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Abstract. Collective modesof interactingmary-body systemsanbe relatedto motion on classi-
cally invariantmanifolds.We introducesuitablecoordinatesystemsThesecoordinatesare Carte-
sianin position and momentumspace.They are collective since seseral componentss/anishfor
motion on the invariantmanifold. We make a connectionto Zickendrahts collective coordinates
andalsoobtainshearmodes.The importanceof collective configurationgdependsn the stability
of the manifold. We presentain exampleof quantumcollective motionon the manifold.

INTRODUCTION

Interactingmary-body systemssuch as atomic nuclei display regular and collective
motion aswell ascomplex and chaoticbehaior. The interplay of chaoticmotion and
collective behaior is of particularinterestandhasbeenstudiedfor mary years.Several
authorshave investigatedmodels which exhibit chaotic single-particledynamicsin
slowly oscillating mean-fieldpotentials[1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. While thesemodelsmay
yield dampingandequilibrationof the collectve mode,they neglectthe residualtwo-
bodyinteractionFor thespeciakaseof attractve, billiard-lik etwo-bodyinteractionghe
mary-bodyaspect®f collective motioncanbestudiedwithin theframework of classical
dynamicqd8].

Herewe presentinalternatve andmoregeneralapproactio the problem.lt is based
on the obsenation that ary rotationally invariantsystemof identicalinteractingparti-
clespossesselww dimensionalnvariantmanifoldsin phasespace9]. On suchmani-
folds, theclassicaimotiondisplayslargely collective behaior anddecouplegrom more
comple single-particleoehaior. Theimportanceof a giveninvariantmanifolddepends
crucially on its stability properties.If the manifold underconsideratioris suficiently
stablein trans\ersedirections the quantumsystemmay exhibit wave function scarring
[10, 11, 12] or displaya strongrevival for wave-pacletslocalizedto the vicinity of the
manifold[13]. Thesefindingsmaybe directly associatedavith the slow decayof collec-
tive motiondespiteof the couplingbetweercollective andsingle-particlemotion.

Suitably adaptedcoordinatesfor motion on the invariant manifold separatesingle-
particle motion from the collectve motion on the manifold [14]. For sometypes of
collective motion,theadaptedtoordinatesanberelatedto collective coordinatesntro-
ducedby Zickendrahf16] aboutthirty yearsago.However, the naturalcoordinategor
invariantmanifoldsarecapableof morecomplicatedcollective motionsuchasshearing



modeq15].

This contribution is divided as follows. First, we define invariant manifoldsin in-
teractingmary-body systemsand introducesuitablecoordinatesSecond,we make a
connectionwith the ZickendrahtcoordinatesThird, we presentan exampleand shawv
thatquantumcollective motiondecaysslowly closeto invariantmanifoldswhich arenot
toounstableFinally we give a summary

INVARIANT MANIFOLDSAND ADAPTED COORDINATES

Considerrotationallyinvariantsystemsof N identicalparticlesin d spatialdimensions
(d = 2 or d = 3). The Hamiltonianis invariantunderboth, the action of the rotation
groupO(d) andthegroupof permutationsSy. Onemaynow take afinite subgroupg C
O(d) with elementgy andproperlychoserpermutationd?(g) suchthat

gp_l(g)(p‘aq):(p‘aq% VQG g pE(plavad)aqE(qlaqud) (1)

for points (p,d) on someinvariantsubmanifoldin phasespace.On sucha manifold,
the actionof therotationsg C G canbe canceledy permutationsThesepermutations
clearlyform asubgrougsomorphicto G.

Fig. 1 shavs a configurationof four particlesin two spatialdimensionghat corre-
sponddo a pointon aninvariantmanifold. The operation®f elementgrom thediscrete
symmetrygroup G = Cy, canbe undoneby suitablepermutationsThis leadsto a col-
lective motionwith two degreesof freedomwhich will be shavn to bevibrations.
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FIGURE 1. Collective configurationon invariantmanifold. Positionsareindicatedby filled circlesand
momentaby arrows.

Fig. 2 shaws two spatialconfigurationsof eight (2a) and six (2b) particles,respec-
tively which displaya D4, symmetry|f initial momentadisplaythe samesymmetrythe
motion on the invariantmanifold will have two degreesof freedom.For eight particles
theradii of thetwo circleswill oscillatesynchronouslyandthetwo circleswill vibrate
againsteachother For the six particleswe will have a vibration of the radiusof the
circle andof the two particlesalongthe vertical axis. We may chooseinitial momenta
to reducethe symmetrygroupto C4, whichwill allow rotationsaroundthe vertical axis
andthusaddanadditionaldegreeof freedom.For eightparticleswe couldalternatvely
choosenitial conditionsthatarelimited to a D4 symmetry Besideshe vibrationsdis-
cussedabove this allows for a shearingmotion of the two circlesthusyielding again
threedegreesof freedom.Furtherreductionsof symmetrywill yield differentinvariant



manifoldswith varying degreesof freedom.We will seethis exemplified by explicit
constructiorof coordinates.
®
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FIGURE 2. Configurationsof eight (a) or six (b) particlesin three dimensionsthat correspondo
invariantmanifolds.Positionsareindicatedby filled circles.

We may usethe definition (1) directly for the constructionof coordinatesystems
wherenon collective coordinatesanishfor motion on the invariantmanifold. For this
purposewe considerthe mary-body systemin Cartesiancoordinatesn momentum
and position space.In what follows we will considerorthogonaltransformationsn
configurationspaceonly; momentawill besubjectto the sametransformation.

In a Cartesiarcoordinatesystemeachelementy € G andeachpermutatiorP(g) can
berepresentethy anorthogonalmatrix Mg andPg of dimensionNd. It is clearthatthe
productsM gPT form a matrix group # that actsonto positionand momentumspace,
respectrely. The constructionof the coordinatesystemis now straightforvard. Every
vectorp andg maybeexpandedn basisvectorsof theirreduciblerepresentation@Rs)
of H by meansof projectorq17].
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Herexg’) denoteghe characteof g in thev’th IR. The projectionontotheidentical IR
definegheinvariantmanifold. Notethattheidenticalrepresentatiois one-dimensional
while the invariantmanifoldsof interesttypically have higherdimensionality We can
find independent/ectorson the manifold by projectingfrom differentvectors,but in
practicethe constructionof the independentectorsseemgo be unproblematicaswe
shallseein theexample.

ZICKENDRAHT’S COORDINATES AND INVARIANT
MANIFOLDS

About thirty yearsago Zickendraht[16] introduceda setof collective coordinateso
describenuclearvibrationsandrotations,aswell astheir couplingwith single particle
motion. We shall comparethesecoordinatescorrespondo the oneswe introducedin



the previous sectionsOn onehandthis will allow to identify certainvibrationalmodes
of a mary-body systemwith invariantmanifolds.On the otherhandwe shall seethat
our procedurgroposegollective movementghatarenot of thetypedescribedeasilyin
Zickendrahts coordinates.
Following Zickendrah{16] we write thecoordinates; of theit" particlein thecenter
of masssystemas
li=sS1Yi+S2¥>+S3y3, i=1,...,N (3)

wherethey; spantheinertiaellipsoidandsy arecalledsingle-particlecoordinatesThe
newly introducedcoordinateg; ands;j arenotindependentTheconstraintsrey, - ¥j =
viyidij, 1,i=2123;3N0s;=0, j=123,andy] sjsk=2%k J k=123
Thefirst six equationensurethe orthogonalityandnormalizationof the principal axis
of the inertia ellipsoid whereaghe next threeequationdix the origin at the centerof
masssystem.The last six equationsare orthogonalityrelationsof the single-particle
coordinatesin the centerof masssystem,one may thereforecharacterizéhe N-body
systemby its inertia ellipsoid (e.g. three Euler anglesof the principle axis andthree
momentsof inertia) and 3N — 9 single particle coordinatesThe momentsof inertia l;
arerelatedto the coordinateg; by

li=m(3+y3), la=myj+y3), ls=myz+y3), (4)

wherem denotegshe massof theparticles.

It is interestingto determinethoseconfigurationswherethe motion of the mary-
body systemmay be describedin termsof the collective coordinatesy; only. While
suchmotion would be restrictedto someinvariant manifold in phasespaceit would
not obviously be oneof thosedefinedby eq.(1). We may however determinanvariant
manifolds(1) suchthatthe motionon the manifold change®nly theinertiaellipsoid of
the systemandhencemaybedescribedentirelyby Zickendrahts collective coordinates
yi. Two necessargonditionsdefinethis situation.First, the numberof coordinateson
suchinvariantmanifoldsmay not exceedsix. Second gvery motion on suchinvariant
manifoldshasto changetheinertiaellipsoid of the mary-bodysystem.

For simplicity let usstartwith thea systemof four particlesin two spatialdimensions
andtheinvariantmanifolddisplayedn Fig. 1, i.e.

e fi] e (5] e (3] e[

andthemomenteaarechoserby replacingx — px,y — py. Computatiorof themoments
of inertiayield thecollective Zickendrahicoordinatey; = 2x, y» = 2y. Ontheinvariant
manifold the remainingcoordinatesare given by S11 = Si12 = 1= —S2 = —S31 =
—S32 = —41 = 42 = 1/2. This shows that every motion on the invariant manifold
changeghe momentsof inertia only andthereforedecouplesrom the single-particle
motion.

Considemext the exampleof aneight-bodysystemin threedimensionsLet

X —y —X y
fi=|y|, To=| X |, Ta=| =y |, Ta=| X |, Tayi=Ti(z>-2) (5
z z z z



denotea configurationrestrictedto the invariantmanifold displayedin Fig. 2 (a) with
Can symmetry (Themomentaarechoserby replacingk — px,y — py,Z— pzin eq.(5).)
The momentsof inertiaarel; = I2 = 4m(x? +y2 +8mZ, I3 = 8m(x* 4+ y?) andyield
collective coordinateg4) y2 = y2 = x2-|—y2 ),y5 = 822. Sincethe inertia ellipsoid is
symmetricwe have freedomin the choiceof two of its principle axis.Using

X -y 0
V1:2 Yy |, 72:2 X ; V3:\/§ 0 ;
0 0 Z

one obtains constantsingle-particlescoordinatess;; = —S31 = Ss1 = —S71 = Sp2 =
—Sa2=Se2=—S82=1/2,513= 3 =Se3 =3 = —S53= —Se3= —Sr3= —Sea = 1/1/8
for the motion on the invariantmanifold. Thus, on the invariantmanifold the single-
particlemotiondecouplesrom thecollective one.Similarresultsholdfor thesix particle
configurationdisplayedn Fig. 2.

It is alsoinstructive to considera morecomplex situation.The configuration

X -y —X y
F’1 — Y1, r2 = X 3 F’3 = -y ’ I_”4 - —X ’
VA Z Z VA
X y —X -y
F’5 - -y ’ ?6 - X ’ r7 - y ’ ?8 - —X ’
—Z —Z —Z —Z

displaysD4 symmetryand differs from configuration(5) by a shearingmotion. Like
in the previous example the momentsof inertiaaregivenby 1 = I, = 4m(x® +y?) +
8mZ, 13 = 8m(x? +y?) andthe ellipsoid of inertiais symmetric.However, no choiceof
the principal axis allows to fulfill egs.(3) with constantsingle-particlecoordinates ;.
Therefore single-particledegreesof freedomdependon collective degreesof freedom
andadecouplingdoesnotexist usingZickendrahts coordinatesystemHowever, decou-
pling is achieredif we usethe projector(2) andfind coordinatesn the invariantmani-
fold andperpendiculato it. The collective motion doesnot correspondo vibrationsor
rotationsof theinertiaellipsoid only. Thesefindingsareinterestinge.g.in relationwith
with the magneticdipole modein nuclei[15] sincethis type of collective behaior is
associatedavith a shearingmotion.

A SSIMPLE ILLUSTRATION

Let usconsidera systemof four particlesin two dimensionswith quarticone-andtwo-
body interactions.The invariant manifold of Fig. 1 is definedas thosepoints which
are invariantunder 4 = {E, 0xP(12)(34), OyP(14)(23, C2P(13)(24)}- Here E denotesthe
identity, P a permutationof particlesasindicated,o a reflectionat the axis indicated,
andC; a rotationabouttt Thus, # = Cy, with four IRs labeledby v = A1,B1,A2, B>
[17]. Let § = (x1,X2,X3,Xa,Y1,Y2,Y3,Y4) denotea coordinatevectorin position space



(Xi,yi denotethe coordinate®f thei’th particle).We have

EG = (X1,%2,X3,X4,¥1,¥2,Y3,Y4),
0xP1239d = (X2, X1, X4a,%3, —Y2, —Y1, —Ya,—Y3)
CoPag20 = (—X3,—X4,—X1, —X2, Y3, —Ya, —Y1,—Y2)
OyP14)230 = (—X4,—X3, —X2,—X1,¥4,¥3,Y2,Y1)-

From the charactettable of Cy, [17] andthe projectors(2) one obtainsthe following
basisvectorscorrespondingo the IR labeledby

A ¢ =(1,1,-1,-1,0,0,0,0)/2, €& =(0,0,0,0,1,—1,—1,1)/2,
By : & =(1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0)/2, €, =(0,0,0,0,1,—1,1,—1)/2,
A & =(1,-1,-1,1,0,0,0,0)/2, € =(0,0,0,0,1,1,—1,—1)/2,
By & =(1,-1,1,-1,0,0,0,0)/2, €= (0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1)/2.

Thevectorsassociateavith theidenticallR A; spanthetwo-dimensionainvariantman-
ifold andthevectorsassociateavith thelRs By, Ay, B> spanthetrans\ersedirections.

Having specifiedheinvariantmanifoldandappropriatecoordinatesve now consider
theinteractingfour-body systemwith the Hamiltonian

4

H= Zl((pi +53)/2+160¢ +y2)%) = 3 [ —x)+ (i—y)?". (6)

i= i<]

The stability of the invariant manifold definedabove hasbeenstudiedby computing
the full phasespacemonodromymatrix of several periodic orbits that are inside the
invariantmanifold [13]. It wasfoundthatseveralorbitsarelinearly stablein trans\erse
directionsor possessathersmalltrans\ersestability exponentsyhile themotioninside
themanifoldis stronglychaotic.

Let us investigatethe decay of collective motion in the correspondingquantum
system.To this purposewe considerthe time evolution of a Gaussianwave paclet
W(r,t) thatinitially is localizedon the invariant manifold. The autocorrelatiorfunc-
tion C(t) = (W(t = 0)|W(t)) is computedin semiclassicabpproximation.Within the
manifold we usedHeller’s cellular dynamics[18] which takesinto accountthe nonlin-
earityof theclassicaimotion.In thetrans\ersedirectionthetime—propagatiomasdone
usinglinearizeddynamicsonly. This approximatiomeglectsary recurrence$rom the
trans\ersedirectionsand implies a permanenflux of probability out of the manifold
andits vicinity. On the time scalesconsiderechere,the linearizationis justified since
the classicalreturn probability to the manifold of trans\erselyescapingrajectoriesis
negligible. It is alsoimportantto notethatthe lossof probabilityinsidethe manifoldis
not severesincethetrans\ersestability exponentsarenottoo large.

We launchwave pacletsalongperiodicor aperiodicorbits lying within the invariant
manifold and considertheir revival as measureddy the autocorrelatiorfunction. To
achieve shorterrecurrencdimestheinitial packetwassymmetrizedvith respecto the
reflectionsymmetryof the systemwithin theinvariantmanifold.

We propagatesuchwave paclets for the invariant manifold. For not too unstable
periodic orbits we expecta fairly strongrevival after one period,known asthe linear



revival [18]. As an example,we showv in Fig. 3 the real part of the autocorrelation
function, calculatedfor a wave paclet on a periodicorbit. We indeedfind stronglinear
revival. However, atlargertimeswe find randomlyscatteredtrongrevivals. Therevival
correspondindo twice theperiodis notdominant.Thisimpliesthatasignificantfraction
of the original amplituderemainsnearthe invariantmanifold, andthat this factis not
relatedto the periodic orbit we startedon. Revivals calculatedfor paclets startedon
aperiodicorbits shav similar featuresexcept for the obvious absenceof the linear
revival.
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FIGURE 3. AutocorrelationfunctionC(t) of a symmetrizedvave paclketlaunchedon a periodicorbit
with periodT insidetheweaklyunstablamanifold.In additionto thelinearrevival aroundt = % astrong
nonlinearrevival is seenfor largertimes.

Thus,wave paclketsmayhave unusuallylong life timeson certaininvariantmanifolds
characterizedy small classicaltrans\erseinstabilities. This is a quantumand not a
classicaphenomenomndconstitutesan extensionof the conceptof ascar[19].

SUMMARY

Low-dimensionalinvariantmanifoldsare part of the phasespacefor interactingmary-
body systemswith permutationand rotation symmetry We presentedoordinateghat
arenaturallyadaptedo aninvariantmanifold. Therearesereral configurationof few-
bodysystemswherethe motionontheinvariantmanifold correspondso a vibrationor
rotationand may be describedn termsof Zickendrahts coordinatesbput differs when
the collective motion goesbeyond that. Theseresultsareindependenbf the detailsof
the Hamiltonianof the N-body system,and are entirely determinedoy rotationaland
permutationabymmetry

The importanceof a given invariant manifold dependson its stability for motion
thatis closeto the manifold. Therearefew-body systemswith invariantmanifoldsthat
have vanishing[10, 12] or small [13] instability exponentsin trans\ersaldirections.



ExamplesncludecollinearHelium [10], a chaotic,self-boundthree-bodysystem[12]
andafour-bodysystemsvith anharmonignteractiong13]. In thesesystem®nefindsan
enhancemenn wave functionamplitudecloseto thecorrespondingnvariantmanifolds,
or large revival probabilitiesfor wave pacletsthatarelaunchedon suchmanifolds.For
low level densitiesthe strongrevival canresultin individual, strongly scarredstates
which shouldbeidentifiedwith low-lying collective statesFor high level densitieshe
strengthof thesemodeswill bedividedamongmary individual stateghusgiving riseto
intermediatestructure.
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