JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICAL PHYSICS 50, 062103 (2009)

On the infimum of the energy-momentum spectrum of a
homogeneous Bose gas

H. D. Cornean,"® J. Derezinski,?® and P. Zin>®

lDepartment of Mathematical Sciences, Aalborg University, Fredrik Bajers Vej 7G, 9220
Aalborg, Denmark

2Department of Mathematical Methods in Physics, University of Warsaw, Hoza 74, 00-682
Warszawa, Poland

3The Andrzej Sottan Institute of Theoretical Physics, University of Warsaw, Hoza 69, 00-
681 Warszawa, Poland

(Received 18 December 2008; accepted 14 April 2009; published online 16 June 2009)

We consider second-quantized homogeneous Bose gas in a large cubic box with
periodic boundary conditions at zero temperature. We discuss the energy-
momentum spectrum of the Bose gas and its physical significance. We review
various rigorous and heuristic results as well as open conjectures about its proper-
ties. Our main aim is to convince the readers, including those with mainly math-
ematical background, that this subject has many interesting problems for rigorous
research. In particular, we investigate the upper bound on the infimum of the energy
for a fixed total momentum k given by the expectation value of one-particle exci-
tations over a squeezed states. This bound can be viewed as a rigorous version of
the famous Bogoliubov method. We show that this approach seems to lead to a
(nonphysical) energy gap. The variational problem involving squeezed states can
serve as the preparatory step in a perturbative approach that should be useful in
computing excitation spectrum. This version of a perturbative approach to the Bose
gas seems (at least in principle) superior to the commonly used approach based on
the c-number substitution. © 2009 American Institute of Physics.

[DOL: 10.1063/1.3129489]

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we would like to review one of outstanding open problems of quantum physics—
rigorous understanding of the energy-momentum spectrum of homogeneous Bose gas at zero
temperature. We describe various rigorous and heuristic arguments about its shape. In particular,
we discuss a number of versions of the so-called Bogoliubov approach. We use the main idea of
this approach to give rigorous upper bounds on the energy-momentum spectrum of the Bose gas.

There exists little rigorous work on this subject. We think that mathematicians avoid this topic
not only because of its difficulty. Unfortunately, it is not easy to formulate questions in this domain
that are, on one hand, physically relevant, and on the other hand, mathematically clean and
precise. We try to ask a number of such questions, some of them rather ambitious, but some,
perhaps, within the reach of present methods. We think that rigorous methods of spectral analysis
and operator theory could be very helpful in clarifying this subject.
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A. Bose gas in canonical approach

One can distinguish two possible approaches to the Bose gas at positive density:
“canonical”—fixing the density p—and “grand canonical”’—fixing the chemical potential u. In
most of our paper we will concentrate on the latter setting. Nevertheless, in Sec. I, as well as in
Sec. II, we will stick to the canonical approach.

We suppose that the two-body potential of an interacting Bose gas is described by a real
function v defined on RY, satisfying v(x)=v(-x). We assume that v(x) decays at infinity suffi-
ciently fast.

A typical assumption on the potentials that we have in mind in our paper is

(k) >0, kel (1.1)

where the Fourier transform of v is given by

o(K) := f v(x)e ®¥dx . (1.2)
R4

Potentials satisfying (1.1) will be called repulsive. Note, however, that a large part of our paper
does not use directly any specific assumption on the potentials.

Homogeneous Bose gas is described by the Hilbert space L2((R%)") [symmetric square inte-
grable functions on (R%)"], the n-body Schrodinger Hamiltonian,

H":—ElAi+ > u(xi-x), (1.3)

i=1 2 1=i<j=n
and the momentum operator

n

Pli= Y, — iVy.

i=1

(H,P) is a collection of 1+d commuting self-adjoint operators, hence we can ask about the
properties of their joint spectrum, called the energy-momentum spectrum.

(1.3) describes, however, only a finite number of particles in an infinite space. We would like
to investigate homogeneous Bose gas at positive density. It is a little problematic how to model
such a system. A natural solution would be restricting (1.3) to, e.g., A=[-L/2,L/2]% the
d-dimensional cubic box of side length L, with Dirichlet boundary conditions. This will, however,
destroy its translational invariance. Therefore, following the accepted, although somewhat un-
physical tradition, we consider the Bose gas on a torus. This means, in particular, that the potential
v is replaced by

vL(x)=l > ek xp(k), (1.4)

Vke(Zﬂ'/L)Zd

where k e (27r/L)Z is the discrete momentum variable and V=L is the volume of the box. Note
that v is periodic with respect to the domain A and v’(x) — v(x) as L— . The system on a torus
is described by the Hamiltonian

HL’”=—2 lAiL+ E UL(Xi_Xj) (1.5)

=1 2 1=i<j=n

acting on the space L*(A”) (symmetric square integrable functions on A”). The Laplacian is
assumed to have periodic boundary conditions.
Let us denote by E-" the ground state energy in the box,
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EL" = inf sp HE",

where sp K denotes the spectrum of an operator K.
The total momentum is given by the vector of operators

n

Ph" = X —iVy.

i=1

Its joint spectrum equals (27/L)Z.
Clearly, H*" and P-" commute with each other. Therefore we can define their joint spectrum,

27T
sp(H-", PE") C R X TZd’

which will be called the energy-momentum spectrum in the box. By the excitation spectrum in the
box we will mean sp(H""—Eb", pLom),

For k e (27r/L)7¢, we can define the Hamiltonian H~"(k) to be the restriction of H" to the
supspace of P"=k and infimum of the excitation spectrum (IES) in the box as

€l"(k) := inf sp(H-"(k) — EL™). (1.6)

By the infimum of the energy-momentum spectrum in the box we will mean EX"+ (k).

It is believed that the properties of the Bose gas simplify in the thermodynamic limit. It means
that one should fix p>0, take the number of particles equal to n=pV, and then pass to the limit
L—cc. Unfortunately, as far as we know, the Hamiltonians HE"—EL" do not have a limit as
self-adjoint operators. One can hope, however, that the IES has some kind of a limit.

Mathematically it is not obvious how to define this limit, since for finite L the IES is defined
on the lattice (277/L)7¢, and in the thermodynamic limit it should be defined on R¢. Below we
propose one of possible definitions of the IES in the thermodynamic limit.

For k e R¢ and p>0, we take >0 and set

2m n

e’(Kk, d) := lim inf(inf{ (k)K€ TZd’ k-K'|<ép= E}) (1.7)
This gives a lower bound on the IES for the momenta k' in the window in the momentum space
around k of diameter 26. The quantity e’(k,d) increases as & becomes smaller. The IES in the

thermodynamic limit is defined as its supremum (or, equivalently, its limit) as 6\,0,
e’(k) == sup €’(k,d). (1.8)
5>0

Under assumption (1.1) it is easy to prove that EX" is finite and €"(0)=€?(0)=0 (see Theo-
rem 3.1 and Proposition 3.3).

Conjecture 1.1: We expect that for a large class of repulsive potentials the following state-
ments hold true.

(1)  The function R¢ s k— €°(k) € R, is continuous.

(2) Let keRY If L—o, n,—w, n/LY—p, k, € 2w/L)Z?, and k,—Kk, we have that
ei(k;) — (k).

(3) Ifd=2, then inf(e’(k)/|k|)=:c? >0.

k0
(4)  There exists the limit lim(e(k)/[k[) =: c5 > 0.

k—0
(5) The function R¢ s k— €°(k) is subadditive, that is, €’(k,+k,) = e’(k,)+€e’(k,).
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Excitation spectrum of the free Bose gas.

Statements (1) and (2) can be interpreted as some kind of a “spectral thermodynamic limit in
the canonical approach.” Note that if (1) and (2) are true around k=0, then we can say that there
is no gap in the excitation spectrum.

The properties (3) and (4) of the Bose gas were predicted by Landau in the 1940s. Shortly
thereafter, they were derived by a somewhat heuristic argument by Bogoliubov.3

(3) is commonly believed to be responsible for the superfluidity of the Bose gas. More
precisely, it is argued that because of (3), a drop of Bose gas traveling at speed less than ¢, will
experience no friction. This argument is described, e.g., in the course by Landau-Lifshitz'® and in
Ref. 41, see also Sec. IT F.

Note that in dimension d=1 the statement (3) should be replaced by

(3)'. If d=1, then

&k +27p) = €(K). (1.9)

The statement (3)’ has a simple rigorous proof, which we will describe in our paper. It implies
that in dimension d=1 the excitation spectrum is periodic with the period 2mp. It follows by the
well-known argument that involves boosting all particles simultaneously by the velocity 27/L
(see, e.g., Ref. 19).

Excitation spectrum with the property described by (4) is often described as phononic and the
excitations with such a spectrum are called phonons. One also expects that the parameter cgh
coincides with the speed of sound—a parameter in principle macroscopically measurable.

Let us describe a heuristic argument for (5). Suppose that excitations can be described by
certain elementary quasiparticles with a dispersion relation k— w(k). We assume that the state
consisting of quasiparticles with momenta ki, ... ,K,, has the excitation energy w(k;)+---+w(k,).
Then it is easy to see that the IES is the subadditive hull of w(k), that is,

ek) =inflok)) + -+ o(k,):k; + - +Kk,=k,n=1,2,...}, (1.10)

which is the largest subadditive function less than e. In Appendix B we describe a somewhat more
elaborate, but still heuristic, argument that seems to indicate that, in the thermodynamic limit, the
Bose gas has a subadditive excitation spectrum.

Note that free Bose gas does not satisfy Conjecture 1.1. In this case w(k)=1/2k? and (k)
=0, see Fig. 1.

There are not so many subadditive functions. There exist, however, subadditive functions,
which satisfy the properties described in our conjecture in (3) or (3)’, and in (4). We discuss basic
properties of subadditive functions in Appendix A. We could not find these facts in the literature,
although they probably belong to the folk knowledge.

B. Critical velocity

One of the most important quantities in superfluidity is the so-called critical velocity. There
are several nonequivalent variations of this concept.

One of the variations, which we call the global critical velocity, is infj(e""(k)/|k|). This
quantity is responsible for the full stability of the superfluid flow, see Sec. I F. It plays the role in
some physical phenomena, such as the Hess—Fairbank experiment, discussed in Ref. 17. It is
positive for the free Bose gas. It is, however, relevant only in a finite volume, since it vanishes in
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Excitation spectrum of helium IV.

the thermodynamic limit. To our understanding, it is far too low to account for most other mani-
festations of superfluidity.

One can also introduce another kind of critical velocity, which we believe is more interesting
physically. It can be called the restricted critical velocity. In its definition we look first at
el"(k)/|k| for |k| less than some constant R, then go to the thermodynamic limit, and finally let
R— 0. It is zero for a free Bose gas. If we assume that the dimension d =2, the interactions are
repulsive, and the density is positive, we expect it to be positive in the thermodynamic limit. We
believe that it is responsible for the metastability of the superfluid flow, see Sec. IT F.

C. Experimental evidence

To our experience, most physicists interested in this subject (but not all) would agree that one
should expect Conjecture 1.1 (as well as the analogous Conjecture 3.4 formulated in the grand-
canonical setting) to be true. Let us start with a brief account of experimental evidence for these
conjectures.

Theoretically, the cross section for neutron scattering against a droplet of helium IV at zero
temperature is approximately proportional to the so-called van Hove form factor S(w,k) [Ref. 38,
see also (H.6)]. S(w,k) is a measure of the density of excitations of the Bose gas at energy w and
momentum Kk at zero temperature. Therefore, S(w,k) is zero below the curve k— €’(k). It seems
reasonable to suppose that more is true: S(w,k) should be nonzero everywhere above the curve
k— €”(k). If in addition Conjecture 1.1 is true, then the lower boundary of the support of S(w,k)
should satisfy (3)—(5) of this conjecture.

To our understanding, within experimental accuracy, experiments on helium IV at low tem-
peratures seem to confirm the above theoretical expectations.

Actually, experiments seem to say more than this. At least for low momenta, one observes a
sharp peak of S(w,k) along a curve similar to k— w(k) at Fig. 2, see Ref. 40 and Fig. 1 of Ref.
24. This curve is interpreted as the dispersion relation of a quasiparticle (elementary excitation
spectrum). These quasiparticles are called phonons for small momenta and rotons around the local
minimum of the dispersion relation. To our understanding, experiments indicate that below the
subadditive hull of the elementary excitation spectrum the value of S(w,k) drops down substan-
tially. [In the case of Fig. 2, this subadditive hull equals k— e(k)].

Experiments involving excited phonon states are usually successfully interpreted in terms of
multiquasiparticle states whose momenta and energies are additive.” This also implies that the
energy of multiquasiparticle states lies above k— e(k).

A similar picture arises in the case of Bose-Einstein (BE) condensates of alcalic metals. For
example, the reader can consult Fig. 2 of Ref. 33, which shows the quasiparticle spectrum of the
BE condensate of 8’Rb around zero temperature. Compared to helium IV, the main difference is
the absence of the rotonic part of the elementary excitation spectrum, see Fig. 3.

Of course, it is difficult to interpret real experiments in terms of rigorous statements. The setup
that we describe in this paper does not apply in all its details to realistic BE condensates. First of
all, both in helium IV and alcalic metals, the potential has typically an attractive part and a hard
core. Therefore, strictly speaking it does not belong to the class that we would like to consider in
this paper.
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k

FIG. 3. (Color online) Excitation spectrum typical for BE condensates of alcalic metals.

In the case of helium IV, the situation is further complicated by the fact that the Schrodinger
operator of the form (1.3) is not believed to describe it adequately—three-body interactions are
probably relevant. This problem does not appear in BE condensates of alcalic metals, where
apparently one can assume that only two-body interactions play the role.

BE condensates of alcalic metals have a different conceptual problem absent in the case of
helium IV: they do not represent the true ground state but only a metastable state.

D. Bogoliubov approximation

There are many theoretical physics papers devoted to the Bose gas. To our surprise, their
authors usually avoid making precise statements or conjectures about the excitation spectrum of
the Bose gas. [A notable exception is Ref. 41, where a definition of the IES similar to (1.7) can be
found].

In Ref. 3 Bogoliubov proposed an approximation, which implies that the Bose gas should be
described by elementary excitations with the spectrum

of, (k) = VI (3K + 20(K)p). (1.11)

Within this approximation, the IES equals €
the properties described in Conjecture 1.1.

Note that if we replace the potential v with v and the density p with p/\ (with a positive \),
then neither wf, nor €, depend on \. In fact, it is natural to conjecture that €, describes the true
IES in the weak coupling—large density limit.

More precisely, let €”*(k) be the IES for the potential Av.

Conjecture 1.2: Let d=2. Then for a large class of repulsive potentials we have

,» the subadditive hull of wf, [see (1.10)], which has

lim e?MMK) = e, (k).
AN0

Note that Conjecture 1.2 is certainly wrong in dimension d=1 because of (1.9).

We do not know complete proofs of a statement similar to Conjectures 1.1, 1.2, as well as
their grand-canonical analogs described later on in our paper. We believe that to prove or disprove
them would be an interesting subject for research in mathematical physics.

Many theoretical works on the energy-momentum spectrum of the Bose gas instead of the
correct Hamiltonian H™" (or its second-quantized version H" and the grand-canonical version Hﬁ)
consider its modifications. They either replace the mode k=0 by a c-number or drop some of the
terms or do both modifications."'**""¥** These Hamiltonians have no independent justification
apart from being approximations to the correct Hamiltonian in some uncontrolled way. Let us
stress that in our paper we are mostly interested in the correct Hamiltonian and not its modifica-
tions: all our statements will be related either to H-" or to the grand-canonical Hamiltonian HlLL
(the second quantization of H"— un).

E. Organization of the paper

The paper is divided into several sections and appendices. The individual sections use some-
times slightly different notation and are devoted to different aspects of the Bose gas.
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Section II is devoted to some facts about Bose gas that are naturally formulated in the
canonical approach, where we start with a definite number of particles and go to the thermody-
namic limit keeping the density fixed. The later part of the paper, where we use the grand-
canonical approach, is independent of this section.

We start with a discussion of the Galilean covariance in a finite box with periodic boundary
conditions. We believe that this is relevant if one wants to understand the physics of the Bose gas.
Even though what we present is elementary, we did not find most of it in the literature.

In Sec. II D we discuss the case of dimension d=1. We prove that the excitation spectrum is
periodic in momentum. This fact is known to some experts and we do not claim its discovery—
nevertheless, we have never seen it explicitly stated in the literature.

In Sec. ITF we describe an argument that links the properties of the excitation spectrum to
superfluid behavior. The argument that we describe is slightly different from the one usually stated
in the literature®™*'—in particular, it applies to systems confined to a finite volume.

In Sec. I G we present the variational ansatz due to Bijls2 and Feynmann8 for the excitation
spectrum.

In Sec. Il we describe the (nonrigorous but interesting) argument due to Onsager28 that
indicates the phononic character of the excitation spectrum obtained by this Ansatz. Our presen-
tation follows that of a recent paper.41

Section III is the central part of our paper. Starting with this section, we switch to the
grand-canonical setting. This means that we allow the number of particles to vary and we fix the
chemical potential . We also use the formalism of second quantization.

In Sec. IIT A we describe the formalism and formulate Conjecture 3.4, the grand-canonical
analog of Conjecture 1.1.

In Sec. III B, we discuss the Hamiltonian obtained by a c-number substitution of the mode
k=0. We describe the theorem of Lieb ef al.? saying that this approximate Hamiltonian gives the
correct energy density in the thermodynamic limit. Note that the result of Ref. 22 is more general,
it concerns an arbitrary temperature. Our presentation sticks to the zero temperature, which allows
for some minor simplifications.

In Sec. III C we describe the Bogoliubov approximation. Its original form was formulated in
the canonical setting of fixed density in the second-quantized formalism. We follow its grand-
canonical version, which can be traced back to Beliaev! and Hugenholz-Pines,14 see also a recent
review paper by Zagrebnov and Bru.*’ Even though this is a classic reasoning, our presentation
seems to be somewhat different from and more satisfactory than what we have seen in the
literature. Its first step is a variational problem involving coherent states. The second step is the
Bogoliubov translation and rotation adapted to the resulting approximate ground state. Our rea-
soning does not involve the c-number substitution: we treat the mode k=0 quantum mechanically.

One can try to improve on Bogoliubov’s approximation by looking for the minimum of the
energy among translation invariant squeezed states. To our knowledge, in the context of the Bose
gas this idea first appeared in the paper of Robinson.*' Robinson considered a slightly more
general class of states—quasifree states. He noticed, however, that in the case he looked at it is
sufficient to restrict to pure quasifree states, which coincide with squeezed states. In the literature
this approach often goes under the name of the Hartree—Fock—Bogoliubov method. One should
mention also,” where a variational bound on the pressure of Bose gas in a positive temperature is
derived by using quasifree states. More recently, similar methods were used to obtain rigorous
results about Bose gases in Refs. 32 and 7.

Only an upper bound to the ground state energy is considered in Ref. 31. We go one step
further: we show how this method can be extended to obtain upper bounds on the infimum of the
energy-momentum spectrum by using one-particle excitations over squeezed states.

After finding the minimizing squeezed vector W, it is natural to express the Hamiltonian in the
new creation/annihilation operators by /by, for which the new approximate ground state is a Fock
vacuum. We show that the resulting quadratic Hamiltonian has no terms involving b, b*, bb, and
b*b*. The Hamiltonian becomes
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H=C+ 2, D(K)byby +terms of order 3 and 4. (1.12)
k

This new form of the Hamiltonian yields immediately an interesting estimate on the energy-
momentum spectrum. In fact, the vectors bW have precisely the momentum k and the energy
equal to C+D(k). One could ask how good is this estimate. It turns out that it has a serious
drawback. As we show in Sec. III G, under quite general circumstances we have D(0)>0.

Perhaps, this is the most important (even if negative) finding of our paper. It implies that at the
bottom of its spectrum one-particle excitations over a squeezed state are poor test functions for the
excitation spectrum.

In the literature, the existence of a gap in various approximation schemes that try to improve
on the original Bogoliubov’s one has been noticed by a number of authors."*® However, to our
knowledge those authors did not consider the correct Hamiltonian, but always used one of its
distorted versions.

The Hilbert space of the homogeneous Bose gas can be naturally factorized into the tensor
product of an infinite family of Hilbert spaces for various values of the momenta. Variational
Ansdtze involving translation invariant squeezed states, as well as particle excitations over the
squeezed states, have a common feature—they are factorized with respect to this tensor product.
We call such states uncorrelated. One can pose a question: how good are uncorrelated states as
variational test functions in many body problems? It seems to us that they have serious
drawbacks—in particular, we conjecture that they typically give spectrum with an energy gap.

In Sec. IV we discuss approaches to the Bose gas based on perturbation theory. We would like
to treat the coupling constant \ as a small parameter, keeping the chemical potential w fixed.

In Sec. IV A we describe a naive splitting of the Hamiltonian into a main part and a pertur-
bation based on the usual Bogoliubov approach. Unfortunately, this approach seems to fail be-
cause of a serious infrared problem. We also formulate Conjecture 4.1, which is the grand-
canonical analog of Conjecture 1.2 and is suggested by Bogoliubov’s approximation.

In Sec. IV B we propose a certain systematic procedure for perturbation expansion, which
avoids the infrared problem. This procedure uses (1.12) as the starting point for the expansion. The
third and fourth order terms are treated as perturbations. The advantage of this procedure is that it
does not drop any terms from the Hamiltonian. All the works on the Bose gas based on perturba-
tion theoryl’M’g that we know involve the c-number substitution. This substitution, even if justified
for the energy density,22 is unfounded for finer quantities such as the IES. Our perturbative
procedure does not involve distorting the Hamiltonian. Therefore, in our opinion, it is superior
from the physical point of view.

In Sec. V we describe various inequalities on the Bose gas that can be proved rigorously.
These results are consistent with the absence of the energy gap and the phononic form of the
excitation spectrum. They are obtained by relatively simple methods, involving especially the
so-called f-sum rule. Our presentation is based on the work of Bogoliubov4 and on results pre-
sented by Stringari.34’35

In appendices we present some background material to make our paper accessible to a larger
audience. In Appendix F we describe technical computations.

F. Additional remarks about the literature

Let us make some additional remarks about the literature of the subject. The case of dimen-
sion d=1 and repulsive delta interactions has been studied in detail. Girardeau'? studied the case
of “infinite” coupling (which amounts to the Dirichlet boundary conditions). The case of an
arbitrary positive coupling constant was studied in Refs. 20 and 19, where arguments for the
absence of a gap and the phononic shape of the excitation spectrum in the thermodynamic limit are
given. Reference 41 gives a full rigorous proof for the linearity of the excitation spectrum in the
thermodynamic limit for Girardeau’s model. Note, however, that the one-dimensional case is
believed to be quite different from the case d=2.

Author complimentary copy. Redistribution subject to AIP license or copyright, see http://jmp.aip.org/jmp/copyright.jsp



062103-9 Infimum of the Bose gas energy-momentum spectrum J. Math. Phys. 50, 062103 (2009)

There exists a large literature on the energy density of the Bose gas. The energy density can
be defined as

L,n
P:= lim s 1.13
e v (1.13)

L—®

where p=n/V is kept fixed. There exist derivations of the asymptotics of e” in dimension d=3 for
small p going back to Refs. 5, 14, 16, and 18. This asymptotics is not restricted to small
potentials—it covers also the case of hard-core potentials. One can show rigorously (see Ref. 23
and references therein) that the leading term of this asymptotics correctly describes the energy
density. Similar results can be shown in dimension d=2.

Note that the energy density is easier to study than the IES. Besides, it does not capture some
interesting physical phenomena the excitation spectrum is responsible for. Note also that the above
mentioned results involve the following limit: the scattering length is kept fixed (this can be
achieved, e.g., by fixing the potential) and the density goes to zero. In our paper we usually
consider a different limit: the chemical potential is kept fixed and the coupling constant in front of
the potential goes to zero. One can have various opinions comparing the physical relevance of the
two limits. In any case, the latter limit seems more appropriate if one wants to capture the
phononic character of the excitation spectrum.

Another direction of rigorous research involves studying the so-called Gross—Pitaevski limit.
Again it concerns mostly the dimension d=3. The quantity that is kept fixed is an/L, where a is
the scattering length and n goes to infinity. The Gross—Pitaevski limit is usually presented with a
fixed L and the scattering length a going to zero, which is achieved by an appropriate scaling of
the potential. Equivalently, one can fix the potential, consider L— oo, and scale the density as p
~L' ag L— oo, In this limit, Lieb ef al.*® obtained a number of interesting and precise results. In
particular, they are able to approximate the behavior of the n-body system by a nonlinear effective
equation—the Gross—Pitaevski equation. Note, however, that in this limit it is difficult to say
something interesting about the excitation spectrum because the density and, hence, the speed of
sound and the critical velocity go to zero.

The result of Ref. 21 (see also Theorem 5.3 of Ref. 23) can be interpreted as the positivity of
the global critical velocity in finite volume. This result does not address the properties of the
restricted critical velocity.

Finally, let us note that there exists a number of interesting rigorous results about Bose gas in
positive tempe*,ralture:s.4’6’12‘34’35’26’22

Il. CANONICAL APPROACH

In this section we will always work on a Hilbert space of fixed number of particles. We will
use the Hamiltonian H-" introduced in Sec. I. To simplify the notation, we often drop the super-
scripts n, L, writing, e.g., H instead of HE,

A. Free Bose gas

In finite volume, the momentum is restricted to
27~ ~ .
=—k, keZ%
L

It is easy to compute exactly the excitation spectrum of the free Bose gas in a finite volume, see
Fig. 4. In particular, in dimension d=1, its infimum is given by the broken line with vertices at

27 ~

1 .
k=—%k, "k =-K> keZ.
L 2

In an arbitrary dimension, we just add the contributions from each dimension,
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FIG. 4. (Color online) IES of free Bose gas in finite volume.
fL’n(kl, e ’kd) = EL’n(kl) + -+ EL’n(kd).

B. Galilean covariance in a box with periodic boundary conditions

In infinite volume the Galilean covariance involves an arbitrary value of velocity. This is not
the case in a box with periodic boundary conditions (torus), where the Galilean covariance is only
rudimentary. To describe it we will restrict ourselves to boosts in the first coordinate. The follow-
ing operator, which we will call the boost operator, adds simultaneously velocity 2#/L to all
particles in the direction of the first coordinate,

277w
U= eXP(TE Xil)-
i=1

(x;; denotes the first coordinate of the ith particle). Clearly, U, preserves the domain of H and is
a unitary operator on L (A") satisfying

. 21
u\p\Uy=Py = —/, (2.1)
L
U =H- 2Ep, . GTn (2.2)
=H-—P +—5 :
1 1 L 1 2L2
(P, denotes the first component of the total momentum). Hence
A 1,
U\H-—P|U;=H-—P2, (2.3)
2n 2n
(2.3) and (2.2) impose a severe restriction on the shape of the excitation spectrum,
Lo
sp| H-—P (2.4)
2n

has to be invariant with respect to translations by 27n/L, see Fig. 5.

=, L,n( k) " :.'
¢ . o~ .
5 ..s.
_2nn 2nn k
L L

FIG. 5. (Color online) Typical IES of interacting Bose gas in finite volume.
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e (k)

2np 0 2np k

FIG. 6. (Color online) Typical IES of Bose gas in dimension d=1.

C. Critical velocity

The global critical velocity in finite volume is defined by

Lo i S )

o o

k=0 K|

Recall that we are interested in the thermodynamic limit, which involves L,n— o with n/V=p
>0.
Note that for the free Bose gas we have

L.n m
cli=—. 25
=7 2.5)
Thus the global critical velocity is positive, but goes to zero in the thermodynamic limit.
In the interacting case we have a sequence of low energy states with the momentum and the
excitation energy obtained by boosting the ground state,

27N ~ (2m)? ~
k="K, e=-—2nk?,
L 2L

where k e 7°. Expressed in terms of density this gives

~ 2ar 2 -
k=2mpL* 'k, €= %pLd_zkz.

Therefore, in the general case the global critical velocity is not greater than in the case of the free
gas,

a
CL,n ==

cr L'

In dimension d =2, the momentum of these states escapes to infinity, so in a sense they are not
visible in the thermodynamic limit (Fig. 6).

D. Bose gas in dimension d=1

Bosonic gas in dimension d=1 seems to have different properties than in higher dimensions.
In particular, statement (3) of Conjecture 1.1 should be replaced by (3)’.

Theorem 2.1: R = k— €”(k) is periodic with the period 2p.

Theorem 2.1 easily follows from the invariance of the spectrum (2.4).

E. Twisted boundary conditions

One can also consider the boost operator for an arbitrary velocity. In fact, for a € R, define the
unitary operator,
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i !
Ui(a) = eXP(ZE Xn)-
i=1

Let [a] denote @ mod(27). We will write P[4 and H,) for the momentum and the Hamiltonian
with the boundary condition in the first coordinate twisted by [«]. [It means that the elements of
the domain of these operators for j=1,...,n satisfy

1 - 1
@(xl, —Xj=sley, ... ,xn) = e’“CD(xl, X+ 5ley, ,Xn),

where ¢, is the unit vector in the direction of the ls coordinate).
For « not equal to a multiple of 27 the operator U;(«) does not preserve the domain of H and
P. Instead of identities (2.1) and (2.2) we have

an

U](CY)P]UI(_C()ZP],[Q]_T, (26)
U()HU (- a) = H - =P «n 2.7)
- = - + P .
la -« [a] = 7 P L™ 572
(2.6) and (2.7) imply
16 o’n
H[a]=U1(a) H+ ZPI Ul(_ (X)+ﬁ (28)
In particular, if 0= ay =, then
n ay
=T
if and only if
2
Hy-E= E, la| = ay. (2.9)

(2.9) was used by Lieb er al. as a criterion for the positivity of global critical velocity in Ref. 21,
see also Theorem 5.3 of Ref. 23.

F. Superfluidity

Let us describe one of experiments that show superfluid properties of the Bose gas.

A laser beam playing the role of an optical spoon30 is directed into a sample of a Bose gas at
a sufficiently low temperature. The beam makes a rotating motion. If the velocity of this motion is
lower than a certain critical value, then the sample heats up very slowly. For velocities above this
critical value, the sample heats up much faster.

Let us try to describe an idealized mathematical model of this phenomenon, which is a version
of the well-known argument due to Landau described, e.g., in Refs. 15 and 41.

Since our Bose gas has periodic boundary conditions, we can make an idealized assumption
that the “laser beam” travels forever with a constant velocity w=(w,0,...,0) e R4. We will model
it with a weak traveling potential u(x—rw) interacting with all particles. Thus the system is
described by the Schrodinger equation with a time-dependent Hamiltonian,

oW, = (H+ > u(x; — tw))\lf,. (2.10)

i=1

Let us replace ¥, with
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e (k)

k

FIG. 7. (Color online) IES of tilted Hamiltonian for velocity below c.,.

W (x), ....X,) = W,(X; +1W, ... X, +IW).

We obtain a Schrodinger equation with a time-independent Hamiltonian,

n
i0,¥, = (H— WP+, u(x,.)) 7,
i=1

We know that the operator H has a nondegenerate ground state energy E. The corresponding
ground state 'V is therefore stable with respect to small time-independent perturbations. We ask the
question whether the state W is stable against a small traveling perturbation of the form (2.10).

Let us first describe a slightly dishonest version of the argument for superfluidity (which
actually is usually found in the literature). Let ¢, denote the critical velocity. For |w|<c,,, the
excitation spectrum of the “tilted Hamiltonian” H—wP looks as at Fig. 7, so V¥ is its ground state.
Hence ¥ hence is stable. For |w|>c,, the excitation spectrum looks as at Fig. 8. Therefore W is
not a ground state of H—wP and its energy is close to energies of many other states. Hence W is
unstable.

Note that we cheated a little in the above argument. The situation that we described involved
a finite volume, but the pictures were (as we believe) typical for the thermodynamic limit. The
actual plot in finite volume resembles Fig. 9. In particular, the global critical velocity in finite
volume cgr’" is small and goes to zero in the thermodynamic limit. Physical evidence seems to
indicate that the superfluid flow can be metastable at much larger velocities, which are positive in
the thermodynamic limit. Note that Figs. 7 and 8 represent the excitation spectrum in the thermo-
dynamic limit and do not show the low lying states present in finite volume, which have a very
low critical velocity.

Let us try to present a more physical argument for superfluidity. Suppose that the Fourier
transform of u is supported in the ball |k|=R. Define the restricted critical velocity below the
momentum R as

e""(k
e/ = inf |k(| i+ 0,

k|<Ry. (2.11)

If the “tilted Hamiltonian” H™"—wP" has no other eigenstates of energy close to EX" and
momentum less that R, then the state W will be metastable against the perturbation (2.10), at least

e (k)

v‘\/\ 1A

FIG. 8. (Color online) IES of tilted Hamiltonian for velocity above c,.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) IES of “tilted Hamiltonian” in finite volume.

in the first order. This is the case for |w|< cfr’”}Q. On the other hand, for |w| Ecé’,’}p we can expect

many states with energy close to E-" and momentum less than R, so the metastability will be lost.
Heuristic arguments (e.g., the Bogoliubov method described later on) suggest that in dimen-
sion d=2, for a positive density p and for an arbitrary R, the restricted critical velocity cé’”}g is
bounded away from zero even in the thermodynamic limit. This can be formulated in the follow-
ing conjecture.
Conjecture 2.2: Fix density p. Then

n
(N L.n — =
cbrp = lim ¢y, =p,
L—x V

exists, where cé‘r’} is defined as in (2.11). Moreover, in dimension d=?2,
lim inf cé’r,R > 0. (2.12)
R—x»

We think that the statement of Conjecture 2.2, and, in particular, (2.12), is a good candidate
for the definition of superfluidity at zero temperature. Another candidate for a such definition is the
statement of Conjecture 1.1 (3).

Note in parenthesis that Conjecture 2.2 is stronger than Conjecture 1.1 (3). In fact, the left
hand side of (2.12) is less than or equal to ¢£. introduced in Conjecture 1.1 (3).

G. Bijls—-Feynmann’s Ansatz

For k € (27/L)Z¢ set

Npi= S e, (2.13)
i=1

acting on Lf(A”).
It is well known that the ground state of H is nondegenerate. Denote it by W. We will write
(see Appendix G)
(A) = (P|AW), ((A.B)):=(A(H-E)"'B)+(B(H-E)"A).

Note the following identity:

2

HIAANIEL (2.14)

—n.
2

It implies the so called f-sum rule,
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1 1 K’
E(N;;(H - E)Ny) + E(Nk(H —E)N,) = S (2.15)
By the reality of ¥ and H, (2.15) also equals (N, (H—-E)N). Define
sk = " (NN, (2.16)
Xi = 17 (N N).- (2.17)
By the reality of ¥ and H, (2.17) also equals 2n~ Ny (H—E)~'N,).
By the Schwarz inequality, we obtain
Sk = %|k|\r% (218)
Bijls2 and Feynmann8 proposed to consider the following variational Ansatz:
\I,k = Nk\I’/”Nk\I’ N
to obtain the excitation spectrum of the Bose gas.
Theorem 2.3: We have
P‘I’k=k\l,k, (219)
V=P, (2.20)
K[ _ Ik
2Sk \r%
Proof: To see (2.21) we note that
(N (H = E)N) + (Ni(H— E)Ny,) K> k|
(\Ifk|(H—E)\Pk)= k k - k k =—Z/—_’
2<N:;Nk> 2Sk V Xk
where we applied the f-sum rule to the numerator and used (2.18). O

It is believed that the Bijls—Feynman Ansatz gives the correct behavior of the excitation
spectrum for low momenta, and, in particular, it gives the value of csh, which was defined in
Conjecture 2.2 (4). Let us formulate this as a conjecture.

Conjecture 2.4: Fix density p. Let R?s k— ei(k) be defined as in (1.7) and (1.8) with
(Wi |(HE"—EE"YW) replacing €-"(K). [In other words, €jr(K) is a thermodynamic limit of the left
hand side of (2.21)]. Then

. (k) egrk)
lim = lim
k-0 (k| ko K|

(2.22)

H. Speed of sound

Recall that under broad conditions we are able to prove the existence of the energy density
(1.13), which for typographical reasons in this subsection we will be written e(p) instead of e”.

Another important macroscopic parameter, which in principle can be measured experimen-
tally, is the speed of sound, denoted c,. It is related to the energy density by

cy=\pe"(p) (2.23)

(see, e.g., Appendix C).
It is believed that for low momenta
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lim— = —, (2.24)

and hence (W | (H-E)W\) ~ c|K|. If this is the case and if the speed of sound is nonzero, then the
excitation spectrum given by the Bijls—Feynman ansatz is phononic, that is the limit on the right
hand side of (2.22) exists and equals c..

l. Relation between the speed of sound and y

Instead of arguing for (2.24), it seems easier to justify the relation

1
lim xi = . (2.25)

k—0 Cq

In this subsection we describe a series of heuristic arguments indicating that (2.25) holds in the
thermodynamic limit. Given (2.25) and if the speed of sound is nonzero, (2.21) gives a phononic
lower bound on (W |(H-E)W¥,). This inequality is attributed to Onsager.”® Our presentation
follows that of Ref. 41.

Let C;cer(Rd) denote the set of smooth periodic functions. If u € C;fer(Rd), we will often identify
it with its restriction to A, where we assume that L is a multiple of the period of u. We also
introduce a notation for the perturbed Hamiltonian,

H,:==H+ > u(x,). (2.26)

We denote by E, the ground state energy of H,. We also set

Ey':= inf f (e(o(x)) + u(x)Q(x))dx,
A

where we take the infimum over positive functions A = x— @(x) satisfying [, 0(x)dx=n. (The
superscript df stands for the density functional).

Let F be a function depending on u € C;fer(Rd). We will say that F(u)=0(|Vu|®) if and only if
there exists N and a function f such that lim f(7)=0 and

7—0
IF(u)ISf< % suplaf:u(xn).
1=|a|=N

Conjecture 2.5: ng is an approximation of E, for slowly varying u , more precisely,

1

lim sup —|E, — E¥| = o(|Vul").
L—oe, n=pVV

The next claim follows from Conjecture 2.5 by an application of a perturbation argument.

Conjecture 2.6: For u e C;er(Rd) having the mean value equal to zero we have

Ve+(p) f u(x)%dx — %<2 u(xi)(H—E)-lg u(xi)> ‘ =o(|Vu|").

i
Let us give an argument in favor of Conjecture 2.6. For 7€ R, we consider the family of

Hamiltonians H,, with the ground state energy E,. By the usual perturbation theory,

d
B~ E)=0, (2.27)
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2
;—TZ(EW —E)=- 2<2 u(x;)(H - E)-12 u(x,.)> . (2.28)
Now
EYT = inf{ f e(o(x))dx + T f Q(x)u(x)dx} (2.29)
~Ve(p) + inf{J <(p) —(o(x) - p)ldx+ 7| (o(x) - p)u(x)dx} (2.30)

where in (2.29) and (2.30) we minimize over positive functions @ such that [o(x)dx=n. The
minimum of (2.30) is attained at

o(x)=p- (o )M(X)

Therefore,

EdTL =~ Ve(p) - f u(x)%dx.
Invoking (2.28) we obtain Conjecture 2.6.
Now (2.25) will follow from (2.23) and the following claim.
Conjecture 2.7: i is well defined in the thermodynamic limit and satisfies

2¢"(p)

1
lim x=——. (2.31)
k—0 e"(p)p

Let us justify (2.31). We assume that L is large. Clearly,

(Ny(H=-E)"'N,) = < > cos(kx)(H—-E)"' >, cos(kxj)> + <§) sin(kx,)(H - E)™' >, sin(kxj)>
i J i J

+2 Im<2 sin(kx;)(H—-E)™'>, cos(kxj)>. (2.32)
i J
The ground state ¥ is a real vector. The Hamiltonian H, and hence also (H-E)~!, is a real

operator. Therefore, the last term in (2.32) is zero.
Obviously,

f(cos (kx) + sin’(kx))dx = ,,( )

Hence, by Conjecture 2.6,

lim lim sup
k—0 L—=, n=pV

2 P N
SNH = BN = ] =0,

which implies (2.31).
lll. BOGOLIUBOV APPROACH IN THE GRAND-CANONICAL SETTING
A. Grand-canonical approach to the Bose gas

As realized by Bogoliubov,3 even if one is interested in properties of the Bose gas with a fixed
but large number of particles, it is convenient to use the second-quantized description of the
system, allowing for an arbitrary number of particles.
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An additional reformulation of the problem was noted already by Beliaev,'
Hugenholz-Pines,14 and others. Instead of studying the Bose gas in the canonical formalism, fixing
the density, it is mathematically more convenient to use the grand-canonical formalism and fix the
chemical potential. Then one can pass from the chemical potential to the density by the Legendre
transformation.

More precisely, for a given chemical potential ©=0 on the symmetric Fock space,

T(L*(A)) = ;Lf(A”),
n=0

we define the grand-canonical Hamiltonian,

Hﬁ = nezao(HL'" - un) = f ax(— EAX - ,u)axdx + Ef f axava(x - y)ayaydxdy.

The second-quantized momentum and number operators are defined as

oo

L._ _ *

N~ := EBOn—faxaxdx,
n=

©

Pli= @ pPrl=—i J a;VEadx.
n=0

It is convenient to pass to the momentum representation,

Hlll = E (51{2 — M) A ag + 2_ E 6(k1 + k2 - k3 - k4)U(k2 - k3)ak]ak2akgak4,
k ki.ky ks ky )

Nf= 2 aiiak,
k

pt=> kayay,
k

where we used (1.4) to replace v’(x) with the Fourier coefficients 6(k). Note that (k)=3(-k) and
ay=V123, Mgy
The ground state energy in the grand-canonical approach is defined as

ElLL =inf spH;LL = iEE(EL’" — un), (3.1)

Where Eﬁ is a decreasing concave function of w. To go back to the canonical condition (fixed
number of particles,) one uses

n=-3a,E,. (3.2)

Both EX" and Eﬁ are finite for a large class of potentials, which follows from a simple and
well-known rigorous result, which we state below.

Theorem 3.1: Suppose that 6(k) =0, $(0) >0, and v(0)<oe. Then H*" and H/LL are bounded
from below and

EL,H > wnZ _ LO)

, 3.3
2V > " (3.3)
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1 2
(zv“’““)

EL=-v 3.4
" 26(0) (3.4)
Proof: Let us drop the subscript L. Set
Ny:= > Uyl = f e'atadx (3.5)
K

[which is the second-quantized version of (2.13)]. Then, by a simple commutation, using that
Ny=N and that (k) is non-negative, we obtain

1 o
H,=- /.LN+ o E 5(k1 + k2 - k3 - k4)6(k2 - k3)aklakzak3ak4

=
2V Koksk,
1 . v(0)> 5(0) ( v(0))
=—2, 0(K)N; Ny — +—IN= —N“"- +——|N. 3.6
2V§U()kk</“ 5 v p+— (3.6)
Setting =0 and N=n in (3.6) we obtain (3.3). Minimizing (3.6) over N proves (3.4). O

For k € (27/L)7¢ let HZ(k) denote the Hamiltonian HfL restricted to the space P=k. The IES
in the box is defined as

€. (k) := inf spH’; (k). (3.7)

For k € RY we define the IES at the thermodynamic limit

€,(k) := sup(lim inf( inf e.(k"))). (3.8)
>0 L—=» k' c@mL)zd |k-k'|<s

Throughout most of our paper, the chemical potential u is considered to be the natural
parameter of our problem. It often can be proven that the energy density exists in the thermody-
namic limit for a fixed ©u=0,

L

i= lim —£, 3.9
eu= lim = (3.9)

and is related to e” of (1.13) by the Legendre transformation,

e, =infle” — up}.
P
By definition, e,, is decreasing and concave. Hence it is differentiable almost everywhere. At the
points of differentiability, we can pass from the grand canonical to the canonical approach by

—-due,=p. (3.10)

At the points where (3.10) has a unique solution u(p), we should be able to relate the canonical
and the grandcanonical IES:

Conjecture 3.2: €’(k)=¢,, (k). The following proposition is one of few rigorous facts that
can be easily shown about the IES.

Proposition 3.3: At zero total momentum, the excitation spectrum has a global minimum
where it equals zero: €-"(0)=€?(0)=0 and 65(0): €,(0)=0.

Proof: Each EX" is a nondegenerate eigenvalue of H-", and H-" commutes with the total
momentum and space inversion. Thus each E" corresponds to zero total momentum, and hence

by (3.1) so does Eﬁ Hence eL*”(O)zelLL(O)zo. O
Let us now formulate the conjectures about €,(k) [analogous to the Conjecture 1.1 about
e’ (k).
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Conjecture 3.4: We expect the following statements to hold true,

(1) The map R¥sk—e .(K) € R, is continuous.

(2) LetkeR4 1fL—>00 k; € 2@/L)7¢ and k; —k, we have that eL(kL)—> €,(k).
(3) If d=2, then infy (e, (k)/k[)=:c, ,>0.

(4)  The limit limy_,o(€,, (k)/|k|) =:Cpp > 0 exists.

(5) k—>€,(k) is subadditive.

B. c-number substitution

One of the steps of the Bogoliubov method consists in replacing the operators ag, ag, with
c-numbers,

apay = ay=~a ,a,=a. (3.11)
This means replacing HZ by
0(0) 0(0) + 9(k) ;
e (R

(oK) , . d(k)a?
+ E aya_yx + 2—Vaka_k

_0(k) +0(k; +ky)
oV ay, 1k, K Ak,

+2'a

ok +ok; +ky) ,
oV Ak, 9x, 9K, +k,

+E’a
k

1 £ %
+ — E ! 5(k1 + k2 - k3 - k4)U(k2 - k3)ak]ak2ak3ak4. (3 12)
2Vk ko.k3.ky ’

Here X, denotes the sum over all k e (27r/L)Z\{0}. Note that Ht (a) is the Wick symbol of the
operator H with respect to the mode k=0. It is easy to compute also its anti-Wick symbol,

~ 20(0 0( 0 k
HZ(a):Hﬁ(a)—#hd _2 ,0( )+v( )akak'

(See, e.g., Appendix D for the definitions and basic properties of Wick and anti-Wick symbols).
The following theorem is due to Lieb et al.”?
Theorem 3.5: Assume that the energy density e,, exists. Assume also that O(K) is bounded.
Then

e, = lim V! inf{inf sp H: w(a):a e C}. (3.13)
L—»

Thus we can replace HL with the Hamiltonian HL(oz) when computing the energy density.
Proof: The anti- chk symbol of the number operator NE with respect to the mode k=0 is

NYa) = la> -1+ 2 ' ayay.
K

Note that for ¢:=supy 0(k), by (D3) we have
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5 20, (0)
0=Hl(a)-H(a) = VNL+—V .
Now
inf sp H. = inf{inf sp H(a):ax € C) = inf] inf spL(a) + LN (e e C [ + O
nf Sp ,u_ln 1 sp Ma.ae = 1n 1nspMa+V a).a e + V—,u,
. L v(0) ) ;. 0(0)
SmePH#_ch/v“‘_V _MSIHfSpHu1+_V - u,

where in the last inequality u; <u and V is large enough. [The first and third inequalities follow
from (D3)]. Dividing both sides by V and letting L—  we obtain

e, = lim V™" inf{inf sp H/;(a):cc € C} = ey, (3.14)

L—

Now [0, u] > u—e iy is a finite concave function, hence it is continuous, which implies (3.13). OJ

C. Bogoliubov method

Let us describe a version of the Bogoliubov approximation adapted to the grand-canonical
approach. A similar discussion can be found, e.g., in the review of Zagrebnov-Bru.42

In what follows we will always use the grand-canonical approach. We will drop u from H%,
elLL(k), etc.

For a e C, we define the displacement or Weyl operator of the mode k=0,

W

o= e—aa;+&a0’ (315)

and the corresponding coherent vector ,:= W, ). Note that W,, is the only Weyl operator com-
muting with the momentum, and hence (1, is the only coherent vector of momentum zero.

Let us apply the “Bogoliubov translation” to the mode k=0 of H. This means making the
substitution,

—~ * o~ —_
ag=dap+a, ag=dy+a,

ax=ay di=a., k#0. (3.16)
Note that
ak = Wzaka &T( = WzaltWa’

and thus the operators with and without tildes satisfy the same commutation relations. In addition,
the annihilation operators with tildes kill the “new vacuum” Q).
For notational simplicity, in what follows we drop the tildes and we obtain

2o

HE=— ulaf* +
lal Sy

|4
5y (%kz _ e D@00 |a|2)a;;ak
k

(6(0)
+

la* - ,u) (@ay + aap)

Vv

ov(k .o
+ > ( )(&Zaka_k + d’aga’y)
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o(k), _ . .
+ E 7(aak+k,akakr + aaya, Gyr)
kk'
ﬁ(kZ_k’j) % %
+ > dk +k2—k3—k4)Taklak2ak3ak4. (3.17)

K ko ks ky

The expectation value of the state given by (), equals the constant term of (3.17), that is,

5(0
(QH Q) = - plaf* + o )Ial“- (3.18)
2V
(3.18) is minimized for |a|?=u(V/5(0)). This choice kills also the linear term on the second line
of (3.17).
Let us choose a so as to minimize (3.18). This means, we choose ¢'” and set «

—_—

=¢/™Vu/~\3(0). Then the Hamiltonian becomes

2
Hl=-V 'ﬁL
20(0)
1 M
+ —k%+0(k )a*a
%(2 )50y )
A fd —i27 27 % %
+ k e Taa_ + e Taya_
%v( )213(0)( K-k K k)
oK)

+ /—(?Ta;k,akak, + e”aiia;i,amk,)
k,k, \rl/)\(O)V

2 ﬁ(kZ_k3) % %

+ 6(k1 + k2 - k3 - k4) v aklakzak3ak4. (3 19)

Ky ko ks.ky
(Note that we have made no approximation yet.) The first three lines of (3.19) form a qua-
dratic Hamiltonian, which will be denoted by HLg. Now let us make the assumption that Hﬁg can
be treated as an approximation to H". For a possible justification for this approximation, see Sec.
IV A.
It is easy to find the excitation spectrum of Hﬁg. To this end, for k # 0 we make the substitu-
tion

a]t = Ckb;i - Ekb—k’ ag = ckbk - skbik' (320)

Let 6=(6,) be a sequence such that 6,=0 and

b .
cx := cosh|@|, s :=— ——sinh|6|.
|64l

Introduce the unitary operator

U0 = H e—(1/2)0ka;aik+(l/2)5kaka_k. (321)
k

Note that

UaUg=by, U U,y=by,

and hence ay, a, satisfy the same commutation relations as by, b,. Note also that we have s
=s_ and cy=c_x=V1+55y.
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The mode k=0 has to be treated separately. Let us introduce the operators p, and x, which are
defined as

1 . ) i ) )
=—(e"ay+ e ay), xo=-—(—e"ay+e " ay). (3.22)
Po \E 0 0 0 \5 0 0

They are self-adjoint operators and satisfy the commutation relation [x,, py]=i. As we can see they
are the “momentum” and “position” of the mode k=0.
We choose the Bogoliubov rotation that kills double creators and annihilators, which amounts

to
2\ -12 12
W3
o= —| [ 1| —F— 1|, (3.23)
*7\2]qf 1 7
—k% +6(k) =
2 0(0)
and c,=V1+|s|>. We obtain
Hﬁg = Eﬁg + Mp% + 2 ,wbg(k)bibk’ (324)
k
where the elementary excitation spectrum is
1 1 )7
k)= \/—k2<—k2+2Ak ) 3.25
ong(K = |5 K7+ 2000 - (3.25)
and the energy is
B ooy 21((1k2 (k) ) (k)) (3.26)
=- -2 7l zk+ k)~ = |- w .
2000 K 2\\2 50))

(where the sum above includes the mode k=0 again).
Note that w,(k) is well defined for all values k e R, even though it is restricted to k
e (2m/L)Z% in (3.24) and (3.26). The IES of Hﬁg for k e (27/L)Z¢ is given by

2
€ry(k) =inf{wbg(k1) + o+ ope(k,)k + - +k, =k, ke Twzd, n= 1,2,...}.
The thermodynamic limit of €§g(k) is defined for any k € R¢ by

€pg(K) = inflopg(k)) + -+ wpe(k,)k; + -+ k, =k, ke RY, n=1,2,...}.  (3.27)

We have (in any dimension) the following.

(1) infygwng(k)/ K[ =infy1/2(1/2k>+26 (k) s/ 5(0)) =t Cop > 0.
) limkeowbg(k)/ |k| =V =i Cpppg >0,

Therefore, by Theorem A.4 (1) and (2) we have the following.

(1) infy2o€ng(K)/ [K|=Ceppg-
(2)  limy_g€pg(K)/ K[| =Cpp .

Thus, €,,(k) has all the properties described in Conjecture 3.4.
We can also compute that for small |k

i

e’ [y, |-1/2
S = k . (3.28)
Kk \EM | |
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(3.24) has no ground state because of the mode k=0. Let W be any vector that minimizes
modes k # 0. Clearly, for k#0,

172

, ©
(V]axa ) = |s,* = R

Let
N' = 2 ' ayay
K

be the number of particles away from the mode k=0. Clearly the density of particles away from
the mode k=0 in the state ¥ equals

1 1
—(W|IN'®) = =D sy |* 3.29
L (EINE) V% s (3.29)

We expect that for large L, (3.29) converges to

1
@ f |5 2dk. (3.30)

Note that in dimension d=1 there is a problem with the formula (3.30), since |k|™! is inte-
grable only in dimension d > 1. Therefore, for d=1 (3.30) diverges. Thus, the Bogoliubov approxi-
mation is problematic for d=1 if we keep the density of particles p fixed as L—. To our
knowledge, (3.28) and the above described problem of the Bogoliubov approximation in d=1 was
first noticed in Ref. 9.

Nevertheless, in spite of the breakdown of the Bogoliubov approximation, many authors
believe that also in d=1 the IES exhibits the behavior €,(k) = cph|k| with ¢y, >0 for low momenta,
see, e.g., Ref. 27, Chap. 6.20:19

D. Improving the Bogoliubov method

For (27/L)7Z% 5 k> 6 € C, a square summable sequence with 6= 6_, let U, be defined as in
(3.21). (This time we allow 6, to be nonzero). For a € C, let W, be defined as in (3.15).

U,.g+=UyW, is the general form of a Bogoliubov transformation commuting with P-. Let
denote the vacuum vector. Note that

Qa,H = UZ,HQ

is the general form of a squeezed vector of zero momentum.

One of our next objectives is to look for the squeezed vector that minimizes the expectation
value of H. As in Sec. III C, we will also compute the Hamiltonian H* expressed in new creation
and annihilation operators adapted to the new vacuum £}, 4 We do this in two steps. First we
perform the Bogoliubov translation (3.16), which results in the expression (3.17). Then we per-
form the Bogoliubov rotation (3.20). This time, however, we apply it to all the modes, including
k=0.

The Hamiltonian after these substitutions in the Wick ordered form equals

A 1 Il —
H"=B" + Clbj + Clby + 52 O (K)bib*, + EE O"(K)byb_y + >, DM(K)bjby
k k k

+terms higher order in b’s. (3.31)

Clearly,
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(‘Q‘a,H|HL‘Qa,€) = BL» (bliQa,€|HLbtha,0) = BL + DL(k) .
Therefore, we obtain rigorous bounds,
El =B, EM+ (k) = BL + DX(k).

If we require that B attains its minimum, then we will later on show that C* and O%(k) vanish
for all k. Henceforth we drop the superscript L,

5(0 K’ 5(k) + (0 k
el + Dt 5 (g GO )5 900

+ a%5c)

0(0) +0(k-k')

>y O(k-Kk’) o

2V

CkSkaIEk/ + 2 |Sk| |Sk/

k.k’

b}

kk’

_ (k)
|sk|2>(ac0—as0)+2 v — (@i — @cocksy) -

5(0 5(0) +0(k
c=(%)lal2—u+§ (5( );v( )

In order to express D(k) and O(K), it is convenient to introduce

'S 0(0) + 0(k) (k" — k) +05(0)

furm e 5> s’ (.32
2 W 14
h(k (k' -k
8k = ozzv( ) - 2 v( )Skrck/. (333)
\%4 W \%4
(Note that fy is real.)

D(k) = fillcy + [sil?) = el + g - (3.34)
O(K) = — 2¢i sy fi + Si8i + Cigk. (3.35)

The main intermediate step of the calculations leading to the above result is described in Appendix
F.

E. Conditions arising from minimization of the energy over a

We demand that B attains a minimum. To this end we first compute the derivatives with
respect to « and a,

a B:(—,u+v(‘?) 2—(0(0)+v(k)) |2>— 2 (k)_
K

“ 1%

0 0 k)) ) (k
r?aB=<—,u+v(V) E%ka)a—%v(‘/)skck&.

Note that

C= Coﬁ&B - So(ya,B,

so that the condition
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9-B=d,B=0 (3.36)
entails C=0. The condition (3.36) yields

2 5(Kk'
a_ L)Ekrck,. (337)

5(0), ., 9(0) +5(k’
=— + _—
|C¥| E |0[|2 - %

)
% % |Sk’|2_

Kk’

This allows to eliminate u from the expression for fi,

Kk’ (k) 3(k' —k) - d(k’) o’ < 0(k')_
fk = —+|a|2 +2 |Sk’|2+_22 - Sk/Ck’. (338)
2 Voo v la*'s vV
F. Conditions arising from minimization of the energy over s,
Computing the derivative with respect to sy, 5, we can use
S Sk
(9 = _7 ? = _7
51.Ck 2 5.k 2
— )
8k |Sk|2> Sk
d, B= - —lexk+— -8, 3.39
s Sk 3 (Ck 2, gk4ck ( )
8k |Sk|2) _ 512(
d: B= - —\ek+— | —-&— - 3.40
G Jisk 5 (Ck 2x gk4ck ( )
One can calculate that
2 2
s s
O(k) = (- 20y + ﬁ)a; B--"%o B.
Ck k Ck k
Thus d, B=d; B=0 entails O(k)=0.
(3.39) and (3.40) also imply
_ Ck, — _
k05 B = Sxds B = E(gksk - 8k,
and hence
8k5k = 8kSk- (3.41)
It is convenient to introduce the parameters
Sk = 2Ska,
Cis= cie+ il
Now, using (3.41) we can write
D(k) = Ckfk_Skg_k’ (342)
O(k) :_Skfk+ Ck8k~ (343)
Equating O(k) to zero and assuming that f; # 0, we obtain
D(k) = sgn fi\fic=lgwl*, (3.44)
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_ 8k

Sk = D)’ (3.45)
_

Cy= D)’ (3.46)

We will keep o instead of u as the parameter of the theory, hoping that one can later on express
w in terms of o®. We set ¢/":= a/|al. Then we can write

Kk’ (k) 0(k' —k) - o(k’) o(k') ., -
NSO INELAL YN Co— 1)+ > TS, 3.47
fk2|a|v§ oy (k)gzvek (3.47)
,0(k) (k' —k)
= - Sk 3.48
k= & % % oy 13 ( )
Then we can express w by
0(0) 0(0) +0(k") e 0K <
,u,=—|a|2+2—(Ck,—1)—e2E Skr- (3.49)
1% W 2V A

One can express the minimizing conditions in the following theorem.
Theorem 3.6:

(1) Suppose that |a|*>0 and e'™ are fixed parameters. Let the first derivative of B with respect
to «a,a,(sy),(5y) vanish. Let f, and gy be given by (3.47) and (3.48). For any k
e (2m/L)Z? we have then fiZ |gk|*, and the Egs. (3.44)—(3.46) hold.

(2) We have

[aa&“B 7 }=[f° go} (3.50)
#B  3.0:B | L& fol '

(3.50) is positive/negative definite if and only if D(0) is positive/negative. (3.50) is zero if and
only if D(0)=0. Besides,

D(0) =2 sgn f, \/&‘?)MZ %Ek. (3.51)
k

In the above theorem we included all possibilities that guarantee the stationarity of B. Clearly,
the case of D(k) <0 seems physically irrelevant. But this is equivalent to f, <0. Therefore, under
the additional condition D(k)=0, we can drop sgn f} from (3.44).

In the case of the zero momentum we have an additional argument for the positivity of D(0)
given in (2). D(0) =0 is, in fact, equivalent to the condition (3.50) =0, which is necessary for the
existence of minimum of B.

Let us compute the ground state energy in the improved Bogoliubov method. Inserting (3.37)
to the expression for B, we obtain
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5(0) 2 o K
B== Ty (laf+ i)+ Il

j(k-k')-0(k") —v(k)

O( 5
+ % v [sicr[*[s
(k') . — .
+ % vf‘-v)(elZTSk+e—127Sk)|sk|2
k’)S S,
8V Kok

kk’

where recall that |s|>=3(Cy—1). Using (3.37) again to eliminate |a|? in favor of u, and then
computing the derivative with respect to u we obtain

0,8 =a + X |sil”.
K
Therefore, the grand-canonical density is given by

a2+ 2, [si?
p=— (3.52)

G. Thermodynamic limit of the fixed point equation

One can ask whether the method described in the previous two sections has a well defined
limit as L— 0. A natural way to take this limit, at least formally, involves the following steps. We
put a= \VKe” for some fixed parameter >0 having the interpretation of the density of the
condensate. We expect s, (and hence Sy, etc.) to converge to a function depending on k € R¢ in a
reasonable class. Finally, we replace (1/V)X by (1/(2m)%)fdk. Thus Egs. (3.47)—(3.49) are re-

K
placed with

2

k 1 27 _
fk=?+/<ﬁ(k)+mf (ﬁ(k’—k)—ﬁ(k’))(Ck,—1)dk’+2(ez7_r)dj d(k')Sy dk’,
(3.53)
. 1
gkzkelzrﬁ(k)—mf o(k" —K)Sy dk’, (3.54)
27 _
,u:zi(O)K+2(2 )dJ (0(0) + 5(k"))(Cyr — 1)dk' — 22 )df (K" )SydK'. (3.55)

We also obtain (in the physical case of positive D)

D(0)=2 \/ H(0) k—— f dko(K)Sy. (3.56)

1
2(2m)?
(3.56) is typically positive—thus the quadratic part of the Hamiltonian (3.31) seems to have a gap.

One can try to find @, (S)) satisfying the minimization condition by iterations. A natural
starting point seems to be S, =0. Then, by (3.37) or (3.55), u=0(0) . After one iteration we obtain
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2
k=5t kv (k),
gk = ki(k),
D(K) = V(k?*/2)? + K*ki (K),

B k0 (K)
T K22) + Kkb(k)

Thus D(k)=wy, ,(k) given by (3.25)—we obtain the grand-canonical Bogoliubov approximation.

In the case of finite L we cannot continue iterations because of Sy=cc.

In the thermodynamic limit, the value at zero may not matter, since k is a continuous variable.
Sy for small k behaves as ~|k|™! [this was noted already in (3.23)]. In dimension d=1, if we try
to do the next iteration we obtain divergent integrals. Thus, we cannot continue iterations. How-
ever, in dimensions d=2 the integrals are convergent and we can do the next iteration (and
presumably we can keep on going).

The energy gap appears already at the second iteration.

H. Uncorrelated states

Let H, denote the space spanned by 1 and let Hy, _y, denote the space spanned by e™® and
e~ Clearly,

LZ(A) = HO 57 ( S7] H{k,—k})' (357)
{k.—k}

The sum in (3.57) runs over all two-element sets of the form {k,—k} with k e (27/L)Z¢.
The exponential property of Fock spaces yields

T (LX(A) =T(Hp) ® ({k(gik}rs(H{k,—k}))~ (3.58)

[See, e.g., Ref. 37 for the definition of the tensor product of an infinite family of Hilbert
spaces used in (3.58). Note that in each of the factors of the tensor product of (3.58), we distin-
guish a normalized vector—the vacuum vector).

We will say that a vector ¥ e I'((L?*(A)) is uncorrelated with respect to (3.58), or simply
uncorrelated, if and only if it is of the form

V=U,®( ® Vi )
{k,~k}
for some
Vo el(Hy), Yy e N(Hyiy)-
We define the uncorrelated ground state energy in the box

EL = inf{(W|H"W):¥ is uncorrelated and of norm 1}.
For k e (27/L)7¢ we define the uncorrelated IES in the box,

€= (k) = inf{(W|H (k)W) — E:W is uncorrelated,

W =1},

and for k € R? we define the uncorrelated IES in the thermodynamic limit,

€,,(K) := sup(lim inf( inf e (k")).
>0 L—=» k' c@mL)zd |k-k'|<s
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Clearly, from the mini-max principle we obtain

E- < E*

un’

E+ é(k) = EL + € (k).
Conjecture 3.7: We believe the following statements to hold true.

(1)  The map R?s k> ¢€,,(K) € R is positive and continuous away from 0.
(2) Let ke RN0}. If L—, k; € 2m/L)7¢, and k, — K, then €= (k;)— €,(K).
(3)  supk-o €un(k)>0.

Thus we conjecture that using only uncorrelated states in a variational determination of the
excitation spectrum have serious limitations. We expect the results to be well behaved in the
thermodynamic limit, but they will probably not capture the phononic behavior at the bottom of
the IES, and, in particular, we will obtain an energy gap.

Note that the squeezed vectors (), , and the particle excitations over the squeezed vectors
biﬂa’g are examples of uncorrelated vectors. Therefore, the expectation values of H in these
vectors give an upper bound on E% and E% + €~ (k). We showed that for these expectation values
one should expect an energy gap—we expect this gap to persist even for more general uncorre-
lated states.

Thus, in order to obtain more satisfactory bounds, it seems that one needs to use correlated
vectors. Note that the Bijls—Feynman variational vector N, W/||N, V| is correlated for k # 0, even
if ¥ is uncorrelated.

IV. PERTURBATIVE APPROACH

In this section we will use the grand-canonical formalism. We replace the potential v(x) with
\v(x), where \ is a (small) positive constant. We will drop u from most symbols, and instead we
will make the dependence on X explicit. Thus instead H}, we will write HM-.

A. Perturbative approach based on the Bogoliubov method

Let us go back to the Bogoliubov method described in Sec. III C. Using the formula (3.19) we
can split the Hamiltonian as

M= NTUHE + HE + \NHE, + NHE,
where
2
Hf] == V I,L\L s’
20(0)

1 7 )% . .
HE .= (—k2+ﬁ k —)a*a + 2, 0(k e 2aa_ + e ata’y),
6= 5 ( )13(0) KAk Ek: ( )213(0)( KAk KAk

—
ORVu i
foz = W(E’Ta;k,akak, +e”a;2a;ak+k'),
kk' VU

ﬁ(kZ_k?)) * %
Hy = ) kil:( ) 6(k1+k2_k3_k4)Taklak2ak3ak4' (4.1)
1-Ko.k3.ky

Note that Hﬁ, n=-1 ,O,%, 1, do not depend on N. This suggests that one can try to gpply
methods of perturbation theory to compute the ground state energy of HM! treating \ANH,,

+A\H, as a small perturbation of the quadratic Bogoliubov Hamiltonian,
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\N'HE + HY. (4.2)

It is also tempting to compute the excitation spectrum, applying perturbation methods to the
same splitting of H™ restricted to the sector of fixed momentum k. Unfortunately, when one tries
to implement this idea, one encounters serious difficulties due to the infrared problem: the operator
(4.2) does not have a ground state, neither globally nor in fixed momentum sectors (because of the
k=0 mode). Further on we will describe a natural approach that should help solve the infrared
problem and should give a better starting point for the perturbation methods.

In any case, the splitting suggests the following conjecture (which is the grand-canonical
version of Conjecture 1.2). Let E;\L(k) be the grand-canonical IES for the potential Av and let
&,,.(K) be given by (3.27).

Conjecture 4.1: Let d=2. Then for a large class of repulsive potentials we have

Jim €, (k) = € u(K).

B. Perturbative approach based on improved Bogoliubov method

We fix the size of the box, u, and ¢'™, and we assume that we solved the fixed point equation
described in Sec. III F and there is an energy gap. We assume that the solution is unique. The
expression for H™ Wick ordered with respect to the operators by, by, allows us to write

HM = NN+ HYE 4 \NHYE N (4.3)

where A\™'HM =B is the constant term, H}"“=3,D(k)b, by, is the quadratic term, and H);5 and H)""
are, respectively, the third and fourth order parts of H in operators by and by, see (3.31).
The splitting (4.3) can be used to set up a perturbative approach for computing the energy
density and excitation spectrum. The presence of a gap will be actually an advantage in this case.
More precisely, let us consider the following Hamiltonian:

HMOL = 5N 4 HYE 4\ SHY + SH)E, (4.4)

where §is an additional parameter introduced for book-keeping reasons. We treat &~ 1H§’1L+H3’L as
the unperturbed operator and the rest as a perturbation depending on the small parameter 6.
o le’lL+H();’L has a ground state (), 5, and even a mass gap, so the perturbation expansion in terms
of J for the ground state vector and energy is well defined and for small 6,

o

’\I"}\,(S,L: 2 (gl‘l,g,L_i_ 6n+1/2\1,i:;1‘1/2 , E)\,S,L: 2 51E2,L’

n=0 n=-1

where ‘I’();’L=Qa, o (It is easy to see that all powers of & for the energy are integral.) At the end we
will substitute N\ for J,

\I})\,L — 2 ()\n\I,;\’L+ )\n+l/2q,’);;L1/2 , E)\,L — E )\nEz,L. (45)

n=0 n=-1
Let €-(k) be the subadditive hull of D*(k). Assume that for some k,, ...k, with k=k,+---
+k,, we have €(k)=D*(k,)+---+D*(k,). This implies that the vector (”!)_”217:;, by Qg g is at
the bottom of the spectrum of &'HM'+H)" in the sector of momentum k. Again we can write
down the perturbation expansion in terms of o for the excitation spectrum, convergent for small 6,

PHEK) = 2 (8K + 8 PR (), M) = X 8et(k),

n=0 n=-—1

where Wi (k)=bQ, 4 Then we put 6=\ obtaining
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o

WAE(K) ~ D (NTM(K) + NHPENE (K)), k) ~ D) NEE(K). (4.6)
n=0

n=-1

Of course, we do not claim that the power series (4.5) and (4.6) have a nonzero radius of
convergence. We only hope that they are in some sense asymptotic to the physical quantities.
We hope that the perturbation expansions (4.5) and (4.6) survive the thermodynamic limit. We
do not expect that the nth terms of these expansions will be of order O(\"). However, we hope that
each next term will give a better approximation, as expressed in the following conjecture.
Conjecture 4.2:

(1)  For any n, there exist

AL
No_1: n
e, = lim ,

L—»

ek) == lim &(k,), k., — k.

L—®

(2)
lim efl= {L ,
AN 20(0)

}1\111(1) ey = omi) 2 2k +v(k)6(0) ve,u(K) |dK,
lim €)(k) = €,,(k).
A0

(3) For some 0< o<y -+ with lim g,=,

n—o

N'eh= O\, n=1,2,...

NéN(k) = O\), n=1,2,....
(4) For o, as above and all n,

n

2 Ne(0)= O(\).

J=0

(1) is the existence of the thermodynamic limit of the perturbation expansion. (2) tells us that the
lowest order terms in this expansion agree with the quantities obtained in the Bogoliubov approxi-
mation. (3) means that the later terms in the expansion are in some sense lower order than earlier.
(4) says that there is no gap in the excitation spectrum at k=0.

It seems that a result similar to the above conjecture could be easier to prove than a result
about the true energy density and the true IES.

Let us sum up the procedure that we propose to compute various quantities for Bose gas with
N\ small and fixed w. We will call it the improved Bogoliubov approach.

(1) Find a translation invariant squeezed state (), , minimizing the expectation value of the
Hamiltonian HML.
(2) Split the Hamiltonian as in (4.3),

_
HME = NN+ YR+ ONHY Y+ NHYE
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according to the power in creation/annihilation operators adapted to €}, 4.
(3) Introduce a fictitious Hamiltonian with an additional coupling constant &,

HML = s N+ HYE 4 VOHNE + SHME.

(4) Compute the desired quantity perturbatively, obtaining a (formal) power series cM®F
=3, M

(5) Go to the thermodynamic limit with each term in the series separately, obtaining cz
i=limy .. M,

(6) Set 5=\, obtaining the power series c7‘=2,,)\”c,);, which is the final expression for the desired
quantity.

C. Approach with isolated condensate

In the literature there are many works that are based on a somewhat different approach to the
Bose gas with small N\ and fixed w. This approach is sometimes called the approach with isolated
condensate. We would like to compare it to the improved Bogoliubov’s approach.

Let us describe the basic steps of this approach.

(1) Make the c-number substitution, obtaining the Hamiltonian H™(a) as in (3.12).
(2) Substitute a=y\"'«V and split the Hamiltonian as

HM (@) = N HSE + HE 4+ \NHSE + NHEE,

according to the power of A.

(3) Compute perturbatively the ground state energy, obtaining a (formal) power series EM*F
=3 \NEST.

(4) Compute the desired quantity as a (formal) power series ¢M*L=3 \¢®E,

(5) Minimize (up to the desired order in \) EML, obtaining «™* as a function of \,L.

(6) Substitute ¥ in the expression for the desired quantity, obtaining c;"L=c;‘)\’L’L.

(7) Go to the thermodynamic limit with each term of the series separately, obtaining cz
=lim; ., c,);’L. The final expression for the desired quantity is

M=) NN
n

As proven by Ref. 22 (see Sec. 3.12), the approach with isolated condensate is exact in the
thermodynamic limit for the energy density. In the case of finer quantities, such as the IES or
Green’s functions, we do not see why the thermodynamic limit should make this approach exact.

Improved Bogoliubov approach and approach with isolated condensate seem to have a lot in
common. In both of them the main step involves calculations with a quadratic Hamiltonian
perturbed by third and fourth order perturbations. In both approaches the quadratic term does not
contain a term linear in creation/annihilation operators. Note also that in both procedures the
dependence of the final quantities on the coupling constant N can be quite complicated and not
given just by a power series.

The approach with isolated condensate may seem simpler technically, since the perturbation
expansion is applied to a simpler splitting, whereas in the improved Bogoliubov approach the first
step involves solving a complicated fixed point equation. It is, however, quite clear that the
improved Bogoliubov approach is physically better justified than the approach with isolated con-
densate. In the former no term is dropped. In the latter, at the very beginning we drop an important
term from the Hamiltonian.
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V. OBSERVABLES

In this section we work in the grand-canonical approach. We drop the subscripts w and L, so
that H}LL is denoted by H. (In particular, in order not to clutter the notation we hide the dependence
on L, which, however, plays an important role in what follows.)

A. Spontaneous symmetry breaking

The Hamiltonian H is invariant with respect to the transformation generated by the number
operator ¢/™. Consequently, its ground state can be chosen to have a definite number of particles.
It is, however, believed that in the thermodynamical limit this gauge invariance is spontaneously
broken. (In fact, it is broken in the Bogoliubov method.)

Let us try to describe this symmetry breaking rigorously. Following Bogoliubov,4 we perturb
the Hamiltonian by a nonphysical perturbation,

H,=H-wV(a}+ap), (5.1)
where v>0. H, depends on the gauge,

e™H o™ = H — V\/\—/(e”as +e"ay). (5.2)

Let us assume that H, has a unique ground state given by the vector ¥, Note that the
Hamiltonian H,, is real, therefore we can assume W, to be real as well. H,, is translation invariant
and the group of translations of the torus is compact. Hence we can take W, to be translation
invariant. The expectation value with respect to the vector ¥, will be denoted

(D= (W)

Because of the translation invariance we have

<ak>1/:09 k 7& 0»
(agay),=0, k#Kk’,

<aka_kr>,,=0, k # k,. (53)

Thus the nontrivial one- and two-point correlation function are

<aO>V = <a8>w (5 4)
<aiiak>v = <aika—k>w (5 5)
<aka—k>v = <a;;aik>w (5 6)

and the expressions (5.4)—(5.6) are all real. Their reality follows from the reality of the Hamil-
tonian (5.1) and the reality of (-),.
Let us assume that there exists the limit

(+):=1lim lim(-),, (5.7)
N\0 L—»

as a state on a suitable family 2 of observables.
Clearly, 2 is invariant with respect to the Hermitian conjugation. Moreover, the group of
translations e™*”.e*” and the dynamics "¢~ act on 2.
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Clearly, the ground state of ¢™H,e™™ (before taking the thermodynamic limit) is given by
™ . Replacing ¥, with ¢/™W, and performing the limit (5.7), we obtain a new state on 2. If
(5.4) or (5.6) are nonzero, then this new state differs from (-),: (5.4) has to be multiplied with e’
and (5.6) with .

Clearly, (5.3) are true if we replace (-), with (-). It is natural to assume that the following
limits exist:

N
p:=lim lim< >V, (5.8)
N0 L—»
— . . <a0>V
VK= lim lim , (5.9)
\,0 L—= \,F/
(ayay) = lim lim{ayay),, k#0, (5.10)
N\,0 L—x
{aya_y) = lim gim (aa_y),, k#0. (5.11)

Clearly, the expressions (5.9)—(5.11) are again real. All of them depend on . p is the density and
k can be interpreted as the density of the condensate.
B. A priori estimates

We will use notation explained in an abstract setting in Appendix H, where the reader will also
find some general remarks about Green’s functions and their motivation. In particular, for a pair of
operators A, B the static Green’s function is defined as

((A,B)),=(A(H,- E,)"'B),+(B(H,- E,)"'A),.

Recall the operator

. & _ ikx *
Ny= > Akl = f e ragaydx,
K

[see (3.5) and (2.13)].
We will tacitly assume that we can perform the thermodynamic limit of various observables,
such as

(aar)) = li{n lim (@ ax))

L—®

{ag.a_y)) := lim lim{(ay.a_)),,

—00

. . <NltNk>V
S = lim lim — ——,
N0 Low  (N),

- Tim lim (NN,
A N0 Lo (NY,

[Compare with the definition of s and x4 in (2.16) and (2.17)].
In this setting we have the following analog of (2.14):
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2 v/

1 k nwV
(N [H N D= =N + (g + a). (5.12)
2 2 2
It implies the so-called f -sum rule,
1, 1 'S —
5<Nk(HV - EV)N](>V + §<Nk(HV - EV)N§>V= ?<N>V + VVV(“O)V' (513)

By the Schwarz inequality and taking the thermodynamic limit, we obtain

sic= L 1k[Vx. (5.14)

In the theorem below, (5.16) is due to Pitaevski and Stringalri,26’3 * and (5.17) is the zero-
temperature version of the famous 1/k> Theorem of Bogoliubov.4
Theorem 5.1:

1
ay= 2 5.15
(aay) I 2 (5.15)

1
=< (5.16)

2[kNxp 2

% K K

<<akaak>>2@+ <<aka‘1—k>>+ﬁ . (5.17)

Proof: To simplify the presentation, our proof will be not quite rigorous, since we will ignore v
and skip the thermodynamical limit involving lim lim.

N\,0 L—x
We set A*=qy and B:=N, in the uncertainty relation (G2) and we obtain

((ara) + HNeN = T ag)]?.

This proves (5.15). Now (5.14) implies (5.16).
To prove (5.17) introduce the operators

Oy = Ny + Ny,
Ry =i[O.H].
We obtain
[0k [H. 011 = 2K*N - K*Qyy,,
[Ow-ax] = — ag— ax,
[Ow-aly]=ag+aly.
Therefore,
(R R = 3([Q[H. O] ) = (N)K?, (5.18)
(aw Ri) = i[O, ax ]} = = i{ag), (5.19)
(@ Ri)) = i[O aly ) = iag). (5.20)
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(5.19) and (5.20) are sometimes called the Bogoliubov sum rules.***

For a complex parameter ¢ we have

— iag) + it{ag) = ((ax + taZy), Ri)). (5.21)
We take the square of the absolute value of (5.21), apply (G3), and we obtain

|<ao>|2 - t<a2’3>2 - R%)Z + |t|2|(a0)|2 = (((ax + tafk), (ali +1a_g))) (R, Ry)) -

Taking into account (5.18), we obtain

2 2 2
0 = (agaly) - (@0 +r(<<aik,a:;>> (a) ) (<<ak,a ) + %0 )+|t|2(<<aik,a_k>>

(VK? (VK (N)K?
. |<ao>|2>
(MK* /)"
Using
(ag) =(ag), (alwai))={apa), (aa0)=(aa i),
we obtain
|2 . {ao)|®
‘ (arsaa0) + jfv’;’kz = (apm) - '< N;’k'z :
which implies (5.17). O
Note the following consequence of (5.17):
2
(o) = (el ) = =5 (5.22)

Theorem 5.2: Let €(K) be the IES at momentum K. Then

2 kzp k2 1 A * ® *
E(k) = Z ? M+ pU (0) + 2(2 )d U(k)(2<aq+kaq+k> + <aq+ka—q—k> + <aq+ka—q—k>)dq s

(5.23)

2\2 2
e(k)> = (%) + 2k2f %(a;aqﬁlq + pJ dx(1 - cos kx)V v(x)(aoa agag),  (5.24)

where K denotes |k|~'k and Vl(zz)v(x) denotes the second derivative of v in the direction of K.

Proof: To prove (5.23), we use (G8) with A*=a,—a") and B=N, and then go to the thermo-
dynamic limit.

To prove (5.24) we use (G9) with A=Ny O

Both estimates of Theorem 5.2 mdlcate the phononic character of the excitation spectrum. The
estimate (5.23) is due to Wagner ) and involves the symmetry breaking parameter . The
estimate (5.24) involves the kinetic energy and the pair correlation function {(aga,aya,) (here 0
refers to the position), but does not involve «, hence it can be applied to situations without
symmetry breaking. This estimate comes from Refs. 29 and 25, see also Ref. 34.

C. Green'’s functions of the Bose gas

Let us consider two-point Green’s functions of the Bose gas. We assume that (-) is the state
obtained by the limiting procedure in the thermodynamic limit, and we will ignore the complica-
tions due to the thermodynamic limit.
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We define a 2 X 2 matrix of Green’s functions,

G1(z.k) Gzl(Z,k)}

Glak) = {Glz(z,k) Go(z.K)

G11(z.k) = (ax(H - E—2) ' ay) + (ax(H - E+2)'ay),
Gy (z.k) =(a" (H-E-z2)""ay) + {ap(H-E+z)"'a"}),
G(z.K) =(ay(H-E-2)"a) +{a (H-E+2)'a),

Gy(z.k)=(a" (H-E-2)"'a) +{a_(H-E+2)7'd"}).
Note that, using the notation of Appendix H,
Gij(Z,k) = GAI.,Bj(Z)’

where A|:=ay, Ay:=a", and B,:=ay, B,:=a_,. We use the conventions described in this appendix
for the meaning of Green’s functions both away from the real line and on the real line.
It is a general fact, which does not depend on the details of the system, that

G11(z.k) =G 1(zZ,k) = Gp(-z,— k),

G2(z.k) = Gy1(Z.k) = G1(- z,— k).
By the reflection invariance of the Bose gas,
Gj(z.k) = G(z,— k). (5.25)
Obviously, for any observable A, (A*)=(A). But the state (-) is real, hence @:(K), Note also
that H =I:I, ay=ay. Therefore,
G1a(z.k) = Gy (z.k).
Note that G;(0,k)={(ay,ay)) and G,(0,k)={{ay,a_)), hence by (5.22),

c
G11(0,k) - G,(0,k) = 2 (5.26)
Let us introduce the “full mass operator,”

2(z.k) 212(Z’k):|

_ L[Gu(Z,k) Gy(z.k)
221(ka) zzz(Z,k)

T 27 Go(zk) Galzk)
Gzz(Z’k) - Glz(Z,k) }
-Gy (zk) Gk |

-1
S(2.k) = { } S (ICASIMERY

- G12(Z,k)G21(Z,k))_l[
Consequently,

1
27(G11(0,k) - G1,(0,k)) '

Ell(o»k) - 212(07k) =

(5.26) implies
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2

7 = 21(0.k) - %5(0,k) = 0,
e

and, in particular,

211(0,0) - %,5(0,0) = 0. (5.27)

(5.27) was first proven in the framework of perturbation theory for the Bose gas with isolated
condensate and is sometimes called the Hugenholz—Pines theorem,'* see also Ref. 9. The proof
that we present is valid for the correct Hamiltonian of the Bose gas and is due to Bogoliubov.4

Note that (5.27) implies that G(z,k) has a singularity at (z,k)=(0,0), which is an argument
for the absence of a gap in the excitation spectrum. Bogoliubov4 gave also an argument for the
phononic shape of the excitation spectrum. The argument is based on the assumption that 2(z,k)
is regular in z, k around (0,0). Note that

det 2(z,k) =21(z,k) 20(2.k) — 215(z.k) 25 (2,k)

is invariant with respect to the transformations k+— -k and z——z. Finally, by (5.27), we know
that 2(0,0)=0. Therefore,

det 3(z.K) = y2* + Bk + O(|z|* + |k[*).

We have det 2.(z,k)=det 2(Z,k). Hence y and S are real as well. For purely imaginary nonzero z,
det 2(z,k) is nonzero. Hence 7y and B cannot have the same sign. Therefore, 5=—8/y=0.
Assume now that B, 7 are not zero. Then 0 <<, and

det 3(Volk

k) =0(|k[Y.

Hence, for small w, k, Green’s function G(w,k) has a sharp peak along w(k):v%ik|.
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APPENDIX A: ENERGY-MOMENTUM SPECTRUM OF QUADRATIC HAMILTONIANS

Suppose that we consider a quantum system described by the Hamiltonian,

H= f o(kK)agaydk, (A1)
Hzl

with the total momentum

P= f kaiakdk,
Rd

both acting on the Fock space I'(L*(R¢)). We will call the function w appearing in H the elemen-

tary excitation spectrum of our quantum system, and we will assume it to be non-negative.
Clearly, the ground state energy of H is 0. The excitation spectrum of (A1) is not arbitrary—it

has to be a subadditive function. This appendix describes a number of easy results about subad-
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ditive functions. They are quite straightforward and probably they mostly belong to the folk
wisdom. However, we have never seen them explicitly described in the literature, and we believe
them to be relevant for physical properties of Bose gas.

The Hamiltonian of interacting Bose gas is not purely quadratic. Nevertheless, some argu-
ments indicate that the IES in the thermodynamic limit is subadditive. A heuristic argument in
favor of this conjecture is described in the Appendix B.

Even if one questions this argument, there exists another motivation for a study of subadditive
functions. Quadratic Hamiltonians are often used in statistical physics as approximate effective
Hamiltonians. In particular, this is the case of the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian Hj,.

We will show that there exists a large class of subadditive functions with the properties
properties described by Conjecture 1.1 or 3.4, (3) or (3)’, and (4) (which correspond to the
superfluidity or periodicity and to a finite speed of sound). We will also show that if the elemen-
tary excitations possess these properties, then so does the IES.

Let RY5 k— e(k) € R be a non-negative function. We say that it is subadditive if and only if

E(kl + kz) = G(kl) + G(kz)’ kl’k2 S Rd.

Let RY5 k— w(k) € R be another non-negative function. We define the subadditive hull of w
to be

ek) == inflo(k,) + -+ w(k,):k, + ---+Kk, =k, n=1,2,...}.

Clearly, e(k) is subadditive and satisfies e(k) = w(k).

Clearly, if w(k) is the elementary excitation spectrum of a quadratic Hamiltonian, and e(k) its
subadditive hull, then e(k) is the IES.

Let us state and prove some facts about subadditive functions and subadditive hulls, which
seem to be relevant for the homogeneous Bose gas.

Theorem A.1: Let f be an increasing concave function on [0,%[ with f(0)=0. Then f(|k|) is

subadditive.
Proof:
k) = £l ) = 2+ i) + 20y + 2 4 iy
[k | + [k [k | + [k, | [k | + [k,
eIl 0 = ) + ).
[ | + ks

O

We can generalize Theorem A.1 to periodic functions.

Theorem A.2: Let f be an increasing concave function on [0, Vd/ 2] with f(0) =0. Define € to
be the function on RY periodic with respect to the lattice 7% such that if k € [—%,%]d, then €(Kk)
=f(|K|) (which defines € uniquely). Then € is subadditive.

Proof: We can extend f to a concave increasing function defined on [0,%[, e.g., by putting
F(t)=f(Nd/2) for t=d/2.

Let k;,k; € R% Let p;,p, e [-1,1] such that k;—p; e 7% Let p e [-1,1] such that k;+k,
—p € 7¢. Note that |p|<|p,+p,|. Now

ek, +ky) =f([p]) = f(lp +pa)) = -+ = f(pi]) + f([pa)) = e(k)) + e(ky),

wherein ... we repeat the estimate of the proof of Theorem A.1. O

Obviously, we have the following.

Theorem A.3: Let €, be subadditive and €)= w. Let € be the subadditive hull of w. Then
€=¢€.

In the case of the Bose gas with repulsive interactions, we expect that the excitation spectrum
may have resemble that of a quadratic Hamiltonian with the properties described by the following
two theorems, which easily follow from Theorems A.1-A.3.
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Theorem A.4: Suppose that w=0 is a spherically symmetric function on R and € is its
subadditive hull.

(1) € is spherically symmetric.

(2) If inf w(k)/|k|=c, then inf €(k)/|K|=c.
K#0 k#0

(3) Ifliminf,_, w(k)/|k|=c, then e(k)=c|kK|.

(4)  Suppose that for some ¢ >0, we have w(k)=c min(|k|,1). Then
lim i fw(k) Clies T e(k)
im inf——— = ¢, implies lim—— =c,,.
ko |k P s k| ™

Theorem A.5: Suppose that ©=0 is an even function on R periodic with respect to 7. Let €
be its subadditive hull.

(1) €(K) is even and periodic with respect to 7.
(2) If, for some ¢>0, we have w(k)=c dist(k,Z), then

i .fw(k) o ies i e(k)
mintr——— =¢c¢ mplies Iim——— =C,p.
ko K| o PSS A g T e

APPENDIX B: SUBADDITIVITY OF THE EXCITATION SPECTRUM OF INTERACTING
BOSE GAS

In this appendix we describe a heuristic argument in favor of Conjecture 3.4 (5). Recall that
this conjecture says that the IES of interacting Bose gas in the thermodynamic limit should be
subadditive. Clearly, this would be true if the Bose gas was described by a quadratic Hamiltonian
of a form (A1). We will see, however, that this conjecture follows as well from an assumption
saying that one can describe excitations by approximately localized operators.

Consider Bose gas in a box of side length L where L is very large. Let ®, be the ground state
of the Hamiltonian and E, its ground state energy, so that HP,=E,®, and PPy=0. Let (E,
+e;,k;) e sp(H,P), i=1,2. We can find eigenvectors with these eigenvalues, that is, vectors ®,
satisfying H®;=(Ey+e;)®;, PP;=k;®,. Let us make the assumption that it is possible to find
operators A;, which are polynomials in creation and annihilation operator smeared with functions
well localized in configuration space such that PA;~A,(P+k;), and which approximately create
the vectors ®; from the ground state, that is, ®;~A,®,. (Note that here a large size of L plays a
role.) By replacing @, with e¥"®, for some y and A, with e?¥"A,e~¥", we can make sure that the
regions of localization of A; and A, are separated by a large distance.

Now consider the vector ®,:=A;A,®D,. Clearly,

P® ), = (k) +ky)Dyy.

@, looks like the vector ®; in the region of localization of A;, elsewhere it looks like ®. The
Hamiltonian H involves only expressions of short range (the potential decays in space). Therefore,
we expect that

H(DIZ = (E0+ (4] +€2)q)12.

If this is the case, it implies that (Ey+e,+e,,k;+Kk,) € sp(H, P), and hence it shows that the IES
is subadditive.

Clearly, the argument we presented has its weak points—it is based on approximate locality,
which can be violated because of correlations due to the BE condensation. Nevertheless, we have
the impression that many physicists believe that even in the interacting case, in the thermodynamic
limit, one can often “‘compose excitations” in a sense similar to the one described above. (See the
discussion of the concept of elementary excitations in interacting systems by Lieb' and the
experimental paper.”*)
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APPENDIX C: SPEED OF SOUND AT ZERO TEMPERATURE

It is well known (e.g., Ref. 13) that at any temperature the speed of sound is given by

\/&p
Cg= -,
apls

where p is the pressure, p is the density, and S is the entropy. (Recall that we assume that the mass
of an individual particle is 1.)

Let E denote the ground state energy (which corresponds to the total energy at zero tempera-
ture), V the volume, and n the number of particles. Note that n=Vp and E=Ve(p), where e(p)
denotes the energy density. At zero temperature the pressure is given by

JoE

pP=-

vl =" e(p) + pe’(p).

n

Clearly, at zero temperature the entropy is zero. Therefore,

2 9p

dp
2= p
ap

s=0 9P

= elp) + pe'(p) = pe"(p).
o

’ T=0
APPENDIX D: WICK AND ANTI-WICK SYMBOLS

Let a,a5,...,a, and a;,a,, ...,a, be creation/annihilation operators. Let H be an operator
given as a polynomial in these operators. We can write H in two ways,

H=2 hy,fa")a’= 2 h, a%a")?.
7.6 7.6
(We use here the multi-index notation, e.g., a®=a{'---a;".) Then the function

"> a—H(a) =2, h%gc_v"a‘s
v,6

is called the Wick symbol of the operator H. (Synonyms: lower symbol, normal symbol, covariant
symbol, a*, a-symbol, Q-representation.) The function

"> a—H@) =2, E%ﬁ&ya‘s
v,0

is called the anti-Wick symbol of the operator H. (Synonyms: upper symbol, antinormal symbol,
contravariant symbol, a, a*-symbol, P-representation.)
Introduce the standard coherent states,

W(a) = exp(E (— aa; + c_ziai)), Q= W(a)Q.

i=1

Note the identities (that can be used as alternative definitions of the Wick and anti-Wick symbols)

H(a) = (QQ|HQQ), (D1)
- o
H= f H(@)|Q)(Qq—. (D2)
C a

Let H be a bounded from below self-adjoint operator. We have the following lower and upper
bounds for the ground state energy of H, which follow immediately from (D1) and (D2):
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inf{H(a):a € C"} < inf sp H < inf{H(a):a e C"}. (D3)

APPENDIX E: BOGOLIUBOV TRANSFORMATIONS

In this appendix we recall the well-known properties of Bogoliubov transformations and
squeezed vectors. For simplicity we restrict ourselves to one degree of freedom.

Let a* and a the creation and annihilation operators and () the vacuum vector. Recall that
[a,a*]=1 and aQ)=0.

Here are the basic identities for Bogoliubov translations and coherent vectors. Let

.
«— —aa +aa
Wy=e .

Then
WaaWZ =a+ «,
Wa'W,=a" + a,
0y — |2 aa
WiQ = el 720007,
Here are the basic identities for Bogoliubov rotations and squeezed vectors. Let

UG = e—(0/2)a*a*+(§/2)aa

Then
« 0 . .
UgaU,=cosh|6la + ﬂsmh| bla*,
- L0
Uga*U,= cosh|6la” + H51nh|6|a,

U’;() — (1 + tanh2| 6|)(l/4)€—0/(2|0|)lanh\H\a*a*Q.

Vectors obtained by acting with both Bogoliubov translation and rotation will be also called
squeezed vectors.

APPENDIX F: COMPUTATIONS OF THE BOGOLIUBOV ROTATION

In this appendix we give the computations of the rotated terms in the Hamiltonian used in Sec.
I D,

* # 2 2k #* % — 2 %
U Uy = |sil” + cpayay — exsiard’y = aiSianao + [sil*a’yay,
* ok e - 2 k% - % — % 2
Ugara_ Upy=—Sgcy + Capa_y — CxSxly g — CxSka_y Ak + Spa_id,
* 2 * * 2 ok *
Ugaga_yUy=— siCx + ciaga_g — CxSiayay — CxSka_jd_k + Sy a_ydy,

Uﬁa:+k,akakrU2= (C0(|Sk|25(k,) + |Sk1|25(k)) + Eockskﬁ(k + k,))ao - (So(|Sk|25(k’) + |Skr|25(k))

+ coCis Ok + K'))ag + higher order terms,
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Uﬁak+k’alta|tfuz= (Co(|5k|25(k/) + |Sk'|25(k)) + sociSk Ok + k’))aS - (EO(|sk|25(k,) + |Sk'|25(k))

+ cocsk Ok + k'))ag + higher order terms,

6(k1 + k2 - k3 - k4) Uﬂ;laltzak3ak4U>; = CkIElek3sk35(kl + k2) 5(1(3 + k4) + |Sk1|2|sk2|2(5(k1

- k3) 8k, — ky) + 8(k; — ky) 5(k; — k3))

= * 2 %k % 2
+ (Sklckl(5k3ck3a—k3a—k3 = 8k, 1,07k, ~ O i Ak,

* — * =2

+ Sk3ck3ak3ak3) + Sk3ck3(sklcklaklakl ~ Sk, 9k, 4k,

2 # - e
- Cklai‘;la—kl + Sleklaikla_kl)) X 5(k1 + k2)5(k3 + k4)

5 2 . _
+ (|Sk2| (|Ckl| altlakl - Cklsklalilaikl — Ok, Sk, %K, Ak,
2 *

+ s [fal a ) + |skl|2(|ck2|2a;‘;2ak2 — Chy Sk, Ak,
= O, Sk, Ak, + |51 Pal ax,)) X ((ky —ks) 8k, — ky)

+ 8k, —k4) 8(k, — k3)) + higher order terms.

APPENDIX G: OPERATOR INEQUALITIES

Let us fix a vector ¥ and let (A) denote (W'|AW). Let [A,B],:=AB+BA denote the anticom-
mutator. Occasionally, we will write [A,B]_:=AB-BA for the usual commutator.
Theorem G.1: Suppose that A, B are operators. We have the following inequalities.

(1) Schwarz inequality for an anticommutator:
K[A™,B1)I” = ([A",ALX[B",B1.). (G1)
(2) Uncertainty relation for a pair of operators:
(A", BD* = ([A.A"LX[B.B],). (G2)
Proof: We add the inequalities
0=(A+tB)"(A+tB), 0=(A=*1tB)(A *1tB)",
obtaining
0=[A,A"],+7[B",Al. +[A",B]. + [1’[B",B],.

Then we take the expectation value of both sides and set r=—([B*,A]..)/{{B*,B].). O
Suppose that H is an operator bounded from below and W is its ground state vector,

HV=EV, H-E=0.
Assume that (A)=(B)=0. Then we will write

((A,B)) :=(A(H-E)"'B) + (B(H- E)"'A).
Theorem G.2:

[((A*,B)* = ((A*,A)){((B",B)), (G3)

K[A",BDI = (A", A)X[B",[H.B]]). (G4)
Proof: To see (G3) we apply the Schwarz inequality to the positive definite form ((A*,B)).
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To obtain (G4) we first use the identity

([A",B]) = ((A",[H.B])), (G5)

and then (G3). O
Theorem G.3: Let 'H, be the space

Ho = {[{(H)AV + g(H)A™V:f,g}*

(the smallest invariant subspace of the operator H containing AW and A™V). Let €
:=inf sp Hly, ~E. Then

_ {[AL[A.ATD

Al (G0
_ (A [HADD
=Ty @7
([A"[HA]INLB, [H,B]D)
€= ,
A" BDP @
_ (A" H][H.[H.A]]]D
<= Al (@)
Proof: To prove (G6) we add
€A"A) = (A"(H-E)A), €&AA*)=(A(H-E)A").
To prove (G7) we add
E(A*(H-E)'A) =(A*(H-E)A), €{A(H-E)'A*) =(A(H-E)A").
(G8) follows from (G7) and (G4). O
(G6) is called the Feynman bound®* and (G8) is due to Wagner.”’34 (G9) comes from Refs. 29

and 25.

APPENDIX H: GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

We consider a quantum system described by a bounded from below Hamiltonian H. We
assume that it has a unique ground state (V|- W)=(-), H¥V=EW. If A is an operator, then we will
write

A(l) = e”HAe_”H.

The time-dependent Green’s function associated with a pair of operators A, B is defined as the
function depending on 7 e R,

G (1) = 6(= D(A(0)B(1)) + O(1){B(DA(0)) = 6(- 1){Ae"#EB) + 0(1)(Be " M-F)A),  (H1)

where 6 is the Heaviside function.
We also introduce the energy-dependent Green’s function, which is the Fourier transform of
(H1) (with one of conventional normalizations). It is the distribution on w € R defined as

Gy p(z) =1lim i f G (e <dr = Tim i f ((AgmiH-E-a—ie gy | (BoillH-E+eie) o)) gy
N0 e\.0 0
=(A(H-E-w-i0)"'BY+(B(H - E + w—i0)"'A). (H2)
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Finally, the analytic Green’s function is defined for z € C\(sp(H—E) Usp(E—-H)) and is de-
fined as

Gify(a) = (A(H - E=2) By + (B(H - E+2)"'A).

The distribution G, p(w) is the boundary value of the analytic function G};(z), provided that we
approach the real line from the appropriate side. Besides, in the energy gap both functions coin-
cide,

G p(w) =Gyp(w—10), e sp(E—-H)C—0,0,
G al(@) = Gy(0), @ < R\{sp(H - E) U sp(E - )},

Gpp(0) =Gyp(w+1i0), e sp(H-E)C0,».

Motivated by the above relations, following the usual convention, we can treat G, z(w) and
G 'p(2) as restrictions of a single function and drop the superscript an. Note that

Gy p(2) = Gy 4+(2) = G a(=2).

Green’s functions are well motivated physically. Let us briefly describe their two separate
physical applications.
Following Ref. 4, let us first describe the physical meaning of the static Green’s function,

Gy,5(0) =((A,B)).

Suppose that W is an eigenvector of H (not necessarily a ground state). Let B be a perturbation
with 1;(H)BW=0. Suppose that it is possible to apply perturbation theory to the family H,
:= H+ 7B obtaining an analytic family of eigenvectors W _with eigenvalues E . such that Ey=E and
W,=W. The Rayleigh—-Schrodinger perturbation theory says that

V.=V +7H-E)'BY +0(7). (H3)

Let (A),:= (¥ |AW,). (H3) implies that for any operator A we have

A o= (B, (14)

Thus ({(A,B)) measures the linear response of eigenvalues of a quantum system.

Let us describe a typical illustration of the physical meaning of G, p(z) for a general z.
Suppose that at time 0, the system described by a Hamiltonian H is in its ground state. We perturb
the Hamiltonian by a weak perturbation AB, and at time ¢ we measure the observable A. The shift
of the expectation of the measurement is

t t

du{[B(u),A(t)]) = i\ f ds((Be"PEIA) — (A 5 H-EIB)Y) |

5}\(1‘) = <eit(H+)\B)Ae—it(H+)\B)> _ <A> ~ i)\J
0

0

where we took the leading term in A. For some Im z<<0, we compute the Laplace transform of
8,(7), make the linear approximation, and change the variable u=¢-s,
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] © t
J e85, (Hdt = i)\f e_i’zdtj (B HEIAY — (Ae " H-EIBY)ds
0 0 0

= i)\f e_i"zduJ ((BeSH-E-DA) — (Ae~s(H-E+) BY) s
0 0

i
= —Gpala).
Z

Thus, G, 3(z) measures the linear response of the dynamics of a quantum system.

1. The van Hove formfactor

A typical experiment measuring excitation spectrum involves scattering with a beam of par-
ticles, typically neutrons. Following van Hove,*® let us try to describe such an experiment math-
ematically.

We can assume that a neutron of mass m interacts with each particle of the Bose gas through
a potential w. Its incident momentum is p;, We measure scattered neutrons of momentum p;,
#p;. The space describing the Bose gas and a single neutron is I'(A) ® L*(R%) and the Hamil-
tonian is

_ - 1 .
Hy:==Hy+\N[=H®1+1® %D§+)\f diaw(x - y)dx,

where y denotes the position of the neutron, Dy its momentum, N is small, and as usual H is the
Hamiltonian of the Bose gas. Let <IJp denote the plane wave function of momentum p, that is,
(I)p(y) - V—I/Zeipy.

Suppose that the initial state of the composite system is ¥'® <I>p,_, where W is the ground state.
Let E be the ground state energy and o;=(1 /2m)pi2 the energy of the incident neutron. After time
2T the evolved state is given by

- - 2T -
O(T,p) = e " Y © O, = oW @ O, — i\ f e P THoHHE= D gy © P,
0

sin T(HO —-E- O-i)
~ Ve d,,

_ 2T Er O o ®, -2\ e—iT(FIO+E+o,-)
' H() - E - O-i

where we used the so-called Born approximation. Let o= (1/2m)p}% be the final energy of the
neutron. We introduce also the momentum and energy transfer,

q=Pp;—Pp ®:=0;—0y.

To obtain the amplitude of the measurement of the momentum p;, we take the partial scalar
product of O(T,p,) € I'y(A) ® L*(R?) with D, e L*(R? obtaining the vector in I'{(L*(A)) equal

sin T(Hy - E — w)

2Ni
O(T,w,q) = (D, |O(T,p;))=—— ~iT(Hy+E+opt+o;)
( w q) ( pf| ( p:)) v e - o

f f w(x —y)asa, Ve ¥dydx

2Ni

2N i) sin T(Hy— E — w)

Hy-E-w

W(q)NgW.

Note that the number of states in a cube dq;---dq, equals V(2m)~%dq,---dq,. Therefore, the
scattering cross section per unit time in the Born approximation is
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.sin> T(Hy - E - o)
4 T(Hy-E - w)*

T—;(ZW)l‘dkszW(q)IZS(w,q), (H5)

1 2\
1T aPven =25 ok vix v v

where p=(N)/V is as usual the density and

S(w,q) =(N)" (V[N S(H - E - 0)N,P) (Ho)

is sometimes called the van Hove form factor.
It is interesting to note that (H5) depends on the incoming and outgoing data only through the
momentum and energy transfer.
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