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Abstract. The Particle Num ber Projected G enerator Coordinate M ethod is form ulated for the pairing

Ham iltonian in a detailed way in theprojection aftervariation and thevariation afterprojection m ethods.

The dependence of the wave functions on the generator coordinate is analyzed perform ing num erical

applications for the m ost relevant collective coordinates.The calculations reproduce the exact solution

in the weak,crossover and strong pairing regim es.The physicalinsight ofthe Ansatz and its num erical

sim plicity m ake this theory an excellent toolto study pairing correlations in com plex situations and/or

involved Ham iltonians.

PACS. 74.20.Fg BCS theory and itsdevelopm ent

1 Introduction

The m easurem entsofBlack,Ralph and Tinkham [1,2]of

discretelevelspectraand spectroscopicgapsin nanom eter

Alisolated grainswere interpreted asevidence ofthe su-

perconductivity phenom enon.To understand the physics

ofsuch ultrasm allgrainsa greatdealoftheoreticale�ort

was devoted to study such system s starting from grand

canonical(BCS) and canonicalensem bles [3]as wellas

very sophisticated theories[4]ofthepairing Ham iltonian,

see ref. [5]for a review.Later on the exact solution [6]

ofthis naive m odelHam iltonian wasrediscovered.Som e

othersstudiestreattheaspectoftherm odynam icproper-

ties[7,8]whileothers,seeforexam ple[9],thequestion of

persistence ofpairing correlationsabovethe BCS critical

tem perature is addressed.M ore recently som e analytical

results in specialregim es have been obtained [10].The

m ain issue ofallthese studies is the proper description

ofthe crossoverbetween the few electron regim e and the

bulk one.To analysethiscrossoverseveralpropertiescan

be com puted as a function ofthe m ean electronic level

spacing d (orthe num berofelectronsN )thatcharacter-

izesthetransition from oneregim etotheother.O neofthe

�ndingsofthese studieswasthatthe strong phase tran-

sition predicted in a grand canonicalstudy wasabsentin

m ore advanced theories as wellas in the exact solution.

In theBCS approach superconductivity isnotpossiblefor

alld (N )breaking down ata criticald value.Thisbreak

down isnum berparitydependentand indicatesthatquan-

tum 
uctuationsare nottreated adequately by the BCS

wavefunction.Theknowledgeoftheexactsolution forthe

sim ple-m inded pairing Ham iltonian doesnotdim inish im -

portance to the theoreticalapproxim ationsdeveloped for

thestudy ofthatHam iltonian,see[11]forareview.These

approxim ations are very generaland allow the study of

m oresophisticated Ham iltoniansforwhich no exactsolu-

tion exists.The use ofexactly solvable Ham iltonians[12],

on theotherhand,isverypracticalsinceitallowstocheck

the accuracy ofdi�erent approxim ations in the lim iting

casesrepresented by thoseHam iltonians.

In a recent paper [13]we have proposed a new ap-

proachtostudysuperconductivityin �nitesystem s,nam ely

the G eneratorCoordinate M ethod (G CM )[14],based on

particlenum berprojected BCS wavefunctionsgenerated

in a suitable way.In thatpaperthe G CM approach was

applied to superconducting grainsdescribed by the Pair-

ing Ham iltonian and itwasshown to providean accurate

description of these system s in perfect agreem ent with

the exact Richardson solution.The purpose ofthis pa-

per is two-fold,�rst,to present a detailed derivation of

the relevantform ula aswellasthe way to solve the Hill-

W heeler(HW )equationsand,second,to analysedi�erent

generator coordinates in the context of pairing correla-

tions.The derivation presented iscom prehensive enough

toallow fortheapplication oftheform alism to otherpair-

ing Ham iltonians.Furtherm ore since our theory is very

generaland not constrained by any requirem ent can be

applied to m orecom plex system s.Asa m atteroffactwe

haveperform ed prelim inary studieswith them ostgeneral

pairing Ham iltoniansproposed in [12]and theresults[15]

are ofthe sam e quality as the ones presented in this in-

vestigation.Finite tem peraturee�ectsarenotconsidered

in the presentstudy.

In sect.2 we derive the generalform ula ofthe G CM .

In sect.3 we discussthe di�erentcoordinatesto be used

in thecalculations.Theconvergenceand otherissuescon-

cerning the num ericalsolution of the HW equations is

analysed in sect.4.Finally in sect.5 the whole form al-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510388v1
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ism is applied to study superconducting grains.The pa-

perendswith theConclusionsand som enum ericalaspects

discussed in the AppendicesA and B.

2 Theory

ThepairingHam iltonian used in m ostcalculationsisgiven

by

H =

NX

k= 1;�= �

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� � G

NX

k;k0= 1

c
y

k+
c
y

k�
ck0� ck0+ (1)

where k+ (k� ) labels the single particle level(tim e re-

versed) with energies �k and ck;c
y

k
destroys and creates

electrons in their respective states.The interaction con-

stant G is taken as � d with d the levelspacing and �

the BCS coupling constant whose value for Alis 0:224.

The singleparticleenergies�k forsim plicity takethe val-

ues �k = kd.The num ber N ofelectrons is equalto the

num beroflevelsand in the ground state they form N =2

Cooperpairs,so one worksathalf�lling.This Ham ilto-

nian allows the discussion ofthe crossover between the

strong-coupling regim e (d= ~� � 1) that represents large

grainsand theweak-coupling regim e(d= ~� � 1)forsm all

grains,in term softhequantity d= ~� = 2sinh(1=�)=N with

~� thebulk gap,orequivalently in term softhenum berof

electronsN .

The sim plest way to dealwith pairing correlationsis

provided by the BCS theory [16].Its Ansatz is given by

the m ean �eld wavefunction

jB C Si’ =

NY

k> 0

(uk + vke
i’
c
y

k+
c
y

k�
)j� i: (2)

The variationalparam eters vk are related to the proba-

bility to �nd two electronsin thelevelk.Theparam eters

uk are given by u2
k
+ v2

k
= 1.The spontaneous particle

num bersym m etry breaking m echanism im plicit in Eq.2

enlargestheavailablevariationalHilbertspacem akingthe

BCS approxim ation,in thecaseoflargeparticlenum bers,

a very good one.The BCS state (2),on the otherhand,

undergoesstrong particle num ber
uctuationsand for�-

nitesystem slikem etalgrains,theAnsatz(2)isunreliable

and m issesessentialfeatures.To correctthis failure itis

necessary to develop the BCS form alism in a canonical

ensem ble,wheretheparticlenum beris�xed,ratherthan

in a grand-canonicalone.The restoration ofthe particle

num ber in the BCS context was introduced by Dietrich

and M ang [17]in a nuclearstructure contextand itwas

applied forthe �rsttim e to superconducting grainsby J.

von Delftand F.Braun [18,19].Theprojection m ethod is

based on the Anderson form ulation ofsuperconductivity

[20]where projection onto good particle num ber is pre-

sented asan integration in the gaugevariable’,

jB C SiN =

Z 2�

0

d’

2�
e
iN ’

NY

k

(e
� i’=2

uk + e
i’=2

vkc
y

k+
c
y

k�
)j� i

(3)

W eassum ethenum berofparticlesN to beeven,theodd

caseisconsidered in appendix A.1.Theform ulation ofthe

particle num berprojection (PNP)can be done in several

ways[21].Very com pactform ula are obtained in term sof

the residuum integrals [17]de�ned by

R
j1;� � � ;jM

m =
1

2�

Z 2�

0

d’ e
� i(M � 2m )’=2

�

NY

k6= j1;� � � ;jM

(e
� i’=2

u
2

k + e
i’=2

v
2

k) (4)

Thisde�nition holdsforindicesj1;� � � ;jM such thatjk 6=

jp forallk and p.The integerM is sim ply a counter of

thej’sinvolved.In casethattwoorm oreindicesareequal

wede�nethecorrespondingresiduum integralaszero.All

expectation valuescan beeasily calculated in term softhe

residuum integrals.As an exam ple we evaluate the m a-

trix elem entN hB C SjB C SiN ,directsubstitution ofEq.3

provides

N hB C SjB C SiN =

Z 2�

0

d’

2�

NY

k

(e
� i’=2

u
2

k + e
i’=2

v
2

k)� R
0

0:

(5)

In the sam eway the projected energy isgiven by

E N =
N hB C SjH jB C SiN

N hB C SjB C SiN

= 2

NX

j= 1

�

�j �
G

2

�

v
2

j

R
j

1

R 0
0

� G

NX

j;k

ujvjukvk
R
jk

1

R 0
0

:(6)

ThePNP energy,astheBCS one,dependsonly on the

variationalparam etersuk;vk.M inim ization with respect

to theseparam etersleadsto a setofN coupled non-linear

equations

2(̂�k + �k)ukvk � �k(u
2

k � v
2

k)= 0: (7)

Thequantities �̂k,� k and �k arede�ned by

�̂k = (�k � G =2)
R k
1

R 0
0

; � k = G
X

j

ujvj
R
kj

1

R 0
0

(8)

�k =

NX

j

�

�j �
G

2

�

v
2

j

"

R
kj

2
� R

kj

1

R 0
0

�
R
j

1

R 0
0

R k
1 � Rk0

R 0
0

#

�
G

2

NX

j;l

ujvjulvl

"

R
kjl

2
� R

kjl

1

R 0
0

�
R
jl

1

R 0
0

R k
1 � Rk0

R 0
0

#

(9)

The set ofequations (7)resem blesthe ordinary BCS

equations.In thatequations,�k = 0and �̂k = �� G v2
k
� �.

The Lagrange m ultiplier� takescare,on the average,of

the particlenum berconservation.Notice thatin the pro-

jected equationsthe�elds� k appearin addition.Theso-

lution ofEqs.(7) de�nes jB C SiN .In the literature [18]
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thisisusually called Projected BCS (PBCS)theory.De-

tails ofhow the set ofEqs.(7) is num erically solved are

given in appendix A.2.

To include additionalcorrelationswe consider a gen-

eralsuperposition ofdi�erent projected-BCS wave func-

tions,

j	N i=

Z

d� f(�)jB C S(�)iN

=
1

2�

Z

d� d’ f(�)e
iN ’

�
Y

k

(e
� i’=2

uk(�)+ e
i’=2

vk(�)c
y

k+
c
y

k�
)j� i:(10)

The new wave function j	N i is based on the G ener-

ator Coordinate M ethod (G CM ) developed by Hilland

W heeler in Nuclear Physics [14].It has been also used

by Peierls,Yoccoz and Thouless[22,23]am ong othersto

dealwith the restoration ofsym m etriesin m ean �eld ap-

proachesaswellasto dealwith a variationalapproach to

collectivem otion.Ithasalsoprovided avariationalderiva-

tion ofthe Random Phase Approxim ation[24].The coor-

dinate� refersto any param eteron which theBCS states

m ay depend param etrically.In thisway thesuperposition

statej	N itakescareofthe
uctuationsassociated to the

param eter�.In principle,thevariationalquantitiesarethe

weightsf(�)and the occupanciesuk(�);vk(�)and should

bedeterm ined invokingthevariationalprinciple.The�nal

equations,however,resultin an integro-di�erentialsetof

equationsvery com plicated to solve.In consequencesom e

assum ptionsaboutoccupanciesareneeded in orderto fa-

cilitate the num ericalim plem entation.Ifwe assum e that

thequantitiesuk(�);vk(�)areknown (seebelow)onedeals

onlywith theproblem ofcalculatingtheweightsf(�).This

isaccom plished by the Hill-W heeler(HW )equation

Z

d� (H��0 � EN��0)f(�)= 0: (11)

H isthe Ham iltonian overlap,de�ned by

H
��

0 = N hB C S(�)jH jB C S(�
0
)iN

= 2
X

j

(�j �
G

2
)vj(�)vj(�

0

)R
j

1
(�;�

0

)

� G
X

i;j;i6= j

ui(�
0

)vi(�)uj(�)vj(�
0

)R
ij

1
(�;�

0

) (12)

and N the norm overlap

N ��
0 = N hB C S(�)jB C S(�

0
)iN = R

0

0(�;�
0

): (13)

Thisequation isvery sim ilarto Eq.(5).Theresiduum

integralshavenow been generalized by

R
j1;� � � ;jM

m (�;�
0

)=
1

2�

Z 2�

0

d’ e
� i(M � 2m )’=2

�
Y

k6= j1;� � � ;jM

(e
� i’=2

uk(�)uk(�
0

)+ e
i’=2

vk(�)vk(�
0

)) (14)

In App.B we discussthe way to calculatethese integrals

and the Ham iltonian overlap ofEq.(12).Itisim portant

to notice that the solution ofthe HW equation provides

notonly theground statebutalso thelow-lying collective

states.

Aswem entioned above,in theHW equation thequan-

tities uk(�);vk(�) are supposed to be determ ined before-

hand.They are usually �xed by the way the projected

wave function jB C S(�)iN iscalculated,nam ely,whether

jB C S(�)iN is determ ined by projection after variation

(PAV)orvariation after projection (VAP).In the form er

(PAV),theoccupanciesaredeterm ined by thesym m etry-

violating wave function jB C Si,i.e.,by solving the ordi-

nary BCS equations.In theVAP casetheoccupanciesare

given by the solution ofthe variationalequationsEq.(7).

In the BCS fram ework the VAP approach is known as

PBCS.O bviously the VAP m ethod is m ore involved but

itisa fully self-consistentm ethod thatprovidesbetterre-

sults.W eshalldenotethe�rstm ethod G CM PAV and the

second oneG CM VAP.

3 SELECTIO N O F TH E GEN ERATO R

CO O RD IN ATE

The generatorcoordinate � isquite generaland itsselec-

tion ism otivated by thephysicalproblem .TheBCS wave

functions depend param etrically on the generator coor-

dinate,its selection is therefore strongly related to the

wayswe have to characterize the wave function.Though

there are m any waysto choose the generatorcoordinate,

we think that for the BCS case there are three relevant

ones:Thegap param eter�,theLagrangeparam eter� as-

sociated with the particle num berofthe BCS wavefunc-

tion and �N 2 = hB C SjN̂ 2jB C Si� hB C SĵN jB C Si2,the


uctuationson the num berofparticlesofthe BCS wave

function.

Instead ofusing directly the gap param eter as a co-

ordinate it is num erically easier to generate BCS w.f.’s

with di�erentgap param etersby solving the correspond-

ing BCS (PBCS) equations for di�erent values G trial of

the strength constant G .This m ethod is easy to im ple-

m ent and very e�cient.The second m ethod is the sim -

plest one.Now the generator coordinate is the chem ical

potential� which in the ordinary BCS equationsisused

asLagrangem ultiplierto�x them ean valueoftheparticle

num ber in the grand-canonicalensem ble.In our case we

solvetheBCS equationsfor�xed� and theuseofdi�erent

� valuesallowsto generatewavefunctionsjB C S(�)iwith

di�erentaverageparticlenum ber.ThefactthatjB C S(�)i

does not have on the average the right particle num ber

does not m atter since later on we project on the right

particlenum ber.In thiscaseoneislooking forthe
uctu-

ationsin the position ofthe Ferm ilevel.

Thelastm ethod,�nally,considers
uctuationsaround

the uncertainty in the particle num ber �N 2.Now it is

necessary to add a constraintto �x a given valueof�N 2.

This is done by using the m odi�ed Ham iltonian H 0 =

H � �N � �2�N
2,wheretheparam eter�2 guarantiesthat
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the constraintisful�lled.In principle we have setup six

variationalm ethods(PAV and VAP versionsofeach coor-

dinate)butonly �vearefeasible,becausetheVAP version

of� (by construction)isnotpossible.Although the ulti-

m ate testofthe quality ofthe selection ofthe generator

coordinatewillbetheeigenstatesoftheHW equation itis

interesting to havea look on the Hilbertspace generated

by thedi�erentcoordinates.Thediagonalelem entsofthe

m atrix H ��=N �� oftheHW m atrix,Eq.(11),arethepro-

jected totalenergies E N (�).This quantity is related to

the condensation energy (CE)by E con(�)= EN (�)� EF
with E F the uncorrelated energy ofthe Ferm isea,i.e.,

E F = 2
P

j
�j � G N =2.Though,asm entioned above,we

have �ve waysto generate w.f.depending param etrically

on � weshallconcentratein thissection on thethreePAV

casescorresponding to thethreedi�erentcoordinatesun-

der study.In Fig.1 we display E con(�) as a function of

thecorrespondinggeneratorcoordinate� and fordi�erent

particle(level)num bersto coverthefullrangefrom weak

to strong pairing regim es.Forsim plicity weplotonly the

curves for grains with an even num ber ofparticles.Let

us �rst discuss the coordinate G trial.It is obvious that,

foreach num berofparticlesN ,a criticalvalue G c(N )of

G trial existssuch thatno superconducting solution ofthe

system is found below it.In panela) we show the CE

versusG trial� Gc(N ).W e�nd a parabolicbehaviorwith

the vertex m oving to larger values ofG trial� Gc(N ) as

theparticlenum berdecreases(asonewould expect).The

curvesgetsofterwith decreasingparticlenum berwith the

curve N = 20 being specially soft.W e also �nd thatthe

value ofthe CE in the m inim um is larger (in absolute

value)astheparticlenum berincreases(asonealso would

expect).

In panelb) the quantity E con(�) is plotted against

� � �B C S(N ),�B C S(N ) being the chem icalpotentialof

the BCS equation for the corresponding case. Because

ofthe particle-hole sym m etry ofthe m odelthe subtrac-

tion of�B C S(N ) providessym m etric curves around � �

�B C S(N ) = 0 1.For large N the solutions are parabola

like curveswhich soften with decreasing particlenum ber.

For N � 40 we �nd superconducting solutions for all�

values.ThisisnotthecaseforN = 20 whereforcertain �

intervalswedo notobtain any solution fortheBCS equa-

tion,seebelow form oredetails.Thisisnotsurprising be-

cause the standard selfconsistentBCS equation doesnot

provideacorrelated solution in thiscase,seebelow.Lastly

in panelc)E con(�N
2)is plotted against�N 2.Here we

alsoobtain aparabolicbehaviorsim ilartothecasea)with

the di�erence thatthe m inim a shifted to large �N 2 cor-

respond to thelargeparticlenum bers.TheCE getssofter

with largerparticlenum berasonewould expect.

1 It is im portant to notice that in this case the num -

bers 20, 40, etc correspond only to the num ber of levels

and not to the num ber of particles of jB C S(�)i. Since we

work without constraint on the particle num ber in general

hB C S(�)jN̂ jB C S(�)i 6= N . O n the other hand since we

are projecting on the particle num ber the wave functions

jB C S(�)iN correspond to a system with N particles.
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Fig.1.Projected condensation energies,in unitsofthe bulk

gap,asfunctionsofthe di�erentgeneratorcoordinates in the

PAV approach.

Itisclearthatthe energy m inim a ofthe di�erentco-

ordinatesprovide an approxim ation to an unconstrained

VAP calculation.In Table1wehavesum m arized them in-

im a oftheparabolaaswellastheVAP valuesand theex-

actones.W e�nd thatallthreecoordinatesdo a good job

forlargeparticlenum bersand thatbig di�erencesappear

for sm allparticle num bers,i.e.,in the weakly correlated

regim e.W e �nd thatin generaland atthis levelthe co-
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Table 1. Condensation energies,in units of ~�,predicted by

PAV,VAP and exactcalculations.

N 20 40 86 172 400

G trial -1.7716 -1.8194 -1.9053 -2.3566 -3.4192

� -0.7864 -0.9272 -1.4925 -2.0392 -3.4625

�N
2

-1.1438 -1.3654 -1.6906 -2.2227 -3.5564

VAP -2.0625 -2.2441 -2.4015 -2.5428 -3.6551

exact -2.2026 -2.5284 -2.9403 -3.5322 -4.8891

ordinateG trial isthem oste�ectivefollowed by �N
2 and

�.O fcoursethisdoesnotm ean very m uch sincethecon-

�guration m ixing calculationswillchangetheseresults.

Let’s now analyse the wave functions generated with

the di�erent coordinates.To a given value of a coordi-

nate,letsay �0,correspondsa wavefunction jB C S(�0 > .

A sim ple way to characterizethe physicalcontentofthis

wavefunction isby theassociated gap param eter�(�0)=

G
P

k
uk(�0)vk(�0).In Fig.2 wehaverepresented thegap

param eter �(�) associated to each wave function as a

function ofthe coordinate � used to generate it.In panel

a)weshow theresultsforG trial.O fcoursetheG entering

into � istheoneoftheoriginalHam iltonian,seeEq.(1),

independently ofthe G trial used in the calculations.Tak-

ing into account the expression of� we expect,in �rst

order,a linear behavior with G trial and this is what we

obtain.In generala very broad range ofgap param eters

iscovered,which isthe reason why the coordinate G trial

can beconsidered equivalenttothegap param eter�.The

case ofthe coordinate � isconsidered in panelb),where

we representthe corresponding gap param eterasa func-

tion of�� �NB C S.W e�nd an oscillatingbehaviorof� with

� dueto thesym m etry ofthem odel.Noticethatthescale

ofthe y-axisdependson the particle num berconsidered,

see the �gure caption.For� = kd,i.e.,atthe single par-

ticle energies�k,we �nd m axim a and for� = k(d+ 1=2)

m inim a.Theperiod and am plitude ofthe oscillationsde-

creasewith growingparticlenum berbecausein thism odel

d � 1=N .ForN � 40weobtain superconductingsolutions

for all� values,in particular for � = �B C S,i.e.,for the

selfconsistent B C S equation.For N = 20,however,we

observethatatand around � = k(d+ 1=2)wedo notob-

tain correlated wave functions.As m entioned above this

behavior is in agreem ent with the fact that the selfcon-

sistent BCS solution does not have correlated solutions

in this case.The situation isfurtherillustrated in Fig.3

forthe N = 20 case.In the weak pairing regim e we only

�nd solutions for � values corresponding to the hatched

regions around a given level.In the region around the

levelk,the num berofparticlesofthe B C S w.f.,i.e.,the

expectation value hB C S(�)jN̂ jB C S(�)i,variesin a con-

tinuousway from 2(k� 1)to 2k.Forexam pleforthecase

ofN = 20,i.e.k = 10,the B C S w.f.around the level10

have averagenum bersofparticlesranging from 18 to 20.

In generalfrom thesew.f.’sitisalwayspossibleto project

to20particles.In theregionsbetween thehatched regions

no BCS solution isfound butonly theHartree-Fock (HF)

one.The num bersofparticlesareobviously integernum -
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N
c (meV)
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Fig.2.D ependenceoftheorderparam eter� on thegenerator

coordinates G trial ,� and �N
2
.In panel(b)the y-axisscale

applies only for N = 20,for N = 40 the y-axis covers the

interval0:6 � 1:4 and for N = 86;172 and 400 the interval

0:9� 1:1.
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24
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µ BCS
N=20

14

16

16

18

18
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20
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22

d

Fig.3. Sketch ofthe regions ofweak and strong pairing for

N = 20.The num bers on the right hand side correspond to

the labelsofthe levelswhile the oneson the lefthand side to

the average num berofparticles ofthe BCS w.f.at the corre-

sponding �.

bers,in theexam pledisplayed theseintegersare16;18;20

and 22.To projectto 20 particles from these HF w.f.is

only possible for 20,in the other cases the w.f.is zero.

Thisfactexplainsthe curve corresponding to N = 20 in

Fig.1.From allregionswhere no BCS solution is found

only the one between k = 10 and k = 11,corresponding

to a HF solution with 20 electrons with zero condensa-

tion energy,survives.In Fig.1 this region isrepresented

by the straightline around � = �B C S.For N � 40 this

is not the case and we always �nd B C S solutions.The

hatched regionsofFig.3 correspond in thiscaseto strong

correlationsand the white regionsto weak ones.

Finally,in panelc)the gap param eterscorresponding

to the�N 2 generatorcoordinateareplotted.Thebehav-

ior is again linear,as for the coordinate G trial,but the

range ofthe gap param etersinvolved in each wave func-

tion isthe opposite one.In this case we obtain forsm all

particle num bersa m uch largerrange than forlarge par-

ticle num bers.

4 N UM ERICAL SO LUTIO N O F TH E

H ILL-W H EELER EQ UATIO N

For our purposes solving the HW equation, Eq. 11, is

equivalenttothediagonalizationoftheHam iltonian in the

nonorthogonalbasis ofthe generator states jB C S(�)iN .

The usualprocedure to dealwith this equation [21]in-

volvestwo diagonalizations.In a �rststep,thenorm over-

lap N ��0 isdiagonalized

Z

d�
0
N ��0uk(�

0
)= nkuk(�); (15)

with thefunctionsuk(�)form ing a com pleteorthonorm al

set in the space ofthe weights f(�).Its eigenvalues are

nevernegative,nk � 0,because the m atrix N isde�nite

positive.W eshallkeep theuk(�)with nonzeroeigenvalues

corresponding to thelinearly independentstates.In prac-

ticeand dueto num ericalreasonswerestricttheuk(�)to

thosewith eigenvalueslargerthan a tolerance".Foreach

ofthese functionsthereexiststatesjki,

jki=
1

p
nk

Z

d�uk(�)jB C S(�)iN ; (16)

called thenaturalstates,which span a collectivesubspace

H C .In a second step the Ham iltonian Ĥ isdiagonalized

in thisspace

X

k0

hkjĤ jk
0
igk0 = E gk (17)

with

hkjĤ jk
0
i=

1
p
nknk0

ZZ

d�d�
0
u
�
k(�)H��0uk0(�

0
): (18)

The HW equationsprovidea setofwavefunctions,

j	
�
N i=

X

k;nk 6= 0

g
�
kjki; (19)

and energiesE � labeled bytheindex�,thelowestonecor-

responding to the ground state and the othersto excited

states.In thiswork we are only interested in the ground

state.Taking into accountEq.10 and Eq.19 oneobtains

f(�)=
X

k

gk
p
nk

uk(�): (20)

Since the wave functionsjB C S(�)iN are notorthogonal,

the weightsf(�)cannotbe interpreted asthe probability

am plitudeto �nd thestatejB C S(�)iN in j	N i.Itcan be

shown,however,thatthe functions

G(�)=
X

k;nk 6= 0

gkuk(�) (21)

areorthogonaland thatthey can be interpreted asprob-

ability am plitudes.

For num ericalpurposes allthe expressions above in-

volving integralshaveto bereplaced by sum sdiscretizing

thespace�.In thisform onedealswith m atrix equations

easierto handle.The question thatim m ediately arisesis

how to determ ine the optim al�-m esh to be used in the

calculation.Thebordervaluesof� aredeterm ined by en-

ergy argum entssincetheprobability ofm ixing high-lying
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statesisvery sm all.The�-coordinateintervalsused in the

calculationsaregiven in Table2.Thecalculationsdepend

furtherm ore on the m esh step used in the discretization.

Thisparam eterischosen asto optim ize the calculations,

i.e.,wetakethelargestm esh thatincludesallstateswith

relevantinform ation.Thisparam eterisalsorelated to the

required accuracy.In the calculationsperform ed we have

notattem pted to reproducetheexactresultsup to an un-

usualaccuracy.In Fig.4 the convergence ofthe conden-

sation energy,asa function ofthenum berofm esh points

used in the calculations,is shown for di�erent num bers

ofparticles and for the coordinates G ,� and �N 2.W e

observe that the num ber ofm esh points needed for con-

vergencedependson the�-coordinateand on thenum ber

ofparticles.ThecoordinateG trial,seetop panel,provides

the best convergence ofthe three calculations.For large

particle num bers a very good convergence for relatively

few m esh points is found.For sm allnum bers ofparticle

onehastogotolargerm esh pointsto�nd theplateau.For

the � coordinatethe situation isthe reverseone,i.e.,one

�nds earlier convergence for sm allnum bers ofparticles.

Finally,the situation for �N 2 is som ething in between

the two form ercases.W e �nd thatto reach convergence

in energy 80 m esh pointsaresu�cientforallcoordinates.

Thisisthe num berwhich we willuse in allfollowing nu-

m ericalapplications.

Table 2. Initialand �nalvaluesofthe generatorcoordinates

used in the calculations.

N 20 40 86 172 400

G i(m eV ) 0.44 0.18 0.07 0.03 0.01

G f(m eV ) 0.80 0.30 0.17 0.06 0.04

�i(m eV ) -3.00 -2.00 -2.00 -1.00 -1.00

�f(m eV ) 3.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00

�N 2

i 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

�N
2

f 8.00 12.00 16.00 16.00 32.00

A furthercheckconcerningtheconvergenceisthenum -

berofnaturalstateskeptin thecalculations.Since m any

ofthesestatesarelinearly dependentsom enaturalstates

jki will have a vanishing norm and m ust be excluded.

In the calculation only those naturalstateswith a norm

largerthan a given tolerance " are kept.Fora given tol-

erance we take as m any states jki as needed to reach a

good plateau.Now we analyzethe energy convergenceas

afunction ofthenum berofnaturalstateskeptin thediag-

onalization oftheHW equation orequivalently ofthetol-

eranceofthe calculations.Thisisshown in Fig.5 forthe

three coordinates and for grains with di�erent num bers

ofparticles.In the � and �N 2 coordinates we �nd that

fortolerancessm allerthan 10� 10 lineardependentstates

areintroduced in thecalculationsprovidingunrealisticen-

ergyvalues.Theinterestingpointistheniceplateau found

forlargertolerances.Thetoleranceof10� 10 corresponds,

typically,to around 15 linearly independent states.The

coordinate G is in this respect som ewhat di�erent.O ne

observesthat for tolerancesofup to 10� 15 one stillgets

­2.2

­2.1

­2.0

­1.9

­1.8

­1.7

C
.E

N
E

R
G

Y
P
/∆∼ G

20

40

86

172

400

­2.2

­2.1

­2.0

­1.9

­1.8

C
.E

N
E

R
G

Y
P
/∆∼ µ

20

40

86

172

400

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

NUMBER OF POINTS GCM

­2.2

­2.1

­2.0

­1.9

­1.8

C
.E

N
E

R
G

Y
P
/∆∼ ∆N2
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Fig.4. The condensation energy in unitsof ~� for the three

coordinates as a function ofthe num ber ofm esh points used

in thecalculations.The energy scalescorrespond to theN= 20

case,the other curveshave been shifted in orderto m ake the

�gurereadable.The shiftsare 0.28,0.58,1.02 and 2.48 for40,

86,172 and 400 particlesrespectively.

linearly independent states,which obviously correspond

to highly excited states that do not a�ect the energy of

the ground state.Thistolerance typically am ountsto 20

linearlyindependentstates.From thisrespectweconclude

thatifoneisinterested in excited statesthecoordinateG

ism oree�ectivethan the otherones.

Thediagonalization oftheHW equation in thecaseof

the � coordinate requiressom e com m ents.Asm entioned

above in the weak pairing regim e,for N = 20 for exam -

ple,and forseveral� intervalsonedoesnot�nd supercon-

ducting solutions.Thiscircum stance,asexplained above,

showsup as"m issing points"in theCE curves.Thesedis-

continuitiesdo nota�ecthoweverthesolution oftheHW

equations,since these points have norm zero and do no

m ix with the otherstates.

5 APPLICATIO N TO SUPERCO N D UCTIN G

GRAIN S

In thissection wepresenta system aticstudy ofproperties

ofsuperconducting grains.TheresultsoftheG CM calcu-

lation ofdi�erentquantitiesarecom pared with thePBCS

approxim ation and the exactRichardson solution.
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Fig.5.Sam e asFig.4 butasfunction ofthe tolerance ".

5.1 Ground State Condensation energies

Condensation energiescharacterizethepresenceofpairing

correlations.The crossoverbetween superconducting and


uctuation dom inated regim escan be described through

thisquantity.

Asin theform ercasesthecondensation energy E con is

de�ned asthe di�erence between the totalenergy in the

correspondingapproxim ation and theenergyoftheuncor-

related Ferm isea.Forexam plein theG CM approachesit

is given by E con = E �= 0 � EF ,see Eq.19 and below.

This quantity is displayed in Fig.6 for even grains (up

to 600 electrons)and odd grains(up to 601 electrons)as

a function of the particle num ber N .In both plots we

give num ericalresults for the approxim ations discussed

above,BCS,PBCS and theG CM PAV and G CM VAP ap-

proaches.TheG CM PAV resultsarepresented forthe co-

ordinatesG trial,� and �N 2 and theG CM VAP forG trial

and �N 2.Thegrand-canonical(BCS)calculation ofE con

predictsvanishing correlationsin the few-electron regim e

in the even and odd system s.The PBCS condensation

energies,on the otherhand,though alwaysnegative pre-

dict an unrealistic sharp crossover between the 
uctua-

tion dom inated regim e and the bulk which is m ore pro-

nounced in odd grains.This artifact is not present nei-

ther in the G CM approaches nor in the exact calcula-

tions.The sim plerG CM PAV approachesalready predict

a sm ooth crossoverforodd and even grains.Them orein-

volved G CM VAP approaches not only predict a sm ooth

­5
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­1

0

C
. 
E
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Y
/∆∼
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C
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µ

∆N2(PAV)

∆N2(VAP)

Fig.6.Condensation energiesversusthenum berofparticlesin

di�erentapproxim ationsand the exactresults.Upper(lower)

panelforeven (odd)system s.

crossoverbuttheirpredictionscoincidewith theexactre-

sults.Concerning theG CM PAV calculationswe�nd that

the � coordinate is the m ost e�ective ofallofthem fol-

lowed by the�N 2 one.Paradoxicallythecalculation with

the � coordinate is the sim plest one from the num erical

pointofview.

Thereason why the� coordinateisthem ostsuccessful

oneisprobably dueto thefactthatusing thiscoordinate

onehastherightinertiaparam eterfortherotationsin the

gaugespaceassociated with the operator N̂ .Asa m atter

offactthiswasdem onstrated by Peierlsand Thouless[23]

in the contextofthe translationalinvariance and a PAV

approach by the double projection technique (see Eq.10

above).In thiswork they show thatthe rightinertia pa-

ram eterofthecollectivem otion associated with thelinear

m om entum operator P̂ (N̂ in ourcase)isobtained when

theG CM coordinatesaretheposition (’ in ourcase)and

thevelocity (� in ourcase).Thatm eansthedynam icsas-

sociated with Eq.11 hasthe rightinertialparam eter.In
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a VAP approach onealwaysobtain therightm assparam -

eter[21].

5.2 Pairing correlations.

In a canonicalensem bletheBCS orderparam eterisiden-

tically zero.For this reason it is necessary to de�ne an-

otherquantity to characterizepaircorrelationsin a state

of�xed num bers ofelectrons.W e choose the pairing pa-

ram eterused in ref. [18]

� b = G
X

k

Ck (22)

where the subindex b indicates the num berparity ofthe

grain.The quantitiesCk’sarede�ned by

C
2

k = hc
y

k+
ck+ c

y

k�
ck� i� hc

y

k+
ck+ ihc

y

k�
ck� i (23)

and form a setofcorrelatorswhich m easure the 
uctua-

tionsin the occupation num bers.The expectation values

h i are to be calculated with the wave functions ofthe

corresponding approach using the form ula developed in

Appendices A and B.In an uncorrelated orin a blocked

stateonehasCk = 0.In thegrand-canonicalcasetheCk’s

reduce to Ck = ukvk and � b coincideswith the usualsu-

perconducting orderparam eter.

In Fig.7weshow ourresultsforthepairingparam eter

in unitsof ~� foreven (upperpanel)and odd (lowerpanel)

system srespectively.Aswecan seein both plotsthesharp

transition occurringin theBCS and PBCS m ethodsisab-

sentin the G CM approachesaswellasin the exactsolu-

tion.Thepeculiarbehaviorsof� b in theexactand G CM

approxim ationsbefore and afterthe BCS breakdown are

related to the change ofa pairing delocalized in energy

(weak pairing regim e) to a localized one (strong pairing

regim e).Therough decreaseof� b with N isconnected to

thespecialfeatureofthem odel,forwhich theconstantG

ofEq.(22)isinverseproportionalto the num berofelec-

trons.The fact that � b converges m onotonically to the

�nalvalue ~� ,in the even case from above and in the

odd onefrom below,isdueto theblocking e�ect.In these

plotsweobserveagainthattheG CM VAP approachespro-

vide solutionscloserto the exactonethan the G CM PAV

approaches.

5.3 Collective wave functions.

W e now look at the structure ofthe G CM states in the

spaceofthecollectiveparam eter�.Thecollectiveweights

f(�)can notbeinterpreted asprobability am plitudesbe-

cause the generating states jB C S(�)iN are not,in gen-

eral,orthogonalto each other.The am plitudes G(�) of

Eq.(21),on the other hand,play the role of"collective

wave functions",they are orthogonaland their m odules

squared havethe m eaning ofa probability.

The quantities jG(�)j2 are plotted in Figs.8,9 and

10 as a function ofthe param eters G ,� and �N 2,re-

spectively.ThebehaviorofjG(�)j2 asa function of� indi-

cateswhich arethem ostrelevantcom ponentsofthestates
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Fig.7.Thegap param eter� b forthedi�erentcalculationsas

a function ofthenum berofelectronsforeven and odd grains.

Forparticlenum berssm allerthan thoseshown in theBCS plot

the BCS gap param etergoessharply to zero.

j	N (�)i in term s ofthe param eter �.To guide the eye

wehavealso plotted in these�gurestheprojected energy

E N (�)ofEq.(6).Forsim plicity werestrictourdiscussion

to even system s.In Fig.8 we represent these quantities

forthe coordinateG trial in theG CM PAV and G CM VAP

approaches.Since the wave functionsofboth approaches

do notdi�erqualitatively we shalldiscussboth casesto-

gether.The factthatthe projected energiesare lowerin

thePAV than in theVAP approach foragiven G trial� Gc
is due to the fact that G c is alm ost zero for allparticle

num bersin theVAP approach whileitvariesconsiderably

with the particle num ber for the PAV case,see Table 2.

W e �nd broad potentialenergy curves for sm allparticle

num bers and narrowerones with increasing N .Interest-

ingly the potentialenergy curves for the G CM PAV and

G CM VAP approachesareratherdi�erentforsm allparti-

cle num bers and they becom e sim ilar for the large ones.

Concerning thewavefunctionsforN = 20 weobtain very

broad distributions corresponding to a situation ofweak
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Fig.8.The projected energiesE N (G )versusG in the G CM -

PAV (thin continuouslines) and G CM VAP (thick continuous

lines) approaches for even system s.The collective wave func-

tions jG(G )j
2
for the G CM PAV (thin dashed lines) and the

G CM VAP (thick dashed lines) approaches in arbitrary units.

The verticalscale appliesforE N (G ),the m inim um ofE N (G )

in each approach has been set equalto zero.The top scale

appliesonly forthe top panel.

pairing dom inated by 
uctuationsin theorderparam eter

�,seealso panela)ofFig.2.ForN � 40we�nd thatthe

wave functions are not that extended anym ore but they

stillpresent a two peak distribution,wit the �rst peak

around the non-superconducting solution and the other

around a superconducting one.For larger particle num -

bers (N � 86;172;400)a one peak distribution em erges

with the width ofthe peak getting sm allerforincreasing

particle num ber.Looking atFig.2a we see thatatlarge

N the distribution peaksaround the wave function with

a gap very closeto the bulk one.

Theresultsforthe� coordinatearepresented in Fig.9.

ForN = 20,in the weak pairing region,we obtain a 
at

potentialwhich shape correspondsto the physicsalready

discussed in relation with Fig.3.Thecollectivewavefunc-

tion,alsoaccordingtothediscussion ofFig.2b and Fig.3,

displaysan oscillating behaviorwith m axim a around � =

kdand m inim a(zeroes)around � = k(d+ 1=2).Theheight

ofthem axim adecreasesconsiderablyfork valuesdi�erent

from 10and 11,i.e.,thecollectivewavefunction ism ainly

form ed by theHF solution around theFerm ileveland the

­3 ­2 ­1 0 1 2 3

µ ­ µN
BCS (meV)

0

20

40

60
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Fig.9.The projected energies E N (�) (continuouslines) and

the collective wave functionsjG(�)j
2
(dashed lines)versus�.

The verticalscale applies for E N (�),the m inim um ofE N (�)

has been set equalto zero.jG(�)j
2
is in arbitrary units.The

top scale appliesonly forthe top panel.

N= 20 com ponentsoftheBCS solution ofthelevelsabove

and below the Ferm ilevel.ForN = 40 the weak pairing

regim epersistsand thewavefunction displaysa structure

sim ilar to the N = 20 case but with the strength m uch

m oreconcentrated owingtothefactthatthelevelspacing

decreaseswith increasingnum berofparticles.ForN = 86

the two peak structure isjusta rem iniscenceofthe weak

pairing situation and for N = 172 and 400 a one peak

structureem ergesindicating the strong pairing situation.

Thepotentialenergy curvesgetsteeperwith increasing N

and thelocalization ofthepeak around �NB C S sharpensin

thesam eway.Asonecan seein Fig.2b therangeofthe�

param etercovered by thewavefunctionsdim inisheswith

increasing N .

Lastly wediscussthe �N 2 coordinatein Fig.10.The

potentialenergy curves are easy to understand.In the

sm allparticlenum berlim ittheBCS solution doesnotpro-

videasuperconductingsolution and thereforeh�N 2i= 0.

O n the other hand the BCS approxim ation providesthe

exactsolution in the bulk lim it,i.e.there h�N 2i> > 1.

Accordingly we expect m inim a in the projected energies

atsm all�N 2 forlow N and atlarge�N 2 forlargeN.The

potentialenergy curvesgetsofterwith growingN because
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Fig.10.The sam e asin �gure 8 butforthe param eter�N
2
.

forincreasing�N 2 itisenergetically easierto changethis

value.Asitshould be the potentialenergy curve forthe

G CM VAP approach lies below the G CM PAV one.Con-

cerning thecollectivewavefunctions,theirbehaviorscor-

respond to the shape ofthe potentials.ForN � 86 there

isa �nite probability ofhaving an uncorrelated HF solu-

tion asa com ponentofthe collective wave functionsand

only for N � 172 we obtain W igner-like functions with

zero am plitude forthe HF com ponent.The range of�’s

covered by the wavefunctionscan be read from Fig.2c.

Finally,wewould liketo m ention thata very detailed

com parison ofourwavefunctionsand the exactoneshas

been m ade in ref.[13].W e �nd thatthe physicalcontent

of the G CM PAV wave functions and the exact ones is

identical.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we have presented a detailed form ulation

of the particle num ber projected G enerator Coordinate

M ethod.W e have discussed two di�erent coordinates to

generatewavefunctionsforthe variation afterprojection

m ethod and three for the projection after variation one.

The theory has been applied to study superconducting

grains with a pairing Ham iltonian.W e have shown that

the G CM VAP calculations with both proposed coordi-

nates reproduce the exact results in the weak,crossover

and bulk regim es.Concerning the G CM PAV calculations

we�nd thatallthreeproposed coordinates,in spiteofnot

beingabletoreproducetheexactresults,describequalita-

tively thecorrectphysicswashingoutthephasetransition

found in the BCS and the PBCS approaches.Concerning

thedegreeofaccuracywe�nd thatthe� coordinateisthe

m oste�ective ofallthe three followed by the �N 2 one.

W ethink thattheseresultsarerathergeneraland ap-

ply to m any m ore com plex Ham iltonians than the naive

pairing one considered here.Since the G CM Ansatz in-

cludes explicitly 
uctuations in the wave function it is

very appropriate to dealwith �nite system swhere phase

transitionsm ay takeplace.Them ethod,contrarytoother

approxim ations,appliesequally wellto system swith very

few orvery largeparticlenum ber.O n theotherhand the

G CM Ansatzisveryversatiletobeadapted tootherphys-

icalsituationsbyconsideringadditionalcoordinatestothe

onesdiscussed in thiswork.
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riodeCienciayTecnolog��a,Spain,underProjectFIS2004-

06697.M .A.F.acknowledgesascholarshipoftheProgram a

deForm aciondelProfesoradoUniversitario(Ref.AP2002-

0015)

A Peculiarities ofthe PBCS approxim ation

In thisappendix wediscusssom enum ericalaspectsofthe

solution ofthe equationsused in thisarticle.

A.1 O dd particle num bercase

ThePBCS and HW m ethodscan beextended to system s

with an odd num ber ofparticles by blocking one ofthe

availablestates.A system with an odd particlenum beris

described by the state

jB C Si
l
N + 1 =

Z 2�

0

d’

2�
e
iN ’

c
y

l

�
Y

k6= l

(e
� i’=2

uk + e
i’=2

vkc
y

k+
c
y

k�
)j� i(24)

with N an even num ber and l the blocked state. The

residuum integralofEq.(4)now lookslike

l
R
j1;� � � ;jM

m =
1

2�

Z 2�

0

d’ e
� i(M � 2m )’=2

�

NY

k6= j1;� � � ;jM ;l

(e
� i’=2

u
2

k + e
i’=2

v
2

k); (25)

in an obvious notation.As before allexpectation values

can easilybecalculated in term softheresiduum integrals,

forexam plethe norm m atrix elem entisgiven by

N + 1hB C SjB C SiN + 1 =
l
R
0

0; (26)
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and the projected energy by

E
l
N + 1 = 2

NX

j(6= l)= 1

�

�j �
G

2

�

v
2

j

lR
j

1

lR 0
0

� G

NX

j;k6= l

ujvjukvk

lR
jk

1

lR 0
0

+ �l:

The superindex is som ewhat super
uous and it can

be suppressed.Blocking di�erentstatesloneobtainsdif-

ferent excited states.The lowest ofthese energies corre-

sponds to the ground state ofthe system with an odd

particle num ber.The PBCS and HW variationalequa-

tionsobtained with thesesstatescan be guessed without

furthercalculations:In allsum sand productsin theequa-

tions presented for even system s the term corresponding

to theblocked statelhasto beexcluded.In thesam eway

onecan write down stateswith 3,5,..etc.blocked states.

A.2 N um ericalsolution ofthe PBCS equations.

Thesetofcouplednon-linearequations(7)isusuallysolved

byan iterativeprocedure.In ordertospeed up such proce-

dureitisconvenientto introducethevariable�k through

the relation

u
2

k =
�k

1+ �k
; v

2

k =
1

1+ �k
; (27)

where the norm alization condition u2k + v2k = 1 hasbeen

taken into account by construction.In term s of�k the

variationalequationslook like

(̂�k + �k)�
1=2

k
� �k (�k � 1)= 0: (28)

The additionaltransform ation

�k = exp�k (29)

allows to isolate the new variable in term s ofthe �elds

�̂k;�k and � k

�k = 2sinh
� 1

�
�̂k + �k

2� k

�

: (30)

The righthand side ofthisequation doesnotdepend

explicitly on �k because the �elds �̂k;�k and � k are in-

dependentof�k.Thisfactisvery usefulto solveEq.(30)

by num ericaliteration.W e start with a guess of�k (for

instance the grand-canonicalsolution)and solve(30)un-

tiltheconvergenceoftheenergy,to a given tolerance,has

been reached.

The variationalequations (30) involve the com puta-

tion of the residuum integrals R �1:::�M
n .These integrals

can be calculated analytically using the existing closed

analyticalexpression [25].Their evaluation,however,re-

quirestheaddition ofm any term sm aking thewholecom -

putation averytim econsum ingapproach.Astheintegrals

m ustbecom puted m any tim esfordi�erentsetsofuk;vk,

thenum ericalsolution of(30)in an e�cientway requires

the com putation ofthe residuum integrals in a fast and

accurateway.Forthispurposewehaveim plem ented Fast

Fourier Transform routines to evaluate the integrals re-

ducing thenum berofdi�erentintegralsasm uch aspossi-

bletom inim izethecom putationale�ort.Forthispurpose

thefollowing two identitiescan beused.The�rstonewas

found by Dietrich et al[17].It can be shown that the

residuum integralssatisfy thefollowing recursion relation

R
j1;� � � ;jM

m = u
2

kR
j1;:::;jM ;k
m + v

2

kR
j1;:::;jM ;k

m + 1
(31)

Theknowledgeoftwo residuum integralsallowsto calcu-

latea di�erentone.Thisreducesthenum berofnum erical

integrationsby one third.A second,m ore powerfulrela-

tion wasfound by M a and Rasm ussen [26],

R
j1;:::;jM
m = �m ;M R

0

0

Y

j= j1;:::;jM

1

v2j
+ (� )

m
X

j= j1;:::;jM

v
2(M � m � 1)

j u
2m
j

�

0

@
Y

k= j1;:::;jM (6= j)

1

v2j � v2
k

1

A R
j

0
: (32)

Thisform ula allowsto calculateallresiduum integrals

iftheintegralsR 0
0 and R

j

0
areknown.Thisrelationreduces

to N + 1 theoverallnum berofnum ericalintegrationsfor

a given setofvj’sand uj’s.

In thePBCS oneonly needsM a’srelation to calculate

three term s:R
jk

1
,R

jkl

2
� R

jkl

1
and R

jk

2
� R

jk

1
.IfR 0

0 and

R
j

0
areknown,R

j

1
can beobtained by Dietrich’srecursion

relation.FirstweconsiderR jk
m with m = 1 orm = 2.M a

and Rasm ussen’sform ula reducesto

R
jk
m = �m ;2

R 0

v2jv
2

k

+ (� )
m
�mj v

2
jR

j

0
� �mk v

2
kR

k
0

v2j � v2
k

(33)

wherewehaveused theidentity�j =
1

v2
j

� 1.Thedi�erence

R
jk

2
� R

jk

1
can be written in a sim pli�ed way asfollows

R
jk

2
� R

jk

1
=

R 0

v2jv
2

k

�
R
j

0
(v2j � 1)

v2j(v
2
j � v2

k
)
+

R k
0(v

2
k � 1)

v2
k
(v2j � v2

k
)

(34)

The calculation ofR
jkl

2
� R

jkl

1
is a bit m ore com pli-

cated,the resultis

R
jkl

2
� R

jkl

1
=

u4j + u2jv
2
jR

j

0

(v2j � v2
k
)(v2j � v2

l
)
+

u4
k
+ u2

k
v2
k
R k
0

(v2
k
� v2j)(v

2

k
� v2

l
)
+

+
u4l + u2lv

2
lR

l
0

(v2
l
� v2j)(v

2

l
� v2

k
)
: (35)

Since the indices ofthe residuum integrals can be per-

m uted,R
jkl

2
� R

jkl

1
can beexpressed forallpossiblecom -

binationsofvj;vk;vl by the equationsabove.
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B The generalized residuum integrals

TheHam iltonian overlapH ��
0,Eq.(12),can becalculated

using the generalized Dietrich’srecursion relation,

R
j1� � � jM

m (�;�
0
)= uk(�)uk(�

0
)R

j1� � � jM ;k
m (�;�

0
)+

+ vk(�)vk(�
0
)R

j1� � � jM ;k

m + 1
(�;�

0
) (36)

The residuum integrals R i
1;R

ij

1
needed to calculate

H
��

0 can be written in term s ofR
j

0
and R

jk

0
using Di-

etrich’srelation twice

R
k
1(�;�

0
)=

R 0
0(�;�

0)� uk(�)uk(�
0)R k

0(�;�
0)

vk(�)vk(�
0)

(37)

R
jk

1
(�;�

0
)=

R
j

0
(�;�0)� uk(�)uk(�

0)R
jk

0
(�;�0)

vk(�)vk(�
0)

: (38)

ThecalculationoftheHam iltonianoverlapusingthism ethod

isratherslow.In orderto speed up the evaluation ofthe

residuum integrals,wehavewritten theHam iltonian over-

lap H ��
0 in the form

H ��
0 =

1

2�

Z 2�

0

d’ [F
’

1
(�;�

0

)� F
’

2
(�;�

0

)] (39)

where

F
’

1
(�;�

0

)= 2
X

j

(�j � G =2)vj(�)vj(�
0

)e
i’=2

�
Y

k6= j

(e
� i’=2

uk(�)uk(�
0

)+ e
i’=2

vk(�)vk(�
0

)) (40)

F
’

2
(�;�

0

)= G
X

ij

ui(�
0

)vi(�)uj(�)vj(�
0

)

�
Y

k6= ij

(e
� i’=2

uk(�)uk(�
0
)+ e

i’=2
vk(�)vk(�

0
)): (41)

In the actualcalculations we used these expressions to

evaluate H ��
0 instead ofEqs.(37)(38),the integrals 39

areevaluated by fastFourierroutines.

References

1. C.T.Black and D .C.Ralph and M .Tinkham ,Phys.Rev.

Lett.76,(1996)688.

2. C.T.Black and D .C.Ralph and M .Tinkham ,Phys.Rev.

Lett.78,(1997)4087.

3. A.M astellone and G .Falciand R.Fazio,Phys.Rev.Lett.

80,(1998)4542.

4. J.D ukelsky and G .Sierra,Phys.Rev.Lett.83,(1999)172

5. J.Von D elft,Annalen derPhysik 3,(2001)219..

6. R.W .Richardson and N.Sherm an,Nucl.Phys.52,(1964)

221.

7. M .Schechter,Y.Im ry and Y.Levinson,Phys.Rev.B 63,

(2001)214518.

8. G . Falci, R. Fazio, G . G iaquinta, A. M astellone, Philos.

M ag.B 80,(2000)883

9. R.Rossignoli,N.Canosa and J.L.Egido,Phys.Rev.B 64,

(2001)224511.

10. E.Yuzbashyan,A.A.Baytin and B.L.Altshuler,Phys.

Rev.Lett.71,(2005)094504.

11. F.Braun and J.von D elft,Phys.Rep.59,(1999)9527.

12. J.D ukelsky and C.Esebbag and P.Schuck,Phys.Rev.

Lett.87,(2001)066403.

13. M .A.Fernandezand J.L.Egido,Phys.Rev.B 68,(2003)

184505.

14. D .Hilland J.A.W heeler,Phys.Rev.89,(1953)1102.

15. M .A.Fernandez and J.L.Egido,to be published.

16. J.Bardeen and L.N.Cooper and J.R.Schrie�er,Phys.

Rev.108,(1957)1175.

17. K .D ietrich and H.J.M ang and J.H.Pradal,Phys.Rev.

135,(1964)

18. F.Braun and J.von D elft,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,(1998)

4712.

19. F.Braun and J.von D elft,Phys.Rev.B 59,(1999)9527.

20. P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev.112,(1958)1900.

21. P.Ring and P.Schuck,The Nuclear M any Body Problem

(Springer-Verlag,Berlin 1980)

22. R.E.Peierlsand J.Yoccoz,Proc.Phys.Soc.A 70,(1957)

381

23. R.E.Peierlsand D .J.Thouless,Nucl.Phys.38,(1962)154

24. B.Jancoviciand D .H.Schi�,Nucl.Phys.58,(1964)678

25. K .Tanakaand F.M arsiglio,Phys.Rev.B 60,(1999)3508.

26. Chin W .M a and John O .Rasm ussen,Phys.Rev.C 16,

(1977)


