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Using the grand partition function, the stability conditions for nuclear shapes at finite nuclear temperature
are derived. Pairing correlations and effects of deformation inducing residual interactions are taken into

account.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Theoretical investigations of nuclear shapes are
usually done in the framework of Hartree-Fock
(HF) or Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) theories.
In many cases the spherical solutionis a self-con-
sistent solution although the corresponding energy
need notbe aminimum. In such a case the stability
matrix for the nucleus is not positive definite and a
diagonalization of the secular matrix for the excita-
tion energies, in the random-phase approximation
(RPA) orquasiparticle RPA, leads to one or more
imaginary eigenvalues. Thisis known as the Thou-
less theorem.’

The question arises as to whether the self-con-
sistent field, pairing field, etc., for excited states
are different from those in the ground state. It is
not possible to answer this question for each and
every individual excited state. If, however, we
are willing to investigate instead the average pro-
perties of many excited states centered about a
mean excitation energy, then the problem becomes
tractable. One can assume a statistical distri-
bution of the excited states, in which case the mean
excitation energy is expressed in terms of the
nuclear temperature 7. In the ground state 7=0.

An interesting possibility is that a nucleus which
is spherical at 7T=0 may prefer a deformed shape
at some finite temperature. Since a deformed
nucleus generates a much higher level density,
shape transitions at some 7 >0 may explain why
spherical model calculations underestimate level
densities in some “spherical” nuclei®® by large
factors. Indeed, in Ref. 4 it was shown, through
a variational calculation, that the Sn isotopes may
become deformed at 7 >0 although-they are spheri-
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cal at 7=0.

In this paper we seek an extension of the Thou-
less theorem to study, in complete generality,
the shape stability of the nucleus at a given ex-
citation energy or finite temperature. Basically
we assume that above the gap the nucleus very

- quickly becomes amenable to a statistical des-

cription where the grand canonical partition func-
tion can be used. This implies that at any given
finite temperature the nucleus is in equilibrium
with the heat source, which one identifies as the
experimental instrument, say a particle beam,
used to excite the nucleus. This makes it very
clear that the present study only applies to pro-
cesses which depend on statistical averages of
nuclear properties such as level densities and
strength function; it does not apply to exclusive
reactions where one’s interest lies in a set of very
specific nuclear states.

In Sec. II we review the variational principle at
finite temperature using the grand partition func-
tion. In Sec. III we derive the stability condition
for Hartree-Fock solutions at finite temperature.
We compare our result with the Thouless theorem.
The most important part of this paper is Sec. IV,
where we derive the stability condition at finite
temperature for the more general and useful
Hartree- Fock-Bogoliubov solutions.

In the last section we complete the derivation
of the formalism by performing the necessary
angular momentum coupling and separating the
stability equations into distinct spin-parity chan-
nels. Furthermore, by comparing with the stabi-
lity equations at 7 =0, we identify the extra terms
at 7 >0 which do not have counterparts in the 7=0
equations. These extra terms reflect the extra
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degree of freedom in the averaging procedure at
7 >0, and the role they play in the shape stability
of spherical nuclei is the subject of another study.

II. THE VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE
AT FINITE TEMPERATURE

The variational principle of a grand canonical
ensemble is well known in the literature.® For
completeness, we state the. contents of the prin-
ciple that is pertinent to the present work.

The grand partition function Z is defined as

Z =Trexp[—H - uN)/7], 1)

where Tr is the trace, H is the Hamiltonian, N is
the number operator, and pu is the chemical po-
tential. The true density matrix is

e-(H-uN)/-r

w:'T . (2)

It is a matrix with unit trace. For variational
calculations, one chooses trial values of w, i.e.,
replaces w by W which is a simpler matrix with
unit trace. Now for any two matrices with unit
trace, the following inequality holds™:

TrWlnws TrWilnW.

The trial value of entropy, however, is

o==TrWInW. : 3)
We therefore get k

os =TrWinw

=-TrW[-H - uN)/7 - InZ]. 4)
Thus,

H) - u{N) =702 =7 InZ , (5)
where we have introduced the notation that for any
operator

(6) =(6)y,=Trwe.

If we now call F, the left-hand side of Eq. (5),
then the minimization principle tells us that we
must have

6F =0 (stationary condition), 6)

5°F >0 (stability condition). )

A trial wave function or configuration is stable if
both (6) and (7) are satisfied; it is unstable if (7)
is not satisfied. In the following sections, we first
choose a trial density W; we then derive the stabi-
lity conditions by expressing the left-hand sides of
(6) and (7) in terms of variations in W.
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III. THE STABILITY CONDITION AT FINITE TEMPERATURE
IN THE HARTREE-FOCK APPROXIMATION

The stability condition in the Hartree-Fock ap-
proximation was derived by Mermin, ® who studied
a lattice gas having attractive interactions. In
this section we rederive and extend his results
using somewhat different methods. This paves
the way for the considerably more complex de-
rivation, in the next section, of the stability con-
ditions in the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov approxi-
mation.

The trial density matrix in HF is of the form

W=exp(-)_v,cle,)/Trlexp(-3 v,cle)], @)
i

where cﬁ(c{) is a particle creation (annihilation)
operator and the vs are real ¢ numbers. The
denominator in (8) ensures that Wis unitary. With
W given by (8) it is most convenient to express

H — uN in terms of the creation and annihilation
operators

H,=H - MN:%:t,jcf,Cﬁ %2 Vimcicleie,,  9)
i

where ¢ is the one-body term including the term
uN, and V is the antisymmetrized two-body in-
teraction. It is then easy to verify that

F '—';tﬁpii + %”; Vir41P1:P 10

+2;[f.-1nf,+ (1 =f)In(1=£)], (10)

where, in the diagonal basis,
ps={cle,)y =Tr(Welc,)
: 1 .
=5ul+er}i5ufiﬁ (11)

To obtain the appropriate expression for 6F and
5°F , we now consider the infinitesimal trans-
formations

fe=Fe=ri+my, (12a)
CE - C’{T ’
! =Z[6,k + €+ Ny(€d]ey. (12b)

To ensure that the transformation (12b) is unitary
to order €, we require that € be anti-Hermitian
(¢=—-€') and N = -¢€’, which is Hermitian. We
now write

Psi—~P5i= P+ 05 + 057 (13)

where pj,=TrWclc,=(clc,)*. Since (cl’c,)"=5
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(fi+m,), expressing c}, ¢, in terms of c}’c} and

using the notation that p'™ is %! order in € and m,

we find

p§i=0:mi+ € (fi = 1), (14a)
pg%’:eu(ni""J)+E€Jk€?»fk+Nu(f¢+fl)' (14b)
%

We note that both p'*? and p‘® are Hermitian. The
variation in & can now be obtained. To first order
in € and 7,

oF :'Zj <t(J+Z:V£k!kflt> [64m+ €5i(fi= 1))
+TZniln1—f‘——. (15)
7 ~fi

For 83 to vanish, the coefficients of €;; and 7,
must vanish separately; thus we obtain the HF
stationary conditions at finite temperature

til*Zk: ViesnSe=04E, (16a)

fi=[1+exp(E /7). (16b)

To second order in € and 1 we find

2 _ 1 (1) (1 (2)
o°F = zzz waPu)Pne) +Z:Expu
iik

T 07
et an

where we have used (16a). Using (14) and the
limit
E.-E T
lim —4—d e
E,-Ej f! —fi fi(l —fl)’
the last two terms on the right-hand side of Eq.

(17) can be expressed in terms of p/*’. The HF
stability condition can thus be written as

8°F =3p45"*S okt >0, (18)
where
E,-E
Syum= 5:»5n7;—:]?;i+ Vige- (19)

We introduce here a matrix multiplication nota-
tion 6,¢0,, where 6, and 6, have two indices and ¢~
has four:

6,66,=(6) 1 (P)yss1(65);y - (20)
We will also use

(6,0)51=(6)1(P )15z (21)
and

(D65)p1= D piji(02)y - (22)

With the notation of Eq. (20), Eq. (18) can be

written as :
52§=%p“’*sp(”>0. (23)

Since pj;=p;; we can rewrite (18) in terms of
py(real), p¥ (i>4), and py,; (i>j). Let there be n
orbitals (Z),=n), then we find that (18) can be
written as

PD DA p,
©4%s, 155041, 05{ D' A B Pu.m\?Oa (24)
DT B* A* p,ikl.wl/

where P is an n X# matrix, D isn X (n-1)/2, and
A and B are eachn(n-1)/2X n(n-1)/2. Letx
stand for ¢=j andy for k=1, then

_ px*
P +Vikik_ny)

: 1
Xy~ 5::117}:‘(1 _fi)

ny:Vin! (25)

E,~E;
Ay =0y f,=f +Van=4%,
i i

By =V ipg1=Bys -

The matrix B is exactly the same as in the zero
temperature case’; except for the modification of
the diagonal terms, the matrix A is also the same.
The matrices P and D are new. The matrix P is
real; in the limit of zero temperature the diagonal
terms of P go to infinity.

We can now show that in order that Eq. (24) be
satisfied, the big matrix of Eq. (24) must be posi~

tive definite. It is a Hermitian matrix, thus all
its eigenvalues are real. Let

E

F

G
be an eigenvector with eigenvalue A. Taking the
complex conjugate we verify that

E*

G*

IFx*x
is also an eigenvector with the same eigenvalue.
Therefore

E + E*

F+G*

G +F*
is also an eigenvector with the same eigenvalue.

However, this last vector is of the same form as
the vector of Eq. (24). Therefore, if there is a
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negative eigenvalue, Eq. (24) will not always be
satisfied.

In most practical calculations the matrix ele-
ments V;,, are all real. In such cases further
simplifications are possible. We write

M = pr+ipt;
then Eq. (23) can be written as
p(l)*sp(l) :p'Sp'+p'Sp‘
+i(p"Spt - p*Sp”). (26)

One can now show that the quantity within paren-
theses on the right-hand side of Eq. (26) is zero.
Since p” is symmetric and p! is antisymmetric,
not all elements of p” and p? are linearly independ-
ent. We remove this degeneracy by defining the
vectors p'*’ spanned by the ordered pairs x, y,
ete.:

x=1,j i=j for p*,

=i,j i>j for p.

Then
P ISP = 2ptNSIH() L 9 ()G () (27)
where
s :Gwn,%z%+n,n,(VWki Vs (28)

where n,"'=1+6,. The p*’, p*) are now com-
pletely arbitrary, thus for stability one needs
both S and S**) to be positive definite. We adopt
the notation

82F= ) pOS®po, (29)

where @=(+) and (). Since all elements of p'*’
are now linearly independent, 5F >0 only if both
S and S are positive definite, i.e., all eigen-
values of S'® are positive. The HF stability
condition at finite temperature can be stated as
follows: The HF stationary conditions [(16a) and
(16b)] are stable only if both the stability matrices
S™ and S are positive definite. ‘It is interesting
to note that S* are temperature dependent only
through the temperature dependence of E, and f,.

We now wish to establish a connection with that
part of the Thouless theorem which links the
possible appearance of imaginary phonon energies
in the random-phase approximation’ (RPA) to the
appearance of negative eigenvalues for the stability
matrix. This connection is important because it
enriches the physical content of the stability condi-
tion; when a state is unstable, it is natural to
expect the existence of at least one state that has
a lower energy and is tunneling underneath it. A
tunneling state has imaginary energy.

As stated earlier, at7=0, f,=0, f,=1, and pairs
with =4 do not appear in the stability formalism.
At finite temperature, all terms with indices i=j
are therefore “extra terms” partly associated
with the entropy in the free energy. We must bear
this point in mind as we proceed.

The matrices

Q=3 +5C), B=}(SW -5

calculated from S’ and S*? for 7 =0 are precisely
those that appear in the secular matrix for phonon
energies in RPA

(4 %)

At the same time, under a similarity transforma-
tion

1 /71 1
U= —
a(, 2

the stability matrix becomes

S =Ut s™ 0 )U—(a m)
U~ - ’
0 S 8 @

which is identical to the Thouless stability matrix.!
We have thus shown that Eq. (29) has the correct
7=0 limit. The connection between the nonpositive
definiteness of Sy and the appearance of imaginary
eigenvalues in w was shown by Thouless’.

IV. THE STABILITY CONDITIONS AT FINITE
TEMPERATURE IN THE HARTREE-FOCK
BOGOLIUBOV APPROXIMATION

In the HF approximation any nucleus that does
not have a doubly closed shell would be deformed
(at 7=0). The fact that most spherical nuclei are
not doubly closed shell nuclei and also not deform-
ed is due to pairing correlations that are totally
ignored in HF. In the HFB approximation the
pairing interaction, which inhibits deformation,
is taken into account in such a way that it is in
direct competition with the deformation inducing
interactions. The nucleus is spherical when the
pairing interaction is predominant, but becomes
deformed when the pairing interaction is over-
come, by whatever mechanism, by the deforma-
tion inducing interaction. In fact the phenomenon
of a “phase transition” in nuclear shape with the
atomic mass being the varying parameter is well
known. Here we study changes in nuclear shape
within a nucleus, and with the nuclear temperature



acting as the variation parameter; such changes
are phase transitions in the normal sense of the
word.

The only, but crucial, difference between HF
and HFB is the replacement of (8) for HF by the
new density matrix

W= exp(—Z: v.a%a,)/ Trlexp(- Zy,a*,a‘)] (30)
T

for HFB. In (30) @' and a; are quasiparticle (qp)
operators related tocl, cgby aunitary transforma-
tion. Following the notation of Baranger, °

<c> :(Uc)“<a E<A B*) a ) (31)
c'/y a'/, \B A*/ \d" ),

where from now on repeated indices are to be
summed over. The transformations A and B in
(31) are not to be confused with those defined in.
(24). The unitarity of U, demands that

AAT . B*B'=1, AB'B*A'-0.

With W given by (30),

psi=pH=(ala) =61, f4=m, (32a)
K= Kyy=(aa) =0, (32b)

in the diagonal basis. Therefore, if we write the
Hamiltonian as

= = ' 1 T .7
Hy=H — UN =1,3¢4C3 +5Vaay5CaCsCoCy

- 7ot 17 t ot

=H +t000,+ 3V 15,030,0,0,

+{aa terms+ a'aaa terms+ aaaa terms+H.c.},

(33)

the terms in the brackets do not contribute to
Tr(WH,). Anticipating the subsequent variational
calculation we write

Tr(WH,) =H,+ 1+ %(ﬁuu =V fy

~ 1 ~ o~ 1 -
=tusPsa +2VasrsPoslya + 1Ksa G asysKey

=D+ 3p*F*p + k%G, (34)
where
Foves =V apys = Vaasr = Fpova (35a)
is the F matrix or particle-hole interaction and
Gagre = Vasre (35b)

is the G matrix or the particle-particle inter-
action:
Poa = (0N = (chew
Pea P Ba a~8
=[ApA' + B*(1 = p*)B” + AkBT - B*k*A'),, ,
(36a)
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kBa ==Rep = <CaCB>

=[ApB' + B*(1 = p*)AT + AkA” — B*k*B'),, .

. (36b)
The free energy is now
=Tr(WH,) -To
=tp+3p*F*p+1k*Gk
+7 Y [flnf+ (1 =f)In(1 = £)]. (37
T

For p, k given by (36) and (32), we have
p=AfA'+ B*(1-f)BT,
k=AfB'+ B¥(1 -f)AT .

To obtain variations in &, we consider the in-
finitesimal transformations

f~f=f+m, (382)
Oy -
a a’
with

v-1+(¢ ¢ +<N‘ N2\,

(¢* 5*) N3 Nl )
c==c; p=—; N,=N'=_L(cc'+ 00"
N,=N; = -3(¢T+ pe?).

The N,, N, terms are there to ensure that U, is
unitary to second order in € and ¢. Equation (38)
implies

W~ W’ =e" 8%/ Tr(e" 8 1%) R (39)
resulting in

p—p’'=(a'ay, =p+pP+p?, (40a)

k=K' ={aa)y, = k+ k"D + P (40b)

where ( ). denotes evaluation with the new density
matrix and the superscript indicates the order of
variation. From (38) we obtain

PV =pM=le A+, (41a)
KD = kT 4, (1= 2, (41b)
P2 = oM ={e, nf+ o (L= + efe’

+{N, s (41c)

K(z) = —K(z)‘r = _{¢’ n}'-b +%¢(1 - 2f)€T
—te(1 =207 . (41d)
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The notation of (41) is, e.g.,

[0 (L =20y = (L = 2f)e,

and {a, b}, =ab+ba. Substituting (41) into (36), we
have

p=p'=p+pM+p?, (42a)
K=k =K+ kD 4+ &2 (42b)
where from (36)
pM =Bt = ApMAT _ BroM*BT . Agm BT
—B*gm*AT (42c)
%M = _FmT = Apm Bt _B*p(n)*AT +AgmAT
~B*gm*B : (42d)
n=1, 2. It follows that

8F = (¢ +p*FH)pY + FR*FGRY + LR V*GR

+T nln~——f—
Zi 1-— f‘

= (U«1+5¢17 1n1_{if_,)p(“l')+ (R 83 +ce). (43)

The stationary conditions 6F =0 are thus
Ry;=R}=0, (44a)
Uy=0, i#j (44Db)

and

U”+Tln1f‘f =0, orf,=1/(1+e%/"), (44c)
=Ji

U, is identified as the quasiparticle energy
Uy=E; =(t+p*F*)yg(Ag A%, - Bf,B,,)

+ 5[ (R*G) 5 (A ;BX ;- B A, )+ cc],
(45)
where 7 is not summed over. We do not need the

explicit expression for R, except to note that (32a)

is useful to identify certain terms in 6°F as being
zero. Because of (36), it is clear that §%F takes
the form

5%F = U“pu +2Zf(1 f)+(RuKu +cc)

+%f)“nF*p“)+ZK“”GK(1)- (46)

From (44) all coefficients of R{3 vanish; from
(44Db) all off-diagonal terms of U 4 vanish. After
some manipulation, we find that

E
hpii +2Zfi 1- f( 'é— « U/i?"—"f"‘p(lj)

E,+E
+%(K(1)t)“__j_j'_j__ - (47)

1ffjil'

From Eqs. (46), (47), and (42), it is clear that
6°F can be expressed in terms p*’ and k" only.
We now specialize to the case where all two-body
matrix elements are real. In order to further
reduce the expression such that only linearly in-
dependent elements of o'’ and x‘* are involved,
we separate them into real and imaginary parts

P =pM ipt ) K = g ) (48)

where p'*', k*) are real, p** is symmetric, and
the three others are antisymmetric. We now
write

5(1) :P(ﬂp(*) +ip(-)p(-) +Q(*)K(*)+ iQ(-)K(-) ,
(49a)
7 :M“"p‘*’+iM"’p(" SN ) LGN () ,
(49Db)
where the notation is

(Pp)as =2P§'§Pu )
=

and from now on only ordered pairs (i>j) are
summed over. Comparing (49) and (42), we have

1
PR = (A Afy Ay  Ady - BE By ;B”Bﬂj)lJféu
(50a)
1
Qmu Ay B;*,AB*¢—Aa;BaﬁBaiABI)1 0
+04°
(50b)
M = (A, B, + A, B, - B AﬂﬁBwAs/)l To5,
(50c)
1
NL%W:(AMAB,iBg,BB*,—Aa/ABi;BziBﬂ*’)1+6,,'
(50d)

Owing to the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian and
W, § must be real, therefore all (+) (=) cross
terms, which are imaginary, cannot contribute to
5%°F. We can therefore write, similar to (28),

o' - (2( )(FO)T‘SG)‘I'@, (51)
o=

where for ©=(+) or (~)

)G
K E' D

the indices for the vectors p and « and the matrices
C, E, and D are the ordered pairs x=({>j). Thus

[T+8+T =p*Cyp, + (0FE, i, + cC) + k}D, K, .
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The submatrices of S are

E,-E
C“ = 6,,,——1—— _-i.__l.+% P*Fp)xy*' :i-(M*GM)” ,

1+6y fi=fi (53a)

1 E.+E
D,y = 6xy1+5 '1""1;_—_1]7'*“9(Q*FQ +4(N*GN)xy’
i i j (53b)
E,,=3(P*FQ),,+ $(M*GN), (53¢c)
(B'),y = 5Q*FP),, + LN*GM),,, (53d)

with the notation being, e.g.,
(PXFQ) 4, 01 = PedF 0y 685 -

Since all elements inI'*? and I'**? are linearly
independent, the HFB stability condition is as
follows: The stationary conditions (44) are stable,
or 6°F >0, only if both the stability matrices S
and S'=? are positive definite.

V. ANGULAR MOMENTUM COUPLING FOR
A SPHERICAL NUCLEUS

Equations (51)-(53) are the stability conditions’
for a general HFB configuration at finite tempera-
ture. To bring the development of the formalism
one step further so that angular momentum be-
comes an- apparently good quantum number, we
restrict our consideration to spherical nuclei only.
In this case Eq. (31) can be reduced to a Bogoli-
ubov-Valatin'® transformation

Ayi=0gty, Byi=0g;547,, (54)

where the u, v factors are 7 dependent; a stands
for all quantum numbers of an orbit except its
magnetic Quantum number m,, a=(a,m,),
=(a, =m,), Sq=(=)a""a, By a judicious choice of
phase, # and v can be made real, resulting in all
quantities in Egqs. (51)-(53) being real.

The interactions of Eq. (35) can be multipole ex-
panded,

= b AL
Vagys = 2 :GabctﬂcaBCrb
B
= A o
XZ Facdbk' Ca?’ Sr% SB, N (55)
oy

where Ci4 is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient
c?xB = gamajbmb Ijajb; A= My + mb> .

We now want to find the angular momentum-
coupled expression for (46) and (47),

26%F=p'E p+ k'E k +p'F*p+ 3%'Gk,

where the superscript (1) for the density matrices
has been suppressed and

(Ep)ab:%z_‘%’ (Ex)ab‘ IE;Efb (56)

For the spherical case, from (42) and (55),

Poa =UghoPaa = VgVsS o SaPES —~ UsVaSaKss — VstleSa i ,
(57a)

= - X *
Kea =UpVaSaPpa = VsaSePia + UghpKaa — VpV,SoSekEg -
(57b)

We multipole decompose p and « by defining

_ A = o
Patrn= abz: CaB'sBpBan Katau= abZCaBKBa , (58)
s m's

where the normalization n,, = (1+6,,)"*/2 is insert-
ed for convenience. We then find, from (55), (57),
and (58)

p'Fp= Panuf docarPoarns (59a)
abed
K'Gk = g k:bxucabcdlkcau) (59Db)
abed b
where
- 1+
Paor = 2 LU p{pu+ US) Pabxu Ve klu— Ve kil
(60a)
= 1+25ab (US4 gt pt)
- V(*)K(-) - V(-)K(*)]ab““
Tcam“:_li%_”[v(-)p(ﬂ* + V(w)p(a)*+U(+)K(~)*
+ U(-’K(-)*]nln '3} (60b)
Pai = ParruT Sr0dmnens 2= (=14, (61a)
Kfl:)lu“ Kablu; SaKgtrans (61b)
Ut(x:) :nab(uuubivavb) ’ (610)
Vn(s;) = nab(uavb * vaub) . (Bld)

The reason we use quantities with superscripts
(£) is to show their definite symmetry properties
under the permutation of @ and . Exploiting these
properties and further tak'mg note of the symmetry
relations between p{%), and p{&)_,, and between
k%), and k&) _,, we find that

~-r —-‘ 1
p Fp~§;x20 1+6,,

XZ (U(w)p(o) - V"“”K””):u“

G =t

X F{2 (Ut®pt®) _ V(-o),((w)cm, (62a)
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X;(V"“)p“” + U(O)KW)):nu
=t
X Gy (VI Op®) 4 U @) (62b)

where
F)n =Flyon £ ()Y B2 F (61e)

The diagonal terms are straightforwardly found
to be

1
PED 2 30 T o P (Epapish (63)

a=ba, B=0 [

with a similar expression for «'E, k obtainable
from (63) by replacing p by k everywhere. The
factor (1+6,,)"" in (62) and (63) can be absorbed
into p'®? and k'’ by a redefinition of these quan-
tities and shall be suppressed from now on.

In order to express (62) and (63) in a more com-
pact form, we consider p{?’, {2, U'®), and V'®)
to be vectors in the Hilbert space spanned by the
indices x representing the ovdeved pair of orbits
a,>b,, and E,, E,, F\®), and G, to be matrices
in this Hilbert space, the former two matrices
being diagonal. In this notation we find

20°9= 3 LTSN, (64)

Ao 420, @=t
where

(¢) (¢) '

Fi;‘i’=(p“‘>=<p > , (652)
W2/ k),
@) (®)

sor=( 27 A7) (65b)
g{o) Dim

e :Ep+[U<o)]‘fF(o)U(o)+[V(-M]TGXV(-M ,
(65¢)

8(®) = _[UOT FLOIv-0)  [V-0]TG, U, (65d)

:D{‘”=E‘+[V"°’]1F{°’V“’°’)+ [T Gue.
. (65€e)
Equations (64) and (65) are our final expressions
for 6°F. Since all elements of p{% and % are
linearly independent, 8°F >0 only if S{*) for each
and every spin-parity channel A are positive de-
finite. Notice that the stability matrices S{*) are
independent of the magnetic quantum number u,

as expected for a system with spherical symmetry.

We can now esﬁablish contact with the stability
condition for ground state (7=0) HFB configura-
tions. In the limit 7 -0, the diagonal terms in

Ci#) = and for practical purposes S{*) —D{*
since the submatrices C and D become decoupled.
In a situation which is completely analogous to
that of the HF approximation discussed at the end
of Sec. III, the matrices

(=004 D), Ry =0 - D)

are precisely those that appear in the secular
equation for phonon energies in the quasiparticle
RPA (QRPA) theory*

w, = (P)« R). .
—Rx "P).
Similarly the stability condition in QRPA is

SQRPA :(Px RA>,
R, P,

which again like Eq. (23) can be obtained by a
similarity transformation from

DY 0 .
( 0 D<)

This shows that our stability condition (64) has
the correct zero temperature limit. The more
important lesson we learn from this comparison,
however, is that the stability matrix at 7>0 is
more than giving the 7=0 stability condition the
appropriate T dependence. The terms in C{*’ and
E{*) do not have counterparts in the 7 =0 stability
condition. These terms are associated with the
extra degree of freedom in the finite temperature
theory which allows f to vary from zero (or from
unity, for hole orbits in the HF approximation).
This is a direct result of the averaging process,
using the density matrix W, over the grand
canonical ensemble. In this case one is not seeking
for one best configuration which is then defined
as a quasiparticle vacuum, or {a'a)=f=0.
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