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Abstract. Collective modesof interactingmany-bodysystemscanberelatedto motionon classi-
cally invariantmanifolds.We introducesuitablecoordinatesystems.ThesecoordinatesareCarte-
sian in position and momentumspace.They are collective sinceseveral componentsvanishfor
motion on the invariantmanifold. We make a connectionto Zickendraht’s collective coordinates
andalsoobtainshearmodes.The importanceof collective configurationsdependson thestability
of themanifold.We presentanexampleof quantumcollectivemotionon themanifold.

INTRODUCTION

Interactingmany-body systemssuchas atomic nuclei display regular and collective
motion aswell ascomplex andchaoticbehavior. The interplayof chaoticmotion and
collectivebehavior is of particularinterestandhasbeenstudiedfor many years.Several
authorshave investigatedmodelswhich exhibit chaotic single-particledynamicsin
slowly oscillatingmean-fieldpotentials[1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. While thesemodelsmay
yield dampingandequilibrationof the collective mode,they neglect the residualtwo-
bodyinteraction.For thespecialcaseof attractive,billiard-liketwo-bodyinteractionsthe
many-bodyaspectsof collectivemotioncanbestudiedwithin theframework of classical
dynamics[8].

Herewe presentanalternativeandmoregeneralapproachto theproblem.It is based
on the observation that any rotationally invariantsystemof identical interactingparti-
clespossesseslow dimensionalinvariantmanifoldsin phasespace[9]. On suchmani-
folds,theclassicalmotiondisplayslargelycollectivebehavior anddecouplesfrom more
complex single-particlebehavior. Theimportanceof agiveninvariantmanifolddepends
crucially on its stability properties.If the manifold underconsiderationis sufficiently
stablein transversedirections,thequantumsystemmayexhibit wave functionscarring
[10, 11,12] or displaya strongrevival for wave-packetslocalizedto thevicinity of the
manifold[13]. Thesefindingsmaybedirectlyassociatedwith theslow decayof collec-
tivemotiondespiteof thecouplingbetweencollectiveandsingle-particlemotion.

Suitablyadaptedcoordinatesfor motion on the invariantmanifold separatesingle-
particle motion from the collective motion on the manifold [14]. For sometypesof
collectivemotion,theadaptedcoordinatescanberelatedto collectivecoordinatesintro-
ducedby Zickendraht[16] aboutthirty yearsago.However, thenaturalcoordinatesfor
invariantmanifoldsarecapableof morecomplicatedcollectivemotionsuchasshearing



modes[15].
This contribution is divided as follows. First, we defineinvariant manifoldsin in-

teractingmany-body systemsand introducesuitablecoordinates.Second,we make a
connectionwith the Zickendrahtcoordinates.Third, we presentan exampleandshow
thatquantumcollectivemotiondecaysslowly closeto invariantmanifoldswhicharenot
toounstable.Finally wegivea summary.

INVARIANT MANIFOLDS AND ADAPTED COORDINATES

Considerrotationallyinvariantsystemsof N identicalparticlesin d spatialdimensions
(d � 2 or d � 3). The Hamiltonianis invariantunderboth, the actionof the rotation
groupO(d) andthegroupof permutationsSN. Onemaynow takeafinite subgroup

	�

O(d) with elementsg andproperlychosenpermutationsP � g suchthat

gP� 1 � g����p ���q������p ���q�� � g � 	 �p ��� p1 ��������� pNd ����q ��� q1 ��������� qNd  (1)

for points ���p ���q on someinvariantsubmanifoldin phasespace.On sucha manifold,
theactionof therotationsg


�	
canbecanceledby permutations.Thesepermutations

clearlyform asubgroupisomorphicto
	

.
Fig. 1 shows a configurationof four particlesin two spatialdimensionsthat corre-

spondsto apointonaninvariantmanifold.Theoperationsof elementsfrom thediscrete
symmetrygroup

	 � C2v canbeundoneby suitablepermutations.This leadsto a col-
lectivemotionwith two degreesof freedomwhich will beshown to bevibrations.

(1)

(3)

(4)

(2)

FIGURE 1. Collectiveconfigurationon invariantmanifold.Positionsareindicatedby filled circlesand
momentaby arrows.

Fig. 2 shows two spatialconfigurationsof eight (2a) andsix (2b) particles,respec-
tively whichdisplayaD4h symmetry. If initial momentadisplaythesamesymmetrythe
motionon the invariantmanifoldwill have two degreesof freedom.For eightparticles
theradii of thetwo circleswill oscillatesynchronously, andthetwo circleswill vibrate
againsteachother. For the six particleswe will have a vibration of the radiusof the
circle andof the two particlesalongtheverticalaxis.We maychooseinitial momenta
to reducethesymmetrygroupto C4h which will allow rotationsaroundtheverticalaxis
andthusaddanadditionaldegreeof freedom.For eightparticleswe couldalternatively
chooseinitial conditionsthatarelimited to a D4 symmetry. Besidesthevibrationsdis-
cussedabove this allows for a shearingmotion of the two circles thusyielding again
threedegreesof freedom.Furtherreductionsof symmetrywill yield differentinvariant



manifoldswith varying degreesof freedom.We will seethis exemplifiedby explicit
constructionof coordinates.

(a) (b)

FIGURE 2. Configurationsof eight (a) or six (b) particlesin three dimensionsthat correspondto
invariantmanifolds.Positionsareindicatedby filled circles.

We may use the definition (1) directly for the constructionof coordinatesystems
wherenoncollective coordinatesvanishfor motion on the invariantmanifold.For this
purposewe considerthe many-body systemin Cartesiancoordinatesin momentum
and position space.In what follows we will considerorthogonaltransformationsin
configurationspaceonly; momentawill besubjectto thesametransformation.

In a Cartesiancoordinatesystemeachelementg � 	 andeachpermutationP � g can
berepresentedby anorthogonalmatrix Mg andPg of dimensionNd. It is clearthatthe
productsMgPT

g form a matrix group � that actsonto positionandmomentumspace,
respectively. The constructionof the coordinatesystemis now straightforward.Every
vector �p and �q maybeexpandedin basisvectorsof theirreduciblerepresentations(IRs)
of � by meansof projectors[17].

Πν � ∑
g ��� χ  ν !g MgPT

g � (2)

Hereχ  ν !g denotesthecharacterof g in theν’ th IR. TheprojectionontotheidenticalIR
definestheinvariantmanifold.Notethattheidenticalrepresentationis one-dimensional
while the invariantmanifoldsof interesttypically have higherdimensionality. We can
find independentvectorson the manifold by projectingfrom differentvectors,but in
practicethe constructionof the independentvectorsseemsto be unproblematicaswe
shallseein theexample.

ZICKENDRAHT’S COORDINATES AND INVARIANT
MANIFOLDS

About thirty yearsagoZickendraht[16] introduceda set of collective coordinatesto
describenuclearvibrationsandrotations,aswell astheir couplingwith singleparticle
motion. We shall comparethesecoordinatescorrespondto the oneswe introducedin



theprevioussections.On onehandthis will allow to identify certainvibrationalmodes
of a many-body systemwith invariantmanifolds.On the otherhandwe shall seethat
ourprocedureproposescollectivemovementsthatarenotof thetypedescribedeasilyin
Zickendraht’scoordinates.

Following Zickendraht[16] wewrite thecoordinates�r i of theith particlein thecenter
of masssystemas �r i � si1 �y1 " si2 �y2 " si3 �y3 � i � 1 ��������� N (3)

wherethe �yi spantheinertiaellipsoidandsik arecalledsingle-particlecoordinates.The
newly introducedcoordinates�yi andsi j arenot independent.Theconstraintsare �yi # �y j �
yiy jδi j � i � j � 1 � 2 � 3; ∑N

i $ 0si j � 0 � j � 1 � 2 � 3, and∑N
i $ 0si j sik � δ jk � j � k � 1 � 2 � 3.

Thefirst six equationsensuretheorthogonalityandnormalizationof theprincipalaxis
of the inertia ellipsoid whereasthe next threeequationsfix the origin at the centerof
masssystem.The last six equationsare orthogonalityrelationsof the single-particle
coordinates.In the centerof masssystem,onemay thereforecharacterizethe N-body
systemby its inertia ellipsoid (e.g. threeEuler anglesof the principle axis and three
momentsof inertia) and3N % 9 singleparticlecoordinates.The momentsof inertia Ii
arerelatedto thecoordinatesyi by

I1 � m� y2
2 " y2

3 �� I2 � m� y2
1 " y2

3 �� I3 � m� y2
1 " y2

2 �� (4)

wherem denotesthemassof theparticles.
It is interestingto determinethoseconfigurations,wherethe motion of the many-

body systemmay be describedin termsof the collective coordinatesyi only. While
suchmotion would be restrictedto someinvariantmanifold in phasespaceit would
not obviously beoneof thosedefinedby eq.(1). We mayhowever determineinvariant
manifolds(1) suchthatthemotionon themanifoldchangesonly theinertiaellipsoidof
thesystemandhencemaybedescribedentirelyby Zickendraht’scollectivecoordinates
yi . Two necessaryconditionsdefinethis situation.First, the numberof coordinateson
suchinvariantmanifoldsmay not exceedsix. Second,every motion on suchinvariant
manifoldshasto changetheinertiaellipsoidof themany-bodysystem.

For simplicity let usstartwith theasystemof four particlesin two spatialdimensions
andtheinvariantmanifolddisplayedin Fig. 1, i.e.�r1 � &

x
y ' � �r2 � &

x% y ' � �r3 � & % x% y ' � �r4 � & % x
y ' �

andthemomentaarechosenby replacingx ( px � y ( py. Computationof themoments
of inertiayield thecollectiveZickendrahtcoordinatesy1 � 2x, y2 � 2y. On theinvariant
manifold the remainingcoordinatesare given by s11 � s12 � s21 �)% s22 �*% s31 �% s32 �+% s41 � s42 � 1, 2. This shows that every motion on the invariant manifold
changesthe momentsof inertia only andthereforedecouplesfrom the single-particle
motion.

Considernext theexampleof aneight-bodysystemin threedimensions.Let

�r1 � -. x
y
z

/0 � �r2 � -. % y
x
z

/0 � �r3 � -. % x% y
z

/0 � �r4 � -. y% x
z

/0 � �r41 i ���r i � z 23% z (5)



denotea configurationrestrictedto the invariantmanifold displayedin Fig. 2 (a) with
C4h symmetry. (Themomentaarechosenby replacingx ( px � y ( py � z ( pz in eq.(5).)
The momentsof inertia are I1 � I2 � 4m� x2 " y2  " 8mz2 � I3 � 8m� x2 " y2  andyield
collective coordinates(4) y2

1 � y2
2 � 4 � x2 " y2 �� y2

3 � 8z2. Sincethe inertia ellipsoid is
symmetricwehave freedomin thechoiceof two of its principleaxis.Using

�y1 � 2 -. x
y
0

/0 � �y2 � 2 -. % y
x
0

/0 � �y3 �54 8 -. 0
0
z

/0 �
one obtainsconstantsingle-particlescoordinatess11 �6% s31 � s51 �6% s71 � s22 �% s42 � s62 �7% s82 � 1, 2 � s13 � s23 � s33 � s43 �5% s53 �5% s63 �5% s73 �7% s83 � 1, 4 8
for the motion on the invariantmanifold. Thus,on the invariantmanifold the single-
particlemotiondecouplesfrom thecollectiveone.Similarresultsholdfor thesix particle
configurationdisplayedin Fig. 2.

It is alsoinstructiveto consideramorecomplex situation.Theconfiguration

�r1 � -. x
y
z

/0 � �r2 � -. % y
x
z

/0 � �r3 � -. % x% y
z

/0 � �r4 � -. y% x
z

/0 �
�r5 � -. x% y% z

/0 � �r6 � -. y
x% z

/0 � �r7 � -. % x
y% z

/0 � �r8 � -. % y% x% z

/0 �
displaysD4 symmetryanddiffers from configuration(5) by a shearingmotion. Like
in the previous example,the momentsof inertia aregivenby I1 � I2 � 4m� x2 " y2  "
8mz2 � I3 � 8m� x2 " y2  andtheellipsoidof inertia is symmetric.However, no choiceof
theprincipalaxisallows to fulfill eqs.(3) with constantsingle-particlecoordinatessi j .
Therefore,single-particledegreesof freedomdependon collective degreesof freedom
andadecouplingdoesnotexist usingZickendraht’scoordinatesystem.However, decou-
pling is achievedif we usetheprojector(2) andfind coordinateson theinvariantmani-
fold andperpendicularto it. Thecollectivemotiondoesnot correspondto vibrationsor
rotationsof theinertiaellipsoidonly. Thesefindingsareinterestinge.g.in relationwith
with the magneticdipole modein nuclei [15] sincethis type of collective behavior is
associatedwith ashearingmotion.

A SIMPLE ILLUSTRATION

Let usconsidera systemof four particlesin two dimensionswith quarticone-andtwo-
body interactions.The invariant manifold of Fig. 1 is definedas thosepoints which
are invariant under � �)8 E � σxP 12!  34! � σyP 14!  23! � C2P 13!  24!:9 . Here E denotesthe
identity, P a permutationof particlesasindicated,σ a reflectionat the axis indicated,
andC2 a rotationaboutπ. Thus, � � C2v with four IRs labeledby ν � A1 � B1 � A2 � B2
[17]. Let �q �*� x1 � x2 � x3 � x4 � y1 � y2 � y3 � y4  denotea coordinatevector in position space



(xi � yi denotethecoordinatesof the i’ th particle).Wehave

E �q � � x1 � x2 � x3 � x4 � y1 � y2 � y3 � y4 ��
σxP 12!  34! �q � � x2 � x1 � x4 � x3 ��% y2 ��% y1 ��% y4 ��% y3 
C2P 13!  24! �q � ��% x3 �:% x4 ��% x1 ��% x2 �:% y3 ��% y4 ��% y1 ��% y2 
σyP 14!  23! �q � ��% x4 �:% x3 ��% x2 ��% x1 � y4 � y3 � y2 � y1 ��

From the charactertableof C2v [17] and the projectors(2) oneobtainsthe following
basisvectorscorrespondingto theIR labeledby

A1 : e;1 ��� 1 � 1 ��% 1 ��% 1 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 0�, 2 � e;2 ��� 0 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 1 ��% 1 ��% 1 � 1�, 2 �
B1 : e;3 ��� 1 � 1 � 1 � 1 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 0�, 2 � e;4 ��� 0 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 1 ��% 1 � 1 ��% 1�, 2 �
A2 : e;5 ��� 1 ��% 1 �:% 1 � 1 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 0�, 2 � e;6 ��� 0 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 1 � 1 ��% 1 ��% 1�, 2 �
B2 : e;7 ��� 1 ��% 1 � 1 ��% 1 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 0�, 2 � e;8 ��� 0 � 0 � 0 � 0 � 1 � 1 � 1 � 1�, 2 �

Thevectorsassociatedwith theidenticalIR A1 spanthetwo-dimensionalinvariantman-
ifold andthevectorsassociatedwith theIRs B1 � A2 � B2 spanthetransversedirections.

Having specifiedtheinvariantmanifoldandappropriatecoordinateswenow consider
theinteractingfour-bodysystemwith theHamiltonian

H � 4

∑
i $ 1 < � p2

xi " p2
yi
:, 2 " 16� x2

i " y2
i  2 = % ∑

i > j ? � xi % x j  2 " � yi % y j  2 @ 2 � (6)

The stability of the invariantmanifold definedabove hasbeenstudiedby computing
the full phasespacemonodromymatrix of several periodic orbits that are inside the
invariantmanifold[13]. It wasfoundthatseveralorbitsarelinearly stablein transverse
directionsor possessrathersmalltransversestabilityexponents,while themotioninside
themanifoldis stronglychaotic.

Let us investigatethe decayof collective motion in the correspondingquantum
system.To this purposewe considerthe time evolution of a Gaussianwave packet
Ψ � r � t  that initially is localizedon the invariantmanifold. The autocorrelationfunc-
tion C � t A�CB Ψ � t � 0EDΨ � t :F is computedin semiclassicalapproximation.Within the
manifoldwe usedHeller’s cellulardynamics[18] which takesinto accountthenonlin-
earityof theclassicalmotion.In thetransversedirectionthetime–propagationwasdone
usinglinearizeddynamicsonly. This approximationneglectsany recurrencesfrom the
transversedirectionsand implies a permanentflux of probability out of the manifold
andits vicinity. On the time scalesconsideredhere,the linearizationis justified since
the classicalreturnprobability to the manifold of transverselyescapingtrajectoriesis
negligible. It is alsoimportantto notethat thelossof probability insidethemanifold is
not severesincethetransversestabilityexponentsarenot too large.

We launchwave packetsalongperiodicor aperiodicorbits lying within the invariant
manifold and considertheir revival as measuredby the autocorrelationfunction. To
achieve shorterrecurrencetimestheinitial packet wassymmetrizedwith respectto the
reflectionsymmetryof thesystemwithin theinvariantmanifold.

We propagatesuchwave packets for the invariant manifold. For not too unstable
periodicorbits we expecta fairly strongrevival after oneperiod,known asthe linear



revival [18]. As an example,we show in Fig. 3 the real part of the autocorrelation
function,calculatedfor a wave packet on a periodicorbit. We indeedfind stronglinear
revival.However, at largertimeswefind randomlyscatteredstrongrevivals.Therevival
correspondingto twicetheperiodis notdominant.Thisimpliesthatasignificantfraction
of the original amplituderemainsnearthe invariantmanifold,andthat this fact is not
relatedto the periodicorbit we startedon. Revivals calculatedfor packets startedon
aperiodicorbits show similar featuresexcept for the obvious absenceof the linear
revival.
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FIGURE 3. AutocorrelationfunctionC H t I of a symmetrizedwave packet launchedon a periodicorbit
with periodT insidetheweaklyunstablemanifold.In additionto thelinearrevival aroundt J T

2 , astrong
nonlinearrevival is seenfor largertimes.

Thus,wavepacketsmayhaveunusuallylong life timesoncertaininvariantmanifolds
characterizedby small classicaltransverseinstabilities.This is a quantumand not a
classicalphenomenonandconstitutesanextensionof theconceptof ascar[19].

SUMMARY

Low-dimensionalinvariantmanifoldsarepartof thephasespacefor interactingmany-
body systemswith permutationandrotationsymmetry. We presentedcoordinatesthat
arenaturallyadaptedto aninvariantmanifold.Thereareseveralconfigurationsof few-
bodysystems,wherethemotionon theinvariantmanifoldcorrespondsto a vibrationor
rotationandmaybe describedin termsof Zickendraht’s coordinates,but differs when
thecollective motiongoesbeyond that.Theseresultsareindependentof thedetailsof
the Hamiltonianof the N-body system,andareentirely determinedby rotationaland
permutationalsymmetry.

The importanceof a given invariant manifold dependson its stability for motion
that is closeto themanifold.Therearefew-bodysystemswith invariantmanifoldsthat
have vanishing[10, 12] or small [13] instability exponentsin transversaldirections.



ExamplesincludecollinearHelium [10], a chaotic,self-boundthree-bodysystem[12]
andafour-bodysystemswith anharmonicinteractions[13]. In thesesystemsonefindsan
enhancementin wavefunctionamplitudecloseto thecorrespondinginvariantmanifolds,
or largerevival probabilitiesfor wave packetsthatarelaunchedon suchmanifolds.For
low level densitiesthe strongrevival can result in individual, strongly scarredstates
which shouldbeidentifiedwith low-lying collective states.For high level densitiesthe
strengthof thesemodeswill bedividedamongmany individualstatesthusgiving riseto
intermediatestructure.
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