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The minimum weight states of the Lipkin model consisting of n single-particle levels and obeying
the SU (n) algebra are investigated systematically. The basic idea is to use the SU(2) algebra,
which is independent of the SU (n) algebra. This idea has already been presented by the present
authors in the case of the conventional Lipkin model consisting of two single-particle levels and
obeying the SU (2) algebra. Ifthis idea is followed, the minimum weight states are determined for
any fermion number appropriately occupying n single-particle levels. Naturally, the conventional
minimum weight state is included: all fermions occupy energetically the lowest single-particle
level in the absence of interaction. The cases n = 2, 3, 4, and 5 are discussed in some detail.

Subject Index D50

1. Introduction

In 1965, in the early stages of the study of nuclear many-body theories, Lipkin, Meshkov, and
Glick proposed a schematic model for understanding the microscopic structure of nuclear collective
vibration [1]. Hereafter, we will call it the Lipkin model. Naturally, it was an up-to-date problem in
those days. The Lipkin model treats many-fermion systems consisting of two single-particle levels
with the same degeneracy as each other. In this paper, the degeneracy is denoted as 22, which is
a positive even number. For this model, we can construct the SU(2) algebra in terms of certain
bilinear forms in single-particle fermion operators under the condition that the total fermion number
operator commutes with the SU (2) generators. The Hamiltonian adopted in this model is expressed
as a function of these SU (2) generators. Concerning the total fermion number N, the simplest case
may be the following: In the absence of interaction, all fermions fully occupy an energetically lower
single-particle level, i.e., N = 2. Following the review article by Klein and Marshalek [2], we call
this case a “closed-shell” system. Conventionally, only this case has been investigated. With the aid
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of this model, we are able to obtain a schematic understanding of collective vibrational states of the
“closed-shell” system in terms of superposition of particle—hole pair excitations. In this case, it is
easy to define the particle and the hole operators.

As a natural generalization of the Lipkin model, Li, Klein, and Dreizler [3] and Meshkov [4]
first investigated the model consisting of three single-particle levels. Needless to say, this model is
treated in the frame of the SU (3) algebra. Further, the generalization to the case of n single-particle
levels was performed mainly by Okubo [5] and Klein [6]. The degeneracy of each level is also equal
to 2€2. The mathematical framework in this case is given by the SU (n) algebra with the condition
that the total fermion number operator commutes with the SU (n) generators. Needless to say, the
Hamiltonian should be expressed as a function of the SU (n) generators. Hereafter, we will call it the
SU (n) Lipkin model. Including the case n > 3, also only the “closed-shell” system, i.e., N = 2€,
has been investigated.

We guess that there exist two reasons why only the case N = 2Q2 has been investigated. One of
the reasons may be the following: The Lipkin model aims at describing the particle—hole pair type
collective vibration and its ideal form may be expected to be realized in this case; it may thus not
be necessary to investigate any case except for the “closed-shell” system. The second is related to
the minimum weight state. The Lipkin model is a kind of algebraic model. Therefore, in order to
complete the description of the model, the first task is to determine the minimum weight states.
The “closed-shell” system corresponds to the simplest minimum weight state, which enables us to
formulate various results of the Lipkin model quite easily. However, in the case of the SU (2) Lipkin
model, recently, the present authors proposed an idea [7]. Under this idea, the minimum weight
states can be determined in the concrete form for the case of any fermion number. The prototype new
boson realization of the SU (2) algebra in the Lipkin model used in [7] can be found in [8]. This idea
suggests that we may know the concrete forms of the minimum weight states of the SU (n) Lipkin
model for any fermion number. This problem will be discussed in this paper (I). However, even if
the minimum weight state can be determined, we still have a problem to be solved. In the SU(2)
Lipkin model, the orthogonal set built on a chosen minimum weight state can easily be obtained by
operating the raising operator successively on the minimum weight state. In the case of the SU (n)
Lipkin model, formally, there exist too many generators which play a role similar to that of the raising
operator in the SU (2) Lipkin model. Therefore, in order to make the SU (n) Lipkin model workable,
we must present any idea for the operators, the role of which is similar to that of the SU (2) Lipkin
model, i.e., the raising operator. This problem will be discussed in the next paper (II).

The main aim of this paper is to present concrete forms of the minimum weight states for any
fermion number in the SU (n) Lipkin model, including the “closed-shell” system. The preliminary
argument was performed in the recent paper by the present authors for the SU (2) Lipkin model [7].
In this argument, a certain SU (2) algebra which is independent of the SU (2) algebra in the Lipkin
model plays a central role. We called it the auxiliary SU (2) algebra. The orthogonal sets obtained
under this algebra give us the minimum weight states of the SU(2) Lipkin model. We extend this
idea to the SU (n) Lipkin model. The condition that the auxiliary SU(2) algebra is independent of
the SU (n) algebra in the Lipkin model is formulated in the commutation relation

[ any auxiliary SU (2) generator , any SU (n) generator in the Lipkin model ] = 0.  (1.1)

To construct this auxiliary algebra, the raising operator in the SU(2) algebra can be expressed
in a certain form with the nth degree for the fermion creation operators and the Clifford numbers,
unfamiliar to nuclear theory. The minimum weight states of the SU (n) Lipkin model are given in terms
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of the orthogonal sets of the auxiliary SU (2) algebra. In this paper, the terminology of the “closed-
shell” system was used for the case in which, in the absence of interaction, all fermions occupy
fully energetically the lowest single-particle level, i.e., N = 2. However, in order to formulate
the “closed-shell” system rigorously, not only the condition N = 22 but also other conditions are
necessary, for example, in the case of the SU (2) Lipkin model, s = €2 (s: the magnitude of the SU (2)
spin for this model).

Recently, the excited state quantum phase transitions have drawn the attention in the field of nuclear
many-body problems [9]. In particular, the Lipkin model is one of the important solvable models to
understand the quantum phase transitions [10]. To give a possible framework of the SU (n) Lipkin
model may also be useful in order to investigate the physics of the excited state quantum phase
transitions.

In next section, the SU (n) Lipkin model is recapitulated and the condition governing the minimum
weight states is given. In Sect. 3, the SU (2) algebra auxiliary to the SU (n) Lipkin model is formulated
under the condition that any of the SU (2) generators commutes with any of the SU (n) generators.
The three generators are expressed as functions of single-particle fermion operators. To obtain the
expressions, the Clifford number may be necessary. In Sect. 4, formal aspects of the minimum weight
states of the SU (2) and SU (3) Lipkin models are discussed. Section 5 is devoted to presenting the
general forms of the minimum weight states concretely in the case of the SU (n) Lipkin model.
Finally, in Sect. 6, the minimum weight states for the SU (n) Lipkin model in the cases n = 2, 3, 4,
and 5 are given in a form slightly different from that presented in Sect. 5, which will be useful for
the discussion in (II).

2. The SU(n) algebra in the Lipkin model

The many-fermion model discussed in this paper consists of  single-particle levels, the degeneracies
of which are equal to 22 = 2j + 1 (j; half-integer). The single-particle states are specified by the
quantum numbers (p,jm). Here, p and m are given by p = 0,1,2,...,n — 1l and m = —j,—j +
1,...,j —1,j, respectively. Hereafter, we omit the quantum number j. Following the orderp = 0 <
p=1<--- <p=n—1,the levels becomes higher. The level p = 0 is the lowest. The fermion
operators are denoted by (¢ m, E;,m) and, then, the total fermion number operator N (n) for the case
n can be expressed as

n—1 Jj
Ny =Y "> & epm 2.1

p=0m=—j

With the use of the above fermion operators, we can define the following operators for p,q =
L,2,...,n—1:

Py =Y & lom  Spm) =Y & ulpum (Sp(m* = SP(n)), (2.2a)
2 = S & gm — g Y o <§g (n)* = §§(n)). (2.2b)

The commutation relations are given in the form
[SP(n), Sq(m) 1= SE(n), (2.3a)
[SE(n), (1) ] = 84,87 (n) + 848" (n), (2.3b)
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[SE(n), S(n) 1= 84557 () — 8,1y (m). (2.3¢)

In relation (2.3), we can see that the operators (2.2) obey the SU (n) algebra. The simplest Casimir
operator, I'sy(n), 18 given as

2
N 1 n—1 N N N N n—1 _ N 1 n—l~
Fsum = 3 > (P mS,(m) + S, () + > SEm)S(n) — - D SEmy | |- @24
r=1 =1 r=l1
The operators FSU(,,) and N (n) satisfy
[ FSU(,,) and ]Tf(n), any of the operators (2.2) ] = 0. (2.5)

Further, it should be noted that N (n) cannot be expressed in terms of the above SU (n) generators.
For the above SU (n) algebra, we can select a Hamiltonian

H(n) = Ho(n) + Hy (n). (2.6)

Here, F]o (n) is the Hamiltonian of individual levels with energies ¢, for which we set up
Ze,,zo, gg<é&1 =< <égy_1. (2.7)
Then, 170 (n) can be expressed as
n—1 n—1
Hy(m) = eNp(n) = Y £,50(n). (2.8)
p=0 p=1
The part H 1(n) is an interaction term chosen, for illustration only, in the form
n—1 5 5
Fiom =-G Y [(m) + S0m)°] . 2.9)
p=I

Here, G(> 0) denotes the coupling constant. The above Hamiltonian can be found in Ref. [2] with
different notation. We call the above many-fermion system the SU (n) Lipkin model. The Hamiltonian
H (n) obeys

[ Tsuwm and N(n), H(n) ] = 0. (2.10)

The cases n = 2 and 3 reduce to the Hamiltonians of the SU (2) and the SU (3) Lipkin model, which
have been discussed in various problems [2].

For studies of any many-fermion system, implicitly or explicitly, we must prepare orthogonal sets
for the system under investigation. The standard idea for treating the present model may be, first, to
prepare an orthogonal set related by a chosen minimum weight state. The set may be constructed
by operating the generators §P(n) @ =12,...,n—1) and gg(n) @>q=12,...,0n=2)
appropriately on the minimum weight state, which we denote |min(#n)). The state |min(n)) obeys
the conditions

N (n)|min(n)) = Ny_; |min(n)), @2.11)
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p=n—1

p=v—1

su(n)

su(v)

p=1
su(2)

p=0

Fig. 1. The single-particle levels for the SU (n) Lipkin models depicted schematically.

S,mmin(n) =0  (p=1,2,...,n—1), (2.122)
S4mmin(m) =0  (p>g=12,...,n—2) (2.12b)
SP(m)|min(n)) = sp(m)|min(m)) @ =1,2,...,n— 1). (2.13)

Conventionally, for |min(n)), a “closed-shell” system has been investigated:
N,_1 =2, sp(n) = =29 @p=12,...,n—1). (2.14)

The above teaches us that the level p = 0 is fully occupied and the levelsp = 1,2,...,n — 1 are
vacant. However, even if the treatment is restricted to the “closed-shell” system, there exist many
“closed-shell” systems in the case n > 4; for example, the levels p = 0 and 1 are fully occupied and
the other vacant:

Noot =49, s, =0, s, =-2Q (p=23,....n—1). (215

Including such “closed-shell” systems, it may be interesting to investigate the case with arbitrary
fermion number, i.e., 0 < N,_1 < 2rQ. Further, for constructing the orthogonal set built on

|min(n)), the appropriate choice of the operators as functions of SP n @p=12,....n—1)and
Sf; (n) (p > q=1,2,...,n—2) isinevitable. The simplest examples are given by S” (n)|min(#)) and

3’5 (n)|min(n)). However, :S;g (n)§q (n)|min(n)) and S4 (n)gg (n)|min(n)) are not independent of each
other, because of the relation [ gf; (n), 54 n)]= SP (n). We call the appropriately chosen operators
the “building blocks.” The above argument tells us that, as was mentioned in Sect. 1, we have two
tasks for formulating the present model: (1) to determine the minimum weight state, and (2) to con-
struct the building blocks. Although these two are interrelated, the concrete contents are completely
independent of each other. Therefore, after discussing task (1) in (I), we will consider task (2) in (II).

The main aim of this paper is to present an idea, under which the minimum weight states of the
SU (n) Lipkin model are systematically constructed. In order to make our idea understandable, we
show the single-particle level scheme in Fig. 1. Let |min(v)) denote a possible candidate of the
minimum weight state of the SU (v) Lipkin model for 2 < v < n. We set up the following relations
for |min(v)):

]T/(v)lmin(v)) = N,_1|min(v)), (2.16)
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S,(min(m) =0 @p=1,2,...,v—1), (2.17a)
SIMmin(w)) =0 (@ >g=1,2,...,v-2), (2.17b)
SPW)Iminw)) = Gu-1() — yp—1(O)|min()) (= 1,2,...,v - 1). (2.18)

Here, (yv—1(p) — y»—1(0)) is given through the relation

> & Gpmlmin(v)) = y,_1(p)Imin(v)) (p=0,1,...,v—1). (2.19)
The total fermion number N,_1 is expressed as

v—1
No-1 =) n-1). (2.20)
p=0

It may be necessary to give some comment on the relations (2.18)—(2.20). The definitions of N (v)
and Sf; (v) shown in the relations (2.1) and (2.2b), respectively, for the case n = v are rewritten in

the form
1 N@) — SECI@) (= 0) (2.21a)
v q ’
3 i = T
" §5(u)+; N(v)—Z;S'g(v) @=12,...,v—1. (2.21b)
=

The relation (2.21) tells us the following: Since the state |min(v)) is regarded as the eigenstate of
N(v) and g{,) (v), Imin(v)) should also be the eigenstate of ) _,, 5‘3,m50,m and ), E’;,m
relation (2.19) may be permitted to be set up, and the relations (2.18) and (2.20) are obtained.

The relations (2.16)—(2.20) are set up for the range 2 < v < n. However, it may be convenient

Cp,m- Then, the

for later arguments to add the point v = 1 to 2 < v < n. Judging from Fig. 1, it may be natural to
consider that the case v = 1 may be restricted only to p = 0. Then, in this case, the relations (2.17)
and (2.18) are meaningless and the relations (2.16) and (2.19) may be meaningful:

N(1)min(1)) = Nolmin(1)) = yo(0)|min(1)). (2.22a)

Here, N(1) is given by the relation (2.1) for n = 1 in the form

N =) "& uéom (2.22b)

Let |min(v)) be obtained. Then, we can show that [min(v)) forv = 2,3, ..., n satisfies the relation
N(n)lmin(v)) = N,—1|min(v)), (2.23)

Sy(m)min()) =0 (p=1,2,...,n—1), (2.24a)

SImImin() =0 (p>g=1,2,...,n—2), (2.24b)

32 (n) [min(v)) = w—1(p) — J{u—l(o))|mln(v)> p=12,...,v—1)), (2.25a)

P —Yv—1(0)|min(v)) @=v,v+1,...,n—1). (2.25b)
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The reason is very simple. Since any fermion does not occupy the single-particle levels p = v, v +

1,...,n— 1, we have

Cpmmin(w)) =0 @E=v,v+1,...,n—1). (2.26)

The relations (2.23)—(2.25) teach us that |min(v)) as the solution of Egs. (2.16)—(2.18) is also the
minimum weight state of the SU (n) Lipkin model. In the next section, we will discuss the SU (2)
algebra (A4 o(n)), which plays a central role for obtaining the state [min(v)).

3. The SU(2) algebra auxiliary to the SU (n) Lipkin model

As mentioned in Sect. 1, an idea preliminary to the present one has already been shown in our recent
paper for the case of the SU(2) Lipkin model [7]. The basic idea is to introduce the SU (2) algebra
(A+,0(2)), which is characterized by the commutation relation

[any of A+ 0(2), any of the SU(2) generators (S'(2),51(2),5](2))] = 0. (3.1)

The explicit forms are as follows:

A=) &l A=) Combim (3.2a)
m m
~ 1 e - e - 1~
Ko@) = 3 > @ i + G plom) — 2 | = SN@ -2). (3.2b)
m

It is easily verified that the expression (3.2) satisfies the condition (3.1) and obeys the SU (2) algebra:
[A+(2), A-)1=2402),  [Ao(2), Ax(2) ] =+AL(2). (3.3)

In our idea, (Ki,O(Z)) plays a central role in deriving the minimum weight state with arbitrary
fermion number in the SU (2) Lipkin model. Conventionally, only the case of the fermion number
2€2 has been treated, i.e., the “closed-shell” system. In Sect. 4, to illustrate our idea, we will discuss
how (Xi,o (2)) is used in our present problem including the case of the SU(3) Lipkin model. In the
form similar to the relation (3.2), we can give the SU (2) algebra (X:I:,O (n)) which is independent of
the SU (n) Lipkin model:

[ any of Ao(n), any of (§P(n),'§,,(n), §P(n)) ] —0. (3.4)

To construct (K +0(n)), first, we must have a preliminary argument. We know that a system
composed of one kind of fermion is regarded as a single SU (2) spin system with the magnitude 1/2.
Through the following commutation relation, we can understand this point:

[~* ~]_2(~*~_l> ~>(<~_l ~k [ ok (~*)2_0 35
c*,cl=2(c"c 5 ) c*c 2,c =", c) =0. 3.5)

Here, (¢*, ¢) denotes the fermion operator obeying the anti-commutation relation
{¢er, ey =1, {¢r, ey =0. (3.6)

The anti-commutation relation (3.6) leads us to the relation (3.5). The fermion operators ¢* and ¢
play the roles of the raising and the lowering operators, respectively. However, the form (3.5) cannot

7/26

€20z Jequieides Lz uo Jesn 3 V|DOTOISd IV4/VIaINIOD AINN A9 G887652/£0AE80/8/9 L 0Z/l01e/deid/woo dnoojwepeoe//:sdiy wolj pepeojumod



PTEP 2016, 083D03 Y. Tsue et al.

be straightforwardly translated into the case of a many-fermion system, for example, the system
specified by p = 0 in this paper:

{ Eam’ EO,,LL } = (Sm;u { &g,m’ 53,/1 1=0, ie. (E‘()’m)z =0. (3.7)

The first relation of (3.7) is rewritten to

. . ko~ 1
[ngm, Co,u 1=2 <Cg,mc(),ll — E(SW) (3.8)

The form (3.8) suggests that it may be impossible to regard E';’m as the raising operator of a SU(2)
spin system as it stands.

Let us discuss a possible idea for the above problem. Under this idea, the present many-fermion
system can be regarded as that composed of independent 22 SU (2) spins. Each is specified by m
and its magnitude is equal to 1/2. This idea is realized through introducing the Clifford numbers
em (m=—j,—j+1,...,j — 1,j), which obey the condition

emey +een, =0 for m#pu, (em)2 =1, ie, {em, ey} = 28mpu,

[ em, E&M and ¢, ] = 0. (3.9)

Of course, e, commutes with the fermion operators. With the use of e,,, we define the following
operators:

7% ~% 7 ~
dom = emComs  dom = emCom- (3.10)

With the aid of the anti-commutation relation (3.7) and the property of the Clifford number (3.9),
we can derive the following relation! for (d(’)‘,m, dom):

[d5p di3, 1=0,  (d5,)" =0, (3.11a)
- - . 1

[dg,m’ dO,pL ] = (Smu -2 (dg’md(),m — E), (311]3)
~ 1 ~ ~
R T P T (3.11c)

In contrast to the form (3.8), we can see that the symbol §,,, is attached to both the terms on the
right-hand side of the relation (3.11b). Therefore, the relation (3.11) suggests that the present many-
fermion system consists of 22 SU (2) spins which are independent of one other, and the generators of

! Equation (3.11b) can be derived through the following process:

% ~ _ ~% ~ ~ ~%
[ dO,m’ doy 1= €mCom * €nCou — €uCopu - €mCoy
o~ ~ o~
= €n€y covaO,p& —€,€6n ((Smu - C()vmc(),p,)

~k 2 ~k 1
={ew e, }- ComCon — €y ° Sy = By - 2 (co,mCO,u - 5)

= By -2 (Ezg,mEzo,m - ;).

8/26

€20z Jequieides Lz uo Jesn 3 V|DOTOISd IV4/VIaINIOD AINN A9 G887652/£0AE80/8/9 L 0Z/l01e/deid/woo dnoojwepeoe//:sdiy wolj pepeojumod



PTEP 2016, 083D03 Y. Tsue et al.

the mth spin are given by (5’6“ "> C;,O,m, ‘;'g,m‘;'O,m —1/2). The total spin of the present system, (T\i,o(l)),
can be expressed in the form

Ar(h)=>"d;, (: Zemaz,"m), A_()=> dom (: Zemzo,m>, (3.12a)
Ao() =)~ (5’3‘7,”5'0,,” - %) (: > & mlom — 2 =N() — Q) (e =1). (3.12b)

m
Of course, they obey the SU (2) algebra:
[Ar(), A_(1)1=2A0(1),  [Ao(l), Asc(l) ] =2A(1). (3.13)

We can treat the eigenvalue problem of (Ki,o(l)), which will be discussed in Sect. 4 in reference
to the SU(2) and SU (3) Lipkin model. The SU (2) algebra ([\:I:,O (2)) given in the relation (3.2) is
expressed as

ArQ@) =) dt,ds,,  A-Q2)=)_ domdim, (3.14a)
m m

~ 1 -~ o~ -~ o~

Ao(2) = 5 zm:(d;‘,mdl,m + d pydom) — Q. (3.14b)

Here, we used (e,;)* = 1, and (dom,do ) and (d dl,m) are given through

1,m>

d;" = emCp s Ay = emCpm (P=0,1,...,n—1). (3.15)
The properties of the above operators are summarized as follows:?

{ pm’ } = 09 {apm, (;,* } == 8pq for m= [, (3153)

We are now able to give explicit forms for Ai,o (n). First, we define the following operators:

(n) n 1,m n —2.m " dl mem’ (316)
Le.,
d* (n) = EZ 1 mE:—2 m ET,mES,m for neven ((en)" = 1), (3.17a)
m emCy_ | mCn_am " ClmCom fornodd ((em)" =em). (3.17b)

Clearly, gl;;(l) = Zi()k,m and c;’,’; 2) = c?ikmgz’()km, which were used in the expressions (3.12) and (3.14),
respectively. The operators (c;’;:l (n), dy (n)) satisfy the relation

d¥(n) = d¥(n) - dp(n) - d(n), (3.18a)
(d*(n)* = 0. (3.18b)

2 The second of the relations in (3.15a) can be derived through the following process:
{ pm> ;,m } = emép,m . emz’;m + emEZ,m ' emap,m

2 ~ ~
= (em) { Cp,m’ c;,m } = 8Pq
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The above two relations are compatible with each other. Further, we have
[ ZZ:,‘Z ), 5’; (n) ] =0 for any combination of (m, i), (3.19a)
[di(n), d(n) ] =0 form # p. (3.19b)

Judging from the expressions (3.12) and (3.14), it may be natural to set up the following form for
(Ao(m):

Apmy=> "dym),  A_(m) =) dnn), (3.20a)

~ 1 ~ -
Ao(m) = 5 > 1), du(n) 1. (3.20b)

It should be noted that the SU (2) algebra (Ki,o (n)) is extended from the fermion pair for p = 0
and 1 (A4 (2)). With the use of the relations (3.18) and (3.19), we can show that A o(n) obey the
SU(2) algebra:

[Ar(n), A_(n)]1=2Ao(m),  [Ao(n), As(n)]=+As(n). (3.21)

Next, we will give the proof of the commutation relation (3.4). For this, we express the SU (n)
generators (2.2) in the unified form

SEm) = @ plom — SpoChmlom)  (poo=0,1,....n—2,n—1). (3.22)
m

Of course, §8 (n) = 0. On the other hand, picking up ¢7 ,,,Com, 1~\+(n) shown in the relation (3.20)
with (3.17) can be factorized as follows:

Ay =Y AP po) - &, . (3.23)
m
It should be noted that K;,;r) (n; po) does not contain 5;,m5§,m- Then, for p # o, we have
[A (), SEm) 1= A0 po)[ & 85 s Ehmom 1 =0, (3.24a)
m
[A-(), 5(m) 1= —[Ay(m), S () T* = 0. (3.24b)

For the case p = o, we have

[Ar(n), SEm) 1= AP (n;po = O &5, 0 T pulpm — Eomlom 1=0,  (3.252)

m

[A-(n), S50 1 = [ A+ (n), S5 " = 0. (3.25b)
The relation Ag(n) = [ Ay (n), A_(n)1/2 gives us
[ Ao(n), SP(n)]=0. (3.26)

In this way, we could show that the expression (3.20) satisfies the relation (3.4).
In the next section, the expressions of A+ o(2) shown in the relation (3.14) and A+ o(3) shown in
the following play a central role:

ArB) = el plom  A-(B) = entomtrmtom, (3.27a)

m m
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~ 1 e Y .
2 > 5 >
m
1
~% o~ ~% ~k ~k o~ ~k o~ ~k
- 5 Z(C2Jnc2,m *ClLmClm + C1,mClm = €0 mCo,m + Co,mC0,m * CZ,mch”)
m

+ 3 & o - E - E mlom — 2. (3.27b)
m
4. The minimum weight states of the SU (2) and SU (3) Lipkin model
In order to illustrate our idea, let us start with the SU (2) Lipkin model. We denote one of the states
in which only the single-particle level p = 0 is occupied by Ny fermions as |Np):

N(1)|No) = NolNo), ie., N(2)[No) = No|No). 4.1)

Here, we omitted any quantum number which does not connect with the algebras under consideration.
It is easily verified that | Np) is a possible candidate of the minimum weight states of the SU(2) Lipkin
model:

SI@)INo) =0,  SI(2)INo) = —No|No) (No = 0). (4.2)

Comparison of the relations (4.1) and (4.2) with (2.24), (2.15a), and (2.26) gives us, for the case
m=2,v=1,p=1):

Imin(1)) = |No), y0(0) = No. (4.3)

An example of |Ny) is presented in the appendix.
The state |Np) is also the minimum weight state of the SU (2) algebra (A+o(2)):

A_(2)|No) = 0, (4.4a)
- N,
Ao(2)[No) = —A(2)|No), A2)=Q— 70 (4.4b)

Therefore, by operating K+(2) successively on |Np), we are able to obtain the states orthogonal to
|No) in the form

Ni—No

INI,No) = (A+(2)) 7 [Ng) (0 <N <N). (4.5)
The state | Ny, Ng) satisfies
N(2)IN1, No) = N1IN1, No), (4.6)
Si@)IN1,No) =0, S](2)IN1, No) = —NolN1, No), (4.7)
A_(2)|N1,Ng) # 0, (4.8)

AoQ)IN1, No) = 2QQ)IN1, No),  Ao(2) =

M ;NO — Q). (4.8b)

The state |N7, Ng) is also the minimum weight state of the SU(2) Lipkin model with the same
property as that shown in the relation (4.2). But, it is not the minimum weight state of the SU (2)
algebra (A4 (2)). For |min(2)) = |N1, Ny), we obtain the following:

Nl—No NI_NO
5 + No, yi(l) = T

y1(0) = (4.92)
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Inversely, we have
No=y1(0) —yi (1), N =0+ y (D). (4.9b)
The above relations lead us to the inequalities
0=No=Ni, 0=yi(D)=y(0). (4.10)

Since Ki,o(Z) obey the SU(2) algebra, the relations (4.4b) and (4.8b) give us the following
inequalities:

ie, 0<Ny<29, (4.11a)
N N N
- (9—70) 5—(9——1) <Q-2 e, 0<Ny<N <4Q—N,. (4.11b)

Fermion numbers in the single-particle levels p = 0 and p = 1 are given in the relation (4.10) and,
then, we have

0 <yi(l) =»(0) = 2€. (4.12)

Of course, if N7 = Ny, yo(1) = Np and y;(1) = 0. The above is an outline of the SU(2) Lipkin
model based on the present idea and, needless to say, it is consistent with the result shown in our
recent work. We were able to obtain the minimum weight states of the Lipkin model with any fermion
numbers governed by the condition (4.12).

Next, we consider the minimum weight states of the SU (3) Lipkin model. First, we pay attention
to the state |N1, Ng) shown in the relation (4.5), which satisfies

N(3)|N1,No) = N1|N1, No), (4.13)
S1(3)IN1, No) = 82(3)IN1, No) = S3(3)|N1, No) = 0, (4.14)

~ ~ 1
S} (3)IN1, No) = —No|N1, No), 522(3)|N1,N0>=—§(N1+NO)IN1,N0)- (4.15)

For the relation (4.14), we should note that §1 3) = §1 (2) and, further, | N1, Ny) does not contain any
fermion in the level p = 2, and S,(3) and S21 (3) contain the annihilation operator in p = 2. Although
|N1, No) is not the minimum weight state of (A (2)), it is the minimum weight state of (A4 (3)):

A_(3)|N1,No) = 0, (4.162)

~ 1 /N1 — Ny
Ao (3)IN1, No) = —A(3)|N1, No), r3)=Q - 3 ( 3 +N0). (4.16b)

If N1 = Ny, [No) (= |IN1 = Ny, No)) is also the minimum weight state of the SU (3) Lipkin model.
This may be clear from the relations (4.13)—(4.16). Then, we introduce the state |N>, N1, Np) in the
form

Ny —Nj

IN2, N1, No) = (A+(3)) *  IN1,No). (4.17)
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The state |N,, N1, Ny) satisfies

N(3)IN2, N1, No) = Na[N2, N1, No), (4.18)
S1(3)IN2, N1, No) = 52(3)|N2, N1, No) = 53 (3)[N, N1, No) = 0, (4.19)

~ ~ 1
S1(3)|N2, N1, No) = —No|N2, N1, No), S3(3)|Na, N1, No) = _E(Nl + No)|N2, N1, No),

(4.20)
A_(3)|N2, N1, No) # 0, (4.21a)
- Ny — N
Ro(3)INo, N1 No) = oB)IN2, N1 No), 2o(3) = ——— = 203). (4.21b)

The state |Np, N1, No) is also the minimum weight state of the SU(3) Lipkin model with the same
property as that shown in (4.14) and (4.15). But, it is not the minimum weight state of the SU (2)
algebra (A4 (3)). For [min(3)) = |N2, N1, Np), we obtain the following:

N, —Ni1 N1 —Ny

0) = Ny,
72(0) 3 + 7 + No
No—N1 N1 — Ny
1) =
y2(1) 3 + 7
Ny — Np
r2(2) = 3 (4.22a)

Inversely, we have
No = 72(0) = y2(D), N1 = y2(0) + 92(1) = 212(2), N2 =1200) + y2(1) +12(2).  (4.22b)
The above relations lead us to
0=<No =N =Nz,  0=92) =<rnd) < rn0). (4.23)

The operators K:{:,O (3) obey the SU (2) algebra and, then, the relations (4.15) and (4.21b) lead us to
the following inequalities:

Ni+ N
0<Q-— 1: 0 (4.242)

Ny + N Ny — N N1 + N Ny + N
_(Q_ 1: 0)5_<Q_ »=Ni N+ 0)552— 1: 0 (4.24b)

3 4

The relations (4.24a) and (4.24b), together with the inequality in the relation (4.23), are rewritten as
0 < Np <4Q — Ny, (4.25a)
0<Ny <N <N, <6Q2— %(Nl + 3MNy). (4.25b)

The relation (4.23) gives us

0 =72 =r0 = n0) =2Q. (4.26)

Needless to say, |Ng) and [Ny, Nog) are also the minimum weight states of the SU (3) Lipkin model.
In the cases (N = N; = Ny) and (N = N1 > Ny), |N2, N1, Np) are reduced to |Ny) and |N1, Ny),
respectively.
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5. The minimum weight states of the general case

In last section, we discussed the cases of the SU (2) and SU (3) Lipkin model. As given in the relations
(4.4) and (4.16), |Ng) and [Ny, Np) are the minimum weight states of (Ki,o(n)) for n = 2 and 3,
respectively. The example of |Ng) and the explicit form of |V, Ny) are shown in relations (A.7) and
(4.5), respectively. These two forms suggest the following form:

Np—2—Ny_3 Ny—3-Np—4
n

INu—2, N3, NLLNG) = (A (n — 1)) =T - (Ay(n —2))

n—1 ~ Ny_1=Ny—2
=[[@A+w)" "IN} (n=3). (5.1a)

v=2
If we adopt the form (A.7), the state (5.1a) can be expressed as

n—l ~ Ny_1-Ny_2
INa—2,Na—3,-. ., Ni,No) = [T (A+ ()7 IN) for Noy=N (n=2). (5.1b)

v=1

Hereafter, we will use only the form (5.1a). Therefore, our treatment is valid for n > 3. If the form
(5.1) is accepted, the minimum weight state of the SU (n) Lipkin model may be given as

Np—1—Nn—2

|Nn—19Nn—2aNl’l—3a~~~9N19N0> = (K-f—(n)) " |Nl’l—21Nn—39~~~7N1aN0>' (52)
First, let us prove the relation
A—(1)|Ny—2,Ny—3, ..., N1, No) = 0. (53)

For this, some preliminary argument is necessary. For the case v < n, the operator c;’m (n) introduced
in the relation (3.15) can be factorized into the form

dn(n) = dp(v) - 8 (n,v), (5.4)
(;’m(v) = gl’O,mC?l,m s glv—l,ma (5.5a)
Sm(n» V) = Zllv,mgl’v—f—l,m ce gl’n—l,m- (5.5b)

The operator (Sj‘n(n, V), Sm (n,v)) satisfies
[85(nv), 5N =0,  [§u(mv), di()]1=0 for v <v. (5.6)

The relation (5.6) may be self-evident, because (S;; (n,v), Sm (n,v)) and 3;’; are composed from oper-
ators which are different from each other. This can be seen in the relation (5.5). The operator A _(n)
is expressed as

Ao() =) du(n) =Y du(V) - (). (5.7)

Then, using relations (3.19) and (5.6), we have

[A-(m), Ax(v) 1= [dn(), djy(v) 1-8u(n,v) for v <n, (5.8a)
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[55mv), Ap()1=0,  [Sp(mv), Ar(V)]1=0 for v <v. (5.8b)

Successive use of the relation (5.8) and the condition A_ (n)|No) = 0 lead us to the relation (5.3).

Next, we consider that the state |NV,—2, N,—3, ..., N1, Np) is the eigenstate of Ag(n), and its eigen-
value should be obtained. The relations (3.20b), (5.4), and (5.6) lead us to Ag(n) in the following
form:

~ 1 ~ ~
Ro(n) = =2 D dn(v)dy, (v)

m

+ %(; ‘;’;;(V)am(”) : S;;(n, U)Sm(n, V)

+ dp (V)W) (1 = 8 (n, v)85 (n, v))), (5.9)
8 (1, 0)8m (1, V) = Ch_ 1 netm) (T yCom)s (5.10a)
L= 88wy = 1 — (1 = &y ) -+ (1 = & lom)- (5.10b)

In order to calculate [ 1~\0(n), K+(v) ], we must use the relation

[28,”@)51;@), K+<v>} = —A+ ). (5.11)

For the derivation of the relation (5.11), we used the relations (3.18) and (3.19). Using relations
(5.8b) and (5.11), we obtain the following:

- - 1~
[ Ao(m), Ay(v)]= §A+(V)

+ %(;[ 30 (), K (0) 1- 851,005, )

+ D [ dn(Wdy (1), Ay (0) 1+ (1 =8, 0)8} (n, v))). (5.12)

Successive use of the relation (5.12) gives us the relation

7\0(”)|Nn—25Nn—3, o 5N1,N0> = _)\(”)|Nn—2,Nn—3: e aNlaN())a

1 [ Ny_1 =Ny
An) =Q — = ——~ + N
(n) > (E 5 0

v=2

_ 1< Ny N2 No
_Q_E(Zv(l)—i—l)—i_( n _7>+N0>‘ ©-13)

v=2

Here, we used the relation (5.8b) and

~ 1
Ao(m|No) = = (No — 2€)INo),

8% (1, )8, (n,v)|No) = 0, (1 = 8,u(n,v)8% (n,v))|No) = 0. (5.14)
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Thus, we have learned that |N,,—2, N,,—3, ..., N1, Ng) is the minimum weight state of (Ki,o (n)). For
the [(NV,,—1 — N,—2) /n]th-time operation of A4 (n) on this minimum weight state, we have the form
(5.2):

Ny—1=Nn—2

|Nn—l>Nn—29Nn—37---aNlaNO> = (K-‘r(n)) " |Nn—25Nn—3a'~'aN19N0>

n ~ Ny_1—-Ny—2
=[[A:0) " IN), (5.15)
v=2
Ao(m)Np—1,Ny—2,Ny_3, ..., Ni,No)
Ny,_1 — Ny_»
= <f - A(n)) INu—1, Ny—2, Nu—3, . . ., N1, No). (5.16)

Next, we will show that the state (5.15) is the minimum weight state of the SU (n) Lipkin model.
First, the following relations are derived from the relation (3.15):

[Sp(m), d5 1 = 81pd5, (p=1,2,...,n—1), (5.17a)
[53(”)’ d = 5xp3§,m (g<p=23,....n—1), (5.17b)
[SE@m), df ] = 8ap = 8:0)df, (p=1,2,...,n—1). (5.17¢)

With the use of the relation (5.17), we have
[Sp(m), Ap()1=0,  [§Im), Ap(v)]1=0, (5.18)

0 @p=<v-1,

—AL(v) (@>v—1). (5-19)

[SP(n), Apr(v)] =

Noting the relations S, (1)|No) = 0, Sy (n)|No) = 0, and S5 (n)|No) = —Np|No), we can show that

the state (5.15) is the minimum weight state of the SU (n) Lipkin model:
Ep(n)an—an—Za-~'5N17N0> :Oa (5203)
S8()|Nu—1,Na—2, . .., N1, No) = 0, (5.20b)

§£(n)|Nn—l)Nn—29 cee )NIJN())

P
Ny_1 — Ny,
= - (Z %) Nn1, N2, .Ni.No) - (N-1 =0). (5.21)

v=1

Thus, we could find the minimum weight state for the general case.

In the relations (4.11), (4.12), (4.25), and (4.26), we showed the inequalities that the fermion
numbers N,,_ and y,,—1 (p) in the cases of the SU(2) and the SU (3) Lipkin model should satisfy. As
the final remark of this section, we will give the inequalities for the general case. First, the relation
between N,,—1 and y,,—1 (p) for the SU (n) Lipkin model must be discussed. The minimum weight state

|min(n)) = |Ny—1,Ny—2, ..., N1, Ng) shown in the relation (5.16) gives us the following relation:
Ny_1 — N,_ Ny_o» —N,_ Ny —N;  Nj— N,
Vn—1(0)= n—1 n—2 + n—2 n—3 2 1 1 0+N(), (5.223’)
n—1 3 2
Ny_1 — Nj— Ny_o» — Ny_ Ny, — N N1 — N
)/nfl(l): n—1 n2+ ni_ln 3+“‘+ 23 1+ 12 0’
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anl - Nn72 + Nn72 - Nn73

Ya—1(n —2) = ;
n—1
Ny—1 — Ny,
%PJ(n-1)==-ﬁ—l7;—ﬁ—3. (5.22b)
The relation (5.22) is written compactly as
"\ Ny_1 — N,
2 Ny (p=0), (5.23a)
v
_ v=2
Vn—l(p) B - Ny—1 —Ny—2
o = p=12,...,n—1). (5.23b)
v=p+1 v
The relation (5.23) is inversely expressed as
%
Y V1@ = 0+ Dy + 1) (v=0,1,...,n-2), (5.24a)
=0
Ny = l;—l
> va-1(p) w=n-1. (5.24b)
p=0
The form (5.24b) is nothing but the relation (2.20). We can rewrite (5.22) to the following:
Yn—1(0) — yp—1 (1) =No  (p=0), (5.25a)
N, — Np—1
Y1) — Vi@ + )= —F— (@=12,...,n-2), (5.25b)
p+1
Ny—1 — Ny—
%PW%%)=JL%712 @=n—1. (5.25¢)
The right-hand side of the relation (5.25) should be zero or positive, and then we have
0<No=<Ni =< <Ny <Np1, (5.26)
O<yn1n—1) = yp-1(n=2) <+ < yp1(1) =< yp—1(0). (5.27)

At the present, the upper limit cannot be determined.
To determine the upper limit, we note that (A4 o(n)) obeys the SU(2) algebra, and the relations
(5.13) and (5.16) give us the following inequalities:

A(n) >0,
1 -l Nv—l Nn—Z NO
e, Q— = ——)+MN]| =0 5.28
e 2<§v(v+l)+( n 2>+ 0 = (5-28)
Ny_i — N,
— ) < L2 ) < ), (5.29a)
n
n—1 N, .
ie, Ny <N,_; <nf2-Y ——_. 5.29b
e n=2 = nl_n( ;v(v+l)> ( )
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The relation (5.28) combined with the relation (5.26) lead us to

No<2Q (n=2), (5.30a)
n—2 N, )
Nyr<m—1D[20-) ——_ =3,4,... 5.30b
2 < (n )( ;v(v+1)) (n=3,4,...), (5.30b)
n—1 N, |
O0<Ny<N;<---<N,_;<nl20-)y —“—_ =2.3,..). 5.31
<No<N <---< nl_n( ;v(erl)) (n=2,3,...) (5.31)

The relations (5.29) and (5.30) for the cases n = 2 and 3 reduce to the relations (4.11) and (4.25),
respectively. The inequality (5.29a) leads us to the following:

Yn—1(0) = 2€2. (5.32)
For the derivation, we used the relation (5.23). Then, we have
0<yu-1n—1D <yp-1(n—=2) <+ < yu1() < y—1(0) <29 (5.33)

Thus, we could present the minimum weight state of the general case. It should be noted that all the
relations given in this section are available for n > 3.

6. Discussions

So far, we have developed a possible idea for how to give concrete expressions of the minimum
weight states for the SU (n) Lipkin model for arbitrary fermion number. In this section, we will treat
some simple examples of the minimum weight states from a viewpoint slightly different from that in
the last section. This argument is also in preparation for the next paper (II). Our discussion starts by
mentioning that the SU (n) Lipkin model contains SU (2) subalgebras, the number depending on the
number #. In this section, we will discuss the cases n = 2, 3, 4, and 5. The case n = 2 is the SU (2)
algebra itself and the case n = 3 has one SU (2) subalgebra. On the other hand, the cases n = 4 and
5 contain two SU (2) algebras. One by one, we will show this.

In the case n = 2, S! (= §+), §1 (= §_), and §f /2(= :%) form the SU(2) algebra and FSU(Z) is
given as

FSU(Z) = §+§_ + §0 (§0 — 1). (6.1)

The above is nothing but the original Lipkin model. The minimum weight state |min(2)) is specified
by two quantum numbers N and s, the eigenvalues of N and —Sp: |min(2)) = |N;s). Of course,
these two are related to the algebra. Then, for the orthogonal set, we have

) _ (s —50)! = \s+s0 4,
IN;ss0) = /—(ZS)!(s+so)!(S+) IN;s). (6.2)

In this case, we obtain the relation

N N
nO==+sz0, nl==-sz0. (6.3)
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1 E 1
=—N : s=2Q—-—N
° 2 Dl : Dg 2

> N

2Q 4Q

Fig. 2. The relation between s and N is shown in the inequality (6.4) in the case n = 2, namely, in the case of
the SU (2) Lipkin model.

Then, using the inequality (4.12), we can show that the relation (6.3) holds in the following domains:

(D) 0 =N =2Q, 0<s=<—, (6.4a)

(Dy) 22 < N <4Q, 0<s=<2Q-——. (6.4b)
The above domains are illustrated in Fig. 2. A “closed-shell” system appears in the case (N =
22, s = Q), where, in the absence of interactions, the level p = 0 is occupied fully by the fermions
and the level p = 1 is vacant. Point C in Fig. 2 corresponds to the “closed-shell” system. But, s can
decrease from s = Q to s = 0, where the levels p = 0 and p = 1 are occupied in equal fermion
number 2.

Next, we treat the case n = 3. The operators :S’? (= §+), §21 (= §_), and (:S’g — ’§11) /2(= go) form
the SU (2) subalgebra and, further, we have the scalar Ry with respect to (S+ ) in the form

~ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~
Ry = §(S§+Sll) ([Se0, Ro]=0). (6.5)
The Casimir operator FSU@) is expressed as
- e e _— o~ o~ I~ ~
Tsu) = (8282 +8'S1) + (S4S- +So (So — 1)) + 3 R0 (Ro —3). (6.6)

In addition to N, |min(3)) can be specified by the eigenvalues of So and Ry, —o and — p, respectively:
min(3)) = |N; p, o). Then, we have

. | (0 —0o0)! = \o+oo ;.
IN; p,000) = m(&—) 0|N,p,a). (6.7)
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0
il Di,D3.D5;0<0 <p
N
20 Cl D:,Dy  ;0<0 < ?—%
N
o =N ; D,
\ c
Q oA - 0= ﬁ > >
D 5 2D N
0 N 2 \ p=30-
o [T TN A
\ N :
D ' Ds \ Ds
1 \ : > N
2Q 4Q 6Q

Fig.3. The domains depicted in (6.9) are illustrated in the case n = 3, namely, in the case of the SU (3) Lipkin
model.

Therefore, for constructing the orthogonal sets, we, further, must take account of (§2’ St ); this will
be discussed in (II). For now, we have the relation

N 2p N »p N p
0)=—+—, H=——-—= , )=——=—o0. 6.8
»20) ==+ = nh)=—--3+0 n@=--3-o0 (6.8)
The inequality (4.23) leads us to the following domains for the relation (6.8):
1) 0<N <2Q
N N N
D) 0=p=7. 0=o<p, (D) 7=p=N 0=o=z-%  (6%)
(1) 2Q2 <N <4Q
D3) 0< <N 0<o < (D)N< <3Q N 0< <N p
3 _10_4, —G—p’ 4 4—p— 2’ —0—3 3,
(6.9b)
(i) 42 <N < 6Q
N
(Ds) 05/)5352—5, 0<o =<p. (6.9¢)

The above domains are illustrated in Fig. 3. The present case contains two “closed-shell” systems.
The first appears at the point C; in Fig. 3 (N = 2R, p =29, o = 0). Only level p = 0 is occupied.
The second appears at the point C, in Fig. 3 (N = 42, p = Q, 0 = Q). In this case, the levels
p = 0and 1 are fully occupied. However, by changing the values of p and o, we can produce various
fermion number distributions.

Third, we have the case n = 4, where there exist two SU(2) subalgebras: §23(= §+(1)), §32(=
S_(1)), (53 = 52)/2(= Sp(1)) and S' (= 51(2)), Si(= S_(2)), S /2(= So(2)). Further, we denote
the addition of the above two as

St =2S+0(1)+Ss0(2). (6.10)

This case gives us one scalar with respect to (g:l:,O):

~ 1 ~ ~ ~
ROZE(S33+S§—S11). (6.11)
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The Casimir operator FSU(4) is written as
FSU(4) = (§3§3 + §2§2 + 3‘?3'31 + §12§21)
~ ~ ~ ~ 1~ ~
+ > (S OS-@) + So() (So@) — 1)) + 5 Ro (Ro — 4). (6.12)
i=1.2

ol

2

The mmlmum weight state |min(4)) can be expressed as |N p,o1,02). Here, of course, p, o
and o2 denote the eigenvalues of Ro, —So(l), and S0(2), respectively. Then, we have the
following state:

(! —ap)! (02 —od)!
IN:p,0',0%, 000) = <oloo‘,o—zo~o2|aoo>\/
(}Zg QoHle! + o)\ 2oD)!(0? + o)

x (e (1) G @)” 0 N paot o2, (6.13)

Then, the role of 53, §2, :S'?, and :S'? becomes interesting for constructing the orthogonal sets. In the
present case, we can derive the relation

N »p 2 N 4P 2
0)= — + = D= —+2_
y4(0) 77 to% ya(l) s t779
N _»p 1 N p 1
2)=——= ) =——=—0". 6.14
n2=,--+o, n@) =, ---o0 (6.14)
The inequality (5.33) gives the following 12 domains:
i) 0<N <2Q
N N N
D1 0<p=<—, D2) —<p=-, (6.15a)
6 6 2
(i) 22 <N <4Q
D3) 0 < <N (D)N< <4Q N
3 P = 6’ 4 6 =P = 3 6’
4Q N
Ds) == - =p=Q, Dg) @ <p =<, (6.15b)
(i) 42 < N < 6Q
(D7) 0 < L (D)4Q N_, N
7 =P = 3 6’ 8 3 6 =P = 6’
N N
(Do) ES/OSQ, (D10) Q<,0<4Q—3 (6.15¢)
(iv) 62 <N < 8Q
N 42 N N
(D11) 05/)549—3, (D12) 7—g5p549—3. (6.15d)

These are illustrated in the complicated Fig. 4. Three “closed-shell” systems appear in this case: C;
N=22,p=00'=0,02=0),Co (N =49, p =2Q,0' =0,0? =0),and C3 (N = 6%,
p =0 =Q, 0% =0). By changing the values of p, 0!, and o2, we can produce various fermion
number distributions.

Finally, we will treat the case n = 5. In this case, we also have two SU (2) subalgebras: gg‘ (= §+(1)),
83(=5-(1)), (8§ = 83)/2(= Sp(1)) and 53 (= 51.(2)), S} (= 5-(2)), (57 — §})/2(= S0(2)). For

21/26

€20z Jequieides Lz uo Jesn 3 V|DOTOISd IV4/VIaINIOD AINN A9 G887652/£0AE80/8/9 L 0Z/l01e/deid/woo dnoojwepeoe//:sdiy wolj pepeojumod



PTEP 2016, 083D03 Y. Tsue et al.

0

D1, Dy .D7.Duis 0<0'<p ,0< 0%2< p—g! Ds,Ds  : O< 0154&_2Q+@ 0<o?<90-N _ P
2 T 4 2
Dz, Dy ;05015£—i,05 02< p— ot N 0 N 0
4 2 or = —20+20 << N _ L hopcpg
D . N 30 4 N 2 4 2
s> Dia ’T—ZQ*'— <0'<p 0202 p=—0d' Ds,Dyy  ;0< g _ 0 0< g2< gg_ﬁ_ﬁ
2 = 4 2 7=9"= 1 B

Fig.4. The domains depicted in (6.15) are illustrated in the case » = 4, namely, in the case of the SU(4)
Lipkin model.

these two, we also use Ei’o given in the relation (6.10). However, the present case contains two
scalars with respect to (S+):
Ro(1) = % (ST4+55-83-58l), R = % (ST +53+53+5)). (6.16)
The Casimir operator FSU(5) can be expressed as
Tsues) = (S*Sa + S3S5 + 28, + S'S| + STS} + 5751 + $357 + 5552)
+ 3 (S+DS- () + So) (So() — 1))

i=1,2
1~ ~ 1 ~ ~
+ 3Ro(D) (Ro(1) = 4) + 15Ro(2) (Ro(2) - 10). (6.17)

The minimum weight state is specified by ol ,02, o !, and o2, which are the eigenvalues of —Eo(l),
—Ro(2), —=So(1), and —Sy(2), respectively: |min(5)) = |N; p', p?,0',52). Then, we have

(0! —ad)! (02 —ad)!
IN; o', 020! 0%, 000) = ) (0050?03 | a0)
IZZ 0" 0 QoHlia! + oD\ 26202 + 0!

04,0
~ O.I 0.1 ~ 0.2 0.2
x (S4(1)” 0 (51@)7 TV IN o' P o). (6.18)

Of course, the roles of 54, §3, §2, St , §f, 3713, :S’? ,and §23 must be investigated. In the case n = 5, we
have the following relation:

(O)_N+22
)/5 _5 5/05
N 1 1 N 1 1
Dyl 12 2 2 N2 2
ys(1) 5+2p T +0°, v5(2) 5+2p T ,
N 1 1 N 1 1
=l 2l fH=—=—-pl——p?—cl. 6.19
y5(3) =~ 5P T 1P +o, Y5(4) =T3P TP T ° (6.19)
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ol
N
3
: 1= 2N _ 0?
ol=p2 [ i { 5 5
- N, e
N i S T
I Y A R
: 2
i D 1= O
P S
X
: = 2N _ e
: 5 15
;DII
N D
8 N H : H
R T
i Dy X
A
A Dv Ay
H N
i N
N : :
: N \ H N\ \ \ AN > 02
N N 3N 2N
8 3 4 ‘
) ‘ @v) ‘ (iii) ‘ @ii) ‘(i)

Fig.5. The domains depicted in (6.20) are illustrated in the case n = 5, namely, in the case of the SU(5)
Lipkin model.

In this case, we also use the inequality (5.33). But, different from the case n = 4, we cannot give
the relations between N and p' also between N and p?, respectively. We give the relation between
p! and p? by regarding N as a parameter. Inequality (5.33), except for y5(0) < 22, leads us to the

following:
D) p' > 21—];] —~ f—z, p' = %2, p' > iv_o + %2, (6.20a)
D) o' > 21—]5V —~ f—;, p' = %2, p! < iv_o + %2, (6.20b)
Om) o' = 21—];] - f—;, p! < %2, (6.20¢)
D) o' < 21—]: —~ f—;, p' > %2, (6.20d)
Dy) p'=< 21—];[ —~ é, p! < %2. (6.20e)

The relation (6.20) is illustrated in Fig. 5. In each domain, o' and o2 obey the inequalities

2 1
Y

2 1
P> p
R T 2 (6.212)
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ol A
B “.B ~.B
0? sy 02 > 02
0 2N 2N
= 3
) ) 4 Gid)
ol A ol A
h‘\ ’"\
i i
P "B i . B
iy O N > 02
ON N O N
83 )

(iv) W)

Fig. 6. The relation (6.21) is applied to the domains surrounded by short oblique lines in the case n = 5,
namely, in the case of the SU (5) Lipkin model.

3pl 2 o2 ol
D <ol<L I <gl< _
(D) 0_0_2 7 0_0_2 >
1 2 2 1
or 3%—’%5015%]—?—0—%, 0<o?<pl—0ol, (6.21b)
N pZ pl
(D) Ofdlfg—m—j, 0<o?<p'—ol, (6.21¢)
1 2 2 1
pp 2 _P° P
D 0< 1<——_, 0< < —_ ==,
Py 0=t == =7 =7 =777
3p0 p? 1 1 2 1 1
or 7—750 <p, 0<o“<p —o0", (6.21d)
Dy) 0<o'<p', 0<o’?<p'—0ol (6.21¢)
The inequality y5(0) < 22 gives us the relation
2 N
P 559_3(2 p)- (6.22)

The relation (6.22) does not depend on p!, !, or o'2.

Combining p defined in the relation (6.22) with the regions (i)~(v) in the p-axis of Fig. 5, we have

v) 0< <N (i)N< < (iii)N< <
\% — V) — — — —
=P=7% g =F"=73 3 =P =g
... 3N .

(i1) e <p<2N, (1) 2N <p. (6.23a)
The relation (6.23a) is reduced to

1) 0<N <22, (@) 2Q <N <4, (i) 42 <N <62,

(iv) 62 <N <8R, (v) 8 <N =< 10Q. (6.23b)

The relation (6.23b) is arranged in the inverted order. It does not necessarily follow that each region
covers the whole domains shown in Fig. 5 (AOAB in Fig. 6). We show this feature in Fig. 6.
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Therelation (6.21) should be applied to the domains surrounded by short oblique lines in Fig. 6. Four
“closed-shell” systems appear in the present case: C; (N =2, p?> =4Q, p! =0, 62 =0! =0),
Co(N=4Q, p>=3Q, p'=Q,062=Q,06' =0),C3(N =69, p>?=2Q, p! =0, 02 =0l =
0),and C4 (N = 8Q, p> =Q, p! =Q, 02 =0, o! = Q). By changing the values of p2, p!, 02,
and o', we can produce various fermion number distributions.

In this section, we have presented the structure of the minimum weight states for the cases n = 2—-5
in a form slightly different from that given in Sect. 5. The basic idea comes from the introduction
of the SU (2) subalgebras and the scalar operators defined in the relations (6.5), (6.18), and (6.16).
In (IT), we will discuss the cases with arbitrary values of n. Of course, the scalar operators are
generalized.

Acknowledgments

Two of the authors (Y.T. and M.Y.) would like to express their thanks to Professor J. da Providéncia and
Professor C. Providéncia, two of the co-authors of this paper, for their warm hospitality during their visit to
Coimbra in the spring of 2015. M.Y. would like to express his sincere thanks to Mrs K. Yoda-Ono for her
cordial encouragement. Y.T. is partially supported by a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (No. 26400277)
from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology in Japan.

Appendix. A possible example of the state |V,) introduced in the relation (4.1)

In this appendix, the state | Np) is presented through the eigenvalue problem of (Ki,o (1)) defined in the
relation (3.12). The level p = 0 consists of 2€2 single-particle statesm = —j, —j+1,...,j—1,j 2Q2 =
2j+ 1). These states can be divided into two groups. One consists of (m1, my, . .., mg), and the other
(my,my,...,mq). We regard the state m; as the partner of m; (i = 1,2,...,<). The choice is
arbitrary and, for example, all of the m; and m; are positive and negative, respectively. Under the
above classification, we define the state

|my, my—1,...,my,m)) = E;"nvé;"nv_l e Efnzi‘;‘” |0). (A.1)

Here, the index p = 0 was omitted and we fix the ordering of m; appropriately, for example,
my, > m,_1 > --- > mp > mj. It may be self-evident that the state (A.1) is not the minimum weight
state of (A+0(1)). Then, by replacing c;, with D}, we introduce the following state:

|y, my_1,... ,my,my) =D}, D -~ Dy, D 10), (A.2)
B, = %(Ez;z —d = \%(emé:; — end). (A3)
The operator 5,’;, satisfies
[A_(1), DX 1= —~/2(& 8 — 5 2a). (A.4)
Therefore, we have
A_(D)|my, my_1, ..., ma,m) =0, (A.5)
0<v<Q. (A.6)
Next, we consider the state
|No; my, my_1,...,mp,my) = (K+(1))N°_v |my, my_1,...,my,myp). (A7)
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The relation (A.7) satisfies

1.e.,

Ao(1)|No; my, my_1, ..., my,my) = —(S — No)|No; my, my_1,...,ma,my) , (A.8)

N(l)lN()’mV, mv—l: LA 5m2,m1> = N0|N0;mv,mv—1, e 3m29m1>' (A9)

The above is nothing but the relation (4.1). The present eigenvalue problem gives us

—(QR=V)<Ny—Q=<Q—v. (A.10)

Combining with the inequality (A.6), we have the inequality

0<v<Q, Vv<Ny<2Q-v. (A.11)

The above is a possible example of |Np).
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