

ofthe totalspin B.9) and B.1d), we conclude that they
coincide for originaland new spins, ie.

F =4

To express originaln (pseudo)spins s5 () = ZYK\j t)iin
term s of m new spinss; €), we use equations {_5_.2{) and
Cfl-;%) to rew rite the m atrix elem ent B (u) given by equa—
tion {3.7) as

my 1 x 1 Cq
Bu) = J b ) =
=1 a=0 E
@a7)
Xt G
B e, @) =
u q
a=0

Evaluating residuesatu = 3 in
tain according to equation {3.8)

(4.18)

where constants C4 are given by equation @:6) Sin -
ilarly, one can relate z-com ponents of original spins to
new ones

S§ ) = leﬁm ( j) + 4.19)

The solution for new spinse; (€) as functions of tim e can
be read o directly from the generalsolution { equations
{3:2:1:), {3:2:2), and {3:2:4) of the previous section. W e
only need to replace n w ith m , re—scale the tim e variable
for the central spin m odel according to equation @:1:6),
and replace the spectral polynom 2lQ,, @) wih is re-
duced counterpart &,, @) in the de nition of m atrices
ofperiods B.16) of hyperelliptic functions.

For future references, ket us also w rite dow n equations
for com ponents of original spins sy (£) = 2K 5 ()1 and

evolution of J (t) for degenerate solutions In tem s of

m variables 8y = uj. Evaluating residuesat u = 5 in
equation ®.17%) and using equation {3.4), we nd
my 1
s; = C3J (5 w) 4 20)

=1

W ith the help of equation 1) and {@2(), evolition
equations 8.9) and @;19) orJ become

dhJ ( 19 dep Y .
= —p— uy centralspin
dt eo
=1
421)
dnJg | X
at =1 €y 1 * 2 U5 BCS

=1

W e see that degenerate solutionswith m < n frequencies
can be param eterized by m auxiliary spins both for the
BCS and central spin m odel. T herefore, corresponding
tra pctories live on an m -din ensional torus. By sym —
m etry, for the sam e initial conditions, tra fctories of all
Ham itonians H  in system .§) live on the sam e torus.
This inplies, or exam pl, that a_slight change of ni-
tial values of integrals of m otion ®.§) will induce sm all
oscillations along the rem ainingn  m directions.

Let us consider several exam ples of degenerate soli—
tions.
O ne spin solutions,m = 1. These solutions reproduce
the BC S solution for the ground state and excitations of
the BCS model (see also the discussion follow ing equa-
tion £2.4)).

Since the residual spectralpolynom ialis positively de—

ned, we can param eterize it as®, @) = @ ¥+ %
Form = 1, there is only one condition in equation {_-_.-'ll)

= eg= 1 422)

F(q P+ 2

For the BCS model = 2=g and we recognize equa-
tion @;2_2) asthe BC S gap equation. Sin ilarly, equation



@;1:1:) becom es the BC S equation for the chem icalpoten—
tial.
The energy of BCSmodel {4.13) orm = 1 is
x1 Qq
% e (5

j=0

Egcs = P+ 2 (423)

2
-0
g9

W e see that a choice of signs e; = 1 for all j yilds
the BCS ground state energy, whik if we choose one
of ey to be negative, ey = land g = 1 for j 6 q,

e solution corresponds to a pair excitation of energy
2 (q ¥+ 2. Sim ilarly, one obtains solutions w ith
two and m ore excitations by choosing several signs ey to
be negative.

A ccording to equations @;123), the BCS and central
soin m odels form = 1 reduce to the follow ing single spin
m odels:

g
Bo= BE Fgcs Esg 8 424)
Then, equation g-fl:l:?;) provides an alemative

param etrization of the residual spectral polynom ial
&2 @)

26 =
S ) = Sut — (425)
T he solution of equations ofm otion is
J =8 ®= e ™* (4 26)
where the frequency isdi erent or BCS (gcs) and
centralspin ( o) models
53
BCS — 2 0= P—————— e = 1
2+ (2)
C om ponents ofor_lgmalsl_ams s5(0) = 2H 5 (©1 are given
by equations {4.1§) and {4.19). W e have
e;d (€ e (5
85 () = P o = sj= L )2
(j )2+ 0 (j )2+ 0
427)

Note that one spin solutions constructed above do not
m Inin ize centralspin Ham itonian @.9). Instead, we ob-
serve that in this case the con guration of spins with
m inin um energyjss sgn 5. Sin ilarly, we see from

equations C2 .ﬁ) that con gurationsthatm nin ize Ham ik
tonians H ¢ ares =  son(q 5)- Interestmg]y, accord—
ng to the de nJrJon of pseudospins | 2.2), one of these
con gurations is the unperturbed Fem i ground state.
Since all spins in these con gurations are ordented along
the z-axis, they are also stationary w ih respect to BCS

Ham iltonian C_Z-;a) .

Two spin solutions, m = 2. In this case there are
tw o constraints Cfl-j:) on four coe clents of a positively

10

de ned polynom 21§, (u)

x 1 x 1

g -0 Caa  _ eq= 1
a=0 @4((1) a=0 @4((1)

X4
&) = eut eg=1

k=0

E quations (:2_1:9) and @:1:2) show that the energy ofthese
solutions can take arbitrary valies in the range of ener—
gies allowed for the BC S and central §p_313 m odels.
The equivalent two spin problem s (4.15) are
;9 o
I'?BCS = 26161 Eﬁ@ I‘?o= ?Go 81 B% (4 28)
W e are ft with only one separation variable u; = e;
and equations @.11) now read

w+ 4@, ()= 0 BCS
4 29)
emﬁ + &, (u)= 0 centralspin

while for the total (pseudo)spin, using equation @21),
we obtain

dingd i .
= p—u; ocentralspin
dt eo
(4 30)
dhhJd . .
= ies + 2iu; BCS
dt

C om ponents of individual spins can be expressed either
througp_l,ll and J_or In temm s of new spins using equa—
tions 420) and 4.18)

Sj=CjJ (j

u)=Cs5(5 a)gg ®+Cy 38 ®
(4 31)
A special case of two soin solutions when the four coef-
cients of a positively de ned polynom ial¥, (u) can be
param eter_ized by th]:ee numbers, &, @) = (@ !F+
24+ 232 42 2 hasbeen previously discovered in
Ref. ,l]: The generaltwo soin solution is obtained from
equations @TZ-SPZ} :3-1.), w hich are_so]yed by settingn = 2
(@= 1) in equations 317), 821) and G22) where hy-
perelliptic fiinctions now becom e ordinary elliptic fiinc—
tions.

Sin ilarly, one can obtain three, fouretc. spin solutions
(degenerate solutions wih m = 3;4 etc. frequencies) in
tem s of hyperellptic finctions of genus g = 2;3 etc.
However, as discussed in the beginning of this section,
solutions with m < n frequencies are nonrepresentative
of the dynam ics anywhere In the phase space and are
expected to be unstable In the sense of KAM theorem .

M oreover, w e em phasize that degenerate solutions de—
rived here are not all solutions wih m < n indepen-
dent frequencies. Indeed, i is clar that for a generic
point in the phase space all roots of the spectralpolyno—
m alQ,, @) are distinct and, by continuity, the distance



to the closest point where two roots coincide is nite.
On the other hand, there are points with any number
of frequencies arbitrarily close to any point in the phase
space. Other solutions with m < n frequencies can be
constructed using the reduction theory for hyperelliptic
functiond!d.

N ote also that degenerate solutionsw ith m frequencies
contain ones w ith fewer frequencies and can be further
reduced tom 1,m 2 etc. G eom etrically, they live on
a 2m dim ensional surface In the 2n-dim ensional phase
space (see the rem ark below equation @-;2-_]:)). Surfaces
wih snallerm are embedded Into ones with largerm .
Interestingly, periodic tra fctories that corresoond to the
BCS energy spectrum m = 1) belong to all these sur—
faces.

V. APPLICATIONSAND OPEN PROBLEM S

O ur resuls can be directly applied to the problem of
decoherence w thin the central soin m odel. In this case,
we believe, a com plete exact answer can be obtained us—
ing asym ptotics of hyperelliptic fiinctions. "

Another possble application is to experin ent£ on
electron transport In spin blockaded sem iconductor dou—
ble dots. In this connection, it m ight be usefilto analze

11

rst a sin pler setup of a single dot connected to two po—
larized Jeads. This setup kad<€t’ to an integrable m odel
very sim ilar to the central spin m odel

_Further, i m ight be possble to use the BCS model
.4) wih fw classical spins to describe a number of
grains connected to each other by Josephson jinctions.

O ther Interesting applications include pairing phenom —
ena in cold farm ion gases! m odeled either by BCS or
D ickem odeland in superconducting m etals (see eg. the
discussion in Ref. ',_3@) . In these cases, a careful identi-

cation of observable robust features of the solution is
needed.

An Interesting open problem is the evaluation of lead-
Ing nite size (Quantum ) corrections to the general soli—
tion obtained in this paper.
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