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A consistent finite-temperature microscopic theory for the response of strongly coupled super-
fluid fermionic systems is formulated. We start from the general many-body Hamiltonian with the
vacuum (bare) two-fermion interaction and derive the equation of motion (EOM) for the thermally
averaged two-time two-fermion correlation function, which determines the spectrum of the system
under study. The superfluidity is introduced via the Bogoliubov transformation of the fermionic
field operators, and the entire formalism is carried out in the basis of Bogoliubov’s quasiparticles,
keeping the complete 4 x 4 block matrix structure of the two-fermion EOM. Static and dynamical
interaction kernels of the resulting EOM are discussed. The least correlated static kernel reproduces
the known finite-temperature quasiparticle random phase approximation, while the dynamical ker-
nel was previously largely unknown in the finite-temperature superfluid theory. The major focus is
then placed on the latter kernel, which is completed and advanced to a factorized form, enabling a
minimal truncation of the many-body problem with keeping important effects of emergent collec-
tivity and mapping to the quasiparticle-vibration coupling (qPVC). As in the zero-temperature and
non-superfluid cases, the qPVC can be associated with a new order parameter, qPVC vertex. In
the thermal superfluid theory, the latter vertex as well as the components of the dynamical kernel

acquire an extended form including thermally unblocked transition amplitudes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The response of interacting many-body fermionic sys-
tems to external probes is one of their most informative
characteristics. The response functions are particularly
sensitive to microscopic details of the interparticle inter-
action and its modification in correlated media and hold
correspondence with the spatial arrangement of quantum
matter. They, therefore, constitute an efficient formalism
for quantifying emergent properties, such as collective ex-
citation modes, superfluidity, and superconductivity.

Response functions can be conveniently related to cor-
relation functions (CFs) of the time-dependent fermionic
field operators and play the role of scattering ampli-
tudes in correlated media at zero and finite temperatures.
Such CF's form the common formal quantum field theory
(QFT) background across the energy scales, from particle
physics to quantum chemistry. Many-body systems with
medium and strong coupling require non-perturbative
approaches, in contrast to weakly coupled ones, which
can be reasonably tackled by perturbation theory with a
small parameter, typically associated with the interaction
strength. A non-perturbative treatment can be organized
by rearranging the many-body Hamiltonian in a way the
perturbation theory can be still applied or, alternatively,
by different criteria. In both cases, an adequate quan-
tification of microscopic mechanisms of emergent collec-
tivity and its thermal evolution plays an important role
in solving the quantum many-body problem at different
scales.

The CFs in nuclear matter and atomic nuclei are de-
termined by intermediate coupling and complicated by
the uncertainties of the nucleon-nucleon (NN) interac-
tion. Moreover, the nuclear response has a complex mul-
tichannel structure tangled by the in-medium dynam-

ics. Nuclear response theory pursues a microscopic ap-
proach to describe nuclear spectral properties, that is,
excited states and transition probabilities, as accurately
as possible. The gross and fine features of the nuclear
strength functions, which quantify the observable fea-
tures of the nuclear response, are of prime importance
and provide critical input to numerous nuclear science
applications. For instance, astrophysical modeling of the
r-process nucleosynthesis is largely based on the nuclear
strength functions of the dipole character, in particular,
electric dipole (E1), magnetic dipole (M1), Gamow-Teller
(GT-), and spin-dipole (SD) ones, which determine ra-
diative neutron capture and beta decay rates. Elec-
tron capture rates in the core-collapse supernovae are ex-
tracted from the GT strength distributions. The QFT
formalism adopted for the non-perturbative physics of
the nuclear medium enables the formulation of a generic
response theory applicable to all these phenomena at
both zero and finite temperatures. The latter becomes
a relevant factor for nuclear structure in hot stellar en-
vironments, which modifies the low-energy spectra and
associated reaction rates considerably.

It is recognized that the nuclear response theory capa-
ble of quantitatively addressing nuclear spectra must con-
tain in-medium induced NN interaction which is beyond
the reach of the random phase approximation (RPA) [1],
or its superfluid variant, the quasiparticle RPA (QRPA)
[2,13]. The leading effects are attributed to the minimal
coupling between the single-particle and emergent collec-
tive degrees of freedom [49] which cause fragmentation
of the (Q)RPA states or damping of collective excita-
tions. On the formal level, the quasiparticle-vibration
coupling (qPVC) can be linked to the dynamical ker-
nels of the equations of motion (EOM) for the CFs in
nuclear medium [3, [10-16]. In the regime of the NN in-
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termediate coupling, qPVC emerges with a new order
parameter associated with the qPVC vertex, which can
be used to produce a hierarchy of approximations to nu-
cleonic propagators. The leading-order qPVC kernels can
be mapped to the kernels of nuclear field theory (NFT)
and related to the formalism of the quasiparticle-phonon
models (QPM) [449,17-19] in the fully microscopic EOM
framework [15, 16]. The latter allowed for establishing a
connection between the ab initio and effective theories
and extending NFT to more complex configurations.

In Ref. [20], the two-fermion EOM approach was ad-
vanced to the superfluid case by working out the com-
plete formalism in the space of the Bogoliubov quasi-
particles and keeping the 2x2 matrix structure of the
Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) basis. As in the non-
superfluid phase, the modification of the bare interaction
in the strongly correlated medium was derived, revealing
the splitting of the interaction kernel into the static and
dynamical components, in principle, calculable from the
underlying bare interactions. The static kernel is asso-
ciated with short-range correlations, while its dynamical
counterpart generates long-range correlations originating
from the retardation effects of the correlated medium,
and these correlations, in turn, affect the static kernel.
The major theoretical step made in Ref. [20] was the
unification of the particle-hole (ph) and particle-particle
(pp) channels in one EOM with the interaction kernel uni-
fying the normal and pairing phonons and thus extending
the applicability of the theory to open-shell nuclei which
constitute the major part of the nuclear landscape.

The finite-temperature variants of the response theory
beyond QRPA were worked out for the ph and pp chan-
nels separately in Refs. [21H23] and [24], respectively.
Applications to the electric dipole strength |21, [22], beta
decay [23] and electron capture rates [25] revealed the
necessity of completion of the theory by developing a
finite-temperature formalism including superfluidity in a
unified way. This is done in the present work coherently.
We derive and discuss the most general EOM and leading
approximations to the interaction kernel. We benchmark
the static kernel of the superfluid response by the finite-
temperature QRPA [26, 127] and then focus on the qPVC
variants of the dynamical kernel bringing them to the
form ready for numerical implementations.

II. THEORY

A. Response to an external field in the
quasiparticle formalism: the generic EOM

1. Zero temperature

The minimal input to the many-body theory is the
fermionic Hamiltonian H

H=HWY +v®, (1)

consisting of the one-body and two-body parts H) and
V() respectively. More complex terms will not be con-
sidered in this work but can be included straightfor-
wardly following the same logic. In the second quantized
form, the one-body part H®) reads

HW = Z t121/111/12 + Z UYQWF)?/)M’? = Z h121/111/)2,
12 12 12
(2)

in terms of the fermionic field operators ¥; and z/JI sat-
isfying the usual anticommutation relations. The matrix
elements hio combine the kinetic energy ¢ and external
mean field v™F) | in case the latter is present. The num-
ber subscripts stand for a working single-particle basis,
which we do not specify until explicitly stated. The two-
fermion interaction V), in this setting, has the form

v = i Z 512347/111/41/)41/)37 (3)

1234

with ¥1234 = v1234 — V1243 being the antisymmetrized ma-
trix elements of the interaction between two fermions in
free space. For a self-bound many-body system, V' in the
analytical form or in the form of the two-body matrix
elements should define the properties of the system, in
principle, uniquely. Here we assume only the instanta-
neous character of the interaction without detailing its
other properties. This assumption should be reasonable
enough for the low-energy fermionic systems of interest.
A superfluid system of fermions is most conveniently de-
scribed in the space of Bogolyubov’s quasiparticles, which
mix particle and hole states via the transformation |3, 28]

1 = Z(Uluau + VlecL)
"

1/’1 = Z(Vluo‘u + Ul*uO‘L)v (4)
w

or, in the operator form:

(5)-m(3) »(VE) o

In Egs. (@A) and henceforth, the Greek subscripts will
be used to denote the basis of quasiparticle states. The
transformation W is unitary as the quasiparticle oper-
ators o and of form the same anticommutator algebra
as the particle operators. The matrices U and V are
determined from the ground state energy solution, e.g.,
minimization on some many-body wave function ansatz.
One common approach is the HFB one. The U and V'
matrices satisfy the following requirements:

vut+vivT =1
uvi+vuT =o. (6)

Ut +viv =1
Utv +vTu =0

The Hamiltonian () is transformed to the quasipar-
ticle basis () by applying the transformation W to the



fermionic operators in Eq. (Il).The resulting form of it
reads [3]:

H=H"+) Euafa,+V, (7)
"

which regroups the contributions according to the num-
ber of quasiparticle operators into the non-operator H°,
one-quasiparticle term af,c, with coefficients H'! cor-
responding to the quasiparticle energies, that is H llul, =
0 E,, and the residual interaction V' absorbing all the
contributions with four quasiparticle operators:
V = Z (Hﬁg,uy,alal/ala; + h.c)
pp'vv!
+ Z (HS}L/UV/OALQL/QZOAU/ —|—h.c)
up'vv!

1 22 bt
+ 1 Z Haop, o0 (8)

pup'vv’

The upper indices in the matrix elements 7 ., are
associated with the numbers of creation and annihilation
quasiparticle operators, respectively. The explicit form
of the matrix elements H ,, can be found, e.g., in
Ref. [3]. The H?° term vanishes at the stationary point
characterizing the HFB ground state, so it will be omitted
in this work.

In this paragraph, we are interested in the energies of
excited states and probabilities of transitions from the
ground to these excited states. Both characteristics can
be conveniently described by the strength function asso-
ciated with a particular excitation operator of an external
field F'. For reasonably weak fields, the strength function
S(w) reads:

S(w) = Y [| I FH0)26(0 — wn) = (I FI0)P6(w + )],

n>0
(9)
where w is the transition frequency (energy), and the
summation runs over all the formally exact excited states
|n). The transition probabilities of absorption and emis-
sion, respectively, are

By, = |(n|F"|0)]” B, =[(n|FIO)]*.  (10)

In this work, we consider operators of one-body charac-

ter F'= )", flz’t/JI’t/Jg, with the quasiparticle operator
expansion

1 02 20 11
F= 2 Z (FHH’O‘M’O‘M + Fuu’O‘LO‘L’ + FHH’O‘LO‘N'

pop!
i 00
+Fuu'au'a“) + ZFM )
n
(11)
where
Fp = =Y VithoUsw  Fiy =3 Ul fiaVay
12 12

Fuw = 2 Up f2Uzy
12

= Z V;ﬂfmviir
12

mll T *
Fuw =~ E :Vulfmvmﬂ
12

(12)

The F and F terms are usually dropped in the
zero-temperature QRPA formalism [29], however, they
play a non-negligible role at finite temperatures and in
QRPA extensions, therefore, we keep them here to main-
tain the full component structure of the matrix elements.
The F% term does non induce transitions, so it can be
dropped henceforth. The transition probabilities in the
quasiparticle picture read:

(13)

1 ~
T 2+ 02 20 11 11
(| ETJ0)* = > (F% F2, Bl FLL)
pp'vv!
n n* n n*x n n* n n* 02
XHH’XVU’ XMM’ YUV’ qu’ 127%4 qu’ 127%4 Fuu’
n T* n n* n n* n n* 20
% Y##/ vu! Y##/ vu! Y,U.,U/ vu! Y##/ ! FI/U’
n T* n n* n n* n n* 11
UP‘P" vu! U##/ vu! U;U':U'l vu! U,Uqu'l ! FVU/
n nx n nx n nx n Nk 11x
V##/ vu! V##/ ! V,U.,LL/ vu! V##/ vu! FVU/
via the matrix elements
X = Olagaun) Yy, = 0la,al(n)
n o _ 1 n o __ i
Uy = <O|a#0¢“/|n> Vi = <O|a#,au|n>.
(14)

Further, we assign special notations to the quasiparticle
pair operators that enter the operator expansion (IIJ), in
agreement with Ref. [20],

_ T T
AHHI =oyay AMM’ = CYLCYH/
Cupw = aLoz#/ C:Lu’ =0, (15)

unified notations for the external field operator compo-
nents

FO2 _ }-[1], F20 _ ]_—[2], Fll }-[3]7 P11 Fld]
(16)
and matrix elements
n[l4+] n n[24] _ yvn
Z;m’ = XW, ZML, _Yuu’
n[3+] _ n[d+] _ 1n
Zuu’ = Uuu’ Zuu’ = Vuu’
n[l-] _ nx n2—] _ ynx
Zm/ =Y, Zm/ = XW,
n[3-] _ nx n[d=] _ rrnx
Zm/ - T Zm/ - UHH"
(17)

The §-functions in Eq. ([@) can be represented as zero-
width limits of the Lorentzian distribution
A

T A0 (w—wy)? + A2’ (18)



so that

S(w) =—— hrn ImII(w + iA), (19)

T A—0

with the polarizability II(w) of the system defined as

o [(n|FT|0)]> [(n|F]0)[?
H(w—i_ZA)_nZN)[w—wn—l—iA w—|—wn—|—iA}
1 &
=200 > Fu R, @i FL,
i,j=1 pp'vv’

(20)

where the matrix elements of the 4 x 4 block matrix re-

sponse function Ruu ' (W) Tead:
nli+] nli+]x n[j=] ynli—]x
R () = Z(Zw Zoy " Ly L
np'vv! =~ w—w, W+ w,
Zn[z/cr] Zn[g/a’]*
-yl o
W — oWy,

Similarly to the logic of Ref. [20], we want to relate the
response function to a two-time two-body propagator,
but now in the extended 4 x 4 form. The definition com-
patible with Eq. (21I), should be its Fourier image. Thus,
we adopt the form

Ry (t = t') = =T, ()], (¢))  (22)

with the four-component vector

1
Appr (t) \I/LL, (t)
) Al () ol 1)
U, (t) = e = HH 23
K ( ) CMM’ (t) \I’l[iL, (t) ( )
i
Clu () ‘I]El;]/ (t)

and the time-dependent pair operators in the Heisenberg
picture:

_ iHt —iHt
A () = e lapague

(
Al () = etHtgt of et
(

g Apy
CHH’ t) _ eth Lau’e_th
O;fm/ (t) = ethozL/oz#efth, (24)

with the A = 1 convention, T is the time ordering op-
erator, and the averaging is performed over the for-
mally exact ground state. Inserting the operator unit
I =3, |n)(n|, in terms of the full set of the many-body
Hamiltonian eigenstates, between the ¢ and ¢'-dependent
operators in Eq. (22)) and performing the Fourier trans-
formation to the frequency (energy) domain, we arrive
at:

nlio] ;nljo)x
Z Z
[w] 2 : 2 : pp “ov!
vt 70— o(wn —0) o(wp —16)’ (25)

n>0o0=%

where § — +0 is the infinitesimal imaginary part of the
energy variable introduced for convergence of the inte-
grals over 7 =t — ¢’ for the retarded and advanced con-
tributions separately. Thus, the definition (22]) is consis-
tent with Eq. (2I)), if the different origins of the imag-
inary parts A and § of the energy variable are recog-
nized. Once the response function is linked to the two-
quasiparticle (2¢q) propagator (22]), the application of the
EOM method is straightforward. .

Thanks to the block matrix notations, the EOM for R
can be derived keeping the 4 x 4 structure consistently.
Namely, we consider the derivative with respect to the
first time argument:

atRuu’W’ (t—t) =—id(t —t')( [‘i’uu’v \i}lwb
(T [Ho | 0,0, (26)

where we adopted the following notation for operator
products and commutators:

[H, A](t) = et [H, Ale—tH (27)

for an arbitrary single-time operator (product) A. At
this step, we evaluate explicitly the commutators with
the one-quasiparticle part of the full Hamiltonian ({):

[H, Auu’] = _(Eu + Eu’)Aw’ + [V, Auu’]
7,4l = B+ Bl + V4],
[H, Cuu'] = (Eu - Eu/)cuu’ + [V, Cmﬂ]
[H, cgu,} = (B~ Eu)Cl, +[V,Cl., (28)
or, in the matrix form,
[H, ‘i’uu’] = _23Euu’ +[V, ‘i’uu’] (29)

with the 4 x 4 block matrices

& o g3 0 1 0
E3—<0—ag) "3—<0—1>

~ o (EH—’—EHl)X]]' 0

B = ( 0 (E, — Eu) x 1 - (30)

After that, Eq. (26]) leads to the first EOM:

(iat - 23Euu/)éuu'vu' (t - t/) = 5(t - t/)N##/VV'
+i(T[V, | ()T, (1)), (31)

where the norm matrix ]\ATWIW/ is compactly defined as:

Nuprvwr = <[‘I/M/v ‘IJZU'D' (32)

In analogy to the normal case, the second EOM addresses
the time-dependent term on the right hand side of Eq.

@D):

By (t = t') = i(T[V, 0 |(0)F], (1)), (33)



and its derivative is taken now with respect to t':
v) = =is(t = )(|IV. b, 95, )
— (TIV. By (O[H, B, (1) (34)

O F##'VV/ (t -

Processing the commutators with the Hamiltonian as in
Eq. 28) brings the second EOM to the form:

Fpprr (t — t)[—iﬁt, —33E,,] =
= 0t = )Ty + T (= 1), (35)
where Tu o and Tw o (t—1") introduce the generalized

static and dynamical (retarded, or time-dependent) parts
of the two-fermion T-matrix in the quasiparticle space:

= [Vt 8,))
T (t—t) = ATV, 0] (OIV,8F1(E)). (37)

pp' v’

TO

' vv!

(36)

Acting by the operator, standing in the square brackets
in the left-hand side of Eq. (B3], on Eq. (1) leads to the
EOM for the quasiparticle propagator:

[i0, — EBEW} Ry (t — 1) { 5y — S5k }
= 6(t —t')Nyprur [—iﬁt/ - igE,,,,/}
+ 0t =)V + Thpr (E— 1), (38)
whose Fourier transformation yields
w — iSEML’] Ruu’wﬂ (W) [w — 2AJSEW/’}
= A##/VV/ {w - iBEW’} + TW o T T;;M v (W)
(39)

The generalized uncorrelated two-quasiparticle propaga-
tor is naturally defined as

. -1
[w — Y3 B

RS (w) = \

pup' v’

Nuprovr, (40)

so that Eq. (39) becomes a recognizable T-matrix equa-
tion:

Ruu v (W)

+ Z Ruu 'y'v

77’55’

_p0
=R, (W)

)Tyy7650 () Ry () (41)

with the energy-dependent T-matrix Tw'w (w) such,
that

~ 1 ~ 0 7—1
Tyyrss (w) = 4 Z N'w ‘! (T ! W""Tuu v (@) Ny
pp/vv!

(42)
while we assume that the inverse norm matrix satisfies:
Z /55/N55’Vu’ = 6 pp' vy — 6uu6u 70 5uu’6u’u'

5687
(43)

Transformation of the T-matrix equation to the Dyson-
Bethe-Salpeter equation (Dyson-BSE) form can be per-
formed by introducing the interaction kernel K(w) =
KO 4+ K7(w), irreducible with respect to R, i.e. K does
not contain terms partitioned by the uncorrelated prop-
agator R®. The interaction kernel plays the role of the
self-energy for the two-point two-quasiparticle correlation
function:

W’M’ - Z ’W '’ nn pp’N_’JJ’
nn pp’
S 1 _ , _ arr
Kyss (W) = 1 Z [NW "’ Tnn o (@ >Npp’55’
nn’ pp’
(44)

Finally, Dyson-BSE can be packed into the familiar form
Ryy 1274 (w) = R?L,u’w/ (w)

77/55'( )RJJ/VU’ (w), (45)

+ Z Ruu ’W

77/55’

but with the 4 x 4 matrix structure in the quasiparticle
basis.

2. Finite temperature

The logic of defining the response function at finite
temperature is similar but slightly different from that at
zero temperature. The starting point is dictated by the
modified definition of the strength function [27]

Sw) = Y pillfIF"))Ps(w — By + Bi) = 54 (w),

if
(46)

where f denotes the set of final states and 7 run over all
possible initial states distributed with the probabilities
p; of finding the system in those states within the grand
canonical ensemble [26, 130]:

o—Ei/T

bi = Wu (47)
and T stands for the temperature. In this case, there
is no formal borderline between absorption and emission
because the transition frequency wy; = Ef — E; can be
both positive and negative. Using the principle of de-
tailed balance, the opposite frequency strength function
can be defined:

S—(w) =D pil{fIFI)Po(w + By — E)
if

(48)

and related to the S, as S_(w) = e~/ S, (w) by inter-
changing i <> f under summation, so that

1

S‘(w) T T _e—w/T [S4(

w) =5 (w)]



1 1 : [(FIFT)?
= ———— 1 I l( -
w1l —ew/T Agr}ko m;p w—E;+E; +iA
[(FIF[i)]? )
- . 49
w+Ej'—Ei+iA ( )

This allows for identifying the finite-temperature re-
sponse function in analogy to the T'= 0 case:

sz [lo] sz[ka’] *

[LK] wp' vy
R'uﬂu‘ 1/1/’ ; GZ opi— — _ O'O.}f ’ (50)
where
if[1+] _  yif if[24] _ yyif
Zuu’ - qu’ Zuu _yw’
if[34+] _ 44if if[4+] _ yyif
Zuu’ - UML’ ZML Vuu’
if[1=] _ qjif* if[2=] _ yifx
ZW’ - yw’ ZW’ _Xw’
if[3—] e if[d—] 5 if*
ZHH' - Vw/ Zmﬂ _uuu’
(51)
and
Xl = (ilawaylf) Vi, = (ilafal,|f)
ul, = lilohaulf) Vi, = (ilal,aulf).
(52)

The spectral part of the strength function can be defined
as

S(w) =—— hrn ImIT(w + @A),

T A—0

(53)

with the polarizability II(w), in analogy to the zero-

temperature case,

ZZ

1,j=1 pp'vv’

(w4 in)FI

vv! *

]:[1] R [i]

(eZ%

II(w 4 iA)
(54)

The strength function S(F) can be then expressed as

1

S(E) = T BT

S(E), (55)

i.e., has an additional factor [1 — exp(—E/T)] ™", singular
at £ = 0, as compared to the zero-temperature strength
function.

The field-theoretical part of the temperature-
dependent formalism can be conveniently carried out
following Matsubara [31]. The propagator of a fermionic
quasiparticle pair in a heated correlated medium is the
thermal analog of Eq. (22]) defined with thermal average
[32]:

R;,L;,L’VIJ’ (T - T/) = _<T\I]MM’ (T)@UV, (TI)> (56)

employing the chronological ordering 7 of the quasiparti-
cle four-component field operators in the imaginary time
domain of the Wick rotated picture:

‘i/uu/ (1) = eHT‘i/M/ e T

‘I’w’ (1) = e

The operator H is the redefined Hamiltonian H = H —
AN, where A is the chemical potential and N is the par-
ticle number operator, while the angular brackets in Eq.
([B6) stand for the thermal average [32, 133]

= ZPZ<Z|O|Z>

The time evolution of the correlated fermionic quasi-
particle pair, or propagator, defined by Eq. ([B6) with
the imaginary times, is generated by the differentiation
of this function with respect to the first time variable 7:

—HT

Hr gt
e (57)

(58)

O Ryt (7 =7') = =0(r = ') [y, V) ~
—(TTH, W) (1) (P (7)),
(59)

where, analogously to the previous paragraph,

[H, A(T) = e [H, Ale™ ™ (60)

After evaluating the commutators with the one-body
parts of the Hamiltonian, the first EOM reads:

(0- + EBEA;L#/)@MUW/ (1—7")=—6(r - T/)NML'VV'
—(TIV, U] (7) W (7)), (61)
with the norm matrix
NHH’IJV, = <[\i]u;u \IIUV’]>7 (62)

which is the finite-temperature cousin of the norm of Eq.
B2). Again, we isolate the second term on the right-hand

side of Eq. (GI))

Fpror (1= 7) = (TIV, ¥, ](M) W, (7)) (63)

for the second EOM with respect to the second time ar-
gument 7':

]:w’W’(T -7 )A( T/
TV W], W) +

- E?)EUV)
=—0(r—

Applying the operator (%T/ — f)gEW/) to the first EOM
(1) allows combining Eqs. (61)) and (G4). The Fourier
transformation to the domain of discrete energy variable
wn, = 2minT is defined as:

Ry (1 =) =Ty emn=IR (65)

' vv’! (wn).

(TIV. 8]0V, U (7)).



In this way, we obtain:

7%;4/111/ (wn) = Rgu vv! (wn)
+ n Z Ruu v'y 7;’7’55’ (wn)Réé’Vu (wn)
w'55’
(66)
where the free propagator is introduced as:
7%2“/1”,/ (wn) = [wn — igE‘u#/]ilj\Af##/yyl (67)

and the interaction, or T-matrix, reads:

EHIUV Z ,u,u vy ( ,Y,Y/5§/+T ’66’(“"))/\/’66/1/1/’
W’M’
(68)

being the Fourier transform of

—8(r = )V, By, U]

(TIV, O | (D)IV, W) ().
(69)

—7)

_7—’)

7:L0,u v’ (
7;:‘”/ vu! (7'

Thus, the T-matrix maintains its split into the instan-
taneous, or static, part 70 and time-dependent, or dy-
namic(al), component 7" also at finite temperature and
in the presence of superfluidity. The Dyson-BSE corre-
sponding to Eq. (66]) reads:

0
R (Wn) +

1 . . .
Z Z R?L#/»y»y/ (wn)lc'y’y’éé’ (wn)Réé’vu’ (wn)
vy’ 86

ﬁw’w” (wn)

(70)

with the kernel K irreducible with respect to 7@0, or two-
quasiparticle analog of the self-energy:

ﬁu’uu’(wn) = Ié ’(wn)+
1 .
Z Z ! 'w ngs/(wnmww(wn),
v 86"
(71)
ie., K(wn) =T (wy).
Eqgs. (66] — [[1) set the complete and most general

framework for the finite-temperature superfluid response
in the 4x4 block matrix form and in the domain of Mat-
subara frequencies, which is remarkably analogous to the
non-superfluid and zero-temperature Dyson-BSEs. Fur-
ther details depend essentially on the assumptions or di-
rect knowledge about the ground and excited state struc-
ture, which can be expressed via expansions of quasipar-
ticle operator strings. Some approximate solutions are
discussed in the next subsections.

B. Norm matrix, static kernel, and
finite-temperature QRPA (FT-QRPA)

The norm matrix defined by Eq. ([62) reads, explicitly,

N,U,p/l/l/’ =
[AW’ ) Auu’] [Auu’ ) AW’] [Auu’ ) CIV/] [Auu’ ) CW’]
T T T T T T
< A u' Avu’ [A,u,u’ ’ AVV'] [A#y/’ Om/] [A##, ) CVU']
CW’ ) A [CW’ ) AW’] [Cuu’ ) CZ;/] [Cuu’ ) CW’]
T T T T T
Cy,u' ’ AIJV/ [CHH/ ’ AVV,] [CHH/’ CUV/] [CHH/ ’ CVV’]
BMM’W’ TO _I?V’Vw’ _DTVV’HH’
= TO _BML'VV' DW'M/ DV/VML'
_D’.LF/‘L“IV/ D,u,u’uz/ G,U.%L vy’ G,-L;,u/u’v
_D,u,u’uv/ D#/#VV/ _G,u,u/v/v G,u,u/m/

and operators B, D and G are listed in Appendix[Bl One
can see, in particular, that the main diagonal of the norm
matrix is formed by combinations of the C' and CT oper-
ators, while the non-diagonal matrix elements are either
zero (upper left block) or A-type operators (upper right
and lower left blocks), or C' type ones but with one pair
of permuted indices (lower right block). In the uncor-
related superfluid quasiparticle states, i.e., the FT-HFB

states, all the non-diagonal contributions vanish, and the
[47]

diagonal matrix elements are Nw vt = Ot N
[t [22] [11]
Ny = 1=n,—ny, Nt = =N
[33] [44] [33]
NNN/ = nu_nu/, NHHI = _NHF"/7
1
n, = (73)

1+exp(E,/T)

The minimally correlated superfluid interaction kernel is
confined by the static contribution

DI

W’M’

70 r—1
uu W/ - ML 7Y 'w'tW 88" vv'> (74)

where 70 without arguments stand for the matrix of the
averaged double commutators

Tiwow

~([V, @], W),
and constitute the FT-QRPA in the Dyson-BSE form:
— RO (

uu 27

+ Z Z Rgulvvl(wn)’&fi’gf/éé/,}ééélljl/(wn).
v'66’

(75)

—

ﬁw’vu’ (wn) = n) +

(76)

The finite-temperature grand canonical ensemble aver-
ages for the FT-HFB matrix elements of Eq. (3 can
be found using the commutators of Appendix [Bl and the
results are given in Appendix B of Ref. [26].



C. The dynamical kernel

The most general 4x4 dynamical kernel, before includ-
ing the norm factors,

Kl (T —

pup'vy

') = (TIV, Wl J()[V, 89 ()i, (77)

consists of products of the same set of commutators
[V, A], [V,C] given in Appendix [B] and their Hermitian
conjugates, and has in addition a 7-dependence. We note
that each term in Eq. (1) contains a product of eight
quasiparticle operators, four at time 7 and four at time
7/, i.e., correlated two-times four-quasiparticle propaga-
tor, contracted with two matrix elements of the resid-
ual interaction H*. As in the non-superfluid and zero-
temperature cases, the appearance of higher-rank propa-
gators generates a hierarchy of coupled EOMs for propa-
gators of increasing rank. This means that to find viable
solutions for realistic many-body systems, some reason-
able approximations have to be applied to the dynamical
kernel. Since the generic features of the EOM for the
superfluid response, for instance, the interaction kernel
decomposition and its operator ranks, are inherited by
the finite-temperature theory from the zero-temperature
one, we can apply a similar logic as was done, for in-
stance, in Ref. [20)].

The approximation confined by only one-fermion cor-
relation functions is given by the complete factorization

of the K" . ;J L, (T —7') into time-ordered quasiparticle op-
erator pairs. This constitutes the finite-temperature su-
perfluid analog of the second random phase approxima-
tion [34]. Correlations that are more relevant to large
fermionic systems with intermediate coupling should re-
tain two-fermion correlation functions, which are known

to form collective modes. Therefore, in the following,

we will focus on such factorization of IC ,W (= 1)
into pairwise products of two-quasmartlcle propagators.
As in Ref. |20] with zero-temperature formalism, map-
ping the two-quasiparticle correlated pairs to the super-
fluid phonons, introducing quasiparticle-vibration cou-
pling and subsequently relaxing correlations in one prop-
agator of each pair leads to the finite-temperature ver-
sion of the leading-order superfluid NFT. Furthermore,
the pairwise factorization enables a closed form of the
Dyson-BSE with respect to the response function with
the interesting possibility to iterate the dynamical ker-
nel and, thus, include, in principle, arbitrarily complex
2n-quasiparticle configurations in the factorized form.
The major difficulty at this step is the complexity of
the residual interaction (§) and an even larger amount
of components than in the case of the zero-temperature
superfluid response. However, they have an analogous
operator structure. The leading contributions to the dy-
namical kernel reside on the main diagonal of the K"
matrix. The off-diagonal matrix elements represent vari-
ous qPVC-induced ground state correlations of the reso-
nant character. We will discuss the diagonal components
in detail, and the off-diagonal ones can be found analo-
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gously. Let us consider the component 7" (7 —7/) and
first concentrate on the terms associated with the H3!
matrix elements which played the leading role at zero
temperature. As in the latter case, there are three types
of operator products at H3!: (i) *AA’-terms, containing
operators A and A', (ii) *C'C’-terms with only C' and CT
operators and (iii) "AC’-terms containing both operator

types. The contribution of the first group of terms to
[11] / .
’T:H o (T —7') reads:
r[11]AA 31 1
EH'VV' (T — TZ[ pr w (4 p/A#/'v)(T)

FH (A A ) (7)) = (10 )]
X Z|: Hgn V6 AZ’JAWWI)(T/)
nm’'s
+H 3, (A1, AL () = v < V).
(78)

The irreducible factorization into 2q CFs of the, e.g., the
first operator product can be performed as follows:

(T (Af Au DE)AL 5 A ) (7))
TA! ( )AT/a( AT Aoy (7) Ay (77

%

(

(
+ (TAL (1) Ay (7))
+ (T CPW(T)CVW (T )T Cor (T)Csn (7))
+ <TCP’Y(T)C577(TI ><TCP’M’ 7)Cury (TI)>
= (TCpy (T)A,T/é (7)) (TCpr (1) Ay (7))
— (TCpy (1) Ay ()T Cppp (1) AL (7))
— (TAL (7)Clry (F)NT Ay (7)Cisy (7))
— (TAL(7)Csy (T )NT A (T)Coy (7)) = AS
= RED sanrRYI L (an) +RED (anrl, s Ar)
+ R[pzﬁ]/n’( ) p%ﬂﬁn(AT) REVL!M(A )RL%ﬂ/V’n/(AT)
o R[pill]/W(A )Rfi nn'(AT) Rfjnn (A )RSE’VW(AT)
— RN (ATREA (A7) = RIS (ATYRLS,, (A7)
— AS, (79)

where A7 = 7 — 7/. The remaining terms can be pro-
cessed analogously, and we retain the R[4 CFs with
[i,7] = [3,4] which should also appear in the complete
zero-temperature formalism, where they thereby con-
tribute only via the dynamical kernel. These are the new
contributions as compared to Ref. [20]. Here we note
that R34 components can be expressed via R3] R3]
and RI* as U = VT by definition (5Z), so that such
replacements only lead to index permutations but do not
change the CF type.

All the other factorizations are processed in a similar
manner. Here we note that the resulting dynamical ker-
nel is composed of terms with the same imaginary time



dependence. Thus, the final frequency dependence is also
uniform and can be evaluated by the following transfor-
mation:

()R

drewrTRIY] o pp! (1)

pp' vv!

1/T
0 ) - [
—-1/T
if(io) 5if(jo)* i’ f' (ko) i’ f'(lo)*
= > pips ZO’Z##/ Zo Ew  Zpy

ifil f! e wi = o(wri +wpr)

X (e*(wfi‘i’wf/i/)/T _ 1)7

where wy; = Ef — E;. Contracting the factorized CFs
with the interaction matrix elements H3!, one finds that,
as in the zero-temperature case, these contractions form
two types which were classified as types (a) and (b) in
Ref. [20]. A similar classification can be made at fi-
nite temperature, where only the amount of terms grows
because of the additional contributions from the {U/,V}
amplitudes. In particular, in Eq. (Z9), the first terms in
the last four lines are of type (b) and the second terms
in those lines are of type (a). Collecting all the terms of
type (a) to the dynamical kernel, the compact form of

K1) in the energy domain can be recast as follows:

ICZ[:,l,lff(a)(wk) = Z Piy Diy, (1 — e~ ntem)/T)

yénm

v

1)1 4om 02)7%, ;m k(1) nk s (02)7
[(FLV) X,u"y + FLV) My"y)()(u’é (6 ) +ul//5rl(/6 ) )
W — Wpn, — W
11)1n% ~ ymx 02)70y ym % m 11)n m 02)nx*

(F’(YH) y,u/’y + I"(YH) V,u”y)( 1/’5P((§u ) + VV/(;]"—‘((;I/ ) )

W + Wn + Wm

— AS,

where the multi-indices n = {i,, f} and m = {i,, fn } are
introduced to simplify the notations, 7 = {f,i,}, and
the superfluid phonon vertices completed by the {U, V}-
amplitudes are specified in Appendix [Cl As in Ref. |20],
the additional index ”cc¢” marks the factorization with
two correlation functions. The new features as compared
to the zero-temperature case are the distributions p;, and
the exponential factors, in addition to the double sum-
mations over the initial states. Besides that, one finds
the new terms with the {U,V} amplitudes, which ap-
pear with the T'(°2" vertices, representing the diagonal
part of the qPVC-associated ground state correlations.

The /C;[;/l,llcf(wk) of Eq. (&I) can be used as the refer-
ence component for the entire dynamical kernel, so that
the other components can be found analogously. For in-
stance, in the IC;E??I],,CJC/ (wr) matrix elements the ampli-
tudes {X, YV} and {U,V} switch their roles as compared

to the ICL[j,liff(wk) one, while K2l and K4 are re-

lated, respectively, to K'Y and K"[33) by Hermitian con-
jugation. We note that the residues in Eq. (BI]) are nicely
factorized so that block-non-diagonal matrix elements of
the dynamical kernel can be found by recombining the
amplitudes {X, Y, U, V} and vertices {T1D TODY ac-
cording to their operator structure determined by Eq.

(81)

([T@). Furthermore, each type (a) component has a type
(b) counterpart, where, in each residue, the indices m
and n in the second pair of the transition amplitude and
qPVC vertex interchange [20].

IIT. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We presented a response theory for superfluid

(80) fermionic systems at finite temperatures. The theory is

formulated in the QFT language for fermions interact-
ing via unspecified bare two-body forces. It starts with
a definition of the two-quasiparticle superfluid thermal
response function in the frequency domain, compatible
with the structural part of the spectral strength distri-
bution and with two-time two-fermion Matsubara prop-
agator in a correlated medium averaged over the grand
canonical ensemble in the imaginary time domain. The
latter form enables a derivation of the most general EOM
for this 2¢ propagator. As feedback, accounting for both
forward and backward components of the response re-
quires an additional thermal prefactor in the expression
for the spectral strength distribution as compared to
the zero-temperature case, which changes the low-energy
limit of the strength distribution because of zero-energy
singularity.

The complete thermal superfluid formalism requires
an extension of the regular zero-temperature 2x2 com-
ponent structure characterizing the fermionic response,
to the 4x4 arrays. This is dictated by the presence of
transition amplitudes of the U, = aLa#/ type, in addi-
tion to the commonly taken into account {X, Y} ones in
QRPA and its extensions. Therefore, we included con-
tributions from the U-type amplitudes which vanish in
QRPA at zero temperature, but acquire non-zero com-
ponents in the norm matrix at finite temperature and
thus become a non-negligible part of the EOM. This is a
well-known feature of the FT-QRPA [26], which in this
work is obtained in the FT-HFB limit of the static ker-
nel and with the completely neglected dynamical kernel
of the 2¢ EOM.

The U-type amplitudes contribute non-trivially to the
dynamical kernel of the superfluid finite-temperature 2¢
EOM, i.e., in the FT-QRPA extension. Besides the for-
mal extension of this kernel to the 4 x4 block form, these
amplitudes further complicate the phonon vertex com-
position, appearing in the factorization approximations
to the dynamical kernel which can be mapped to qPVC.
Another new feature of the dynamical kernel is its ex-
plicit temperature dependence, in addition to that in the
statistical thermal averages of all the expectation values,
also present in the static kernel.

This work thereby extends the applicability of the
finite-temperature non-superfluid response theory formu-
lated in Refs. [21, 22] and applied to various nuclear
spectra characterizing both neutral and charge-exchange
responses [21-23; 25]. The major new capability of the
superfluid finite-temperature theory is bridging the su-



perfluid phase at 7' = 0 and the non-superfluid one at
T > T, where T, is the critical temperature of the su-
perfluid phase transition. The range 0 < T < T, is the
most relevant temperature interval for nuclei undergo-
ing rapid nucleosynthesis in stellar environments and for
electron capture in core-collapse supernovae. Extending
computation of these phenomena across the 0 < T < T,
temperature regime is thereby one of the most interest-
ing applications of the developed formalism to nuclear
structure. Because of its generality, the theory can also
be applied to a broad diapason of condensed matter phe-
nomena.
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Appendix A: Hamiltonian matrix elements in the
quasiparticle space

The matrix elements of the quasiparticle operator part
of the fermionic Hamiltonian (7)) read [3]:

> (Ufyhaala, = Vi Ve,
12

+ Ul AoV, — VI AU, )

1 _
H, =

(A1)

Hﬁg = Z(U,llf”?‘/;u - Vth’,{;U;u
12
+ Ul 81U, — VALV, (A2)
1
me,,, = 1 > 0103aUt, U3,/ Vi Vi (A3)
1234
1 * * * * *
HS}L’W’ Y Z 1234 (Ul*uV4MVBVV2V’ + V3#U2#,U1VU4,/)
1234
(A4)
HZ,,, = Y i [(Uf#m,vm,Ug,, (=)
1234
— (v = V) + UL U3 U Uy + Vg;tvg;,vl,,vz,,}.

(A5)

Appendix B: Generic commutators

The basic commutators between the different quasi-
particle pair operators defining the norm matrix are the
following:

(A, ALY = —{[(60Corr) = (5 1) = [(v = )]} +
Foupvr = Buwww = Biu'mﬂ = =By = —Buwvy

[Amﬂa w/] = 5#'1114#1/ - 6#1"4#/’/ = Doy

[OMV’ Oiz/} = Opv Cv — 5#'/0;/1/ = Gupvv (B1)
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The basic A-block (upper left part of the kernel matrix)
commutators relevant to the interaction kernel read:
[AT AT T

vv g’ AHW] = [alay,aT aT

Yy au’au]

= _BML'VV/ALW’ - Alzﬂ By (B2)
at the non-vanishing contribution of H4°. The term con-
taining H3! is defined by

[AT Cryyrs Apr] = [Aj/V/OéT

vu! y Oy A##/]

= AZV’D'Y'Y,HHI = B Cyys (B3)
(Cyy Ay Appr] = [ai/avAW/, Ay
= Doy Avr (B4)
AL, Coor, AL = (AL ol AT ]
_ T T
——Al,Df (B5)
(s, ALy = lad 0 A, AL
_ T T
= CV/WB””/VU/ - D,YV/”HIAUVU (BG)
and, the commutators associated with H?? read:
[ATW’AW’ ) AW’] = —Buwyy Avwr,
T T _ gt
[A’Y’Y'AV”/’AML'} - Aw’B v’ - (B7)

Collecting all the contributions, the reference commuta-
tor for the A-block is given by:

[V7 AHH’] == Z Hsg”y'y’(BHHlUV,AL,YI + AiV,B”HI'Y’Y,)
vy’

+ Z (HS,E,W, (AT/U/D'Y'Y/:U':U'/ = By Cyyr)
vv'yy!

31
+H1/u"y'y’D’Y"y,u,u/Alw/)

1 22 22
—g Z (HVV,’Y’YIBHHIUV,A’Y’YI + HVUI’Y’Y,BHHI’Y’Y,AVUI)7
vy’

(B8)
while the commutator with At can be related to the one
above from it by Hermitian conjugation:

v, Al] ==V, Ay’ (B9)

since V = V1, ie., is Hermitian.
The C-block commutators are evaluated analogously:

[AIV’ATW’ Cruw] = [alai,al;ozfy,, O‘Lo‘u’]
_pi t ot
= DAl +al, Dl (B10)
at H0,
[Ajw’ Coyr, Crpr] = [Aj,y,al;ay’ Chuw]
B AZV/ GV'Y/M/H —+ DL/”VU, CV'Y” (Bll)



[CV,'YAVV/’ CNM’] = [CYT

y'avAW’v Chuw]

- _O':'WDW/W’ = Gy Avur, (B12)
[A Cyr aOT 1= [AT af y Q! vCILH']
= AVU’GV’Y pp! + D,u,u VU’CV’Yl7 (B13)
[CynApr, CF T = [l oy Ay, CF LT
_ T T
—CV,Y, w pvv’ T G’YW’,H’MAV’/ (B14)
at H3', and
T
[A ,AW/, Cu ] A Dy + Du gy VA,
[A Avwr, CW } A W’ T DML vy Ay
(B15)
at H?2, so that
_ T T
[V’ OM/] - Z ( v/ w (AW' u ! pyy! + Du WV’A'W)
vv'yy!
H:LB*W (A'w’D wov' Dmﬂw’AW'))

31
+ Z Hw/ ¥y’ AVU’G’Y'Y " + D,u ,um/O’Y’Y/)
vy’

31
—H,, el

22
+ E : Hyy w u pv! 1Ay

(Gmﬂ'y'v/AW/ + Civ’ Doyt >)

t
- Auu' Duu’w’)

vy
22x T T

HH L (D gy At = AW’DW'W'))'

(B16)
Similarly to the A-block,
V,Cl ] ==V, Cpul'. (B17)
Appendix C: Phonon Vertices

The vertices of the superfluid phonons I')” in the

HFB approximation to the intermediate fermionic line,
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are introduced in analogy to those at zero temperature:

Fiw) Utg"u + Uty Dy —vignTy
— Viyr Tyl (C1)
Nz
FLOE)’IZ — _ VTgnU 4 VT,Y’II(-‘F)V _ UTgnTV
- UTV"(*)TU} (C2)
pv

where ¢" and 4™ are the vertices of normal and pairing
phonons in the canonical, or single-particle, basis, and
n = {if} is a multi-index of the initial and final states.
The vertices g™ and " are defined via the normal and
anomalous transition densities

ph = (il f)
%ié(ﬂ (i|o2eh1 | f)
1 = (ilvlvll),

(C3)
related to the superfluid amplitudes as follows:

Pty = (UXVT v ynTut — vy vt + uvrut) g,

it = aruT + vy TV - vyt + Uyt
4y = (vrartvt Loy uT - viurtoT + ovttv .
(C4)

The vertices in the canonical basis read:
n = 7
g13 = E V1234042,

24
n(—)*
E Vig3a%3s

(C5)

1 _ n
=3 E U1234%34E+)7
34

where the transition densities implicitly connect two ar-
bitrary many-body states [i(,y) and |f(,)) via the multi-
index n, cf. Ref. |20].
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