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Abstract

Asam odelforadeform ed nucleusthem any levelpairingm odel(picketfence

m odelwith 100 levels) is considered in four approxim ations and com pared

to the exact solution given by Richardson long tim e ago. It is found that,

as usual,the num ber projected BCS m ethod im proves over standard BCS

but that it is m uch less accurate than the m ore sophisticated m any-body-

approaches which are Coupled ClusterTheory (CCT )in itsSUB2 version

orSelf-ConsistentRandom Phase Approxim ation (SCRPA).
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theim portanceoftwonucleon paircorrelationsin theground stateand low lyingexcited

statesofnucleihasbeen known fora long tim e [1].The application to nuclearsystem s[2]

oftheconceptsused in thedescription ofsuperconductivity in solidswasm adeim m ediately

after the BCS theory has appeared [3]. During the sixties it was realized that the pair-

ing interaction wasrelevantin the description oftwo particle transferreactionsin norm al

and superconducting nuclei[4,5]. This interaction,which is usually thought to represent

the short range part ofthe bare nucleon interaction,was treated by m any authors in a

phenom enologicaland schem atic way.Nevertheless,ithasbeen found recently [6]thatthe

pairing interaction is an im portant ingredient ofthe shellm odelinteraction derived from

realistic forces and used in large scale shellm odelcalculations (the other two im portant

ingredientsbeing the quadrupole-quadrupole and the m onopole-m onopoleinteractions). It

isalso known [7]thatto preserve the shortrange characterofthe force,itisnecessary to

usea largenum berofshells.Unfortunately them ostsim ple theory forpairing in �nitenu-

clei,nam ely them ean �eld BCS approach,isratherlim ited in itsapplication,sinceparticle

num beructuationsarevery strong.Thereforem oresophisticated approachessuch aspar-

ticlesnum berprojection ortheexplicitintroduction ofquantaluctuationslikeBCS-QRPA

approach [8]and otherm oreelaborated theorieshaveto beconsidered.

In a seriesofpapersbetween 1963 and 1968 Richardson [9]obtained the exactsolution

ofthepairing ham iltonian providing an analyticform fortheeigenvaluesand eigenvectors.

Thesepapershavefound a revivalin thefram ework ofultrasm allm etallicgrains[10]where

it was necessary to go beyond the existing approxim ations to explain the disappearance

ofsuperconductivity as the size ofthe grain [11,12]decreases. Subsequently, the exact

solutionshavebeen generalized [13]and applied toothersystem slikeBosecondensates[14],

interacting boson m odels[15]and nuclearsuperconductivity [16].

The purpose ofthe presentpaperisto teston the exactsolution fora large scale case

the precision ofsom e wellknown approxim ationslike num berprojected BCS (PBCS)[17],



Coupled Cluster Theory (CCT) [18],and Self-Consistent RPA (SCRPA) [19]. In reality

the possibility ofapplying these approxim ationsdependson detailsofthe nuclearresidual

interaction.In generaltheseapproxim ationscan dealin an appropriated way with thelong

rangepartoftheinteraction,thatcan bethoughtof,in a sim pli�ed way,asa particle-hole

interaction (asforexam ple the quadrupole-quadrupole one),butthey m ay have problem s

in dealing with the short range part that can be represented by the pairing interaction.

The possibility orconvenience ofusing each ofthese m ethodsdepends on the strength of

the pairing interaction as wellas the set ofsingle particle levels that is considered. For

exam pleforvery strongpairing(which isequivalenttoasingleshell)itisknown thatallthe

particlesparticipatein the ground state wave function,and thereforeonewillneed a quite

largenum berofparticle-holesovertheHartree-Fock (HF)groundstateto describeproperly

the paired state,on the other hand fora weak pairing interaction the ground state wave

function willbealm osttheHF one.

The paper is organized as follows.In Sect. II we present the picket fence m odeland

sketch them ain stepsforitsexactsolution asgiven by Richardson.In Sect.IIIwe outline

the various approxim ate m ethods to treat the m odeland in Sect. IV we give the results

togetherwith a discussion.W eend with theconclusionsin SectV.

II.T H E M O D EL

The picketfence m odelm im icssuperuid correlationsin a deform ed nucleuswhere the

leveldensitycan beconsidered asm oreorlessconstantand thelevelsaretwo-fold degenerate

(for one sort ofnucleons). As m entioned in the introduction,the m odelhas been solved

exactly in theearly sixtiesby Richardson [9]forpractically any num beroflevels.Thelatter

featurem akesthem odelvery interesting becauseonecan treatsituations,very frequentin

practice,which can notbe m astered by ordinary diagonalization techniques. Forexam ple

weherewilltreatthecaseofhundred particlesdistributed in hundred levelscorresponding
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toadim ension oftheham iltonian m atrixof1029,wellbeyond anydiagonalization technique.

Them odelhasnotbeen used verym uch in nuclearphysics,probablybecauseofitsschem atic

character.However,recently,itspropertieshavebeen exploited in rathergreatdetailin the

contextofultra sm allsuperconducting m etallicgrains[10].W eherewillem ploy them odel

in order to assess the quality ofcom m only used approxim ation schem es for nuclear pair

correlations.W ewillconsiderferm ion creation ay�m and annihilation a�m operatorsde�ned

in a discrete basislabelled by the quantum num bers f�m g. Thisbasiscan be referred to

thesingleparticlestatesofan externalpotential,thesingleparticleenergiesdepend on the

quantum num bers�;m :

Thethreeoperators

n�m = a
y
�m a�m ; A

y
�m = a

y
�m a

y

�m = (A �m )
y

(1)

closethecom m utatoralgebra

h

n�m ;A
y

�n

i

= 2����m nA
y
�m ;

h

A �m ;A
y

�n

i

= ��� �m n (1� n�m ) (2)

In Eq. (1)the pairoperatorA y
�m createsa pairofparticlesin the tim e reversalstates

f�m ;��m g where a
y

�m creates a particle in the tim e reversed state ofay�m . W e willwork

with nucleonsinteracting via a pure pairing force and forsim plicity we willrepresentby a

single letterk the quantum num bers�m (and when there isno possibility ofconfusion it

willrepresentthepairf�m ;��m g).ThereforetheHam iltonian thatwewillconsideris

H =
X

k

"k nk + G
X

kk0

A
y

kA k0 (3)

wherethe"k arethesingleparticleenergies.

Theexactsolution ofthism odelhasbeen obtained long ago by Richardson [9].W ewill

here briey outline the m ethod,giving the equationsto be used lateron in the num erical

applications.

Richardson [9]hasshown thattheexacteigenstatesoftheHam iltonian (3)with M pairs

can bewritten as
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j	i=

MY

i= 1

B
y

ij’�i (4)

where there are � unpaired nucleons. The state j’�idescribing the unpaired sectorofj	i

isde�ned by theaction oftheoperatorsA and n as

A k j’�i= 0 ; nk j’�i= �k j’�i (5)

where�k = 1 ifthereisoneparticleblocking thestatek and �k = 0 elsewhere.

TheoperatorB
y

i in (4)createsa collective pair

B
y

i =


X

k= 1

1

2"k � E i

A
y

k (6)

where 
 is the num ber ofsingle particle levels in the valence space. The form ofthe

am plitudesin (6)weresuggested by theonepairdiagonalization ofthepairing Ham iltonian

(3). The pair energies E i are unknown param eters to be determ ined by the eigenvalue

condition.

H j	i= E j	i (7)

AfteralongbutstraightforwardderivationonearrivesatthesetofM nonlinearequations

fortheM pairenergies

1� 2G

MX

j(6= i)= 1

1

E j � E i

+ G


X

k= 1

(1+ 2�k)

2"k � E i

= 0 (8)

whiletheenergy eigenvalueis

E =

MX

i= 1

E i+


X

k= 1

"k�k (9)

The pairenergiesE i are the rootsofthe setofM coupled equations(8). There are as

m anyindependentsolutionsasstatesintheHilbertspaceofM pairs.Thedi�erentsolutions,

each onecorresponding to an eigenstateofthepairing ham iltonian,can beclassi�ed in the

lim itofG ! 0 asthe di�erentpossible con�gurationsofM pairsin 
 levels,and then let

them evolve adiabatically by solving theequations(8)forincreasing valuesofG .
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The occupation probabilitiesareobtained by m eansofthe Gellm an-Feynm an theorem ,

m inim izing theenergy with respectto thesingleparticleenergies

nk =
@E

@"k
= �k +


X

i= 1

@E i

@"k
(10)

Di�erentiating (8)with respectto "k,theoccupation num berscan beexpressed as

nk = �k + 2


X

i= 1

(1+ 2�k)

(2"k � E i)
2
D i (11)

wheretheD i should satisfy thesystem ofequations
2

4


X

k= 1

(1+ 2�k)

(2"k � E i)
2
+ 4

MX

j(6= i)= 1

1

(E j � E i)
2

3

5 D i� 4

MX

j(6= i)= 1

1

(E j � E i)
2
D j = 1 (12)

Theaboveequationsareused toestablish theexactsolution with,in thecaseconsidered

here,a hundred levelswith a hundred ofparticles.

III.A P P R O X IM AT E SO LU T IO N S

W ewillstudy som eapproxim ationsthatarewritten in term sofparticularparticle-hole

excitationson a referenceHF state.Forsim plicity wewillconsiderthecasewhen theshells

are half�lled,i.e. the num ber ofpairs ofparticles M willsatisfy 
 = 2M . In the weak

interaction lim ittheseparation between theenergy levelsism uch greaterthan thegap.The

physicsofthisregim ecan begiven in term softheuctuationsaround theHF state

jH Fi=

MY

h= 1

A
+

h j0i (13)

where h (p)refersto single particle statesthatare occupied (unoccupied) in the lim it

G = 0.

A .Variationaltreatm ents

W ewill�rstconsiderdi�erentvariationaltreatm ents.Thesim plestoneisthestandard

BCS treatm ent. The next approxim ation that we willconsider is the num ber projected
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(beforevariation)PBCS wavefunction wheretheground stateisassum ed tobeacondensate

ofpairsofferm ions.Itiswritten as

jPB CSi=
1

q

ZM ;!

h

�
+
iM

j0i (14)

where

�+ =


X

k= 1

�kA
+

k =

MX

h= 1

�hA
+

h +


X

p= M + 1

�pA
+

p = �+h + �+p (15)

ZM ;
 =< 0j[�]
M
h

�+
iM

j0i (16)

and j0iisthevacuum forthecreation operatorofthenucleons.In generalonem inim izes

theenergy by changing thevariationalparam eters�k.In PBCS �k can bewritten in term s

ofthevk and uk param etersas�k =
vk
uk

with v2k + u2k = 1 .

In Ref.[12]theground stateenergy wasevaluated in term softhese�k coe�cientsusing

theauxiliary quantities

ZN ;
 =< 0j[�]
N
h

�+
iN

j0i (17)

S
N
i =< 0j[�]

N
A
+

i

h

�+
iN � 1

j0i (18)

Z
N
ij =< 0j[�]

N � 1
A iA

+

j

h

�+
iN � 1

j0i (19)

T
N
ij =< 0j[�]

N � 2
A iA j

h

�
+
iN

j0i (20)

and

Ŝ
N
i =

SN
i

ZN

;T̂N
ij =

TN
ij

ZN

(21)

Theground stateenergy isthen written as

E gs = 2M
X

i

(2�i� �)�iŜ
M
i + G

X

ij

�jŜ
M
i � GM (M � 1)

X

ij

�
2

iT̂
M
ij (22)
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The auxiliary coe�cients are determ ined by recurrence relations using the fact that

Z0 = 1 ;Z1 =
P

i�
2
i and ŜN

i = �i
Z1

:

Thepaircreation operatorhastwoparts:one(�+p )createstwoparticlesabovetheFerm i

sea while the otherpart(�+h )createstwo particlesbelow the Ferm isea. In Ref.[11]itis

shown thatifonede�nesthenorm alized states

jK i=
1

ZK ;
=2

�

�+p �h

�K
jH Fi (23)

itispossibleto writedown thePBCS stateas

jPB CS >=
X

K

	 P B C S
K jK > (24)

where

	
P B C S
K =

((
=2)!)
2

q

Z
=2;
Z
=2;
=2

ZK ;
=2

(K !)2
= A 


ZK ;
=2

(K !)2
(25)

and thereforethewave function can bewritten as

jPB CS >= A 


X

K

�

�+p �h

�K

(K !)2
jH Fi (26)

Fordetailson thisderivation see[11].

Thevariationalparam etersin thiswavefunction aretheam plitudes�k.Itm ustbetaken

into accountthatA 
 aswellastheoperators�+p and �h arewellde�ned functionsofthese

param eters.

W e also used anothervariationalwave function with a structure sim ilarto the exp(S2)

type(see below),i.e.

jE xp>= B


X

K

�

�+p �h

�K

K !
jH Fi= B
 exp

�

�+p �h

�

jH Fi (27)

In thiscase the dependence on the param eters�k appearsthrough the structure of�
+
p

and �h and also in an indirectway in thenorm alization constantB
.
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B .T he C oupled C luster T heory

The CCT has been proven in the past to be a highly perform ant m ethod forthe cal-

culation ofcorrelation functions[18]. Ithas,however,neverbeen tested forpairing m odel

ham iltonianswhich isan interesting study casebecauseofitsexactsolvability,even forvery

largenum berofparticles.

TheHam iltonian ofthepicketfencem odelcan bewritten in theparticle-holebasisas

H =
X

p

"
0
pnp +

X

h

"
0
hnh � G

8
<

:

X

p6= p0

A
y
pA p0 +

X

h6= h0

A
y

hA h0 +
X

ph

h

A
y
pA h + A

y

hA p

i
9
=

;
(28)

where

"0p = "p � G=2 and "h = "h � G=2

Theunnorm alized CCT wavefunction in theSUB2 approxim ation [18]is

j	i= e
S2 jH Fi ;S2 =

X

ph

xphA
y
pA h (29)

where the HF Slaterdeterm inantisgiven in (13). W e have stopped atthe one p-pairone

h-pair,i.e.attheSUB2 levelforreasonsgiven below.Theaim oftheCCT isto determ ine

theparam etersxph and theground stateenergy.Acting with theHam iltonian on thewave

function wehave

H j	i= E j	i= E e
S2 jH Fi (30)

Thekey pointoftheCCT isto m ultiply (30)with e� S2 from theleft.Then

e
� S2H j	i= E jH Fi (31)

Projecting on theHF bra

E = hH Fje
� S2H e

S2 jH Fi; (32)

taking into accountthat
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S
y

2 jH Fi= hH FjS2 = 0 (33)

(32)isreduced to

E = hH FjH e
S2 jH Fi (34)

Having in m ind theform oftheHam iltonian (28),thegroundstateenergy is

E = E H F � G
X

ph

xph (35)

Theam plitudesxph aredeterm ined from thesetofequations

hH FjA
y

hA pe
� S2H e

S2 jH Fi= 0 (36)

which followsim m ediately after(31)

Eq.(36)can beexpanded as

hH FjA
y

hA p(1� S2)H
�

1+ S2 + S
2

2
=2
�

jH Fi= 0 (37)

Thedi�erentterm sare

hH FjA
y

hA pH jH Fi= �G

hH FjA
y

hA p(�S2)H jH Fi= �xphE H F

hH FjA
y

h1
A
y

h2
A h3A h4 jH Fi= (1� �h1h2)(�h1h4�h2h3 + �h1h3�h2h4)

hH FjA
y

hA pH S2jH Fi= 2
�

"
0
p � "

0
h

�

xph + 2xph
X

h0

"
0
h0 � G

2

4
X

p0(6= p)

xp0h +
X

h0(6= h)

xph0

3

5

hH FjA
y

hA p(�S2)H S2jH Fi= Gxph
X

p0h0

xp0h0

1

2
hH FjA

y

hA pH S
2

2 jH Fi= �G

0

@ xph
X

p0(6= p);h0(6= h)

xp0h0 +
X

p0(6= p);h0(6= h)

xph0xp0h

1

A

And thereforeitispossibleto writetheequation forxph as

2
�

"
0
p � "

0
h

�

xph + 2Gxph
X

h0

xph0 + 2Gxph
X

p0

xp0h + 2Gx2ph � G

� G
X

p0

xp0h � G
X

h0

xph0 + Gxph � G
X

p0h0

xp0hxph0 = 0 (38)

Thisequation can besolved num erically.
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C .SelfC onsistent R PA

The SCRPA for the Picket-Fence m odelhas been developped in great detailin Ref.

[21,22].Herewegivea briefsum m ary.ThebasicingredientsoftheSCRPA approach in the

particle-particlechannelarethetwo particleaddition operator

A
y
� =

X

p

X
�
p Q

y

p �
X

h

Y
�

h Q h ; (39)

and therem ovaloperator

R
y

� = �
X

p

Y
�
p Q p +

X

h

X
�
hQ

y

h ; (40)

where Q p = A p=
q

1� hnpi and Q h = �A
y

h=

q

hnhi� 1. W here the expectation values are

referred to theSCRPA vacuum de�ned as

A � jSCRPAi= R � jSCRPAi= 0 (41)

and thecollectiveRPA excitationsare

jN + 2i
�
= A

y
� jSCRPAi ; jN � 2i

�
= R

y

� jSCRPAi (42)

Theequation ofm otion m ethod applied to theseoperatorsleadsdirectly to theSCRPA

equations

0

B
B
@

A B

�B C

1

C
C
A

0

B
B
@

X

Y

1

C
C
A = E

0

B
B
@

X

Y

1

C
C
A ; (43)

where

A pp0 = h0j[Q p;[H ;Q
y

p0]]j0i

= �pp0

8
<

:
2"p + G + 2

G

1� hnpi
h(
X

p1

A
y
p1
+
X

h1

A
y

h1
)A pi

9
=

;

�G
h(1� np)(1� np0)i

q

(1� hnpi)(1� hnp0i)
;
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B ph = h0j[Q p;[H ;Q
y

h]]j0i= G
h(1� np)(nh � 1)i

q

(1� hnpi)(hnhi� 1)
; (44)

Chh0 = h0j[Q h;[H ;Q
y

h0]]j0i

= �hh0

8
<

:
�2"h + G � 2

G

hnhi� 1
hA h(

X

p1

A
y
p1
+
X

h1

A
y

h1
)i

9
=

;

+G
h(nh � 1)(nh0 � 1)i

q

(hnhi� 1)(hnh0i� 1)
:

Sincetheam plitudesX and Y form a com pleteorthonorm alsetofeigenvectorsin (43)one

can invertthe Bogoliubov transform ation offerm ion pairoperators(39,40)and allexpec-

tation valuesin (44)can be expressed in term softhe RPA am plitudesand ofthe num ber

operatorsexpectation valueshnpi,hnhi,hnpnp0i,hnpnhi,and hnhnh0i.Fortheparticularcase

ofthe Picket Fence m odels these expectation values can be calculated exactly within the

SCRPA approxim ation asshown in [21].In thisway theSCRPA constitutesa closed setof

equationswithoutany furtherapproxim ation than thede�nition ofthecollective operators

(39;40)and thecorresponding vacuum condition (41).

Knowing theseexpectation valueswecan evaluatetheSCRPA ground stateenergy:

hH i=
X

p

"
0
phnpi+

X

h

"
0
hhnhi� G

8
<

:

X

p6= p0

hA
y
pA p0i+

X

h6= h0

hA
y

hA h0i+
X

ph

hA
y
pA h + A

y

hA pi

9
=

;
(45)

Assum ing that the single particle energies "i are allequally spaced,separated by an

energy gap ",wehave"0i= "i� "=2+ G=2.In thiscasetheSCRPA correlation energy is

E
SC R P A
corr = hH i+ "M

2
: (46)

D .R esults and discussion

W e willstudy the approxim ate descriptions ofthe pairing interaction in the deform ed

nuclear region characterized by a constant density oflevels near the Ferm isurface. This

situation,therefore,can berepresented by asetofequally spaced levelswith theappropriate

density. W e have used 100 levels with a constant levelspacing of300 keV and with 100

nucleons(half�lling).Thisrepresentstypicalvaluesoftheleveldensityandneutronnum bers
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in the rare earth region (A ’ 170). Asin thisregion the gap hasa value ofthe orderof

�’ 0:8M eV thephysicalvalueofthepairinginteraction G ’ 0:1M eV.Forthisleveldensity

and num berofparticlesthecriticalpairingstrength ofthem odelin theBCS approxim ation

turnsoutto beG c ’ 0:055 M eV.

The aim here isto com pare the quality ofdi�erentapproxim ationsto treatthepairing

problem which are outlined in the text. W e display in Fig. 1 the ground state energy

obtained using the variousm ethodsdiscussed in the previoussection (only the correlation

energy isdisplayed toisolatethee�ectsduetotheinteraction).Allthecorrelationsenergies

aregiven in term softheexactenergy.Standard BCS approxim ation providesaratherpoor

description.Thenum ericalresultsdo notappearin Fig.1 becausethey areoutofscale.A

strong im provem entoverBCS isobtained with thenum berprojection beforevariation,i.e.

thePBCS procedure.StillquiteabitbetterworkstheExp m ethod form oderatevaluesofG

,described attheend ofsection III.A,with thefactorisableansatzin theexponential.Both

curvesshow atypicalstructure:forsm allG thereisalinearregim ewhich can bequali�ed as

the perturbative regim e.Itisfollowed by a partwith negative curvature,characterized by

precriticaluctuations,beforethesuperuid regim edevelopsafterthem inim um .A detailed

study ofthe two form erregim es has been perform ed in ref.[20]. The �gure also shows a

clear indication that the PBCS approxim ation approaches the exact groundstate energy

in the large G lim it while this isnotthe case forthe Exp m ethod. Both approxim ations

underbind,as it should be for a strictly variationaltheory in the sense ofRaleigh-Ritz.

On the contrary CCT (expS2)and SCRPA overbind because neitherCCT norSCRPA in

generalcorrespond to a Raleigh-Ritztheory.However,in absolutevaluesboth ofthelatter

theories work extrem ely well. Itshould be pointed outthatsince SCRPA isa theory for

two body correlation functions,weonly can go in CCT up to theSUB 2 approxim ation,for

consistency.Going to higherapproxim ations,we should also include higherthan two-body

correlationsand SCRPA and CCT would notbeon thesam elevelofapproxim ation.

W eonly haveworked in thenorm alparticlebasisforCCT and SCRPA and thereforethe

iterativesolution oftheeqs(38)and (44)did notconverge any longerbeyond G=G c � 1:3.
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W eknow from experience in otherm odels[19]thataround them ean �eld phasetransition

pointonehasto change to the "deform ed" basiswhich m eansto the quasiparticle basisin

our case. For PBCS and E xp the error in the correlation energy in the superuid phase

decreases for G � G c and therefore the correlation energy has its m axim alerror in the

transition region asitisto beexpected.Forthepicketfencem odelwehavenotyetworked

outtheSCRPA in thesuperuid phaseand wearenotawareofany attem ptto apply CCT

in this regim e. As m entioned before,both curves in Fig. 1 stop at the point where we

do not�nd a num ericalsolutionsofthe corresponding equationsany m ore. W e,however,

conjecture thatthe end pointsofboth curvesrepresentthe m axim alerrorand continuing

thecalculation in the superuid phase theerrorwould startdecreasing again.W esee that

the errors in expS2 and SCRPA are,in the worst case,only of5% and 2% respectively.

These errorsare m uch sm allerthan PBCS and E xp which are ofthe orderof15% � 20% .

Thevery sm allerrorsofexpS2 and SCRPA isa very satisfying resultwhich con�rm searlier

positive resultswith these theoriesforcorrelation functionsin othercases. The factortwo

im provem ent ofSCRPA over expS2 for the correlation energy in the transitionalregion

has already been found in another m odelstudy [19]but this m ay be accidental. Grossly

speaking both m ethodsareofsim ilarcharacteristicsand accuracy forthecorrelation energy

in the norm alphase. The m ain advantage we see in SCRPA is that excitation energies

and correlation functionsare obtained sim ultaneously from the sam e theory. The SCRPA

excitation energiesalso turn outto bevery accuratein thepresentm odel(seeref.[21]).In

CCT theexcitation energieshaveto beconstructed separately putting new ingredientsinto

thetheory.

In conclusion in thiswork wehavecom pared fourm ethodsforthecalculation ofenergies

in thepairing casewith param eterstypicalfordeform ed nuclei.Thisstudy wasperform ed

in thepicketfencem odelwith a m odelspaceofa hundred levels.Theexactsolution could

be obtained owing to the m ethod proposed by Richardson long tim e ago,whereasa brute

forcediagonalization isfarbeyond thelim itsofpresentcom puters.W efound thattheexpS2

and theSCRPA m ethodsarequitesuperiorto theothervariationalm ethodsin thenorm al

14



phase. The results obtained in this work m ight stim ulate further e�orts to extend both

approxim ationsto thesuperuid regim eand m orerealisticforces.
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FigureCaptions

Figure 1: Ratio between the approxim ate and the exact correlation energies for equally

spaced levelsasafunction ofthepairingstrength forthefourapproxim ationsdiscussed

in Section III.
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