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J. OkotowicZ, M. Ploszajczak, and J. Dukelsky

! Institute of Nuclear Physics, Radzikowskiego 152, PL-21R4akow, Poland

2 Grand Acceélérateur National d’lons Lourds (GANIL), CEY$M — CNRS/IN2P3,
BP 5027, F-14076 Caen Cedex 05, France

3 Instituto de Estructura de la Materia, CSIC, Serrano 128p88adrid, Spain

Abstract. The evolution pattern of exceptional points is studied inoa-imtegrable limit
of the complex-extended 3-level Richardson-Gaudin motleé appearance of a pseudo-
diabolic point from the fusion of two exceptional points endonstrated in the anti-hermitian
limit of the model and studied in some details.

1 Introduction

Small quantum systems, whose properties are profoundigtafl by environment,
i.e., continuum of scattering and decay channels, are setgrstudied in vari-
ous fields of physics (nuclear physics, atomic and moleqHgsics, nanoscience,
quantum optics, etc.). These different open quantum sys(E@QS), in spite of
their specific features, have generic properties, whichcaremon to all weakly
bound/unbound systems close to the threshold. An essgatiibf the motion of
short-lived nucleonic matter is in classically forbiddegions, and their properties
are impacted by both the continuum and many-body correla{i, 2].

Resonances are commonly found in various quantum systexhspéndently
of their building blocks. Resonances are genuine intripsaperties of quantum
systems describing preferential decays of unbound sfateseffect of resonances
and the non-resonant scattering states can be considehed@QS extension of the
shell model (SM), the so-called continuum shell model (CE)Two realizations
of the CSM have been studied recently: the real-energy CSK] @nd the complex-
energy CSM [6, 7] based on the Berggren ensemble [5], thekedcGamow Shell
Model (GSM).

For hermitian Hamilton operators, both real-energy CSM4]2and complex-
energy CSM (GSM) [6, 7] lead naturally to the non-hermitieorgplex-symmetric)
eigenvalue problem. As a result, OQSs exhibit several uitin¢ properties, which
make them qualitatively different from closed quantum egs (CQS). Among
those salient features are: the segregation of time saalé® icontinuum [11,12]
(see also Ref. [2] for a recent review), the alignment of fieegshold states with
decay channels [1, 2, 13], the instability of SM eigenstatiethe channel thresh-
old [14, 15], or the resonance crossings [2, 16]. In thisuestwe shall concen-
trate on the latter phenomenon which will be illustrated lo& ¢xample of a non-
integrable pairing model.
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Most studies of degeneracies associated with avoidediogssian quantal spec-
tra, focused on the topological structure of the Hilbertcgpand the geometric
phases [17, 18]. Among these degeneracies, one finds aidipboit (DP) in her-
mitian Hamiltonians [17,19], and an exceptional point (Ef®)-22], which appears
in the complexg-plane of a generic HamiltoniaH (g) = Hy + gH1, where both
H,y and H; are hermitian aniH,, H,] # 0. Below, we shall introduce a prototyp-
ical OQS, the 3-level Richardson-Gaudin (RG) model, towlisdhe appearance of
resonance crossings and their evolution with a paramegenoh-integrable pertur-
bation. In particular, we shall show the appearance of a ried/ & degeneracy, a
pseudo-diabolic point (pseudo-DP) in thti-hermitian limit of this model.

2 The 3-level pairing model

RG models [23] are based on t5é/(2) algebra with element&;", K, , andK?,
fulfilling the commutation relation$,", K] = o K? | [K?, Kif] = £0uw K-,
where indiced, !’ refer to a particular copy from a set 6f SU(2) algebras. Each
SU (2) algebra possesses one quantum degree of freedom. In iheifal we shall
use the pair representation of SU(2) algebra leading tangaiamiltonians. The
elementary operators in this representation are the nuomeeatorsV; and the pair

operatorsﬁl;f., A;, defined as:
Nj = Za;majm ) A; = Za’;ma’;ﬁ = (A;)T (1)

wherej is the total angular momentum andis the z-projection. The statgm is
the time reversal ofm. The relation between the operators of the pair algebra and
the generators of the SU(2) algebra is:

1 1 _
KP = 5Ni— 32 K= (K7)' = 34] 2)

where(?; is the particle degeneracy of levielWith this correspondence, one can
introduce an integrable 3-level pairing Hamiltonian as:

Hi(g) =Y eiNi+gy_ Al4 (3)
7 ij

Below, we shall consider the non-integrable version of tHev@l pairing model
[24]:

HNI(g):Hz(g)Jrg’ZNf . 9 =79 (4)

wherey < 0 is aC-number.
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Figure 1. Localization of EPs (the red cross) and pseudo-fiifesred cross inside a blue
circle) in the complex-plane for the non-integrable 3-level pairing Hamiltoneith ¢’ /g =
—1/2 (see Eq. (4)). For chosen energies of levels, one finds altdegeneracy at = 0 (the
non-interacting limit). For more details, see the deswmipin the text.

3 Level degeneracies

The position of all possible degeneracies in the complelageare indicated by
the roots of the coupled equations:

det [H (9) — EI] =0; %det [H(g)—FEIl=0 (5)

By eliminating E from these two equations, we are left with the discrimin@(g),

3

a polynomial ing of degreeM = n(n — 1), wheren is the number of eigenstates.

The discriminant can be written as [21]:

D(g) = [] [Eml9) = Em(9))* (6)

m<m/’

whereE,,(g), F.n/(g) denote the complex eigenvalues Hf g). The eigenvalue
degeneracief,,(g) = FEn(g) atg = g, (@ = 1,..., M), can be found numer-
ically by looking for sharp minima of the functionél(g). For the non-integrable
Hamiltonian, the degenerate eigenvalues are either tiggesinot (EP) or double-
root solutions such as DP or pseudo-DP.



4 J. Okotowicz, M. Ptoszajczak, and J. Dukelsky

-0.15} + .
O ¥ O
(@)
E
0.2} .
g/g=-12/25 +
+ -49/100
-1/2 %
. . -501/1000 O
-0.01 -0.005 0 0.005 0.01
Re g

Figure 2. The formation and decay of a pseudo-DR’at= —g/2 (the blue star) in the
anti-hermitian limit of the non-integrable 3-level pagiiamiltonian (4).

4 Properties of a pseudo-diabolic point in the anti-hermitian
limit of a non-integrable 3-level pairing model

Let us solve the non-integrable 3-level pairing model far tase of 2 pairs of
fermions in a valence space of degenerégy= 2, (2 = 6,23 = 2. The ener-
gies of three levels arg = 0, 2 = 1, andes = 2. In this model space, there are 4
many-body states.

Fig. 1 shows the global pattern of level crossings in the demg-plane for
9’ /9 = —1/2. In the lower half-plane of, all eigenvalues are either discrete states
at the realy-axis or decaying resonances. Complex conjugate degéessituated
in the upper half-planeZfm(g) > 0) correspond to capturing resonances.

Fig. 2 shows a typical pattern associated with the forméi@akup of the
pseudo-DP ay = —i/(4v/2). With an increasing value qf’ /g, the two EPs in
the complexg-plane approach each other, coalesce’ay = —1/2 and, subse-
quently, move along the ax®e(g) = 0 for ¢’ /g > —1/2. The coalescence of two
EPs aty’/g = —1/2, leads to the formation of a double-root singularity, forigth
the geometric phase associated with a cyclic evolutiongastwice faster than for
the EP. On the other hand and in contrast to the ordinary DR, éigenvaluesnd
eigenvectors merge, like for an ordinary EP.

The upper part of Fig. 3 shows real parts of phase trajestar@und the pseudo-
DP for all four eigenvectors in the model space. At the pseDBpreal part of
their eigenenergies are identical. These trajectorieg-fitane are described by:
g = —(1/(4v2)i + 0.01e'?, wherey defines the way of encircling the degeneracy.
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Figure 3. The real parts of phase trajectories for four eigetors involved in the pseudo-DP
atg’'/g = —1/2 (the upper part). This degeneracy of two eigenvalues efolin a coales-
cence of two EPs. In the lower part, the real parts of phagectries for two eigenvectors
which form an EP ay’/g = —49/100 (see Fig. 2) are shown. The phase of each vector is
defined with respect of its reference valuerat 0.

The phase of each vector is defined with respect of its valge-ab). The eigenval-
ues for vectors '2’ and '3’ are degenerate at the pseudo-BIRhange their phases
by 7 at each encircling. Simultaneously, phases of vectorsdoradegenerate eigen-
values '1’ and '4’ remain approximately constant. For a cangon, the lower part

of Fig. 3 exhibits real parts of phase trajectories of allrfeectors around the EP

g = —0.207687iatg’ /g = —49/100 (see Fig. 2). These trajectories are specified
by: g = —0.207687i+0.01e!¥. Eigenvalues for vectors '2’ and '3’ are degenerate at
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Figure 4. Real and imaginary parts of eigenvalues at ardumgseudo-DR = —i/(4v/2)

are plotted along the ciRe(g), —1/(4v/2)) in g-plane. For more details, see the description
in the text.

the EP. After first encircling of the EP they become exchangédr a second encir-
cling, the phases of vectors "2’ and '3’ changebyand after two more encircling
of the EP all phases return to their initial values.

The behavior of eigenenergies in the neighborhood of a ps@RIin complex
g-plane are shown along the c(Re(g), —1/(4v/2)) (see Fig. 4). The fusion of
two EPs and the formation of a single pseudo-DP is seen asaatussing of four
energies and a coalescence of two widths (the eigenve@@sd '3’). Even though
phases of eigenvectors "1’ and '4’ are almost constant wineir@ing the pseudo-
DP (see Fig. 3), they are essential for the formation of a ¢gaddP degeneracy. It
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Figure 5. The pairing energy at around the pseudo-DP of theimtegrable 3-level pairing
Hamiltonian ¢’ = —g/2).

can be shown rigorously, that the pseudo-DP does not resuttthe Jordan block
of 2-level system.

5 Mixing of wave functions at the pseudo-diabolic point: the
pairing correlation energy

Salient features of eigenvectors around a pseudo-DP okaedpairing Hamilto-
nian (4) withg’/g = —1/2 can be studied analytically. Lgt= —i(4v/2)~! + 4,
whered is a complex number. The eigenenergies of a Hamiltonianixnatr

Ey 4 —3.798781+ 35.9338 0 + O(4)*
By | 4—\2i+86+0(6) -
Es| 4—2i+0(5) "
E4 4+ 0.2632431 — 7.93378 5 + O(6)?

depend parametrically on the parameiteNotice an asymmetric dependencedon
of eigenvalues '2’ and '3’ which form a pseudo-DP.
The eigenvectors, which are normalized according to thé mhe#ric of RHS
[5,8-10]:
< ﬂi|ﬁj >= 05 (8)

can be written as:

7
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[0.616894 + 0.51740611 + (7.05076 — 1.179931) § — (27.8062 + 130.271) 62 + O(5)*
i 0.731723 — 5.8320315 — 127.824 62 + O(5)?
' 0.488757 — 3.2183813 — 67.7276 62 + O(5)°
10.616894 — 05174061 — (7.05076 + 1.179931) § — (27.8062 — 130.271) 62 + O(5)*
_ (=D 1 g 14i 3
e Vi +0(5)
11 <+ f VE+ 00
ﬂQ = V2 \/_ 2 ( ) )
0(5)
1—i 1 1+i 3
| Ve v T3y VOO
__a4i 1 9v2-8-(9Va48)i 3
1v/2v2 V3 822 Vi +009)
) i g5 + A=V 00)
us = 5 (7
3v2 (1+1) \f+11,/3f( ) 8% +0(5)*
14 1, 9V248— (Q\f 8)i 2
4\/2\/5\/3+ 8v/2 Vo +0() i
[0.345603 — 0.412057 i — (2.62262 — 1.083141) & + (14.2829 + 10.43981) 62 + O(5)*
. —0.582736 + 0.4124991 5 — 6.21696 52 + O(5)°
1 —0.87242 + 3.060041 6 + 26.4056 52 + O(5)*
0.345603 + 0.412057 1 + (2.62262 + 1.083141) § + (14.2829 — 10.43981) 62 + O(6)°

In the limit &6 — 0, the eigenvectorsi, andaz with (identical) eigenvalues
Es, E5 (see Eq. (7)) have divergent components. This feature efhegrtors at a
pseudo-DP makes it similar to an ordinary EP and leads togqukinbehavior of
various quantities.

Let us consider for example the pairing operagoz Al ;4;, in the neighbor-
hood of a pseudo-DP far' /g = —1/2:

agi+ by 8+ O0(0)* as/V8 + O0)/? ag/VE + OO)/? asi+ by s+ O(5)
as/Vo+O0B)2 a1 )6+ 00)°  ar1i/5+00)°  az/VE+ O(6)/?
ag/ Vo + O(8 )1/2 a1i/6+006)"  —a1/6+ 06)° as/V5E+ O(5)'/?
agi+ by 8+ O(0) az/V6 + O)/2 ag /5 + O6)/? azi+ by 6 + O(6)*

Coefficientsa; in this expression are:

a; = %, ag = —7.43796, by = —3.64018,
az = 0.455281, by = 0.765176, as = 0.603023, by = 1.8219,
as = 0.475579 (1 — i), bs = 0.449184 (1+ 1), ag = 0.475579 (1 + 1), bg = 4.59509 (1 — 1),
a7 =0.118873 (1 — i), by = 1.20969 (1 + i), as = 0.118873 (1 + 1), bg = 0.0511439 (1 — i)
Itis readily seen that all matrix elements of the pairingraper involving states
'2" and '3’ exhibit the square-root divergencedf— 0, i.e. when approaching a
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pseudo-DP. This divergence is cancelled out if one addsodegpairing matrix
elements for these two states. However, off-diagonal matements between reg-
ular’ states (states '1’ and '4’ in this case) and any comtidmeof states '2’ and '3’
are divergent because; = ag* anda; = ag*.

Dependence of a real part of the pairing energy on the irtierastrengthg
in the non-integrable pairing Hamiltonian (4) with/g = —1/2 is plotted along
the cut at(Re(g), —1/(4v/2)). Pairing energies in strongly mixed eigenstates '2’
and '3’ have opposite signs and diverge when a pseudo-DPpioaphed, i.e. if
Re(g) — 0. On the other hand, the sum of pairing energies in statesn@”&
is both positive and finite and changes smoothly close to adus®P. These fea-
tures of pairing energy in the neighborhood of a pseudo-@Rssentially different
from those discussed in connection with effects of an orgil® on pair-transfer
amplitude [25] as the coupling between eigenvectors iradanishes at the DP.

6 Conclusions

Besides accidental degeneracies, sharp level crossirths imermitian eigenvalue
problem are allowed only between states of different quantwmbers (differ-
ent symmetries). For the non-hermitian (complex-symroggigenvalue problem,
such as found in OQSs, exact eigenvalue degeneracies agpedor states of the
same quantum numbers/symmetries. These are: (i) the DR, Ribenann sheets on
which live eigenvalues just touch each other [17], andi{ig) EP, when two Riemann
sheets are entangled by the square-root type of singu[2fiy22]. We have ana-
lyzed here features of degeneracies in the non-hermitidman-integrable 3-level
pairing model (see Eq. (4) which is a schematic represemntati the OQS Hamil-
tonian. In particular, we have shown the appearance of a rieavdé degeneracy,
the pseudo-DP, in the anti-hermitian limit of this model a®sult of the coales-
cence between two EPs. The resonance eigenfunctions as¢el@-DP (EP) are
entangled and, except for the (complex) eigenenergy, ihpossible to define any
physical quantity separately in each of the two resonameedvied in the pseudo-
DP degeneracy.

This entanglement of wave functions may involve many states OQS, lead-
ing to strong mixing of wave functions for states of largelffedent eigenener-
gies. This mechanism is efficient not only in the close neighbod of a particu-
lar pseudo-DP (EP), i.e. for a particular choice of coupligstants in the OQS
Hamiltonian, but also for systems with largely differentipting constants. Future
studies, using the CSM and realistic effective interactioould provide a first at-
tempt to provide a consistent description of continuum wawetions and related
observables in the presence of a pseudo-DP (EP).
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