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Preface

The mathematical study of the Bose gas goes back to the first quarter of the
twentieth century, with the invention of quantum mechanics. The name refers to
the Indian physicist S.N. Bose who realized in 1924 that the statistics governing
photons (essentially invented by Max Planck in 1900) is determined (using modern
terminology) by restricting the physical Hilbert space to be the symmetric tensor
product of single photon states. Shortly afterwards, Einstein applied this idea
to massive particles, such as a gas of atoms, and discovered the phenomenon
that we now call Bose-Einstein condensation. At that time this was viewed as a
mathematical curiosity with little experimental interest, however.

The peculiar properties of liquid Helium (first liquefied by Kammerlingh
Onnes in 1908) were eventually viewed as an experimental realization of Bose-
Einstein statistics applied to Helium atoms. The unresolved mathematical prob-
lem was that the atoms in liquid Helium are far from the kind of non-interacting
particles envisaged in Einstein’s theory, and the question that needed to be re-
solved was whether Bose-Einstein condensation really takes place in a strongly
interacting system — or even in a weakly interacting system.

That question is still with us, three quarters of a century later!

The first systematic and semi-rigorous mathematical treatment of the prob-
lem was due to Bogoliubov in 1947, but that theory, while intuitively appealing
and undoubtedly correct in many aspects, has major gaps and some flaws. The
1950’s and 1960’s brought a renewed flurry of interest in the question, but while
theoretical intuition benefited hugely from this activity the mathematical structure
did not significantly improve.

The subject was largely quiescent until the 1990’s when experiments on low
density (and, therefore, weakly interacting instead of strongly interacting, as in
the case of liquid Helium) gases showed for the first time an unambiguous man-
ifestation of Bose-Einstein condensation. This created an explosion of activity in
the physics community as can be seen from the web site
http://becOl.phy.georgiasouthern.edu/bec.html/bibliography.html,
which contains a bibliography of several thousand papers related to BEC written
in the last 10 years.

At more or less the same time some progress was made in obtaining rigorous
mathematical proofs of some of the properties proposed in the 50’s and 60’s. A
general proof of Bose-Einstein condensation for interacting gases still eludes us,
but we are now in a much stronger position to attack this problem rigorously.
These notes, which are an extension of our 2004 Oberwolfach course, summarize
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some rigorous results that have been obtained by us in the past decade. Most of
them are about the ground state energy in various models and dimensions, but we
do have a few results about the occurrence (and non-occurrence) of condensation.

This pedagogical summary has several antecedents. It has grown organically
as new results emerged. The first one was [LY3], followed by [LSeY3], [Se2], L1,
ILSeY4], [LSSY], and [LSSYZ2]. Apart from this stream, there was another peda-
gogical survey going back to the 60’s [L3] that dealt with Bogoliubov theory and
other things. Some of that material is reproduced in Appendices [A] and

There is, of course, a large body of rigorous work by other people on var-
ious aspects of BEC that was not covered in the Oberwolfach course and is
not mentioned in these notes. The subject can be approached from many an-
gles and our aim was not to give a complete overview of the subject but to fo-
cus on themes where we have been able to make some contributions. The recent
Physics Reports article [ZB] on the Bogoliubov model is a good source of refer-
ences to some other approaches and results. There exist also several reviews, e.g.,
IDGPS, ISW, [Legl [CL [Yu] and even monographs [PS, [PiSt2] on the fascinating
physics of the Bose gas and its condensation.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 The Ideal Bose Gas

Schrodinger’s equation of 1926 defined a new mechanics whose Hamiltonian is
based on classical mechanics. The “ideal” gas of particles consists of the following
ingredients: A collection of N > 1 non-interacting particles in a large box A C R3
and volume V = L3. We are interested in the “thermodynamic limit”, which means
that we will take N — oo and L — oo in such a way that the density p = N/V is
held fixed.

The fact that the particles are non-interacting means that the classical energy,
or Hamiltonian H, is entirely kinetic energy and this, in turn, is

1 N
H=_— 2 1.1
5 ;:1 o (1.1)

where m is the particle mass and p; is the momentum of particle i. The lowest (or
ground state) energy of this classical system is, of course, 0. The thermodynamic

properties are determined from the partition function

N N 3N/2
1 VN fom
In = ——— dx; dpie P = (2 1.2
N h3NN!/ANZ_1:[1 x /RBNZ L h3NN!<B) (12)

(with 8 = 1/kg T, kg is Boltzmann’s constant and T is the temperature, and with
h an arbitrary constant with the dimension of momentum times length) in terms
of which the free energy is given as

F= —%mZN. (1.3)
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The pressure p is
p=—0F/0V = pkpT (1.4)

where Stirling’s approximation, In N! & N In N, has been used. The average energy
is

E= —% InZ = gNkBT. (1.5)

In quantum mechanics, the Hamiltonian is an operator obtained by replacing

each p; by —iAV;, acting on the Hilbert space L?(A), with appropriate boundary

conditions. The eigenvalues of p> = —h?A (with A =Laplacian =V?), for a box

with periodic boundary conditions, are (27h)?n?/L?, where n is a vector with

integer components. If the statistics of the particles is disregarded, the partition

function, which in the quantum case is given by

1
In=qmtr e PH (1.6)

factorizes as Zy = Z{¥/N!. This equals the classical expression in the thermody-
namic limit, if one takes h = 27h.

Taking the statistics of the particles into account, we have to restrict the
trace in ([CH) to the symmetric or anti-symmetric subspace of the total Hilbert
space ®N L?(A), depending on whether we intend to describe bosons or fermions.
This makes the prefactor 1/N! superfluous, but one has to face the problem that
Zn is no longer determined by Z;. For this reason, it is more convenient to pass
to the grand-canonical partition function (or generating function)

E=) Znz", (1.7)
N>0
where z = e* is the fugacity for chemical potential ;. The chemical potential is
then determined by the average particle number,

(N) zzaﬁlnE. (1.8)

z
The grand-canonical partition function = can be calculated because it factorizes
into the contributions from the single particle energy levels. For bosons the result

is

- 1
~lUr—sem— )
where g < 1 < ... denote the single-particle energy levels (given, in this case,
by (2wh)?n?/(2mL?), with n € Z3). Note that in this “free particle” bosonic case
it is necessary that pu < 9. In the thermodynamic limit ¢y — 0.
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For fixed p < 0, the average particle number, is given by

1
2 exp (B(e; — p) — 1

i>0

(N) =

(1.10)
In the thermodynamic limit, the sum becomes an integral (more precisely,
L7y, — (27h) ™3 [4), and we have

1
im ~ L =p=h3 .
s = eeh / W e (B2 m) — ) — 1

This is a monotonously increasing function of p, which is bounded as p — 0,

(1.11)

however, by the critical density

pe(B) = g3/o(1)(2mh? 3 /m) =2, (1.12)

Here g3,5(1) = 32,2, (73/2 ~ 2.612. That is, the density seems to be bounded by
this value. This is absurd, of course. This phenomenon was discovered by Einstein
[E], and the resolution is that the particles exceeding the critical number all go
into the lowest energy state. In mathematical terms, this means that we have to
let 4 — 0 simultaneously with L — oo to fix the density at some number > p.. In
this case, we have to be more careful in replacing the sum in ((CIT) by an integral.
It turns out to be sufficient to separate the contribution from the lowest energy
level, and approximate the contribution from the remaining terms by an integral.
The result is that, for p > pe,

p = pe(B) + po, (1.13)

where
lim — !
L—oo Vexp (B(eo — p)) — 1
is the density of the “condensate”. The dependence of i on L is determined by
([CI), writing (N) = L3p with fixed p.

The phenomenon that a single particle level has a macroscopic occupation,

pPo = (1.14)

i.e., a non-zero density in the thermodynamic limit, is called Bose-FEinstein con-
densation (BEC). Note that in the model considered there is no condensation into
the excited energy levels, and one always has

1
lim —
L—oo Vexp (B(e; — p)) — 1

=0 (1.15)

fori>1,sincee; —pu >¢e; —egg = const. L2,
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Note that in the case of zero temperature, i.e., the ground state, all the
particles are in the condensate, i.e., p = pg. In a sector of fixed particle number,
the ground state wave function is simply a product of single particle wave-functions
in the lowest energy state.

1.2 The Concept of Bose-Einstein Condensation

So far we have merely reproduced the standard textbook discussion of BEC for
non-interacting particles. The situation changes drastically if one considers inter-
acting systems, however. For particles interacting via a pair potential v(|x; — %),
the Hamiltonian takes the form

9 N
Hy :—;—mZAi—i- > oli—xiD. (1.16)
i=1 1<i<j<N
(We could also include three- and higher body potentials, but we exclude them
for simplicity. These do exist among real atoms, but for understanding the basic

physics it is presumably sufficient to consider only pair potentials.)

Even at zero temperature, it is not entirely obvious what is meant by a
macroscopic occupation of a one-particle state, because the eigenfunctions of Hy
are not products of single particle states.

The concept of a macroscopic occupation of a single one-particle state ac-
quires a precise meaning through the one-particle density matriz. Given the nor-
malized ground state wave function of Hy (or any other wave function, for that
matter), Wy, this is the operator on L?(R3) given by the kernel

y(x,x') = N/\Ifo(x, X)Wy (x', X)dX , (1.17)

where we introduced the short hand notation

N
X =(xz,...,xy) and dX = []dx;. (1.18)

j=2

Then [~(x,x)dx = tr[y] = N. BEC in the ground state means, by definition,
that this operator has an eigenvalue of order N in the thermodynamic limit. This
formulation was first stated in [PO] by Penrose and Onsager. For the ground
state Wy of Hy, the kernel v is positive and, hopefully, translation invariant in
the thermodynamic limit, and hence the eigenfunction belonging to the largest
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eigenvalue must be the constant function L~3/2. Therefore, another way to say
that there is BEC in the ground state is that

%//”y(x, y)dxdy = O(N) (1.19)

as N — 0o, L — oo with N/L? fixed; more precisely Eq. (CI9) requires that there
is a ¢ > 0 such that the left side is > ¢ for all large .

This concept of BEC as a large eigenvalue of the one-particle reduced density
matrix immediately generalizes to thermal states, both in the canonical and grand-
canonical ensembles (or, more generally, to states defined by arbitrary density
matrices). For interacting systems, however, the ground state already poses a
challenging problem which is still largely unsolved. In fact, BEC has, so far, never
been proved for many-body Hamiltonians with genuine interactions — except for
one special case: hard core bosons on a lattice at half-filling (i.e., N = half the
number of lattice sites). The proof was given in [DLS] and [KLS]. This, and a
generalization to a lattice gas in a periodic external potential, is described in
Chapter [T

There are physical situations where it is natural to consider generalizations
of the concept of BEC just described. In particular, for trapped Bose gases, as
considered in Chapters[BHd, the system is inhomogeneous and the thermodynamic
limit at fixed density has to be replaced by an appropriate scaling of the potentials
involved.! What remains as the criterion of BEC is the occurrence of a large
eigenvalue (i.e., of the order of the particle number) of the one-particle density
matrix in the limit considered.

Finally, we comment on the relation between BEC and spontaneous breaking
of gauge symmetry. Gauge symmetry in the present context is defined by the
one-parameter group of unitary transformations in Fock space generated by the
particle number operator. The Hamiltonian ([CIH) preserves particle number and
this implies gauge invariance of the grand-canonical equilibrium state on the Fock
space, i.e., the direct sum of all the N-particle Hilbert spaces. This symmetry can
be explicitly broken by adding a term vV A(ag + ag) to the Hamiltonian, where
ag and aq are the creation and annihilation operators of the lowest energy mode
(i.e., in a box, the constant wave function in the one-particle space). Formally, this

L Also, the way to take a thermodynamic limit is not completely unambiguous. In the standard
van Hove limit [Rul] the volume grows essentially without changing the shape of the domain A,
e.g., the growing cubes considered in Section [l If instead the limit is taken in such a way that
the size of A grows at different speed in different directions, one may obtain different results (see,
e.g., [BI1 [BLP]).
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is analogous to adding an external magnetic field to the Hamiltonian of a magnet.
In the grand-canonical state defined by the so modified Hamiltonian the operator
ag has a non-zero expectation value (which goes to zero as A\ — 0 for any fized
volume V). Gauge symmetry breaking means that this expectation value, divided
by vV, remains non-zero even as A\ — 0, after the thermodynamic limit has been
taken. (For the magnet, this corresponds to spontaneous magnetization.)

In Appendix [Dl we show that under quite general assumptions, BEC goes
hand in hand with spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking. Breaking of a contin-
uous symmetry is notoriously difficult to prove, and in one and two dimensions it
is excluded, at least at positive temperature, by the Hohenberg-Mermin-Wagner
Theorem [Hol IMW]. This partly explains why a rigorous proof of BEC for inter-
acting systems is still lacking in general.

1.3 Overview and Outline

A central theme of these notes is the evaluation of the ground state energy in
various situations. Already in 1927 W. Lenz [Len] gave a heuristic argument indi-
cating that the ground state energy of a dilute hard-core gas was proportional to
the scattering length, a, of the potential in three dimensions.? The 3D formula for
the energy per particle at low density is eg(p) = (h?/2m)dmpa, to leading order
in the density p = N/V. Bogoliubov’s 1947 paper [Bg|] showed how a perturbative
version of this formula could be derived in a more systematic and general way,
and there was further work on this in the 1950’s and 60’s [HY] [L2], but it was
not until 1998 [LYT] that it was proved rigorously. The issue here was to derive a
lower bound for the energy. In 1957 Dyson [DI] had established an asymptotically
correct upper bound for the energy and also a lower bound, but the latter was 14
times too small.

In two dimensions a different formula, postulated as late as 1971 by Schick
[SI, holds and was rigorously proved to be correct in [LYZ]. With the aid of the
methodology developed to prove the lower bound for the homogeneous gas, several
other problems could successfully be addressed. One is the proof that the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation correctly describes the ground state in the ‘traps’ actually

2Lenz calculated the ground state energy of a single particle in the presence of N —1 randomly
placed particles in a L X L x L box. This would give the correct energy, 4ma/V, provided the
fixed particles are uniformly distributed. But in a random arrangement there are bound to be
holes of arbitrary large size (as N — oo) and the moving particle can always fit in a hole with
arbitrary small energy. It is the inevitability of such holes that makes it impossible to convert

Lenz’s argument into a rigorous one.
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used in the experiments [LSeYTl [LSeY2]. For such systems it is also possible to
prove complete Bose condensation and superfluidity [LSe, [LSeY5]. On the frontier
of experimental developments is the possibility that a dilute gas in an elongated
trap will behave like a one-dimensional system and this topic was addressed in a
mathematical way in [LSeY6).

Another topic is a proof that Foldy’s 1961 theory [F] of a high density Bose
gas of charged particles, which is based on Bogoliubov’s theory, correctly describes
the ground state energy of this gas; using this it is also possible to prove the
N7/5 formula for the ground state energy of the two-component charged Bose gas
proposed by Dyson in 1967 [D2]. All of this is quite recent work [LSdl, [LSo2, So]
and it is hoped that the mathematical methodology might be useful, ultimately,
to solve more complex problems connected with these interesting systems.

One of the most remarkable recent developments in the study of ultracold
Bose gases is the observation of a reversible transition from a Bose-Einstein con-
densate to a state composed of localized atoms as the strength of a periodic,
optical trapping potential is varied [IBCGZ, [G2, [G3]. Together with M. Aizen-
man we have rigorously analyzed a model of this phenomenon [ATSSY]. The gas
is a hard core lattice gas and the optical lattice is modeled by a periodic potential
of strength A. For small A and temperature BEC is proved to occur, while at large
A BEC disappears, even in the ground state, which is a Mott insulator state with
a characteristic gap. The inter-particle interaction is essential for this effect.

Let us briefly describe the structure of these notes. The discussion centers
around six main topics:

1. The dilute, homogeneous Bose gas with repulsive interaction (2D and 3D).

2. Repulsive bosons in a trap (as used in recent experiments) and the “Gross-
Pitaevskii” equation.

3. BEC and superfluidity for dilute trapped gases.

4. Low-dimensional behavior of three-dimensional gases in elongated or disc-
shaped traps.

5. Foldy’s “jellium” model of charged particles in a neutralizing background
and the extension to the two-component gas.

6. The model of an optical lattice that shows BEC at weak coupling and no
BEC at strong coupling.

The discussion below of topic 1 is based on [LYI] and [LYZ2], and of topic 2 on

[CSeYT) and [LSeY?2]. See also [LY3L [LSeY3, Se2, [LSeY4].
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The original references for topic 3 are [LSe] and [LSeYH], but for transparency
we also include here a chapter on the special case when the trap is a rectangular
box. This case already contains the salient points, but avoids several complications
due the inhomogeneity of the gas in a general trap. An essential technical tool
for topic 3 is a generalized Poincaré inequality, which is discussed in a separate
chapter.

Topic 4 is a summary of the work in [LSeY6] and [SY].

The discussion of topic 5 is based on [LSa], [LSo2] and [Sq]. Topic 6 is based
on [ALSSY] and [ALSSYZ.

Topic 1 (3 dimensions) was the starting point and contains essential ideas.
It is explained here in some detail and is taken, with minor modifications (and
corrections), from [LY3]. In terms of technical complexity, however, the fifth topic
is the most involved and can not be treated here in full detail.

The interaction potential between pairs of particles in the Jellium model and
the two-component gas in topic 5 is the repulsive, long-range Coulomb potential,
while in topics 1-4 it is assumed to be repulsive and short range. Topic 6 concerns
a hard-core lattice gas. For alkali atoms in the recent experiments on Bose-Einstein
condensation the interaction potential has a repulsive hard core, but also a quite
deep attractive contribution of van der Waals type and there are many two body
bound states [PS]. The Bose condensate seen in the experiments is thus not the
true ground state (which would be a solid) but a metastable state. Nevertheless,
it is usual to model this metastable state as the ground state of a system with
a repulsive two body potential having the same scattering length as the true
potential, and this is what we shall do. In these notes all interaction potentials
will be positive, except in Appendices A, C and D.

There are four appendices to these notes:
A. Elements of Bogoliubov Theory
B. An Exactly Soluble Model
C. Definition and Properties of the Scattering Length
D. ¢-Number Substitutions and Gauge Symmetry Breaking

Appendices [Al and [Bl are reproductions, with only minor modifications, of two
sections of the survey article [L3]. This material is still relevant after 40 years and
parts of it were discussed in the Oberwolfach course. Appendix [ is taken from
the paper [LY2]. Appendix [0 is a slightly extended version of [LSeYS§|.



Chapter 2

The Dilute Bose Gas in 3D

We consider the Hamiltonian for N bosons of mass m enclosed in a cubic box A of
side length L and interacting by a spherically symmetric pair potential v(|x; —x;|):

N
Hy=—pY A+ > o(lxi —x)). (2.1)
=1

1<i<j<N

Here x; € R?, i = 1,..., N are the positions of the particles, A; the Laplacian
with respect to x;, and we have denoted hA%/2m by u for short. (By choosing
suitable units p could, of course, be eliminated, but we want to keep track of the
dependence of the energy on Planck’s constant and the mass.) The interaction
potential will be assumed to be nonnegative and to decrease faster than 1/r3 at
infinity. Note that for potentials that tend to zero at infinity ‘repulsive’ and ‘non-
negative’ are synonymous — in the quantum mechanical literature at least. In
classical mechanics, in contrast, a potential that is positive but not monotonically
decreasing is not called repulsive.

The Hamiltonian (Z1I) operates on symmetric wave functions in the Hilbert
space L2(AN dx; ---dxy) as is appropriate for bosons. Let us note an important
fact here that will be useful later. To say that we are in the symmetric tensor prod-
uct of L?(R?) is equivalent, in plain language, to the statement that we consider
only wave functions ¥(x1,...,xy) that are invariant under permutation of the N
coordinates. On the other hand, we could ask for the bottom of the spectrum of
Hy without imposing this symmetry restriction, i.e., on the whole tensor product.
The fact is that the two are the same. The absolute ground state energy is the
boson ground state energy. Moreover, the ground state is unique, i.e., there is only
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one and it is symmetric. This fact will be useful later because it means that we
can get an upper bound to the ground state energy by using any handy function.

The proof of this assertion, very briefly, goes as follows: The absolute ground
state energy is the infimum of (V|Hy|¥) over all normalized ¥. If ¥ is a candidate
for a minimizer, we can consider ®(X) = |¥(X)|, which has the same norm, the
same potential energy, and a kinetic energy that can be lower but not higher [LLa].
This @ will not satisfy the Schrodinger equation unless ® = ¥, up to an overall
phase. Thus, the absolute ground state is unique and it has to be either symmetric
or antisymmetric since these are the only one-dimensional representations of the
permutation group. Since it has only one sign it is symmetric.

We are interested in the ground state energy Eo(N, L) of ) in the ther-
modynamic limit when N and L tend to infinity with the density p = N/L3 fixed.
The energy per particle in this limit is

co(p) = lim Eo(pL* L)/(pL?). (2:2)

Our results about eg(p) are based on estimates on Ey(N, L) for finite N and
L, which are important, e.g., for the considerations of inhomogeneous systems
in Chapters BHA To define Ey(N, L) precisely one must specify the boundary
conditions. These should not matter for the thermodynamic limit. To be on the
safe side we use Neumann boundary conditions for the lower bound, and Dirichlet
boundary conditions for the upper bound since these lead, respectively, to the
lowest and the highest energies.

For experiments with dilute gases the low density asymptotics of eg(p) is of
importance. Low density means here that the mean interparticle distance, p~1/3
is much larger than the scattering length a of the potential, which is defined as
follows. (See Appendix [ for details.) The zero energy scattering Schrodinger

equation

—2uAY +v(r)Yp =0 (2.3)

has a solution of the form, asymptotically as |x| = r — oo (or for all » > Ry if
v(r) =0 for r > Ry),

do(x) = 1 af|x]. (2.4)

(The factor 2 in 3] comes from the reduced mass of the two particle problem.)
Writing 1o (x) = wuo(|x])/|x| this is the same as

a= lim r — _u?(r)

Jim = 2 (2.5)
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where wug solves the zero energy (radial) scattering equation,
—2pug (r) + v(r)uo(r) =0 (2.6)

with uo(0) = 0.
An important special case is the hard core potential v(r) = oo if r < a and
v(r) = 0 otherwise. Then the scattering length and the radius a are the same.
Our main result is a rigorous proof of the formula

eo(p) = Amppa (2.7)
for pa® < 1, more precisely of
Theorem 2.1 (Low density limit of the ground state energy).

lim co(p)
pa3—0 AT upa

=1. (2.8)

This formula is independent of the boundary conditions used for the definition
of eg(p) . It holds for every positive radially symmetric pair potential such that
/ Eo v(r)r?dr < oo for some R, which guarantees a finite scattering length, cf.
Appendix

The genesis of an understanding of ey(p) was the pioneering work [Ba, [Bo3]
of Bogoliubov, and in the 50’s and early 60’s several derivations of () were
presented [HY], [L2], even including higher order terms:

4675;(5))a =1+ 1;)2;5; (pa®)/? 48 (%” - \/§) (pa®)log(pa®) + O(pa®). (2.9)
These early developments are reviewed in [L3]. They all rely on some special as-
sumptions about the ground state that have never been proved, or on the selection
of special terms from a perturbation series which likely diverges. The only rigor-
ous estimates of this period were established by Dyson, who derived the following
bounds in 1957 for a gas of hard spheres [DI]:

1 eo(p) 14 2Y1/3
< <
10v2 ~ Amppa = (1-Y1/3)2

(2.10)

with Y = 47pa3/3. While the upper bound has the asymptotically correct form,
the lower bound is off the mark by a factor of about 1/14. But for about 40 years
this was the best lower bound available!

Under the assumption that () is a correct asymptotic formula for the
energy, we see at once that understanding it physically, much less proving it, is
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not a simple matter. Initially, the problem presents us with two lengths, a < p~1/3
at low density. However, ([Z8) presents us with another length generated by the
solution to the problem. This length is the de Broglie wavelength, or ‘uncertainty
principle’ length (sometimes called ‘healing length’)

le ~ (pa)~1/2, (2.11)

The reason for saying that /. is the de Broglie wavelength is that in the hard
core case all the energy is kinetic (the hard core just imposes a 1) = 0 boundary
condition whenever the distance between two particles is less than a). By the un-
certainty principle, the kinetic energy is proportional to an inverse length squared,
namely /.. We then have the relation (since pa® is small)

—-1/3

a<p P <, (2.12)

which implies, physically, that it is impossible to localize the particles relative to
each other (even though p is small). Bosons in their ground state are therefore
‘smeared out’ over distances large compared to the mean particle distance and
their individuality is entirely lost. They cannot be localized with respect to each
other without changing the kinetic energy enormously.

Fermions, on the other hand, prefer to sit in ‘private rooms’, i.e., ¢, is never

—1/3 times a fixed factor. In this respect the quantum nature of

bigger than p
bosons is much more pronounced than for fermions.

Since (X)) is a basic result about the Bose gas it is clearly important to
derive it rigorously and in reasonable generality, in particular for more general
cases than hard spheres. The question immediately arises for which interaction
potentials one may expect it to be true. A notable fact is that it is not true for all
v with a > 0, since there are two body potentials with positive scattering length
that allow many body bound states. (There are even such potentials without two
body bound states but with three body bound states [Bal.) For such potentials
E3R) is clearly false. Our proof, presented in the sequel, works for nonnegative v,
but we conjecture that [ZJ) holds if @ > 0 and v has no N-body bound states for
any N. The lower bound is, of course, the hardest part, but the upper bound is
not altogether trivial either.

Before we start with the estimates a simple computation and some heuristics
may be helpful to make [Z.J) plausible and motivate the formal proofs.

With v the zero energy scattering solution, partial integration, using EZ3)
and ([Z4), gives, for R > Ry,

/ {2p|Vabo | + vltho|? Ydx = 8mua (1 - ﬁ) — 8mpa  for R — oco.  (2.13)
x|<R R
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Moreover, for positive interaction potentials the scattering solution minimizes the
quadratic form in [ZT3)) for each R > Ry with the boundary condition ¥y (|x| =
R) = (1—a/R). Hence the energy Ey(2, L) of two particles in a large box, i.e., L >
a, is approximately 8mua/L3. If the gas is sufficiently dilute it is not unreasonable
to expect that the energy is essentially a sum of all such two particle contributions.
Since there are N(N — 1)/2 pairs, we are thus lead to Eo(N, L) = 4npaN(N —
1)/L3, which gives ([ZF) in the thermodynamic limit.

This simple heuristics is far from a rigorous proof, however, especially for
the lower bound. In fact, it is rather remarkable that the same asymptotic for-
mula holds both for ‘soft” interaction potentials, where perturbation theory can
be expected to be a good approximation, and potentials like hard spheres where
this is not so. In the former case the ground state is approximately the constant
function and the energy is mostly potential: According to perturbation theory
Eo(N,L) ~ N(N —1)/(2L?) [v(]x|)dx. In particular it is independent of p, i.e. of
Planck’s constant and mass. Since, however, [v(|x|)dx is the first Born approx-
imation to 8mua (note that a depends on p!), this is not in conflict with Z3).
For ‘hard’ potentials on the other hand, the ground state is highly correlated, i.e.,
it is far from being a product of single particle states. The energy is here mostly
kinetic, because the wave function is very small where the potential is large. These
two quite different regimes, the potential energy dominated one and the kinetic
energy dominated one, cannot be distinguished by the low density asymptotics
of the energy. Whether they behave differently with respect to other phenomena,
e.g., Bose-Einstein condensation, is not known at present.

Bogoliubov’s analysis [Bdl, [Bo3| presupposes the existence of Bose-Einstein
condensation. Nevertheless, it is correct (for the energy) for the one-dimensional
delta-function Bose gas [LL], despite the fact that there is (presumably) no con-
densation in that case [PiSi]. It turns out that BE condensation is not really
needed in order to understand the energy. As we shall see, ‘global’ condensation
can be replaced by a ‘local’ condensation on boxes whose size is independent of
L. Tt is this crucial understanding that enables us to prove Theorem Bl without
having to decide about BE condensation.

An important idea of Dyson was to transform the hard sphere potential into
a soft potential at the cost of sacrificing the kinetic energy, i.e., effectively to move
from one regime to the other. We shall make use of this idea in our proof of the
lower bound below. But first we discuss the simpler upper bound, which relies on
other ideas from Dyson’s beautiful paper [D1].
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2.1 Upper Bound

The following generalization of Dyson’s upper bound holds [LSeYT], [Sell:

Theorem 2.2 (Upper bound). Let p; = (N — 1)/L? and b = (47wp,/3)~'/3. For
non-negative potentials v and b > a the ground state energy of Bl with periodic

boundary conditions satisfies
Eo(N,L)/N < d4mupia (1 + const. %) . (2.14)

Thus in the thermodynamic limit (and for all boundary conditions)

< 1+ const. Y'/3 (2.15)

provided Y = 4npa®/3 < 1.

Proof. We first remark that the expectation value of Il with any trial wave
function gives an upper bound to the bosonic ground state energy, even if the trial
function is not symmetric under permutations of the variables. (See the discussion
at the beginning of this chapter.) The reason is that an absolute ground state of
the elliptic differential operator (Il (i.e., a ground state without symmetry re-
quirement) is a nonnegative function which can be symmetrized without changing
the energy because [ZI) is symmetric under permutations. In other words, the
absolute ground state energy is the same as the bosonic ground state energy.

Following [D1] we choose a trial function of the following form
U(x1,...,xn) = Fi(x1) - Fa(x1,%X2) - Fn (X1, .., XN). (2.16)

More specifically, F} = 1 and F; depends only on the distance of x; to its near-

est neighbor among the points x1,...,%;_1 (taking the periodic boundary into
account):
Fi(Xl,...,Xi):f(ti), ti:min(|xi—xj|,j:1,...,z'—1), (217)

with a function f satisfying
0<f=<1, f=o. (2.18)

The intuition behind the ansatz [ZIH) is that the particles are inserted into the
system one at the time, taking into account the particles previously inserted.

While such a wave function cannot reproduce all correlations present in the true
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ground state, it turns out to capture the leading term in the energy for dilute
gases. The form [ZTH) is computationally easier to handle than an ansatz of the
type [[,; f(Ixi; — x;|), which might appear more natural in view of the heuristic
remarks after Eq. [Z13).

The function f is chosen to be

fo(r)/fo(b) for 0 <r <b,
fr) = (2.19)
1 for r > b,
with fo(r) = uo(r)/r the zero energy scattering solution defined by (6.
We start by computing the kinetic energy of our trial state defined above.

Define €;x(x1,...,xn) by

1 fori=k
gk =14 —1 fort; =]|x; —xx| (2.20)

0 otherwise.

Let n; be the unit vector in the direction of x; — x;(;), where x;(;) denotes the
nearest neighbor of x; among the points (xi,...,%x;—1). (Note that j(i) really
depends on all the points x1,...,X; and not just on the index i. Except for a set

of zero measure, j(7) is unique.) Then
FTIWLF =Y F lepnif'(t) | (2.21)
and after summation over k we obtain

F72Z|VkF|2 Zfzkajk n; - IIJ)F lF f( )f(])
k

1,5,k

S2YFT(6) 42 ) leaenlFE () (t) . (2:22)

k<i<j

The expectation value of the Hamiltonian can thus be bounded as follows:

(V|HN|) Z f|‘1’|2F 2t +Z J1Po(lxi —x;1)

(W[w) s = J1e?
S 1V Pleinesw| 7 E7H (8) £ ()
. 2.2
"2 o 22

For i < p, let F),; be the value that Fj, would take if the point x; were omitted

from consideration as a possible nearest neighbor. Note that Fj, ; is independent
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of x;. Analogously we define F}, ;; by omitting x; and x;. The functions F; occur
both in the numerator and the denominator so we need estimates from below and

above. Since f is monotone increasing,
Fp = min{Fp 5, f(1xp —%51), f(Ixp = xi])} (2.24)
and we have, using 0 < f <1,
F2 (% = xi)f (1% — ;1) < F2 < F2,5 (2.25)
Hence, for j < i, we have the upper bound
Fj2+1 " '3{1}1‘11 Py < Fj2+1,j " 'F‘izfl,jF‘inrl,ij " F]%flj ) (2.26)

and the lower bound

sz ) Fz%r 2F3‘2+1,j e 'F‘izfl,jFiaLl,ij o F]%flj (2.27)
N N
(1= 3 =l =xh®) (1= D (= flxi = xe)?).
k=1, k#i,j k=1, k#i

We now consider the first two terms on the right side of ([Z23)). In the numerator

of the first term we use, for each fixed ¢, the estimate

i—1

Fl)? <) i —x5)% (2.28)

j=1

and in the second term we use F; < f(|x; —x;|). For fixed ¢ and j we can eliminate
x; and x; from the rest of the integrand by using the bound Z28)) in the numerator
and ([Z2Z7) in the denominator to do the x; and x; integrations. Note that, using
partial integration, [Z3) implies that

/ (f ()2 + So(x) F(x)2) dx < dma(l — a/b)fob) 2 (2.29)

Moreover, fo(b) > 1 — a/b. We thus obtain

/ (2uf'(xi — x5)% 4+ v(x; — x5) f(xi — %;)?) dx;dx; < 8mapL?®[1 — a/b]”" .
(2.30)

In the denominator, we estimate

N

/(1— S0l - xi)?))dx > L~ (N DI, (2.31)

p=1,p#i
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where we set I = [(1 — f(|x])?)dx. Using that f(|x|) > [1 — a/|x[]+ (see Ap-
pendix ), we get that I < (47/3)ab®. The same factor comes from the x;-
integration. The remaining factors are identical in numerator and denominator
and hence we conclude that the first and second term in [Z23]) are bounded above
by

N

Z(i -1 _a/i;(‘:"[“_ o < N(]zs_ Y srap (1 4+ 0(a/b)) . (2.32)

A similar argument is now applied to the third term of [Z23)). We omit the

details. The result is an upper bound

2 uK?

-N(N—-1)(N-2

SNV =DV = 2) s
with K given by K = [ f(|x|)f’(|x])dx. Using again that [1—a/|x|]; < f(|x]) <1
as well as partial integration, we can estimate K < 4mab(1+O(a/b)). Hence Z33)
is, for bounded a/b, bounded by const. Nua?p;/b. Combining this estimate with

E32) proves [ZId). O

(2.33)

2.2 Lower Bound

It was explained previously in this chapter why the lower bound for the bosonic
ground state energy of ) is not easy to obtain. The three different length scales
ET2) for bosons will play a role in the proof below.

e The scattering length a.

e The mean particle distance p~1/3.

e The ‘uncertainty principle length’ ¢., defined by pfl;? = eo(p), i.e., le ~
(pa)~1/2.
Our lower bound for eg(p) is as follows.

Theorem 2.3 (Lower bound in the thermodynamic limit). For a positive potential

v with finite range and Y small enough

eo(p) 1/17
> — .
pr—— (1-CcY/*9 (2.34)

with C a constant. If v does not have finite range, but decreases faster than 1/r3
(more precisely, [ v(r)r?dr < oo for some R) then an analogous bound to (E234)
holds, but with CY'/'7 replaced by o(1) as Y — 0.
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It should be noted right away that the error term —C Y17 in [@34) is of
no fundamental significance and is not believed to reflect the true state of affairs.
Presumably, it does not even have the right sign. We mention in passing that C
can be taken to be 8.9 [Sell.

As mentioned at the beginning of this chapter after Eq. (Z2), a lower bound
on Ey(N, L) for finite N and L is of importance for applications to inhomogeneous
gases, and in fact we derive [Z34)) from such a bound. We state it in the following
way:

Theorem 2.4 (Lower bound in a finite box). For a positive potential v with finite
range there is a § > 0 such that the ground state energy of () with Neumann

boundary conditions satisfies
Eo(N,L)/N > 4npupa (1 —cyY 17) (2.35)

for all N and L with Y < § and L/a > C'Y /17, Here C' and C' are positive
constants, independent of N and L. (Note that the condition on L/a requires in
particular that N must be large enough, N > const.Y ~Y/17.) As in Theorem
such a bound, but possibly with a different error term, holds also for potentials v

of infinite range that decrease sufficiently fast at infinity.

The first step in the proof of Theorem 4l is a generalization of a lemma of
Dyson, which allows us to replace v by a ‘soft’ potential, at the cost of sacrificing
kinetic energy and increasing the effective range.

Lemma 2.5. Let v(r) > 0 with finite range Ry. Let U(r) > 0 be any function
satisfying [U(r)r?dr <1 and U(r) = 0 for r < Ry. Let B C R? be star shaped
with respect to 0 (e.g. convexr with 0 € B). Then for all differentiable functions 1

[ TulVoP + $o10] = pa [ Ul (2.36)
B B

Proof. Actually, [38) holds with u|V(x)|? replaced by the (smaller) radial ki-
netic energy, 1|0y (x)/0r|?, and it suffices to prove the analog of [36) for the
integral along each radial line with fixed angular variables. Along such a line we
write ¢(x) = u(r)/r with ©(0) = 0. We consider first the special case when U is a
delta-function at some radius R > Ry, i.e.,

Ulr) = %5(7« “R). (2.37)
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For such U the analog of ([Z30) along the radial line is

R .
e ()~ ) o) P> L BERCES
0 palu(R)|?/R?* if R< Ry
where R; is the length of the radial line segment in B. The case R; < R is
trivial, because p|01/0r|*> + $v[y|? > 0. (Note that positivity of v is used here.)
If R < R; we consider the integral on the left side of Z38) from 0 to R instead
of Ry and minimize it under the boundary condition that «(0) = 0 and u(R) is a
fixed constant. Since everything is homogeneous in u we may normalize this value
to u(R) = R — a. This minimization problem leads to the zero energy scattering
equation (Z6]). Since v is positive, the solution is a true minimum and not just a
stationary point.
Because v(r) = 0 for r > Ry the solution, ug, satisfies ug(r) = r — a for
r > Ry. By partial integration,

R
/ {ulug(r) = (uo(r)/r)]* + gv(r)luo(r)]*}dr = palR — al /R > pa|R — af* /R
’ (2.39)
But |R — a|?/R? is precisely the right side of [Z38) if u satisfies the normalization
condition.
This derivation of 30) for the special case Z31) implies the general case,

because every U can be written as a superposition of J-functions, i.e., U(r) =
JR™25(r — R)U(R)R?*dR, and [ U(R)R*dR < 1 by assumption. O

By dividing A for given points X1, ...,xx into Voronoi cells B; that contain
all points closer to x; than to x; with j # ¢ (these cells are star shaped w.r.t. x;,
indeed convex), the following corollary of Lemma EZH can be derived in the same
way as the corresponding Eq. (28) in [DI].

Corollary 2.6. For any U as in Lemma [Z0

Hy > paW (2.40)
with W the multiplication operator
N
W(Xl,...,XN) = ZU(tl)’ (241)
i=1

where t; is the distance of x; to its nearest neighbor among the other points x;,
j=1,...,N, ie,

ti(x1,...,XN) = min |x; — X;|. (2.42)
J, j#i
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(Note that ¢; has here a slightly different meaning than in 1I), where it denoted
the distance to the nearest neighbor among the x; with j <i¢—1.)

Dyson considers in [DI] a one parameter family of U’s that is essentially the
same as the following choice, which is convenient for the present purpose:

3 _ p3\—-1 f
Un(r) = {3(R Bo)™ for o <r < R (2.43)

0 otherwise.

We denote the corresponding interaction (ZZI]) by Wg. For the hard core gas one

obtains
E(N,L)>sup inf paWg(xi,...,Xn) (2.44)
R (Xl ..... xN)
where the infimum is over (x1,...,2zx) € AN with |x; —x;| > Ry = a, because of

the hard core. At fixed R simple geometry gives

. A B
(X171~?,fo Wgr(X1,...,XN) > (ﬁ - ﬁ) (2.45)
with certain constants A and B. An evaluation of these constants gives Dyson’s

bound
1

10v/2

The main reason this method does not give a better bound is that R must
~1/3

E(N,L)/N > drupa. (2.46)

be chosen quite big, namely of the order of the mean particle distance p in
order to guarantee that the spheres of radius R around the N points overlap.
Otherwise the infimum of Wx will be zero. But large R means that Wx is small.
It should also be noted that this method does not work for potentials other than
hard spheres: If |x; —x;| is allowed to be less than Ry, then the right side of [Z24)
is zero because U(r) = 0 for r < Ry.

For these reasons we take another route. We still use Lemma to get into
the soft potential regime, but we do not sacrifice all the kinetic energy as in ([ZZ0).

Instead we write, for € > 0
Hy=eHyv+ (1—e)Hy > eIy + (1 —¢)Hn (2.47)
with Ty = —p ), A; and use ([ZZ0) only for the part (1 —e)Hy. This gives
Hy > eTn + (1 — e)paWh. (2.48)

We consider the operator on the right side from the viewpoint of first order per-
turbation theory, with €Ty as the unperturbed part, denoted Hy.
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The ground state of Hp in a box of side length L is Uy (x1,...,xN) = L—3N/2
and we denote expectation values in this state by (-)o. A computation, cf. Eq. (21)

in [LYT] (see also Egs. BIH)-B20)), gives

drp (1— %) = (Wg)o/N

> dmp(1— %) (1= 28)° (1 4+ 4mp(R® — RY)/3) ™

. (2.49)
The rationale behind the various factors is as follows: (1 — %) comes from the
fact that the number of pairs is N(N — 1)/2 and not N?/2, (1 — 2R/L)? takes
into account the fact that the particles do not interact beyond the boundary of
A, and the last factor measures the probability to find another particle within the
interaction range of the potential Ug for a given particle.

The estimates ([Z49) on the first order term look at first sight quite promising,
for if we let L — oo, N — oo with p = N/L? fixed, and subsequently take R — 0,
then (Wg)o/N converges to 4mp, which is just what is desired. But the first order
result (ZZ9) is not a rigorous bound on Ey(N, L), we need error estimates, and
these will depend on ¢, R and L.

We now recall Temple’s inequality [1] for the expectation values of an oper-
ator H = Hy+V in the ground state (-)¢ of Hy. It is a simple consequence of the
operator inequality

(H — Eo)(H — Ex) > 0 (2.50)

for the two lowest eigenvalues, Fy < F1, of H and reads

(H?)o — (H)
El — <H>0

s
v

> (H)y— (2.51)

provided E; — (H)o > 0. Furthermore, if V' > 0 we may use F; > E%O): second
lowest eigenvalue of Hy and replace Ey in (ZE]) by E§O).
From (ZZ9) and X&) we get the estimate

Ey(N, L)

N 2 4muap(1-E(p, L, R,¢)) (2.52)

with

1-&(p,L,R,¢)
= (1—¢) (1-75) (1= )" (1+ 2p(R* - RY)

x (1— pa( Rgo_ o) ) (2.53)
(Wr)o (E\” — pa(Wr)o)

-1
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To evaluate this further one may use the estimates ([Z4d) and the bound

(Ao < 5 (Wil (254)
which follows from U% = 3(R?® — R})~'Ug together with the Schwarz inequality. A
glance at the form of the error term reveals, however, that it is not possible here to
take the thermodynamic limit I — oo with p fixed: We have Ego) = em?u/L? (this
is the kinetic energy of a single particle in the first excited state in the box), and the
factor E§O) —pa{Wg)o in the denominator in ZE3) is, up to unimportant constants
and lower order terms, ~ (¢L~2 — ap?L3). Hence the denominator eventually
becomes negative and Temple’s inequality looses its validity if L is large enough.
As a way out of this dilemma we divide the big box A into cubic cells of side
length ¢ that is kept fized as L — oo. The number of cells, L3/¢3, on the other
hand, increases with L. The N particles are distributed among these cells, and
we use ([Z0J), with L replaced by ¢, N by the particle number, n, in a cell and
p by n/f3, to estimate the energy in each cell with Neumann conditions on the
boundary. For each distribution of the particles we add the contributions from the
cells, neglecting interactions across boundaries. Since v > 0 by assumption, this
can only lower the energy. Finally, we minimize over all possible choices of the
particle numbers for the various cells adding up to N. The energy obtained in this
way is a lower bound to Ey(N, L), because we are effectively allowing discontinuous
test functions for the quadratic form given by Hy.
In mathematical terms, the cell method leads to

Eo(N,L)/N > (pf*)""inf Y~ enEo(n, 0) (2.55)
n>0

where the infimum is over all choices of coefficients ¢, > 0 (relative number of
cells containing exactly n particles), satisfying the constraints

Z en =1, Z can = pl®. (2.56)

n>0 n>0

The minimization problem for the distributions of the particles among the
cells would be easy if we knew that the ground state energy Fy(n,£) (or a good
lower bound to it) were convex in n. Then we could immediately conclude that
it is best to have the particles as evenly distributed among the boxes as possible,
i.e., ¢, would be zero except for the n equal to the integer closest to p¢3. This

would give
EbuVJL)

N 2 dmuap(1-E(p, L, R, <)) (2.57)
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i.e., replacement of L in ([Z22) by ¢, which is independent of L. The blow up of £
for L — oo would thus be avoided.

Since convexity of Fy(n, £) is not known (except in the thermodynamic limit)
we must resort to other means to show that n = O(pf?) in all boxes. The rescue
comes from superadditivity of Ey(n,?), i.e., the property

Eo(n+n',0) > Ey(n,l) + Eo(n', 0) (2.58)

which follows immediately from v > 0 by dropping the interactions between the n
particles and the n’ particles. The bound (Z3h8) implies in particular that for any
n,p € Nwithn >p

Eo(n,0) > [n/p] Eo(p, €) > %Eouo,ﬂ) (2.59)

since the largest integer [n/p] smaller than n/p is in any case > n/(2p).

The way ([Z359) is used is as follows: Replacing L by ¢, N by n and p by n/¢3
in (Z52) we have for fixed R and ¢
dmpa

/3
with a certain function K(n,¢) determined by ZE3). We shall see that K is
monotonously decreasing in n, so that if p € N and n < p then

Ey(n,t) > n(n —1)K(n,{) (2.60)

dmua
/3

We now split the sum in ([Z313) into two parts. For n < p we use (&), and for

n > p we use ([Z09) together with &1 for n = p. The task is thus to minimize

Z con(n —1) + % Z enn(p —1) (2.62)

n<p n>p

Ey(n,0) > n(n — 1)K (p,£). (2.61)

subject to the constraints ([ZhH). Putting

k:=pl® and t:= Z enn < k (2.63)
n<p
we have > . c,n = k —t, and since n(n — 1) is convex in n and vanishes for

n=0,and ) _ ¢, <1, the expression ([Z&3) is
>tt—1)+3(k—t)(p—1). (2.64)

We have to minimize this for 1 < ¢ < k. If p > 4k the minimum is taken at ¢t = k
and is equal to k(k — 1). Altogether we have thus shown that

Ey(N,L)

~ > dmwpap (1 - L) K (4pf3,0). (2.65)

pl3
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What remains is to take a closer look at K (4pf3,¢), which depends on the
parameters € and R besides £, and choose the parameters in an optimal way. From

E53) and ZR4) we obtain

Kn0)=(1=2) (1= 2)" (1+ (7 - 7))

3 an
X <1 7 (R3 — R3)(mel=2 — 4al—3n(n — 1))> ' (2:66)

The estimate ([60) with this K is valid as long as the denominator in the last
factor in (Z6H) is > 0, and in order to have a formula for all n we can take 0 as
a trivial lower bound in other cases or when (ZG0) is negative. As required for
X&), K is monotonously decreasing in n. We now insert n = 4p¢3 and obtain

K(4p0®,0) > (1 — &) (1 — 22)° (1 + const. )Y (¢/a)*(R® — R3)/£*) ™"

03 const. Y’
<(1- T T e ) e
with Y = 4mpa®/3 as before. Also, the factor
LY _ 4 -1 3
(1 p€3> = (1 — (const.)Y ™" (a/l)”) (2.68)

in ([Z65) (which is the ratio between n(n — 1) and n?) must not be forgotten. We
now make the ansatz

e~Y? aft~YP (RP-R3)/P~YT (2.69)
with exponents «, 3 and v that we choose in an optimal way. The conditions to
be met are as follows:

e c(a/l)? — (const.)Y2(¢/a)® > 0. This holds for all small enough Y, provided
a + 58 < 2 which follows from the conditions below.

e o > 0 in order that ¢ — 0 for Y — 0.

e 33— 1> 0 in order that Y~'(a/f)> — 0 for Y — 0.

e 1—33+~>0in order that Y (¢/a)*(R® — R3)/{3 — 0 for Y — 0.
e 1 —a—28—+>0 to control the last factor in Z&1).

Taking
a=1/17, B=6/17, ~=3/17 (2.70)

all these conditions are satisfied, and

a=38-1=1-38+y=1-a—28—~=1/1T. (2.71)
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It is also clear that 2R/{ ~ Y7/3 = YY17 up to higher order terms. This com-
pletes the proof of Theorems and Z4 for the case of potentials with finite
range. By optimizing the proportionality constants in (Gd) one can show that
C' = 8.9 is possible in Theorem [Sel]. The extension to potentials of infinite
range but finite scattering length is obtained by approximation by finite range po-
tentials, controlling the change of the scattering length as the cut-off is removed.
See Appendix [ for details. We remark that a slower decrease of the potential
than 1/r3 implies infinite scattering length. O

The exponents ZZ0) mean in particular that

a< R<p '3 <t < (pa)~1/2, (2.72)

whereas Dyson’s method required R ~ p~1/3

as already explained. The condition
p~ /3 <« 0 is required in order to have many particles in each box and thus
n(n—1) ~ n?. The condition ¢ < (pa)~'/? is necessary for a spectral gap > eg(p)
in Temple’s inequality. It is also clear that this choice of £ would lead to a far too
big energy and no bound for eg(p) if we had chosen Dirichlet instead of Neumann

boundary conditions for the cells. But with the latter the method works!






Chapter 3

The Dilute Bose Gas in 2D

In contrast to the three-dimensional theory, the two-dimensional Bose gas began to
receive attention only relatively late. The first derivation of the correct asymptotic
formula was, to our knowledge, done by Schick [§] for a gas of hard discs. He found

e(p) ~ dmpp|n(pa®)| ", (3.1)
This was accomplished by an infinite summation of ‘perturbation series’ diagrams.
Subsequently, a corrected modification of [S] was given in [HEM]. Positive temper-
ature extensions were given in [Pad] and in [EEH]. All this work involved an analysis
in momentum space, with the exception of a method due to one of us that works
directly in configuration space [L2]. Ovchinnikov [O] derived BI) by using, basi-
cally, the method in [L2]. These derivations require several unproven assumptions
and are not rigorous.

In two dimensions the scattering length a is defined using the zero energy
scattering equation (Z3]) but instead of ¥ (r) = 1 —a/r we now impose the asymp-
totic condition ¢(r) & In(r/a). This is explained in Appendix

Note that in two dimensions the ground state energy could not possibly be
eo(p) =~ 4dmppa as in three dimensions because that would be dimensionally wrong.
Since eg(p) should essentially be proportional to p, there is apparently no room for
an a dependence — which is ridiculous! It turns out that this dependence comes
about in the In(pa?) factor.

One of the intriguing facts about BJ) is that the energy for N particles is not
equal to N(N —1)/2 times the energy for two particles in the low density limit —
as is the case in three dimensions. The latter quantity, Ey(2, L), is, asymptotically
for large L, equal to 8muL 2 [ln(Lz/aQ)}_l. (This is seen in an analogous way
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as ([ZI3). The three-dimensional boundary condition ¢o(|x| = R) = 1 —a/R
is replaced by ¥o(|x| = R) = In(R/a) and moreover it has to be taken into

2 (to leading

account that with this normalization [[1o]|> = (volume)(In(R/a))
order), instead of just the volume in the three-dimensional case.) Thus, if the
N(N — 1)/2 rule were to apply, (BI) would have to be replaced by the much
smaller quantity 4mpup [In(L?/a?)] ~'In other words, L, which tends to oo in the
thermodynamic limit, has to be replaced by the mean particle separation, p~!/2 in
the logarithmic factor. Various poetic formulations of this curious fact have been
given, but the fact remains that the non-linearity is something that does not occur
in more than two dimensions and its precise nature is hardly obvious, physically.
This anomaly is the main reason that the two-dimensional case is not a trivial
extension of the three-dimensional one.

Eq. @) was proved in [LY2] for nonnegative, finite range two-body poten-
tials by finding upper and lower bounds of the correct form, using similar ideas
as in the previous chapter for the three-dimensional case. We discuss below the
modifications that have to be made in the present two-dimensional case. The re-
striction to finite range can be relaxed as in three dimensions, but the restriction
to nonnegative v cannot be removed in the current state of our methodology. The
upper bounds will have relative remainder terms O(|In(pa?)|~1) while the lower
bound will have remainder O(|In(pa?)|~1/%). Tt is claimed in [HEM] that the rel-
ative error for a hard core gas is negative and O(In | In(pa?)||In(pa?)|~1), which is
consistent with our bounds.

The upper bound is derived in complete analogy with the three dimensional
case. The function fy in the variational ansatz ZI9) is in two dimensions also the
zero energy scattering solution — but for 2D, of course. The result is

2mpp _
FEo(N,L)/N < In(b/a) — mph? (14 O([In(b/a)]™")). (3.2)

The minimum over b of the leading term is obtained for b = (27p)~'/2. Inserting

this in (B2) we thus obtain

Bo(N,L)/N < “ﬁf% (1+0( In(pa?)[ ). (3.3)

To prove the lower bound the essential new step is to modify Dyson’s lemma
for 2D. The 2D version of Lemma BH is:

Lemma 3.1. Let v(r) > 0 and v(r) =0 for r > Ry. Let U(r) > 0 be any function
satisfying

/00 U(r)ln(r/a)rdr <1 —and U(r) =0 for r < Ry. (3.4)
0
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Let B C R? be star-shaped with respect to 0 (e.g. convex with 0 € B). Then, for all
functions 1 in the Sobolev space H'(B),

/ (V) + Lo(x b)) dx > p / U dx.  (3.5)
B B

Proof. In polar coordinates, r, 0, one has |V|? > |9v/dr|?. Therefore, it suffices
to prove that for each angle 6 € [0,27), and with ¢ (r, 0) denoted simply by f(r),

R(0)

R(6)
/0 (OF () /0r]? + Lo(r) f() ) rdr > / U rdr, (36)

0
where R(6) denotes the distance of the origin to the boundary of B along the ray 6.
If R(f) < Ry then ([BH) is trivial because the right side is zero while the left
side is evidently nonnegative. (Here, v > 0 is used.)
If R(0) > Ry for some given value of 6, consider the disc D(f) = {x € R? 0 <
|x| < R(0)} centered at the origin in R? and of radius R(#). Our function f defines
a radial function, x — f(|x|) on D(#), and [BH) is equivalent to

2 L N D2 ) dxe N () el
/m) <u|vf(|xl>| + 5 o(xDIf ()] >d Zu/p(e)Uq DIF(xDPdx.  (3.7)

Now choose some R € (R, R(#)) and note that the left side of ) is not
smaller than the same quantity with D(6) replaced by the smaller disc D = {x €
R?2 0 < |x| < R}. (Again, v > 0 is used.) We now minimize this integral over
Dr, fixing f(R). This minimization problem leads to the zero energy scattering

equation. Plugging in the solution and integrating by parts leads to

e 2 1 2 2mp 2
on [ (wos(r)/orf + oS OR ) rdr = 2SR, (38)

The proof is completed by multiplying both sides of X)) by U(R)RIn(R/a) and
integrating with respect to R from Ry to R(0). O

As in Corollary X8, Lemma Bl can be used to bound the many body Hamil-

tonian Hy from below, as follows:

Corollary 3.2. For any U as in LemmaBI and any 0 < e < 1

Hy > Ty + (1 —e)uW (3.9)
with Ty = —p Zfil A; and
N
W(x1,...,xx) =S U [ min |x; — x;]. ] . 3.10
et ) = U (min =01 .10
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For U we choose the following functions, parameterized by R > Ry:

(3.11)

Un(r) v(R)™! for Ry <7 <R
R 0 otherwise

with v(R) chosen so that

R
/ Ur(r)ln(r/a)rdr =1 (3.12)

Ro

for all R > Ry, i.e.,

R
v(R) = / In(r/a)rdr = 1 {R* (In(R*/a®) — 1) — R§ (In(R§/a®) —1)}. (3.13)
Ro

The nearest neighbor interaction [BI0) corresponding to Ur will be denoted Wg.

As in Section 22 we shall need estimates on the expectation value, (Wg)o, of

W in the ground state of eTy of () with Neumann boundary conditions. This

is just the average value of Wg in a hypercube in R2Y. Besides the normalization

factor v(R), the computation involves the volume (area) of the support of Ug,
which is

A(R) = n(R* — R?). (3.14)

In contrast to the three-dimensional situation the normalization factor v(R)
is not just a constant (R independent) multiple of A(R); the factor In(r/a) in
B3 accounts for the more complicated expressions in the two-dimensional case.
Taking into account that Ug is proportional to the characteristic function of a
disc of radius R with a hole of radius Ry, the following inequalities for n particles
in a box of side length ¢ are obtained by the same geometric reasoning as lead to

€29, cf. [LYT]:

(Wr)o > V&) (1-28)° [1 (- Q)WU} (3.15)
Wah < i [1- (-] (3.16)

with
Q = A(R)/* (3.17)

being the relative volume occupied by the support of the potential Ug. Since
U} =v(R)"'Ug we also have

n

(Who < J(R)

(Wr)o. (3.18)
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As in [LYT] we estimate [1 — (1 — Q)™ Y] by

n—1 (n—-1)Q
(n—-1)Q = [1 —(1-Q)" V| > T+ =10 (3.19)
This gives
n(n—1) Q
(Wr)o > B T o0 (3.20)
W < Moo, (3.21)
From Temple’s inequality [T we obtain like in ([ZE]) the estimate
Eo(n, ) > (1—)(Wgo [1— (Wi — (Wr)) ) 3.2
o(n,£) = (1 —¢)(Wr)o ( Wr)o(E® — p(Wio) (3.22)
where
B = (3.23)

T2
is the energy of the lowest excited state of €T,,. This estimate is valid for E%O) />

(Wg)o, i.e., it is important that £ is not too big.
Putting (B20)-B2Z2) together we obtain the estimate

Eo(n,0) > ”(”62_ D ‘j((}}:)) K(n) (3.24)
with
(1— 282 n
Ko =0-9 g (1 T G RIE) —nn—T) Q) (3.25)

Note that @ depends on £ and R, and K depends on ¢, R and ¢ besides n. We have
here dropped the term (Wg)2 in the numerator in (B22), which is appropriate for
the purpose of a lower bound.

We note that K is monotonically decreasing in n, so for a given n we may
replace K(n) by K(p) provided p > n. As explained in the previous chapter,
E2])-E8H), convexity of n — n(n — 1) together with superadditivity of Ey(n,¢)
in n leads, for p = 4pf2, to an estimate for the energy of N particles in the large
box when the side length L is an integer multiple of ¢:

Eo(N,L)/N > p}ﬁg) (1 - i) K (4p0?) (3.26)

with p = N/L2.



32 Chapter 3. The Dilute Bose Gas in 2D

Let us now look at the conditions on the parameters €, R and ¢ that have to
be met in order to obtain a lower bound with the same leading term as the upper

bound B3).
From BI3) we have

A(R) _ 4w

(B~ e —1) Ol

R§/R*)In(R/Ry)) (3.27)

We thus see that as long as a < R < p~*/? the logarithmic factor in the de-
nominator in ([27) has the right form for a lower bound. Moreover, for Temple’s
inequality the denominator in the third factor in B2ZH) must be positive. With
n = 4pf? and v(R) > (const.)R?In(R?/a?) for R > Ry, this condition amounts
to

(const.)e In(R?/a?) /0 > p*0*. (3.28)

The relative error terms in ([B26) that have to be < 1 are

1 R 9 pl*

—, = —_—. 2
= pl2 0 PR eR?In(R2/a?) (3:29)

‘We now choose
e~ |In(pa®)| 7%, £ pT 2 In(pa®)[V1, R~ p7 2 In(pa®)| M0 (3.30)

Condition (28 is satisfied since the left side is > (const.)|In(pa?)|?/® and
the right side is ~ |In(pa?)|?/5. The first three error terms in [E2Z9) are all of the
same order, |In(pa?)|~'/®, the last is ~ |In(pa?)|~/°(In|In(pa?)])~!. With these
choices, B2Z0) thus leads to the following:

Theorem 3.3 (Lower bound). For all N and L large enough, such that L >
(const. )p~ /2| In(pa?)|*/* and N > (const.)|In(pa?)|*/> with p = N/L?, the

ground state energy with Neumann boundary condition satisfies

dmpp -
Eo(N,L)/N = et (1 — O(|1n(pa?)| 1/5)) . (3.31)

In combination with the upper bound ([B3) this also proves

Theorem 3.4 (Energy at low density in the thermodynamic limit).

eo(p)

lim —— > 3.32
pat—0 dmpip| In(pa?)[ T (3:32)

where eg(p) = limy oo Eo(N, p~Y/2N'/2)/N. This holds irrespective of boundary
conditions.
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As in the three-dimensional case, Theorem B4 is also valid for an infinite
range potential v provided that v > 0 and for some R we have f;o v(r)r dr < oo,
which guarantees a finite scattering length.
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Chapter 4

Generalized Poincaré
Inequalities

This chapter contains some lemmas that are of independent mathematical interest,
but whose significance for the physics of the Bose gas may not be obvious at this
point. They will, however, turn out to be important tools for the discussion of
Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) and superfluidity in the next chapters.

The classic Poincaré inequality [LLad] bounds the L9-norm of a function, f,
orthogonal to a given function ¢ in a domain K, in terms of some LP-norm of
its gradient in K. For the proof of BEC we shall need a generalization of this
inequality where the estimate is in terms of the gradient of f on a subset  C K
and a remainder that tends to zero with the volume of the complement Q°¢ = I\ (2.
For superfluidity it will be necessary to generalize this further by adding a vector
potential to the gradient. This is the most complex of the lemmas because the
other two can be derived directly from the classical Poincaré inequality using
Holder’s inequality. The first lemma is the simplest variant and it is sufficient for
the discussion of BEC in the case of a homogeneous gas. In this case the function
g can be taken to be the constant function. The same holds for the second lemma,
which will be used for the discussion of superfluidity in a homogeneous gas with
periodic boundary conditions, but the modification of the gradient requires a more
elaborate proof. The last lemma, that will be used for the discussion of BEC in
the inhomogeneous case, is again a simple consequence of the classic Poincaré and
Holder inequalities. For a more comprehensive discussion of generalized Poincaré
inequalities with further generalizations we refer to [LSeY7].
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Lemma 4.1 (Generalized Poincaré inequality: Homogeneous case). Let K C R3 be
a cube of side length L, and define the average of a function f € L*(K) by

e =35 [ ).

There exists a constant C' such that for all measurable sets  C K and all f €
HY(K) the inequality

/| If(X)—<f>z<|2dx§C(L2 [ [wsGopax+ e [ |Vf<x>|2dx) (4.1)

holds. Here ¢ =K\ Q, and | - | denotes the measure of a set. .

Proof. By scaling, it suffices to consider the case L = 1. Using the usual Poincaré-
Sobolev inequality on K (see [LLg|, Thm. 8.12), we infer that there exists a C' > 0
such that

IN

I1f = (M ellew sCIV FIIZ /50y

< C(IV oy + IV Banar) - (42)

A

Applying Hoélder’s inequality

IV Fllorsoy < IV F iz Q1
(and the analogue with Q replaced by Q°¢), we see that (@I holds. O

In the next lemma [ is again a cube of side length L, but we now replace
the gradient V by
Vo=V +1i(0,0,¢/L), (4.3)

where ¢ is a real parameter, and require periodic boundary conditions on .

Lemma 4.2 (Generalized Poincaré inequality with a vector potential). For any
|p| < 7 there are constants ¢ > 0 and C < oo such that for all subsets Q@ C K
and all functions f € H'(K) with periodic boundary conditions on K the following
estimate holds:

2
"2} C
IV fllie) > ﬁ”f”zm(/q + ﬁ”f — (Nrlz)
1 |QC| 1/2
=0 (19t + ol ) (F) - @

Here [Q°] is the volume of Q¢ = K\ Q, the complement of Q in K.
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Proof. We shall derive ([ from a special form of this inequality that holds for all
functions that are orthogonal to the constant function. Namely, for any positive
o < 2/3 and some constants ¢ > 0 and C' < oo (depending only on a and |¢| < )
we claim that

P+ +c 1]\
Vel = E Ml - € (S5) 19kl @9

provided (1, h)x = 0. (Remark: Eq. @3) holds also for o = 2/3, but the proof
is slightly more complicated in that case. See [LSeY.) If [H) is known the
derivation of @) is easy: For any f, the function h = f—L73(1, f)x is orthogonal
to 1. Moreover,

||th||%2(sz) = ||V h||L2(/C HV h||L2(Qc
2 c
. 1]
= Ve f B - L2 e (14 )
+2ERe (L2, (Vo f, L7 %)

2
< Ve Fl3aq) — S5 L3, fxcl?

< Iz
Lol 2}
LIV fliau) + £ ||f||%2<1c> i
(4.6)
and
P+ +C _ ¢ 2 —3/2 2
E ey = 5 (1M = L2 )l
c _
F = L7 Pl (4.7
Setting o = 3, using [|Vyh||r20c) < [[Vefllz2(c) in the last term in @) and

combining (ESI), EH) and D) gives @A) with C = |p| + C.

We now turn to the proof of ([H). For simplicity we set L = 1. The general
case follows by scaling. Assume that (X)) is false. Then there exist sequences
of constants C),, — oo, functions h,, with ||h,[/z2(x) = 1 and (1, h,)xc = 0, and
domains €,, C K such that

Jim {||Vsahn||%2(nn) + Cn|QfL|a||thn||%2(zc)} <P (4.8)

‘We shall show that this leads to a contradiction.
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Since the sequence h, is bounded in L?(K), it has a subsequence, deno-
ted again by h,, that converges weakly to some h € L*(K) (ie., (g,hn)x —
(g,h)x for all g € L?*(K)). Moreover, by Holder’s inequality the LP(QS) norm
IVohallir@s) = (e IVoh(Pdx)Y? s bounded by [05[%/2[V by |2 for
p = 2/(a+1). From ) we conclude that ||V,hy,| Lr(qe) is bounded and also
that [|[Vohallzr(0,) < IVohnllL2(q,) is bounded. Altogether, V h,, is bounded
in LP(K), and by passing to a further subsequence if necessary, we can therefore
assume that V,h, converges weakly in LP(K). The same applies to Vh,. Since
p=2/(a+1) with @ < 2/3 the hypotheses of the Rellich-Kondrashov Theorem
[LLd, Thm. 8.9] are fulfilled and consequently h,, converges strongly in L?(K) to
h (i.e., |h — hnllz2(c) — 0). We shall now show that

limin [ Vohall3aq,) > IVohl 2 - (4.9)

This will complete the proof because the h,, are normalized and orthogonal to 1

and the same holds for h by strong convergence. Hence the right side of ) is

2

&> with constant

necessarily > ¢?, since for |p| < 7 the lowest eigenvalue of —V
eigenfunction, is non-degenerate. This contradicts [EX).

Eq. @3) is essentially a consequence of the weak lower semicontinuity of
the L? norm, but the dependence on 2, leads to a slight complication. First,
Eq. @3) and C,, — oo clearly imply that |Q%| — 0, because ||V¥,hn||2Lg(K) > 2.
By choosing a subsequence we may assume that > [Q5]| < oco. For some fixed
N let Qy = K\ Up>n Q. Then Oy C Q, for n > N. Since [|Vohn[22(q, ) is
bounded, V,h, is also bounded in LQ(SN) ~) and a subsequence of it converges
weakly in L2(Qy) to V,h. Hence

liminf [[Vohal3ag0,) > minf [ Voho 2,0 > [VehlZ,g,, - (410)
Since (NZN - §~2N+1 and UNKNZN = K (up to a set of measure zero), we can now let
N — oo on the right side of @I0). By monotone convergence this converges to
”Vs@hHQN(K)' This proves (L) which, as remarked above, contradicts @X). O

The last lemma is a simple generalization of Lemma EJl with X C R™ a
bounded and connected set that is sufficiently nice so that the Poincaré-Sobolev
inequality (see [LLo, Thm. 8.12]) holds on K. In particular, this is the case if
K satisfies the cone property [LLo] (e.g., if K is a rectangular box or a cube).
Moreover, the constant function on X is here replaced by a more general bounded
function.
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Lemma 4.3 (Generalized Poincaré inequality: Inhomog. case). For d > 2 let K C
R? be as explained above, and let h be a bounded function with f,c h = 1. There
exists a constant C' (depending only on K and h) such that for all measurable sets

QC K and all f € H'(K) with [, fhdx =0, the inequality

/ If(X)|2dx§C< / |Vf<x>|2dx+('f§|')2/d / IVf(X)I2dX> (4.11)

holds. Here | - | denotes the measure of a set, and Q° =K\ Q.

Proof. By the usual Poincaré-Sobolev inequality on K (see [LLo, Thm. 8.12]),

||f||2L2(IC) < éva”%M/(dH)(;c)
< 20 (IVF sy + IV B sarnae ) s (412)

A

if d > 2 and f,C fh = 0. Applying Holder’s inequality
IV Il z2arararay < IV 2o |21V7

(and the analogue with € replaced by €2°), we see that () holds with C' =
2|K[2/4C. O






Chapter 5

Bose-Einstein Condensation and
Superfluidity for Homogeneous
Gases

5.1 Bose-Einstein Condensation

Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) is the phenomenon of a macroscopic occupa-
tion of a single one-particle quantum state, discovered by Einstein for thermal
equilibrium states of an ideal Bose gas at sufficiently low temperatures [E]. We are
here concerned with interacting Bose gases, where the question of the existence
of BEC is highly nontrivial even for the ground state. Due to the interaction the
many body ground state is not a product of one-particle states but the concept
of a macroscopic occupation of a single state acquires a precise meaning through
the one-particle density matriz, as discussed in Section Namely, this is the
statement that the operator on L?(R%) (d = 2 or 3) given by the kernel

v(x,x') = N/\IJQ(X,X)\Ifo(X/,X)dX (5.1)

has an eigenvalue of order N. Here, U denotes the normalized ground state wave
function. In case the eigenfunction corresponding to the largest eigenvalue of v is
constant (or, at least, not orthogonal to the constant function), this means that

% //'y(x, y)dxdy > cN (5:2)

for all large N, with ¢ > 0 depending only on the density N/L¢.
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The problem remains open after more than 75 years since the first investi-
gations on the Bose gas [Bl [E]. Our construction in Chapter 2 shows that (in 3D)
BEC exists on a length scale of order (p~'Y ~/17)1/3 which, unfortunately, is not
a ‘thermodynamic’ length like volume'/?. The same remark applies to the 2D case
of Chapter Bl where BEC is proved over a length scale p~*/2|1In(pa?)|*/1°.

In a certain limit, however, one can prove (2), as has been shown in [LS€].
In this limit the interaction potential v is varied with N so that the ratio a/L of
the scattering length to the box length is of order 1/N, i.e., the parameter Na/L

is kept fixed. Changing a with N can be done by scaling, i.e., we write

(X)) = Zon(xl/a) (53)

for some v having scattering length 1, and vary a while keeping vy fixed.! It is
easily checked that the v so defined has scattering length a. It is important to note
that, in the limit considered, a tends to zero (as N ~2/3 since L = (N/p)'/3 ~ N'/3
for p fixed), and v becomes a hard potential of short range. This is the opposite of
the usual mean field limit where the strength of the potential goes to zero while
its range tends to infinity.

We shall refer to this as the Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) limit since Na/L will
turn out to be the natural interaction parameter for inhomogeneous Bose gases
confined in traps, that are described by the Gross-Pitaevskii equation discussed
in Chapters @ and [l Its significance for a homogeneous gas can also be seen by
noting that Na/L is the ratio of pa to 1/L?, i.e., in the GP limit the interaction
energy per particle is of the same order of magnitude as the energy gap in the
box, so that the interaction is still clearly visible, even though a — 0. Note that
pa® ~ N~2in the GP limit, so letting N — oo with p fixed and Na/L fixed can be
regarded as a simultaneous thermodynamic and low density limit. For simplicity,
we shall here treat only the 3D case.

Theorem 5.1 (BEC in a dilute limit). Assume that, as N — oo, p = N/L? and
g = Na/L stay fized, and impose either periodic or Neumann boundary conditions
for Hy. Then

. 11
ngnoo N3 //’y(x, y)dxdy =1 . (5.4)

The reason we do not deal with Dirichlet boundary conditions at this point
should be clear from the discussion preceding the theorem: There would be an

additional contribution ~ 1/L? to the energy, of the same order as the interaction

1By scaling, this is mathematically equivalent to fixing the interaction potential v (and there-
fore fixing a) but taking L ~ N, i.e., p = N/L3 ~ N72.
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energy, and the system would not be homogeneous any more. Dirichlet boundary
conditions can, however, be treated with the methods of Chapter [1

By scaling, the limit in Theorem Bl is equivalent to considering a Bose gas
in a fized boz of side length L = 1, and keeping Na fixed as N — o0, i.e., a ~ 1/N.
The ground state energy of the system is then, asymptotically, N x 4rNa, and
Theorem Bl implies that the one-particle reduced density matrix v of the ground
state converges, after division by IV, to the projection onto the constant function.
An analogous result holds true for inhomogeneous systems as will be discussed in
Chapter [1

The proof of Theorem BTl has two main ingredients. One is localization of
the energy that is stated as Lemma below. This lemma is a refinement of the
energy estimates of Section and says essentially that the kinetic energy of the
ground state is concentrated in a subset of configuration space where at least one
pair of particles is close together and whose volume tends to zero as a — 0. The
other is the generalized Poincaré inequality, Lemma BTl from which one deduces
that the one-particle density matrix is approximately constant if the kinetic energy
is localized in a small set.

The localization lemma will be proved in a slightly more general version
than is necessary for Theorem BTl namely with the gradient V replaced by V, =
V +i(0,0,¢/L), cf. Eq. @3)). We denote by H}, the corresponding many-body
Hamiltonian ETl) with V, in place of V. This generalization will be used in
the subsequent discussion of superfluidity, but a reader who wishes to focus on
Theorem Bl only can simply ignore the ¢ and the reference to the diamagnetic
inequality in the proof. We denote the gradient with respect to x; by V1, and the
corresponding modified operator by Vi .

Lemma 5.2 (Localization of energy). Let K be a box of side length L. For all
symmetric, normalized wave functions V(xy,...,Xy) with periodic boundary con-
ditions on K, and for N > Y /17,

1
N<\I]’HJ/V\I]> > (1 - const. Y'/17)

x(4ﬂ'upa—|—u/ aX dxlyvlw‘ll(xl,X)‘z) ,
CN-1

Qx
(5.5)
where X = (Xa2,...,xn), dX = va:2 dx;, and
Ox = {xl cmin |x; — x| > R} (5.6)
j=2

with R = aY —%/17,
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Proof. Since ¥ is symmetric, the left side of (&H) can be written as

/’CNl dX//Cdxl [u\quf(xl,xnﬁ 1Y o(lx —xj|)|\IJ(x1,X)|2} . (B

Jj=2

For any € > 0 and R > 0 this is

> el + (1—e)(T™+ 1)+ (1 —e)T™ (5-8)
with
T = ‘u/ dX/ dxl\V1|\IJ(X1,X)I|2 s (5'9)
N -1 K
Tin — u/ dX [ dxi |V 9 (1, X)) (5.10)
KCN-1 Q%
. 2
TS t = M/ dX dxlyvl,g;‘I’(Xl,X)‘ ) (5.11)
KN*I QX
and
I= %/ dX/ dx1 Y v(|xr =30 (e, X)P (5-12)
-t K>
Here
0% ={x1:|x1 — xj| < R for some j > 2} (5.13)

is the complement of Qx, and the diamagnetic inequality [LLd] |V, f(x)[* >
|V|f(x)]|* has been used. The proof is completed by using the estimates used
for the proof of Theorem 2.4, in particular ZGH) and 67)-@7), which tell us
that for e = Y17 and R = aY ~°/17

€T + (1 —e)(T™ +1) > (1 — const. Y'/*)4mppa (5.14)
as long as N > y-1/17, O

Proof of Theorem Jl. We combine Lemma B2 (with ¢ = 0 and hence Hy, = Hy)
with Lemma El that gives a lower bound to the second term on the right side of
E3). We thus infer that, for any symmetric ¥ with (¥, ¥) = 1 and for N large
enough,

1 -1
~ (U, Hy®) (1 = const. yHIT)
11
> dnppa — CYVV (o5 = (0,3, VE))
2
+= dX/ dxl‘\lf(xl,X)—L_3[f dx\If(x,X)H ,
L2 Jien—a e K

(5.15)
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where we used that [Q¢] < 2ENR3 = const. L3Y*/17. For the ground state wave
function ¥y the energy per particle, N*1<\IJO, HN\I/0>, is bounded from above by
4rppa(1 + const Y1/3) according to ([Id)). The same holds for the kinetic energy
per particle, —N (g, ZjVE\I!@ that appears on the right side of ([&IH). We
now multiply the inequality (EIH) by L? and use the upper bound (I4). The
terms 4mppal? on both sides of the resulting inequality cancel. For the remaining
terms we note that in the limit considered paL? = const. while Y — 0. Hence the

positive last term has to vanish in the limit and because ¢ > 0 this means

2
lim dX/ dxl‘\llo(xl,X) — L[ [iodxWo(x, X)] ‘ =0. (5.16)
N —oo N -1 K
This proves ([B4), since
2
/ dX/ dxl‘\llo(xl,X) — L3 fdxTo(x, X)]‘
KN =1 K
o 1 / /
=1 IE /}CXKW(X,X)dde . (5.17)
O

5.2 Superfluidity

The phenomenological two-fluid model of superfluidity (see, e.g., [I'I]) is based
on the idea that the particle density p is composed of two parts, the density ps of
the inviscid superfluid and the normal fluid density p,. If an external velocity field
is imposed on the fluid (for instance by moving the walls of the container) only
the viscous normal component responds to the velocity field, while the superfluid
component stays at rest. In accord with these ideas the superfluid density in the
ground state is often defined as follows [HoM]|: Let Ey denote the ground state
energy of the system in the rest frame and E| the ground state energy, measured
in the moving frame, when a velocity field v is imposed. Then for small v
El, Ey

0= 22t (/) s + () (5.18)

where N is the particle number and m the particle mass. At positive temperatures
the ground state energy should be replaced by the free energy. (Remark: It is
important here that (ZI8) holds uniformly for all large N; i.e., that the error
term O(|v|*) can be bounded independently of N. For fixed N and a finite box,
Eq. (BEI8) with ps/p = 1 always holds for a Bose gas with an arbitrary interaction
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if v is small enough, owing to the discreteness of the energy spectrum.?) There are
other definitions of the superfluid density that may lead to different results [PrSy],
but this is the one we shall use here. We shall not dwell on this issue since it is not
clear that there is a “one-size-fits-all” definition of superfluidity. For instance, in
the definition we use here the ideal Bose gas is a perfect superfluid in its ground
state, whereas the definition of Landau in terms of a linear dispersion relation of
elementary excitations would indicate otherwise. Our main result is that with the
definition adopted here there is 100% superfluidity in the ground state of a 3D
Bose gas in the GP limit explained in the previous section.

One of the unresolved issues in the theory of superfluidity is its relation to
Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC). It has been argued that in general neither
condition is necessary for the other (c.f., e.g., [H, [ABCGL [K'T]), but in the case
considered here, i.e., the GP limit of a 3D gas, we show that 100% BEC into the
constant wave function (in the rest frame) prevails even if an external velocity
field is imposed. A simple example illustrating the fact that BEC is not necessary
for superfluidity is the 1D hard-core Bose gas. This system is well known to have a
spectrum like that of an ideal Fermi gas [(Gi2] (see also ChapterBand Appendix[B]),
and it is easy to see that it is superfluid in its ground state in the sense of (BIX).
On the other hand, it has no BEC [Le, [PiSt]. The definition of the superfluid
velocity as the gradient of the phase of the condensate wave function [HoM], [Bml
is clearly not applicable in such cases.

We consider a Bose gas with the Hamiltonian 1) in a box K of side length L,
assuming periodic boundary conditions in all three coordinate directions. Imposing
an external velocity field v = (0,0,%|v|) means that the momentum operator
p = —iAV is replaced by p —mv, retaining the periodic boundary conditions. The

Hamiltonian in the moving frame is thus

N
Hy=—pd Vip+ >, olx—-x), (5.19)
j=1 1<i<j<N

where V; , = V; +1i(0,0, /L) and the dimensionless phase ¢ is connected to the

velocity v by
+|v|Lm
= T .

2The ground state with v = 0 remains an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian with arbitrary v (but

(5.20)

not necessarily a ground state) since its total momentum is zero. Its energy is %mN v2 above
the ground state energy for v .= 0. Since in a finite box the spectrum of the Hamiltonian for
arbitrary v is discrete and the energy gap above the ground state is bounded away from zero
for v small, the ground state for v = 0 is at the same time the ground state of the Hamiltonian

with v if %mNV2 is smaller than the gap.
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Let Ey(N, a, ¢) denote the ground state energy of (ET9) with periodic bound-
ary conditions. Obviously it is no restriction to consider only the case —71 < ¢ < 7,
since Ej is periodic in ¢ with period 27 (see Remark 1 below). For ¥ the ground
state of Hj, let yn be its one-particle reduced density matrix . We are interested
in the Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) limit N — oo with Na/L fixed. We also fix the box
size L. This means that a should vary like 1/N which, as explained in the pre-
vious section, can be achieved by writing v(r) = a=2v1(r/a), where v, is a fixed
potential with scattering length 1, while a changes with N.

Theorem 5.3 (Superfluidity and BEC of homogeneous gas). For |¢| < 7

EO (N7 a, 90) 902

lim = 47T,uap+,uﬁ (5.21)

N —o00 N

in the limit N — oo with Na/L and L fived. Here p = N/L3, so ap is fived too.

In the same limit, for |p| <,

! o1
Jm N (% x) = 75 (5.22)
in trace class norm, i.e., imy oo tr [ |yn/N — |L=3/2)(L=3/2| |]=0.

Note that, by the definition &I8) of p, and Eq. (20), Eq. (&ZI) means
that ps = p, i.e., there is 100% superfluidity. For ¢ = 0, Eq. (21 follows from

Eq. [Z3), while (£22) for ¢ = 0 is the BEC of Theorem B1}3

Remarks: 1. By a unitary gauge transformation,
(U®)(x1,...,xn) = P2 L (xy L xN) (5.23)

the passage from [ZII) to (E19) is equivalent to replacing periodic boundary con-
ditions in a box by the twisted boundary condition

\I/(Xl + (0,0,L),Xg, B 7XN) = eiwqj(XhXQv s aXN) (524)

in the direction of the velocity field, while retaining the original Hamiltonian @TI).

2. The criterion |p| < 7 means that |v| < wh/(mL). The corresponding
energy $m(mh/(mL))? is the gap in the excitation spectrum of the one-particle
Hamiltonian in the finite-size system.

3The convention in Theorem Bl where p and Na/L stay fixed, is different from the one
employed here, where L and Na/L are fixed, but these two conventions are clearly equivalent by

scaling.
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3. The reason that we have to restrict ourselves to |¢| < 7 in the second part
of Theorem is that for |p| = 7 there are two ground states of the operator
(V +ip/L)? with periodic boundary conditions. All we can say in this case is that
there is a subsequence of v that converges to a density matrix of rank < 2, whose
range is spanned by these two functions

Proof of Theorem 3 As in the proof of Theorem LTl we combine the localization
Lemma B2 this time with ¢ # 0, and a generalized Poincaré inequality , this time
Lemma We thus infer that, for any symmetric ¥ with (¥, ¥) = 1 and for N

large enough,

1 —
N(\IJ,H]’V\I/>(1 — const. Y'/17) !
802 1/17 1 1 2
> 47T/Lpa+/iﬁ - CY (L2 - N<\Ijvzjvj,<p\11>)

2
+—2/ dX/ dx [ W(x1, X) = L7 [feax¥(x, X)) |
L KN*I C

where we used that |Q°] < 4TNR3 = const. L3Y?/!7. From this we can infer
two things. First, since the kinetic energy, divided by N, is certainly bounded
independently of N, as the upper bound shows, we get that
EO (N, a, (P) 2

. ¥
lwglof —~N > dmppa + F (5.25)
for any |¢| < 7. By continuity this holds also for |p| = 7, proving (@Z)). (To
be precise, Eo/N — up?L~2 is concave in ¢, and therefore stays concave, and in
particular continuous, in the limit N — o0.) Secondly, since the upper and the
lower bounds to Ej agree in the limit considered, the positive last term in (&TH)
has to vanish in the limit. I.e., we get that for the ground state wave function ¥
of Hy
2
lim dX/ dxl‘\llo(xl,X) — L[ [idx¥o(x, X)] } =0. (5.26)
K

N—oo [JieN-1

Using again (1), this proves (E22) in a weak sense. As explained in [LSe, [LSSY],
this suffices for the convergence N ~'yy — |L=3/2)(L~3/2| in trace class norm. [

Theorem B3l can be generalized in various ways to a physically more realistic
setting, for example replacing the periodic box by a cylinder centered at the origin.
We shall comment on such extensions at the end of Chapter [1



Chapter 6

Gross-Pitaevskii Equation for
Trapped Bosons

In the recent experiments on Bose condensation (see, e.g., [KD]), the particles
are confined at very low temperatures in a ‘trap’ where the particle density is
inhomogeneous, contrary to the case of a large ‘box’, where the density is essen-
tially uniform. We model the trap by a slowly varying confining potential V', with
V(x) — oo as |x| — oo. The Hamiltonian becomes

N
H=Y{-ph+Vx)}+ 3 ollxi—x). (6.1)

i=1 1<i<j<N

Shifting the energy scale if necessary we can assume that V is nonnegative. The
ground state energy, hw, of —uA + V(x) is a natural energy unit and the corre-

sponding length unit, \/h/(mw) = \/24/(hw) = Losc, is a measure of the extension
of the trap.

In the sequel we shall be considering a limit where a/ Lo tends to zero while
N — oo. Experimentally a/Los. can be changed in two ways: One can either vary
Lose or a. The first alternative is usually simpler in practice but very recently
a direct tuning of the scattering length itself has also been shown to be feasible
[CCRCW]. Mathematically, both alternatives are equivalent, of course. The first
corresponds to writing V(x) = L;2Vi(x/Losc) and keeping Vi and v fixed. The
second corresponds to writing the interaction potential as v(|x|) = a=2v1(|x|/a)
like in (B3)), where v; has unit scattering length, and keeping V' and v; fixed. This
is equivalent to the first, since for given V; and v; the ground state energy of (E1]),
measured in units of iw, depends only on N and a/Losc. In the dilute limit when a
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is much smaller than the mean particle distance, the energy becomes independent
of v1.

We choose Lose as a length unit. The energy unit is hw = 2uL;2 = 2u.
Moreover, we find it convenient to regard V and v; as fixed. This justifies the
notion Ey(N,a) for the quantum mechanical ground state energy.

The idea is now to use the information about the thermodynamic limiting
energy of the dilute Bose gas in a box to find the ground state energy of ([E1l) in an
appropriate limit. This has been done in [LSeYTl [LSeY2] and in this chapter we
give an account of this work. As we saw in Chapters Bl and Bl there is a difference
in the p dependence between two and three dimensions, so we can expect a related

difference now. We discuss 3D first.

6.1 Three Dimensions

Associated with the quantum mechanical ground state energy problem is the
Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) energy functional [Gr1l, [Gr2, [P

£P1g) = [ (VP + VIoP + dmpalof) dx (6.2
R
with the subsidiary condition

[ top=n. (63)
R3
As before, a > 0 is the scattering length of v. The corresponding energy is
ESP(N,a)= inf £SP[g] = £P[4CF), (6.4)
[1el?P=N

with a unique, positive ¢CF. The existence of the minimizer ¢©% is proved by
standard techniques and it can be shown to be continuously differentiable, see
[ILSeYT], Sect. 2 and Appendix A. The minimizer depends on N and a, of course,
and when this is important we denote it by (b]%i.

The variational equation satisfied by the minimizer is the GP equation
—pAGET (x) + V (x)¢°F (x) + 8mpuagt (x)° = pT o (x), (6.5)
where pS% is the chemical potential, given by

pSY = dECY(N,a)/dN = ECY(N,a)/N + (4wpa/N) / |pCF (x)|*dx.  (6.6)
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The GP theory has the following scaling property:
ESP(N,a) = NECP(1, Na), (6.7)

and
Sh(x) = NY268R, (x). (6.8)

Hence we see that the relevant parameter in GP theory is the combination Na.
We now turn to the relation of EST and ¢®F to the quantum mechanical
ground state. If v = 0, then the ground state of (B is

Wo(x1, ..., xn) = 11 do(x;)

with ¢o the normalized ground state of —uA + V(x). In this case clearly ¢&F =
VN ¢o, and then ESY” = Nhw = Ey. In the other extreme, if V(x) = 0 for x
inside a large box of volume L3 and V/(x) = oo otherwise, then ¢“F ~ /N/L3
and we get ESP(N,a) = 4rpuaN?/L3, which is the previously considered energy
Ey for the homogeneous gas in the low density regime. (In this case, the gradient
term in £9F plays no role.)

In general, we expect that for dilute gases in a suitable limit

“P(x), (6.9)

=0

2
Eo~ ESY and pM(x)~ ‘¢GP(X)’

where the quantum mechanical particle density in the ground state is defined by

pPM(x) = N/ |Wo(x, X2, ..., xN)[2dxs - -dxy. (6.10)
Dilute means here that
pa® < 1, (6.11)
where 1
p= [ 19 Pax (6.12)

is the mean density.

The limit in which @3) can be expected to be true should be chosen so that
all three terms in £9F make a contribution. The scaling relations () and (EX)
indicate that fixing Na as N — oo is the right thing to do (and this is quite
relevant since experimentally N can be quite large, 106 and more, and Na can
range from about 1 to 10* [DGPY]). Fixing Na (which we refer to as the GP case)
also means that we really are dealing with a dilute limit, because the mean density
p is then of the order N (since pn,o = Np1,ne) and hence

alp~ N2 (6.13)

The precise statement of ([E3) is:
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Theorem 6.1 (GP limit of the QM ground state energy and density). If N — oo
with Na fized, then

. EO(N7 a/) _
N EeP (N (6.14)
and
. 1 2
lim _pN a |¢1 Na ‘ (615)

N—oo N

in the weak L'-sense.

Convergence can not only be proved for the ground state energy and density,
but also for the individual energy components:

Theorem 6.2 (Asymptotics of the energy components). Let ¢y denote the solu-
tion to the zero-energy scattering equation for v (under the boundary condition
lim x| o0 0(x) = 1) and s = [ |Vipo|?/(4ma). Then 0 < s < 1 and, in the same

limit as in Theorem Bl above,

N —o0

lim / |V, Uo(x1, X)|?dx; dX

/|V¢1 Na(X)] dx+47rNas/|¢1 e (x)[*dx, (6.16a)

Jim [V ()| Wo (1, X)|2dx; dX = /V )67 e (x)[?dx,  (6.16b)

N —o0

N
lim %Z/vﬂxl — %) |Wo(x1, X)[2dx; dX
j=2

- —s)47rNa/|¢1 P (x)[idx. (6.16¢)

Here we introduced again the short hand notation (CIS). Theorem is
a simple consequence of Theorem by variation with respect to the different
components of the energy, as was also noted in [CS2]. More precisely, Eq. (@14
can be written as

_— _ GP
A}gnooNEo(N,a)—E (1, Na). (6.17)

The ground state energy is a concave function of the mass parameter pu, so it is
legitimate to differentiate both sides of (EI7) with respect to . In doing so, it
has to be noted that Na depends on p through the scattering length. Using ([ZI3)

one sees that d(ua) )
Ha 2
= d 6.18
i 47T/|V¢o| X (6.18)

by the Feynman-Hellmann principle, since 1)y minimizes the left side of [ZI3)).
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We remark that in the case of a two-dimensional Bose gas, where the relevant
parameter to be kept fixed in the GP limit is N/|In(a?py)| (c.f. Chapter Bl and
Section [£2), the parameter s in Theorem can be shown to be always equal to
1. Le., in 2D the interaction energy is purely kinetic in the GP limit (see [CSI]).

To describe situations where Na is very large, it is appropriate to consider a
limit where, as N — oo, a > N~! i.e. Na — oo, but still pa® — 0. In this case,
the gradient term in the GP functional becomes negligible compared to the other
terms and the so-called Thomas-Fermi (TF) functional

ETF ] = /11&3 (Vp+ dmpap®) dx (6.19)

arises. (Note that this functional has nothing to do with the fermionic theory
invented by Thomas and Fermi in 1927, except for a certain formal analogy.) It is
defined for nonnegative functions p on R3. Its ground state energy ETF and density
p™¥ are defined analogously to the GP case. (The TF functional is especially
relevant for the two-dimensional Bose gas. There a has to decrease exponentially
with N in the GP limit, so the TF limit is more adequate; see Section below).
Our second main result of this chapter is that minimization of ([@Id) repro-
duces correctly the ground state energy and density of the many-body Hamiltonian
in the limit when N — oo, a®>p — 0, but Na — oo (which we refer to as the TF
case), provided the external potential is reasonably well behaved. We will assume
that V' is asymptotically equal to some function W that is homogeneous of some
order s > 0, i.e., W(Ax) = A*W(x) for all A > 0, and locally Holder continuous
(see [LSeY?| for a precise definition). This condition can be relaxed, but it seems
adequate for most practical applications and simplifies things considerably.

Theorem 6.3 (TF limit of the QM ground state energy and density). Assume that

V' satisfies the conditions stated above. If g = Na — oo as N — oo, but still

a3p — 0, then
. Ey(N,a)
NI TN, ) L (6:20)
and
3/(s+3)
. g s .
Mim S (91 x) = 51 (%) (6.21)

in the weak L'-sense, where ﬁlTlf 1s the minimizer of the TF functional under the
condition [p=1, a=1, and with V replaced by W.



54 Chapter 6. Gross-Pitaevskii Equation for Trapped Bosons

In the following, we will present the essentials of the proofs Theorems
and We will derive appropriate upper and lower bounds on the ground state
energy Fj.

The proof of the lower bound in Theorem Bl presented here is a modified ver-
sion of (and partly simpler than) the original proof in [LSeYT]. For an alternative
method see [Se.

The convergence of the densities follows from the convergence of the energies
in the usual way by variation with respect to the external potential. For simplicity,
we set 4 = 1 in the following.

Proof of Theorems and B3 Part 1: Upper bound to the QM energy. To derive
an upper bound on Ejy we use a generalization of a trial wave function of Dyson
D], who used this function to give an upper bound on the ground state energy
of the homogeneous hard core Bose gas (c.f. Section EZTI). It is of the form

N
\I/(Xl,...,XN) :H¢GP(Xi)F(X1,...,XN), (622)
i=1

where F' is constructed in the following way:

N
F(le'-'aXN):Hf(ti(xla"'axi))v (623)
i=1
where ¢; = min{|x; —x;|,1 < j < i—1} is the distance of x; to its nearest neighbor
among the points X1, ...,%;_1, and f is a function of r > 0. As in [ZTIJ) we choose
it to be
fo(r)/fo(b for r<b
f(r) = )/ fo(8) (6.24)
1 for r>b,

where fj is the solution of the zero energy scattering equation ([Z3)) and b is some
cut-off parameter of order b ~ 5~ /3. The function 22 is not totally symmetric,
but for an upper bound it is nevertheless an acceptable test wave function since
the bosonic ground state energy is equal to the absolute ground state energy.

The result of a somewhat lengthy computation, similar to the one given in
Section X1 (see [LSeYT] for details), is the upper bound

Eo(N,a) < ESP(N, a) (1 + O(aﬁ1/3)) . (6.25)

Part 2: Lower bound to the QM energy, GP case. To obtain a lower bound for

the QM ground state energy the strategy is to divide space into boxes and use



6.1. Three Dimensions 55

the estimate on the homogeneous gas, given in Theorem 4 in each box with
Neumann boundary conditions. One then minimizes over all possible divisions of
the particles among the different boxes. This gives a lower bound to the energy
because discontinuous wave functions for the quadratic form defined by the Hamil-
tonian are now allowed. We can neglect interactions among particles in different
boxes because v > 0. Finally, one lets the box size tend to zero. However, it is not
possible to simply approximate V' by a constant potential in each box. To see this
consider the case of noninteracting particles, i.e., v = 0 and hence a = 0. Here
Ey = Nhw, but a ‘naive’ box method gives only miny V(x) as lower bound, since
it clearly pays to put all the particles with a constant wave function in the box
with the lowest value of V.

For this reason we start by separating out the GP wave function in each

variable and write a general wave function ¥ as

N

\I/(Xl,...,XN) :H¢GP(Xi)F(X1,...,XN). (626)
i=1

Here ¢%F = ¢{%, is normalized so that [ [¢“F|* = N. Eq. [628) defines F' for a
given ¥ because ¢SF is everywhere strictly positive, being the ground state of the
operator —A + V + 87a|¢F|2. We now compute the expectation value of H in
the state ¥. Using partial integration and the variational equation (G3) for ¢F,

we see that

WIHY)  ap iy o —ara [1,0PP2
gy P e = /'P "+ QF), (6.27)
with
QF) =
N[ TIC o7 (xe) (IviF|2 + [% S iziv(xi — %)) — 87TapGP(xi)} |F|2)
i=1 fHszl pCP (x1)| F|2 .
(6.28)

We recall that pSF (x) = |¢§fa (x)|?. For computing the ground state energy of H
we have to minimize the normalized quadratic form ). Compared to the expression

for the energy involving W itself we have thus obtained the replacements

N N
V(x) — —8map®F(x) and H dx; — HPGP(Xi)dXi ) (6.29)

=1 =1
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We now use the box method on this problem. More precisely, labeling the boxes

by an index «, we have
. S . '
inf Q(F) > inf §a inf Qu(F), (6.30)

where @, is defined by the same formula as Q but with the integrations limited
to the box «, F, is a wave function with particle number n,, and the infimum is
taken over all distributions of the particles with Y n, = N.

We now fix some M > 0, that will eventually tend to oo, and restrict
ourselves to boxes inside a cube Aj; of side length M. Since v > 0 the con-
tribution to ([E30) of boxes outside this cube is easily estimated from below by
—8TNasupygy,, pSF (%), which, divided by N, is arbitrarily small for M large,
since Na is fixed and ¢SF /N 172 = gb%?\,a decreases faster than exponentially at
infinity ([LSeYT], Lemma A.5).

For the boxes inside the cube Aj; we want to use Lemma and there-
fore we must approximate pGP by constants in each box. Let po max and po,min,
respectively, denote the maximal and minimal values of p&¥ in box a. Define

N

Vo(x1,. 0 %Xn,) = Fa(xa, .. xn,) [ 09 (xk), (6.31)
k=1
and N
U (x1,. 0, %Xn,) = Fa(x1, .. xn,) [ 6% (xe). (6.32)
k=1
ki

We have, for all 1 <i < ng,

JTLoP 6 (3 + 3 Y vl = i DIEP)
k=1

g7 (6.33)
> poumin [ (I90DF + 53 vl = x5 D)
J#i

We now use Lemma Z3] to get, for all 0 <& < 1,
) > pa,min/ (5|Vi\11((j)|2 +a(l - 5)U(ti)|\lf§f)|2) (6.34)

where ¢; is the distance to the nearest neighbor of x;, c.f., Z2), and U the

potential [ZZ3)).

Since ¥, = ¢CF (xi)\Ifg) we can estimate

IViWa|? < 200 max| ViU D |2 4+ 2000 2N Cy, (6.35)
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with

1
Cu = N Sup IV6CF (x)|2 = sup |V¢§%a(x)|2, (6.36)
xEAM xEA M

Since Na is fixed, Cps is independent of N. Inserting (E3H) into (E34), summing
over i and using p®F(x;) < pa.max in the last term of EZX) (in the box «), we
get

Qu(Fy) > Pa,min Eg(na, L) — 8Tapa,maxna — ECMNas (6.37)

- Po,max

where L is the side length of the box and EY (n,, L) is the ground state energy of

Mo

D (—3ehi + (1 —e)aU (k) (6.38)
i=1
in the box (c.f. [Z2])). We want to minimize [E37) with respect to n, and drop
the subsidiary condition  n, = N in (@30). This can only lower the minimum.
For the time being we also ignore the last term in (E31). (The total contribution
of this term for all boxes is bounded by eCy; N and will be shown to be negligible
compared to the other terms.)
Since the lower bound for the energy of Theorem B4l was obtained precisely
from a lower bound to the operator [E38), we can use the statement and proof of
Theorem Z4l From this we see that

2
4dmans,

EY(ne, L) > (1—¢) JE

(1— YT (6.39)

with Y, = a3n, /L3, provided Y, is small enough, and that ¢ > Y and ng >
(const. )Ya */*7. The condition on ¢ is certainly fulfilled if we choose ¢ = Y/17

with Y = a3 N/L?. We now want to show that the n, minimizing the right side of

E3D) is large enough for ([E39) to apply.
If the minimum of the right side of ([E37) (without the last term) is taken

for some 7, we have

Lot (BY (g 41, L) = EY (fia, L)) 2 870 pamax: (6.40)

Po,max

On the other hand, we claim that

Lemma 6.4. For anyn

n
EY(n+1,L) - EY(n,L) < 8rats. (6.41)



58 Chapter 6. Gross-Pitaevskii Equation for Trapped Bosons

Proof. Denote the operator (G35 by H,,, with n, = n, and let U,, be its ground
state. Let ¢} be the distance to the nearest neighbor of x; among the n + 1 points
X1,...,Xn4+1 (Without x;) and ¢; the corresponding distance excluding x,,4+1. Ob-

viously, for 1 <i <mn,

U(t;) < U(t) + U(|xi — Xp11l) (6.42)
and .
U(t;z-i-l) < Z U(Jxi — Xn+1])- (6.43)
i=1
Therefore N
Hypy < Hy— 3eAni1 +20 > U(lxi — %np1)). (6.44)
i=1
Using ¥,,/L3/? as trial function for H,, 4, we arrive at ([GZ1]). O

Eq. @) together with @A) shows that i, is at least ~ pa maxL>. We
shall choose L ~ N~'/10 5o the conditions needed for [E39) are fulfilled for N
large enough, since po max ~ N and hence 7, ~ N7/ and Y, ~ N~2.

In order to obtain a lower bound on @, we therefore have to minimize

2
Ama (p“*m‘“ o (1 - OY1/17) - 2napa,max> : (6.45)
Pa,max L
We can drop the requirement that n, has to be an integer. The minimum of (E45])
is obtained for )
N — pa,max L3

“ Pa,min (1 - CY1/17) '
By Eq. (@Z10) this gives the following lower bound, including now the last term in
E3D) as well as the contributions from the boxes outside Ay,

(6.46)

Eo(N,a) — ESP(N,a) >

3
GP |2 2 3 pa,max 1
47TCL/ |P | —4ma Z pa,minL (pi_]min (1 — OY1/17)> (647)

aCAn

—YYYNCy — 4maN sup pSF(x).
X%A]\/j

Now pSPF is differentiable and strictly positive. Since all the boxes are in the fixed
cube A there are constants C' < co, C” > 0, such that

Pa,max — Pa,min S NC/L, Pa,min 2 NCN- (648)
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Since L ~ N=Y10 and Y ~ N—17/10 we therefore have, for large N,

3
pa,max 1 71/10
o7 o (L= OV <1+ (const.)N (6.49)
Also,
dma E P2 minl® < 47m/|pGP|2 < ESP(N,a). (6.50)

aCAn

Hence, noting that EST(N,a) = NESP(1, Na) ~ N since Na is fixed,

Eo(N, CL) _
m Z 1-— (Const.)(l + CM)N 1/10 _ (Const-)xilip |¢§J§/a|2a (651)

M

where the constants depend on Na. We can now take N — oo and then M — oo.

Part 3: Lower bound to the QM energy, TF case. In the above proof of the lower
bound in the GP case we did not attempt to keep track of the dependence of the
constants on Na. In the TF case Na — oo, so one would need to take a closer look
at this dependence if one wanted to carry the proof directly over to this case. But
we don’t have to do so, because there is a simpler direct proof. Using the explicit
form of the TF minimizer, namely

PIF (%) = —— (1™ — V(x4 (6.52)

- 8ma

where [t]; = max{t,0} and pTF is chosen so that the normalization condition
J px"a = N holds, we can use

V(x) > p™ — 8map™ (x) (6.53)

to get a replacement as in (E29), but without changing the measure. Moreover,
p™ has compact support, so, applying again the box method described above, the
boxes far out do not contribute to the energy. However, ™ (which depends only
on the combination Na) tends to infinity as Na — oo. We need to control the
asymptotic behavior of ;TF, and this leads to the restrictions on V described in
the paragraph preceding Theorem For simplicity, we shall here only consider
the case when V itself is homogeneous, i.e., V(Ax) = A*V(x) for all A > 0 with
some s > 0.

In the same way as in ([@8) we have, with g = Na,

1 (g) = dEF (N, a)/dN = E™ (1, g) +47rg/|p1T,§(X)l2dX- (6.54)



60 Chapter 6. Gross-Pitaevskii Equation for Trapped Bosons

The TF energy, chemical potential and minimizer satisfy the scaling relations

ETF(l,g) — gs/(s+3)ETF(1,1), (655)
u(g) = g7 T (), (6:56)

and
P/ 3) pTF (g1 (43)50) = TF (. (6.57)

We also introduce the scaled interaction potential, U, by
(x) = g¥ (g Hx) (6.58)

with scattering length
G =g V6, (6.59)

Using ([G53), [E24) and the scaling relations we obtain

Eo(N,a) > E™ (N, a) + 4xNg*/(+¥ / LA+ g2/ tQ (6.60)
with
Q:“E}ﬁ 12/ |V |2 + 22 x; — x;)| V[ — 87 Nap! ] (x;)|¥[*) . (6.61)
: J#i

We can now proceed exactly as in Part 2 to arrive at the analogy of Eq. (641),

which in the present case becomes

Eo(N,a) — ETF(N,a) >

- 6.62
Am N g*/(++3) / PLAP = 47NG Y~ p2 L L3(1 — CYIT) 7 (6.62)

Here pq max is the maximum of plTlf in the box «, and Y = A3N/L3. This holds
as long as L does not decrease too fast with N. In particular, if L is simply fixed,
this holds for all large enough N. Note that

p=Nprg~Ng 35 4, (6.63)

so that @3N ~ a3p goes to zero as N — oo by assumption. Hence, if we first let
N — oo (which implies Y — 0) and then take L to zero, we arrive at the desired

result Eo(N
hm inf (N, a)

A | .64
Nooo ETF(N, a) (6:64)
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in the limit N — oo, a®p — 0. Here we used the fact that (because V, and
hence p™, is continuous by assumption) the Riemann sum Y, p2 .. L® converges
to [ |pii|* as L — 0. Together with the upper bound [E2H) and the fact that
ESP(N,a)/ET(N,a) = ESP(1,Na)/E™" (1, Na) — 1 as Na — oo, which holds
under our regularity assumption on V (c.f. Lemma 2.3 in [LSeY?2]), this proves

€D and (E20).

Part 4: Convergence of the densities. The convergence of the energies implies the
convergence of the densities in the usual way by variation of the external potential.
We consider the TF case here; the GP case is analogous. Set again ¢ = Na. Making

the replacement
V(x) — V(x) 4 0¢%/ 5+ Z(g71/+3)x) (6.65)

for some positive Z € C§° and redoing the upper and lower bounds we see that
E20) holds with W replaced by W +¢Z. Differentiating with respect to § at § = 0

yields
3/(s+3)
. g s .
Jim S p R (0 ) = 1Y (%) (6.66)
in the sense of distributions. Since the functions all have L'-norm 1, we can con-

clude that there is even weak L!-convergence. 0

6.2 Two Dimensions

In contrast to the three-dimensional case the energy per particle for a dilute gas in
two dimensions is nonlinear in p. In view of Schick’s formula ([B]) for the energy of
the homogeneous gas it would appear natural to take the interaction into account
in two dimensional GP theory by a term

r [ (o) Pa?)| o0 ax (6.67)
R2

and such a term has, indeed, been suggested in [Sh] and [KNSQJ. However, since
the nonlinearity appears only in a logarithm, this term is unnecessarily complicated
as far as leading order computations are concerned. For dilute gases it turns out
to be sufficient, to leading order, to use an interaction term of the same form as
in the three-dimensional case, i.e, define the GP functional as (for simplicity we
put 4 =1 in this section)

€)= [ (IV6F + VIof? + dmalol*) dx. (6.65)
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where, instead of a, the coupling constant is now
a=|In(pya?)|™? (6.69)

with py the mean density for the GP functional at coupling constant 1 and particle
number N. This is defined analogously to ([GI2) as

_ 1
oy = [ 1§51 (6.70)

where ¢§1] is the minimizer of () with a = 1 and subsidiary condition [ |¢|* =
N. Note that « in (E69) depends on N through the mean density.

Let us denote the GP energy for a given N and coupling constant o by
ESP(N, ) and the corresponding minimizer by gbjc\;,%)a. As in three dimensions the

scaling relations
ECP(N,a) = NECSP(1,Na) (6.71)

and
N7V2eSF = 688, (6.72)

hold, and the relevant parameter is
g=No. (6.73)

In three dimensions, where a = a, it is natural to consider the limit N — oo
with ¢ = Na= const. The analogue of Theorem 1l in two dimensions is

Theorem 6.5 (Two-dimensional GP limit theorem). If, for N — oo, a’py — 0
with g = N/|In(a®pn)| fized, then

. EO(N7 CL)
1 =1 6.74
N EGPN, 1/ (@) (6.74)
and )
. QM _|.GP 2
A}gnoo NpN,a(x) = ’¢1,g (X)‘ (6.75)

in the weak L'-sense.

This result, however, is of rather limited use in practice. The reason is that
in two dimensions the scattering length has to decrease exponentially with N if g
is fixed. The parameter g is typically very large in two dimensions so it is more
appropriate to consider the limit N — oo and g — oo (but still pya® — 0).

For potentials V' that are homogeneous functions of x, i.e.,

V(Ax) = AV (x) (6.76)
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for some s > 0, this limit can be described by the a ‘Thomas-Fermi’ energy
functional like ([ET9) with coupling constant unity:

EMp] = / (V(x)p(x) + 47p(x)?) dx. (6.77)
RQ

This is just the GP functional without the gradient term and o = 1. Here p is a

nonnegative function on R? and the normalization condition is

/p(x)dx =1 (6.78)
The minimizer of ) can be given explicitly. It is
pri(x) = (8m) M u" = V(x)]+ (6.79)

where the chemical potential xTF is determined by the normalization condition
E®) and [t]; = ¢ for t > 0 and zero otherwise. We denote the corresponding
energy by ETF(1,1). By scaling one obtains

lim £ (1,9)/g"/"+? = ETF(1,1), (6.:80)
g—0o0
Tim_ g2/ 20 (g1 +20x) = T8 ), (6.81)

with the latter limit in the strong L? sense.

Our main result about two-dimensional Bose gases in external potentials
satisfying ([B76) is that analogous limits also hold for the many-particle quantum
mechanical ground state at low densities:

Theorem 6.6 (Two-dimensional TF limit theorem). In 2D, if a’py — 0, but g =
N/|In(pya?)| — oo as N — oo, then

. Eo(N,a) g
and, in the weak L' sense,
2/(s+2)
Jim F——pR (9" ) = p]T (x). (6.83)

Remarks: 1. As in Theorem B3 it is sufficient that V' is asymptotically equal to
some homogeneous potential, W. In this case, ET7(1,1) and prlmf in Theorem G0
should be replaced by the corresponding quantities for W.
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2. From Eq. (X)) it follows that
PN ~ N*/(5+2) (6.84)

for large N. Hence the low density criterion a?p < 1, means that a/Lose <
N_S/2(S+2).

We shall now comment briefly on the proofs of Theorems and [E6 mainly
pointing out the differences from the 3D case considered previously.

The upper bounds for the energy are obtained exactly in a same way as in
three dimensions. For the lower bound in Theorem [EH the point to notice is that
the expression ([E4H), that has to be minimized over n,, is in 2D replaced by

2
Po,min Ty 1 c 2no¢po¢ max
4 . — 1-— — . 6.85
" (pa,max L? |In(a”nq/L?)] ( |1n(a2N/L2)|1/5> Iln(az’ﬁzv)l) » (685)

since Eq. (E39) has to be replaced by the analogous inequality for 2D (c.f. (B31)).
To minimize [{EXH) we use the following lemma:

Lemma 6.7. For 0 < xz,b <1 and k > 1 we have

x? b b2 1
S . D e ay b PR — T 6.86
Moz Ty ™" = |1nb|< +(2|1nb|)2) (6.86)

Proof. Replacing x by xzk and using the monotonicity of In we see that it suffices

to consider k = 1. Since Inz > —%xid for all d > 0 we have

:v_2|1nb| B
b2 |Inz|

[In b

2 02

>

2
edz?+d — % > ¢(d)(bled | Inb|) "1/ (A+ (6.87)

Sal

with

e(d) = 9(2+d)/(1+d) ( 1 ! ) >—-1- %dz. (6.88)

(2 + d)(2+d)/(1+d) o (2 + d)l/(l-i—d) =
Choosing d = 1/|Inb| gives the desired result. O

Applying this lemma with x = a2na/L2, b= a2pa,max and

k= Po,max N C -t |1n(a2pa7max)|
Paamin [(@®N/L2)[175 ) [In(aZpw)]

we get the bound

(6.89)

p2 L2 1
> a,max ) )
E) > —4r Lomax (1+—4|1n( )|2>k (6.90)

| In(a?pn )| @ P max
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In the limit considered, k and the factor in parenthesis both tend to 1 and the
Riemann sum over the boxes o converges to the integral as L — 0.

The TF case, Thm. B8 is treated in the same way as in three dimensions,
with modifications analogous to those just discussed when passing from 3D to 2D

in GP theory.
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Chapter 7

Bose-Einstein Condensation and
Superfluidity for Dilute
Trapped Gases

It was shown in the previous chapter that, for each fixed Na, the minimization
of the GP functional correctly reproduces the large N asymptotics of the ground
state energy and density of H — but no assertion about BEC in this limit was made.
We will now extend this result by showing that in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit there
is indeed 100% Bose condensation in the ground state. This is a generalization of
the homogeneous case considered in Theorem BJl and although it is not the same
as BEC in the thermodynamic limit it is quite relevant for the actual experiments
with Bose gases in traps. In the following, we concentrate on the 3D case, but
analogous considerations apply also to the 2D case. We also discuss briefly some
extensions of Theorem pertaining to superfluidity in trapped gases.

As in the last chapter we choose to keep the length scale Lg. of the confining
potential fixed and thus write Na instead of Na/Lys.. Consequently the powers
of N appearing in the proofs are different from those in the proof Theorem BTl
where we kept Na/L and N/L? fixed.

For later use, we define the projector

POP — |g5F) (447 (7.1)

Here (and everywhere else in this chapter) we denote ¢“F = (b(ﬁﬁ,a for simplicity,

where ﬁﬁ,a is the minimizer of the GP functional {E2) with parameter Na and

normalization condition [ |¢|*> =1 (compare with (EX)). Moreover, we set u = 1.
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In the following, ¥y denotes the (nonnegative and normalized) ground state
of the Hamiltonian (EI). BEC refers to the reduced one-particle density matrix
~v(x,x’) of Uy, defined in ([&Il). The precise definition of BEC is that for some
¢ > 0 this integral operator has for all large N an eigenfunction with eigenvalue
>cN.

Complete (or 100%) BEC is defined to be the property that +(x,x’) not
only has an eigenvalue of order one, as in the general case of an incomplete BEC,
but in the limit it has only one nonzero eigenvalue (namely 1). Thus, +7v(x,x’)

*as N — oo, in which case ¢ is called the

becomes a simple product ¢(x)p(x’)
condensate wave function. In the GP limit, i.e., N — oo with Na fixed, we can
show that this is the case, and the condensate wave function is, in fact, the GP
minimizer ¢CF.

Theorem 7.1 (Bose-Einstein condensation in a trap). For each fized Na

.1 N _ ,GP GP s
i 7y (% x) = 67 (%) (x) -
m trace norm, i.e., tr ‘%’y — PGP‘ — 0.

We remark that Theorem [l implies that there is also 100% condensation
for all n-particle reduced density matrices

n Lo/ ’
A )(xl,...,xn,xl,...,xn)

N
= n'(n> /\IJO(Xlu-..7XN)\IJO(XI17-..7X;17Xn+1,...XN)dxn+1 codxy
(7.2)

of Wy, i.e., they converge, after division by the normalization factor, to the one-
dimensional projector onto the n-fold tensor product of ¢F. In other words, for
n fixed particles the probability of finding them all in the same state &% tends
to 1 in the limit considered. To see this, let a*,a denote the boson creation and
annihilation operators for the state ¢GF, and observe that

1> Nlirn N7 Tp|(a*)*a™|Tp) = Nlim N™"{Tp|(a*a)"|Ty) , (7.3)

since the terms coming from the commutators [a,a*] = 1 are of lower order as

N — oo and vanish in the limit. From convexity it follows that
N_"<\I/0|(a*a)"|\110> > N_"<\I/0|a*a|\llo)" (74)

which converges to 1 as N — oo, proving our claim.
Another corollary, important for the interpretation of experiments, concerns

the momentum distribution of the ground state.
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Corollary 7.2 (Convergence of momentum distribution). Let

p(k) = //v(x,x’) explik - (x — x')]dxdx’
denote the one-particle momentum density of Vo. Then, for fized Na,

: Loy _ 7cp 2
Aim - p(k) = |o7" (k)|

strongly in L*(R3). Here, (EGP denotes the Fourier transform of ¢S .

Proof. If F denotes the (unitary) operator ‘Fourier transform’ and if A is an arbi-

trary L°°-function, then
~ [ [iaeren
N

from which we conclude that

|tr[F " (v/N — PEF)Fh]|

IN

1Allos tr |v/N — PEFY,

I5/N = 6P 2|]1 < tr|y/N — PP

O

As already stated, Theorem [[lis a generalization of Theorem Bl the latter
corresponding to the case that V is a box potential. It should be noted, however,
that we use different scaling conventions in these two theorems: In Theorem LTl the
box size grows as N/3 to keep the density fixed, while in Theorem [ we choose
to keep the confining external potential fixed. Both conventions are equivalent, of
course, c.f. the remarks in the second paragraph of Chapter ] but when comparing
the exponents of N that appear in the proofs of the two theorems the different
conventions should be born in mind.

As in Theorem 1] there are two essential components of our proof of Theo-
rem [l The first is a proof that the part of the kinetic energy that is associated
with the interaction v (namely, the second term in (GIGa)) is mostly located in
small balls surrounding each particle. More precisely, these balls can be taken to
have radius roughly N~°/9  which is much smaller than the mean-particle spacing
N~1/3, (The exponents differ from those of Lemma -2 because of different scaling
conventions.) This allows us to conclude that the function of x defined for each

fixed value of X by .
fx(x) = QST(X)\PO(X’ X)>0 (7.5)
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has the property that Vi fx(x) is almost zero outside the small balls centered at
points of X.

The complement of the small balls has a large volume but it can be a weird
set; it need not even be connected. Therefore, the smallness of Vy fx(x) in this
set does not guarantee that fx(x) is nearly constant (in x), or even that it is
continuous. We need fx(x) to be nearly constant in order to conclude BEC. What
saves the day is the knowledge that the total kinetic energy of fx(x) (including
the balls) is not huge. The result that allows us to combine these two pieces of
information in order to deduce the almost constancy of fx(x) is the generalized
Poincaré inequality in LemmaFE3 The important point in this lemma is that there
is no restriction on 2 concerning regularity or connectivity.

Using the results of Theorem B2 partial integration and the GP equation
(i.e., the variational equation for ¢GF, see Eq. (E3)) we see that

J\}iinoo/|¢Gp(x)|2|vxfx(x)|2dde:47rNas/|¢GP(X)|4dx. (7.6)

The following Lemma shows that to leading order all the energy in ([ZH) is con-
centrated in small balls.

Lemma 7.3 (Localization of the energy in a trap). For fized X let

Ox = {x e R? rgl;gﬂx = N_1/3_5} (7.7)

for some 0 < 6 < 2/9. Then

lim [ dX [ dx|¢®F (%)} Vafx(x)]> =0 .

—00 Qx

Remark. In the proof of Theorem EJl we chose § to be 4/51, but the following
proof shows that one can extend the range of § beyond this value.

Proof. We shall show that

/ dX/QC dx [ () Ve fxc () 2

+ / ix / xS ()P fx ()2 [ 13 w(fx — x]) — 87N al$CF (x) 2

k>2

> —47TNa/|¢GP(x)|4dx —o(1) (7.8)
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as N — oco. We claim that this implies the assertion of the Lemma. To see this,
note that the left side of () can be written as

By — P - / ix / x| 657 () 2|V fx (%) (7.9)

where we used partial integration and the GP equation (@H), and also the sym-
metry of Uy. The convergence of the energy in Theorem Bl and the relation (E0)
now imply the desired result.

The proof of () is actually just a detailed examination of the lower bounds
to the energy derived in [LSeYT] and [LYT] and described in Chapters Bl and Bl
We use the same methods as there, just describing the differences from the case
considered here.

Writing

fx(x) = H ST (x1) F(x, X) (7.10)

k>2

and using that F' is symmetric in the particle coordinates, we see that ([[LZJ) is

equivalent to
1
FQs(F) = ~anNa [ 657" - o), (7.11)

where Qs is the quadratic form

N N
Qs(P) = 3 [ 1VirR [T 167 (e P
i=1 7% k=1

N
D D T P [ 6% 6o P

1<i<j<N
N N
—87Nay / 1697 () P[P T 1697 (xx)Plxi. (7.12)
=1 k=1
Here Q¢ denotes the set

Q= {(a1, X) € B*| minfx; — x| < N30y,

While ([ZT) is not true for all conceivable F’s satisfying the normalization
condition

N
/ 176, X)[2 T 16 (o) s = 1.
k=1
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it 4s true for an F', such as ours, that has bounded kinetic energy ([Z8l). Looking

at Chapter @, we see that Eqs. (Z0)-E2Y), @202 are similar to (ZI),

[ZI2) and almost establish ([ZIIl), but there are differences which we now explain.

In our case, the kinetic energy of particle i is restricted to the subset of
R3N in which ming; |x; — x;| < N—1/3-0_ However, looking at the proof of the
lower bound to the ground state energy of a homogeneous Bose gas discussed
in Chapter Bl which enters the proof of Theorem BEJl we see that if we choose
0 < 4/51 only this part of the kinetic energy is needed for the lower bound, except
for some part with a relative magnitude of the order e = O(N~2%) with o = 1/17.
(Here we use the a priori knowledge that the kinetic energy is bounded by ([ZHl).)
We can even do better and choose some 4/51 < § < 2/9, if « is chosen small
enough. (To be precise, we choose f = 1/3 + a and v = 1/3 — 4« in the notation
of 89), and a small enough). The choice of a only affects the magnitude of the

error term, however, which is still o(1) as N — oc. O
Proof of Theorem [LIl For some R > 0 let K = {x € R3, |x| < R}, and define
(e = T amiai [ 0% 0OP felx) dx
Jic 1697 () Pdx e

We shall use Lemma B3 with d = 3, h(x) = |[¢°F (x)|?/ [ [¢°F|%, Q@ = Qx N K

and f(x) = fx(x) — {fx)x (see (C0) and ([H)). Since ¢ is bounded on K above
and below by some positive constants, this Lemma also holds (with a different

constant C’) with dx replaced by |¢%F (x)|?dx in (EE2)). Therefore,

/ ix /,< dx[6P ()2 [fx (%) — (fx)ic]?

SC’/dX [/Q ,C|¢GP(X)I2Ifox(X)I2dX

N

—20
S [Ptk Py (713)

where we used that [ N K| < (47/3)N~3%. The first integral on the right side
of (CI3) tends to zero as N — oo by Lemma [[3] and the second is bounded by
[Zd). We conclude, since

/ 169 ()[2 fx (x)dx < / 169 ()2 fx (x)dx
c R3
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because of the positivity of fx, that

liminf (69 [1]6°F) > / 65 () lim / ix / x|y (x, X) 2

- { /| |¢Gp<x>|2dxr,

where the last equality follows from (EIH). Since the radius of K was arbitrary,
we conclude that

1

li — /1 .GP GPy _ 1

Jim (g gF) =1,

implying convergence of /N to PS" in Hilbert-Schmidt norm. Since the traces are
equal, convergence even holds in trace norm (cf. [Sil], Thm. 2.20), and Theorem [Tl

is proved. O

We remark that the method presented here also works in the case of a two-
dimensional Bose gas. The relevant parameter to be kept fixed in the GP limit is
N/|In(a?py)|, all other considerations carry over without essential change, using
the results in [LSeY2 [LYZ], c.f. Chapter Bland SectionE2 It should be noted that
the existence of BEC in the ground state in 2D is not in conflict with its absence
at positive temperatures [Ho, [MWI [M]. In the hard core lattice gas at half filling
precisely this phenomenon occurs [KLS].

Finally, we remark on generalizations of Theorem on superfluidity from
a torus to some physically more realistic settings [LSeY5]. As an example, let C
be a finite cylinder based on an annulus centered at the origin. Given a bounded,
real function a(r,z) let A be the vector field (in polar coordinates) A(r,0,z) =
wa(r, z)ég, where €y is the unit vector in the 6 direction. We also allow for a
bounded external potential V (r, z) that does not depend on 6.

Using the methods of Appendix A in [LSeYT], it is not difficult to see that
there exists a g > 0, depending only on C and a(r, z), such that for all |¢| < ¢
there is a unique minimizer ¢S¥ of the Gross-Pitaevskii functional

&gGP [¢] = / (‘ (V + iA(X))¢(X)|2 + V(X)|¢(X)|2 + 47TuNa|¢(x)|4>dx (7.14)
C

under the normalization condition [ |¢|* = 1. This minimizer does not depend on
0, and can be chosen to be positive, for the following reason: The relevant term
in the kinetic energy is T = —r=2[0/00 + ipra(r,2))%. If |pra(r,z)| < 1/2, it
is easy to see that T' > p?a(r, 2)?, in which case, without raising the energy, we



74 Chapter 7. BEC and Superfluidity for Dilute Trapped Gases

can replace ¢ by the square root of the f-average of |¢|?. This can only lower the
kinetic energy [LLo| and, by convexity of z — 22, this also lowers the ¢* term.

We denote the ground state energy of £6F by ESP | depending on Na and
. The following Theorem [Z4] concerns the ground state energy Fy of

N
Hy =3 {— (V; +iA(x)))" + V(Xj)} + Y wlxi-xl),  (7.15)
j=1

1<i<j<N

with Neumann boundary conditions on C, and the one-particle reduced density
matrix vy of the ground state, respectively. Different boundary conditions can be
treated in the same manner, if they are also used in (ZI4).

Remark. As a special case, consider a uniformly rotating system. In this case
A(x) = preg, where 2¢ is the angular velocity. Ha is the Hamiltonian in the
rotating frame, but with external potential V (x) + A(x)? (see e.g. [Bml p. 131]).

Theorem 7.4 (Superfluidity in a cylinder). For |¢| < ¢

Eo(N
lim 70( 0, ¢)

_ oGP
i N =E~"(Na,p) (7.16)

in the limit N — oo with Na fixed. In the same limit,

Jim < (x,x) = 697 ()67 (x) (7.17)

in trace class norm, i.e., imy oo tr [ "YN/N — [¢SPY(pCF| H =0.

Remark. In the special case of the curl-free vector potential A(r,6) = pr—1ey, i.e.,

1 one can say more about the role of (g. In this case, there is a unique

a(r,z)=r"
GP minimizer for all p & Z + %, whereas there are two minimizers for ¢ € Z + %
Part two of Theorem [ holds in this special case for all ¢ € Z + %, and ([ZI4) is

true even for all .

In the case of a uniformly rotating system, where 2¢ is the angular velocity,
the condition |¢| < ¢ in particular means that the angular velocity is smaller
than the critical velocity for creating vortices [Sedl, [Sedl, [F'S]. For rapidly rotating
gases, the appearance of these vortices cause spontaneous breaking of the axial
symmetry. The GP minimizer is then no longer unique, and Theorem [C4 does
not apply to this case. It is, however, possible to show that the GP equation still
correctly describes the ground state of a dilute Bose gas in the rapidly rotating
case, as was recently shown in [LSe2], using very different techniques than in the
proof of Theorem [C4l



Chapter 8

One-Dimensional Behavior of
Dilute Bose Gases in Traps

Recently it has become possible to do experiments in highly elongated traps
on ultra-cold Bose gases that are effectively one-dimensional [BBDI [Gol [GTl Sd,
MSKE]. These experiments show peculiar features predicted by a model of a one-
dimensional Bose gas with repulsive §-function pair interaction, analyzed long ago
by Lieb and Liniger |LIJ IL1].! These include quasi-fermionic behavior [Gi2], the
absence of Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) in a dilute limit [Lel [PiStl [GWTY,
and an excitation spectrum different from that predicted by Bogoliubov’s theory
IL1L LKL [KP]. The theoretical work on the dimensional cross-over for the ground
state in elongated traps has so far been based either on variational calculations,
starting from a 3D delta-potential [Ol, [DGWL [GW], or on numerical Quantum
Mounte Carlo studies [Bl, [AG] with more realistic, genuine 3D potentials, but par-
ticle numbers limited to the order of 100. This work is important and has led to
valuable insights, in particular about different parameter regions [PSW. [DLOJ,
but a more thorough theoretical understanding is clearly desirable since this is
not a simple problem. In fact, it is evident that for a potential with a hard core
the true 3D wave functions do not approximately factorize in the longitudinal and
transverse variables (otherwise the energy would be infinite) and the effective 1D
potential can not be obtained by simply integrating out the transverse variables of
the 3D potential (that would immediately create an impenetrable barrier in 1D).
It is important to be able to demonstrate rigorously, and therefore unambiguously,

I This model is discussed in Appendix
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that the 1D behavior really follows from the fundamental Schrodinger equation.
It is also important to delineate, as we do here, precisely what can be seen in
the different parameter regions. The full proofs of our assertions are long and are
given in [[SeYf]. Here we state our main results and outline the basic ideas for
the proofs.

We start by describing the setting more precisely. It is convenient to write
the Hamiltonian in the following way (in units where i = 2m = 1):

N
Hypra=Y (=0 + VD) +Va(z) + >, vallxi —x) (8.1)

j=1 1<i<j<N

with x = (z,y,2) = (x*, 2) and with

V) = V) |

Viz) = 25 V(/E) vallx]) = spellxl/a) (3.2)

Here, r, L, a are variable scaling parameters while V-, V and v are fixed.

We shall be concerned with the ground state of this Hamiltonian for large par-
ticle number N, which is appropriate for the consideration of actual experiments.
The other parameters of the problem are the scattering length, a, of the two-body
interaction potential, v, and two lengths, » and L, describing the transverse and
the longitudinal extension of the trap potential, respectively.

The interaction potential v is supposed to be nonnegative, of finite range and
have scattering length 1; the scaled potential v, then has scattering length a. The
external trap potentials V and V- confine the motion in the longitudinal (z) and
the transversal (x*) directions, respectively, and are assumed to be continuous
and tend to oo as |z| and |x*| tend to oo. To simplify the discussion we find it
also convenient to assume that V' is homogeneous of some order s > 0, namely
V(z) = |2|®, but weaker assumptions, e.g. asymptotic homogeneity (cf. Chapter ),
would in fact suffice. The case of a simple box with hard walls is realized by taking
s = 00, while the usual harmonic approximation is s = 2. It is understood that the
lengths associated with the ground states of —d?/dz? + V(z) and —A*+ + V+(xt)
are both of the order 1 so that L and r measure, respectively, the longitudinal
and the transverse extensions of the trap. We denote the ground state energy of
@) by EQM(N, L, r,a) and the ground state particle density by p%{\gha(x). On
the average, this 3D density will always be low in the parameter range considered
here (in the sense that distance between particles is large compared to the 3D
scattering length). The effective 1D density can be either high or low, however.
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In parallel with the 3D Hamiltonian we consider the Hamiltonian for n bosons
in 1D with delta interaction and coupling constant g > 0 , i.e.,

n
HD =" —0%/07+g Y 6(zi—2). (8.3)
j=1 1<i<j<n

We consider this Hamiltonian for the z; in an interval of length ¢ in the thermo-
dynamic limit, £ — oo, n — oo with p = n/f fixed. The ground state energy per
particle in this limit is independent of boundary conditions and can, according to
ILT] (see Appendix [Bl), be written as

es” (p) = p*elg/p) . (8.4)

with a function e(t) determined by a certain integral equation. Its asymptotic form
is e(t) ~ it for t < 1 and e(t) — 7%/3 for t — co. Thus

ep”(p) = $gp for g/p <1 (8.5)
and
ei”(p) = (72/3)p* for g/p>>1. (8.6)

This latter energy is the same as for non-interacting fermions in 1D, which can be
understood from the fact that ®3) with g = oo is equivalent to a Hamiltonian
describing free fermions.

Taking pelP(p) as a local energy density for an inhomogeneous 1D system
we can form the energy functional

Elpl = /_OO(IV\/E(Z)I2 +VL(2)p(2) + p(2)’e(g/p(2))) dz . (8.7)

Its ground state energy is obtained by minimizing over all normalized densities,

i.e.,
o0

BP0, Lg) =t {gld o) 20 [ piz=Nf s8)
Using convexity of the map p — p3e(g/p), it is standard to show that there exists
a unique minimizer of @) (see, e.g., [[SeY1]). It will be denoted by pn.1, 4. We

also define the mean 1D density of this minimizer to be
1 [ 2
p=x ] (pnrg(x)dz. (8.9)

In a rigid box, i.e., for s = oo, p is simply N/L (except for boundary corrections),
but in more general traps it depends also on g besides N and L. The order of
magnitude of p in the various parameter regions will be described below.
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Our main result relates the 3D ground state energy of (Bl to the 1D density
functional energy E'P(N, L, g) in the large N limit with g ~ a/r? provided r/L
and a/r are sufficiently small. To state this precisely, let et and b(x"), respectively,
denote the ground state energy and the normalized ground state wave function of
—A+ 4+ V4 (x1). The corresponding quantities for —A* + V.- (x 1) are et /r? and
b.(x1t) = (1/7)b(x*/r). In the case that the trap is a cylinder with hard walls b
is a Bessel function; for a quadratic V= it is a Gaussian.

Define g by

8
g= L;/w(xﬂﬁdxl = 87ra/|br(xJ‘)|4de‘. (8.10)
T

Our main result of this chapter is:

Theorem 8.1 (From 3D to 1D). Let N — oo and simultaneously r/L — 0 and
a/r — 0 in such a way that r*p - min{p, g} — 0. Then

EM(N,L,7,a) — Net /r?
E'™(N,L,g)

=1 (8.11)

An analogous result hold for the ground state density. Define the 1D QM
density by averaging over the transverse variables, i.e.,

P al2) = [ ol it (5.12)

Let L := N/p denote the extension of the system in z-direction, and define the
rescaled density p by

PPLg(2) = Ti(/T) (8.13)

Note that, although p depends on N, L and g, ||p|l1 = |[p]l2 = 1, which shows
in particular that L is the relevant scale in z-direction. The result for the ground
state density is:

Theorem 8.2 (1D limit for density). In the same limit as considered in Theo-
rem k.11, B
L ~
i (0%, o)~ 7)) =0 (8.11)
in weak L' sense.

Note that because of [&H) and (&0 the condition r?5 - min{p, g} — 0 is the
same as
eP(p) < 1/r% (8.15)
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i.e., the average energy per particle associated with the longitudinal motion should
be much smaller than the energy gap between the ground and first excited state
of the confining Hamiltonian in the transverse directions. Thus, the basic physics
is highly quantum-mechanical and has no classical counterpart. The system can
be described by a 1D functional ), even though the transverse trap dimension

is much larger than the range of the atomic forces.

8.1 Discussion of the Results

We will now give a discussion of the various parameter regions that are included
in the limit considered in Theorems and above. We begin by describing
the division of the space of parameters into two basic regions. This decomposition
will eventually be refined into five regions, but for the moment let us concentrate
on the basic dichotomy.

In Chapter @ we proved that the 3D Gross-Pitaevskii formula for the energy
is correct to leading order in situations in which N is large but a is small compared
to the mean particle distance. This energy has two parts: The energy necessary
to confine the particles in the trap, plus the internal energy of interaction, which
is N4map®P. This formula was proved to be correct for a fized confining potential
in the limit N — oo with a3p?P — 0. However, this limit does not hold uniformly
if r/L gets small as N gets large. In other words, new physics can come into play
as r/L — 0 and it turns out that this depends on the ratio of a/r? to the 1D
density, or, in other words, on g/p. There are two basic regimes to consider in

highly elongated traps, i.e., when r < L. They are
e The 1D limit of the 3D Gross-Pitaevskii regime
e The ‘true’ 1D regime.

The former is characterized by ¢g/p < 1, while in the latter regime g/p is of
the order one or even tends to infinity. (If g/p — oo the particles are effectively
impenetrable; this is usually referred to as the Girardeau-Tonks region.) These two
situations correspond to high 1D density (weak interaction) and low 1D density
(strong interaction), respectively. Physically, the main difference is that in the
strong interaction regime the motion of the particles in the longitudinal direction
is highly correlated, while in the weak interaction regime it is not. Mathematically,
this distinction also shows up in our proofs. The first region is correctly described
by both the 3D and 1D theories because the two give the same predictions there.
That’s why we call the second region the ‘true’ 1D regime.
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In both regions the internal energy of the gas is small compared to the energy
of confinement. However, this in itself does not imply a specifically 1D behavior.
(If @ is sufficiently small it is satisfied in a trap of any shape.) 1D behavior, when
it occurs, manifests itself by the fact that the transverse motion of the atoms is
uncorrelated while the longitudinal motion is correlated (very roughly speaking)
in the same way as pearls on a necklace. Thus, the true criterion for 1D behavior
is that g/p is of order unity or larger and not merely the condition that the energy
of confinement dominates the internal energy.

We shall now briefly describe the finer division of these two regimes into five
regions altogether. Three of them (Regions 1-3) belong to the weak interaction
regime and two (Regions 4-5) to the strong interaction regime. They are charac-
terized by the behavior of g/p as N — oco. In each of these regions the general
functional [B7) can be replaced by a different, simpler functional, and the en-
ergy E'P(N, L, g) in Theorem by the ground state energy of that functional.
Analogously, the density in Theorem can be replaced by the minimizer of the
functional corresponding to the region considered.

The five regions are

e Region 1, the Ideal Gas case: In the trivial case where the interaction is so weak
that it effectively vanishes in the large N limit and everything collapses to the
ground state of —d?/dz? 4+ V(z) with ground state energy ell, the energy E'® in
(&I can be replaced by Nell /L2, This is the case if g/5 < N~2, and the mean
density is just p ~ N/L. Note that g/p < N~2 means that the 3D interaction
energy per particle ~ ap3P < 1/L2.

e Region 2, the 1D GP case: In this region g/p ~ N~2, with p ~ N/L. This case
is described by a 1D Gross-Pitaevskii energy functional of the form

st = [ T (VVEEP 4 Ve(Dp() + tgp()) dz . (8.16)

corresponding to the high density approximation ([BH) of the interaction energy
in 1. Its ground state energy, EGY | fulfills the scaling relation ESY (N, L, g) =
NL—2ESP(1,1, NgL).

e Region 3, the 1D TF case: N~2 < g/p < 1, with p being of the order p ~
(N/L)(NgL)~'/+1) | where s is the degree of homogeneity of the longitudinal
confining potential V. This region is described by a Thomas-Fermi type functional

e = [ () + ool ds (5.17)

— 00
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It is a limiting case of Region 2 in the sense that NgL > 1, but a/r is sufficiently
small so that g/p < 1, i.e., the high density approximation in [H) is still valid.
The explanation of the factor (NgL)'/(+1) is as follows: The linear extension L of
the minimizing density of (8If) is for large values of NgL determined by V(L) ~
g(N/L), which gives L ~ (NgL)"/*+Y [, In addition condition IH) requires
gp < 772, which means that Na/L(NgL)"/*t!) « 1. The minimum energy of
(BID) has the scaling property EJY (N, L,g) = NL™2(NgL)¥/ GtV EIF(1,1,1).

e Region 4, the LL case: g/p ~ 1, with p ~ (N/L)N~2/(*2) described by an
energy functional

ﬁﬂdz/m(%@M@H#WdeM@Dw- (8.18)

— 00

This region corresponds to the case g/p ~ 1, so that neither the high den-
sity (B3) nor the low density approximation (&) is valid and the full LL en-
ergy ([84) has to be used. The extension L of the system is now determined by
V(L) ~ (N/L)? which leads to L ~ LN?/(s%2)_ Condition (&IH) means in this
region that Nr/L ~ N*/(st2y/[, — 0. Since Nr/L ~ (p/g)(a/r), this condition
is automatically fulfilled if g/p is bounded away from zero and a/r — 0. The
ground state energy of &IX), EV*(N, L, g), is equal to Ny2E™(1,1, g/7), where
we introduced the density parameter v := (N/L)N~2/(s+2),

e Region 5, the GT case: g/p > 1, with p ~ (N/L)N~2/(5t2) described by a
functional with energy density ~ p3, corresponding to the Girardeau-Tonks limit
of the LL energy density. It corresponds to impenetrable particles, i.e, the limiting
case g/p — oo and hence formula &) for the energy density. As in Region 4, the
mean density is here p ~ 7. The energy functional is

Tl = [T () + (30l dz (819)

with minimum energy EST(N, L) = Nv2ECT(1,1).

As already mentioned above, Regions 1-3 can be reached as limiting cases of
a 3D Gross-Pitaevskii theory. In this sense, the behavior in these regions contains
remnants of the 3D theory, which also shows up in the fact that BEC prevails in
Regions 1 and 2 (See [LSeY6] for details.) Heuristically, these traces of 3D can
be understood from the fact that in Regions 1-3 the 1D formula for energy per
particle, gp ~ alN/(r%L), gives the same result as the 3D formula, i.e., scattering
length times 3D density. This is no longer so in Regions 4 and 5 and different
methods are required.
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8.2 The 1D Limit of 3D GP Theory

Before discussing the many-body problem we treat the much simpler problem of
taking the r/L — 0 limit of the 3D GP ground state energy EGY (N, L,r,a),
defined by (E4) with the potential V(x) = VX (x*) + VL (2). The result is, apart
from the confining energy, the 1D GP energy with coupling constant g ~ a/r?.
In particular we see that Regions 4 and 5 cannot be reached as a limit of 3D GP
theory.

Theorem 8.3 (1D limit of 3D GP energy). Let g be given by &I0). If r/L — 0,

then
E%P(N, L,r,a) — Nr—2et

EGY(N, L, g)

uniformly in the parameters, as long as pa — 0.

=1 (8.20)

Remark. Since ESY(1,L, Ng)1p ~ L~2+ pa/r?, the condition pa — 0 is equivalent
to 7‘2Eﬁ§)(1, L,Ng) — 0, which means simply that the 1D GP energy per particle
is much less than the confining energy, ~ 1/72.

Proof. Because of the scaling relation (&IH) and the corresponding relation for
E$E it suffices to consider the case N =1 and L = 1.

We denote the (positive) minimizer of the one-dimensional GP functional
@ I0) with N =1, L = 1 and g fixed by ¢(z). Taking b,.(x")(z) as trial function
for the 3D functional (E2) and using the definition (8I0) of g we obtain without
further ado the upper bound

ESE(1,1,7ma) <et/r? + ESY(1,1,9) (8.21)

for all r and a.
For a lower bound we consider the one-particle Hamiltonian

Hy o= AT+ VE(x) = 02 + V(2) + 8mab,(x1)?p(2)? . (8.22)

Taking the 3D Gross-Pitaevskii minimizer ®(x) for N = 1, L = 1, as trial function
we get

inf SpeCHr,a < E (1 1,7, a) 47ra/<1>4 +8ﬂa/bz¢2(1)2

IN

ESE(1,1,7,0) + 4m/b3¢4

ESE(1,1,7,0) /(b (8.23)
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To bound H,, from below we consider first for fixed z € R the Hamiltonian (in
2D)
Hyo. =AY 4 Vo(xh) + 8mag(2)?b,(x )2 (8.24)

We regard —AL+V, (x1) as its “free” part and 8mad(z)?b,(x1)? as a perturbation.
Since the perturbation is positive all the eigenvalues of H, , , are at least as large
as those of —AL + V,.(x1); in particular, the first excited eigenvalue is ~ 1/r2.

The expectation value in the ground state b, of the free part is
(Hraz) = e /12 + glo(2). (8.25)

Temple’s inequality ([ZhI)) gives

Hyaz > (e7/7% + glo(2) ) (1 _(Hraz = (Hra))) > (8.26)

(Hra,2)(€+ /12 = (Hya,2))

where &+ /r? is the lowest eigenvalue above the ground state energy of —A*L +
V,.(x1). Since
H, b, = (e /r?)b, + 8mag(2)?b (8.27)

we have (H,q . — (Hya.))br = 87d(2)%abd — gé(2)b,) and hence, using that
g =8ma [b} = 8n(a/r?) [ b,

2
dx*

(e = (o)) = 0" [ (smab () = b ()
= (;5(2)4/ [(87m)2br(xL)6—167Tagbr(xL)4
+ g2bT(XL)2} de_
< const. ||¢||%. g% < const. ESY (1,1, 9), (8.28)

where we have used Lemma 2.1 in [LSeY?2] to bound gl|¢[|2, by const. ESY (1,1, g).
We thus see from [2H) and the assumption 72 EGY (1,1, g) — 0 that the error term
in the Temple inequality B2ZH) is o(1).

Now H,, = —02+ V(2) + Hyq.2, so from ([8ZH) we conclude that

Hyaq > ((e7/r?) = 02+ V(2) + glo(x)]?) (1 - o(1)). (8.29)

On the other hand, the lowest energy of —92+V (2)+gl¢(2)|? is just EGY (1,1, 9)+
(9/2) [g 16(2)|*dz. Combining (BZF) and BZH) we thus get

ESY(1,1,7,a) — et /r? > ESY(1,1,9)(1 — o(1)). (8.30)

O
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8.3 Outline of Proof

We now outline the main steps in the proof of Theorems Bl and B2 referring
to [LSeY0)] for full details. To prove (8II) one has to establish upper and lower
bounds, with controlled errors, on the QM many-body energy in terms of the
energies obtained by minimizing the energy functionals appropriate for the vari-
ous regions. The limit theorem for the densities can be derived from the energy
estimates in a standard way by variation with respect to the external potential V7.

The different parameter regions have to be treated by different methods, a
watershed lying between Regions 1-3 on the one hand and Regions 4-5 on the
other. In Regions 1-3, similar methods as in the proof of the 3D Gross-Pitaevskii
limit theorem discussed in Chapter [l can be used. This 3D proof needs some
modifications, however, because there the external potential was fixed and the
estimates are not uniform in the ratio r/L. We will not go into the details here, but
mainly focus on Regions 4 and 5, where new methods are needed. It turns out to
be necessary to localize the particles by dividing the trap into finite ‘boxes’ (finite
in z-direction), with a controllable particle number in each box. The particles are
then distributed optimally among the boxes to minimize the energy, in a similar
way as Eq. (Z6H) was derived from Eq. (ZE0).

A core lemma for Regions 4-5 is an estimate of the 3D ground state energy in
a finite box in terms of the 1D energy of the Hamiltonian ([83)). L.e., we will consider
the ground state energy of (Bl with the external potential V7, (z) replaced by a
finite box (in z-direction) with length ¢. Let ESM(n,K,r, a) and El(g?M(n,é, r,a)
denote its ground state energy with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions,
respectively.

Lemma 8.4. Let ELP(n,¢,g) and ELP(n,¢,g) denote the ground state energy of
@) on L2([0, £]™), with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, respectively,
and let g be given by ®IN). Then there is a finite number C' > 0 such that

net a\1/8 nr ra\1/8
EM(n, 0,7, a)—r—2 > E{P(n, ¢, 9) <1 —Cn (;) {1 + va (;) ]) . (8.31)

Moreover,

0 9 / 1/3
QM ne 1D na a
ERM(n, £,r,0) - 25 < B (n ) <1 +C [(7) (1 + ﬁ)] . (8.32)

provided the term in square brackets is less than 1.
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This Lemma is the key to the proof of Theorems and The reader
interested in the details is referred to [LSeY6|. Here we only give a sketch of the
proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[§ We start with the upper bound ([&32). Let ¢ denote the
ground state of (B3]) with Dirichlet boundary conditions, normalized by (¢|¢) = 1,
and let pff) denote its two-particle density, normalized by [ pg)(z,z’ Ydzdz' =
L. Let G and F be given by G(x1,...,X,) = (21, ., 20) [[[ br(x;) and by
F(x1,...,%,) = [[;o; f(|xi —x;|). Here f is a monotone increasing function, with
0< f<1land f(t) =1for t > R for some R > Ry. For ¢t < R we shall choose
f(t) = fo(t)/ fo(R), where fq is the solution to the zero-energy scattering equation
for v, ([3). Note that fo(R) =1—a/R for R > Ry, and f}(t) <t ! min{1,a/t}.

We use as a trial wave function
U(x1,...,%Xpn) = G(x1,...,Xpn)F(x1,...,%p) . (8.33)

We first have to estimate the norm of W. Using the fact that F' is 1 whenever

no pair of particles is closer together than a distance R, we obtain

n(n — 1) TR?
ey > 1= ML) (8.34)
To evaluate the expectation value of the Hamiltonian, we use
(U — A ¥) = /FQGA G+/G2|V F|? (8.35)
and the Schrédinger equation Hnﬁgi/) = ELPy. This gives
_ 1D, 7 -
(U|H|W) = (ED + = ) (WD) — g( U] 3 6(z — 2)|T)
1<J
/G2 Zw FE+ Y oalx—xDIFR | - (8.36)
i<j

Now, since 0 < f < 1 and f’ > 0 by assumption, F? < f(|x; — x,|)?, and

ZlV FP<2) flllxi=—xD?+4 > flba =%l f (e —xsl) - (8:37)

1<j k<i<j

Consider the first term on the right side of [837), together with the last term in
@®3d). These terms are bounded above by

(= 1) [ b6y (e, 2) (7 = 9P + b~ ¥ (3 = 9)7°).
(8.38)
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Let
h(z) = / (f'(IxD)? + gva(|x]) f([x])?) dx* . (8.39)
Using Young’s inequality for the integration over the L-variables, we get
-1
B33 < n(LQ)HbHﬁ/ pfﬁ)(z,z')h(z —2")dzdz" . (8.40)
T R2

By similar methods, one can show that the contribution from the last term in
@3D) is bounded by

2 18113 [1b13 @, N
gn(n —1)(n-— 2)7“—27“—2”k||00 /]R? Py (2,2)k(z — 2")dzd2" (8.41)

where

k(z) = / F(x])dxt | (8.42)

Note that both h and k are supported in [—R, R].
Now, for any ¢ € H'(R),

o) ~ 0P| < 21 - 12 ([ '¢'2)1/4 </

9\ 3/4
) . (8.43)
(2)

Applying this to p,,” (2, 2’), considered as a function of z only, we get

d¢

dz

/ pq(i)(zjz/)h(z_z’)dzdz’—/h(z)dz/pff)(Z,Z)dz
R2 R

3/4
§2R1/2/Rh(z)dz <¢}—j—; 1/;> : (8.44)
1

where we used Schwarz’s inequality, the normalization of pfﬁ) and the symmetry
of 1. The same argument is used for [8ZI]) with h replaced by k.

It remains to bound the second term in (&30). As in the estimate for the
norm of ¥, we use again the fact that F' is equal to 1 as long as the particles are
not within a distance R from each other. We obtain

<‘IJIZ5(zi—zj)I\I/> > @/pff)(z,z)dz (1 - @%anjﬁ) . (8.45)

We also estimate gn(n — 1) fpff)(z,z)dz < BLP and (| — d?/dz}|y) < ELP/n.
We have [ h(z)dz = 4ma(l —a/R)~!, and the terms containing k can be bounded
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by ||k]|eo < 2ma(1+In(R/a))/(1—a/r) and [ k(z)dz < 2maR(1—a/(2R))/(1—a/r).
Putting together all the bounds, and choosing

CLT2

3 _
R n2(l+g0) ]

(8.46)

this proves the desired result.
We are left with the lower bound (B31). We write a general wave function
¥ as

U(x1,. 0 %n) = f(x1,. %) [] br(x) (8.47)
k=1
which can always be done, since b,. is a strictly positive function. Partial integration
gives
(V| H W) = Z/ VA4 3 vl DI Hb ax.

J, JF#i

(8.48)
Choose some R > Ry, fix 7 and x;, j # 4, and consider the Voronoi cell ; around
particle j, i.e., Q; = {x: |x — x;| < |x — x| for all k& # j}. If B; denotes the ball

of radius R around x;, we can estimate with the aid of Lemma

[ e (9 + v =) F)
Q;NB;

minx66~ br(xJ_)2 1\2 5
2 J be(x)2U (% —xIf2 . (849
T maxxep, bT(XL)Za‘/Q B ()" U(xi — x5 ]I f] ( )

Here U is given in ZZ3). For some § > 0 let Bs be the subset of R? where b(x)?
1)2

IN IV

0, and let xp, denote its characteristic function. Estimating maxxes, br (x
mingeg, br(x)? + 2(R/r?)||Vb?| o, we obtain

mingep, by (x*)? L R || V0?| oo
s B ()2 > X, (x5 fr) (1 -2 ) (8.50)

Denoting k(i) the nearest neighbor to particle 4, we conclude that, for 0 <e < 1,

Z / Vil 41 S vl — x| T brt)2dx
k=1

J, J#4

2 3 [ eIV + (= IV P ez
=1

+a'U (i = i )Xa (5 /)1 12] T e )2, (8:51)
k=1
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where a’ = a(1 — €)(1 — 2R||Vb?|| oo /76).
Define F(z1,...,2n) > 0 by

F(ons 22 :/|f(x1,...,xn)|2 IT b (xi)2dxi (8.52)
k=1

Neglecting the kinetic energy in L-direction in the second term in (B321l) and using
the Schwarz inequality to bound the longitudinal kinetic energy of f by the one
of F', we get the estimate

L
ne

(VIH|¥) - 2 2

Z/ {€|5iF|2 + (1= €)|0iF|* Xuminy, |zifzk|2R(Zi)} H dzy,

+Z [ (o197 s vt 2] T oot s

k=1
(8.53)

where 9; = d/dz;, and V! denotes the gradient in L-direction. We now investigate
the last term in ([853). Counsider, for fixed z1,. .., z,, the expression

Z/ e|VEfI2+dU(|x; — Xp(i) )X ( xk(l /)| f] ] H Vdxi . (8.54)

To estimate this term from below, we use Temple’s inequality, as in Sect.
Let € denote the gap above zero in the spectrum of —A+ + V+ — et ie., the
lowest non-zero eigenvalue. By scaling, é- /r? is the gap in the spectrum of —A* +
V- — el /r2. Note that under the transformation ¢ + b '¢ this latter operator
is unitarily equivalent to V+* - V1 as an operator on L?(R2,b,(x1)2dxt), as

considered in (854). Hence also this operator has e+ /72 as its energy gap. Denoting

(Uk>:/<ZU I%; — Xpi) ) xBs ( xk(z)/r> Hb (xi)%dxit | (8.55)

i=1
Temple’s inequality implies

E&R3) > |F|*d(U) (1 —d %; g€¢/r21— a,<U>) : (8.56)

Now, using [ZZ3)) and Schwarz’s inequality, (U?) < 3n(R? — R3)~1(U), and

[Bl[3 _ 3w R

{U)<nn-1)—= 2 o

(8.57)
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Therefore
B30) > |F|*a"(U) , (8.58)

where we put all the error terms into the modified coupling constant a”. It remains
to derive a lower bound on (U). Let

dle =) = [ bGPy U= yle (v iy (550)

Note that d(z) = 0 if |2| > R. An estimate similar to [ZZd) gives

TR?
W)= S = 2) (1= 00 - DT 01 ) (5.60)
1#]
Note that, for an appropriate choice of R, d is close to a d-function with the desired
coefficient. To make the connection with the d-function, we can use a bit of the
kinetic energy saved in ([53) to obtain

/ |:ni 1 |(91,F|2 + a'"d(zi — ZJ)|F|2:| dz;

2(n—1 1/2
2 %g’ max |F|2X[R,e—R](Zj) <1— (%g’]{) > . (8.61)

lzi—z;|<R

Putting all the previous estimates together, we arrive at

Y]

(V|H|W) — 3 Z/ [(1 — &)|0: F[* X ming \zi—szR(zi)} H dzy,
=1 k=1

+y 3" max |Fx(re-r)(2) II =
i#] I#i=al< k, ki
(8.62)

for an appropriate coupling constant ¢’ that contains all the error terms. Now
assume that (n + 1)R < {. Given an F with [|F|?dz; ---dz, = 1, define, for
0<21 <2< <z, <l—-(n+1)R,

Y(z1,...,2n) = F(z1+ R,22+ 2R, 25+ 3R,...,z, + nR) , (8.63)

and extend the function to all of [0, —(n+1) R]™ by symmetry. A simple calculation
shows that

EX2) > (Y| H'|¢Y) > (1-)E’(n,f — (n+ 1R, ¢")(W[y)
(1 - g)El{ID (n,ﬁ, g”) <¢|¢> ) (864)

Y



90 Chapter 8. One-Dimensional Behavior of Dilute Bose Gases in Traps

where H’ is the Hamiltonian ([B3)) with a factor (1 — ¢) in front of the kinetic
energy term.

It remains to estimate (1|¢). Using that F is related to the true ground state
¥ by 8LZ), we can estimate it in terms of the total QM energy, namely

2R ne+
1 0 1/2
—2n§ —4nR <5E§M(n,é, ra) — i—2> . (8.65)

Collecting all the error terms and choosing

R:r(9)1/4 e= (9)1/8 - (9)1/8 , (8.66)

r r r

BE) and [BED) lead to the desired lower bound. O

As already noted above, Lemma is the key to the proof of Theorems
and The estimates are used in each box, and the particles are distributed opti-
mally among the boxes. For the global lower bound, superadditivity of the energy
and convexity of the energy density p®e(g/p) are used, generalizing corresponding
arguments in Chapter Bl We refer to [LSeY6] for details.



Chapter 9

Two-Dimensional Behavior in
Disc-Shaped Traps

In this chapter, which is based on [SY]], we discuss the dimensional reduction of a
Bose gas in a trap that confines the particles strongly in one direction so that two-
dimensional behavior is expected. There are many similarities with the emergence
of one-dimensional behavior in cigar-shaped traps discussed in the previous chapter
but also some notable differences. As in the case of cigar-shaped traps, there is
a basic division of the parameter domain into two regions (this is also noted
in [PHS] and [PiSt2]): one where a limit of a three-dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii
theory applies, and a complementary region described by a “truly” low dimensional
theory. In the case discussed in Chapter B the latter is a density functional theory
based on the exact Lieb-Liniger solution for the energy of a strongly interacting
(and highly correlated) one-dimensional gas with delta interactions. (Note that in
1D strong interactions means low density.) In the present case, on the other hand,
the gas is weakly interacting in all parameter regions. In the region not accessible
from 3D GP theory the energy formula Bl for a dilute two-dimensional Bose
gas with a logarithmic dependence on the density applies. To enter this region
extreme dilution is required. The Lieb-Liniger region in the 1D case demands also
quite dilute systems, but the requirement is even more stringent in 2D. This will
be explained further below.

We recall from Chapter Bl that the energy per particle of a dilute, homoge-
neous, two-dimensional Bose gas with density pop and scattering length asp of
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the interaction potential is (in units such that & = 2m = 1)
eap ~ 4mpap| In(papadp)| . (9.1)
The corresponding result in three dimensions is
e3p & 4T pspasp (9.2)

as discussed in Chapter Bl In the following we shall denote the two-dimensional
density, pap, simply by p and the three dimensional scattering length, asp, by a.
The basic message of this chapter is that when the thickness, h, of the trap tends
to zero then Eq. (@) can be used with an effective two-dimensional scattering
length asp = hexp(—(const.)h/a). A more precise formula is given in Eq. (@11
below. If |In ph?| < h/a, then |In(pa3p)| ~ h/a, and the two-dimensional formula
@) leads to the same result as the three dimensional formula (@2), because
p3p ~ p/h. The “true” two dimensional region requires | In ph?| > h/a and hence
the condition p~/2 > he"/® for the interparticle distance, p~/2. This should be
compared with the corresponding condition for the 1D Lieb-Liniger region of the
previous chapter where the interparticle distance is “only” required to be of the
order or larger than h?/a.

The formula asp = hexp(—(const.)h/a) for the scattering length appeared
first in [PHS]. Tt can be motivated by considering a weak, bounded potential,
where perturbation theory can be used to compute the energy (C) in Appendix
C that is directly related to the scattering length. This perturbative calculation is
carried out in Section as a step in the proof of a lower bound for the many-
body energy; its relation to the formula for agp is explained in the remark after
Corollary @41

We now define the setting and state the results more precisely. We consider
N identical, spinless bosons in a confining, three-dimensional trap potential and
with a repulsive, rotationally symmetric pair interaction. We take the direction
of strong confinement as the z-direction and write the points x € R? as (z, 2),
z € R?, z € R. The Hamiltonian is

N
Hy.1ha= Z (—A; + Vi p(xi)) + Z va (% — x5) (9.3)
i=1 1<i<j<N
with
1 1
Vin(x) = Vi(@) +Vir(z) = VI e) + 55V (), (9.4)
1 _
va(jx) = —gv(a” ), (9-5)
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The confining potentials V and V= are assumed to be locally bounded and tend
to oo as |z| and |z| tend to co. The interaction potential v is assumed to be
nonnegative, of finite range and with scattering length 1; the scaled potential v,
then has scattering length a. We regard v, V+ and V as fixed and L,h,a as
scaling parameters. The Hamiltonian ([@3) acts on symmetric wave functions in
L2(R3N dx; ---dxy). Its ground state energy, ESM(N, L, h, a), scales with L as

1
E®(N, L, h,a) = ﬁEQM(N, 1,h/L,a/L). (9.6)
Taking N — oo but keeping h/L and Na/L fixed leads to a three dimensional

Gross-Pitaevskii description of the ground state as proved in Chapter [ The cor-
responding energy functional is (cf. (G2))

&b [¢] = /R AP + Veax)6x)P + drNalg(x)[*} d’x  (9.7)

and the energy per particle is

ESS(N,L,h,a)/N = inf{GT (6], [ o(x)2d?x = 1}

— (1/L*)BSE(1,1,h/L, Na/L). (9.8)
By the GP limit theorem, Thm. [E1] we have, for fixed h/L and Na/L,

QM
3D y Ly 1y
It is important to note, however, that the estimates in Chapter [ are not uniform
in the ratio h/L and the question what happens if h/L — 0 is not addressed in
Ch. B It will be shown in the next section that a part of the parameter range
for thin traps can be treated by considering, at fixed Na/h, the h/L — 0 limit
of ES¥(1,1,h/L, Na/L) with the ground state energy for the transverse motion,
~ 1/h?, subtracted. But this limit can evidently never lead to a logarithmic de-
pendence on the density and it does not give the correct limit formula for the
energy in the whole parameter range.
To cover all cases we have to consider a two-dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii
theory of the type studied in Section B2 i.e.,

eI = [ {IVe@)l +Vi@le@P +4rNgle@)|}éx - (010)

with
g9 = |In(pazp|~". (9.11)
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Here p is the mean density, defined by Eq. (E2Z0). An explicit formula that is valid
in the case Ng > 1 can be states as follows. Let
1
TF/,\ _ TF
N (@) = o= [y = Vil@)], (9.12)
be the '"Thomas Fermi’ density for N particles at coupling constant 1 in the po-
tential V7, where ! is chosen so that [ pif = N. Then

p=N"1 g ot (x)%d. (9.13)

For simplicity we shall assume that V' is homogeneous of some degree s > 0, i.e.,
V(Az) = AM*V(x), and in this case

p~ N/ 12— N/L? with L= NYEH2, (9.14)

The length L measures the effective extension of the gas cloud of the N particles
in the two-dimensional trap. A box potential corresponds to L = L, i.e., s = 0o
and hence p ~ N/L?.

The case Ng = O(1) requires a closer look at the definition of p. First, for
any value of Ng we can consider the minimizer w%}; of (@I0) with normalization
||80]%§||2 = 1. The corresponding mean density is

PNg = N/Iw%ﬁl‘*- (9.15)

A general definition of p amounts to solving the equation p = pnyg with g as in
@TI). This gives the same result as ([@I13)) to leading order in g when Ng > 1. In
the case |In Nh/L| < h/a (referred to as 'Region I’ below) the coupling constant
is simply a/h and thus independent of N. Moreover, in a homogeneous potential
of degree s the effective length scale L is ~ (Ng + 1)"/*2) [, and thus of order L
if Ng =0(1).

The energy per particle corresponding to ([@I0) is

ESP (N, L,g)/N = inf{&SF (¢, [ lo(w)2d% = 1} = (1/L2)ESE (1,1, Ng).
(9.16)
Let s, be the normalized ground state wave function of the one-particle
Hamiltonian —d?/dz? + V;-(2). It can be written as s;,(2) = h™/2s(h™'z) and
the ground state energy as eﬁ = h~2e!, where s(z) and e are, respectively, the
ground state wave function and ground state energy of —d?/dz? + V+(z). We
define the effective two dimensional scattering length by the formula

asp = hexp (—([ s(z)*dz)""h/2a). (9.17)
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Then, using (@11,
g=|—In(ph®) + ([ s(z)*dz)"'h/a| " . (9.18)

The justification of the definition [@I7) is Theorem BTl below.

Remark. Since asp appears only under a logarithm, and a/h — 0, one could,
at least as far as leading order computations are concerned, equally well define
the two dimensional scattering length as abpy = b exp (— ([ s(z)*dz)"'h/2a) with
b satisfying ca < b < Ch for some constants ¢ > 0, C < oo. In fact, if ¢/ =
| In(p(ap)?)| ", then

9 _ 21n(b/h)
¢ = T TR + (const)h/al

=1 (9.19)

because (a/h)In(b/h) — 0.
We can now state the main result of this chapter:

Theorem 9.1 (From 3D to 2D). Let N — oo and at the same time h/L — 0 and
a/h — 0 in such a way that h?pg — 0 (with g given by Eq. (@18)). Then

EM(N, L, h,a) — Nh—2e*
ESY(N,L,g)

im =1. (9.20)
Remarks: 1. The condition h?pg — 0 means that the ground state energy h~2e*
associated with the confining potential in the z-direction is much larger than the
energy pg. This is the condition of strong confinement in the z-direction. In the
case that h/a > |In(ph?)| we have g ~ a/h and hence the condition in that region
is equivalent to

pah < 1. (9.21)

On the other hand, if h/a < |In(ph?)| the strong confinement condition is equiv-
alent to h?p|In(h?p)|~! < 1, which means simply that

ph? < 1. (9.22)

Both [@ZI) and @22) clearly imply pai, < 1, i.e., the gas is dilute in the 2D
sense (and also in the 3D sense, pspa® < 1, because psp = p/h). This is different
from the situation in cigar-shaped traps considered in Chapter B where the gas can
be either dilute or dense in the 1D sense, depending on the parameters (although
it is always dilute in the 3D sense).
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2. It is, in fact, not necessary to demand h/L — 0 explicitly in Theorem [I11 The
reason is as follows. In the region where h/a < |In(ph?)|, the strong confinement
condition ph? < 1 immediately implies h/L < 1 because p > 1/L?, cf. Eq.
@Id). If h/a > |In(ph?)|, then at least pah < 1 holds true. This leaves only
the alternatives h/L — 0, or, if h/L stays bounded away from zero, Na/L — 0.
But the latter alternative means, by the three dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii limit

theorem, that the energy converges to the energy of a noninteracting, trapped gas,
for which ([@2Z0) obviously holds true.

We shall refer to the parameter region where h/a > |In(ph?)| as Region I,
and the one where h/a < |In(ph?)| as Region II. In Region I we can take

g = ([ s(z)*dz)a/h. (9.23)
In Region II g ~ |In(ph?)|~%, and in the extreme case that h/a < | In(ph?)|,
9= In(ph?)|~". (9-24)

In particular g is then independent of a (but dependent on p). As remarked ear-
lier, Region II is only relevant for very dilute gases since it requires interparticle
distances p~ /2 > hel/e,

By Eq. [@I4) the relevant coupling parameter is Ng rather than g itself,
and both Region I and Region II can be divided further, according to Ng < 1,
Ng~1,0r Ng>> 1. The case Ng < 1 corresponds simply to an ideal gas in the
external trap potential. Note that this limit can both be reached from Region I by
taking a/h — 0 at fixed ph?, or from Region II by letting ph? tend more rapidly

—h/a_ The case Ng ~ 1 in Region I corresponds to a GP theory

to zero than e
with coupling parameter ~ Na/h as was already explained, in particular after Eq.
[@3). The case Ng > 1 is the ‘Thomas-Fermi’ case where the gradient term in the
energy functional [@I0) can be ignored. In Region II, the case Ng < 1 requires
51?2 > heN and is thus only of academic interest, while p~1/2 <« he¥ (but still
he/@ < 5=1/2) corresponds to the TF case.

The subdivision of the parameter range just described is somewhat different
from the situation described in Chapter Bl This is due to the different form of the

energy per particle of the low dimensional gas as function of the density.

9.1 The 2D Limit of 3D GP Theory

As in Section certain aspects of the dimensional reduction of the many-body
system can be seen already in the much simpler context of GP theory. In this
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section we consider the h/L — 0 limit of the 3D GP ground state energy. The
result is, apart from the confining energy, the 2D GP energy with coupling constant
-1

g ~ a/h. This shows in particular that Region II, where g ~ |In(ph?)|~!, cannot

be reached as a limit of 3D GP theory.

Theorem 9.2 (2D limit of 3D GP energy). Define g = ([ s(2)*dz) a/h. If h/L — 0,

then
ESP(N,L,h,a) — Nh—2et

— 1 9.25
ESP(N. L.9) (9-25)

uniformly in the parameters, as long as pah — 0.

Remark. Since ESY (1, L, Ng) ~ L=2 + pa/h, the condition pah — 0 is equivalent
to h2ESE (1, L, Ng) — 0, which means simply that the 2D GP energy per particle
is much less than the confining energy, ~ 1/h2.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Thm. Because of the scaling relation
@R it suffices to consider the case N =1 and L = 1.
For an upper bound to the 3D GP ground state energy we make the ansatz

P(x) = pap(x)sn(2), (9.26)

where @gp is the minimizer of the 2D GP functional with coupling constant g.
Then
& (6] = e /h* + B3 (1,1, 9) (9-27)

and hence
ESE(1,1,h,a) — et /R2 < ESY(1,1,9). (9.28)

For the lower bound we consider the one-particle Hamiltonian (in 3D)
Hpo=—-A+Vi(x)+ 8malpap ()% sn(2)2. (9.29)
Taking the 3D GP minimizer ® as a test state gives
inf spec Hy, , < ES$3(1,1,h,a) — 47a o |®(x)[*d>x

4870 [ lpae(o) Pon(2)7 @00 P’
R3

IN

E?(,}Dp(l, 1,h,a)+ 47m/ |go(;p(x)|4sh(z)4d3x
R3

= E$Y(1,1,h,a) +47g / lpap (2)[*d?a. (9.30)
]R2
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To bound Hp, , from below we consider first for fixed x € R? the Hamiltonian (in
1D)
Hpon=—-0>+ Vhl(z) + 8malpap (2)|*sn(2)% (9.31)

We regard —02 + V1 (2) as its “free” part and 8ma|pgp(x)|?sn(2)?

as a pertur-
bation. Since the perturbation is positive all eigenvalues of Hj, ., are at least as
large as those of —92 + V},(2); in particular the first excited eigenvalue is ~ 1/h2.

The expectation value in the ground state s, of the free part is
(Hp.a.2) = e+ /0% + 8mg|pap (2)|?. (9.32)

Temple’s inequality ZXRI) gives

(Hhae — <Hh,a,r>>2>> . (9.33)

H - > iR h2 2 1—
h,ax = (‘5 /" + 8mgloap ()] ) < (Hp.az)(EX — 1) /h2

where é1/h? is the lowest eigenvalue above the ground state energy of —92+V;1(2).
Since
Hy an5n = (e /h%)sp, + 8malpap (z) |53 (9.34)

we have (Hp,q0 — (Hhaz))Sh = 87r|g0(;p(9c)|2(as,3I — gsp) and hence, using g =
a[s;, = (a/h) [ 5%,

(Hhaw = (Hhaw)?) = (87T)2|90GP(1’)|4/(CLSh(Z)3 — gsn(2))" dz

(82 lpar I (a/h)? [ [5° — (/5]
const. ESY (1,1, g)? (9.35)

IN

N

where we have used Lemma 2.1 in [LSeY2] to bound the term g|ogp|% by
const. ESY (1,1, g). We thus see from ([32) and the assumption h2ESE (1,1, 9) —
0 that the error term in the Temple inequality [@33)) is o(1).

Now Hj, o = —Ay + V(2) + Hp g, so from @I33) we conclude that

Hpo > ((eL/h2) — A, +V(z)+ 87rg|<pgp(x)|2) (1 —o0(1)). (9.36)

On the other hand, the lowest energy of —A, + V(z) + 87glpap(z)[? is just
EGV(1,1,9) + 4mg [go leap(2)[*d?z. Combining [@30) and (I3G) we thus get

Esp (1,1, hya) — et /h* > E3p (1,1, 9)(1 = o(1)). (9-37)

|
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Remark. This theorem holds also for the Gross-Pitaevskii functional for rotating
gases, i.e., if a rotational term, —<¢,Q . E¢) is added to the functional. Here 3
is the angular velocity, assumed to point in the z-direction, and L the angular
momentum operator. The minimizer pgp is in this case complex valued in general
and may not be unique [Sed].

9.2 Upper Bound

We now turn to the many-body problem, i.e., the proof of Theorem EIl For
simplicity we shall here only discuss the situation where the system is homogeneous
in the 2D variables z, i.e., where the confining potential Vi, (x) is replaced by a
large box whose side length L is taken to infinity in a thermodynamic limit. An
inhomogeneous system in the = directions can be treated by analogous methods
if one in a first step separates out a factor [[, pap(z;) in the wave function with
wcp the minimizer of the 2D GP functional. (This is the same technique as used
in Chapter Bl) An alternative method for dealing with inhomogeneities, based on
an additive splitting of the Hamiltonian, is described in [Seh]. It is applied in [SY]
to the 2D limit of the Hamiltonian

As in the problem discussed in Chapter Bl the key lemmas are energy bounds
in boxes with finite particle number. The bounds for the total system are obtained
by distributing the particles optimally among the boxes. We shall here focus on
the estimates for the individual boxes, starting with the upper bound.

Consider the Hamiltonian

H=3 (-Ai+Vi )+ > vallxi —x) (9.38)
i=1 1<i<j<n
in a region A = As x R where Ay denotes a box of side length ¢ in the 2D =z
variables. For the upper bound on the ground state energy of ([@38) we impose
Dirichlet boundary conditions on the 2D Laplacian. The goal is to prove, for a
given 2D density p and parameters a and h, that for a suitable choice of ¢ and
corresponding particle number n = pf? the energy per particle is bounded above
by

4mp| In(pazp)| = (1 + o(1)) (9.39)

where agp is given by Eq. ([@I1). Moreover, the Dirichlet localization energy per
particle, ~ 1/¢2, should be small compared to (I39). The relative error, o(1), in
@39) tends to zero with the small parameters a/h and pah (Region I), or a/h
and ph? (Region II).
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The choice of variational functions depends on the parameter regions and we
are first concerned with the Region 11, i.e., the case |In(ph?)| = h/a.
Let fo(r) be the solution of the zero energy scattering equation

—Afo+ Svafo =0, (9.40)

normalized so that fo(r) = (1 — a/r) for r > Ry with Ry the range of v,. Note
that Ry = (const.)a by the scaling ([@H). The function fy satisfies 0 < fo(r) <1
and 0 < f{(r) < min{l/r,a/r?}. For R > Ry we define f(r) = fo(r)/(1 — a/R)
for 0 <r < R, and f(r) =1 for r > R. Define a two-dimensional potential by

_ 2Yls|i4

W(x) .

/R [F(1%0)* + 3va(lx) f(|x])?] dz. (9-41)

Clearly, W(x) > 0, and W is rotationally symmetric with W(z) = 0 for |z| > R.
Moreover, by partial integration, using (@Z0), it follows that W € L'(R?) with

8 4
W(l')dfl': 7-‘—G’HSH4

. . (1—a/R)"". (9.42)

Define, for b > R,
In(R/aszp)/In(b/azp) if 0<r <R
p(r) =4 In(r/asp)/In(b/asp) if R<r<b (9.43)
1 if b<r
As test function for the three dimensional Hamiltonian [I38) we shall take
U(X1,. .y Xpn) = F(X1,. ., Xn)G (X1, ..., Xp) (9.44)

with

n
F(x1,...,Xp) = Hf(|xi—xj|) and G(xi1,...,X,) = Hcp(|xi—:vj|) H sn(zk).
i<j i<j k=1

(9.45)

The parameters R, b and also £ will eventually be chosen so that the errors com-
pared to the expected leading term in the energy are small.

As it stands, the function [@Z4) does not satisfy Dirichlet boundary condi-

tions but this can be taken care of by multiplying the function with additional

factors at energy cost ~ 1/£2 per particle, that will turn out to be small compared

to the energy of (@Z4).
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Since f(|x; —x;])¢(|z; —z;|) = 1 for |x; — x| > b and s), is normalized, the
norm of ¥ can be estimated as (cf. the analogous Eq. ([34))

mn(n — 1) g

> 2n _
(U[W) > 20 |1 —

(9.46)

Next we consider the expectation value of H with the wave function V. By
partial integration we have, for every j,

JZa;
= /G2|ij|2 —/F2GAjG: /G2|ij|2 —/F2Ga§jG—/F2G(AL!G)

:/G2|ij|2—/F?Gazja+/F2|v§G|2+2/FG(V')F)-(vL!G) (9.47)

where Al} and VL! are, respectively, the two dimensional Laplace operator and
gradient. The term — [ F G 63], G together with [ V- F2G? gives the confinement
energy, (¢+/h2)[| W2,

Next we consider the first and the third term in ([@Z7). Since 0 < f < 1,
/' >0 and sy, is normalized, we have

> [rvier+ Y [wirra <Y [I9lep 23 i - )6
J J J i<j

#0030 [ = xf - x,)6°

k<i<j

(9.48)

where we have denoted [ [, _; ¢(|zi —z;|) by ® for short. Moreover, since 0 < ¢ < 1,
2> F(Ixi = x)°G* <23 f(Ixi — x50)%sn(2:)s5 () (9.49)
i<j i<j

By Young’s inequality

2/}1&2 % — x;50)%sn(2:)%s(2;) dzidzy < %ﬂﬁ/ﬂgf('(% —x;,2)|)%dz. (9.50)

The right side gives rise to the first of the two terms in the formula ([@ZTI) for the
two dimensional potential W. The other part is provided by [ F?G?v,(x; — X;),
using that 0 < f <1, 0 < ¢ <1 and Young’s inequality.



102 Chapter 9. Two-Dimensional Behavior in Disc-Shaped Traps

Altogether we obtain

(U|H|W) — (net/h?)(U|T) < Z/An |v')<1>|2 + Z/An W(z; —z;)0? + Ry + Ra

i<] (9.51)

with
Ry = 2/ FG(VIF)- (Vla) (9.52)

and
Ro=4 3 [l = (o = )G (9.53)

k<i<j

< Snln =D =26 | (s = xal) (2 = wal)on (1 2snz2 o)

where 0 < ¢ <1 has been used for the last inequality.

The error term R, is easily dealt with: It is zero because ¢(r) is constant for
r < R and f(r) is constant for r > R.

The other term, Rs, is estimated as follows. Since f/(r) = 0 for r > R we
can use the Cauchy Schwarz inequality for the integration over x; at fixed x5 to
obtain

/ F(11 — xl)si (1) 2dxs

< F(1x1 — x2])?dxy . sn(z1) dxy
</ ) [x1—x2|<R

< (47||s||oca’ R® /30%)1/? (9.54)

1/2

with @’ = a(1 — a/R)™!. The same estimate for the integration over x3 and a

subsequent integration over xo gives

a R3
An2°

Ro < (const.)¢*"n3 (9.55)

We need Ra/(¥|¥) to be small compared to the leading term in the en-
ergy, ~ n?0=2|In(ph?)|~! with p = n/¢?. (Recall that we are in Region II where
|In(ph?)| = h/a.) Moreover, the leading term should be large compared to the
Dirichlet localization energy, which is ~ n/¢?. We are thus lead to the conditions
(the first comes from (@H)):

n2b? na’ R3| In(ph?)| n
l, —MmM— <1, —
Z e S0 T(h?)]

> 1, (9.56)
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which can also be written

PO < 1, w <1, llnf)pg?2)| <1. (9.57)
These conditions are fulfilled if we choose
R=h, b=p 2 In(ph?)|~° (9.58)
with @ > 1/2 and
p~ 2| In(ph?) |2 < £ < p~ M3 In(ph?)|°. (9.59)

Note also that n = pf2 > 1.
It remains to compare

(0| W)~ Z/ Ve +3" [ W(z; — ;)9 (9.60)

1<j R2n

with the expected leading term of the energy, i.e., 4m(n?/0?)|In(na3y /€%)|~*
We consider first the simplest case, i.e., n = 2. We have

b
/|V”(p|2 (ln(b/agp))_227r/R%:(ln(b/agp))_227r1n(b/R), (9.61)
 dralls||} (In(R/asp)\?
%RZ,WS"Z_ h (1n(b/a2D))' (862)

Inserting the formula (IT) for asp and using R = h, b = p~/?|In(ph?)|~ and
a’ = a(l+o0(1)) we have
(96 + 3w -
R2
21 (In(b/azp))~? [In(b/h) + (h/2a'||s][3)] = 47| In(p/a3p)| " (1 +o(1)). (9.63)

For n > 2 we can use the symmetry of ® to write, using [IE3) as well as 0 <
p(r) <1,

Z/ |v”<1>|2+2/ Wz

1<J

(/n|v”q>|2 2Z/W i —z1)® )

< 422V In(na2p /)71 + o(1)) + R (9.64)
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with
Rs = n32n=9 /A & (|72 — 21 (125 — 21])- (9.65)
2

We estimate R3 in the same way as (B4, obtaining
R < (const. )2 2n3p2(In(b/agp)) ~227 In(b/R). (9.66)

The condition that Rs has to be much smaller than the leading term, given by
4rn202(=V|In(na2p /€2)| 71, is equivalent to
nb?

vl In(b/R) <« 1. (9.67)

With the choice (@58 this holds if o > 1/2.

In Region I the ansatz ([@Z2)) can still be used, but this time we take b = R,

i.e., p = 1. In this region (a/h)| In(ph?)| = o(1) and the leading term in the energy
is ~ n2¢~2a/h. Conditions (IHH) are now replaced by

n?R? nR3

<1

na
7 < 1, h <1l, —>1 (968)

h

where have here used that ¢’ = a(1 + o(1)), provided R > a. Note that the last
condition in (Z5A) means in particular that n >> 1. Putting again p = n/¢?, (LGR)
can be written as

pR?

22 P2
FREK1, —<k1,
P h pla

< 1. (9.69)

By assumption, a/h < 1, but also pah < 1 by the condition of strong confinement,

c.f. (@ZI0). We take
R = a(pah)™" (9.70)

with 0 < 3, so R > a. Further restrictions come from the conditions ([ZGd): The
first and the last of these conditions imply together that

h 1

- ? < — 9.71

" L pl* < pyE (9.71)
which can be fulfilled if

pah < (pah)?’. (9.72)

ie,if g < % Note that this implies in particular R < p~/2. We can then take

€= p2(h/a)(pah) ™" (0.73)
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with 128

0<vy< 5 (9.74)
The second of the conditions ([@6Y) requires that
R3
”T = (pah)(a/h)2(pah) 3% < 1, (9.75)
which holds in any case if 8 < 1/3. A possible choice satisfying all conditions is

1 1

8= 3’ =15 (9.76)

The error terms (LBY) are then bounded by (pah)'/® (first and third term) and
(a/h)? (second term).
Finally, with ® = 1, Eqs. (@21)), (@46) and @Z2) give
4mn? a|s||;
122 )
This completes the proof of the upper bound in boxes with finite n.

(U0) " (W[ H W) — (ne™ /%) <

(1 + o(1)). (9.77)

The upper bound for the energy per particle in the 2D thermodynamic limit
is now obtained by dividing R? into Dirichlet boxes with side length ¢ satisfying
@X3) in Region II, or ([@ZI) in Region I, and distributing the particles evenly
among the boxes. In other words, the trial wave function in a large box of side
length L is

v=>"1, (9.78)

where « labels the boxes of side length ¢ contained in the large box, and V¥, is
the Dirichlet ground state wave function for n = pf? particles in the box «, with
p = N/L?. The choice of £ guarantees in particular that the error associated with
the Dirichlet localization is negligible. In order to avoid contributions from the
interaction between particles in different boxes the boxes should be separated by
the range, Ry of the interaction potential and in the “corridors” between the boxes
the wave function is put equal to zero. The number of particles in each box is then
not exactly pf?, but rather the smallest integer larger than pf?(¢/(¢ + Rp))?. In
order that the errors are negligible one needs Ry /¢ = o(1), as well as pf? > 1, and
both are guaranteed by the choice [@Z3)) of .

9.3 Scattering Length

As a preparation for the lower bound we consider in this section the perturbative
calculation of the 2D scattering length of an integrable potential.
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Consider a 2D, rotationally symmetric potential W > 0 of finite range Ry.
As discussed in Appendix [ the scattering length is determined by minimizing,
for R > Ry, the functional

Erlt] = / PRI (9.79)

with boundary condition ¢ = 1 for || = R. The Euler equation (zero energy
scattering equation) is
—Ap+ IWp =0 (9.80)

and for r = |z| > R the minimizer, vy, is
1/}0 (T) = ln(T/ascatt)/ ln(R/ascatt) (981)

with a constant agcatt. This is, by definition, the 2D scattering length for the
potential W. An equivalent definition follows by computing the energy,

Er = Erlvo] = 21/ In(R/aseat) (9.82)

which means that
Qscatt = Rexp(_27r/ER)' (983)

Lemma 9.3 (Scattering length for soft potentials). Assume W(z) = Aw(z) with
A>0, w>0, and w e L'(R?), with [w(z)d?*x =1. Then, for R > Ry,

dr +n(\ R
Ascats = IR exp <_#) (984)
with n(\, R) — 0 for A — 0.
Proof. The statement is, by ([@IE3), equivalent to
Er = iXM1+o0(1)) (9.85)

where the error term may depend on R. The upper bound is clear by the variational
principle, taking ¢ = 1 as a test function. For the lower bound note first that
1o < 1. This follows from the variational principle: Since W > 0 the function
Yo(z) = min{1,¢} satisfies Eg[to] < Er[1ho]. Hence the function g = 1 — 1y is
nonnegative. It satisfies

~Apo + W = 1w (9.86)

and the Dirichlet boundary condition ¢ = 0 for |z| = R.
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Integration of (@), using that o(r) =1 for r = R, gives

Er = %/W@bo = %/W(l — o). (9.87)

Since ¢ > 0 we thus need to show that ||¢gllec = 0(1).
By ([@X0), and since ¢y and W are both nonnegative, we have —Agg < %W
and hence
po(r) < /Ko(x,x’)W(:v')d2:v' (9.88)

where Ko(z,2') is the (nonnegative) integral kernel of (—A)~! with Dirichlet
boundary conditions at |z| = R. The kernel Ko(z, ') is integrable (the singularity
is ~ In |z — 2'|) and hence, if W is bounded, we have ||¢o|lcc < (const. )M ||w|eo =
O(N).

If w is not bounded we can, for every € > 0, find a bounded w® < w with
J(w—w?) <e. Define C. = ||w®| . Without restriction we can assume that C. is
a monotonously decreasing function of ¢ and continuous. The function g(¢) = ¢/C-
is then monotonously increasing and continuous with g(g) — 0 if € — 0. For every

(sufficiently small) X there is an €(\) = o(1) such that g(e(\)) = A. Then

l[0olloo < (comst.)(e(A) + AC(x)) = (const.)e(A) = o(1). (9.89)
O
Corollary 9.4 (Scattering length for scaled, soft potentials). Assume Wr x(z) =
AR™?w;(z/R) with wy > 0 fized and [wy = 1. Then the scattering length of Wg

" A+ 77(/\))

S (9.90)

Ascatt = RGXP <_
with n(A\) — 0 for A — 0, uniformly in R.

Proof. This follows from Lemma I3 noting that, by scaling, the scattering length
of Wg, is R times the scattering length of Aw;. The latter is independent of R. O

Remark. If W is obtained by averaging a 3D integrable potential v over an interval
of length A in the z variable, the formula ([30), together with Eq. ((CCY), motivates
the exponential dependence of the effective 2D scattering length (@) of v on h/a:
The integral A = [ W (z)d?z is h~! [ v(x)d*x, which for weak potentials is h~'8ma
to lowest order, by Eq. (CJ). Inserting this into (@30) gives (IIM) (apart from
the dependence on the shape function s). This heuristics is, of course, only valid
for soft potentials v. An essential step in the lower bound in the next section is the
replacement of v by a soft potential to which this reasoning can indeed be applied.
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9.4 Lower Bound

In the same way as for the upper bound we restrict the attention to the homoge-
neous case and finite boxes in the 2D variables, this time with Neumann boundary
conditions. The optimal distribution of particles among the boxes is determined
by using subadditivity and convexity arguments as in Chapters 2land @ Inhomo-
geneity in the 2D x variables can be treated by factorizing out a product of GP
minimizers or, alternatively, by the method of [Sef] as mentioned at the beginning
of Section

In the treatment of the lower bound there is a natural division line between

the case where the mean particle distance p~1/2

is comparable to or larger than h
and the case that it is much smaller than h. The first case includes Region II and
a part (but not all) of Region I. When p~ /2 is much smaller than h the boxes
have finite extension in the z direction as well. The method is then a fairly simple
modification of the 3D estimates in Chapter @ (see also Section 4.4 in [LSeY6)])
and will not be discussed further here.

The derivation of a lower bound for the case that ph? < C' < oo proceeds by

the following steps:

e Use Dyson’s Lemma EZH to replace v, by an integrable 3D potential U, re-
taining part of the kinetic energy.

e Average the potential U at fixed # € R? over the z-variable to obtain a
2D potential W. Estimate the error in this averaging procedure by using
Temple’s inequality X2]]) at each fixed .

e The result is a 2D many body problem with an integrable interaction poten-
tial W which, by Corollary @4 has the right 2D scattering length to lowest
order in a/h, but reduced kinetic energy inside the range of the potential.
This problem is treated in the same way as in Chapter Bl introducing a 2D
Dyson potential and using perturbation theory, again estimating the errors
by Temple’s inequality.

e Choose the parameters (size ¢ of box, fraction ¢ of the kinetic energy, range
R of potential U, as well as the corresponding parameters for the 2D Dyson
potential) optimally to minimize the errors.

The first two steps are analogous to the corresponding steps in the proof of
the lower bound in Lemma B4 cf. Eqs. @8)-@%3). It is, however, convenient
to define the Dyson potential U in a slightly different manner than in Eq. ZZ3).
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Namely, for R > 2Ry with Ry the range of v we define

(9.91)

_JER3 for JR<r<R
Ur(r) = .
0 otherwise.

The reason is that this potential has a simple scaling with R which is convenient
when applying Corollary[@dl Proceeding as in Eqs. (B4R)—(B53) we write a general

wave function as
\I/(le"'vxn) = Xl; H ) (992)
and define F(z1,...,2,) > 0 by
Fareooon)P = [ 1f6ae o)l [T sn(ea)dn (9.93)
k=1
Note that F' is normalized if ¥ is normalized. The analogue of Eq. (BR3)) is

L
ne
(V[H (V) — Sz 2

S [ [AVIEE + (0= 2T PP i -] [] din
1=1 k=1

+Z/ [el0:i fI” + a'Ur(|xi — X)) x85 (i) /)| f ] Hsh )2dxy,
=1 k=1
(9.94)

where V! denotes the gradient with respect to x; and 9; = d/dz;. Moreover, xz,
is the characteristic function of the subset Bs C R where s(2)? > § for § > 0,

=a(l —)(1 — 2R||05%| 00 /hd), (9.95)

and k(i) denotes the index of the nearest neighbor to x;. When deriving (@34
the Cauchy Schwarz inequality has been used to bound the longitudinal kinetic
energy of f in terms of that of F, i.e.,

Z/M‘ﬂ? [T 51 ()% dss > Z/M‘FP I] das (9.96)
=1 k=1 =1 k=1

We now consider, for fixed z1,...,x,, the term

n

Z / 610411+ U = koD Gy IFP] L on(eeaze - (000
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This is estimated from below in the same way as in Eqs. (B2H), using Temple’s
inequality. The result is, by a calculation analogous to Eqs. (Bha)—EE0),

(V| H|w) / Z (1YL PP + (1= )V P o)
LW (2 — xk(i))|F|2] I] da, (9.98)

where xy(;) denotes here the nearest neighbor to z; among the points x; € R?,
k # i and W is obtained by averaging a'Ug over z:

W(r—2')= 2@”/}R . sn(2)2s1(2)2Ur(|x — X'|)x5, (2'/h)dzdz’ . (9.99)

Here, o’ = a/(1 — n) with an error term 7 containing the error estimates form
the Temple inequality and from ignoring other points than the nearest neighbor
to x;. Moreover, since [Ug(x)dx = 4w, Ug(|x — x/[) = 0 for |x — x| > R, and
|s(2)? — s(2')?| < R||0.5%||o for |2 — 2’| < R we have the estimate

1
Wde > S ( / s<z>4dz—5||az52||oo>
R2 h Bs h

8ma R
> (st - 5= ol ) (9.100)

Y]

As we will explain in a moment, the errors, and the replacement of n — 1 by
n, require the following terms to be small:

nh2a nR 1 R
R AL

The rationale behind the first term is as follows. The Temple errors in the averaging

(9.101)

procedure at fixed xq, ..., 2, produces a factor similar to (L33), namely

(-2 1 )
(U) (const.)e/h? — (const.)a’(U)

(9.102)
with
{um) = / <iU Ixi — Xpi) ) xBs (X5, Z)/r> Hsh (zj)%dzj, (9.103)
i=1
cf. Eqs. (B50)-@&324). The analogue of Eq. (BX1) is

4
4

(U) < (const.)n(n — 1) IIsll

TR (9.104)
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and (U?) < (const.)nR~3(U) by Schwarz’s inequality. Since the denominator in
(@T02) must be positive, we see in particular that the particle number must satisfy

n(n—1) < (const.)ga—; (9.105)

and the error is of the order nh?a/eR? as claimed in (II).
The estimate from below on (U), obtained in the same way as Eq. (B80), is

{U) 2 Z/Uﬂxz-—le)ma(zj/h) 1= 3" 0(R— |xi —xi) | [ sn(21)%dz
i#j k, k#i,j =1
> g W) (1--27sl2) - (9.106)

In particular, the second term in (@I), nR/h, should be small. The requirement
that € and n~! are small needs no further comments.
The potential W can be written as

W(x) = AR 2w (z/R), (9.107)

where w; is independent of R, with

/w1 (x)dz =1 (9.108)

and
8ma [ st
h

Here, n/ is an error term involving 6 and R/(hd) (cf. (@9H) and ([@IO0)) besides
the other terms in (@I0T). In particular, § and R/(hd) should be small. The 2D
scattering length of ([@I07) can be computed by Corollary B4 and has the right
form (@I to leading order in A. (Recall from the remark preceding Eq. (@I9)
that R in ([@30) can be replaced by h as long as ca < R < Ch.)

The Hamiltonian on the right side of Eq. ([@38) can now be treated with
the methods of Chapter Bl The only difference from the Hamiltonian discussed in

A= (1—1). (9.109)

that paper is the reduced kinetic energy inside the range of the potential W. This
implies that A in the error term 7(A) in Corr. @Al should be replaced by A/e, which
requires

a
— <1 9.110
o < (9-110)

Otherwise the method is the same as in Chapter Bt a slight modification of the 2D
Dyson Lemma Bl (see Appendix A in [SY]) allows to substitute for W a potential
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U of larger range, R, to which perturbation theory and Temple’s inequality can
be applied. The fraction of the kinetic energy borrowed for the application of

Temple’s will be denoted by €. The errors that have now to be controlled are
& nrzje, ”—[z (9.111)

R ER?In(R?/a3p)
To explain these terms we refer to the estimates in Chapter Bl Substituting
g for € and R for R in these estimates we see first that & and nR?/¢? should be
small. The smallness of R/ R guarantees that the “hole” of radius R in the 2D
Dyson potential has negligible effect. Since the denominator in the Temple error
must be positive we see also that the particle number n in the box should obey
the bound

n(n — 1) < (const.) In(R?/a3p), (9.112)

and the Temple error is bounded by (const.)n¢?/(ER? In(R?/a2p)).

Using superadditivity of the energy (which follows from W > 0) and con-
vexity in the same way as in Eqs. ([Z58)—(E1) one sees that if p = N/L? is the
density in the thermodynamically large box of side length L the optimal choice
of n in the box of fixed side length £ is n ~ pf?. We thus have to show that it is
possible to choose the parameters e, R, d, ¢, € and R in such a way that all the
error terms (II0I) and (@ITT), as well as § and R/hd are small. We note that
the conditions a/h < 1 and p|ln(pa3p)|~! < 1/h? imply pa3p, — 0 and hence
[ In(padp)

We make the ansatz

@ =@ hen (@) e

and choose ¢ such that L is a multiple of ¢ with

— 0.

—1/2 < —1/2 (2\77
p << (h) . (9.114)

Then n = pf? > 1 and R/(h6) = (a/h)?~". The error terms (IO are also
powers of a/h and we have to ensure that all exponents are positive, in particular

B—a' >0, B-2y>0, 1—a—38—2y>0. (9.115)

This is fulfilled, e.g., for

1
a=d'=5 B=5 y=15 (9.116)
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with all the exponents ([@ITH) equal to 1/9. Note also that with this choice Eq.

([@TI0) is fulfilled.

Next we write
&= [l(pad)| %, R= p 2| In(padn) <. (9.117)
Then |In(a3p/R?)| = |In(a2pp)|(1 4 o(1)). The error terms (@I are

nR?

- . R a\? _
£ = Im(padp)| == (5) (0h)*Mnpadn)l*, T = n(padn) >,
(9.118)
and
nt? a4
—_— = = In(pa3p)|~ 29 (1 + O(In | In(pa2 . (9.119
e~ &) i) (1-+ O(n [ In(padp) ).~ (9.119)

Since (a/h)~" |In(pa2p)| ™ = O(1), the error term (IT™) can also be written
as

L = 0(1)|In(paZp)|~ "2 (1 4 O(In | In(pa3p)])).  (9.120)
ER?In(R?/a2p) 2D 2D

The condition ph? < C' is used to bound R/R in (LIIX). Namely,

(ph?)2] In(padp)[¢ < (const.)(h/a)’, (9.121)
SO
R a\B—¢
7 =00 (E) . (9.122)
We choose now
1 2
Then 1 ]
B—C=§ and 1—&—2{—4725. (9.124)

This completes our discussion of the lower bound for the case ph? < C < oo
and a homogeneous system in the 2D x variables. As already mentioned, the
case ph? > 1 can be treated with the 3D methods of Chapters Bl and B and
inhomogeneity in the x variables by separating out a product of GP minimizers,
or by the method of [Sef] .






Chapter 10

The Charged Bose (as,
the One- and Two-Component
Cases

The setting now changes abruptly. Instead of particles interacting with a short-
range potential v(]x; — x,;|) they interact via the Coulomb potential

v(lxi —x50) = |xi — %7

(in 3 dimensions). The unit of electric charge is 1 in our units.

We will here consider both the one- and two-component gases. In the one-
component gas (also referred to as the one-component plasma or bosonic jellium)
we consider positively charged particles confined to a box with a uniformly charged
background. In the two-component gas we have particles of both positive and
negative charges moving in all of space.

10.1 The One-Component Gas

In the one-component gas there are N positively charged particles in a large box
A of volume L? as before, with p = N/L3.

To offset the huge Coulomb repulsion (which would drive the particles to the
walls of the box) we add a uniform negative background of precisely the same
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charge, namely density p. Our Hamiltonian is thus

N

g = So—pAi—Vx)+ > v(xi—x)+C (10.1)
i=1 1<i<j<N
with
1
Vi(x) = P/ x —y| 'y and C = —p/ V(x)dx .
A 20 Ja

We shall use Dirichlet boundary conditions. As before the Hamiltonian acts on
symmetric wave functions in L2(AY, dx; - - - dxy).

Each particle interacts only with others and not with itself. Thus, despite the
fact that the Coulomb potential is positive definite, the ground state energy Ejy
can be (and is) negative (just take W =const.). This time, large p is the ‘weakly
interacting’ regime.

We know from the work in [LN] that the thermodynamic limit eq(p) defined
as in [Z2) exists. It also follows from this work that we would, in fact, get the
same thermodynamic energy if we did not restrict the number of particles IV, but
considered the grand-canonical case where we minimize the energy over all possible
particle numbers, but keeping the background charge p fixed.

Another way in which this problem is different from the previous one is
that perturbation theory is correct to leading order. If one computes (¥, H¥) with
U =const, one gets the right first order answer, namely 0. It is the next order in
1/p that is interesting, and this is entirely due to correlations. In 1961 Foldy [E]
calculated this correlation energy according to the prescription of Bogoliubov’s
1947 theory. That theory was not exact for the dilute Bose gas, as we have seen,
even to first order. We are now looking at second order, which should be even
worse. Nevertheless, there was good physical intuition that this calculation should
be asymptotically exact. Indeed it is, as proved in [LSo] and [Sd.

The Bogoliubov theory states that the main contribution to the energy comes
from pairing of particles into momenta k, —k and is the bosonic analogue of the
BCS theory of superconductivity which came a decade later. L.e., ¥y is a sum of
products of terms of the form exp{ik - (x; — x;)}.

The following theorem is the main result for the one-component gas.

Theorem 10.1 (Foldy’s law for the one-component gas).

1/4
I
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This is the first ezample (in more than 1 dimension) in which Bogoliubov’s
pairing theory has been rigorously validated. It has to be emphasized, however,
that Foldy and Bogoliubov rely on the existence of Bose-Einstein condensation.
We neither make such a hypothesis nor does our result for the energy imply the
existence of such condensation. As we said earlier, it is sufficient to prove conden-
sation in small boxes of fixed size.

Incidentally, the one-dimensional example for which Bogoliubov’s theory is
asymptotically exact to the first two orders (high density) is the repulsive delta-
function Bose gas [LIJ, discussed in Appendix [B] for which there is no Bose-
Einstein condensation.

To appreciate the —p'/* nature of (L), it is useful to compare it with
what one would get if the bosons had infinite mass, i.e., the first term in ()
is dropped. Then the energy would be proportional to —p'/3 as shown in LN
Thus, the effect of quantum mechanics is to lower % to i.

A problem somewhat related to bosonic jellium is fermionic jellium. Graf
and Solovej [GS] have proved that the first two terms are what one would expect,

namely
eo(p) = Crrp”® — Cpp"’® + o(p*?), (10.3)

where C'rp is the usual Thomas-Fermi constant and Cp is the usual Dirac exchange
constant.

It is supposedly true, for both bosonic and fermionic particles, that there
is a critical mass above which the ground state should show crystalline ordering
(Wigner crystal), but this has never been proved and it remains an intriguing
open problem, even for the infinite mass case. A simple scaling shows that large
mass is the same as small p, and is thus outside the region where a Bogoliubov
approximation can be expected to hold.

As for the dilute Bose gas, there are several relevant length scales in the
problem of the charged Bose gas. For the dilute gas there were three scales. This
time there are just two. Because of the long range nature of the Coulomb problem
there is no scale corresponding to the scattering length a. One relevant length scale
is again the interparticle distance p~1/3. The other is the correlation length scale
Loy ~ p~ /4 (ignoring the dependence on ). The order of the correlation length
scale can be understood heuristically as follows. Localizing on a scale ¢, requires

—2
cor*

kinetic energy of the order of ¢ The Coulomb potential from the particles

and background on the scale feop is (pf2.,)/lecor- Thus the kinetic energy and the
Coulomb energy balance when fo, ~ p~/%. This heuristics is however much too

simplified and hides the true complexity of the situation.
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Note that in the high density limit £, is long compared to the interparticle
distance. This is analogous to the dilute gas where the scale £, is also long compared
to the interparticle distance [see [ZI2)]. There is however no real analogy between
the scale £, for the charged gas and the scale £, for the dilute gas. In particular,
whereas eg(p) for the dilute gas is, up to a constant, of the same order as the
kinetic energy ~ uf.2 we have for the charged gas that eg(p) # £2 = p'/2. The
reason for this difference is that on average only a small fraction of the particles
in the charged gas actually correlate.

10.2 The Two-Component Gas

Now we consider N particles with charges +1. The Hamiltonian is thus

N . .
HY =" —pdit ) |x_,efjxj|'

i=1 1<i<j<N '
This time we are interested in E(()2) (N) the ground state energy of HJ(\?) minimized
over all possible combination of charges e; = +1, i.e., we do not necessarily assume
that the minimum occurs for the neutral case. Restricting to the neutral case would
however not change the result we give below.

An equivalent formulation is to say that Eé2) (N) is the ground state energy
of the Hamiltonian acting on all wave functions of space and charge, i.e., functions
in L? (R* x {—~1,1})"). As mentioned in the introduction, and explained in the
beginning of the proof of Thm. Z2 for the calculation of the ground state energy
we may as usual restrict to symmetric functions in this Hilbert space.

For the two-component gas there is no thermodynamic limit. In fact, Dyson
[D2] proved that E((f)(N) was at least as negative as —(const)N/% as N — 0.
Thus, thermodynamic stability (i.e., a linear lower bound) fails for this gas. Years
later, a lower bound of this — N7/ form was finally established in [CLY], thereby
proving that this law is correct.

The connection of this —N7/5 law with the jellium —p'/* law (for which a
corresponding lower bound was also given in [CLY]) was pointed out by Dyson
[D2) in the following way. Assuming the correctness of the —p'/4 law, one can treat
the 2-component gas by treating each component as a background for the other.
What should the density be? If the gas has a radius L and if it has N bosons then
p = NL73. However, the extra kinetic energy needed to compress the gas to this
radius is NL~2. The total energy is then NL~2 — Np'/#, and minimizing this with
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respect to L gives L ~ N~1/5 and leads to the —N7/® law. The correlation length
scale is now leop ~ p~ /4 ~ N=2/5,

In [D2] Dyson conjectured an exact asymptotic expression for Eéz)(N ) for
large N. That this asymptotics, as formulated in the next theorem, is indeed
correct is proved in [LSo2] and [Sq.

Theorem 10.2 (Dyson’s law for the two-component gas).

EP(N
fm 20 V) g u/ |V<1>|2—10/ /2| 0< @, / P2 =13, (10.4)
N —o0 N7/5 R3 R3 R3

where Iy is the constant from Foldy’s law:

_2r(3/4) [ 2\
~ 5T(5/4) (E) '

0

This asymptotics can be understood as a mean field theory for the gas density,
very much like the Gross-Pitaevskii functional for dilute trapped gases, where the
local energy described by Foldy’s law should be balanced by the kinetic energy
of the gas density. Thus if we let the gas density be given by ¢? then the “mean
field” energy should be

2 5/2
p [ 1ver—10 [ o (10.5)

Here [ ¢ = N. If we now define ®(x) = N8/5¢(N~1/5x) we see that [®2 =1
and that the above energy is

N7/5 (u/ |v<1>|2—10/ <1>5/2>.
R3 R3

It may be somewhat surprising that it is exactly the same constant Iy that
appears in both the one- and two-component cases. The reason that there are no
extra factors to account for the difference between one and two components is,
as we shall see below, a simple consequence of Bogoliubov’s method. The origin
of this equivalence, while clear mathematically, does not appear to have a simple
physical interpretation.

10.3 The Bogoliubov Approximation

In this section we shall briefly explain the Bogoliubov approximation and how
it is applied in the case of the charged Bose gas. The Bogoliubov method relies
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on the exact diagonalization of a Hamiltonian, which is quadratic in creation and
annihilation operators. For the charged Bose gas one only needs a very simple case
of the general diagonalization procedure. On the other hand, the operators that
appear are not exact creation and annihilation operators. A slightly more general

formulation is needed.

Theorem 10.3 (Simple case of Bogoliubov’s method). Assume that b, . are four

(possibly unbounded) commuting operators satisfying the operator inequality

[b b*]§1 for all e, 7 = =+.

T, T,

Then for all real numbers A,By,B_ > 0 we have
A Z b:,ebT,e
T,e=*+1

+ ) VBBeed (b by o7 bbb by b L)
e,e/=*+1

> —(A+Bi+B)+(A+ By +B_)2— (B4 +B-)2

If by y are four annihilation operators then the lower bound is sharp.

Proof. Let us introduce
&t = (By +B_)"\2(BY vy — B0y ),

and
¢t = (By +B_)" V2B vy L+ BY v ).

Then these operators satisfy
[d+7d*+] S 15 [dfadt] S 1
The operator that we want to estimate from below may be rewritten as

A(dd, +d*d_+clc, +cic)
+(By+B_) (dfd, +dd_+did" +d,d_).

We may now complete the squares to write this as

A(cie, + e )+ D(df + Md_)(d} + Md_)*
+D(d* + M) (d* + Ad,)* — DN*([d,,d} ]+ [d_,d"])
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if
D1+ X)=A+By +B_, 2D\=B;+B_.

2
We choose the solution A =1 + ﬁ — \/(1 + WAB—)) — 1. Hence

DX =4 (A+By+B- — /(A+ By +B-)7 - (By +B-)?) .
[l

In the theorem above one could of course also have included linear terms in
b:.e in the Hamiltonian. In the technical proofs in [L.Sd, [LS6?] the Bogoliubov di-
agonalization with linear terms is indeed being used to control certain error terms.
Here we shall not discuss the technical details of the proofs. We have therefore
stated the theorem in the simplest form in which we shall need it to derive the
leading contribution.

In our applications to the charged Bose gas the operators b4 . will correspond
to the annihilation of particles with charge e = + and momenta +k for some
k € R3. Thus, only equal and opposite momenta couple. In a translation invariant
case this would be a simple consequence of momentum conservation. The one-
component gas is not translation invariant, in our formulation. The two-component
gas is translation invariant, but it is natural to break translation invariance by
going into the center of mass frame. In both cases it is only in some approximate
sense that equal and opposite momenta couple.

In the case of the one-component gas we only need particles of one sign. In
this case we use the above theorem with b+ — =0 and B_ = 0.

We note that the lower bounds in Theorem for the one- and two-com-
ponent gases are the same except for the replacement of B in the one-component
case by By 4+ B_ in the two-component case. In the application to the two-
component gas By and B_ will be proportional to the particle densities for re-
spectively the positive or negatively charged particles. For the one-component gas
B is proportional to the background density.

The Bogoliubov diagonalization method cannot be immediately applied to
the operators HJ(\}) or H ](\,2) since these operators are not quadratic in creation and
annihilation operators. In fact, they are quartic. They have the general form

Ztaﬁaj;aﬁ + % Z wagwaZagayaw (10.6)
o, o, B, v

with
to‘ﬁ = <OC|T|6>, waﬁuu = <066|W|/J,V>7
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where T is the one-body part of the Hamiltonian and W is the two-body-part of
the Hamiltonian.

The main step in Bogoliubov’s approximation is now to assume Bose-Einstein
condensation, i.e., that almost all particles are in the same one-particle state.
In case of the two-component gas this means that almost half the particles are
positively charged and in the same one-particle state as almost all the other half
of negatively charged particles. We denote this condensate state by the index
a = 0 in the sums above. Based on the assumption of condensation Bogoliubov
now argues that one may ignore all terms in the quartic Hamiltonian above which
contain 3 or 4 non-zero indices and at the same time replace all creation and
annihilation operators of the condensate by their expectation values. The result is
a quadratic Hamiltonian (including linear terms) in the creation and annihilation
with non-zero index. This Hamiltonian is of course not particle number preserving,
reflecting the simple fact that particles may be created out of the condensate or
annihilated into the condensate.

In Section [MA below it is explained how to construct trial wave functions for
the one- and two-component charged gases whose expectations agree essentially
with the prescription in the Bogoliubov approximation. The details appear in [Sa].
This will imply upper bounds on the energies corresponding to the asymptotic
forms given in Theorems [T and

In [LSal [CSo2] it is proved how to make the steps in the Bogoliubov ap-
proximation rigorous as lower bounds. The main difficulty is to control the degree
of condensation. As already explained it is not necessary to prove condensation
in the strong sense described above. We shall only prove condensation in small
boxes. Put differently, we shall not conclude that most particles are in the same
one-particle state, but rather prove that most particles occupy one-particle states
that look the same on short scales, i.e., that vary slowly. Here the short scale is
the correlation length scale £co,.

10.4 The Rigorous Lower Bounds

As already mentioned we must localize into small boxes of some fixed size /.
This time we must require f¢,; < ¢. For the one-component gas this choice is
made only in order to control the degree of condensation. For the two-component
gas it is required both to control the order of condensation, and also to make a
local constant density approximation. The reason we can control the degree of
condensation in a small box is that the localized kinetic energy has a gap above
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the lowest energy state. In fact, the gap is of order £~2. Thus if we require that
¢ is such that N¢~2 is much greater than the energy we may conclude that most
particles are in the lowest eigenvalue state for the localized kinetic energy. We shall
always choose the localized kinetic energy in such a way that the lowest eigenstate,
and hence the condensate, is simply a constant function.

10.4.1 Localizing the interaction

In contrast to the dilute gas the long range Coulomb potential prevents us from
simply ignoring the interaction between the small boxes. To overcome this problem
we use a sliding technique first introduced in [CLY].

Theorem 10.4 (Controlling interactions by sliding). Let X be a smooth approzima-
tion to the characteristic function of the unit cube centered at the origin. For £ > 0
and z € R3 let X5(x) = X((x — 2)/¢). There exists an w > 0 depending on X (in
such a way that it tends to infinity as X approximates the characteristic function)
such that

-1
€;e; 9 Nw
Z m > (/X ) ~/]R'* Z eiejwfz(xiaxj)dz BRTYA

1<i<j<N Y 1<i<j<N

for allx1,... € R3 and ey, ... = 1, where

Wg, (Xa y) = Xz (X)Yw/l (X - y)Xz (y)
with Y, (x) = |x| ™! exp(—pu|x|) being the Yukawa potential.

The significance of this result is that the two-body potential w, is localized
to the cube of size ¢ centered at ¢z. The lower bound above is thus an integral
over localized interactions sliding around with the integration parameter.

We have stated the sliding estimate in the form relevant to the two-compo-
nent problem. There is an equivalent version for the one-component gas, where
the sum of the particle-particle, particle-background, and background-background
interactions may be bounded below by corresponding localized interactions.

Since £ > l.o, the error in the sliding estimate is much smaller than wN/£co,,
which for both the one and two-component gases is of order w times the order of
the energy. Thus, since ¢ is much bigger than ¢..,, we have room to let w be very
large, i.e., X is close to the characteristic function.
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10.4.2 Localizing the kinetic energy

Having described the technique to control the interaction between localized regions
we turn next to the localization of the kinetic energy.

For the two-component gas this is done in two steps. As already mentioned
it is natural to break the translation invariance of the two-component gas. We do
this by localizing the system into a box of size L' > N~/ (which as we saw is
the expected size of the gas) as follows. By a partition of unity we can divide space
into boxes of this size paying a localization error due to the kinetic energy of order
NL'~2 <« N7/5 We control the interaction between these boxes using the sliding
technique.

We may now argue, as follows, that the energy is smallest if all the particles
are in just one box. For simplicity we give this argument for the case of two boxes.
Suppose the two boxes have respective wave functions ¢ and zz The total energy
of these two non-interacting boxes is F + E. Now put all the particles in one
box with the trial function ¥ = z/nfbv. The fact that this function is not bosonic
(i.e., it is not symmetric with respect to all the variables) is irrelevant because
the true bosonic ground state energy is never greater than that of any trial state
(Perron-Frobenius Theorem). The energy of ¥ is

E+B+ / / Pux)[x — v~ o (y)dxdy.

where py and p; are the respective charge densities of the states ¥ and {/)V We
claim that the last Coulomb term can be made non-positive. How? If it is positive
then we simply change the state {/)v by interchanging positive and negative charges
(only in 1[ and not in ). The reader is reminded that we have not constrained
the number of positive and negative particles but only their sum. This change in
zz reverses the relative charge of the states v and 15 so, by symmetry the energies
E and E do not change, whereas the Coulomb interaction changes sign.

The localization into smaller cubes of size ¢ can however not be done by a
crude partition of unity localization. Indeed, this would cost a localization error
of order N¢~2, which as explained is required to be of much greater order than
the energy.

For the one-component charged gas we may instead use a Neumann local-
ization of the kinetic energy, as for the dilute Bose gas. If we denote by Agz) the
Neumann Laplacian for the cube of size £ centered at z we may, in the spirit of
the sliding estimate, write the Neumann localization Laplacian in all of R? as

A= /—Af”dz.
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In order to write the localized kinetic energy in the same form as the localized
interaction we must introduce the smooth localization x as in Theorem [ This
can be achieved by ignoring the low momentum part of the kinetic energy.

More precisely, there exist e(X) and s(X) such that e(X) — 0 and s(x) — 0
as X approaches the characteristic function of the unit cube and such that (see
Lemma 6.1 in [LSo])

—Agz) > (1 - 5(X>)PZXZ(X)FZS(X) (_A)XZ(X)PZ (107)

where P, denotes the projection orthogonal to constants in the cube of size ¢

centered at z and )

Fy(u) = PSR

For u < s72 we have that Fy(u) < u. Hence the effect of F in the operator
estimate above is to ignore the low momentum part of the Laplacian.

For the two-component gas one cannot use the Neumann localization as for
the one-component gas. Using a Neumann localization ignores the kinetic energy
corresponding to long range variations in the wave function and one would not get
the kinetic energy term [ p|V®|? in (4. This is the essential difference between
the one- and two-component cases. This problem is solved in [LS02] where a new
kinetic energy localization technique is developed. The idea is again to separate
the high and low momentum part of the kinetic energy. The high momentum part
is then localized as before, whereas the low momentum part is used to connect
the localized regions by a term corresponding to a discrete Laplacian. (For details
and the proof the reader is referred to [LSo2].)

Theorem 10.5 (A many body kinetic energy localization). Let X,, P, and F;
be as above. There exist e(X) and s(X) such that e(X) — 0 and s(x) — 0 as
X approaches the characteristic function of the unit cube and such that for all
normalized symmetric wave functions ¥ in L2((R3 x {—1,1})") and all Q C R?

we have
N
(1 + E(X)) <\I/a Z _Alll/> > / |:(\I/; PZZXEZ (X)FZS(X) (_A)XZZ(X)PEZ\I/)
i=1 Q

+3072 37 (Su(llz +y)) - Su((2))? ] da

yez3
lyl=1

—const. £~*Vol(Q),

where

Sulz) =/ (V. (a5, (2)ag, (2) +aj_(z)ay (2)T) +1 -1
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with ayy (z) being the annihilation of a particle of charge + in the state given by

the normalized characteristic function of the cube of size £ centered at z.

The first term in the kinetic energy localization in this theorem is the same
as in ([L7). The second term gives rise to a discrete Laplacian for the function
Sy (¢z), which is essentially the number of condensate particles in the cube of
size £ centered at £z. Since we will eventually conclude that most particles are in
the condensate this term will after approximating the discrete Laplacian by the
continuum Laplacian lead to the term [ p|V¢|? in ([IL3). We shall not discuss this
any further here.

When we apply this theorem to the two-component gas the set £ will be the
box of size L’ discussed above. Hence the error term £~2Vol(2) will be of order
L3075 < (N2/50)=5(N'/>L')3N7/5. Thus since £ > N~2/> we may still choose
L' > N~1/5 as required, and have this error term be lower order than N7/5,

10.4.3 Controlling the degree of condensation

After now having localized the problem into smaller cubes we are ready to control
the degree of condensation. We recall that the condensate state is the constant
function in each cube. Let us denote by 7, the number of excited (i.e., non-
condensed particles) in the box of size £ centered at z. Thus for the two-component
gas Nz + ag, (2)ag, (z) + af_(z)ag_(z) is the total number of particles in the box
and a similar expression gives the particle number for the one-component gas.

As discussed above we can use the fact that the kinetic energy localized to a
small box has a gap above its lowest eigenvalue to control the number of excited
particles. Actually, this will show that the expectation (¥,7n,¥) is much smaller
than the total number of particles in the box for any state ¥ with negative energy
expectation.

One needs, however, also a good bound on (¥, n2¥) to control the Coulomb
interaction of the non-condensed particles. This is more difficult. In [LSo] this is
not achieved directly through a bound on (¥,n,¥) in the ground state. Rather
it is proved that one may change the ground state without changing its energy
very much, so that it only contains values of 1, localized close to (¥,n,¥). The
following theorem gives this very general localization technique. Its proof can be
found in [LSd].

Theorem 10.6 (Localizing large matrices). Suppose that A is an N +1 x N +1
Hermitian matriz and let A¥, with k = 0,1, ..., N, denote the matriz consisting of

the k™ supra- and infra-diagonal of A. Let v» € CNTL be a normalized vector and
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set dj, = (¥, A¥) and X = (1, AY) = E]kvzo di. (¥ need not be an eigenvector of
A.)

Choose some positive integer M < N + 1. Then, with M fixed, there is some
n € [0,N + 1 — M] and some normalized vector ¢ € CNTL with the property that
¢ =0unlessn+1<j<n+M (ie., ¢ has length M) and such that

C M—-1 N
(6,40) <A+ 755 > Rde| +C Y il (10.8)
k=1

k=M
where C > 0 is a universal constant. (Note that the first sum starts with k =1.)

To use this theorem we start with a ground state (or approximate ground
state) ¥ to the many body problem. We then consider the projections of ¥ onto the
eigenspaces of 7,. Since the possible eigenvalues run from 0 to N these projections
span an at most N + 1 dimensional space.

We use the above theorem with A being the many body Hamiltonian re-
stricted to this IV 41 dimensional subspace. Since the Hamiltonian can change the
number of excited particles by at most two we see that dy vanishes for k > 3. We
shall not here discuss the estimates on d; and dy (see [LSd, [LS02]). The conclusion
is that we may, without changing the energy expectation of ¥ too much, assume
that the values of 7, run in an interval of length much smaller than the total
number of particles. We would like to conclude that this interval is close to zero.
This follows from the fact that any wave function with energy expectation close
to the minimum must have an expected number of excited particles much smaller

than the total number of particles.

10.4.4 The quadratic Hamiltonian

Using our control on the degree of condensation it is now possible to estimate all
unwanted terms in the Hamiltonian, i.e., terms that contain 3 or more creation
or annihilation operators corresponding to excited (non-condensate) states. The
proof which is a rather complicated bootstrapping argument is more or less the
same for the one- and two-component gases. The result, in fact, shows that we
can ignore other terms too. In fact if we go back to the general form ([ILG]) of the
Hamiltonian it turns out that we can control all quartic terms except the ones
with the coefficients:

WaB00s Wo0ass Waoog, and woago-

To be more precise, let u,, @ = 1,... be an orthonormal basis of real functions
for the subspace of functions on the cube of size ¢ centered at z orthogonal to
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constants, i.e, with vanishing average in the cube. We shall now omit the subscript
z and let ag+ be the annihilation of a particle of charge +1 in the normalized
constant function in the cube (i.e., in the condensate). Let an+ with o # 0 be
the annihilation operator for a particle of charge +1 in the state u,. We can then
show that the main contribution to the localized energy of the two-component gas

comes from the Hamiltonian

oo
Higeal = Z taﬁaiyeaﬁe

a,B=1

e=+1
+% Z ee/waﬁ (2a’86a:§¢€/ aOe/aﬁe + QSGGSe’ aae/aﬁe + aZeaEe/aOe/aOe)’
e
where
tap = p(Uas PaXaz (X)Ffs(x) (—A)Xz(x)Paug)
and

Wap = L3 // U (X) Xz (X) Y, /0(X — ¥) Xz (y)ug(x)dxdy.

In Hipcal we have ignored all error terms and hence also £(X) ~ 0 and f X2 =~ 1.
In the case of the one-component gas we get exactly the same local Hamil-
tonian, except that we have only one type of particles, i.e, we may set a,_ = 0
above.
Let vy = >0 jakia,. be the total number of particles in the box with
charge +1. For k € R3 we let Xi z(x) = Xz(x)e’ *. We then introduce the opera-
tors

bk:l: == (égyi)71/2a:|: (Psz,z)az;:tv

where ay (PaXkz) = Y ori(Xk,2, Ua)a,+ annihilates a particle in the state Xk,
with charge +1. It is then clear that the operators bx+ all commute and a straight-
forward calculation shows that

bt biea] < (Cve) M| PaXalPagrage < 1.

If we observe that

> tapaleas, = (2m)7° / Ers (0 (K2) D ae(PaXiez)” ae (PaXic.z) dK
a,B=1 e=-+
e=+1

Y

(27T)_3€3 / /J'FES(X) (k2) Z bl*cebkea
e=+
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we see that

Hygeal > %(27T)_3 /M€3Fls(x) (kz) (bl*cebke + btkebfke)
e=+

+ Z }/;W/f (k) \ Veye/ee/(biiebk,e/ + bikeb—k,e’ + blteb*—k,e’ + b—kebk,e/)dk
ee’!=%4

- Z wap(ah gy +as,_ag_ ).
af=1
The last term comes from commuting ajyag. to aprals. It is easy to see that
this last term is a bounded operator with norm bounded by

const. (V4 + V7)€73|D/>w/g||oo < const.w 2 (vy + v )0t

When summing over all boxes we see that the last term above gives a contribution
bounded by const.w 2N{~' = w=2(N?/°¢)"'N7/5 which is lower order than the
energy.

The integrand in the lower bound on Hj,ca) is precisely an operator of the
form treated in the Bogoliubov method Theorem 3 Thus up to negligible errors
we see that the operator Hica) is bounded below by

H2m) ™ [ (A0 + B(K) + V/{AK) + B9 ~ BKP di

where
A(K) = pl’Frg)(kK*) and  B(k) = vY,,/4(k)
with v = v; 4+ v_ being the total number of particles in the small box. A fairly
simple analysis of the above integral shows that we may to leading order replace
A by plPk? and B(k) by 4rv|k|=2, i.e., we may ignore the cut-offs. The final
conclusion is that the local energy is given to leading order by
-1
2(2m)3

/47r1/|k|*2 + ul k[ — /@K 1 pBKE)? — (dmv [k 2)2 dk

1/4 oo
= —21/2773/4y, <%> / 14 2' — 222+ 22 da.
K 0

If we finally use that

= 2 2, 2Y/EL(3/4)
/0 142t — 2?24 2M)Y2de = ST (5/4)

1/4

we see that the local energy to leading order is —Iov(v/¢3)Y/4. For the one-

component gas we should set v = pf3 and for the two-component gas we should
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set v = ¢?(° (see ([[ILH)). After replacing the sum over boxes by an integral and
at the same time replace the discrete Laplacian by a continuum Laplacian, as
described above, we arrive at asymptotic lower bounds as in Theorems [Tl and

There is one issue that we have not discussed at all and which played an
important role in the treatment of the dilute gas. How do we know the number
of particles in each of the small cubes? For the dilute gas a superadditivity ar-
gument was used to show that there was an equipartition of particles among the
smaller boxes. Such an argument cannot be used for the charged gas. For the one-
component gas one simply minimizes the energy over all possible particle numbers
in each little box. It turns out that charge neutrality is essentially required for
the energy to be minimized. Since the background charge in each box is fixed this
fixes the particle number.

For the two-component there is a-priori nothing that fixes the particle number
in each box. More precisely, if we ignored the kinetic energy between the small
boxes it would be energetically favorable to put all particles in one small box. It is
the kinetic energy between boxes, i.e., the discrete Laplacian term in Theorem [{LH,
that prevents this from happening. Thus we could in principle again minimize over
all particle numbers and hope to prove the correct particle number dependence
(i.e., Foldy’s law) in each small box. This is essentially what is done except that
boxes with very many or very few particles must be treated somewhat differently
from the “good” boxes. In the “bad” boxes we do not prove Foldy’s law, but only
weaker estimates that are adequate for the argument.

10.5 The Rigorous Upper Bounds

10.5.1 The upper bound for the two-component gas

To prove an upper bound on the energy Eéz)(N ) of the form given in Dyson’s

formula Theorem we shall construct a trial function from the prescription in
the Bogoliubov approximation. We shall use as an input a minimizer ® for the
variational problem on the right side of ([IL4]). That minimizers exist can be easily
seen using spherical decreasing rearrangements. It is however not important that
a minimizer exists. An approximate minimizer would also do for the argument

given here. Define ¢o(x) = N3/10®(N/5x). Then again [ ¢ = 1. In terms of the
unscaled function ¢ in [[LH), ¢o(x) = N 1o(x).
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Let ¢o, a =1,... be an orthonormal family of real functions all orthogonal
to ¢g. We choose these functions below.

We follow Dyson [D2] and choose a trial function which does not have a
specified particle number, i.e., a state in the bosonic Fock space.

As our trial many-body wave function we now choose

U = exp (=5 + Xoaj, + Aoaj_)
Ao
X H(l —\2)l/4 exp(— Z Z Iee'a;ea;e,) [0), (10.9)
a#0 e,e/=+1 a#0

where a, . is the creation of a particle of charge e = +1 in the state ¢, |0) is
the vacuum state, and the coefficients Ay, A1, ... will be chosen below satisfying
0 <Ay <1 foraz#0.

It is straightforward to check that ¥ is a normalized function.

Dyson used a very similar trial state in [D2], but in his case the exponent was

a purely quadratic expression in creation operators, whereas the one used here is

*
e

only quadratic in the creation operators a,, with o # 0 and linear in ajy. As
a consequence our state will be more sharply localized around the mean of the
particle number.

In fact, the above trial state is precisely what is suggested by the Bogoliubov

approximation. To see this note that one has
(apx —Ao)¥ =0, and (ai, —a_ +Aa(aq, —a, )T =0

for all o ## 0. Thus the creation operators for the condensed states can be replaced
by their expectation values and an adequate quadratic expression in the non-
condensed creation and annihilation operators is minimized.

Consider now the operator

LS A2
1= 30 22560} (0l (1010)
a=1 @

A straightforward calculation of the energy expectation in the state ¥ gives that
(w, > Hﬁ@) = 2\ / (Vo)? + Tr (—pdy)
N=0

+203Tr (IC (”y -y + 1))) ,
where /C is the operator with integral kernel

K(x,y) = ¢o(x)[x =y~ do(y). (10.11)
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Moreover, the expected particle number in the state W is 2A3 + Tr(7). In order for
U to be well defined by the formula (IILY) we must require this expectation to be
finite.

Instead of making explicit choices for the individual functions ¢, and the
coefficients Ay, @ # 0 we may equivalently choose the operator . In defining ~y
we use the method of coherent states. Let X be a non-negative real and smooth
function supported in the unit ball in R®, with [ x? = 1. Let as before N=2/% <
¢ < N7/5 and define X,(x) = £=3/2x(x/£). We choose

v = (2m) 73 /}R3 i f(u, |P|)’P<$)|9u,p><9u,p|fp<;)dUdp
X

where qulo is the projection orthogonal to ¢,

Ou,p(z) = exp(ip - x)X¢(x — 1),

f(u,lpl) = = P+ 16mAG L oo (W )
2 \ p2 (p* + 327\ 2o (u)2)

We note that v is a positive trace class operator, y¢o = 0, and that all eigen-

and

functions of v may be chosen real. These are precisely the requirements needed in
order for 7 to define the orthonormal family ¢, and the coefficients A\, for a: # 0.

We use the following version of the Berezin-Lieb inequality [Be, [L4]. Assume
that £(¢) is an operator concave function of Ry U {0} with £(0) > 0. Then if YV is
a positive semi-definite operator we have

Tr (YE(y)) > (2m)~ /5 u, |p))) (Bu.ps Py, Y Py, Ou,p) dudp. (10.12)
We use this for the function £(t) \/t(t +1). Of course, if ¢ is the identity

function then ([LTZ) is an 1dent1ty. If Y = I then ([LIZ) holds for all concave &
with £(0) >0

Proving an upper bound on the energy expectation (L) is thus reduced to
the calculations of explicit integrals. After estimating these integrals one arrives
at the leading contribution (for large Ao)

o (Vo [ (e + 200w —) £, )

4
2/\o¢o )’V f(u,[p))(f(u,|p]) + 1) dpdu

- 2A3u / (Vé0)? — Io / (222)7/443/°,
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where I is as in Theorem

If we choose Ay = \/N—/2 we get after a simple rescaling that the energy above
is N7/5 times the right side of (IIL4)) (recall that ® was chosen as the minimizer).
We also note that the expected number of particles is

2A2 + Tr(y) = N + O(N3/%),

as N — oo.

The only remaining problem is to show how a similar energy could be achieved
with a wave function with a fixed number of particles NV, i.e., how to show that we
really have an upper bound on Eé2) (N). We indicate this fairly simple argument
here.

We construct a trial function ¥’ as above, but with an expected particle
number N’ chosen appropriately close to, but slightly smaller than N. More pre-
cisely, N’ will be smaller than N by an appropriate lower order correction. It is
easy to see then that the mean deviation of the particle number distribution in
the state ¥’ is lower order than N. In fact, it is of order v/N’ ~ v/N. Using that
we have a good lower bound on the energy Eé2) (n) for all n and that ¥’ is sharply
localized around its mean particle number, we may, without changing the energy
expectation significantly, replace ¥’ by a normalized wave function ¥ that only
has particle numbers less than N. Since the function n — Eé2)(n) is a decreasing

function we see that the energy expectation in the state ¥ is, in fact, an upper
bound to E(()2) (N).

10.5.2 The upper bound for the one-component gas

The upper bound for the one-component gas is proved in a very similar way as for
the two-component gas. We shall simply indicate the main differences here. We will
again choose a trial state without a fixed particle number, i.e., a grand-canonical
trial state. Since we know that the one-component gas has a thermodynamic limit
and that there is equivalence of ensembles [LN], it makes no difference whether
we choose a canonical or grand-canonical trial state.

For the state ¢y we now choose a normalized function with compact support
in A, that is constant on the set {x € A | dist(z,0A) > r}. We shall choose r > 0
to go to zero as L — oco. Let us also choose the constant n such that ng3 = p on
the set where ¢ is constant. Then n ~ pL3.

Let again ¢, a = 1,... be an orthonormal family of real functions orthogonal
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to ¢g. As our trial state we choose, this time,

o= [z exp(—A§/2 +hoas — Y A—;a;a;) 0), (10.13)

a#0 a#0

where a}, is the creation of a particle in the state ¢,. We will choose ¥ implicitly
by choosing the operator v defined as in ([LIT).
This time we obtain

() e fo
+2/ h dd+/|V 70+ D y)P dxdy

Ix -yl
+1 P — py(x) = A5do(x)?) [x —y| 7" (P — Py (y) — Njdo(y)?) dxdy
2
T (—pAy) + A2 Tr (IC (7 A+ 1))) , (10.14)

where p,(x) = v(x,x) and K is again given as in ([[ILTT]). We must show that we
can make choices such that the first four terms on the right side above are lower
order than the energy, and can therefore be neglected.

We choose

= =m0 [ PP ) GelPi
pl>ep

where € > 0 is a parameter which we will let tend to 0 at the end of the calculation.
Here Pj;o as before is the projection orthogonal to ¢y and this time

1 p4—|-8ﬂ'u’1p
f(|P|):§ 2 i N1/2 -1
p2 (p* + 16mu—1p)

Op(x) = Vnp~lexp(ip - X)¢o (x).

Note that np~1¢g(x)? is 1 on most of A. We then again have the Berezin-Lieb
inequality as before. We also find that

and

Py(x) = (27T)‘3/> 1/4f(|p|)dpnp‘1¢o(><)2 (1+0(€‘1P‘1/4L‘1))

= Ao/ 'np po(x)? (1401 ALY,
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where A. is an explicit function of e. We now choose Ao such that A\ = n(1 —
Acp~H4u=3/%) e, such that

A2¢2(x) 4 Py (x) = neo(x)2(1 + O(e 1 p~2L71)) ~ p.

It is easy to see that the first term in (IILI4) is of order pL3(rL)~! and the fourth
term in ([LI4) is of order pL3(¢~2 + pr?). We may choose 7, depending on L,

in such a way that after dividing by pL3 and letting L — oo only the error =2

remains. This allows choosing & < p~ /8.

To estimate the second term in ([[ILI4) we use Hardy’s inequality to deduce

2
[ SIS iy < 26 n (-2

and these terms can be easily estimated using the Berezin-Lieb inequality in the
direction opposite from before, since we are interested now in an upper bound.
The third term in ([T is controlled in exactly the same way as the second term.
We are then left with the last two terms in ([ILI4]). They are treated in exactly the
same way as for the two-component gas again using the Berezin-Lieb inequality.






Chapter 11

Bose-Einstein Quantum Phase

Transition in an Optical Lattice
Model

11.1 Introduction

One of the most remarkable recent developments in the study of ultracold Bose
gases is the observation of a reversible transition from a Bose-Einstein condensate
to a state composed of localized atoms as the strength of a periodic, optical trap-
ping potential is varied [G2L [G3]. This is an example of a quantum phase transition
[Sal where quantum fluctuations and correlations rather than energy-entropy com-
petition is the driving force and its theoretical understanding is quite challenging.
The model usually considered for describing this phenomenon is the Bose-Hubbard
model and the transition is interpreted as a transition between a superfluid and a
Mott insulator that was studied in [FWGE] with an application to He* in porous
media in mind. The possibility of applying this scheme to gases of alkali atoms in
optical traps was first realized in [IBCGZ)]. The article [Zw] reviews these devel-
opments and many recent papers, e.g., [Gal [Z1] NS, [Ge, [Z2, [DODS], [R], MA] [AA]
are devoted to this topic. These papers contain also further references to earlier
work along these lines.

The investigations of the phase transition in the Bose-Hubbard model are
mostly based on variational or numerical methods and the signal of the phase
transition is usually taken to be that an ansatz with a sharp particle number at
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each lattice site leads to a lower energy than a delocalized Bogoliubov state. On
the other hand, there exists no rigorous proof, so far, that the true ground state
of the model has off-diagonal long range order at one end of the parameter regime
that disappears at the other end. In this chapter, which is based on the paper
[ALSSY], we study a slightly different model where just this phenomenon can be
rigorously proved and which, at the same time, captures the salient features of the
experimental situation.

Physically, we are dealing with a trapped Bose gas with short range inter-
action like in Chapters [H8 The model we discuss, however, is not a continuum
model but rather a lattice gas, i.e., the particles are confined to move on a d-
dimensional, hypercubic lattice and the kinetic energy is given by the discrete
Laplacian. Moreover, when discussing BEC, it is convenient not to fix the particle
number but to work in a grand-canonical ensemble. The chemical potential is fixed
in such a way that the average particle number equals half the number of lattice
sites, i.e., we consider half filling. (This restriction is dictated by our method of
proof.) The optical lattice is modeled by a periodic, one-body potential. In exper-
iments the gas is enclosed in an additional trap potential that is slowly varying on
the scale of the optical lattice but we neglect here the inhomogeneity due to such
a potential and consider instead the thermodynamic limit.

In terms of bosonic creation and annihilation operators, af and a,, our
Hamiltonian is expressed as

H=-1> (alay, +a.al)+ )\Z(—l)xaiax + UZaLax(alax —1). (11.1)
(xy) x x

The sites x are in a cube A C Z? with opposite sides identified (i.e., a d-dimensional
torus) and (xy) stands for pairs of nearest neighbors. Units are chosen such that
h?/m = 1.

The first term in [[TT)) is the discrete Laplacian ., (al — al)(ay — ay)
minus 2d Y alay, i.e., we have subtracted a chemical potential that equals d.

The optical lattice gives rise to a potential A(—1)* which alternates in sign
between the A and B sublattices of even and odd sites. The inter-atomic on-site
repulsion is U, but we consider here only the case of a hard core interaction, i.e.,
U =o00.If A=0but U < co we have the Bose-Hubbard model. Then all sites are
equivalent and the lattice represents the attractive sites of the optical lattice. In
our case the adjustable parameter is A instead of U and for large A the atoms will
try to localize on the B sublattice. The Hamiltonian ([III) conserves the particle
number N and it can be shown that, for U = oo, the lowest energy is obtained

uniquely for N = %|A|, i.e., half the number of lattice sites. Because of the periodic
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potential the unit cell in this model consists of two lattice sites, so that we have
on average one particle per unit cell. This corresponds, physically, to filling factor
1 in the Bose-Hubbard model.

In contrast to the previous chapters we no longer restrict our attention to
the ground state of the system but consider more generally thermal equilibrium
states at some nonnegative temperature T'. These states are described by the Gibbs
density matrices Z ! exp(—(3H) with Z the normalization factor (partition func-
tion) and 3 = 1/T the inverse temperature. Units are chosen so that Boltzmann’s
constant equals 1. The thermal expectation value of some observable O will be
denoted by (O) = Z~1tr O exp(—3H).

Our main results about this model can be summarized as follows:

1. If T and X\ are both small, there is Bose-Einstein condensation. In this pa-
rameter regime the one-body density matrix y(x,y) = <a;fcay> has exactly
one large eigenvalue (in the thermodynamic limit), and the corresponding
condensate wave function is ¢(x) =constant.

2. If either T or A is big enough, then the one-body density matrix decays expo-
nentially with the distance |x — y|, and hence there is no BEC. In particular,
this applies to the ground state T = 0 for A big enough, where the system is
in a Mott insulator phase.

3. The Mott insulator phase is characterized by a gap, i.e., a jump in the chemi-
cal potential. We are able to prove this, at half-filling, in the region described
in item 2 above. More precisely, there is a cusp in the dependence of the
ground state energy on the number of particles; adding or removing one par-
ticle costs a non-zero amount of energy. We also show that there is no such
gap whenever there is BEC.

4. The interparticle interaction is essential for items 2 and 3. Non-interacting
bosons always display BEC for low, but positive T (depending on A, of
course).

5. For all T' > 0 and all A > 0 the diagonal part of the one-body density matrix
(ala,) (the one-particle density) is not constant. Its value on the A sublattice
is constant, but strictly less than its constant value on the B sublattice and
this discrepancy survives in the thermodynamic limit. In contrast, in the
regime mentioned in item 1, the off-diagonal long-range order is constant,

ie., {ala,) ~ ¢(x)¢p(y)* for large |x — y| with ¢(x) =constant.

y
Because of the hard-core interaction between the particles, there is at most
one particle at each site and our Hamiltonian (with U = oo) thus acts on the
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Mott insulator
(at low T)
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no BEC
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—

Figure 11.1: Schematic phase diagram at half-filling

Hilbert space H = @,
represented as 2 X 2 matrices with

QTH01 a<—>00 aTaHlo
X OO Y X 10 Y XX 007

for each x € A. More precisely, these matrices act on the tensor factor associated

C2. The creation and annihilation operators can be

with the site x while al and a, act as the identity on the other factors in the
Hilbert space H = @, C*.

The Hamiltonian can alternatively be written in terms of the spin 1/2 oper-

1/0 1 1/0 —i 1/1 0
1_ - 2 _ 3 _ =
S_2<1 0>’S_2<1 o>’5_2<0—1)'

The correspondence with the creation and annihilation operators is

ators

al, =Sl +is?2=5F, a, =5l -iS?2=5_,

X

and hence ala, = S3 + 1. (This is known as the Matsubara-Matsuda corre-
spondence [MM].) Adding a convenient constant to make the periodic potential
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positive, the Hamiltonian ([[Il) for U = oo is thus equivalent to

H = =13 (SFS;+ 885+ A [3+ (-1)*s3]
(xy) x
= = (SiSy + 5292+ A [+ (—1)*sE]. (11.2)
(xy) x

Without loss of generality we may assume A > 0. This Hamiltonian is well known
as a model for interacting spins, referred to as the XY model [DLS]. The last
term has the interpretation of a staggered magnetic field. We note that BEC
for the lattice gas is equivalent to off-diagonal long range order for the 1- and
2-components of the spins.

The Hamiltonian ([[I2) is clearly invariant under simultaneous rotations of
all the spins around the 3-axis. In particle language this is the U(1) gauge sym-
metry associated with particle number conservation of the Hamiltonian ([IIT).
Off-diagonal long range order (or, equivalently, BEC) implies that this symmetry
is spontaneously broken in the state under consideration.! It is notoriously diffi-
cult to prove such symmetry breaking for systems with a continuous symmetry.
One of the few available techniques is that of reflection positivity (and the closely
related property of Gaussian domination) and fortunately it can be applied to our
system. For this, however, the hard core and half-filling conditions are essential
because they imply a particle-hole symmetry that is crucial for the proofs to work.
Naturally, BEC is expected to occur at other fillings, but no one has so far found a
way to prove condensation (or, equivalently, long-range order in an antiferromag-
net with continuous symmetry) without using reflection positivity and infrared
bounds, and these require the additional symmetry.

Reflection positivity was first formulated by K. Osterwalder and R. Schrader
[OS] in the context of relativistic quantum field theory. Later, J. Frohlich, B. Simon
and T. Spencer used the concept to prove the existence of a phase transition for
a classical spin model with a continuous symmetry [ESS], and E. Lieb and J.
Frohlich [FT] as well as F. Dyson, E. Lieb and B. Simon [DLS] applied it for the
analysis of quantum spin systems. The proof of off-diagonal long range order for the
Hamiltonian [[T2) (for small \) given here is based on appropriate modifications
of the arguments in [DLS].

1See the discussion at the end of Appendix
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11.2 Reflection Positivity

In the present context reflection positivity means the following. We divide the
torus A into two congruent parts, A;, and Agr, by cutting it with a hyperplane
orthogonal to one of the d directions. (For this we assume that the side length of
A is even.) This induces a factorization of the Hilbert space, H = Hr, ® Hr, with

Hur= ) C.

XEAL R

There is a natural identification between a site x € Ay and its mirror image
9x € Agr. If F is an operator on ‘H = Hy, we define its reflection 0F as an
operator on Hy in the following way. If F' = Fy operates non-trivially only on one
site, x € Ar,, we define F = V Fy, VT where V denotes the unitary particle-hole
transformation or, in the spin language, rotation by 7« around the 1-axis. This
definition extends in an obvious way to products of operators on single sites and
then, by linearity, to arbitrary operators on Hy,. Reflection positivity of a state
(-) means that

(FOF) >0 (11.3)

for any F operating on Hy,. Here F is the complex conjugate of the operator F'
in the matrix representation defined above, i.e., defined by the basis where the
operators S3 are diagonal.

We now show that reflection positivity holds for any thermal equilibrium
state of our Hamiltonian. We can write the Hamiltonian ([T2) as

H=H,+Ha—% Y (S5S; +5:5)), (11.4)
(xy)eM

where Hj, and Hg act non-trivially only on Hi, and Hg, respectively. Here, M
denotes the set of bonds going from the left sublattice to the right sublattice.
(Because of the periodic boundary condition these include the bonds that connect
the right boundary with the left boundary.) Note that Hg = 6 Hy,, and

> (SFSy + 885 = > (SFeSE +5,65;).

(xy)eM (xy)eM

For these properties it is essential that we included the unitary particle-hole trans-
formation V in the definition of the reflection . For reflection positivity it is also
important that all operators appearing in H (T4l have a real matrix representa-
tion. Moreover, the minus sign in ([T is essential.



11.3. Proof of BEC for Small A and T 143

Using the Trotter product formula, we have

tr FOFe " = lim tr FOF Z,

with
—18H; n —L1BHL 6 — —
Z, = |e nPHrge P TT <1+%[S,tos,t+sxesx)]) . (11.5)

(xy)eM

Observe that Z,, is a sum of terms of the form
[[,Ai0A;, (11.6)

with A; given by either e~ = AHL or 4/ %S;{ or 4/ %S;. All the A; are real matrices,
and therefore

tI’H F@F 1_11141914.Z = tI’H FHlAlH [FHJAJ} = ‘tl”HL FH1A1‘2 2 0. (117)

Hence tr FOF Z,, is a sum of non-negative terms and therefore non-negative. This

proves our assertion.

11.3 Proof of BEC for Small \ and T

The main tool in our proof of BEC are infrared bounds. More precisely, for p € A*
(the dual lattice of A), let SF = |A|7Y/23° S# exp(ip - x) denote the Fourier
transform of the spin operators. We claim that
SESL )< — 11.8
(5588 < 55 (115)
with Ep = Zle(l — cos(p;)). Here, p; denotes the components of p, and (, )
denotes the Duhamel two point function at temperature 7', defined by

1
(A,B) = / tr (AefSﬁHBef(lfs)ﬁH) ds/tre PH (11.9)
0

for any pair of operators A and B. Because of invariance under rotations around
the S3 axis, ([LY) is equally true with S* replaced by S?, of course.
The crucial lemma (Gaussian domination) is the following. Define, for a com-

plex valued function h on the bonds (xy) in A,

Z(h) =trexp [-BK(h)], (11.10)
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with K (h) the modified Hamiltonian

K =73 (55 =Sy —huy) + (S5 =S5~ Fy)?) + A [5 4 (-1)*53)].
(xy)

X

(11.11)
Note that for h = 0, K (h) agrees with the Hamiltonian H, because (S¥)% = 0.
We claim that, for any real valued h,

Z(h) < Z(0). (11.12)

The infrared bound then follows from d?Z(eh)/de?|.—¢ < 0, taking hyxy = exp(ip -
x) —exp(ip-y). This is not a real function, though, but the negativity of the (reall)
quadratic form d*>Z(eh)/de?|.—o for real h implies negativity also for complex-
valued h.

The proof of (ILIZ) is very similar to the proof of the reflection positivity
property ([[II3) given above. It follows along the same lines as in [DLS], but we
repeat it here for convenience of the reader.

The intuition behind [[IIJ) is the following. First, in maximizing Z(h) one
can restrict to gradients, i.e., hxy = ﬁx - iLy for some function fo on A. (This
follows from stationarity of Z(h) at a maximizer hpay).) Reflection positivity im-
plies that (A0B) defines a scalar product on operators on Hr,, and hence there
is a corresponding Schwarz inequality. Moreover, since reflection positivity holds
for reflections across any hyperplane, one arrives at the so-called chessboard in-
equality, which is simply a version of Schwarz’s inequality for multiple reflections
across different hyperplanes. Such a chessboard estimate implies that in order to
maximize Z(h) it is best to choose the function By to be constant. In the case of
classical spin systems [ESS], this intuition can be turned into a complete proof of
([TT2). Because of non-commutativity of K (h) with K(0) = H, this is not possi-
ble in the quantum case. However, one can proceed by using the Trotter formula
as follows.

Let hmax be a function that maximizes Z(h) for real valued h. If there is
more than one maximizer, we choose hyax to be one that vanishes on the largest
number of bonds. We then have to show that actually hAmax = 0. If hypax Z 0, we
draw a hyperplane such that hyxy # 0 for at least one pair (xy) crossing the plane.
We can again write

K(h) = Kp(h) + Kr(h) + % Z (S =Sy — hyy)? + (Sx — S§ — hxy)?) -
e (11.13)
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Using the Trotter formula, we have Z(h) = lim,,_,o oy, with

o, = tr e BKL/n,~BKr/n II e—B(Si—S;—hxyf/4ne—ﬁ(5;—S;—Juyf/4n

(xy)eM
(11.14)

For any matrix, we can write
e D' = (47r)—1/2/ dk kDK /4, (11.15)
R

If we apply this to the last two factors in ([LTd)), and note that S, = 65} if
(xy) € M. Denoting by X, ...,%; the points on the left side of the bonds in M,
we have that

a _ (47T)7nl/ d2nlk tr [efﬁKL/nefﬁKR/neikl(Sil 795::1)[51/2/277,1/2 o
" R2nl
o=k /4 =ikt oy BY/2 /2012 (11.16)

Here we denote k? = > k? for short. Since matrices on the right of M commute
with matrices on the left, and since all matrices in question are real, we see that
the trace in the integrand above can be written as

tr [e‘ﬁKL/"eikls’tlﬁlp/%l/2 . } tr [e—ﬁKR/"eiklesil51/2/2”1/2 |- (1117

Using the Schwarz inequality for the k integration, and ‘undoing’ the above step,
we see that

|an|2 < ((47T)nl/ d2nlkefk2/4
R2nl

st [e KL/ il (5, 05507 2 0] )

X ((47r)—"l /R ke

X tr [e_BGKR/"e_BKR/"eikI(SII795’2)#}1/2/2”1/2 . } ) . (11.18)

In terms of the partition function Z(h), this means that
12 () < Z(HO) Z(h?), (11.19)

where h(Y) and h(2)) are obtained from A, .y by reflection across M in the following
way:
hxy if x,y € Ap
WY =< hoxoy if X,y € Ag (11.20)
0 if (xy)e M
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and h(?) is given by the same expression, interchanging L and R. Therefore also h(!)
and h(?) must be maximizers of Z(h). However, one of them will contain strictly
more zeros than hyay, since hyax does not vanish identically for bonds crossing
M. This contradicts our assumption that hp.x contains the maximal number of
zeros among all maximizers of Z(h). Hence hyax = 0 identically. This completes

the proof of (ITI2).

The next step is to transfer the upper bound on the Duhamel two point func-
tion ([ILY) into an upper bound on the thermal expectation value. This involves
convexity arguments and estimations of double commutators like in Section 3 in
[DLS]. For this purpose, we have to evaluate the double commutators

[S’},, [H, §£p]] + [S’?,, [H, §Zp]] = 1Al ( — SAA[+2 Z S’?’S3 cosp - (x — y))

(11.21)
Let Cp, denote the expectation value of this last expression,

Cp = ([SL, [H, S]]+ [S2,[H, S2,]]) > 0.

The positivity of Cp can be seen from an eigenfunction-expansion of the trace.
From [DLS, Corollary 3.2 and Theorem 3.2] and ([[L8) we infer that

(SLS, + 8282 ) < %, /% coth \/32Cp Ep /4. (11.22)
p

Using cothz < 14 1/x and Schwarz’s inequality, we obtain for the sum over all
p#0,
1 \1/2 1/2
131 232
Z<Spsfp+spsfp = ng (Z E_p) (ZCP) ’ (11.23)
p#0 p#0
We have > 1. Cp = —2(H) + A[A[, which can be bounded from above using the

following lower bound on the Hamiltonian:

1/2

A
H > —% [d(d+ 1) +4X*] "~ + LAA|. (11.24)

This inequality follows from the fact that the lowest eigenvalue of

2d
——Slzsll — —SQZS{_ + 283 (11.25)

=1
is given by —1[d(d + 1) 4+ 4A?]*/2. This can be shown exactly in the same way as
[DLS, Theorem C.1]. Since the Hamiltonian H can be written as a sum of terms
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like (TT2H)), with y; the nearest neighbors of x, we get from this fact the lower

bound ([T24)).

With the aid of the sum rule

Q131 Q2Q2 \ _ |A|
D (S8l + 8552, =
pPEA*
(which follows from (S*)% = (5?)? = 1/4), we obtain from ([[IZ3) and [[TZ4) the
following lower bound in the thermodynamic limit:

1 ~ ~ e~
Jim ngsg + S252)
1 1 /2 \1/2 1
> (a1 +a2) ) - 5ea (11.26)
with ¢4 given by
1 1

This is our final result. Note that ¢4 is finite for d > 3. Hence the right side of
([I=24) is positive, for large enough G, as long as
22 < % B d(d—i—l)'
¢ 4

In d = 3, ¢g = 0.505 [DLS], and hence this condition is fulfilled for A < 0.960.
In [DLS] it was also shown that deg is monotone decreasing in d, which implies a
similar result for all d > 3.

The connection with BEC is as follows. Since H is real, also y(x,y) is real
and we have

V(x,y) = (S5Sy) = (SSy + S%87)-

Hence, if oo = |A|~'/? denotes the constant function,
(¢olleo) = (S5S0 + S555),

and thus the bound ([I226]) implies that the largest eigenvalue of v(x,y) is bounded

from below by the right side of ([I.2H). In addition one can show that the infrared

bounds imply that there is at most one large eigenvalue (of the order |A]), and that

the corresponding eigenvector (the ‘condensate wave function’) is strictly constant

in the thermodynamic limit [ALSSY]. The constancy of the condensate wave func-
1

tion is surprising and is not expected to hold for densities different from 5, where

particle-hole symmetry is absent. In contrast to the condensate wave function the
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particle density shows the staggering of the periodic potential [ALSSY] Thm. 3].
It also contrasts with the situation for zero interparticle interaction, as discussed
at the end of this chapter.

In the BEC phase there is no gap for adding particles beyond half filling (in
the thermodynamic limit): The ground state energy, Ej, for %|A| + k particles

satisfies
(const.)

Al

(with a constant that depends on &k but not on |A|.) The proof of ([L2]) is by a
variational calculation, with a trial state of the form (Sg)*|0), where |0) denotes

0< By —Ep < (11.28)

the absolute ground state, i.e., the ground state for half filling. (This is the unique
ground state of the Hamiltonian, as can be shown using reflection positivity. See
Appendix A in [ALSSY].) Also, in the thermodynamic limit, the energy per site
for a given density, e(o), satisfies

e(0) — e(3) < const. (0 — 3)*. (11.29)
Thus there is no cusp at ¢ = 1/2. To show this, one takes a trial state of the form
[ihy) = €1 2= Sx(SL 4 1)[0). (11.30)

The motivation is the following: we take the ground state and first project onto
a given direction of S' on some site y. If there is long-range order, this should
imply that essentially all the spins point in this direction now. Then we rotate
slightly around the S2-axis. The particle number should then go up by &|A|, but
the energy only by 2|A|. We refer to [ALSSY], Sect. IV] for the details.

The absence of a gap in the case of BEC is not surprising, since a gap is
characteristic for a Mott insulator state. We show the occurrence of a gap, for
large enough ), in the next section.

11.4 Absence of BEC and Mott Insulator Phase

The main results of this section are the following: If either
e A>0and T >d/(2In2), or

e T >0 and A > 0 such that A\ + |e(A)| > d, with e(\) = ground state energy

per site,
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then there is exponential decay of correlations:
~v(x,y) < (const.) exp(—&|x — y|) (11.31)

with x > 0. Moreover, for T" = 0, the ground state energy in a sector of fixed
particle number N = %|A| + k, denoted by F, satisfies

Ex+ E_j, — 2Ey > (A + |e(\)| — d)|&|. (11.32)

L.e, for large enough A the chemical potential has a jump at half filling.
The derivation of these two properties is based on a path integral represen-
tation of the equilibrium state at temperature 7', and of the ground state which
is obtained in the limit 7' — oo. density matrix. The analysis starts from the ob-
servation that the density operator e ?# has non-negative matrix elements in the
basis in which {S2} are diagonal, i.e. of states with specified particle occupation
numbers. It is convenient to focus on the dynamics of the ‘quasi-particles’ which
are defined so that the presence of one at a site x signifies a deviation there from
the occupation state which minimizes the potential-energy. Since the Hamiltonian
is H = Hy+ AW, with Hy the hopping term in [IL2)) and W the staggered field,
we define the quasi-particle number operators ny as:
alax for x even

11.33
1 —alay for x odd ( )

nx = %+<—1)"sz={

Thus nx = 1 means presence of a particle if x is on the A sublattice (potential
maximum) and absence if x is on the B sublattice (potential minimum).

The collection of the joint eigenstates of the occupation numbers, {|{nx})},
provides a convenient basis for the Hilbert space. The functional integral repre-
sentation of ({ny}| e PHHAW) |15 1) involves an integral over configurations of
quasi-particle loops in a space X time for which the (imaginary) ‘time’ corresponds
to a variable with period 8. The fact that the integral is over a positive measure
facilitates the applicability of statistical-mechanics intuition and tools. One finds
that the quasi-particles are suppressed by the potential energy, but favored by the
entropy, which enters this picture due to the presence of the hopping term in H.
At large A, the potential suppression causes localization: long ‘quasi-particle’ loops
are rare, and the amplitude for long paths decays exponentially in the distance,
both for paths which may occur spontaneously and for paths whose presence is
forced through the insertion of sources, i.e., particle creation and annihilation op-
erators. Localization is also caused by high temperature, since the requirement of
periodicity implies that at any site which participates in a loop there should be at
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least two jumps during the short ‘time’ interval [0, 3) and the amplitude for even
a single jump is small, of order .
The path integral described above is obtained through the Dyson expansion

etA+B) — gtA Z / B(tym) - B(t)dty - - - dt,, (11.34)
0

mZO StlthS”'St7n§t

for any matrices A and B and t > 0, with B(t) = e"*4*Be!4. (The m = 0 term in
the sum is interpreted here as 1.)

In evaluating the matrix elements of e #H = e AHHAW) ip the basis
{|{n«x})}, we note that W is diagonal and ({ny }|Ho|{n’}) are non-zero only if the
configurations {ny} and {n/} differ at exactly one nearest neighbor pair of sites
where the change corresponds to either a creation of a pair of quasi-particles or
the annihilation of such a pair. L.e., the matrix elements is zero unless ny = n/

for all x except for a nearest neighbor pair (xy), where nx = ny, 1} ', and

X = ny?
nx + n), = 1. In this case, the matrix element equals —1/2.

Introducing intermediate states, the partition function can thus be written
as follows:

o0

tr e P =

>

{nd}),1<i<m

X exp <—)\ Z(tl — ti—l) ZTLE?) dtl e 'dtm
i=1 x

X (=)™ ({ni Y Hol{n™ }) ({n{™ } | Hol {n{"~})
< ({n" DY Hol{n{"=2}) - ({nl&} | Hol{n{}) (11.35)

/0<t1 <to <<t <B

m=0

with the interpretation ty = t,,, — 3. Note that the factor in the last two lines of
[T33) equals (1/2)™ if adjacent elements in the sequence of configurations {ngf )}
differ by exactly one quasi-particle pair, otherwise it is zero.
Expansions of this type are explained more fully in [AN]. A compact way of
writing (CI3H) is:
tr e PH = /U(dw)e_’\“‘". (11.36)

Here the ‘path’ w stands for a set of disjoint oriented loops in the ‘space-time’
A x [0, 8], with periodic boundary conditions in ‘time’. Each w is parametrized
by a number of jumps, m, jumping times 0 < t; < t53 < -+ < ¢, < 3, and a
sequence of configurations {n,(f )}, which is determined by the initial configuration
{n,((l)} plus a sequence of ‘rungs’ connecting nearest neighbor sites, depicting the
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creation or annihilation of a pair of neighboring quasi-particles (see Fig. [T2). As
in Feynman’s picture of QED, it is convenient to regard such an event as a jump
of the quasi-particle, at which its time-orientation is also reversed. The length of
w, denoted by |w|, is the sum of the vertical lengths of the loops. The measure
v(dw) is determined by ([I3H); namely, for a given sequence of configurations
{ngf)}, 1 <i < m, the integration takes places over the times of the jumps, with
a measure (1/2)dty - - - di,,.

One may note that the measure v(dw) corresponds to a Poisson process of
random configurations of oriented ‘rungs’, linking neighboring sites at random
times, and signifying either the creation or the annihilation of a pair of quasi-
particles. The matrix element ({ny}le ?#|{n’}) gets no contribution from rung
configurations that are inconsistent, either internally or with the boundary condi-
tions corresponding to the specified state vectors. A consistent configuration yields
a family of non-overlapping loops which describe the motion of the quasi-particles
in the ‘space-time’ A x [0, 3). Each such configuration contributes with weight
el to the above matrix element (another positive factor was absorbed in the
measure v(dw)). One may note that long paths are suppressed in the integral

[T3]) at a rate which increases with A.

0
A B A B A B A B A

Figure 11.2: Loop gas describing paths of quasi-particles for particle number N =
|[A|/2 — 1. A line on an A site means presence of a particle, while on a B site it
means absence. The horizontal rungs correspond to hopping of a particle.
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Likewise, for x # y, we can write
tr alaye P :/ v(dw)e Nl (11.37)
AGy)

where A®¥) denotes the set of all loops that, besides disjoint closed loops, contain
one curve which avoids all the loops and connects x and y at time zero. The one-
particle density matrix can thus be written

ey U(dw)e !
Y(x,y) = fA(f v)(du(})e)Mw'

(11.38)

For an upper bound, we can drop the condition in the numerator that the
loops and the curve from x to y do not intersect. The resulting measure space is
simply a Cartesian product of the measure space appearing in the denominator
and the space of all curves, (, connecting x and y, both at time 0. Denoting the
latter by B(x,y), we thus get the upper bound

Y(x,y) < /B L e, (11.39)

The integral over paths is convergent if either A or T is small enough, and
away from the convergence threshold the resulting amplitude decays exponentially.
A natural random walk estimate, see [ALSSYl Lemma 4], leads to the claimed

exponential bound provided
d(1—e ) <A (11.40)

This includes, in particular, the cases T' > d for any A, and A > d for any T'.
Exponential decay actually holds for the larger range of parameters where

d (1 - e*ﬁ@*ﬁ) <A-f, (11.41)

where f = f(3,\) = —(B|A]) "L Intr e PH is the free energy per site. Note that f <
0. This condition can be obtained by a more elaborate estimate than the one used
in obtaining (II39) from ([[I3H), as shown in [ALSSYl Lemma 3]. The argument
there uses reflection positivity of the measure v(dw). Using simple bounds on f
one can then obtain from ([IZI) the conditions stated in the beginning of this
section.

The proof of the energy gap is based on an estimate for the ratio %

where Py projects onto states in Fock space with particle number N = %|A| + k,
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expressing numerator and denominator in terms of path integrals. The integral
for the numerator is over configurations w with a non-trivial winding number k.
Each such configuration includes a collection of ‘non-contractible’ loops with total
length at least G|k|. An estimate of the relative weight of such loops yields the
bound

tr P b (1o 5)
< . const. .
o PocPH = (const. )(|A]/]k]) e (11.42)
which gives for § — oo
Ey — Ey > const. |k| (11.43)

independently of |A]. We refer to [ALSSY] for details.

11.5 The Non-Interacting Gas

The interparticle interaction is essential for the existence of a Mott insulator phase
for large A. In case of absence of the hard-core interaction, there is BEC for any
density and any A at low enough temperature (for d > 3). To see this, we have
to calculate the spectrum of the one-particle Hamiltonian —%A + V(x), where
A denotes the discrete Laplacian and V(x) = A(—1)*. The spectrum can be
easily obtained by noting that V anticommutes with the off-diagonal part of the
Laplacian, i.e., {V, A + 2d} = 0. Hence

(32— d+V(9)’ = (-3 - )+ (11.4)

so the spectrum is given by

d+ \/(Zi cosp;)® + A2, (11.45)

where p € A*. In particular, E(p) — E(0) ~ $d(d? + A?)~'/2|p|? for small |p|, and
hence there is BEC for low enough temperature. Note that the condensate wave
function is of course not constant in this case, but rather given by the eigenfunction
corresponding to the lowest eigenvalue of —%A + A(-1)*.

11.6 Conclusion

In this chapter a lattice model is studied, which is similar to the usual Bose-
Hubbard model and which describes the transition between Bose-Einstein conden-
sation and a Mott insulator state as the strength A\ of an optical lattice potential
is increased. While the model is not soluble in the usual sense, it is possible to
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prove rigorously all the essential features that are observed experimentally. These
include the existence of BEC for small A and its suppression for large A, which is
a localization phenomenon depending heavily on the fact that the Bose particles
interact with each other. The Mott insulator regime is characterized by a gap in
the chemical potential, which does not exist in the BEC phase and for which the
interaction is also essential. It is possible to derive bounds on the critical A as a

function of temperature.



Chapter 12

New Developments

In this chapter, we give a brief description of new results that have been obtained
since the publication of these lecture notes.

e Rotating Bose Gases. As already noted at the end of Chapter [d it has re-
cently been shown in [LSe2] that the Gross-Pitaevskii equation also cor-
rectly describes dilute, trapped Bose gases subject to rotation. In particular,
Eq. ([CT8) holds for any rotation speed ¢, not only for small ¢. For ¢ large
enough, the GP minimizer is in general not unique, however, due to the ap-
pearance of quantized vortices. Eq. ([LIM) therefore has to be replaced by
a more complicated expression, stating that the one-particle density matrix
~ can, in general, be expressed as a convex combination of projections onto
minimizers of the GP functional.

e Ground State Energy of Dilute Fermi Gases. In ChaptersPland Bl the ground
state energy of a dilute Bose gas in three and two dimensions, respectively,
has been estimated. The analogous result for gases of fermions has now been
obtained in [LSY]. In the three-dimensional case, it says that

3

eolp) = & (%)m p*® +dra (1 - %) p+o(p) (12.1)

in the fermionic case. Here, ¢ denotes the number of internal degrees of
freedom of the particles; e.g., ¢ = 2 for spin 1/2 fermions. The first term in
(@2 is just the ground state energy of a non-interacting Fermi gas. The
first correction term looks the same as in the bosonic case, except for the
factor (1 —1/q), which results from the fact that effectively only fermions in
different spin states interact with each other (to leading order in the density).
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e Dilute Fermi Gases at Positive Temperature. Most of the results discussed

in these notes are on the ground state of various models of quantum gases,
i.e., on the zero temperature states. Actual physical experiments are always
carried out at non-zero temperature, and it is hence desirable to generalize
some of the results to the case of positive temperature. In the fermionic
case, this has been achieved in [Sefi]. More precisely, an analogue of ([CZTI)
concerning the free energy of a dilute Fermi gas at positive temperature 7" has
been obtained. There is now an additional length scale in the problem, namely
the thermal wavelength ~ T~1/2. One is interested in the case a < p~/3 ~
T-1/2; i.e., one considers a dilute gas with a®p < 1, and temperatures of the

order of the Fermi temperature, which is ~ p%/3.

Dilute Bose Gases at Positive Temperature. In the case of a dilute Bose gas,
the analogue of Theorem at positive temperature T has recently been
obtained in [Se7]. I.e., a lower bound was derived on the free energy of a dilute
Bose gas. The leading order correction as compared with the expression for
non-interacting particles is of the form

drap (2 —[1 - pe(T)/p)%) - (12.2)

Here, p.(T) = const. T%/? denotes the critical density for Bose-Einstein con-
densation (for the non-interacting gas), and [-]; denotes the positive part.
Note that below the critical density (or, equivalently, above the critical tem-
perature), the leading order correction is 8map, as compared with 4rap at
zero temperature. The additional factor 2 is an exchange effect; heuristi-
cally speaking, it is a result of the symmetrization of the wave functions.
This symmetrization only plays a role if the particles are in different one-
particle states, which they mostly are above the critical temperature. Below
the critical temperature, however, a macroscopic number of particles occu-
pies the zero-momentum state; there is no exchange effect among these par-
ticles, which explains the subtraction of the square of the condensate density

[p = pe(T)]y in [Z3).



Appendix A

Elements of Bogoliubov Theory

This appendiz is Section 2 of the 1965 review article [L3], with minor modifications.
Unlike the rest of these notes, this appendiz is not mathematically rigorous, but it
18 important because it shows what is widely believed to be the case about the low
end of the spectrum of the Hamiltonian Hy — even if it cannot be proved. It is
also a heuristic guide to thinking about Bose gases.

In the forty years since the appearance of the review article [L3] the Bogoliubov
model has been extensively studied; an account of many of these developments can

be found in the comprehensive article [ZB].

Almost all work in the field of interacting Bose gases has its genesis in Bo-
goliubov’s 1947 paper [Bd| and we shall begin with a brief summary of its main
features. His theory is important because it set us on the right track. But of equal
importance is understanding, with a little hindsight, the failures of the theory, for
its success led to a regrettable tendency to take its predictions as gospel. More-
over, like many great approximation schemes in mathematical physics, the first
order approximation is qualitatively correct in a certain regime (weak coupling).
Attempts to push out of this regime through higher approximations have led to
great difficulties. Having learned the predictions of the theory, therefore, we should
be prepared to have to seek a new method in order to understand intermediate
and strong coupling.

The basic Hamiltonian H of the problem is

R, 1
H = —%;Vi + 5;1)(& - x;) (A1)
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wherein v is the two-body potential (no one has yet considered systems with
more-body forces), x; is the coordinate of the i*" particle, and N is the number of
bosons. The potential v is necessarily symmetric (i.e., v(x) = v(—x)), but it is not
necessary that it be spherically symmetric, although this assumption is generally
made. The scene of action is a box of volume V= L x L x L and p = N/V is
the density of particles. We are interested in the bulk limit: N — oo with p =
constant.

The first question that arises is that of boundary conditions, and this is
intimately connected with the question of extensivity (or saturation in the termi-
nology of nuclear physics). The ground state energy, Fy, is said to be extensive if
it is of the form Ey = N x function of p. Similarly, extensivity is defined for the
free energy, F', at some non—zero temperature. The system is said to be extensive
if both Ey and F' are. Unfortunately, necessary and sufficient conditions on v that
the system be extensive are far from known, but one can prove extensivity for a
wide class of potentials. For some of these, in turn, one can further show that Ey
and F' are independent of boundary conditions (to leading order in N), provided
they are fixed homogeneous conditions. We shall assume that our v is of this kind
and shall use periodic boundary conditions which, while they may be somewhat
unphysical, are mathematically most convenient. They state that if ¥ (x1,...,xx)
be an eigenfunction of H and if x; (for all j) be on the wall of the box (so that
x; = (x,y,0) for example), then the value of 1 on the opposite wall (x; = (z,y, L))
must be the same as on the first wall. This is to be true for all values of x;, (k # j),
and a similar condition is imposed on the normal derivative of 1.

Periodic conditions can always be imposed, but they become useful only if H
can be periodically extended to all of space. This in turn requires that v(x; — x2)
be periodic in x; and x5, which means, in effect, that v must depend upon L. Thus,
the one-dimensional potential v(xy —x1) = exp(—y|z2 —z1]) is not periodic for
and 3 in (0, L), but it can be replaced by exp(—7|z2—z1|) +exp(—yL+~|ze —x1|)
which is periodic in this region. It can then be periodically extended to all of space
and one can show that the addition to v will not affect Ey or F in the bulk limit.

The virtue of having H periodic is that one can trivially show that ¢(x + a)
is an eigenfunction with the same energy as ¢ (by this we mean that any constant
vector a is added to all coordinates). Since all irreducible representations of the
translation group are one—dimensional, every eigenfunction can be chosen to have
a constant total momentum, i.e.,

N

Py = —m(z vi) Y =py (A.2)

i=1
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where p is a real vector. Another advantage is that for x; and x5 in V, the potential
can be written as

v(xg —x1) =V ! Z v(k)elk (xa=x1) (A.3)
k

where the k are vectors of the form (27/L)(n1,n2,n3), (the n; are integers). The
point here is that any potential can always be written as a double Fourier series,
but the series is diagonal as in ([A3)) only when v is periodic. The Fourier transform
is given by

V(k):/vv(x)efik'xdx. (A4)

Now the essence of the Bogoliubov method is that we go into momentum
space. To do this we define

N
cp(kl,...,kN):/deN---/delw(xl,...,xN)exp(iZki-xi> (A.5a)
i=1

N
’lﬂ(Xl, . ,XN) = V_N Z s Z(p(kl, N 7k]\/) exp(—iZki 'Xi) (A5b)
ki kN i=1

and the equation Hy = E1 becomes

N

{Ze(ki)}p(kl,...,kz\;) +(1/2V) ) ) ok, ... ki +p,

i=1 P i#j
ki —p,.... kn)v(p) = Ep(ky, ..., kn) (A.6)

where e(k) = (h?/2m)k>.

Since we are interested in bosons we require solutions, ¢, to ([(Af) which are
symmetric in ki, ..., ky. Since ¢ is symmetric, the sums on ¢ and 7 # j in (A0)
are to some extent repetitive and it is convenient to introduce a device to handle
automatically the factors of N, (]; ), etc. that will continually appear on the left
hand side of ([A).

The device used is to introduce boson creation and annihilation operators.
But we wish to emphasize strongly that they are not essential to the theory. They
are merely a convenient bookkeeping device. For every k one introduces a creation
operator aL and its Hermitian conjugate (the annihilation operator) ax which

satisfy the following commutation rules:

[xe, o] = 0= [af,afe]
[ai, af] = dica (A7)
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The § is a Kronecker delta since the k’s are discrete. A vacuum state |0) in a
Hilbert space is also introduced such that

akl0) =0 (for all k). (A.8)

One can show that the state |0) is essentially unique and that any state in the
Hilbert space is a sum of products of various a'’s acting on the vacuum. Next one
defines an isomorphism between the functions ¢ and states ¥ in the Hilbert space
as follows:

U=>"Y oki,....kn)al, ---af [0). (A.9)
kN k1

Using (A7) it is easy to see that knowing ¥ one can find ¢, so that the correspon-
dence is indeed one to one. It is then slightly tedious, but simple, to show that if
© satisfied ([(A) then ¥ satisfies

HY = Ze(k)aLak + (1/2V) Z aL+pa27pakaq v(p) p ¥ =ET. (A.10)
k k,q,p

Equation ([AI0) is the starting point for Bogoliubov’s approximation.
Before proceeding it is well to keep in mind certain properties of the ay’s.
We define the total number operator

n=>Y_ala (A.11)
k

and the total momentum operator

P=h> kala. (A.12)
k

These commute with H and when acting on ¥ yield N and p respectively.

Now, consider the state axW. This state has particle number N — 1 and
momentum p—fik. We can go back through [A9) and [AJ]) and ask what function
this corresponds to in configuration space. The result is

N .
axV <= 1/ v / U(xy,. .., xn)e EXV Py (A.13)
1%

Likewise, the state aL\I/ has N +1 particles and momentum p + ik. It corresponds
to

al ¥ (A.14)

1 .
T k)
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where the sum is on N + 1 similar terms.
It is also convenient to define density operators which are generalizations of

(A1), namely
pk) = Z aL+qaq ; (A.15)
a

it conserves particle number and increases the momentum by an amount hk. Its
effect in configuration space is given by using (AT3)) and (AI4) and is

N
p(K)T = | Y ™% | U(xy, ..., %) (A.16)

j=1

We shall have occasion to use the relations (AI3) to (AIH) later.

Returning to [(AJ0), the reason for going into momentum space is the fol-
lowing: If there were no interaction then Wy = (N1)/2(af)N|0) would be the
normalized ground state with energy zero. The interaction v has the property
that it converts a pair of particles with momenta p and q into a pair with mo-
menta p + k and q — k. The matrix element is (1/2V)v(k). Starting with all vV
particles having momentum zero (so-called condensed state), we would first get
(N — 2) with momentum zero, together with one pair having momenta k and
—k. When the potential is applied again we could get two possibilities: one would
be two pairs k, —k and q, —q; the other would be a genuine triplet k, q,r, such
that k + q + r = 0. But the probability of the former relative to the latter would
be (N — 2)(N — 3)/4 because there are (N — 1) particles with zero momentum
and only 2 with non—zero momentum. Applying v over and over again we will
ultimately get a finite fraction of triplets, quartets, etc. as well as pairs, but hope-
fully if the interaction is weak enough we need consider explicitly only pairs in
the ground state wave function. Stating this more precisely, we suppose that to a
good approximation ¥y is a sum of terms each of which contains several factors
like aLaT_k, as well as a}, acting on |0).

Another way of motivating this ansatz is to note that in the non—interacting
ground state nx = (aLak> = Noxk,0, that is to say all the particles are condensed.
With a weak interaction we suppose that ng/N is still a number of order unity
and that the remaining fractions are largely grouped into pairs, for it is only pairs
that can give rise to triplets. The idea that ng/N is of order unity is called the
condensation hypothesis. It need not be true for sufficiently strong interaction and
we remark that Girardeau [Gi3] has generalized this concept somewhat.

If ¥ as given by ([A0) has only pairs (more precisely, for every aL with k # 0,

there is an aik) then only certain parts of H result in pair functions when applied
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to W. There are three possibilities as far as the interaction is concerned: The first

is when all indices are zero, giving (ag)Q(ao)2; the second is when two indices are

zero, giving (ag)Qaka_k or alaik(ao)Q or aLaga_kao; the third is when no indices
are zero, giving atqaaaka_k or aLaLakaq. Collecting together all such parts of H

we derive the pair Hamiltonian,

Hpair = %(N — 1)pr(0) + Zl[e(k) + (1/V)Nov (k)] Nk
k
+(1/2V) 3 'v(k) [afao + afox] (A7)
k
+(1/2v) S w(k) [adiaqoi + No-icN]
k,q

where oy = axa_y, Ny = alak and the prime on the summation means we delete

the terms k = 0 and/or q = 0 as well as the term q = k in the double summation
(note that No and «g are operators). In deriving (A7) we used the fact that
nv = NV.

It is important to note that Hp,i has a double significance. On the one hand
if we can diagonalize it we should have a good approximation to the ground state
and low lying states of the system for the reasons mentioned above. On the other
hand we have seen that if we take the expectation value of the total H with respect
to any state having only pairs then Hp,i, is the only part of H that contributes
to the final result. Hence, from the variational theorem, the exact ground state
energy, Fo pair, of Hpair is a true upper bound to the ground state energy, Ey, of
H. Moreover, any variational upper bound to Fg pair is thus an upper bound to
Ey. It turns out that Fy pair can indeed be found if one is prepared to solve a finite
set of non-linear integral equations. This can be done in certain limiting cases and
has been exploited by Girardeau and Arnowitt, [GAL IGil, [Gidl [Gi5].

Basically, what permits us to find the ground state energy of (AID) in the
bulk limit, as well as the free energy for non-zero temperature, is the following
observation. What we have in (A7) are bilinear forms in operators whose expec-
tation values we believe to be extensive. Consider, for instance

SN [ ) Ny

k#q

The operator in parenthesis (call it Fy) we believe has an expectation value of
order N (call it N fq). The root-mean-square fluctuation of Fg in the ground state
ought to be of order /N, and if so, replacing F by Nf in (AI7) should make
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no difference to the energy to order N. It is possible to make this argument more
precise [Gidl [Lail, W], [BZT) by formally expanding the operators about their mean
values in a power series in N~!. The difficulty is that no one has shown that these
series converge and they might well not. Nevertheless, the energy (or free energy)
obtained under the assumption can be shown to be a genuine variational energy
and so is a true upper bound.

Having replaced Fq by N fq we do the same thing with the term correspond-
ing to aq—k, No, ap and aI). We are then left with a Hamiltonian involving only
quadratic expressions in the a’s and a’s. This can be diagonalized in the standard
way. The ground state wave function will then depend upon the c-numbers fq,
etc. as parameters. We then adjust these parameters so that the expectation value
of Fy is indeed N fq, etc. This leads to integral equations and it is clear that what
we have really done is a self-consistent field calculation that we hope is rigorously
correct in the bulk limit.

There is, however, still one difficulty which we have glossed over. If we replace
agp by a cnumber then the expression aLao will no longer conserve particles
because aL always creates two particles. Another way of saying this is that the
expectation value of ag in the true ground state is, strictly speaking, zero. There
are two ways around this difficulty. The first is the method used by Bogoliubov,
namely to introduce a chemical potential. We write

!

pair - Hpair — U,

A.18
(or H = H — un) . ( )

We then diagonalize H’

pair Dy replacing ag, ete. by c-numbers and in addition to
the above consistency conditions we choose p by requiring that (N) = N in the
ground state. To calculate the free energy we must use a grand-canonical ensemble.
This method can be justified to the same extent as in the above discussion. In the
second method [Gibl [KB] we redefine operators so that particles are conserved even
after the c-number substitution. Following Kromminga and Bolsterli we introduce
operators by = aB(No + 1)_1/2ak and their conjugates. It is then easy to show
that bqu = alaq (all k,q) and that bkbj11 = aka:; (if k # 0 and q # 0 and
if this operator does not act on a state with Ng = 0). An annoying operator
such as aLao is then equal to bLbik(No(No —1))'/2 on any state. Also akag =
(No(Ng —1))*2bycb_yc and ailozk = bgbiqbkb,k. In addition one easily proves that
the b’s satisfy the same commutation relations (A as the a’s (provided k # 0)
and also the b’s conserve particle number (i.e., they commute with N). Thus either
H,air or H may be rewritten in terms of the b’s which behave just like the a’s except

that now any c-number substitution will automatically preserve particle number.
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All the sums explicitly exclude k = 0, so the only way in which ag and az) appear
in the new Hamiltonian is through Ng. But Ng may be eliminated in favor of b’s
by the relation

No=N-Y"afa =N -3 "slb.

Now the particle number appears explicitly in H, which it did not before (although
it did appear in Hpair), and a term such as No Nk becomes now a quartic form in
the b’s.

This is a neat trick to overcome the problem of particle conservation that
plagued previous authors (such as Bogoliubov). It obviates the need for lengthy
(and unrigorous) arguments that method [AJR) gives the correct answer in the
bulk limit. Needless to say, however, in every calculation anyone has ever done,
the more cumbersome method 2 does indeed give the same result as method 1 and
we shall therefore use the latter.

Bogoliubov did not actually use Hp,ir. He made a further simplification which
consisted in deleting the last sum in (A7) on the grounds that these terms are
quadratic pair operators and so may be expected to be small in comparison with
the first two sums. This omission unfortunately destroys the bounding property
of the Hamiltonian, but it does turn out that for sufficiently weak interaction
Bogoliubov’s ground state energy is indeed an upper bound to Ey as was to be
expected. To that extent his simplification is justified.

We begin by replacing Ng, ap and aI) by a (common) c-number, No.! For
weak interaction we expect this number to be close to N, and indeed it turns out
to be so. The correction, N — Np, (the so-called ground state depletion) gives a
higher order contribution to Ey — a correction which is of the same order as that
caused by the neglected quartic terms. Since the qualitative results do not depend
upon the ground state depletion effect, we shall simply take Ng to be N. We thus
have Bogoliubov’s Hamiltonian (replacing N — 1 by N in the bulk limit):

HB_%Nm«n+§:XymmLm+§gmxwak+ﬂLﬂD>v (A-19)
k

where
£(k) = (k) + pr(K)
9(k) = pr(k).

1Subsequently, Ginibre [Gin] proved that one can replace ag and aEL) everywhere in H by the c-

(A.20)

number v/Np without making an error in the ground state energy/particle in the thermodynamic

limit. A simpler and more general version of this result can be found in Appendix
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This Hamiltonian is a quadratic form in the a’s and may be diagonalized in the
usual way. The transformation that accomplishes this is exp (iS), where

1 ’
is = 3 ; (aLaT_k - aka,k) P(k), (A.21)
so that
ax — b = e¥are™ = ay coship(k) — atk sinh ¢ (k). (A.22)
If we now choose
tanh 2¢(k) = g(k)/ f (k) , (A.23)
then
1 1 /
Hp — Hy = 2Npv(0) = 5 37 f(k) = (F()* = (%)
, k (A.24a)
+) blbie (),
k
where

1/2

€' (k) = [e(k)® + 2¢(k) pr(k)] (A.24D)

Notice that this transformation is impossible unless |g| < |f]. It is also necessary
that f(k) > 0 for all k. Unless these two conditions are fulfilled the Hamiltonian
has no ground state and it would then be unphysical. This means that v(k) cannot
be too negative (attractive), but it can be as repulsive as we please.

Now let us consider the implications of [A24)). Since the b’s are bosons, the
ground state wave function is given by g, the vacuum of the b’s, i.e.,

¥y =0  allk#0. (A.25)

The ground state energy is then simply

Ey = AN pu(0) — N (472p) / kK2dk{e(k) + pr(k) — (e(k)? + 2¢(k)pr(k)) /Y,
0
(A.26)
where we have gone to the bulk limit by replacing

> by (L/27r)3/d3k,

k

and have further assumed that the problem is spherically symmetric. At first sight

1

it appears that the second term in ([A28) is order p~', thereby violating our

intuition that it should be small for low density. This is not so because as p — 0
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the integrand itself vanishes. To see what happens let us assume that v(k) goes to
zero for large k faster than k1. Let us rewrite the integral in (A26) as follows:
I =1, + I where

I = / k*dk{o”k* + pv(k) — (ak* + 2a2k2p1/(k))1/2 - p*v(k)?/20°k?}
0

and -
I, = p* /207 / v(k)?dk (A.27)
0

where a? = h?/2m. The integral I3 certainly converges. In I; the integrand goes
to zero faster than k=3 and is absolutely convergent. We see that as p — 0 only
very small k will play a role. Let us assume that v(k) is smooth for small k& and
that v(0) # 0. We may then replace v(k) by v(0) everywhere and the integral is
then elementary.
Let us define
ap = (8ma?)"1v(0),

and
a1 = —(27%) "1 (87a?) 7?2 /d3ku(k)2/k2. (A.28)

The result for Ey is then
Eo = 4nNp (h%/2m)(ao + a1) + 4w Np (h%/2m) ap(128/15v/7)(pad)'/? . (A.29)

What is the significance of this result? If we had neglected the integral in (A2d)
we would have gotten Ey = 1N pv(0) = 47N ph*(2m)ag. We may call this
the zeroth order Bogoliubov approximation. But notice that it really does not
depend upon Planck’s constant and the mass — a conclusion that is certainly
meaningless because if the mass were infinite Ey would be equal to the minimum
potential energy which is not necessarily Npv(0). The integral term comes to the
rescue, however. We had naively expected it to contribute a higher power of the
density than p, but it in fact contributed a term of the same order as the zeroth
approximation — namely pa;. This term now truly depends on o?. If we look a
little closer we notice that ag + a1 are just the first two terms in the Born series
for the scattering length. That is to say, if we consider the zero—energy scattering
equation

—a? (V% + V%) + v(x1 - xz) 1/)(X1 — X2) =0, (A.30)

the asymptotic behavior of ¢ is (x1 — x2) ~ 1 — a/|x1 — x2|. The quantity
a is defined to be the scattering length. (From ([A30), it is also given by a =
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(8ma?) ™! [w(x)y(x)d>x).) We therefore suspect, despite what we had originally
thought, that Bogoliubov’s method is really an expansion in the density and in
the potential v. It is not truly a low density expansion unless the potential is very
weak. This idea has been confirmed by doing perturbation theory on the parts
of H not included in ([(ATJ), using our wave function previously found as the
starting point. It is indeed true that higher order corrections give contributions
proportional to p. They can be recognized as constituting the full Born series for
the scattering length. Likewise, the second term in [(AJ9) (which came from I7)
looks like it is the beginning of a similar series. Hence we are tempted to write

By = (h2/2m)4ﬂ'Npa{1 + (128/15v/7) (pa®) /% + - - } (A.31)

and presumably we now have the beginning of a genuine series in the density alone.

Nevertheless, it is important to note that what started out to be a very
reasonable hypothesis — the pair approximation — is invalid as a density expansion.
Even the full pair Hamiltonian (AI1) will not give (A1) [Gid]. The trouble was
that we had thought we were making some sort of cluster expansion as one does
in classical statistical mechanics. This may be a reasonable thing to do, but it is
essential that we treat the two—body interaction fully and completely, and this
cannot be done very easily by perturbation theory. We shall discuss this matter
more fully later but for the present let us make some attempt to justify (AZ3).

The expression ([A3])) for Ey has not yet been proved to be correct. But it
is very reasonable. For one thing the first term is simply the number of pairs of
particles, N (N — 1), times the ground state energy of two particles in a large
box, a?8ma/V.? The second term is harder to understand. There is no analogue of
it for two particles and it is clearly some sort of quantum-mechanical correlation
effect. Nevertheless, if the true second order term in the density is of the form p3/2
given by (A3 it must, for dimensional reasons, be proportional to a (length)5/ 2,
But the only relevant length at low energy is the scattering length.

Having considered the ground state energy let us return to the second term
in (A24). Apart from the fact that ¢ is different from ¢, this spectrum of Hp is
the same as for the original Hamiltonian without interaction. Any number, n, of
bosons (or phonons) of any momentum k can be excited independently of each
other with energy ne'(k). The important difference is that for low momentum
e(k) is proportional to k2, whereas ¢ (k) = [2a2pv(0)]/?|k|. This new spectrum is
definitely phonon-like (without an energy gap) and we expect that it is associated

2This is discussed in Chapter Blin connection with Eq. @I3).
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with sound propagation. If so, the velocity of sound would be
v, = lim (1/hk)e (k) = (pr(0)/m)"/? = (h/m)(4mpac)/*. (A.32)

We can check this result by using the fundamental definition of the velocity of
sound in terms of the compressibility,

_ 1/2
vs = |m~1(0/0p) p28/8p(E0/N)} .

Using [(A29) this gives

- 1/2
vs = h/m|4np(ag + a1) + 64pao(m pay) 1/2} . (A.33)

There is agreement between [A33) and [(A32) and we are led to surmise as before
that the correct expression to the first two orders in the density is

12] "2
vs = h/m|4r pa(l+ (16/7) (7 pa®)) / } . (A.34)

It is interesting to note that the expression ([(A33), obtained from Ej, is more
accurate than (A32) obtained from the phonon spectrum. This is curious since
we would have expected that whatever accuracy was inherent in Hp, it should be
the same for €' (k) as for Ep.

Another important feature of the boson type spectrum that we have obtained
is that while there may be something qualitatively correct about it, it is much too
simple to be taken literally. It is hardly to be expected that the spectroscopy
of the true spectrum will fall into a pattern associated with independent normal
modes. It must be more complicated and indeed higher order perturbation the-
ory indicates that the phonons interact with one another. There are two ways to
describe this state of affairs. The usual way is to say that the interaction causes
the phonons to decay with a finite lifetime. The second way is to say that the
unitary transformation leading to the by’s was only a partial diagonalization of
the full Hamiltonian which must always have real eigenvalues since it is Hermitian.
In other words the true energy spectrum and eigenfunctions are simply more com-
plicated than we have so far envisaged. Still, the independent phonon idea may be
justified provided we do not excite too many of them — this would be true at low
temperature.

We might, however, anticipate a difficulty of another sort. The Bogoliubov
approximation is essentially perturbation theory, albeit of a sophisticated sort,
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because it assumes that the system does not change drastically when we switch
on the interaction. Were it otherwise Hp could not be justified. It is generally
held that if we imagine v(x) to be proportional to a coupling constant A, then
after passing to the bulk limit there will be an analytic singularity in A (in Eg())
for example) at A = 0. A Bose gas with an interaction, however weak, may be
qualitatively different from the non-interacting gas. If this is so then we might
expect new types of normal modes (or phonons) that have no counterpart for free
bosons. Indeed, when we examine a one-dimensional model later we shall see that
to the extent that the spectrum is phonon like, it can best be described by two
separate e(k) curves, not one.

Where might this second phonon spectrum come from? In the Bogoliubov
ground state most of the particles are still condensed at k = 0 and there is a small
(but non-zero) background of particles with k # 0. The Bogoliubov phonons are
qualitatively the same as the free “phonons”; particles are excited out of k = 0 sea.
The renormalized energy ¢’ comes about because the k = 0 background now has
to readjust itself. It is quite possible that there is another type of excitation which
would be associated directly with excitation of the k # 0 background. Similar
suggestions have been made before (see [Mal).

A physical reason for the possibility of another spectrum is the critical veloc-
ity failure of current theory. Some time ago Landau gave an argument to account
for superfluidity based on the phonon hypothesis. Suppose one has a mass, M, of
fluid moving with velocity v and momentum P = Mwv. Let us suppose that in the
rest system of the fluid it is in its ground state and hence has momentum equal
to zero. In the laboratory system the fluid will have energy Ey = Eg + P?/2M.
If the fluid interacts with the walls of the channel in which it is moving it must
lose energy and momentum, so that its energy is now F; — A and its momentum
is P — §. If we make a Galilean transformation with velocity —v, the energy will
be Ey — A + dv and the momentum will be —§. Now consider the € (k) curve. It is
presumably possible to draw a straight line €’ (k) = sk such that €” is just tangent
to, and otherwise always under, € (k) (we could not do this for free bosons unless
s were to be zero). This line defines a velocity v. = s/A. In order to impart mo-
mentum ¢ to the system the energy must therefore increase at least by an amount
v:0. In the above example, however, the energy increased by an amount less than
vd. The conclusion is that if the velocity of the fluid is less than v, the fluid will
not be able to lose any momentum to the walls of the channel, and hence it will
display superfluid behavior.

We would expect from the Bogoliubov solution that v. should be of the order
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of magnitude of the sound velocity. Experimentally, v, is found to be very much
less than vs, and it is also found to depend sensitively on the diameter of the
channel — especially for very narrow channels. It is clear that another type of
excitation, with an energy much less than that given by (A240), could account
for the discrepancy. Indeed, we will find such a spectrum in the one-dimensional
model to be analyzed later.

Finally, we wish to emphasize another important feature of Bogoliubov’s
analysis, namely that the excitation spectrum is intimately connected with the
ground state wave function. This fact is important because it shows that calcu-
lating the ground state energy is not merely an academic exercise. Although FEjy
is a rather unimportant number (it can be measured, however) it is manifestly
clear that we cannot really hope to be able to predict the dynamics of this com-
plicated system unless we are in a position to calculate the much simpler quantity,
FEy, along with some of the important properties of the ground state, such as the
two—particle correlation function which we shall discuss later.

We shall write down the Bogoliubov wave function ¥/, = e~ ¥W,. S is given
by [A21]), but that expression is needlessly complicated because it contains axa_x
which vanishes when applied to |0). A little algebra will show that

U( = exp {Z /h(k)aLa k} L) (A.35)
where
_ 1 _ 2 1/2
b1 = —5-os {100 - (7097 - 9097) .
= 5 — oK) (el) — (1))

n ([A3H) the state ¥} is not normalized, and ¥y means the free particle ground
state, i.e., (ah)N|0). The difficulty with ¥/, of course, is that it does not have a
definite particle number. One way to fix this would be to replace the a'’s by the
Kromminga, Bolsterli b’s. This would not alter Ey. A simpler procedure would

—1/2

be to multiply each aI{ by N ag. If we then write out the first few terms in

A38) we get
W =(ah)"|0) +NZ k)ata'  (ah)N~?|0)

—|—N2/2'Zh akaT kaT t (aB)N74|O> (A.37)

+....

In essence, [A37) may be taken as the statement of the Bogoliubov ansatz, just
as much as ([AJJ), for the most general wave function we could construct would
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be

i
U= (ah)V0) + N Y hP (k)afal  (ad)V72|0)
k

/ —_

—i—NZ h(g)(k,q)alagatkiq(ag)]v 30)
k,q (A.38)
!

+N%/20 > " hW(k,q,p)ajalalal,__(ah)V*|0)

k,q,p
“+ ...

(Notice that there can be no linear term because of momentum conservation.)
The quadratic term in (A1) is quite general, but [(A37) has no triplet or other
odd power terms. Also the quartic term is of a very special kind. The Bogoliubov

ansatz is that
hV(k,q,p) = dp1xh® (k)h*) (q), (A.39)

and so on for succeeding even powers. We could just as well have derived the
Bogoliubov results by starting with (A31) instead of with Hp in (AI9).






Appendix B

An Exactly Soluble Model

This appendiz is taken from Section 5 of [L3|, which summarizes the papers |LIL
L1]. Until recently this model was just an amusing exercise, but it now appears
that it is possible to produce a one-dimensional gas like this in the laboratory
and the experimental results agree, so far, with the rigorous calculations on the
model. In ChapterB we show how this one-dimensional model emerges from three-

dimensional models when the trap is long compared to its width.

With various approximation schemes before us, it would certainly be ad-
vantageous to have at least one problem of the type ([(AJl) that can be solved
exactly. We should then be able to verify whether or not the previously mentioned
qualitative ideas are correct.

Such model problem is the one-dimensional Bose gas with a pair-wise re-
pulsive d-function potential ([LIJ [L1]). Using units in which A%/2m = 1, the
Schrédinger equation is

N
—262/8:612—1—2026(:61-—90]-) v=FEy. (B.1)
i=1

i<j

Hence 2¢ > 0 is the amplitude of the d—function. If L is the length of the line then
p = N/L. Tt is well known that a —function potential is equivalent to the following
boundary conditions whenever any two particles touch each other (irrespective of
the value of the remaining N — 2 coordinates):

(0/0z; — 8/8:1:;6)1/4%:@ —(0/0x; — 8/a$k)7/)|1j:z; =2¢|z; =y - (B.2)
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We also note that we are seeking symmetric solutions to (BJl) and hence if we
know ¢ in R
R :0< <---<zy<L, (B.3)

we know 1 everywhere by symmetric extension. Thus our equations become

N
{— > o /axf} ¢ = Eq inside Ry (B.4)

i=1
(8/8:1:j+1 - 8/axj)w|zj+1:m; = Cl/)|zj+1:m]. . (B5)

Moreover, the original periodic boundary conditions can be interpreted as

’Q/J(O,{EQ,...,LL'N) =¢($2,...,LL'N,L)

(B.6)
8/8$¢($,$2, s 7xN)|I:0 = 8/3x7,/)(3:2, RS Ivi)|m:L .
To solve these equations, consider the function
o(x1,...,zn) = Det|exp(i k;x;)| (B.7)

where k1,...,ky = {k} are any set of N distinct numbers. Now define ¢ by

o =[]0/0x; — 0/0m: + c)p. (B.8)

7>

It is readily verified that ¢ satisfies (BH) automatically, as well as (B4 with

N
E=) k. (B.9)
1=1

It is (B8) which determines the numbers {k} and it may be shown that this is
equivalent to the IV simultaneous equations

N
(—=1)Nlexp(—ik;L) = exp [iz (ks — kj)] , (B.10)

where

0(k) = —2tan~'(k/c), —m<6<m  forreal k. (B.11)
Equation (BI0) may be rewritten as

N
0 = (kjp1 — k)L = _[0(ks — k;) — (ks — kji1)] + 27 n; (B.12)

s=1
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for j=1,...,N — 1. Equation (BIJ) is N — 1 simultaneous equations for the d;;
when they are found, the individual k’s may be obtained from (BI0). The n; in
([BID) are integers, and it can be shown that for any choice of the n; such that all
n; > 1 there is a solution to (BI2) with real 0; > 0. Presumably these solutions
are unique and are the only solutions to ([BI0); at least this is true if N = 2.
These n’s are therefore the quantum numbers of the system.

If we pass now to the bulk limit, N — oo, the ground state will be obtained
when all n; = 1, because this choice clearly minimizes (BX). It may be verified
that all the k’s must lie between —mp and mp, which means that the spacing
between the k’s decreases as N — oo. If we set

fk;) =1/0; (B.13)

then Lf(k) = the number of k’s between k and k + dk. Furthermore, we denote
by K the common value of kx and —k;. Using Poisson’s formula, (BI0) may be
converted into an integral equation:

20/2 f(p)dp/ [+ (p— k)] =2nf(k) -1, (B.14)

with .
/ f(k) dk = p (B.15)

-K

being the condition that the total number of particles be N. This latter condition
determines K. The ground state energy is then

K
Ey = (N/p)/_Kf(k:)k2 dk . (B.16)

At this point it is convenient to introduce the dimensionless coupling constant

v=c/p, (B.17)

in terms of which we may write
Eo = Np®e(7). (B.18)

Equations (BI4) and (BIH) can easily be solved on a computer for all values
of ¥ > 0. Graphs for K(v), e(y) and f(k,7) are given in Figures 1, 3 and 2

respectively of reference [LI]. The results, briefly, are these:
small v : e(y) =~ — (4/3m)y%/?
K(y) =20""? (B.19)

f(k,y) = (27Tp’y)71(4p27 _ k2)1/2
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large y:  e(y) = (724%)/3)(y +2)7°
K(y) =mpy(y+2)7" (B.20)
fk,y) = (v +2)/2my.

We may inquire how Bogoliubov’s theory fares for this problem. This theory
yields (BI9) for e(y) for all 7, a result which is in fair agreement with the cor-
rect e(y) up to v = 2 and then becomes quite useless. While the true e(y) is a
monotonically increasing function of v, with an asymptotic value of 72/3, (B19)
is actually negative for v > (37/4)2.

When ~ is infinite, the wave functions, (BS), are given by

¥ = Det |exp(ik;x;)]| (B.21)
where each k; is of the form:

k= (2r/L) x (integer), (N odd)

= (2r/L) x (integer) + 7/L, (N even). (B.22)

For the ground state the k’s run between —mp and mp. Another way to express the
ground state g (for any N) is to recognize (B2l as a Vandermonde determinant,
whence
o = Hsin(ﬂxj —2;|/L) (B.23)
i<j
for all values of the z; in (0, L).

Turning now to the excitation spectrum, let us first consider the infinite
case, where the k’s are given by ([B22). The spectrum will be recognized as the
same as that of a one-component Fermi gas.

An elementary excitation consists in increasing one of the momenta from
q < K =mp to k> K. The energy is then

E(k, Q) = k? - q2 ) (B24)
and the momentum of the state is

plk,q) =k —q. (B.25)

The difficulty with this description is that it is completely different from what we
had been led to expect on the basis of the pair Hamiltonian calculation. For one
thing there is no unique €(p) curve. For another, each excitation may take place
only once, whereas a boson type excitation can be repeated as often as desired.
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In order to make this spectrum appear boson-like, let us define two types of
elementary excitations: for type I we increase ky from K to K + p (where p > 0).
The momentum of the state is p and the energy is

e1(p) = (K +p)* = K> = p* + 2mpp. (B.26)

For type II we increase one of the momenta from K —p+27/L (where 0 < p < K)
to K + 27/L. Here the momentum is again p and

ea(p) = 2mpp — p*. (B.27)

A type II excitation is defined only for momentum less than 7p. With this de-
scription we have achieved our aim, but at the expense of introducing two €¢(p)
curves. Any type I excitation can be repeated as often as desired providing we
agree always to take the last available k less than K and increase it by p. Simi-
larly, with the same proviso, a type II excitation is boson-like. In addition, both
I and IT excitations may occur simultaneously. In fact the excitation in (B24)
may be thought of as a simultaneous type I and II excitation with momenta p — k
and K — g, respectively. It will be seen that provided we make a finite number of
excitations by the above rule the energies and momenta will be additive to order
1/N. Thus if we make n type I excitations with momenta p1,...,p, and m type
IT excitations with momenta ¢y, ..., ¢n, the energy as given by (B28) and (B21)
would be

a(py) + Y elgy), (B.28)

1 j=1

E =
J

n

while the momentum would be
P=>"pi+> q. (B.29)
j=1 j=1

Now if we examine the state we would obtain with these excitations we will find
that the true energy of the state agrees with (B28) to order 1/N while the true
momentum is exactly given by (B29).

There is one caveat, however. In achieving this boson description of the excita-
tions we have, in reality, counted each state twice. If the rules above are carefully
examined it turns out that a state with n type I excitations with momentum
p = 2mm/L is identical to the state with m type II excitations of momentum
p = 2mn/L. The spectrum is therefore really much more complicated than we had
imagined. If we give up the double spectrum point of view in order to avoid the
double counting, then we would have to regard a type II excitation, for example,
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as essentially an infinite number of type I excitations with vanishing small mo-
mentum, 27/L. Not only is this unnatural, but the energy would then be given
incorrectly. From (B28) we would conclude that ex(p) = 2mpp, where as the
correct expression is (B21).

When + is not infinite the same qualitative conclusions apply. It will be
appreciated that increasing one of the k’s is the same as putting all but one of the
n;’s in (BI) equal to unity. For a type I excitation the singular n is ny_; and
this is set equal to gL /2. For a type II excitation the singular n is one of the n;’s
(where N/2 < j < N — 1) and this is set equal to 2. The difficulty with the finite
v case is that when the n’s are changed in this way all the k’s are shifted — not
merely one of them. This shift can be computed from (BI2) and one can again
obtain two e(p) functions. The details are given in reference [L1]. It is found that
as v — 0, €1(p) — p? (the free boson function) while ey(p) — 0 for all p. But for
every «y there are always two €(p) curves.

Bogoliubov’s theory, on the other hand, predicts only one €(p) curve:

e(p) = p(p® + 4vp*)Y/?,  (Bogoliubov) . (B.30)

It turns our that for small v, ([B30) is quite close to the true € (p) (cf. Fig. 4 of
Reference LLI]). The e2(p) curve is entirely missing from Bogoliubov’s theory.



Appendix C

Definition and Properties of
Scattering Length

This appendiz is from the paper [LY2] and is included here because the scattering
length plays an important role in these notes and because it is not easy to find a

rigorous definition in the textbooks.

In this appendix we shall define and derive the scattering length and some
of its properties. The reader is referred to [LLo], especially chapters 9 and 11, for
many of the concepts and facts we shall use here.

We start with a potential %v(x) that depends only on the radius, r = x|,
with x € R™. For simplicity, we assume that v has finite range; this condition can
easily be relaxed, but we shall not do so here, except for a remark at the end that
shows how to extend the concepts to infinite range, nonnegative potentials. Thus,

we assume that

v(r)=0 for r > Ry. (C.1)
We decompose v into its positive and negative parts, v = vy —v_, with vy, v_ >0,
and assume the following for v_ only (with € > 0):
LYRY) forn=1
v_ € L'*e(R?) forn =2 (C.2)
L"?(R"™) forn > 3.

In fact, v can even be a finite, spherically symmetric measure, e.g., a sum of delta

functions.
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We also make the important assumption that %v(x) has no negative energy
bound states in L?(R™), which is to say we assume that for all ¢ € H!(R") (the
space of L? functions with L? derivatives)

1 3
[ (1196602 + Gutio(P ) arx = 0. ©3)
The scattering length is defined, of course, even when bound states are
present, but it is not defined by the variational principle given below.
Theorem C.1. Let R > Ry and let Bg C R™ denote the ball {x: 0 < |x| < R} and
Sk the sphere {x : |x| = R}. For f € H'(Bg) we set

nlol = [ (WIToGOR + J060lo02 ) a'x. (€

Then, in the subclass of functions such that ¢(x) = 1 for all x € Sg, there is a
unique function ¢o that minimizes Eg|@P|. This function is nonnegative and spher-

ically symmetric, i.e,
do(x) = fo(lx]) (C.5)
with a nonnegative function fo on the interval (0, R], and it satisfies the equation

—uo(x) + 50(x)o0(x) = 0 ()

in the sense of distributions on Bgr, with boundary condition fo(R)=1.
For Ry <r <R

(r—a)/(R—a) forn =1
fo(r) = fE¥™(r) = < In(r/a)/ In(R/a) for n = 2 (C.7)
(1—ar*")/(1—aR?>™™) forn>3

for some number a called the scattering length.

The minimum value of Eg[@] is

2u/(R—a) forn=1
E =14 2ru/In(R/a) forn =2 (C.8)
212 pa/[T'(n/2)(1 — aR?>~™)] for n > 3.
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Remarks: 1. Given that the minimizer is spherically symmetric for every R, it is
then easy to see that the R dependence is trivial. There is really one function, Fy,
defined on all of the positive half axis, such that fo(r) = Fo(r)/Fo(R). That is why
we did not bother to indicate the explicit dependence of fy on R. The reason is a
simple one: If R> R, take the minimizer fo for R and replace its values for r < R
by fo(r)fo(R), where fo is the minimizer for the By problem. This substitution
cannot increase €. Thus, by uniqueness, we must have that fo(r) = fo(r) fo(R)
for r < R.

2. From (7)) we then see that f5™"P(r) > 0 for all » > Ry, which implies
that a < Ry forn§3anda§R8_2 for n > 3.

3. According to our definition ([C), a has the dimension of a length only
when n < 3.

4. The variational principle (C4l), [C) allows us to discuss the connection
between the scattering length and [ v. We recall Bogoliubov’s perturbation theory
[Bo, [B7], which says that to leading order in the density p, the energy per particle
of a Bose gas is eg(p) ~ 2mp [ v, whereas the correct formula in two-dimensions is
47 up| In(pa?)|~t. The Bogoliubov formula is an upper bound (for all p) since it is
the expectation value of Hy in the non-interacting ground state ¥ = 1. Thus, we

2)|=! when pa? < 1, which suggests that

4

must have 3 [v > |In(pa

Indeed, the truth of ([CA) can be verified by using the function ¢(x) = 1
as a trial function in (C). Then, using ([CR), 5 [v > E = 27pu/In(R/a) for all
R > Ry, which proves [CH). As a — 0, [CH) becomes an equality, however, in
the sense that ([, v)In(Ro/a) — 4mp.

In the same way, we can derive the inequality of Spruch and Rosenberg [SR]

472 a

(Here, we take the limit R — oo in (CJ)).
In one-dimension we obtain (with R = Ry)

4p
> . C.11
/R“—Ro—a (C.11)

for dimension 3 or more:
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Proof of Theorem [Cl Given any ¢ € H! we can replace it by the square root of
the spherical average of |¢|?. This preserves the boundary condition at |x| = R,
while the v term in (C4) is unchanged. It also lowers the gradient term in ((C4)
because the map p — [(V,/p)? is convex [L.La|. Indeed, there is a strict decrease

unless ¢ is already spherically symmetric and nonnegative.

Thus, without loss of generality, we may consider only nonnegative, spher-
ically symmetric functions. We may also assume that in the annular region
A= {x : Ry < |x| < R} there is some a such that ([C1) is true because
these are the only spherically symmetric, harmonic functions in A. If we substi-
tute for ¢ the harmonic function in A that agrees with ¢ at |x| = Ry and |x| =1
we will lower g unless ¢ is already harmonic in 4. (We allow the possibility a = 0
for n < 2, meaning that ¢ = constant.)

Next, we note that Er[¢] is bounded below. If it were not bounded then (with
R fixed) we could find a sequence ¢’ such that £r(¢/) — —oo. However, if h is a
smooth function on Ry with h(r) =1 forr < R+ 1 and h(r) =0 for r > 2R+ 1
then the function gﬁ-ﬂ\(x) = ¢’(x) for |x| < R and gﬁ-ﬂ\(x) = h(|x|) for |x| > Ris a
legitimate variational function for the L?(R™) problem in ([C3). It is easy to see
that ER[Q/Z/)?] < Er[#?] + (const)R™"~2 and this contradicts ([C3) (recall that R is
fixed).

Now we take a minimizing sequence ¢’ for £ and corresponding g/b; as above.
By the assumptions on v_ we can see that the kinetic energy 77 = f |V?|? and
Ik |¢7|> are bounded. We can then find a subsequence of the aj that converges
weakly in H' to some spherically symmetric (;ASO(X) = ﬁg(|x|) Correspondingly,
#?(x) converges weakly in H'(Bgr) to ¢o(x) = fo(|x|). The important point is
that the term - [ v_|¢7|? is weakly continuous while the term [ vy|¢/|? is weakly
lower continuous [LLd]. We also note that fo(R) = 1 since the functions &3 are
identically equal to 1 for R < |[x| < R+ 1 and the limit 030 is continuous away
from the origin since it is spherically symmetric and in H'.

Thus, the limit function ¢p is a minimizer for £[¢] under the condition ¢ =1
on Sg. Since it is a minimizer, it must be harmonic in A, so ([C) is true. Eq. ([CH)
is standard and is obtained by replacing ¢g by ¢¢ + 01, where 9 is any infinitely
differentiable function that is zero for |x| > R. The first variation in § gives ([C.0).

Eq. (CX) is obtained by using integration by parts to compute Eg[do]-

The uniqueness of the minimizer can be proved in two ways. One way is
to note that if ¢y # ¥ are two minimizers then, by the convexity noted above,
Er[V P + V] < Er[do] + Er[tho]. The second way is to notice that all minimizers
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satisfy (C26)), which is a linear, ordinary differential equation for fy on (0, R) since
all minimizers are spherically symmetric, as we noted. But the solution of such

equations, given the value at the end points, is unique. |

We thus see that if the Schrédinger operator on R™ with potential 1v(x)
has no negative energy bound state then the scattering length in (C7) is well
defined by a variational principle. Our next task is to find some properties of the
minimizer ¢g. For this purpose we shall henceforth assume that v is nonnegative,
which guarantees ([C3), of course.

Lemma C.2. If v is nonnegative then for all 0 < r < R the minimizer ¢o(x) =
fo(|x]) satisfies
A)
fo(r) = fg™"P(r), (C.12)

where f§™™" is given in [C)

B) fo(r) is a monotonically nondecreasing function of r.

C) If v(r) > v(r) > 0 for all r then the corresponding minimizers satisfy
fo(r) < fo(r) for all ¥ < R. Hence, a > a > 0.

Proof. Let us define fi*"™P(r) for all 0 < r < co by [CQ), and let us extend fo(r)
to all 0 < 7 < oo by setting fo(r) = f5*™P(r) when r > R.

To prove A) Note that —A¢y = —%vqﬁo, which implies that ¢ is subharmonic
(we use v > 0 and ¢g > 0, by Theorem [CTl). Set ho(r) = fo(r) — (1 +¢) f57™"(r)
with € > 0 and small. Obviously, x +— h.(|x|) is subharmonic on the open set
{x:0 < |x| < oo} because f§™"P(|x|) is harmonic there. Clearly, h. — —oo as
r — oo and h.(R) = —e. Suppose that ([CI2) is false at some radius p < R and
that ho(p) = —c < 0. In the annulus p < r < 00, he(r) has its maximum on the
boundary, i.e., either at p or at oo (since h(|x]|) is subharmonic in x ). By choosing
e sufficiently small and positive we can have that h.(p) < —2¢ and this contradicts
the fact that the maximum (which is at least —e ) is on the boundary.

B) is proved by noting (by subharmonicity again) that the maximum of fy
in (0,r) occurs on the boundary, i.e., fo(r) > fo(r’) for any r' < r.

C) is proved by studying the function g = fo — ]70. Since fo and ﬁ) are
continuous, the falsity of C) implies the existence some open subset, Q C Br on
which g(|x|) > 0. On © we have that g(|x|) is subharmonic (because vfy > fo).
Hence, its maximum occurs on the boundary, but g = 0 there. This contradicts
g(|x]) > 0 on . O
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Remark about infinite range potentials: If v(r) is infinite range and nonnegative it
is easy to extend the definition of the scattering length under the assumptions:

1) v(r) > 0 for all r and

2) For some Ry we have f]: v(r)r"t dr < oco.

If we cut off the potential at some point Ry > Ry (i.e.,set v(r) = 0 for r > Rp)
then the scattering length is well defined but it will depend on Ry, of course. Denote
it by a(Rp). By part C of Lemma (C3), a(Rp) is an increasing function of Ry.
However, the bounds (CO) and ([CI0) and assumption 2) above guarantee that
a(Ryp) is bounded above. (More precisely, we need a simple modification of (C3)
and ([CI0) to the potential v(r) = co for r < Ry and 9(r) = v(r) for r > R;.
This is accomplished by replacing the ‘trial function’ f(z) = 1 by a smooth radial
function that equals 0 for » < R; and equals 1 for > Ry for some Ry > Rj.)
Thus, a is well defined by

a= lim a(Ry) . (C.13)

Ro—o0



Appendix D

c-Number Substitutions and
Gauge Symmetry Breaking

In this appendiz, which is a slightly extended version of [LSeYS], we give a rigorous
justification of part of the Bogoliubov approzimation, discussed in Appendiz [Bl
— namely the replacement of bosonic creation and annihilation operators by c-
numbers. We also discuss the relation between BEC and spontaneous breaking of

gauge symmetry which was mentioned briefly in the introduction.

One of the key developments in the theory of the Bose gas, especially the
theory of the low density gases currently at the forefront of experiment, is Bogoli-
ubov’s 1947 analysis [Bd| of the many-body Hamiltonian by means of a c-number
substitution for the most relevant operators in the problem, the zero-momentum
mode operators, namely ag — 2, ay — 2z*. Naturally, the appropriate value of z
has to be determined by some sort of consistency or variational principle, which
might be complicated, but the concern, expressed by many authors over the years,
is whether this sort of substitution is legitimate, i.e., error free. We address this
latter problem here and show, by a simple but rigorous analysis, that it is so under
very general circumstances.

The rigorous justification for this substitution, as far as calculating the pres-
sure is concerned, was done in a classic paper of Ginibre [Ginl] in 1968, but it does
not seem to have percolated into the general theory community. In textbooks it
is often said, for instance, that it is tied to the imputed ‘fact’ that the expec-

tation value of the number operator ng = agag is of order V' = volume. (This
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was the argument in [Bo]). That is, Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) justifies
the substitution. As Ginibre pointed out, however, BEC has nothing to do with
it. The z substitution still gives the right answer even if ng is small (but it is a
useful calculational tool only if ng is macroscopic). Thus, despite [Gin] and the
thorough review of these matters in [ZB], there is some confusion in the literature
and clarification could be useful.

In this appendix we do three things. 1.) We show how Ginibre’s result can
be easily obtained in a few simple lines. While he used coherent states, he did
not use the Berezin-Lieb inequality [Be, [L4, Si2], derived later, which efficiently
gives upper bounds. This inequality gives explicit error bounds which, typically,
are only order one compared to the total free energy or pressure times volume,
which are order N = particle number.

2.) This allows us to go beyond [Gin] and make c-number substitutions for
many k-modes at once, provided the number of modes is lower order than N.

3.) We show how the optimum value of z yields, in fact, the expectation value
(ng) in the true state when a gauge breaking term is added to the Hamiltonian.
More precisely, in the thermodynamic limit (TL) the |z|?> that maximizes the
partition function equals |{ag)|? and this equals (ng), which is the amount of
condensation — a point that was not addressed in full generality in previous work
IGinl, [ZB| [BSPL [AVZ]. The second of these equalities has previously only been
treated under some additional assumptions [FPV] or for some simplified models
[ZB, [Su).t

While we work here at positive temperature kgT = 1/8, our methods also
work for the ground state (and are even simpler in that case). To keep this note
short and, hopefully, readable, we will be a bit sketchy in places but there is no
difficulty filling in the details.

The use of coherent states [KS| [ZFG] to give accurate upper and lower bounds
to energies, and thence to expectation values, is effective in a wide variety of
problems [Lf], e.g., quantum spin systems in the large S limit [L4], the Dicke
model [HL], the strong coupling polaron [LT], and the proof that Thomas-Fermi
theory is exact in the large atom limit [L5, [Th]. For concreteness and relevance,
we concentrate on the Bose gas problem here, and we discuss only the total,
correct Hamiltonian. Nevertheless, the same conclusions hold also for variants,
such as Bogoliubov’s truncated Hamiltonian (the “weakly imperfect Bose gas”
[ZB, Ba]) or other modifications, provided we are in the stability regime (i.e., the
regime in which the models make sense). We are not claiming that any particular

'We note that recently A. Siité presented a different proof of item 3 [Su2).
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approximation is valid. That is a completely different story that has to be decided
independently. The method can also be modified to incorporate inhomogeneous
systems. The message is the same in all cases, namely that the z substitution causes
no errors (in the TL), even if there is no BEC, whenever it is applied to physically
stable systems. Conversely, if the system is stable after the z substitution then so
is the original one.

We start with the well-known Hamiltonian for bosons in a large box of volume
V', expressed in terms of the second-quantized creation and annihilation operators

ay, ay. satisfying the canonical commutation relations,

H= Z K aj.ay + % Z V(P) 0t pla—piila; (D.1)
k k,p,q

(with i = 2m = 1). Here, v is the Fourier transform of the two-body potential
v(x). We assume that there is a bound on the Fourier coefficients |v(k)| < ¢ < oc.

The case of hard core potentials can be taken care of in the following way.
First cut off the hard core potential v at a height 10'2 eV. It is easy to prove,
by standard methods, that this cutoff will have a negligible effect on the exact
answer. After the cutoff ¢ will be about 10'2 eV A2, and according to what we
prove below, this substitution will affect the chemical potential only by about
©/V, which is truly negligible when V = 1023 A3,

If we replace the operator ag by a complex number z and ag by z* every-
where in H we obtain a Hamiltonian H’(z) that acts on the Fock-space of all
the modes other than the ay mode. Unfortunately, H'(z) does not commute with
the particle number N~ = )", £0 ay.a,. It is convenient, therefore, to work in the
grand-canonical ensemble and consider H, = H — uN = H — p(ayaqg + N~) and,
correspondingly, H),(z) = H'(z) — p(|z]> + N>).

The partition functions are given by

ePVPI) = 2 (1) = try exp[—BH,,] (D.2)

VW) = () = / 0 try exp|—BH) ()] (D-3)

<

(1]

where H is the full Hilbert (Fock) space, H' is the Fock space without the ag
mode, and d% = 7~ 'dzdy with z = x + iy. The functions p(u) and p’(u) are the
corresponding finite volume pressures.

The pressure p(u) has a finite TL for all g < peritical, and it is a convex
function of p. For the non-interacting gas, picritical = 0, but for any realistic system
Ueritical = +00. In any case, we assume p < Ucritical, in Which case both the pressure
and the density are finite.
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Let |z) = exp{—|z|?/2 + za$} |0) be the coherent state vector in the ay Fock
space and let II(z) = |z)(z| be the projector onto this vector. There are six relevant
operators containing aq in H,, which have the following expectation values [KS]
(called lower symbols)

(zlao|2) = 2, (lagaolz) = 2%, (zlagaolz) = |2|*

(zlag|z) = 27, (zlagag|z) = 22, (zagagagac|z) = |2[*.
Each also has an upper symbol, which is a function of z (call it u(z) generically)
such that an operator F is represented as F' = [ d% u(z)II(z). These symbols are

ag — 2, Aoty — 22, agag — |2|? — 1
2

ag — 2%, agag — 2*°, agagagae — |2t —4lz* + 2.

It will be noted that the operator H},(2), defined above, is obtained from H,
by substituting the lower symbols for the six operators. If we substitute the upper
symbols instead into H,, we obtain a slightly different operator, which we write as

Hj(2) = H,(2) + 0,(2) with

Ou(z) = p+ % (—4|z|* + 2)v(0) — Z apay (2v(0) + v(k) + V(—k)):|. (D.4)
K£0

The next step is to mention two inequalities, of which the first is

(1]
(1]

(n) = E' (1) (D.5)

This is a consequence of the following two facts: The completeness property of
coherent states, [ d%II(z) = Identity, and

(2 ® @le PHu|z @ ¢) > e PEOUHLI®) — o—FSIH, (2)9) (D.6)

where ¢ is any normalized vector in H’. This is Jensen’s inequality for the expec-
tation value of a convex function (like the exponential function) of an operator.
To prove ([D.B) we take ¢ in (D) to be one of the normalized eigenvectors
of H](2), in which case exp{(¢| — BH,,(2)|$)} = (¢| exp{—BH, (2)}|¢). We then
sum over all such eigenvectors (for a fixed z) and integrate over z. The left side is
then Z(u), while the right side is Z'(u).
The second inequality [Be, [L4, Si2] is

(1]

() < E"(p) = V70, (D.7)
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where ="(y) is similar to Z'(u) except that H,(z) is replaced by H//(z). Its
proof is the following. Let |®;) € H denote the complete set of normal-
ized eigenfunctions of H,. The partial inner product |¥;(z)) = (z|®;) is a
vector in H' whose square norm, given by c¢;(z) = (U;(2)|V,(z))n, satisfies
fdch = 1. By using the upper symbols, we can write (®;|H,|®;) =
J @22 (95(2) | H) (2)|¥;(2)) = [ d? (¥(2)|H,/(2)|¥)(2))c;(z), where |¥(2)) is the
normahzed vector ¢;j(z)~ 1/ 20,(2). To compute the trace, we can exponentiate this
to write Z(u) as

Zexp{ 5 [ el E)

Using Jensen’s inequality twice, once for functions and once for expectations as in

[>8), =() is less than
Z/d 2 ¢5(2) exp { (W) (2)] — BH(2)|W)(2)))
< Z/dzz c](z)<\113(z)| exp {—BHZ(Z)} |\I/;(z)>
J
Since tr II(z) = 1, the last expression can be rewritten
/d2 Z (®,|T1(2) ® exp {—BH]/(2)} |®;) = ="

Thus, we have that

[1]
[I]

E' (1) < E(p) < E" (1) (D.8)

The next step is to try to relate Z”(u) to Z'(u). To this end we have to bound
du(z) in (XZ). This is easily done in terms of the total number operator whose
lower symbol is N'(z2) = |z]? + > k20 G- In terms of the bound ¢ on v(p)

[0,(2)] < 20(N"(2) + 5)/V + |l - (D.9)
Consequently, 27 (u) and Z'(u) are related by the inequality
2 (1) < E(u+ 20/ V)P Irlte/V), (D.10)

Equality of the pressures p(p), p'(p) and p”(p) in the TL follows from (L8) and

OID.
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Closely related to this point is the question of relating Z(u) to the maximum
value of the integrand in ([I3), which is max, try exp[—3H),(z)] = ¢’VP™"". This
latter quantity is often used in discussions of the z substitution problem, e.g., in
refs. [Ginl ZB]. One direction is not hard. It is the inequality (used in ref. [Ginl)

(k) = maxtry exp[—BH, ()], (D.11)

and the proof is the same as the proof of ([LH), except that this time we replace the
completeness relation for the coherent states by the simple inequality Identity >
II(2) for any fixed number z.

For the other direction, split the integral defining =”(u) into a part where
|2|? < € and |z|? > €. Thus,

=’ () < € max tryg eXp[—ﬁHZ(z)] + l/ d* |z|? tryp exp[—ﬂHg(z)]. (D.12)
: Y BESS:

Dropping the condition |z|? > ¢ in the last integral and using [2]?> < N'(z) =
N"(2)+ 1, we see that the last term on the right side of (.12)) is bounded above
by €12 (u)[Vp" (1) + 1], where p”(p) denotes the density in the H;/ ensemble.
Optimizing over £ leads to

=" () < 2[V" (1) + 1] maxc ey exp[BH(2)]. (D.13)

Note that p”’ (1) is order one, since p” (1) and p(u) agree in the TL (and are convex
in 1), and we assumed that the density in the original ensemble is finite. By (O.3)),
Hjl > H, o, — |ul —¢/V, and it follows from (1), (O.I3) and (I that
P agrees with the true pressure p in the TL. Their difference, in fact, is at most
O(InV/V). This is the result obtained by Ginibre in |[Gin] by more complicated
arguments, under the assumption of superstability of the interaction, and without
the explicit error estimates obtained here.

To summarize the situation so far, we have four expressions for the grand-
canonical pressure. They are all equal in the TL limit,

pp) =p'(p) = p" (1) = P () (D.14)

when p is not a point at which the density can be infinite.

Our second main point is that not only is the z substitution valid for aq
but it can also be done for many modes simultaneously. As long as the number
of modes treated in this way is much smaller than N the effect on the pressure
will be negligible. Each such substitution will result in an error in the chemical
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potential that is order ¢/V. The proof of this fact just imitates what was done
above for one mode. Translation invariance is not important here; one can replace
any mode such as ), g, a, by a c-number, which can be useful for inhomogeneous
systems.

A more delicate point is our third one, and it requires, first, a discussion of
the meaning of ‘condensate fraction’ that goes beyond what is usually mentioned
in textbooks, but which was brought out in [Ba, [Gril [Ro]. The ‘natural’ idea
would be to consider V~1({ng). This, however, need not be a reliable measure
of the condensate fraction for the following reason. If we expand exp{—FH} in
eigenfunctions of the number operator ng we would have (ng) = Y ny(n), where
~(n) is the probability that ng = n. One would like to think that y(n) is sharply
peaked at some maximum n value, but we do not know if this is the case. y(n)
could be flat, up to the maximum value or, worse, it could have a maximum at
n = 0. Recall that precisely this happens for the Heisenberg quantum ferromagnet
[Gril; by virtue of conservation of total spin angular momentum, the distribution of
values of the z-component of the total spin, S?, is a strictly decreasing function of
|S#|. Even if it were flat, the expected value of S* would be half of the spontaneous
magnetization that one gets by applying a weak magnetic field.

With this example in mind, we see that the only physically reliable quantity
is limy_olimy _ o V_1<no>u,,\, where the expectation is now with respect to a
Hamiltonian H,, » = H, + VvV (A\ay + A\*a) [Ba]. Without loss of generality, we
assume A to be real. We will show that for almost every A, the density v(Vpo)
converges in the TL to a J-function at the point pyp = limy oo |2max|?/V, where
Zmax Maximizes the partition function try exp{—BH), ,(2)}. That is,

. 1
a0>#-,>\|2 = Vlgnoo V|Zmax|2 . (D15)

i, gl =
This holds for those A where the pressure in the TL is differentiable; since p(u, A) is
convex (upwards) in A this is true almost everywhere. The right and left derivatives
exist for every A and hence limy_o4 limy oo V7 [{ag) 2 |? exists.
The expectation values (ng),x and (ag)u,\ are obtained by integrating
(J2|> = 1) and =z, respectively, with the weight W, (), given by W, x(z) =
E(u, ) try (z| exp{—BH, 1}|z). We will show that this weight converges to a
d-function at zmax in the TL, implying (OIH). If we could replace W), x(z) by
Wﬂﬂo(z)e*mﬁ('z“*), this would follow from Griffiths” argument [Gri] (see also
IDLS, Sect. 1]). Because [H,ay] # 0, W), x is not of this product form. However,
the weight for 2" (u, \), which is W', (z) = 2" (u, A) " tra exp{—BH], (2)}, does
have the right form. In the following we shall show that the two weights are equal



192 Appendix D. c-Number Substitutions and Gauge Symmetry Breaking

apart from negligible errors.

Equality (T4 holds also for all A, i.e., p(u, A) = p”(p, A) = p™**(u, A) in
the TL. In fact, since the upper and lower symbols agree for ay and ag, the error
estimates above remain unchanged. (Note that since V'V |ag+aj| < §(N+3)+V/d
for any 6 > 0, p(u, A) is finite for all A if it is finite for A = 0 in a small interval
around p.) At any point of differentiability with respect to A, Griffiths’ theorem
[Gri] (see [DLS, Cor. 1.1]), applied to the partition function Z" (A, 1), implies that
WL’A(C\/V) converges to a d-function at some point ¢ on the real axis as V — oc.
(The original Griffiths argument can easily be extended to two variables, as we
have here. Because of radial symmetry, the derivative of the pressure with respect
to Im A is zero at any non-zero real \.) Moreover, by comparing the derivatives of
p” and p™** we see that Z: My oo Zmax/VV, Since zmax/VV is contained in
the interval between the left and right derivatives of p™#*(u, A) with respect to A.

We shall now show that the same is true for W, x. To this end, we add
another term to the Hamiltonian, namely eF' = eV [ d%1I(z)f(2V ~1/?), with e
and f real. If f({) is a nice function of two real variables with bounded second
derivatives, it is then easy to see that the upper and lower symbols of F' differ only
by a term of order 1. Namely, for some C > 0 independent of zy and V/,

v [ il (V) - v )| <

Hence, in particular, p(u, A, ) = p”(p, A,€) in the TL. Moreover, if f(¢) = 0 for
|¢ — (| <4, then the pressure is independent of € for |¢| small enough (depending
only on §). This can be seen as follows. We have

" (p, A e) — p" (p, A, 0) = L In <e*ﬁsvf(zvfl/2)> , (D.16)
1%

where the last expectation is in the H ;[ ensemble at ¢ = 0. The corresponding
distribution is exponentially localized at z/v/V = ¢ [Gril [DLS], and therefore the
right side of (D.IG) goes to zero in the TL for small enough €. In particular, the
e-derivative of the TL pressure at € = 0 is zero. By convexity in ¢, this implies that
the derivative of p at finite volume, given by V="1(F),, y = [ d% f(zV Y)W, \(2),
goes to zero in the TL. Since f was arbitrary, VfK_aZ5 dxw, A(Q/V) — 0 as
V' — o0. This holds for all § > 0, and therefore proves the statement.

Our method also applies to the case when the pressure is not differentiable
in A (which is the case at A = 0 in the presence of BEC). In this case, the resulting
weights W), x and W/, need not be d-functions, but Griffiths’ method [Gril, [DLS]
implies that they are, for A £ 0, supported on the real axis between the right and



193

left derivative of p and, for A = 0, on a disc (due to the gauge symmetry) with
radius determined by the right derivative at A = 0. Convexity of the pressure as
a function of A thus implies that in the TL the supports of the weights W, x and
W/l for A # 0 lie outside of this disc. Hence (no)» is monotone increasing in A in
the TL. In combination with (.I3)) this implies in particular that

- o1
Jim = (no a0 < lim Tim = |{ag)ual”, (D.17)

a fact which is intuitively clear but has, to the best of our knowledge, not been
proved so far [Rd] in this generality. In fact, the only hypothesis entering our
analysis, apart from the bound ¢ on the potential, is the existence of the TL of
the pressure and the density.

We note that by Eq. (OLI1) spontaneous symmetry breaking (in the sense
that the right side of ([OLT7) is not zero) always takes place whenever there is BEC
is the usual sense, i.e., without explicit gauge breaking (meaning that the left side
of (LI7Q) is non-zero). Conversely, by Eq. (L15) spontaneous symmetry breaking
is equivalent to BEC in the sense of ‘quasi-averages’ [Bo2), i.e.,

R |
)1\12%) Vlgnoo V(nom_) >0. (D.18)

Note, however, that a non-vanishing of the right side of ([LT7) does not a priori
imply a non-vanishing of the left side. L.e., it is a priori possible that BEC only
shows up after introducing an explicit gauge-breaking term to the Hamiltonian.
While it is expected on physical grounds that positivity of the right side of (.1
implies positivity of the left side, a rigorous proof is lacking, so far. In the example
of the Heisenberg magnet quoted above, equality in (O.I7) does not generally hold,
but still both sides are non-vanishing in the same parameter regime.
To illustrate what could arise mathematically, in principle, consider a weight
function of the form
V2-V+1/V for|¢(|<1/V
A= (VVO) = wy(¢) = /v for 1/V.<[¢|<1  (D.19)
0 for |z| > 1.

This distribution converges for V' — oo to a é-function at ( = 0, and consequently
there is no BEC at A\ = 0. On the other hand, it is easy to see that the weight
function wy (¢ )e—B/\V< (with an appropriate normalization factor) converges, for
any A > 0, to a -function at { = —1 as V' — oo, and hence there is spontaneous
symmetry breaking. The open problem for the mathematician is to prove that
examples like ([O.I9) do not occur in realistic bosonic systems.
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