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A bstract

W ereview thetheory forexactly solving quantum Ham iltonian system sthrough the

algebraic Betheansatz.W ealso dem onstratehow thistheory appliesto currentstudies

in Bose-Einstein condensation and m etallic grainswhich are ofnanoscale size.
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1 Introduction

Thecurrentrealisation ofnanotechnology asa viableindustry ispresenting a wealth ofchal-

lenging problem s in theoreticalphysics. Phenom ena such as Bose-Einstein condensation,

entanglem entand decoherence in the contextofquantum inform ation,superconducting cor-

relationsin m etallicnanograins,softcondensed m atter,thequantum Halle�ect,nano-optics,

theKondo e�ectand Josephson tunneling phenom ena areallem erging to painta vastcanvas

ofinterwoven physicaltheories which provide hope and expectation that the em ergence of

new nanotechnologies willbe rapid in the short term future. A signi�cant toolin the evo-

lution ofthe theoreticalaspects ofthese studies hasbeen the developm ent and application

ofpotentm athem aticaltechniques,which are becom ing ever increasingly im portantas our

understanding ofthecom plexitiesofthesephysicalsystem sm atures.

One approach that has recently been raised to prom inence in this regard is that ofthe

exact solution ofa physicalm odel. The necessity ofstudying the exact solution has been

dem onstrated through theexperim entalresearch on alum inium grainswith dim ensionsatthe

nanoscale level. The work ofRalph,Black and Tinkham (RBT) [1]in 1996 detected the

presence ofsuperconducting pairing correlationsin m etallic nanograinswhich m anifestasa

parity e�ectin theenergy spectrum dependenton whetherthenum berofvalenceelectronson

each grain iseven orodd.A na��veapproach totheoretically describethesesystem sistoapply

thetheory ofsuperconductivity duetoBardeen,Cooperand Schrie�er(BCS)[2].Indeed,the

BCS m odelistheappropriatem odelforthesesystem s,buttheassociated m ean�eld treatm ent

fails.Thisisbecausea m ean �eld theory approxim atescertain operatorsin them odelby an

average value.Atthenanoscale level,thequantum uctuationsaresu�ciently largeenough

that this approxim ation is invalid. In fact,there had been a long harboured notion that

superconductivity would break down forsystem swherethem ean singleparticleenergy level

spacing,which isinversely proportionalto thevolum e,iscom parableto thesuperconducting

gap,asisin the case ofm etallic nanograins. Thiswasconjectured by Anderson [3]in 1959

on the basisofthe BCS theory,butthe experim ents ofRBT show thisto notbe the case.

Consequently,an exactsolution ishighly desired,a view thathasbeen prom oted in [4].

The study ofexact solutions ofquantum m echanicalm odels has its origins in the work

ofBethe in 1931 on the Heisenberg m odel[5]. The �eld received a trem endous im petus in

the 1960swith the work ofM cGuire [6],Yang [7],Baxter[8]and Lieb and W u [9],and has

prospered ever since. The work ofRBT cited above has brought the discipline to a new

audience,when itwasrealised thatthe exactsolution ofthe BCS m odelhad been obtained,

though largely ignored, by Richardson in 1963 [10]. The reason that Richardson’s work

was overlooked for so long is because the theory that had been proposed by BCS was so

spectacularly successfulthat there had never been a need to use an alternative approach.

OncetheresultsofRBT werecom m unicated however,itwasclearthata new viewpointwas

needed.W hen thecondensed m atterphysicscom m unity becam eawareofRichardson’swork,

hisresultswereprom ptlyadopted and itwasshown thattheanalysisoftheexactsolution gave

agreem entwith theexperim ents[11].A conciseyetinform ativeaccountofthedevelopm ents

isgiven in [12].

In thisreview we willrecountthequantum inverse scattering m ethod and theassociated

algebraicBetheansatzm ethod fortheexactsolution ofintegrablequantum Ham iltonians.W e

then show how thisprocedure can be applied forthe analysisofthree m odelswhich are the

focusofm any currenttheoreticalstudies;a m odelfortwo Bose-Einstein condensatescoupled

via Josephson tunneling,a m odelforatom ic-m olecularBose-Einstein condensation and the

BCS m odel.In each caseweundertakean asym ptoticanalysisofthesolution and dem onstrate

how thiscan beapplied to extracttheasym ptotic behaviourofcertain correlation functions



atzero tem peraturethrough useoftheHellm ann-Feynm an theorem [13].

2 Q uantum inverse scattering m ethod

First we willreview the basic features ofthe quantum inverse scattering m ethod [14,15].

The theory ofexactly solvable quantum system s in this setting relies on the existence ofa

solution R(u)2 End(V 
 V ),whereV denotesavectorspace,which satis�estheYang-Baxter

equation acting on thethree-fold tensorproductspaceV 
 V 
 V

R 12(u� v)R 13(u)R 23(v)= R 23(v)R 13(u)R 12(u� v): (1)

HereR jk(u)denotesthem atrix in End(V 
 V 
 V )acting non-trivially on thej-th and k-th

spacesand astheidentity on therem aining space.The R-m atrix solution m ay beviewed as

the structuralconstantsforthe Yang-Baxteralgebra which isgenerated by the m onodrom y

m atrix T(u)whoseentriesgeneratethealgebra

R 12(u � v)T1(u)T2(v)= T2(v)T1(u)R 12(u � v): (2)

W enotethatasa resultof(1)theYang-Baxterisnecessarily associative.In com ponentform

wem ay write X

p;q

R
pq

ik
(u � v)Tj

p(u)T
l
q(v)=

X

p;q

T
p

k
(v)T

q

i(u)R
jl
qp(u� v)

so theR kl
ij(u)givethestructureconstantsofthealgebra.

Here,wewillonly concern ourselveswith thesu(2)invariantR-m atrix which hastheform

R(u) =
1

u + �
(u:I
 I+ �P)

=

0

B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 b(u) c(u) 0

0 c(u) b(u) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
A ; (3)

with b(u)= u=(u + �)and c(u)= �=(u + �). Above,P isthe perm utation operatorwhich

satis�es

P(x
 y)= y
 x 8x;y 2 V:

In thiscasetheYang-Baxteralgebra hasfourelem entswhich weexpressas

T(u)=

�
A(u) B (u)

C(u) D (u)

�

: (4)

Next suppose that we have a representation, which we denote �, ofthe Yang-Baxter

algebra.Forlaterconvenience weset

L(u)= �(T(u))

which wereferto asan L-operator.De�ning thetransferm atrix through

t(u)= tr�((T(u)))= �(A(u)+ D (u)) (5)

it follows from (1) that the transfer m atrices com m ute for di�erent values ofthe spectral

param eters;viz.

[t(u);t(v)]= 0 8u;v: (6)



There are two signi�cant consequences of(6). The �rst is that t(u) m ay be diagonalised

independently ofu,thatisthe eigenvectorsoft(u)do notdepend on u. Secondly,taking a

seriesexpansion

t(u)=
X

k

cku
k

itfollowsthat

[ck;cj]= 0 8k;j:

Thusforany Ham iltonian which isexpressibleasa function ofthetheoperatorsck only,then

each ck correspondstoan operatorrepresentingaconstantofthem otion sinceitwillcom m ute

with the Ham iltonian. W hen the num berofconserved quantitiesisequalto the num berof

degreesoffreedom ofthesystem ,them odelissaid to beintegrable.

An im portantproperty oftheYang-Baxteralgebraisthatithasaco-m ultiplication struc-

ture which allows us to build tensor product representations. In particular,given two L-

operators LU ;LW acting on V 
 U and V 
 W respectively, then L = LU LW is also an

L-operatorascan beseefrom

R 12(u� v)L1(u)L2(v) = R 12(u � v)LU
1
(u)LW

1
L
U
2
(v)LW

2
(v)

= R 12(u � v)LU
1
(u)LU

2
(v)LW

1
(u)LW

2
(v)

= L
U
2 (v)L

U
1 (u)R 12(u� v)LW

1 (u)L
W
2 (v)

= L
U
2
(v)LU

1
(u)LW

2
(v)LW

1
(u)R 12(u� v)

= L
U
2
(v)LW

2
(v)LU

1
(u)LW

1
(u)R 12(u� v)

= L2(v)L1(u)R 12(u� v):

Furtherm ore,ifL(u)isan L-operatorthen soisL(u+ �)forany �sincetheR-m atrixdepends

only on thedi�erenceofthespectralparam eters.

2.1 R ealisations ofthe Yang-B axter algebra

In orderto constructa speci�c m odel,we m ustaddressthe question ofdeterm ining a real-

isation ofthe Yang-Baxteralgebra. Here we willpresentseveralexam pleswhich willallbe

utilised later.The�rstrealisation com esfrom theR-m atrixitself,sinceitisapparentfrom (1)

thatwecan m aketheidenti�cation L(u)= R(u)such thatarepresentation of(2)isobtained.

This isthe realisation used in the construction ofthe Heisenberg m odel[14,15]. A second

realisation isgiven by L(u)= G (c-num berrealisation),whereG isan arbitrary 2� 2 m atrix

whoseentriesdo notdepend on u.Thisfollowsfrom thefactthat[R(u);G 
 G]= 0.

Thereisarealisation in term sofcanonicalboson operatorsb;by with therelations[b;by]=

1 which reads[16]

L
b(u)=

�
u+ �N̂ b

by �� 1

�

(7)

whereN̂ = byb.Therealsoexistsarealisation in term softhesu(2)Liealgebrawith generators

Sz and S� [14,15],

L
S(u)=

1

u

�
u � �S z ��S +

��S � u+ �S z

�

; (8)

with the com m utation relations[Sz;S� ]= �S� ;[S+ ;S� ]= 2Sz. Itisworth noting thatin

the case when the su(2)algebra takes the spin 1/2 representation the resulting L-operator



is equivalent to that given by the R-m atrix. Another is realised in term s ofthe su(1;1)

generatorsK z and K � [17,18],

L
K (u)=

�
u+ �K z �K �

��K + u � �K z

�

; (9)

with thecom m utation relations[K z;K � ]= �K � ;[K + ;K � ]= �2K z.

Below wewillusetheserealisationstoconstructavariety ofexactly solvablem odels.First

however,wewillintroducethealgebraicBetheansatzwhich providestheexactsolution.

3 A lgebraic B ethe ansatz m ethod ofsolution

Fora given realisation oftheYang-Baxteralgebra,thesolution to theproblem of�nding the

eigenvaluesofthe transferm atrix (5)via the algebraic Bethe ansatz isobtained by utilising

the com m utation relationsofthe Yang-Baxteralgebra. W e have from the de�ning relations

(2)that(am ong otherrelations)

[A(u);A(v)]= [D (u);D (v)]= 0;

[B (u);B (v)]= [C(u);C(v)]= 0;

A(u)C(v)=
u � v+ �

u � v
C(v)A(u)�

�

u� v
C(u)A(v);

D (u)C(v)=
u� v� �

u � v
C(v)D (u)+

�

u� v
C(u)D (v): (10)

A keystep insuccessfully applyingthealgebraicBetheansatzapproachis�ndingasuitable

pseudovacuum state,j0i,which hastheproperties

A(u)j0i = a(u)j0i;

B (u)j0i = 0;

C(u)j0i 6= 0;

D (u)j0i = d(u)j0i

wherea(u)and d(u)arescalarfunctions.

Assum ing theexistence ofsuch a pseudovacuum state,choosetheBethestate

j~vi� jv1;:::;vM i=

MY

i= 1

C(vi)j0i: (11)

Note thatbecause [C(u);C(v)]= 0,the ordering isnotim portantin (11).The approach of

thealgebraicBetheansatzisto usetherelations(10)to determ ine theaction oft(u)on j~vi.

Theresultis

t(u)j~vi = �(u;~v)j~vi

�

 
NX

i

�a(vi)

u� vi

MY

j6= i

vi� vj + �

vi� vj

!

jv1;:::vi� 1;u;vi+ 1;:::;vM i

+

 
MX

�

�d(vi)

u � vi

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj

!

jv1;:::vi� 1;u;vi+ 1;:::;vM i (12)



where

�(u;~v)= a(u)

MY

i= 1

u� vi+ �

u� vi
+ d(u)

MY

i= 1

u � vi� �

u� vi
: (13)

The above showsthatj~vibecom esan eigenstate ofthe transferm atrix with eigenvalue (13)

whenevertheBetheansatzequations

a(vi)

d(vi)
=

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
; i= 1;:::;M : (14)

are satis�ed. Note that in the derivation ofthe Bethe ansatz equations it is required that

vi 6= vj8i;j:This is a result ofthe PauliPrinciple for Bethe ansatz solvable m odels as

developed in [19]fortheBosegas.W ewillnotreproducetheproofsforthepresentcases,as

they follow essentially thesam eargum entas[19].

3.1 Scalar products ofstates

One ofthe im portantapplicationsofthe above discussion isthatthere existsa form ula due

toSlavnov [14,20,21]forthescalarproductofstatesobtained via thealgebraicBetheansatz

fortheR-m atrix (3).Theform ula reads

S(~v :~u) = h0jB (v1):::B (vM )C(u1):::C(uM )j0i

=
detF(~u :~v)

detV (~u :~v)

where

Fij =
@

@vi
�(u j;~v); Vij =

1

uj � vi
;

theparam etersfvig satisfy theBetheansatzequations(14),and fujg arearbitrary.Thesig-

ni�canceofthisresultisthatitopensthepossibility todeterm ineform factorsand correlation

functionsforany m odelwhich can be derived in thism anner. Although we willnotgo into

any detailshere,wewish to pointoutthatexplicitresultsfortwo ofthethem odelswhich we

willdiscusssubsequently can befound in [22,23].

4 A m odelfor tw o coupled B ose-Einstein condensates

Experim entalrealisation ofBose-Einstein condensatesin diluteatom icalkaligaseshasstim -

ulated a diverserangeoftheoreticaland experim entalresearch activity [24,25,26,27,28].A

particularly exciting possibility isthata pairofBose-Einstein condensates(such asa Bose-

Einstein condensatetrapped in a double-wellpotential)m ay providea m odeltunablesystem

in which toobservem acroscopicquantum tunneling.Below wewillshow thatam odelHam il-

tonian fora pairofcoupled Bose-Einstein condensatesadm itsan exactsolution.The m odel

isalso realisablein Josephson coupled superconducting m etallicnanoparticles[29],which has

applicationsin theim plem entation ofsolid statequantum com puters.

ThecanonicalHam iltonian which describestunneling between two Bose-Einstein conden-

satestakestheform [26]

H =
K

8
(N 1 � N 2)

2
�
��

2
(N 1 � N 2)�

EJ

2
(b
y

1b2 + b
y

2b1): (15)



whereb
y

1;b
y

2 denotethesingle-particlecreation operatorsin thetwo wellsand N 1 = b
y

1b1;N 2 =

b
y

2
b2 are the corresponding boson num ber operators. The totalboson num ber N 1 + N 2 is

conserved and setto the�xed valueofN .Thephysicalm eaning ofthecoupling param eters

fordi�erentrealisablesystem sm ay befound in [26].Itisusefultodividetheparam eterspace

into three regim es;viz. Rabi(K =EJ << N � 1),Josephson (N � 1 << K =EJ << N )and Fock

(N << K =EJ).There isa correspondence between (15)and the m otion ofa pendulum [26].

In the Rabiand Josephson regim esthism otion issem iclassical,unlike the case ofthe Fock

regim e.ForboththeFockandJosephson regim estheanalogycorrespondstoapendulum with

�xed length,while in the Rabiregim e the length varies. An im portantproblem isto study

the behaviourin the crossover regim es,which isaccessible through the exactsolution. The

exactsolvability of(15)which wediscussherefollowsfrom thefactthatitism athem atically

equivalenttothediscreteself-trappingdim erm odelstudied byEnol’skiietal.[30],whosolved

them odelthrough thealgebraicBetheansatz.Below wewilldescribethisconstruction.

The co-m ultiplication behind the Yang-Baxteralgebra allows usto choose the following

representation ofthem onodrom y m atrix

L(u) = L
b
1
(u + !)Lb

2
(u� !)

=

�
(u + ! + �N 1)(u� ! + �N 2)+ b

y

2b1 (u+ ! + �N 1)b2 + �� 1b1

(u� ! + �N 2)b
y

1 + �� 1b
y

2 b
y

1b2 + �� 2

�

: (16)

De�ning the transfer m atrix as before through t(u) = tr(L(u)) we have explicitly in the

presentcase

t(u) = u
2 + u�N̂ + �

2
N 1N 2 + �!(N 2 � N 1)+ b

y

2
b1 + b

y

1
b2 + �

� 2 � !
2
:

Then

t
0(0)=

dt

du

�
�
�
�
u= 0

= �N̂

and itiseasy to verify thattheHam iltonian isrelated with thetransferm atrix t(u)by

H = ��

�

t(u)�
1

4
(t0(0))2 � ut

0(0)� �
� 2 + !

2 � u
2

�

;

wherethefollowing identi�cation hasbeen m adeforthecoupling constants

K

4
=

��2

2
;

��

2
= ���!;

EJ

2
= �:

An explicitrepresentation of(4)isobtained from (16)with theidenti�cation

A(u) = (u + ! + �N 1)(u � ! + �N 2)+ b
y

2b1

B (u) = (u + ! + �N 1)b2 + �
� 1
b1

C(u) = (u � ! + �N 2)b
y

1
+ �

� 1
b
y

2

D (u) = b
y

1b2 + �
� 2
:

Choosing theFock vacuum asthepseudovacuum ,which satis�esB (u)j0i= 0 asrequired by

theBetheansatzprocedure,theeigenvaluesa(u)and d(u)ofA(u)and D (u)on j0iare

a(u) = (u + !)(u� !);

d(u) = �
� 2
:



TheBetheansatzequationsarethen explicitly

�
2(v2i � !

2)=

NY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
(17)

with the eigenstates ofthe form (11) with C(u) given as above. From the Bethe ansatz

equations,wem ay derive theusefulidentity

mY

i= 1

�
2(v2i � !

2)=

mY

i= 1

NY

j= m + 1

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
(18)

which willbeused later.

ItisclearthattheBethestatesareeigenstatesofN̂ with eigenvalueN .AsN isthetotal

num berofbosons,we expectN + 1 solutionsofthe Bethe ansatz equations. Asm entioned

earlier,wem ustexcludeany solution in which therootsoftheBetheansatzequationsarenot

distinct.Forexam ple,thesolution

vj = �
p
!2 � (�1)N �� 2; 8j (19)

of(17)is invalid,except when N = 1. (Note the errorin [23]). Fora given valid solution

ofthe Bethe ansatz equations,the energy ofthe Ham iltonian isobtained from the transfer

m atrix eigenvalues(13)and reads

E = ��

 

�
� 2

NY

i= 1

(1+
�

vi� u
)�

�2N 2

4
� u�N � u

2

��� 2 + !
2 + (u2 � !

2)

NY

i= 1

(1�
�

vi� u
)

!

: (20)

Note that this expression is independent ofthe spectralparam eter u which can be chosen

arbitrarily. The form ula sim pli�es considerably with the choice u = !,by em ploying (18),

which yieldsa polynom ialform .

E = ��

 

�
� 2

NY

i= 1

�
2(vi� ! + �)(vi+ !)�

�2N 2

4
� �!N � �

� 2

!

:

However,forthepurposeofan asym ptoticanalysisin theRabiregim e,itism oreconvenient

to chooseu = 0,whilefortheFock regim eweuseu = �2.

4.1 A sym ptotic analysis ofthe solution

Here we willrecallthe asym ptotic analysisofthe exactsolution thatwasconducted in [31].

W estarttheanalysiswith theRabiregim ewhere�2N << 1.From theBetheansatzequations

itisclearthat�2v2i ! 1 as� ! 0,so thatvi � ��� 1. However,when � = 0 we know that

the Ham iltonian is diagonalisable by using the Bogoliubov transform ation,from which we

can deducethatthesolution oftheBetheansatzequationscorresponding to theground state

m usthavevi� �� 1.Thereforeitisreasonableto considertheasym ptoticexpansion

vi� �
� 1 + �i+ ��i: (21)



Excitationscorrespond to changing thesignsoftheleading term sin theBetheansatzroots.

To study theasym ptoticbehaviourforthem th excited state,weset

vi � ��� 1 + �i+ ��i; i= 1;:::;m ;

vi � �
� 1 + �i+ ��i; i= m + 1;:::;N ; (22)

with theconvention thattheground statecorrespondsto m = 0.

From theleading term softheBetheansatzequationsforvi;i� m we�nd

�i=

mX

j6= i

1

�i� �j
; (23)

which im plies
mX

i= 1

�i= 0;

mX

i= 1

�
2

i =
m (m � 1)

2
:

In a sim ilarfashion wehaveform < i� N

�i= �

NX

j= m + 1

j6= i

1

�i� �j
; (24)

which im plies
NX

i= m + 1

�i= 0;

NX

i= m + 1

�
2

i = �
(N � m )(N � m � 1)

2
:

Itisclearfrom (23)and (24)why thePauliexclusion principleappliesin thepresentcase.

In the asym ptotic expansion for vi,�i is assum ed �nite. However,ifvi = vj forsom e i;j,

then �i= �j and (23)and (24)im ply that�i;�j arein�nitewhich isa contradiction.Hencevi
m ustbedistinctfordi�erenti.Notealso thatforthisapproxim ation to be valid we require

�� 1 >> �i:However,wesee thatj�ijisoftheorderofN
1=2.Thusourapproxim ation willbe

valid for�N 1=2 << 1,which isprecisely the criterion forthe Rabiregion,and consequently

N cannotbearbitrarily largefor�xed �,orviceversa.

Now wego to thenextorder.From (18)we�nd

mX

i= 1

�i = �
m (m � 1)

4
+
m (m � N )

2
�
m !2

2

NX

i= m + 1

�i = �
(N � m )(N � m � 1)

4
+
m (m � N )

2
+
(N � m )!2

2

which using (20)leadsusto theresult

E m

�
� �N + 2m �

�2!2(N � 2m )

2
+
�2N

4
+
�2

2
m (N � m ):

Theenergy levelspacings� m = E m � E m � 1 arethus

� m � �

�

2+ �
2
!
2 +

�2

2
(N � 2m + 1)

�

:



One m ay check that � m =N is ofthe orderofN � 1. This indicates thatthe Rabiregim e is

sem iclassical[26]. Thisvalue forthe gap between the ground and �rstexcited state agrees,

to leading orderin �2N ,with theGross-Pitaevskiim ean-�eld theory [32]giving a Josephson

plasm a frequency of!J = 2�(1+ �2N =2)1=2.

Now welookattheasym ptoticbehaviouroftheBetheansatzequationsin theFockregim e

�2 >> N .Itisnecessary to distinguish thefollowing cases:(i)! = 0 and (ii)! 6= 0.

(i)! = 0. In thiscase,itisappropriate to considerthe perm utation operatorP which

interchangesthe labels1 and 2 in (15). For! = 0,P com m uteswith the Ham iltonian,and

any eigenvectoroftheHam iltonian isalso an eigenvectorofP with eigenvalue�1.Therefore

theHilbertspacesplitsinto thedirectsum oftwo subspacescorresponding to thesym m etric

and antisym m etric wavefunctions. From now on we restrict ourselves to the case when N

iseven,i.e.,N = 2M ,although a sim ilarcalculation isalso applicable to the case when N

isodd. A carefulanalysisleads usto conclude thatthe ground state liesin the sym m etric

subspace. The asym ptotic form ofthe roots ofthe Bethe ansatz equations for the ground

statetakesthe\string"-likestructure

vj� � �(M � j)�� i
C
j

M

(j� 1)!
�
� (2j� 1)+ M (M + 1)�� 3�j1; j= 1;� � � ;M

where C
j

M
isa binom ialcoe�cient. Forthisasym ptotic ansatz to be valid,we require that

any term in the asym ptotic expansion should be m uch sm allerthan those preceeding. This

yields�2 >> N which coincideswith thede�ning condition fortheFock region.Throughout,

the Pauliexclusion principle has been taken into account to exclude any possible spurious

solutionsoftheBetheansatzequations.

The above structure clearly indicatesthatin the ground state theN bosonsfuse into M

\bound" states and excitations correspond to a breakdown ofthese bound states. Speci�-

cally,the �rstand second excited statescorrespond to the breakdown ofthe bound state at

�(M � 1)�,with the �rst excited state in the antisym m etric subspace and the second ex-

cited statein thesym m etric subspace.Explicitly,wecan writedown thespectralparam eter

con�gurationsforthe�rsttwo excited states

v1+ � �M �+ a1+ �
� 3
; v1� � �(M � 1)�+ a1� �

� 3
;

vj� � �(M � j)�+ aj� �
� (2j� 1)

; j= 2;� � � ;M ;

with

a1+ = �
M + 1

2
; a1� =

M (M + 1)

2
;

a2� =
�(M � 1)2 � (M � 1)

p
13M 2 + 10M + 1

12
;

a3� = �
(M � 1)(M � 2)

p
2M (M + 1)

24
;

aj� =
M � j+ 1

p
(j+ 1)j(j� 1)(j� 2)

aj� 1;� ; j= 3;� � � ;M ;

forthe(antisym m etric)�rstexcited stateand

a1+ = �
(M + 1)(2M + 1)

2
; a1� = �

M (M + 1)

2
;

a2� =
�(M � 1)2 � i(M � 1)

p
11M 2 + 14M � 1

12
;



a3� = �i
(M � 1)(M � 2)

p
2M (M + 1)

24
;

aj� =
M � j+ 1

p
(j+ 1)j(j� 1)(j� 2)

aj� 1;� ; j= 3;� � � ;M ;

forthe (sym m etric)second excited state.The breakdown ofthe bound stateat�(M � j)�,

j= 2;� � � ;M resultsin thehigherexcited states.

Substituting theseresultsinto (20)leadsusto theasym ptoticground stateenergy

E 0 � �2��� 2
M (M + 1);

whileforthe�rstand second excited stateswehave

E 1 � ��
2 � ��

� 2
M 2 + M � 2

3
;

E 2 � ��
2 + ��

� 2
5M 2 + 5M + 2

3
:

In contrastto the Rabiregim e,the Fock regim e isnotsem iclassical,asthe ratio ofthe gap

� and N isof�niteorderwhen N islarge.

W ecan perform asim ilaranalysisforodd N .In thiscase,thegap between theground and

the�rstexcited statesisproportionalto ��� 2 instead of��2.Furtherm ore,theground state

rootstructureisdi�erentin theodd casesincenotallthebosonscan bebound in pairs.This

indicatesthereisa strong parity e�ectin theFock regim e,in contrastto theRabiregim e.

(ii)! 6= 0.In thiscasethe rootstructure issom ewhatm orecom plicated than for! = 0,

so we willnot present the details. W e rem ark however that our calculations show thatup

to order�� 2 the ground state energy eigenvalue takes the sam e form asin the case ! = 0.

Actually,theleadingcontribution arisingfrom the! term appearsonly as!2�� 4.Thism eans

thattheresultspresented below areapplicableforallvaluesof! (orequivalently ��).

Although it is di�cult to de�ne rigorously [26,33], the relative phase between Bose-

Einstein condensatesisusefulin understanding interference experim ents[27,28,34]. Recall

that in Josephson’s originalproposal[35]for Cooper pair tunneling through an insulating

barrierbetween m acroscopic superconductors,the current isa m anifestation ofthe relative

phasebetween thewavefunctionsofthesuperconductors.By de�nition,therelativephase�

isconjugateto therelativenum berofatom sin thetwo condensatesn � N 1 � N 2.Using the

Hellm ann-Feynm an theorem ,we�nd that

< �n 2
>= 8

@E 0

@K
� 4

�
@E 0

@��

� 2

:

For the ground state in the lim it ofstrong tunneling (i.e.,Rabiregim e),< �n 2 >� N �

(��N =E J)
2.In thecaseofweak tunneling(i.e.,Fock regim e),< �n 2 >� 2N (N + 2)(EJ=K )2.

Thedegreeofcoherencebetween thetwoBose-Einstein condensatescan bediscussed in term s

of[26]

��
1

2N
< a

y

1
a2 + a

y

2
a1 >= �

1

N

@E 0

@EJ
:

In thestrongcoupling lim it,�� 1� N � 1(��) 2=(8EJ)
2,indicating very closetofullcoherence

in theground state.In the oppositelim it,we have �� 2(N + 2)E J=K << 1,indicating the

absenceofcoherence.Theaboveresultsgivethe�rstordercorrectionstotheresultspresented

in [27,36]forthenum beructuationsand thecoherencefactoratzero tem perature.



5 A m odelfor atom ic-m olecular B ose-Einstein conden-

sation

Aftertheexperim entalrealisation ofBose-Einstein condensation in dilutealkaligases,m any

physicists started to consider the possibility ofproducing a m olecular Bose-Einstein con-

densate from photoassociation and/or the Feshbach resonance ofan atom ic Bose-Einstein

condensate ofa weakly interacting dilute alkaligas [37,38]. This novelarea has attracted

considerableattention from both experim entaland theoreticalphysicists,and in particularit

has recently been reported thata Bose-Einstein condensate ofrubidium has been achieved

com prised ofa coherentsuperposition ofatom icand m olecularstates[39,40].Asstressed in

[41],even in theidealtwo-m odelim it,m ean �eld theory failstoprovidelong-term predictions

dueto strong interparticleentanglem entnearthedynam ically unstablem olecularm ode.The

num ericalresultshave shown thatthe large-am plitude atom -m olecularcoherentoscillations

are dam ped by the rapid growth ofuctuations nearthe unstable point,which contradicts

them ean �eld theory predictions.In orderto clarify thecontroversiesraised by theseinvesti-

gations,onecan appealto theexactsolution ofthetwo m odem odel,thederivation ofwhich

wewillnow present.

Thetwo m odeHam iltonian takestheform

H =
!

2
a
y
a+




2
(ayayb+ b

y
aa); (25)

where ay and by denote the creation operatorsforatom ic and m olecularm odesrespectively.

Notethatthetotalatom num beroperatorN̂ = N a + 2N b whereN a = aya;N b = bybprovides

a good quantum num bersince[H ;N̂ ]= 0:

In orderto derive thisHam iltonian through the quantum inverse scattering m ethod,we

takethefollowing L-operator

L(u)= GL
b(u � �� �

� 1)LK (u)

with them atrix G given by

G =

�
��� 1 0

0 �� 1

�

:

Thisgivesustheexplicitrealisation oftheYang-Baxteralgebra

A(u) = ��
� 1(u+ �K

z)(u � �� �
� 1 + �N b)+ bK

+

B (u) = �K � (u � �� �
� 1 + N b)� �

� 1
b(u � �K

z)

C(u) = �
� 1
b
y(u + �K

z)� �
� 1
K

+

D (u) = b
y
K

� + �
� 2(u� �K

z)

and

t(0)= �K
z + b

y
K

� + bK
+ � �K

z
N b: (26)

Let j0i denote the Fock vacuum state and let jki denote a lowest weight state ofthe

su(1;1)algebra with weightk;i.e.,K zjki= kjki. On the productstate j	i= j0ijkiitis

clearthatB (u)j	i= 0 and

a(u) = ��� 1(u + �k)(u� �� �
� 1)

d(u) = �
� 2(u� �k):



W ecan im m ediately concludethattheeigenvaluesof(26)aregiven by

�(0)= k(�+ �
� 1)

MY

i= 1

vi� �

vi
� k�

� 1

MY

i= 1

vi+ �

vi
(27)

subjectto theBetheansatzequations

(vi+ �k)(1� �vi+ ��)

(vi� �k)
=

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
: (28)

Realising thesu(1;1)algebra in term sofcanonicalboson operatorsthrough

K
+ =

(ay)2

2
; K

� =
a2

2
; K

z =
2N a + 1

4

wethen �nd thattheHam iltonian (25)isrelated to (26)through

H = lim
�! 0


(t(0)� �=4)

with ! = 
�.Notethatin thiscasethepossiblelowestweightstatesforthesu(1;1)algebra

are

jk = 1=4i� j0i; jk = 3=4i� a
yj0i:

M oreover,wehaveN = 2M + 2k� 1=2:

Itisworth m entioningatthispointthatanotherrealisation ofthesu(1;1)algebraisgiven

in term softwo setsofboson operatorsby

K
+ = a

y
c
y
; K

� = ac; K
z =

N a + N c+ 1

2

with J = N a� N c acentralelem entcom m utingwith thesu(1;1)algebrain thisrepresentation.

Dueto thesym m etry ay $ cy wem ay assum eJ � 0.Forthiscasewede�netheHam iltonian

H = lim
�! 0


(t(0)� �=2)+ �J

= �N a + N c+ 
(a y
c
y
b+ b

y
ac) (29)

with �= �
=2+ � and  = �
=2� �. Thism odelhasa naturalinterpretation foratom ic-

m olecularBose-Einstein condensation fortwo distinctatom icspecieswhich can bond to form

a di-atom ic m olecule. In thiscase the possible lowest weight statesforthe su(1;1)algebra

are

jk = (m + 1)=2i�
�
a
y
�m

j0i

and J = 2k� 1.A detailed analysisofthism odelthrough theexactsolution willbegiven at

a laterdate.

Forthe exactsolution ofthe Ham iltonian (25)itisnecessary to take the quasi-classical

lim it� ! 0 in the Bethe ansatz equations(28). The resulting Bethe ansatz equationstake

theform

�� vi+
2k

vi
= 2

MX

j6= i

1

vj � vi
: (30)



Also,in thislim itthecorresponding energy eigenvalueis

E = !(M + k� 1=4)� 


MX

i= 1

vi

= !(k� 1=4)� 2k


MX

i= 1

1

vi
: (31)

Theequivalenceofthetwo energy expressionscan bededuced from (30).Theeigenstatestoo

areobtained by thisprocedure.Considerthefollowing classofstates

jv1;:::;vM i=

MY

i= 1

c(vi)j	i (32)

where c(v) = (vby � ayay=2),j	i = j0i for k = 1=4 and j	i = a yj0i for k = 3=4. In the

case when the setofparam etersfvig satisfy the Bethe ansatz equations(30),then (32)are

precisely theeigenstatesoftheHam iltonian.

5.1 A sym ptotic analysis ofthe solution

In thelim itoflargej�jwecan perform an asym ptoticanalysisoftheBetheansatzequations

to determ inetheasym ptoticform oftheenergy spectrum .W echoosethefollowing ansatzfor

theBetheroots

vi � �
� 1
�i i� m ;

vi � �+ �i+ �
� 1
�i i> m :

Fori> m weobtain from thezero orderterm sin theBetheansatzequations

�i= 2

MX

j= m + 1

j6= i

1

�i� �j

which im plies
MX

i= m + 1

�i= 0:

From theterm sin �� 1 we�nd

�i= 2(k+ m )+ 2

MX

j= m + 1

j6= i

�j � �i

(�j � �i)
2

and thus
MX

i= m + 1

�i= 2(k+ m )(M � m ):

Nextwelook attheBetheansatzequationsfori� m .Theterm sin � give

1+
2k

�i
= 2

mX

j6= i

1

�j � �i



which im plies
mX

i= 1

�i= �2km � m (m � 1):

Thisgivestheenergy levels

E m � !(M + (k� 1=4))� !(M � m )� 


MX

i= m + 1

�i�

2

!

MX

i= 1

�i

= !(m + k� 1=4)+

2

!
(3m 2 � m + 4km � 2kM � 2m M ):

Thelevelspacingsare

� m = E m � E m � 1

� ! �
2
2

!
(M + 2� 3m � 2k)

from which weconcludethatin thislim itthem odelissem i-classical.

LetE denote the ground state energy (E = E 0 for
� >> 0,E = E M for
� << 0)and

� the gap to the �rst excited state. Em ploying the Hellm ann-Ferynm an theorem we can

determ ine theasym ptoticform ofthefollowing zero tem peraturecorrelations

hN ai= 2
@E

@!
; �= �2

@E

@


where�= �


ayayb+ byaa

�
isthecoherencecorrelator.ForlargeN weintroducetherescaled

variables

�
� =

�

N 1=2
; � � =

�


N 1=2
; hN ai

�
=
hN ai

N
; �

� =
�

N 3=2
: (33)

W ethen havefor�� >> 0

� �
� �

�
�

1

��
; hN ai

�
� 0; �

�
� 0

whilefor�� << 0

� � � ��� �
2

��
; hN ai

�
� 1�

1

2(��)2
; �

� � �
1

��
:

The above shows that the m odelhas scale invariance in the asym ptotic lim it. The scaling

propertiesactually hold fora widerangeofvaluesofthescaled detuning param eter��,which

isestablished through num ericalanalysis[42].

5.2 C om puting the energy spectrum

Forthism odelthereisaconvenientm ethod todeterm inetheenergyspectrum withoutsolving

theBetheansatzequations(cf.[18]).Thisisachieved by introducingthepolynom ialfunction

whosezerosaretherootsoftheBetheansatzequations;viz.

G(u)=

MY

i= 1

(1� u=vi):



Itcan beshown from theBetheansatzequationsthatG satis�esthedi�erentialequation

uG
00� (u2 � �u � 2k)G 0+ (M u � E =
+ �(k� 1=4))G = 0 (34)

subjectto theinitialconditions

G(0)= 1; G
0(0)=

E � !(k� 1=4)

2k

:

In orderto show thisweset

F(u)= uG
00� (u2 � �u� 2k)G 0

:

Asa resultoftheBetheansatzequations(30)itisdeduced thatF(vi)= 0.Given thatF(u)

is a polynom ialofdegree (M + 1),we then conclude that F(u) = (�u + �)G(u) for som e

constants�;�,which aredeterm ined by theasym ptotic lim itsu ! 0 and u ! 1 .Eq.(34)

then follows.

By setting G(u)=
P

n
gnu

n therecurrence relation

gn+ 1 =
E � !(n + k� 1=4)


(n + 1)(n + 2k)
gn +

n � M � 1

(n + 1)(n + 2k)
gn� 1 (35)

isreadily obtained.Itisclearfrom thisrelation thatgn isa polynom ialin E ofdegreen.W e

also know thatG isa polynom ialfunction ofdegreeM and so wem usthavegM + 1 = 0.The

(M + 1)rootsofgM + 1 areprecisely theenergy levelsE m .M oreover,theeigenstates(32)are

expressible as(up to overallnorm alisation)

jv1;:::;vM i=

MX

n= 1

gn(b
y)(M � n)

�
ayay

2

� n

j	i:

Therecurrence relation (35)can besolved asfollows(cf.[18]).Setting

gn+ 1 = g0

nY

j= 0

xjyj;

with

xj =
E � !(j+ k� 1=4)


(j+ 1)(j+ 2k)
;

and substituting into therecurrencerelation (35),wehave

xjxj� 1yj� 1(yj � 1)=
j� M � 1

(j+ 1)(j+ 2k)
:

Thisyieldsyj = 1+ cj� 1=yj� 1 with

cj =

2(j+ 1)(j+ 2k)(j� M )

(E � !(j+ k+ 3=4))(E � !(j+ k� 1=4))
;

which m eans yj can be expressed as a continued fraction. The requirem ent that G is a

polynom ialfunction oforderM decreesyM = 0,in turn im plying

yM � 1 =

2M (M + 2k� 1)

(E � !(M + k� 1=4))(E � !(n + k� 5=4))
;

which is an algebraic equation that determ ines the allowed energy levels E m . The above

procedure can easily be em ployed to determ ine the energy spectrum num erically,without

resorting to solving theBetheansatzequations.Explicitresultscan befound in [42].



6 T he B C S H am iltonian

The experim entalwork ofRalph,Black and Tinkham [1]on thediscrete energy spectrum in

sm allm etallicalum inium grainsgenerated interestin understanding thenatureofsupercon-

ducting correlationsatthenanoscalelevel.Theirresultsindicatesigni�cantparity e�ectsdue

to the num ber ofelectrons in the system . Forgrainswith an odd num ber ofelectrons,the

gap in the energy spectrum reduceswith the size ofthe system ,in contrastto the case ofa

grain with an even num ber ofelectrons,where a gap largerthan the single electron energy

levels persists. In the lattercase the gap can be closed by a strong applied m agnetic �eld.

The conclusion drawn from these resultsisthatpairing interactionsare prom inentin these

nanoscalesystem s.Fora grain with an odd num berofelectronstherewillalwaysbeatleast

one unpaired electron,so it is not necessary to break a Cooper pair in order to create an

excited state.Foragrain with an even num berofelectrons,allexcited stateshavealeastone

broken Cooperpair,resulting in a gap in thespectrum .In thepresenceofa strongly applied

m agnetic�eld,itisenergetically m orefavourableforagrain with an even num berofelectrons

to have broken pairs,and hence in thiscase there are excitationswhich show no gap in the

spectrum .

Thephysicalpropertiesofasm allm etallicgrain aredescribed by thereduced BCS Ham il-

tonian [11]

H =

LX

j= 1

�jnj � g

LX

j;k

c
y

k+
c
y

k�
cj� cj+ : (36)

Above, j = 1;:::;L labels a shellof doubly degenerate single particle energy levels with

energies�j and nj istheferm ion num beroperatorforlevelj.Theoperatorscj� ;c
y

j� arethe

annihilation and creation operators for the ferm ions at levelj. The labels � refer to tim e

reversed states.

OneofthefeaturesoftheHam iltonian (36)istheblockinge�ect.Foranyunpaired electron

atleveljtheaction ofthepairing interaction iszero sinceonly paired electronsarescattered.

Thism eansthatthe Hilbertspace can be decoupled into a productofpaired and unpaired

electron states in which the action of the Ham iltonian on the subspace for the unpaired

electronsisautom atically diagonalin the naturalbasis. In view ofthe blocking e�ect,itis

convenientto introduce hard-coreboson operatorsbj = cj� cj+ ;b
y

j = c
y

j+ c
y

j� which satisfy the

relations

(b
y

j)
2 = 0; [bj;b

y

k
]= �jk(1� 2b

y

jbj) [bj;bk]= [b
y

j;b
y

k
]= 0

on thesubspaceexcluding singleparticlestates.In thissetting thehard-coreboson operators

realisethesu(2)algebra in thepseudo-spin reprepresentation,which willbeutilised below.

Theoriginalapproach ofBardeen,Cooperand Schrie�er[2]todescribethephenom enon of

superconductivity wasto em ploy a m ean �eld theory using a variationalwavefunction forthe

ground statewhich hasan undeterm ined num berofelectrons.Theexpectation valueforthe

num beroperatoristhen �xed by m eansofachem icalpotentialterm �.Oneofthepredictions

ofthe BCS theory isthatthe num ber ofCooperpairsin the ground state ofthe system is

given by theratio�=d where�istheBCS \bulk gap"and d isthem ean levelspacing forthe

singleelectron eigenstates.Fornanoscalesystem s,thisratioisoftheorderofunity,in seem ing

contradiction with theexperim entalresultsdiscussed above.Theexplanation forthisisthat

them ean-�eld approach isinappropriatefornanoscalesystem sdueto largesuperconducting

uctuations.

Asan alternativeto theBCS m ean �eld approach,onecan appealto theexactsolution of

theHam iltonian (36)derived by Richardson [10]and developed by Richardson and Sherm an

[43]. Ithasalso been shown by Cam biaggio,Rivasand Saraceno [44]that(36)isintegrable



in the sense thatthere existsa setofm utually com m utative operatorswhich com m ute with

the Ham iltonian. These featureshave recently been shown to be a consequence ofthe fact

thatthem odelcan bederived in thecontextofthequantum inversescattering m ethod using

theL-operator(8)with a c-num berL-operator[22,45],which wewillnow explicate.

6.1 A universally integrable system

In thiscaseweusea c-num berrealisation G oftheL-operatoraswellas(8)to constructthe

transferm atrix

t(u)= tr0(G 0L0L(u� �L):::L01(u � �1)) (37)

which isan elem entoftheL-fold tensoralgebra ofsu(2).Above,tr0 denotesthetracetaken

overtheauxiliary spacelabelled 0 and G = exp(����)with �= diag(1;�1).De�ning

Tj = lim
u! �j

u� �j

�2
t(u)

forj= 1;2;:::;L,wem ay writein thequasi-classicallim itTj = �j+ o(�),and itfollowsfrom

the com m utivity ofthe transferm atricesthat[�j;�k]= 0; 8j;k:Explicitly,these operators

read

�j = 2�S z
j +

LX

k6= j

�jk

�j � �k
(38)

with �= S+ 
 S� + S� 
 S+ + 2Sz 
 Sz:

W ede�nea Ham iltonian through

H = �
1

�

LX

j= 1

�j�j +
1

4�3

LX

j;k= 1

�j�k +
1

2�2

LX

j= 1

�j �
1

2�

LX

j= 1

Cj (39)

= �

LX

j= 1

2�jS
z
j �

1

�

LX

j;k= 1

S
�

j S
+

k
(40)

where

C = S
+
S
� + S

�
S
+ + 2(Sz)2

istheCasim irinvariantforthesu(2)algebra.TheHam iltonian isuniversally integrablesince

it is clear that [H ;�j]= 0; 8j irrespective ofthe realisations ofthe su(2) algebra in the

tensoralgebra.

In orderto reproduce the Ham iltonian (36)we realise the su(2)generators through the

hard-coreboson (spin 1/2)representation;viz

S
+

j = bj; S
�

j = b
y

j; S
z
j =

1

2
(I� nj): (41)

In thisinstance one obtains(36)(with the constantterm �
P L

j
�j)where g = 1=�asshown

by Zhou etal.[22]and von Delftand Poghossian [45].

Foreach index k in thetensoralgebra in which thetransferm atrix acts,and accordingly

in (40),suppose thatwe represent the su(2)algebra through the irreducible representation

with spin sk. Thus fS+

k
;S

�

k
;Sz

kg act on a (2sk + 1)-dim ensionalspace. In em ploying the

m ethod ofthealgebraicBetheansatzdiscussed earlierwe�nd that

a(u) = exp(���)

LY

k= 1

u� �k � �sk

u� �k

d(u) = exp(��)

LY

k= 1

u � �k + �sk

u � �k



which givestheeigenvaluesofthetransferm atrix (37)as

�(u) = exp(��)

LY

k= 1

u� �k + �sk

u � �k

MY

j= 1

u � vj � �

u� vj

+ exp(���)

LY

k= 1

u � �k � �sk

u � �k

MY

j= 1

u� vj + �

u� vj
:

Thecorresponding Betheansatzequationsread

exp(2��)

LY

k= 1

vl� �k + �sk

vl� �k � �sk
= �

MY

j= 1

vl� vj + �

vl� vj � �
:

The eigenvalues ofthe conserved operators (38) are obtained through the appropriate

term sin theexpansion ofthetransferm atrix eigenvaluesin theparam eter�.Thisyieldsthe

following resultfortheeigenvalues�j of�j

�j =

 

2�+

LX

k6= j

2sk

�j � �k
�

MX

i= 1

2

�j � vi

!

sj (42)

such thattheparam etersvj now satisfy theBetheansatzequations

2�+

LX

k= 1

2sk

vj � �k
=

MX

i6= j

2

vj � vi
: (43)

Through (42)we can now determ ine the energy eigenvaluesof(40). Itisusefulto note the

following identities

2�

MX

j= 1

vj + 2

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

vjsk

vj � �k
= M (M � 1)

�M +

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

sk

vj � �k
= 0

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

vjsk

vj � �k
�

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

sk�k

vj � �k
= M

LX

k= 1

sk:

Em ploying theaboveitisdeduced that

LX

j= 1

�j = 2�

LX

j= 1

sj � 2�M

LX

j= 1

�j�j = 2�

LX

j= 1

�jsj +

LX

j= 1

LX

k6= j

sjsk � 2M

LX

k= 1

sk � 2�

MX

j= 1

vj + M (M � 1)

which,com bined with the eigenvalues 2sj(sj + 1) for the Casim ir invariants Cj,yields the

energy eigenvalues

E = 2

MX

j= 1

vj: (44)



From theaboveexpression weseethatthequasi-particleexcitation energiesaregiven bytwice

the Bethe ansatz rootsfvjg of(43).In orderto specialise thisresultto the case ofthe BCS

Ham iltonian (36)itisa m atterofsetting sk = 1=2; 8k. Finally,letusrem ark thatin the

quasi-classicallim ittheeigenstatesassum etheform

j	i=

MY

i= 1

LX

j= 1

b
y

j

vi� �j
j0i:

The construction given above can also beapplied on a m oregenerallevel.Taking higher

spin representationsofthesu(2)algebra producesm odelsofBCS system swhich arecoupled

byJosephson tunneling,asdescribed in [46,47].Onecan alsoem ployhigherrankLiealgebras,

such asso(5)[48]and su(4)[49]which produce coupled BCS system s which m odelpairing

interactionsin nuclearsystem s. Forthe generalcase ofan arbitrary Lie algebra we referto

[50]. Finally,letusm ention thatifone reproducesthe above construction with the su(1;1)

L-operator (9) in place ofthe su(2) L-operator (8) the pairing m odelfor bosonic system s

introduced by Dukelsky and Schuck [51]isobtained.

6.2 A sym ptotic analysis ofthe solution

In the lim it g ! 0 we can easily determ ine the ground state energy of(36);it is given by

�lling the Ferm isea. Below we willassum e thatthe num ber offerm ionsis even. Thus for

sm allg > 0 itisappropriateto considertheasym ptoticsolution

vi� �i+ g�i+ g
2
�i; i= 1;:::;M :

Substituting thisinto (43)and equating thedi�erentordersin g yields

vi� �i�
g

2
+
g2

4

 
LX

k= m + 1

1

�j � �k
�

MX

i6= j

1

�j � �i

!

which im m ediately givesustheasym ptoticground stateenergy

E 0 � 2

MX

j= 1

�j � gM +
g2

2

MX

j= 1

LX

k= M + 1

1

�j � �k
:

Next we look atthe �rst excited state. In the g = 0 case this corresponds to breaking

theCooperpairatlevel�M and putting singleunpaired electronsin thelevels�M and �M + 1.

Now thesetwo levelsbecom eblocked.To solvetheequations(43)forthisexcited stateisthe

sam easfortheground stateexceptthattherearenow (M � 1)Cooperpairsand wehaveto

exclude theblocked levels.W ecan thereforewritedown theenergy

E 1 � �M + �M + 1 + 2

M � 1X

j= 1

�j � g(M � 1)+
g2

2

M � 1X

j= 1

LX

k= M + 2

1

�j � �k
:

Thegap isfound to be

�� �M + 1 � �M + g+
g2

2

 
M � 1X

j= 1

1

�M + 1 � �j
+

LX

k= M + 1

1

�k � �M

!

:



Asin previousexam ples,we can calculatesom easym ptotic correlation functionsforzero

tem peratureby using theHellm ann-Feynm an theorem .In particular,

hnii=
@E 0

@�i

which fori� M gives

hnii� 2�
g2

2

LX

k= M + 1

1

(�i� �k)
2

whilefori> M weget

hnii�
g2

2

MX

j= 1

1

(�j � �i)
2
:

W ecan also determ inetheasym ptoticform ofthePenrose-Onsager-Yang O�-DiagonalLong-

RangeOrderparam eter[52,53]to be

1

L

LX

i;j= 1

D

b
y

ibj

E

= �
1

L

@E 0

@g

�
M

L
�
g

L

MX

j= 1

LX

k= M + 1

1

�j � �k
:
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