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W e develop an explicit description of a tim e-dependent response of ferm ionic condensates to

perturbations.The dynam icsofCooperpairsattim esshorterthan the energy relaxation tim e can

bedescribed by theBCS m odel.W eobtain a generalexplicitsolution forthedynam icsoftheBCS

m odel.W ealso solveaclosely related dynam icalproblem {thecentralspin m odel,which describesa

localized spin coupled to a \spin bath".Here,wefocuson presenting thesolution and describing its

generalproperties,butalso m ention som e applications,e.g.to nonstationary pairing in cold Ferm i

gases and to the issue ofelectron spin decoherence in quantum dots. A typicaldynam ics ofthe

BCS and centralspin m odelsisquasi-periodic with a large num beroffrequenciesand stable under

sm allperturbations. W e show thatfor certain specialinitialconditions the num beroffrequencies

decreases and the solution sim pli�es. In particular,periodic solutions correspond to the ground

state and excitationsofthe BCS m odel.

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

Recent experim ents1 on cold ferm ion pairing in the

vicinity ofa Feshbach resonanceo� era unique opportu-

nity to controlthe strength ofpairing interactions be-

tween ferm ions by a m agnetic � eld. This opens up an

excitingpossibility toexplorefundam entally new aspects

ofthenonequilibrium pairingfollowingan abruptchange

ofthe coupling strength.

Interestingly,thedynam icalpairing in thisregim ecan

be linked to a seem ingly unrelated spin m odel. The

latter describes the interaction of a localized (central)

spin with a \spin bath" of environm entalspins. The

centralspin m odelhas reem erged recently in the con-

textofexperim ents2,3 on electron spin dynam icsdue to

the hyper� ne interaction with nucleiin G aAs quantum

dots.Sincesingleelectron quantum dotsarenow experi-

m entally accessible3,and areconsidered oneofthe m ost

prom ising candidatesforsolid statequbits,itisalso im -

portanttounderstand thee� ectofthisinteraction on the

coherenceofthe electron spin.

In this paper,we present a theory that provides an

accuratedescription fora rangeofphenom ena in thedy-

nam icalpairingand centralspin problem s.Aswewillsee

below,thereisan intim ateconnection between thesetwo

problem sthat willenable us to treatthem on an equal

footing.

The study of the dynam ics of the superconducting

state in m etals founded on m icroscopic principles has

begun during the decade following the advent4 of the

BCS theory (see Ref. 5 for a review). The sim plest

theory fornonstationary processesin superconductorsis

based on thetim e-dependentG inzburg-Landau (TDG L)

equation6,7,8 for the orderparam eter� (t). The TDG L

approach isvalid when quasiparticlesareableto reach a

localequilibrium quickly on thecharacteristictim escale

oftheorderparam etervariation �� (’ � �1 atzero tem -

perature).Thisrequirem entusuallylim itstheapplicabil-

ity ofthe TDG L theory to situationswherem echanism s

destroying Cooper pairs are e� ective,such as a narrow

vicinity ofTc ora largeconcentration ofm agneticim pu-

rities.

An alternativetheory9,10 istheBoltzm ann kineticap-

proach,which describes the dynam ics in term s ofa ki-

neticequation forthequasiparticledistribution function

coupled to a self-consistentequation for� (t). However,

this schem e is justi� ed only when externalparam eters

changeslowly on the �� tim e scale.

Aspointed outin Ref.11,cold ferm ionicgasescan be

in aregim ewherethenotion oftheexcitation spectrum is

irrelevantand neitherTDG L northe Boltzm ann kinetic

equations are valid. Indeed,in these system s external

param eterssuch astheposition ofa Feshbach resonance

can change on a tim e scale �0 � �� ;��,where �� is the

quasiparticleenergy relaxation tim e.O n theotherhand,

the energy relaxation is slow,while the lifetim e ofthe

sam ples is lim ited. It is therefore desirable to develop

a theory that describes nonstationary pairing e� ects in

thisregim e.

The nonequilibrium Cooperpairing attim est� �� is

non-dissipativeand in a translationally invariantsystem

can be described by the reduced BCS m odel

Ĥ B C S =
X

p;�

�p ĉ
y
p� ĉp� � g

X

p;k

ĉ
y

p"
ĉ
y

�p#
ĉ�k# ĉk" (1.1)

Itisinteresting to notethattheuseofthism odelforde-

scribingthedynam icsofahom ogeneoussuperconducting

statein m etalsin thenon-dissipativeregim e,t� ��,has

been justi� ed12 quitegenerally starting from nonstation-

ary Eliashberg equations.

Here,we are interested in a situation when a system

at zero tem perature is out ofan equilibrium at t = 0.

Thegoalisto determ inethesubsequentevolution ofthe

initialstate.In particular,thisincludesthecasewhen at
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t= 0 the coupling constanthasbeen abruptly changed

from g0 to g.

In the absence oftranslationalinvariance,e.g. in a

dirty superconductororin a � nite system ,Ham iltonian

(1.1)hasto be appropriately generalized13.First,letus

discussthefam iliarcaseofelectron-electron interactions.

Ifthere areno spatialsym m etries,butthe tim e-reversal

invarianceispreserved,single-particleorbitals�j arede-

generate only with respect to spin. For each orbital�j
there isa pairofstates,jj "iand jj #i,related by tim e

reversalsym m etry.The pairing occursbetween tim e re-

versed states,i.e.

Ĥ B C S =
X

j;�

�jĉ
y

j� ĉj� � g
X

j;q

ĉ
y

j"
ĉ
y

j#
ĉq#ĉq" (1.2)

Deviationsofthecoupling strength g from a constantin

q and j aresm alland sam ple-dependent13,14.

For a two species Ferm i system , such as a two-

com ponent m ixture offerm ionic atom s in a trap,spin

up and down states in (1.2) have to be identi� ed with

the two species of ferm ions. W ith this replacem ent,

argum ents13,14,15 leading to Ham iltonian (1.2)are valid

in the weak coupling regim e.

Ham iltonian(1.1)isobtainedfrom (1.2)byspecializing

to atranslationally invariantsituation.In thiscase,tim e

reversed statesarejp "iand j� p #i.O necan also take

a therm odynam ic lim itby taking the num beroforbital

levelsto in� nity.However,in view ofapplicationswhere

thee� ectivenum beroflevelsis� niteand even sm all(see

below),wedealwith thegeneralHam iltonian (1.2)here.

Rem arkably,the BCS m odelturns out to be closely

related to a m odeldescribing the Heisenberg exchange

interaction ofa single localized spin (the centralspin)

with a num berofenvironm entalspins.TheHam iltonian

reads

Ĥ 0 =

n�1X

j= 1


jK̂ 0 �K̂ j � BK̂
z
0 (1.3)

whereK̂ 0 isthecentralspin,K̂ j areenvironm entalspins,


j are(nonuniform )couplingconstants,and B represents

the m agnetic� eld16.

Thecentralspin m odelhasan interesting history ofits

own. Forexam ple,item erged in the studiesofelectron

spin dynam ics in disordered insulators17 and ofcoher-

ent spin tunnelling in ferrom agnetic grains18. M ore re-

cently,itattracted considerableattention asa m odelfor

decoherence ofqubits19,20,21,22. In particular,it can be

used tom odel19,20 thehyper� neinteraction ofalocalized

electron spin with nuclearspinsand the spin-dependent

transport23 in G aAs quantum dots. In these cases,it

provides an adequate description of spin dynam ics at

tim es shorter than the nuclear spin relaxation tim e in

the regim e where the orbitallevelspacing in the dot is

m uch largerthan thetem peratureand typicalinteraction

energies.

Them ain resultofthispaperisan explicitgeneralso-

lution forthedynam icsoftheBCS and centralspin m od-

els.In particular,we determ ine asfunctionsoftim e the

order param eter � (t) and the expectation value ofthe

centralspin (equations(3.22)and (3.24))aswellasthe

dynam ics ofthe rem aining degrees offreedom for arbi-

trary initialconditions.Here,weconcentrateon present-

ingthesolution and describingitsgeneralproperties.W e

also m ention severalapplications to speci� c issues such

asnonequilibrium pairingand thatofdecoherencedueto

thehyper� neinteraction,butleavea detailed discussion

forthe future.

Thesolution isbased on theintegrability24,25,26 ofthe

BCS and centralspin m odels. Thisim portantproperty

has been largely underestim ated in partbecause it was

discovered outside the m ain physical context of these

m odels.Besides,dueto thein� niterangeofinteractions

in Ham iltonians(1.2)and (1.3),the m ean � eld approxi-

m ation isexact27,28 forthesem odelsin thelim itoflarge

num berofparticles.In thisapproxim ation,theBCS and

centralspin m odelscan bem apped onto a classicalnon-

linearsystem (seebelow).However,whilethem ean � eld

sim pli� esthe description ofequilibrium propertiesto an

extentwhere no advanced techniques are required,itis

theintegrability oftheresulting classicalsystem thaten-

ablesustosolvedynam icalproblem s.TheBCS solution4

fortheground stateand excitationsoftheBCS m odelis

recovered asa periodic case ofthe generalsolution (see

the discussion following (2.6)and Section IV).Itisalso

interesting to notethat,aswewillsee,m odels(1.2)and

(1.3),being in m any respectsclassical,have distinctro-

bustfeaturesthatarepreserved when theintegrability is

destroyed.

TheDickem odel29 thatdescribesan ensem bleoftwo-

levelsystem scoupled toabosonicm odeisalsowithin the

scopeofourconstruction.In fact,itbelongsto thesam e

class25 ofintegrablem odelsasthe BCS and centralspin

m odels. The Dicke m odelhas been recently adopted30

to the study ofa dynam icalcoexistence ofatom s and

m olecules in cold Ferm igases. In the strong coupling

regim e,itseem sto be an appropriate alternative to the

BCS m odelforthese system s.

The generalnonstationary solution of the BCS and

central spin m odels is in term s of hyperelliptic func-

tions { m ultiple variable generalizations ofordinary el-

liptic functions. These functions frequently arise as so-

lutionsofintegrable equationsand have wellknown an-

alyticalproperties31.

W eshow thatform ostinitialconditionsthedynam ics

isquasi-periodic with a num berofindependentfrequen-

cies equalto the num ber ofdegrees offreedom ,n,and

evaluate the frequenciesin term softhe integralsofm o-

tion.Thetypicalm otion uniform ly exploresan invariant

torus{ an n-dim ensionalsubspaceofthe2n-dim ensional

phasespaceallowed by theconservation laws.Thesefea-

turesofthe typicalm otion are stable againstsm allper-

turbationsthatdestroy integrability.

Further,we identify certain specialvaluesofintegrals

ofm otion forwhich the num berofindependentfrequen-

cies,m ,becom eslessthan thenum berofdegreesoffree-
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dom .Forthesedegeneratecases,wewereableto explic-

itlyreducethem otion oftheBCSand centralspin m odels

with n degreesoffreedom to thatofsam e system swith

only m degrees offreedom . The solution progressively

sim pli� es as the num ber ofindependent frequencies de-

creases.Forexam ple,solutionscharacterized by a single

frequency (m = 1),i.e. periodic trajectories,are given

bytrigonom etricfunctions;degeneratesolutionswith two

independent frequencies (m = 2)are given by a com bi-

nation oftrigonom etric and elliptic functions (see also

Refs.11,30 and the end ofSection IV)etc.

Periodic solutions (m = 1) occupy a special place

am ong degenerate solutions. Aswe show in Section IV,

theyreproducetheBCS solution fortheground stateand

excitationsofthe BCS m odel.

However,itshould beem phasized that,unlikethegen-

eralsolution,degeneratesolutionsare nonrepresentative

ofthedynam icsoftheBCS and centralspin m odelsand,

with the exception ofthe ground state,are expected to

be unstable.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section II,weuse

a m ean � eld approxim ation to m ap theBCS and central

spin m odelsonto equivalentclassicalm odels.Section III

containsan explicitgeneralsolution forthe dynam icsof

both problem s. In Section IV,we consider degenerate

solutions. Section V discussessom e open problem sand

possibleapplicationsofourresults.

II. M EA N FIELD A P P R O X IM A T IO N

O ur starting point is the m ean � eld approxim ation,

which enablesthe m apping ofthe BCS and centralspin

m odels onto equivalentclassicalnonlinear system s. W e

also derive the equationsofm otion and describe the re-

lationship between the BCS and centralspin m odels.

The discussion ofthe m ean � eld isfacilitated by rep-

resenting BCS Ham iltonian (1.2) in term s ofAnderson

pseudospin-1/2 operators27.

Ĥ B C S =

n�1X

j= 0

2�jK̂
z
j � gL̂+ L̂� L̂ =

n�1X

q= 0

K̂ q (2.1)

where n isthe num berofsingle-particle orbitals. Pseu-

dospin operatorsarerelated to ferm ion creation and an-

nihilation operatorsvia

K̂
z
j =

c
y

j"
ĉj" + ĉ

y

j#
ĉj# � 1

2

K̂
�
j = ĉj#ĉj" K̂

+
j = ĉ

y

j"
ĉ
y

j#
;

(2.2)

Pseudospinsarede� ned on unoccupied and doubly occu-

pied pairsofstates jj "iand jj #i,where they have all

properties ofspin-1/2. Singly occupied pairs ofstates,

on the otherhand,do notparticipate in pairscattering

and aredecoupled from the dynam ics.

O ur goalis to determ ine the tim e evolution accord-

ing to Ham iltonian (2.1)ofan arbitrary initialdistribu-

tion ofpseudospins.The m ean � eld approxim ation con-

sistsin thereplacem entofthee� ective� eld seen by each

pseudospin in BCS Ham iltonian (2.1)with itsquantum

m echanical average, bj(t) = (� 2�x(t);� 2�y(t);2�j),

where� (t)isthe BCS gap function

� (t)� �x(t)� i�y(t)� g
X

p

hK̂ �
j
(t)i (2.3)

In this approxim ation, each spin evolves in the self-

consistent� eld created by otherspins

_̂
K j = i

h

Ĥ B C S;K̂ j

i

= bj � K̂ j (2.4)

Since equations(2.4)arelinearin K̂ j,wecan taketheir

quantum m echanicalaverage with respect to the tim e-

dependentstateofthe system to obtain

_sj = bj� sj bj = (� gJx;� gJy;2�j) J =

n�1X

q= 0

sq (2.5)

where sj(t)= 2hK̂ j(t)i. Evolution equations (2.5)con-

serve the square ofthe average for each spin,i.e. s2j =

const.Ifspinsinitially werein a productstate32,s2j = 1.

Notefrom equation (2.2)thefollowing correspondence

between com ponentsofsj(t)and thenorm aland anom a-

lous(K eldysh)G reen functionsatcoinciding tim es:

G j(t)= � ih[cj"(t);̂c
y

j"
(t)]i= is

z
j(t)

Fj(t)= � ih[cj"(t);̂cj#(t)]i= is
�
j (t)

Equations (2.5) were derived12 for phonon supercon-

ductors within the generalfram ework ofnonstationary

Eliashberg theory in the collisionless regim e t� ��. A

linearized version ofthese equations was considered in

Refs12,27 and 33.

Dueto thein� niterangeofinteractionsbetween spins

in (2.1), the m ean � eld approxim ation is exact in the

therm odynam iclim it.Forasystem with a� nitenum ber,

N ,ofparticles(spins)weexpect,based on an analysisof

leading � nite size corrections35 to the m ean � eld,equa-

tions(2.5)to beaccurateforlargeN attim est< t�N �,

wheret� and � > 0 do notdepend on N .

W eseethatsj = 2hK̂ jihaveallpropertiesofclassical

spinsgoverned by a Ham iltonian

H B C S =

n�1X

j= 0

2�js
z
j �

g

2
J+ J� (2.6)

and usualangular m om entum Poisson brackets. Thus,

the problem reduces to determ ining the tim e evolution

ofn classicalspinsaccording to Ham iltonian (2.6).

TheBCS solution forthe ground statecorrespondsto

the m inim um of(2.6) and is obtained by aligning each
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spin in (2.6) antiparallelto the � eld acting upon it. A

pairexcitation34 (excitation ofthecondensate)ofenergy

2
p
(�j � �)2 + � 2

0,where� and � 0 arethechem icalpo-

tentialand the equilibrium gap respectively,isobtained

by 
 ipping the spin sj.The U (1)sym m etry ofthe BCS

orderparam eter� isequivalentto thesym m etry of(2.6)

with respectto uniform rotationsofallspinsaround the

z-axis. Due to this sym m etry,spin con� gurations that

determ ine the ground state and excitations can rotate

around thez-axiswith a frequency 2� atno energy cost.

In the presence ofa particle-hole sym m etry � = 0 and

thesecon� gurationsarestationarywith respecttoHam il-

tonian (2.6) (see Section IV where we recoverthe BCS

solution asa periodiccaseofthegeneraltim e-dependent

solution).

Next,we turn to the centralspin m odeland its rela-

tionship totheBCS m odel.Thecentralspin Ham iltonian

(1.3)turnsoutto bea m em berofan integrablefam ily of

G audin m agnets25 { n Ham iltoniansofthe form :

Ĥ q = 2

n�1X

j= 0

0 K̂ q �K̂ j

�q � �j
� �K̂

z
q q= 0;:::;n � 1 (2.7)

where �j and � are arbitrary param eters. AllHam il-

tonians Ĥ q com m ute with each other and with the z-

com ponentofthe totalspin,L̂z /
P

q
Ĥ q,forarbitrary

�j and �.Thecentralspin m odel(1.3)coincideswith Ĥ 0

in equation (2.7)ifwechoose�0 � �j = 2=
j and � = B .

Notethatifa num beroforbitals�j in (2.1)aredegen-

erate,the m agnitude oftheirtotalspin
P

�j= const
K̂ j is

conserved by Ham iltonian (2.1).In thiscaseonecan re-

placeK̂ j !
P

�j= const
K̂ j in Ham iltonians(2.1)and (2.7)

and sum overnondegenerateorbitalsonly.

Now considerthe following linearcom bination ofĤ q:

n�1X

q= 0

�qĤ q = �
�

2

"
n�1X

q= 0

2�qK̂
z
q �

2

�
L̂+ L̂�

#

+ const

W e see that for � = 2=g the expression in the square

bracketscoincides with BCS Ham iltonian (2.1). There-

fore,for� = 2=g,the BCS Ham iltonian com m uteswith

allĤ q and thus belongs to the sam e class ofintegrable

m odels25,26.

In the sam e way as we did for the BCS m odel,

we em ploy the m ean � eld approxim ation to derive

classical Ham iltonians that govern the evolution of

sj(t)= 2hK̂ j(t)iforHam iltonians(2.7):

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

H q =

n�1X

j= 0

0 sq � sj

�q � �j
� �s

z
q

H B C S =

n�1X

j= 0

2�js
z
j �

J+ J�

�

(2.8)

In particular, the classicalcounterpart of centralspin

Ham iltonian (1.3)is

H 0 =

n�1X

j= 0


j

2
s0 � sj � B s

z
0 (2.9)

The validity ofthe m ean � eld approxim ation forcentral

spin m odel(1.3) is subject to sim ilar considerations as

forthe BCS m odel(see the second paragraph following

equation (2.5)and also Ref.20).

Thus,theproblem ofdeterm ining thedynam icsofthe

BCS and centralspin m odelsreducestosolvingequations

ofm otion forHam iltoniansH 0 andH B C S in system (2.8).

To obtain solutionsforBCS (1.2)and centralspin (1.3)

m odels,one hasto choose

� =
2

g
BCS

2

�0 � �j
= 
j � = B centralspin

(2.10)

Ham iltonians (2.8) Poisson-com m ute with each other

and with thez-com ponentofthetotalspin Jz /
P

q
H q.

Each Ham iltonian in system (2.8)describesan evolution

of n spins in an 2n-dim ensionalphase space (two an-

glesforeach spin)and hasn integralsofm otion (theen-

ergyand therem ainingHam iltoniansfrom system (2.8)).

Therefore,allHam iltonians(2.8)are classicalintegrable

m odels.

III. T H E SO LU T IO N

In the previoussection we m apped the BCS and cen-

tralspin m odelsonto a classicalintegrablesystem (2.8).

Nevertheless,even though Liouville’stheorem 36 guaran-

teesa form alintegrability in quadraturesofclassicalin-

tegrablem odels,an explicitsolution forthe evolution of

the originaldynam icalvariables is not always possible.

Fortunately, this turns out to be not the case for the

BCS and centralspin problem s.Forthesem odels,asde-

tailed below,we were able to obtain an explicitgeneral

solution ofequationsofm otion.

Beforeweproceed,letusdiscussgenericfeatures36 ex-

pected ofthe dynam ics ofa classicalintegrable m odel

with n degrees offreedom . The m otion is con� ned by

conservation laws to an n-dim ensionalsubspace ofthe

2n-dim ensionalphase space. This subspace (invariant

torus)isdeterm ined by initialvaluesofintegralsofm o-

tion and istopologically equivalentto an n-dim ensional

torus.Them otion on theinvarianttorusischaracterized

by n angle variables,�k and the corresponding angular

frequencies,�k(t) = 
kt+ �k(0). The frequencies de-

pend only on integralsofm otion,while constants�k(0)

are determ ined by initialvaluesofrem aining degreesof

freedom . Since for m ost initialconditions allfrequen-

cies
k areindependent
37,typicaltrajectoriesuniform ly

explore the entire torus. All these properties are not
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a� ected by sm allperturbations destroying integrability

(K olm ogorov-Arnold-M osertheorem ).

Now we turn to the solution for the dynam ics ofthe

BCS and centralspin m odels. The solution consists of

two m ain steps. The � rst one is a change ofvariables

thatcastsequationsofm otion into the form ofa known

m athem aticalproblem . In the second step,we use the

solution ofthis problem to obtain dynam icalvariables

sj(t)= 2hK̂ j(t)iasexplicitfunctionsoftim e.

Thechangeofvariablesisfacilitated by de� ninga2� 2

m atrix38 thatdependson dynam icalvariablessj and also

on an auxiliary param eteru

L =

�
A(u) B (u)

B �(u) � A(u)

�

(3.1)

wherem atrix elem entsofL are

A(u)= � �

n�1X

j= 0

szj

u � �j
B (u)=

n�1X

j= 0

s
�
j

u � �j
(3.2)

The eigenvalues ofthis m atrix, � v(u), depend on dy-

nam icalvariablesonly through integralsofm otion { H j

and s2j

v
2(u)= �

2 +

n�1X

j= 0

 

2H j

u � �j
+

s2j

(u � �j)
2

!

�
�2Q 2n(u)

P 2
n(u)

(3.3)

where we de� ned two polynom ials, Q2n(u) and Pn(u)

thatwillbe frequently used in subsequentcalculations

Q 2n(u)�

2n�1Y

j= 0

(u � Ej)�

2nX

k= 0

�ku
k

�2n = 1 (3.4)

Pn(u)�

n�1Y

q= 0

(u � �q) (3.5)

Note that because L is Herm itian for realu,its eigen-

values are realand therefore the polynom ialQ 2n(u) is

positive de� nite on the realaxis. W e willoften referto

the polynom ialQ 2n(u)asthe spectralpolynom ial.

Following an algebraic version ofvariable separation

m ethod,39,40 we introduce n � 1 variables,uj,aszeroes

ofB (u) { one ofthe o� -diagonalm atrix elem ents ofL.

Variables vj,canonically conjugate to uj,are given by

oneofthe eigenvaluesofm atrix L atu = uj.

B (uj)= 0 vj = � A(uj) j= 1;:::;n � 1 (3.6)

Although we willnot use the Ham ilton-Jacobim ethod,

we rem ark that variables (uj;vj) separate
40 Ham ilton-

Jacobiequations for Ham iltonians (2.8). Since uj are

zeroesofB (u),we can rewrite the m atrix elem entB (u)

as

B (u)= J�

Q n�1

j= 1
(u � uj)

Q n�1

j= 0
(u � �j)

� J�
R n�1 (u)

Pn(u)
(3.7)

Thisequation isusefulforexpressing originaldynam ical

variables{ com ponentsofspinssj { through separation

variablesuj and J� .Forexam ple,using equations(3.2)

and (3.7),wehave

s
�
j = res

u= �j
B (u)= J�

R n�1 (�j)

P 0
n(�j)

(3.8)

wherethe prim edenotesa derivativewith respectto u.

Equationsofm otion forcentralspin Ham iltonian (2.9)

in term s of new variables uj and J� can be derived

by evaluating Poisson bracketsbetween theHam iltonian

and m atrix elem entsofL.W ehave

_uj =
iB
p
Q 2n(uj)

uj
Q

m 6= j
(uj � um )

s
�
0

J�

_J� = iB s
�
0 = i�J� R n�1 (0) � =

B

2n

nY

j= 1


j

(3.9)

Sim ilarly, one obtains equations of m otion for BCS

Ham iltonian (2.6)

_uj =
2i
p
Q 2n(uj)

Q

m 6= j
(uj � um )

_J� = � 2iJ�

0

@

n�1X

j= 0

�j +
gJz

2
�

n�1X

j= 1

uj

1

A

(3.10)

In equations(3.9)and (3.10)aswellasin therestofthe

paper,with nolossofgenerality,weshifted param eters�j
in the BCS and centralspin Ham iltoniansby a constant

so that�0 = 0.

In the rem inder of this section we obtain an ex-

plicit generalsolution for the expectation value ofeach

(pseudo)spin, sj(t) = 2hK̂ j(t)i, as a function of tim e.

In particular, this includes the expectation value of

the central spin, s0(t), and the BCS gap function,

� (t)= gJ� (t).

The solution isbased on the observation that,with a

help ofelem entaryalgebra,equationsofm otion (3.9)and

(3.10)can be castinto a form ofa known m athem atical

problem .Speci� cally,onecanrewriteequations(3.9)and

(3.10)forvariablesuj as

n�1X

j= 1

u
l�1
j duj

p
Q 2n(uj)

= dxl l= 1;:::;n � 1 (3.11)

wherethepolynom ialQ 2n(u)isde� ned in equation (3.3).

To obtain equationsofm otion (3.10)fortheBCS Ham il-

tonian onehasto choose

x
T = i(c1;:::;cn�2 ;2t+ cn�1 ) (3.12)

while forthe centralspin m odelonehas

x
T = � i�(t+ c1;:::;cn�2 ;cn�1 ) (3.13)
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wherec1;:::;cn�1 arearbitrary constants.

Di� erentialequations (3.11) constitute a well-known

m athem aticalproblem called Jacobi’sinversion problem

(see,for exam ple,Ref.31 and references therein). The

solution ofequations(3.11)can be expressed41 through

hyperellipticAbelian functions{m ultiplevariablegener-

alizationsofordinary elliptic functions.These functions

are often encountered as solutions of integrable equa-

tions and have wellknown analyticalproperties. They

arealso im plem ented in standard m athem aticalsoftware

packages42.

Riem ann theta function of genus g (in our case

g = n � 1) is de� ned as the following sum over all g-

dim ensionalintegervectors

�(xj�)=
X

m 2Z g

exp
�
i�(m T

�m + 2xT m )
�

(3.14)

where� = !0!�1 ,and ! and !0 areg� g m atricesto be

speci� ed below. K lenian �-and �-functions ofgenus g

arede� ned through the Riem ann theta function as43

�(x)= C exp[xT �(2!)�1 x]�
�
(2!)�1 xj�

�

�l(x)=
@ln�(x)

@xl

(3.15)

In ourcase,theg� g m atrices! and � (m atricesofpe-

riods)thatappearin thede� nition ofhyperellipticfunc-

tions(3.14)and (3.15)are

2!kl=

I

bk

ul�1 du
p
Q 2n(u)

2�kl= �

I

bk

du

4
p
Q 2n(u)

2n�lX

k= l+ 1

(k� l)�k+ lu
k�1

(3.16)

where contoursofintegration bk go around branch cuts

ofa hyperelliptic curve z(u) =
p
Q 2n(u) as shown on

Fig.1.M atrices!0 and �0 are also de� ned by equations

(3.16)with thereplacem entofthecontoursofintegration

bk ! hk (seeFig.1).

The solution41 ofdi� erentialequations (3.11) for ar-

bitrary initialconditionsstatesthatfunctionsup(x)are

zeroesofthefollowing polynom ialofa degreeg = n � 1:

R n�1 (u;t)= u
n�1 �

n�1X

k= 1

fk(x)u
k�1 (3.17)

wherecoe� cientsofR n�1 (u;t)are

fk(x)= �k(x + d)� �k(x � d)+ ak (3.18)

Here vectorx is de� ned by equations (3.12)and (3.13)

fortheBCS and centralspin problem srespectively.The

argum entof�-functionsin equations(3.18)isshifted bya

vectorofconstantsd thathasthefollowing com ponents:

dl=

Z 1

E 0

ul�1 du
p
Q 2n(u)

l= 1;:::;n � 1 (3.19)

E2g+1

E1

E2g
E2g-2

E2g-1

E2

E3

E0

b2

bg

hg

h2

h1

b1

FIG . 1: Riem ann surface of a hyperelliptic curve z(u) =p
Q 2n(u) of genus44 g = n �1 showing contours of inte-

gration bk and hk with k = 1;:::;g. These contours appear

in the de�nition ofm atrices ofperiods (3.16) ofhyperellip-

tic functions. Contours bk go around g = n �1 branch cuts

connecting �rst 2g = 2n �2 roots E k ofthe spectralpoly-

nom ialQ 2n(u). Integration along the contours is clockwise.

Note thatsince the spectralpolynom ialis positively de�ned

the branch cutsare parallelto the im aginary axis.

where E 0 is one ofthe rootsofthe spectralpolynom ial

Q 2n(u) (see Fig.1 and equation (3.4)). Note that,ac-

cording to its de� nition (3.3), the spectralpolynom ial

Q 2n(u)depends only on integralsofm otion and on pa-

ram eters�j and �.

Finally,constantsak in equations(3.18)are obtained

from the expansion

v
u
u
t

2nX

k= 0

�k

zk
=

1

zn
+

a1

zn�1
+ :::+

an�1

z
+ O (1) (3.20)

where �k are coe� cients of the spectral polynom ial

Q 2n(u)de� ned by equation (3.4). Forexam ple,an�1 =

�2n�1 =2,an�2 = �2n�2 =2� �22n�1 =8 etc.

To obtain quantum m echanicalexpectation values of

originalspins sj(t) = 2hK̂ j(t)i for centralspin m odel

(1.3)and pseudospins(2.2)forBCS m odel(1.2),we ob-

serve that,according to equation (3.8),they can be ex-

pressed through the polynom ialR n�1 (u;t)given by ex-

pression (3.17).W e have

s
�
j (t)= J� (t)

R n�1 (�j;t)

P 0
n(�j)

(3.21)

Recallthatcoe� cientsofthe polynom ialPn(u),de� ned

by equation (3.5),depend only on param eters�j.

Sim ilarly,onecan usean expression forthe m atrix el-

em ent A(u) de� ned in equation (3.2) in term s ofvari-

ablesuj toobtain z-com ponentsof(pseudo)spinsasfunc-

tions oftim e. However,these com ponents are not in-

dependent and can be also obtained from the equation

(szj)
2+ js

�
j j

2 = s2j = 1,wherethesign ofszj isdeterm ined

by initialconditions.
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Integratingequations(3.9)and (3.10)fortheevolution

ofx and y com ponentsofthetotal(pseudo)spin with the

help ofequation (3.18),we obtain

J� (t)= cne
�i�t �(x + d)

�(x � d)
� (t)= gJ� (t) (3.22)

wherevectorx isde� ned by equations(3.12)and (3.13),

thefrequency � isdi� erentfortheBCS (�B C S)and cen-

tralspin (�0)m odels

�B C S = gJz + 2

n�1X

j= 0

�j � �2n�1 �0 = a1� (3.23)

and � isde� ned in equation (3.9).

Average com ponents of the electron (central) spin,

s0(t)= 2hK̂ 0(t)i are obtained from equation (3.21)(re-

callthat�0 = 0)

s
�
0 (t)= c

0
n [�1(x � d)� �1(x + d)� a1]

�(x + d)

�(x � d)

(3.24)

wherec0n = (�cn)=B .

To sum m arize, quantum m echanical averages of

(pseudo)spins for the BCS and centralspin m odels,in-

cludingtheelectron (central)spin and theBCS gap func-

tion � (t) are hyperelliptic functions (equations (3.14)

and (3.15))ofthe tim e variable and n � 1 constantsck
(equations (3.21),(3.22),and (3.24)). These functions

are speci� ed by their m atrices ofperiods !,!0,and �.

The latterdepend only on integralsofm otion according

to equations(3.3)and (3.16).Therem aining n outof2n

initialconditions� x constantsck in equations(3.12)and

(3.13).

An im portantcharacteristicofaquasi-periodicm otion

are its(Fourier)frequencies. To determ ine the frequen-

ciesfortheBCS and centralspin m odels,weobservefrom

equation (3.15)thatthetim evariableentersthesolution

only through com binationsofei
 k t,where


k = i�!
�1
kg


0 = �B C S BCS


k = � i�!
�1

k1

0 = �0 centralspin

(3.25)

k = 1;:::;g,and g = n � 1. Note that,since the spec-

tralpolynom ialQ 2n(u) in equation (3.16) is positively

de� ned,the m atrix ! is pure im aginary and,therefore,

allfrequencies
k arereal(see Fig.1).

IV . D EG EN ER A T E SO LU T IO N S

Here we identify a class of\resonant" nonstationary

solutions for the BCS and centralspin m odels with n

degreesoffreedom (n spinsorpseudospins)butonlym <

n independentfrequencies.

W hile a typicaldynam icsoftheBCS and centralspin

m odels with n (pseudo)spins is quasi-periodic with n

independent frequencies,it is clear already on physical

groundsthattherem ustbesolutionswith fewerfrequen-

cies. For exam ple,the only \spatial" sym m etry ofthe

BCS ground stateistheU (1)sym m etry oftheorderpa-

ram eterthattranslatesinto rotationsofallpseudospins

in Ham iltonians(2.1)and (2.6)around the z-axis. The

corresponding trajectory in the phase space is a circle

and,therefore,the m otion is periodic with a single fre-

quency (see also the discussion following equation (2.6)

and below in thissection).

G enerally,one can show36 that there are (resonant)

toriwith an arbitrary num ber m < n ofindependent

frequenciesin a vicinity ofany pointin the phasespace.

Itshould benoted though thatthesetofpointsforwhich

m < n has a zero m easure in the phase space just like

the setofrationalnum bers on the realaxis. M oreover,

such points are typically unstable36 and provide seeds

ofchaotic behavior in integrable system s. This occurs

becausesm allperturbationsareableto destroy resonant

toriand letthecorrespondingtrajectoriesescapetoother

regionsofthe energy shell. In contrast,the m ajority of

invariant toriwith n independent frequencies are only

slightly deform ed by perturbations.

Interestingly,forthe resonant(degenerate)casescon-

sidered herewewereableto reducetheBCS and central

spin m odels with n spins to sam e m odels with only m

spins. For exam ple,solutions with m = 2 frequencies

can be obtained from the BCS and centralspin m odels

foronly two spinsetc.Further,wewillseethatonespin

solutions(periodictrajectories)arespecialam ongdegen-

eratesolutionsin thattheycorrespondtotheBCS energy

spectrum . The solution thatcorrespondsto the ground

state is further exceptionalin that it is stable against

conservative perturbations because it m inim izes the to-

talenergy. In this case,even though there is only one

frequency,thetrajectory cannotleavetheresonanttorus

because the latter coincides with the energy shell. The

sam e applies to the solution that m inim izes the central

spin Ham iltonian.

W e start by determ ining conditions under which the

num berofindependentfrequenciesisreduced.Sincethe

frequenciesare � xed by initialvaluesofintegralsofm o-

tion,degeneraciesoccuronlyforspecialvaluesoftheinte-

grals.O n the otherhand,a com plete inform ation about

integralsofm otion isencoded in thespectralpolynom ial

Q 2n(u)de� ned in equations(3.3)and (3.4).Speci� cally,

we haveseen in the previoussection thatthe num berof

frequencies
k isequalto the num berofbranch cutsof

the hyperelliptic curve z(u)=
p
Q 2n(u). Evidently,the

latter decreases by one when two roots ofthe polyno-

m ialQ 2n(u)coincide. Thus,asdetailed below,m erging

2(n� m )rootsofQ2n(u)weobtain solutionswith m < n

frequencies.

Indeed,considera situation when 2(n � m )rootsco-

incide,i.e. the spectralpolynom ialQ 2n(u) in equation



8

(3.3)hasthe following specialform :

Q 2n(u)= eQ 2m (u)

n�1Y

k= m

(u � Ek)
2 = eQ 2m (u)W

2
n�m (u)

(4.1)

W e assum ethatdouble rootsin equation (4.1)arecom -

plex conjugateto each otherso thatcoe� cientsofpoly-

nom ials eQ 2m (u)and W n�m (u)arereal.Notethat,since

the polynom ialQ 2n(u)is positively de� ned (see the re-

m ark following equation (3.5)), so is the polynom ial

eQ 2m (u).W ewillseebelow thatdegeneratesolutionsare

com pletely determ ined by the \residual" spectralpoly-

nom ial eQ 2m (u).

Now let us choose m � n separation variables uj to

coincidewith doublerootsofthepolynom ialQ 2n(u),i.e.

uj = E j j= m ;:::;n � 1

W n�m (u)=

n�1Y

k= m

(u � Ek)=

n�1Y

j= m

(u � uj)

(4.2)

W e observe thatequationsofm otion forthese variables

are autom atically satis� ed because both sides ofequa-

tions(3.9)and (3.10)vanish.

Next,weuseequations(4.1)and (3.3)toexpresseigen-

valuesofm atrix L in term softheresidualspectralpoly-

nom ial eQ 2m (u)asfollows

v
2(u)= �

2

� n�1X

q= 0

Cq

u � �q

� 2

eQ 2m (u) (4.3)

where we expanded the ratio ofpolynom ials W n�m (u)

and Pn(u)into elem entary fractions

W n�m (u)

Pn(u)
=

n�1X

q= 0

Cq

u � �q
(4.4)

Since the degrees of polynom ials W n�m (u) and Pn(u)

di� erby m ,therearem constraintson thevaluesofCq,

which can bederived by expandingequation (4.4)in 1=u.

W e have

n�1X

q= 0

Cq�
k�1
q = �km k = 1;:::;m (4.5)

Values of Cq can be expressed through coe� cients of

eQ 2m (u)by com paring residuesatdoublepolesatu = �q
in equations(3.3)and (4.3).

Cq =
eq

�

q
eQ 2m (�q)

where eq = � 1 (4.6)

Note that equations (4.5) provide the following m con-

straints

n�1X

q= 0

eq�
k�1
q

q
eQ 2m (�q)

= ��km k = 1;:::;m (4.7)

on 2m coe� cients of a positively de� ned polynom ial
eQ 2m (u).

Values ofintegrals ofm otion H q for which degenera-

cies occur can be determ ined in term s ofcoe� cients of

the residualspectralpolynom ial eQ 2m (u) by com paring

residuesatsim plepolesatu = �q in equations(3.3)and

(4.3).

H q = �
2

n�1X

j= 0

0 CqCj
eQ 2m (�q)

�q � �j
+
�2

2
C
2
q
eQ 0
2m (�q) (4.8)

In particular,thevalueofH 0 { twicetheenergy
45 ofthe

centralspin m odelon degeneratesolutionsis

E0 = h
p
e�0e0

n�1X

q= 1

Cj
j

4
+

e�1

2e�0
(4.9)

where e�k arecoe� cientsof eQ 2m (u)de� ned as

eQ 2m (u)�

2mX

k= 0

e�ku
k e�2m = 1 (4.10)

TheBCS energy EB C S /
P

q
�qH q + constand thevalue

ofJz /
P

q
H q can be obtained from the knowledge of

H q.However,am oreconvenientderivation istocom pare

expansionsofequations(3.3)and (4.3)in powersof1=u.

W e have

Jz + �

n�1X

q= 0

Cq�
m
q = �

�e�2m �1

2
(4.11)

gEB C S = �

m �1X

q= 0

Cq(2�
m + 1
q + e�2m �1 �

m
q )�

e�22m �1

4
+ e�2m �2

(4.12)

So far,we determ ined initialconditionsforwhich the

num ber ofindependent frequencies for a system with n

(pseudo)spins drops from n to m . W e saw that these

conditionsare � xed by the residualspectralpolynom ial
eQ 2m (u). Note thatseparation variablesuj with j � m

arealso � xed by thispolynom ialbecausethey arezeroes

ofequation (4.4).

Thus,weareleftwith m dynam icalvariables{uj with

j= 1;:::;m � 1 and J� .Equationsofm otion (3.9)and

(3.10)fortheseuj can becastintoastandard form (3.11)

wheren isnow replaced with m and theoriginalspectral

polynom ialQ 2n(u)isreplaced with the residualpolyno-

m ial eQ 2m (u). O n the other hand, it is clear that we

would obtain sim ilarequationsofm otion form spinsesj
governed by theBCS orcentralspin Ham iltonians.This

analogy can be m ade precise ifwe identify the residual
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polynom ialeQ 2m (u)with thespectralpolynom ialofasys-

tem ofm spins(cf.equation (3.3)),i.e.

ev
2 = �

2 +

m �1X

j= 0

 

2eH j

u � e�j
+

es2j

(u � e�j)
2

!

=
�2 eQ 2m (u)

eP 2
m (u)

(4.13)

wherewereplaced param eters�j with new ones

ePm (u)=

m �1Y

q= 0

(u � e�q) (4.14)

and chosee�0 = 0,consistentwith the choice �0 = 0 (see

below equation (3.10)).The restofe�j are arbitrary real

num bers.

BCS (2.6)and centralspin (2.9)Ham iltoniansfornew

classicalspinsesj are

eH B C S =

m �1X

j= 0

2e�jes
z
j �

g

2
eJ+ eJ� eJ =

m �1X

q= 0

esq

eH 0 =

m �1X

j= 0

e
j

2
es0 �esj � B esz0 e
j =

2

e�0 � e�j

(4.15)

Now,com paring equationsofm otion (3.9)and (3.10)

for m separation variables euj for new spins with those

fortherem aining variablesuj forj= 1;:::;m � 1 in the

originalproblem with n spins,weseethatthey coincideif

were-scalethetim evariableforthecentralspin problem

asfollows

et=
(� 1)ne0

Q m �1

k= 1
e�m

B
p
e�0

t centralspin

et= t BCS

(4.16)

No re-scaling is necessary for the BCS m odel. Further,

analyzing equations ofm otion for x and y com ponents

ofthe totalspin (3.9)and (3.10),we conclude thatthey

coincidefororiginaland new spins,i.e.

eJ� = J�

To expressoriginaln (pseudo)spins sj(t)= 2hK̂ j(t)i in

term s ofm new spinsesj(et),we use equations(4.4) and

(4.2)to rewrite the m atrix elem entB (u)given by equa-

tion (3.7)as

B (u) = J�

m �1Y

j= 1

(u � uj)

n�1X

q= 0

Cq

u � �q
=

eB (u)ePm (u)

n�1X

q= 0

Cq

u � �q

(4.17)

Evaluating residuesatu = �j in equation (4.17),we ob-

tain according to equation (3.8)

s
�
j (t)= Cj

ePm (�j)

m �1X

q= 0

es
�
j (
et)

�j � e�q
(4.18)

where constants Cj are given by equation (4.6). Sim -

ilarly,one can relate z-com ponents oforiginalspins to

new ones

s
z
j(t)= Cj

ePm (�j)

 

� � +

m �1X

q= 0

eszq(
et)

�j � e�q

!

(4.19)

Thesolution fornew spinsesj(et)asfunctionsoftim ecan

beread o� directly from thegeneralsolution { equations

(3.21),(3.22), and (3.24) of the previous section. W e

only need to replacen with m ,re-scalethetim evariable

forthe centralspin m odelaccording to equation (4.16),

and replace the spectralpolynom ialQ 2n(u)with itsre-

duced counterpart eQ 2m (u) in the de� nition ofm atrices

ofperiods(3.16)ofhyperelliptic functions.

Forfuturereferences,letusalso writedown equations

for com ponents oforiginalspins sj(t) = 2hK̂ j(t)i and

evolution ofJ� (t) for degenerate solutions in term s of

m variables euj = uj. Evaluating residues at u = �j in

equation (4.17)and using equation (3.8),we� nd

s
�
j
= CjJ�

m �1Y

j= 1

(�j � uj) (4.20)

W ith the help of equation (4.1) and (4.20), evolution

equations(3.9)and (3.10)forJ� becom e

dlnJ�

dt
=
(� 1)m ie0
p
e�0

m �1Y

j= 1

uj centralspin

dlnJ�

dt
= i

�

e�2m �1 + 2

m �1X

j= 1

uj

�

BCS

(4.21)

W eseethatdegeneratesolutionswith m < n frequencies

can be param eterized by m auxiliary spinsboth forthe

BCS and centralspin m odel. Therefore,corresponding

trajectories live on an m -dim ensionaltorus. By sym -

m etry,forthe sam e initialconditions,trajectoriesofall

Ham iltoniansH q in system (2.8)liveon the sam etorus.

This im plies, for exam ple, that a slight change ofini-

tialvaluesofintegralsofm otion (4.8)willinduce sm all

oscillationsalong the rem aining n � m directions.

Let us consider severalexam ples ofdegenerate solu-

tions.

O ne spin solutions,m = 1.Thesesolutionsreproduce

theBCS solution fortheground stateand excitationsof

the BCS m odel(see also the discussion following equa-

tion (2.6)).

Sincetheresidualspectralpolynom ialispositively de-

� ned,we can param eterizeitaseQ 2(u)= (u � �)2 + � 2
0.

Form = 1,thereisonly onecondition in equation (4.7)

n�1X

q= 0

eq
p
(�q � �)2 + � 2

0

= � eq = � 1 (4.22)

For the BCS m odel� = 2=g and we recognize equa-

tion (4.22)astheBCS gap equation.Sim ilarly,equation
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(4.11)becom estheBCS equation forthechem icalpoten-

tial.

The energy ofBCS m odel(4.12)form = 1 is

EB C S =
� 2
0

g
� �Jz �

n�1X

j= 0

ej

q

(�j � �)2 + � 2
0 (4.23)

W e see that a choice of signs ej = 1 for all j yields

the BCS ground state energy, while if we choose one

ofej to be negative,eq = � 1 and ej = 1 for j 6= q,

the solution corresponds to a pair excitation ofenergy

2
p
(�q � �)2 + � 2

0.Sim ilarly,oneobtainssolutionswith

two and m oreexcitationsby choosing severalsignsej to

be negative.

According to equations (4.15),the BCS and central

spin m odelsform = 1 reduceto thefollowing singlespin

m odels:

eH 0 = � B es
z
0

eH B C S = �
g

2
es
+
0 es

�
0 (4.24)

Then, equation (4.13) provides an alternative

param etrization of the residual spectral polynom ial
eQ 2(u)

eQ 2(u)= u
2 �

2esz0

�
u +

es20

�2
(4.25)

The solution ofequationsofm otion is

J� (t)= es
�
0 (
~t)= �� 0e

�i�t+ i� (4.26)

where the frequency � is di� erent for BCS (�B C S) and

centralspin (�0)m odels

�B C S = 2� �0 =
� e0

p
�2 + � 2

0

e0 = � 1

Com ponentsoforiginalspinssj(t)= 2hK̂ j(t)iare given

by equations(4.18)and (4.19).W e have

s
�
j (t)=

ejJ� (t)

�
p
(�j � �)2 + � 2

0

s
z
j = �

ej(�j � �)
p
(�j � �)2 + � 2

0

(4.27)

Note that one spin solutions constructed above do not

m inim izecentralspin Ham iltonian (2.9).Instead,weob-

serve that in this case the con� guration ofspins with

m inim um energy isszj = � sgn
j.Sim ilarly,we see from

equations(2.8)thatcon� gurationsthatm inim izeHam il-

toniansH q ares
z
j = � sgn(�q � �j).Interestingly,accord-

ing to the de� nition ofpseudospins (2.2),one ofthese

con� gurations is the unperturbed Ferm iground state.

Since allspinsin these con� gurationsareoriented along

the z-axis,they are also stationary with respectto BCS

Ham iltonian (2.6).

T w o spin solutions, m = 2. In this case there are

two constraints (4.7) on four coe� cients ofa positively

de� ned polynom ialeQ 4(u).

n�1X

q= 0

eq
q

eQ 4(�q)

= 0

n�1X

q= 0

eq�q
q
eQ 4(�q)

= � eq = � 1

eQ 4(u)=

4X

k= 0

e�ku
k e�4 = 1

Equations(4.9)and (4.12)show thattheenergy ofthese

solutionscan take arbitrary valuesin the range ofener-

giesallowed forthe BCS and centralspin m odels.

Theequivalenttwo spin problem s(4.15)are

eH B C S = 2e�1es
z
1 �

g

2
eJ+ eJ� eH 0 =

e
0

2
es0 �es1 � B esz0 (4.28)

W e are left with only one separation variable u1 = eu1
and equations(3.11)now read

_u21 + 4eQ 4(u1)= 0 BCS

e�0 _u
2
1 +

eQ 4(u1)= 0 centralspin

(4.29)

while for the total(pseudo)spin,using equation (4.21),

weobtain

dlnJ�

dt
= �

i
p
e�0
u1 centralspin

dlnJ�

dt
= ie�3 + 2iu1 BCS

(4.30)

Com ponentsofindividualspinscan be expressed either

through u1 and J� orin term sofnew spinsusing equa-

tions(4.20)and (4.18)

s
�
j = CjJ� (�j � u1)= Cj(�j � e�1)es

�
0 (
et)+ Cj�jes

�
1 (
et)

(4.31)

A specialcase oftwo spin solutionswhen the fourcoef-

� cientsofa positively de� ned polynom ialeQ 4(u)can be

param eterized by three num bers, eQ 4(u) = ((u � !)2 +

� 2
� + � 2

+ )
2 � 4�2� �

2
+ ,hasbeen previously discovered in

Ref.11. The generaltwo spin solution isobtained from

equations(4.29-4.31),which are solved by setting n = 2

(g = 1)in equations(3.17),(3.21)and (3.22)where hy-

perelliptic functions now becom e ordinary elliptic func-

tions.

Sim ilarly,onecan obtain three,fouretc.spin solutions

(degenerate solutionswith m = 3;4 etc. frequencies)in

term s of hyperelliptic functions of genus g = 2;3 etc.

However,as discussed in the beginning ofthis section,

solutions with m < n frequencies are nonrepresentative

ofthe dynam ics anywhere in the phase space and are

expected to be unstable in the senseofK AM theorem .

M oreover,weem phasizethatdegeneratesolutionsde-

rived here are not allsolutions with m < n indepen-

dent frequencies. Indeed,it is clear that for a generic

pointin thephasespaceallrootsofthespectralpolyno-

m ialQ 2n(u)aredistinctand,by continuity,thedistance
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to the closest point where two roots coincide is � nite.

O n the other hand,there are points with any num ber

offrequenciesarbitrarily close to any pointin the phase

space. O ther solutions with m < n frequencies can be

constructed using the reduction theory forhyperelliptic

functions46.

Notealsothatdegeneratesolutionswith m frequencies

contain ones with fewer frequencies and can be further

reduced to m � 1,m � 2 etc.G eom etrically,they liveon

a 2m -dim ensionalsurface in the 2n-dim ensionalphase

space (see the rem ark below equation (4.21)). Surfaces

with sm aller m are em bedded into ones with larger m .

Interestingly,periodictrajectoriesthatcorrespond tothe

BCS energy spectrum (m = 1) belong to allthese sur-

faces.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N S A N D O P EN P R O B LEM S

O urresultscan be directly applied to the problem of

decoherence within the centralspin m odel.In thiscase,

webelieve,a com pleteexactanswercan be obtained us-

ing asym ptoticsofhyperellipticfunctions.

Another possible application is to experim ents2 on

electron transportin spin blockaded sem iconductordou-

bledots.In thisconnection,itm ightbeusefultoanalyze

� rsta sim plersetup ofa singledotconnected to two po-

larized leads. Thissetup leads47 to an integrable m odel

very sim ilarto the centralspin m odel.

Further,it m ight be possible to use the BCS m odel

(2.6) with few classicalspins to describe a num ber of

grainsconnected to each otherby Josephson junctions.

O therinterestingapplicationsincludepairingphenom -

ena in cold ferm ion gases1 m odeled either by BCS or

Dickem odeland in superconducting m etals(seee.g.the

discussion in Ref.33). In these cases,a carefulidenti-

� cation ofobservable robust features ofthe solution is

needed.

An interesting open problem istheevaluation oflead-

ing � nite size(quantum )correctionsto thegeneralsolu-

tion obtained in thispaper.
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