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Abstract

W e focus on the de�nition ofthe unitary transform ation leading to an e�ective second order

Ham iltonian,insidedegenerateeigensubspacesofthenon-perturbed Ham iltonian.W eshallprove,

by working outin detailthe Su-Schrie�er-Heeger Ham iltonian case,thatthe presence ofdegene-

rate states,including ferm ions and bosons,which m ight seem ingly pose an obstacle towards the

determ ination ofsuch "Fr�ohlich-transform ed" Ham iltonian,in fact does not: we explicitly show

how degenerate states m ay be harm lessly included in the treatm ent,as they contribute with va-

nishing m atrix elem entsto the e�ective Ham iltonian m atrix. In such a way,one can use without

di�culty the eigenvaluesofthe e�ective Ham iltonian to describethe renorm alized energiesofthe

realexcitations in the interacting system . O urargum entappliesalso to few-body system swhere

one m ay notinvoke thetherm odynam iclim itto getrid ofthe"dangerous" perturbation term s.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N .

E�ectiveHam iltoniansobtained by unitary transform ationstruncated to second orderin

theperturbation,which hereweshalllabelasof"Fr�ohlich-type",areubiquitousincondensed

m atterphysics1. Given a starting Ham iltonian H = H 0 + I,with a basic partH 0 and a

perturbation I ,one m ay write the unitary transform ed Ham iltonian neglecting term s of

third orhigherorderin theperturbation as:

H � e
R
(H 0 + I)e

� R
= H 0 + I+ [R ;H 0]+ [R ;I]+

1

2
[R ;[R ;H 0]]+ O

�
I
3
�

(1)

The antiherm itian generatorR ofthe unitary transform ation eR isdeterm ined by im -

posing thevanishing ofthe�rst-orderterm s

I+ [R ;H 0]= 0 (2)

so thatthetransform ed second-orderHam iltonian H (2) reads

H
(2)

= H 0 +
1

2
[R ;I]+ O

�
I
3
�

(3)

To solveEq.2 forR ,onem ay explicitateiton a com pletesetoforthonorm aleigenstates

jX �iofH 0 :

H 0jX �i= E�jX �i 1 =
X

�

jX �ihX �j (4)

yielding thebasicequation to determ inethem atrix elem entsofR

hX �jIjX �i=
�
E� � E�

�
hX �jR jX �i (5)

In solvingEq.5 onehastodistinguish between thecasesof non-degenerateordegenerate

eigenstates. Fornon-degenerate cases,the m atrix elem entsofR are directly obtained and

the second-orderHam iltonian isstraightforwardly derived,asusually done. The presence

ofdegenerate eigenstatesof H 0 requiresa specialanalysis. Nam ely,ifE� = E� the right

hand sideoftheequation vanishesidentically forany �nitehX �jR jX �i;and twopossibilities

appear,dependingon theperturbation I.IfalsohX �jIjX �i= 0,theleft-hand sidevanishes

aswell, and onegetsnocondition forthecorresponding m atrix elem entofR between these

degeneratestates.On theotherhand,forhX �jIjX �i6= 0,Eq.5 would m akeno senseexcept
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forthe case ofa divergenthX �jR jX �i. W e willfocuson thisproblem ,and explicitly show

by working outin detaila non-trivialexam ple thata wellde�ned unitary transform ation

can nonetheless be de�ned when degenerate eigenstates are present (as �rst observed in

generalby W agner2) ,and through it the second-order Ham iltonian be obtained. To �x

ideas,we willconsiderthe case ofa non-perturbed Ham iltonian H 0 describing a system of

non-interacting bosonsand ferm ions,in particulartheSu-Schrie�er-Heegerelectron-phonon

Ham iltonian.ThedegeneratestatesjX �iand jX �i m ightdi�erin having onem ore,orone

less,boson,which iscreated ordestroyed in areal(asopposed tovirtual)scattering process

with theferm ions,asdescribed byperturbation I,conservingthetotalenergybetween initial

and �nalstates. W e show how the generator R can be de�ned,such that the frequently

used procedureofidentifying renorm alized excitation energiesoftherealinteracting bosons

with eigenvalues of their e�ective Ham iltonian, obtained by averaging over the ferm ion

wavefunction,can beapplied withoutdi�culties.

II. T H E SU -SC H R IEFFER -H EEG ER ELEC T R O N -P H O N O N H A M ILT O N IA N

Letuswork outin detaila speci�c exam ple based on the Su-Schrie�er-Heegerelectron-

phonon Ham iltonian1,forwhich thenon-interacting Ham iltonian reads:

H 0 =
X

k�

E kc
y

k�
ck� +

X

q

~
q

�

b
y
qbq +

1

2

�

(6)

Introducing thenum beroperatorsnk� = c
y

k�
ck� ,foritinerantelectronsin statescharacter-

ized by:crystalm om entum k ,spin �;and energy E k;and �q = byqbq ,forphononsin states

characterized bycrystalm om entum qand energy
q , thegenericeigenstate jX �i= jX k;q;�i

ofH 0 m ay bewritten asa productof ferm onicand bosonicorthonorm aleigenstates:

jX kq�i= j::nk�;nk+ q;�;nk� q;�;� � � i:j::�q;�� q;� � � i

Above,wehave explicitly written only theoccupation num bersofthestatesofinterestfor

ourdiscussion.Forinstance,theboson stateindicated sim ply asj�q::i,denotesthefollowing

N -phonon statein occupation num berrepresentation (N di�erentwavevectors):

j�qi( )

"

1
p
h�qi!

�
b
y
q

��q

#
Y

p6= q

1
p
h�pi!

�
b
y
p

��p
j0i (7)
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whiletheorthonorm alboson states(h�qj�pi= �pq)aresuch that:

bqj�qi=

q

h�qij�q � 1i b
y
qj�qi=

q

h�qi+ 1j�q + 1i (8)

Theexacteigenenergy Ekq� of jX kq�i is:

Ekq� = E k� hnk�i+ E k+ q;�



nk+ q;�

�
+ E k� q;�



nk� q;�

�
+ ~
q



�q

�

+
X

p6= (k;k� q)

E p�



np�

�
+
X

r6= q

~
rh�ri (9)

ForthisHam iltonian,theperturbation term I reads:

I =
1

p
N

X

kq�

�k;k� qc
y

k�
ck� q;�

�

b
y

� q + bq

�

(10)

wherethebond-stretchinginteraction am plitude,resultingfrom am odulation oftheelectron

hopping tlj ,fora latticewith a centreofinversion is:

�k;k� q = i
X

hlji

glj

�
sin

�
(k� q)� lj

�
� sin

�
k� lj

�	
glj =

@tlj

@(R l� R j)
(11)

Notice �k;k� q = ���k;k� q . Thus, rewriting
P

kq�
�k;k� qc

y

k�
ck� q;�b

y

� q =
P

kq�
��k;k� qc

y

k� q;�
ck;�b

y
q ,wecan decom posetheperturbation as

I =
1

p
N

X

kq�

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
(12)

where

I
+

kq�
= �

�
k;k� qc

y

k� q;�
ck;�b

y
q I

�

kq�
= �k;k� qc

y

k�
ck� q;�bq (13)

A given perturbation term I
�

kq;�
yields non-vanishing results only when applied to the

speci�cstatejA
�

kq�
iwhere:

jA
+

kq�
i= j1k�;nk+ q;�;0k� q;�::ij�q;�� q::i jA

�

kq�
i= j0k�;1k� q;�;nk+ q;�::ij�� q;�q::i (14)

Nam ely,

I
+

kq�
jA

+

kq�
i= �

�
k;k� q

q

h�qi+ 1j0k�;nk+ q;�;1k� q;�ij�q + 1;�� qi� �
�
k;k� qjB

+

kq�
i (15)
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I
�

kq�
jA

�

kq�
i= �k;k� q

q

h�qij1k�;nk+ q;�;0k� q;�ij�q � 1;�� qi� �k;k� qjB
�

kq�
i (16)

where we have introduced the notation jB
�

kq�
i forthe states resulting from applying the

perturbation. Notice also that: I
�

k;q;�
jA

�

k;q;�
i = 0,and that states jA

+

kq�
i and jB

+

kq�
i are

orthogonal:

hA
+

kq�
jB

+

kq�
i=

1

��
k;k� q

hA
+

kq�
jI
+

kq�
jA

+

kq�
i= 0 (17)

To�xideas,in thefollowingwewillsolvein detailtheproblem forthecaseoftwodegenerate

eigenstatesofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian. The argum entation can be straightforwardly

extended forlargersizeofthedegenerateeigensubspace,withoutaltering theconclusions.

III. T H E C A SE O F T W O D EG EN ER AT E STAT ES.

Letusnow assum e thatthe spectrum ofnon-interacting energiesofthe system issuch

that,given thestatejA
+

kq�
i= j1k�;nk+ q;�;0k� q;�ij�q;�� qiwith energy E

A
kq�,a phonon exists

such that jA
+

kq�
i is degenerate with the state jB

+

kq�
i =

p
h�qi+ 1j0k�;nk+ q;�;1k� q;�ij�q +

1;�� qi. ThusE
B
kq� = EAkq�,which im pliesE k = E k� q + ~
q: In thiscase,we m ightbe in

troublewith Eq.5,asm entioned in theIntroduction.

To tackle the problem ,itis convenient to rewrite the condition forthe transform ation

generatorR ,Eq.2 ,speci�cally isolating in I the"dangerous" term sI
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�
:

I =
1

p
N

X

pr�

�
I
+

pr� + I
�
pr�

�
(1� �pk�rq���)+

1
p
N

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
� I1 + Ikq� (18)

Analogously, we write for the generator: R = R 1 + R kq� , explicitating its restric-

tion to the degenerate subspace in last term . Notice that the com m utators [I1;Ikq�],

[R 1;R kq�],[R 1;Ikq�]and [I1;R kq�]vanish,since the operators to be com m uted involve

di�erentwavevectors.Thus,thetransform ed Ham iltonian ofEq.1 now reads:

H � e(
R 1+ R kq�)(H 0 + I1 + Ikq�)e

�(R 1+ R kq�)=

= H 0 + I1 + Ikq� + [(R 1 + R kq�);H 0]+ [R 1;I1]+ [R kq�;Ikq�]

+
1

2
[R 1;[R 1;H 0]]+

1

2
[R 1;[R kq�;H 0]]+

1

2
[R kq�;[R 1;H 0]]+

1

2
[R kq�;[R kq�;H 0]]+ O

�
I
3
�

(19)
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The condition to be im posed in orderto elim inate the term slinearin the perturbation

takestheform :

I1 + Ikq� + [(R 1 + R kq�);H 0]= 0 (20)

Theaboveequation forR can furtherbesplitinto two independentconstraints

I1 + [R 1;H 0]= 0=) [R 1;H 0]= �I1 (21)

Ikq� + [R kq�;H 0]= 0=) [R kq�;H 0]= �Ikq� (22)

Therefore,using thesetwo constraintsin Eq.19 and dropping allvanishing com m utators,

itfollowsthatto second orderonehas:

H
(2)

= H 0 +
1

2
[R 1;I1]+

1

2
[R kq�;Ikq�]+ O

�
I
3
�

(23)

where the m atrix elem ents ofcom m utator [R 1;I1]can be evaluated safely even over the

pair ofdegenerate states. In the following,we shallfocus on the m atrix elem ents ofthe

potentially "dangerous" com m utator [R kq�;Ikq�]:

A . T he action ofthe perturbation on the degenerate states.

AsjB
+

kq�
iisnotnorm alized,let’sintroducethecorrespondingnorm alizedeigenstatejB

+

kq�
i

as:

jB
+

kq�
i=

1
p
h�qi+ 1

jB
+

kq�
i= j0k�;nk+ q;�;1k� q;�ij�q + 1;�� qi (24)

Let us evaluate the m atrix elem ents of
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
inside the degenerate sub-

space spanned by: jA
+

kq�
i; jB

+

kq�
i .The diagonal elem ents vanish by orthogonality:

hA
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
jA

+

kq�
i= hB

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
jB

+

kq�
i= 0 since the perturbation changes

thenum berofbosons,while:

hB
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
jA

+

kq�
i= �

�
k;k� q

q

h�qi+ 1=
�
hA

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
jB

+

kq�
i
��

(25)
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B . T he perturbation-split equivalent states and the corresponding m atrix ele-

m ents.

By a rotation inside the degenerate subspace,we now diagonalize the restriction ofthe

perturbation 1p
N
(I

+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�
),there.From itseigenvalues,weobtain therespectiveeigenen-

ergiesoftheHam iltonian including �rst-orderperturbativecorrections:

E
�

kq�
= E

A
kq� �

�
�
�
�hB

+

kq�
j
1

p
N

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
jA

+

kq�
i

�
�
�
�= E

A
kq� �

1
p
N

�
��k;k� q

�
�
q

h�qi+ 1 (26)

with respective orthonorm aleigenvectorsofH 0 :

j 
+

kq�
i=

1
p
2

�
�jA

+

kq�
i+ jB

+

kq�
i
�

j 
�

kq�
i=

1
p
2

�
�jA

+

kq�
i� jB

+

kq�
i
�

(27)

� �
�k;k� q�
��

k;k� q

�
�
= i�

0
where �

0
� sgn

2

4
X

hlji

glj

�
sin

�
(k� q)� lj

�
� sin

�
k� lj

�	

3

5 (28)

Thediagonalm atrix elem entsof"dangerous" perturbation term sin thej 
�

kq�
isubspace

are:

h 
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i= �

�
��k;k� q

�
�
q

h�qi+ 1

h 
�

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i=

�
��k;k� q

�
�
q

h�qi+ 1 (29)

whiletheo�-diagonalonesvanish.

C . M atrix elem ents ofthe e�ective H am iltonian in the j 
+

kq�
i;j 

�

kq�
isubspace.

Ofinterestisthee�ectthatthe"dangerous"perturbation term m ighthaveon them atrix

elem entsofH (2) ofEq.23.W ewillshow that,with an appropriatede�nition ofR ,allm atrix

elem entsof
�
R kq�;Ikq�

�
in thesubspace spanned by j 

+

kq�
iand j 

�

kq�
ivanish.

Forthe evaluation ofthe o�-diagonalelem entsof
�
R kq�;Ikq�

�
itwillbe convenient to

usethefollowing decom position oftheidentity operator:

1 =
X

pr�

jX pr�ihX pr�j
�
1� hA

+

pr�jX pr�i
� �
1� hB

+

pr�jX pr�i
�

7



+j 
+

kq�
ih 

+

kq�
j+ j 

�

kq�
ih 

�

kq�
j (30)

where use has been m ade ofthe equality: j 
+

kq�
ih 

+

kq�
j+ j 

�

kq�
ih 

�

kq�
j = jA

+

kq�
ihA

+

kq�
j+

jB
+

kq�
ihB

+

kq�
j:For sim plicity,in the following we willassum e that except for the subspace

explicitated above, H 0 possessesno otherdegenerateeigenstates.

W ehave:

h 
+

kq�
j
�
R kq�;Ikq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i=

=
1

p
N

�
h 

+

kq�
jR kq�

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i� h 

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
R kq�j 

�

kq�
i
�

(31)

Inserting theidentity operator1,the�rstcontribution to therhsofEq.31 ,reads:

h 
+

kq�
jR kq� (1)

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i=

=
X

pr�

�
1� hA

+

pr�jX pr�i
� �
1� hB

+

pr�jX pr�i
�
h 

+

kq�
jR kq�jX pr�ihX pr�j

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i+

+h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

+

kq�
ih 

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i+ h 

+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
ih 

�

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i

(32)

For the �rst term ,notice that
P

pr�
involves only eigenstates outside the degenerate

subspace speci�ed,while,using Eqs.15 ,24 and 25,onehas:

hX pr�j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i=

=
�
p
2
�
�
k;k� q

q

h�qi+ 1hX pr�jB
+

kq�
i�

1
p
2
�k;k� q

q

h�qi+ 1hX pr�jA
+

kq�
i� 0 (33)

wherethelastequality followsfrom orthogonality,in both scalarproducts.

Thenextterm in Eq.32 vanishesbecause h 
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i= 0 .Thelastterm

in Eq.32 ,dueto Eq.29,reads:

h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
ih 

�

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i=

= �
�
��k;k� q

�
�
q

h�qi+ 1 h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i (34)
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The o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents ofR kq� are required to satisfy the condition given

by Eq.5. But due to the diagonalization ofthe perturbation perform ed,and H 0:j 
�

kq�
i =

EAkq�j 
�

kq�
i,oneisin thecasein which ofboth sidesofEq.5 areidentically zero.Thus,one

in facthasthefreedom to choosethevalueof h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i: aszero, in particular.In

thefollowing,wewilljustify thischoiceasa reasonableand m ostconvenientone.

First,onecanjustifythatchoicebyananalyticalcontinuityargum ent. Havingperform ed

thediagonalization oftheperturbation,h 
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i= 0 holdsexactly forany

value of
�
��k;k� q

�
� � 0. If in Eq.5 one would replace the zero-order (degenerate, here)

eigenenergiesdi�erence by thevanishing perturbation lim it ofthe�rst-ordereigenenergies

splitting,

0= lim
j�j! 0

�
E
+

kq�
� E

�

kq�

�
h 

+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i=

= lim
j�j! 0

1
p
N

�
��k;k� q

�
�
q

h�qi+ 1 h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i

��
��k;k� q

�
�� 0

�
(35)

onewould seethatin thewholeneighbourhood of
�
��k;k� q

�
�= 0 theconsistentde�nition of

thetransform ation would be:

h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i= 0

��
��k;k� q

�
�> 0

�
(36)

By continuity,itthusseem sreasonable to chooseh 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i= 0; also for

�
��k;k� q

�
�=

0:

Further,asahand-wavingargum ent,onecould alsom ention thatsinceR kq� hasthesam e

operatorialstructure as
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
,one m ight expect the two objects to have sim ilarly

vanishing o�-diagonalm atrix elem entsin thej 
�

kq�
isubspace.

Going back to Eq.31,with ourchoicewethushavea vanishing contribution forthe�rst

term ofthecom m utator.Toevaluatethesecond term ofthecom m utatorweagain introduce

theidentity decom position previously used,yielding:

h 
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
(1)R kq�j 

�

kq�
i=

=
X

pr�

�
1� hA

+

pr�jX pr�i
� �
1� hB

+

pr�jX pr�i
�
h 

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
jX pr�ihX pr�jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i+

9



+h 
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
ih 

+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i+ h 

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
ih 

�

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i

(37)

Here,the�rstterm iszero by orthogonality,analogously to Eq.33,and having chosen to

de�ne: h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i= 0;the second term ofEq.37 vanishes aswell. Finally,the last

term also vanishes,becausej 
�

kq�
iareorthogonaleigenvectorsoftheperturbation.

Therefore,Eq.31 yields vanishing o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents of
�
R kq�;Ikq�

�
:

Letusnow evaluateitsdiagonalelem ents.W ehaveto consider

h 
+

kq�
j
�
R kq�;Ikq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i=

=
1

p
N

�
h 

+

kq�
jR kq�

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i� h 

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
R kq�j 

+

kq�
i
�

(38)

Again,inserting theidentity decom position,the�rstcontribution to thecom m utatorin

Eq.38 reads:

h 
+

kq�
jR kq�

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i= h 

+

kq�
jR kq� (1)

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i=

=
X

pr�

�
1� hA pr�jX pr�i

� �
1� hBpr�jX pr�i

�
h 

+

kq�
jR kq�jX pr�ihX pr�j

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i+

+h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

+

kq�
ih 

+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i

+h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
ih 

�

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i� 0 (39)

Thelastequalityfollowssincein the�rstterm them atrixelem entshX pr�j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

+

kq�
i

vanish byorthogonalitycondition,aswehaveshown when evaluatingtheo�-diagonalm atrix

elem ents;in the second term the diagonalelem ent h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

+

kq�
i= 0 ,due to antiher-

m iticity ofR kq� ; and,in the last contribution,the perturbation diagonalization yields

h 
+

kq�
j
�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

�
j 

�

kq�
i= 0:

Analogously,it is im m ediate to dem onstrate that the second term ofthe com m utator

also vanishes,leading to:

h 
+

kq�
j
�
R kq�;

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

��
j 

+

kq�
i= 0 (40)
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Using the sam e argum ents,one can easily show that also the other diagonalelem ent

vanishes: h 
�

kq�
j
�
R kq�;

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

��
j 

�

kq�
i= 0.

Inconclusion,allcontributionsofthe"dangerous"perturbationterm stothesecond-order

transform ed Ham iltonian have vanishing m atrix elem ents inside the degenerate subspace,

ifone availsoneselfofthe freedom one hasto com plete the de�nition ofgeneratorR and

chooses that its restriction to the degenerate subspace is diagonalin the sam e basis of

eigenvectorsoftheperturbation,there.Thisconclusion isclearly notdependenton thesize

ofthedegenerateeigensubspace. In ourexam ple,thechoiceis: h 
+

kq�
jR kq�j 

�

kq�
i= 0;where

j 
�

kq�
idiagonalizetheperturbation restriction to thetwo-dim ensionaldegeneratesubspace.

Therefore,the eigenvalues ofthe com plete Ham iltonian in the degenerate subspace only

havecontributionsfrom the"innocuous" com m utator[R 1;I1].Using Eq.23 ,wecan indeed

write:

h 
�
kq�jH

(2)
j 

�

kq�
i= h 

�
kq�j

�

H 0 +
1

2
[R 1;I1]+

1

2
p
N

�
R kq�;

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

��
�

j 
�

kq�
i=

= h 
�
kq�j

�

H 0 +
1

2
[R 1;I1]

�

j 
�

kq�
i= E

A
��� +

1

2
h 

�
kq�j[R 1;I1]j 

�

kq�
i (�;� = �) (41)

IV . D IA G O N A LIZAT IO N O F H
(2) IN T H E D EG EN ER AT E j 

�

kq�
iSU B SPA C E.

Atthisstage,tousethe"Fr�ohlich"-transform edHam iltonianinthepresenceofdegenerate

statesofH 0 itwould seem necessarytoactuallydeterm inetheeigenvectorswhich diagonalize

theperturbation insideeach degeneratesubspace.W ewillnow show thatthisisnotthecase:

in fact,that onecan work with thetransform ed Ham iltonian only knowing an eigenvector

basisoftheunperturbed Ham iltonian H 0,asisusually thecase.

To show this,wewillexplicitly diagonalizeH (2) in thedegeneratesubspace,spanned by

j 
�

kq�
iin ourexam ple.Itsm atrix elem entsare:

h 
+

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

+

kq�
i=

= E
A
kq� +

1

4

�
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i+ hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i
	
�
�0

2
Im hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i (42)

h 
�

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

�

kq�
i=

11



= E
A
kq� +

1

4

�
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i+ hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i
	
+
�0

2
Im hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i (43)

h 
+

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

�

kq�
i=

=
1

4

�
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i� hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i
�
+
i�0

2
RehA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i (44)

h 
�

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

+

kq�
i=

=
1

4

�
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i� hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i
�
�
i�0

2
RehA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i (45)

Now,the term s in [R 1;I1]can nottransform jA
+

kq�
iinto jB

+

kq�
ibecause neither R 1 nor

I1 changethenum berofjqiphonons,thisbeing instead thee�ectof
�
R kq�;

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

��
.

Therefore,o�-diagonalm atrixelem entshA
+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
ivanish.Conversely,thediagonal

elem entshA
+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i; hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
idonotvanish because[R 1;I1]includes

diagonalterm slike bypbp

�
1� nr� p;�

�
nr� (1� �pq�rk)which do notnecessarily vanish in the

jA
+

kq�
i; jB

+

kq�
istates. Itfollowsthat:

h 
+

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

+

kq�
i= h 

�

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

�

kq�
i=

= E
A
kq� +

1

4

�
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i+ hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i
	
i (46)

h 
+

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

�

kq�
i= h 

�

kq�
jH

(2)
j 

+

kq�
i=

=
1

4

�
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i� hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i
�

(47)

Thus,diagonalization ofH (2)in thedegeneratesubspaceleadsto thefollowing secularequa-

tion:

det

2

4

�
EAkq� + (A + B )� �

�
(A � B )

(A � B )
�
EAkq� + (A + B )� �

�

3

5 = 0 (48)
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where

A �
1

4
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i ; B �

1

4
hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i (49)

Therefore,theeigenvaluesare:

�A = E
A
kq� + 2A = E

A
kq� +

1

2
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i

�B = E
A
kq� + 2B = E

A
kq� +

1

2
hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i (50)

Theeigenstatej�
�

kq�
i= aj 

+

kq�
i+ bj 

�

kq�
ihascoe�cientssetby

�
E
A
kq� + (A + B )� �A ;B

�
a+ (A � B )b= 0 (51)

or,a = �byielding a = 1=
p
2 corresponding to thenorm alized eigenvectors

j�
+

kq�
i=

1
p
2

�
j 

+

kq�
i+ j 

�

kq�
i
�
= jA

+

kq�
i h�

+

kq�
j= hA

+

kq�
j (52)

j�
+

kq�
i=

1
p
2

�
j 

+

kq�
i� j 

�

kq�
i
�
= ijB

+

kq�
i h�

+

kq�
j= �ihB

+

kq�
j (53)

Our�nalresultis:

h�
+

kq�
jH effj�

+

kq�
i= hA

+

kq�
jH effjA

+

kq�
i= E

A
kq� +

1

2
hA

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jA

+

kq�
i (54)

h�
�

kq�
jH effj�

�

kq�
i= hB

+

kq�
jH effjB

+

kq�
i= E

A
kq� +

1

2
hB

+

kq�
j[R 1;I1]jB

+

kq�
i (55)

Theconclusionisthat,inevaluatingthespectrum ofH (2)onecanusetheeigenstatesofH 0

and sim ply ignorethe"dangerousterm s"
�
R kq�;

�
I
+

kq�
+ I

�

kq�

��
,becauseonly the"innocuous

term s" [R 1;I1] willm odify thenon-interacting spectrum .

V . C O N C LU SIO N S.

W ehaveexplicitly shown by workingoutin detailan exam plebased on theSu-Schrie�er-

HeegerHam iltonian,how to com plete the de�nition ofthe transform ation generatorwhen

degenerateeigenstatesofthenon-perturbed Ham iltonian arepresent.Nam ely,thesestates,

13



which would apparently cause a divergence in the e�ective pairing between ferm ions and

bosonsgenerated by transform ing "�a la Fr�ohlich" an interacting Ham iltonian,actually con-

tributevanishing m atrix elem entstothee�ectiveHam iltonian m atrix.Them atrix elem ents

ofthelattercan thereforebeevaluated by using theeigenstatesofthebasicH 0;and ignor-

ing the "dangerousterm s". The conclusions do notdepend on the size ofthe degenerate

eigensubspace,as our argum entation can be straightforwardly generalized for the case of

m ore than two degenerate states. Notice that,even ifwe have explicitated the eigenstates

jX
+

kq�
iasproductofseparate ferm ionic and bosonic eigenfunctions,actually ourreasoning

holdsforany structure ofjX
+

kq�
i:Fornon-factorized eigenstates,the num ericalcoe�cients

in theform ulaeabove would bedi�erent,butthe conclusion would stillbethesam e.The

procedurehasbeen successfully applied also to othercom plex ferm ion-boson Ham iltonians,

e.g. the one forinteracting ferrom agnetic spin waves and electronsconsidered in3. Thus,

atlow tem peraturesrenorm alized excitation energiesofthe realinteracting bosonscan be

described by the eigenvaluesofthe e�ective second-orderboson Ham iltonian,obtained by

averaging overtheferm ion ground statewavefunction.

Asa�nalobservation,noticethatwhen weisolatethedangerousterm in theperturbation

(Eq.18)itcom esweighed byafactor1=
p
N .Soin thein�nite-latticelim itthispartm ightbe

assum ed togivein any casean irrelevantcontribution .In recenttim es,agreatdealofwork

hasbeen doneon �niteorlow-dim ensionalsystem s(m esoscopic,quantum dotsetc.) where

such a justi�cation forneglecting thedangerousterm swould nothold.Ourdem onstration,

however,holdseven fora single-particle system ,because itconcerns the m atrix elem ents,

irrespective ofthekind ofsystem wherethey areevaluated.
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