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Q uantum - eld-theoretic descriptions of interacting condensed bosons have su ered from the lack
of selfconsistent approxin ation schem es satisfying G oldstone’s theorem and dynam icalconservation
law s sin ultaneously. W e present a procedure to construct such approxim ations system atically by
using either an exact relation for the interaction energy or the H ugenholz-P ines relation to express
the them odynam ic potential in a LuttingerW ard form . Inspection of the selfconsistent perturba-
tion expansion up to the third order w ith respect to the interaction show s that the two relations
yield a unigue identical resul at each order, reproducing the conserving-gapless m ean— eld theory
[[ .Kia, J.Phys. Soc. Jon. 74, 1891 (2005)] as the lowest-order approxin ation. T he uniqueness
In plies that the serdes becom es exact when in nite tem s are retained. W e also derive usefill ex—
pressions for the entropy and super uid density in tem s of G reen’s fiinction and a set of realtin e
dynam ical equations to describe them alization of the condensate.

I. NTRODUCTION

Broken symmetry and selfconsistency are am ong
the m ost findam ental concepts In m odem theoretical
physics. The form er brings a drastic change in the sys—
tem w ith the appearances of the order param eterr”? and
the corresponding N am bu-G oldstone boson 224 T he or-
der param eter has to be determ ined self-consistently to—
gether w ith quasiparticles responsble for the excitation.
T hus, the latter conoept is also essential for describing
broken symm etry phases.

Selfconsistency plays crucial roles even in nom al
system s as exem pli ed In the Landau theory of Fem i
liquids®® where an externalperturbation produces a self-
consistent m olecular eld to yield an enhanced response
In some cases. It is also adopted comm only in various
practical approxin ation schem es such as the Hartree-
Fock theory and the density-fiinctional theory;’ with
som e In nite series ncorporated in tem s of the latter,
self-consistent approxin ations can be far m ore e ective
than the sinple perturbation expansion. It is worth
pointing out that the Landau theory of Femm i liquids
hasbeen juisti ed m icroscopically w ith the self-consistent
quantum el theory,® which in tum enabled Leggett to
extend the Landau theory to super uid Fem i liquids?

Among those selfconsistent approxinations is
Baym ’s -derivable approxin ation w ith a unique prop—
erty of obeying various dynam ical conservation laws
autom aticallyd? This is certainly a character indispens-
able for describing nonequilbriuim phenom ena but not
m et by the sin ple perturbation expansion. Indeed, the

-derivable approxin ation seem s the only system atic
m icroscopic scheme within the quantum eld theory
which enables us to study equilbrium and nonequilib—
riim phenom ena on an equal footing. It inclides the
H artreeFock theory and the Bardeen-C ooperSchrie er
BCS) theory of superconductivity as notable exam ples.
M oreover, the Boltzm ann equation can be derived as a
special case of the -derivable approxin ation.t941

The key functional = [G] above was introduced

by Luttinger and W ard*? as part of the exact equi-
Ibrium them odynam ic potential for the nom al state
In tem s of the M atsubara G reen’s fiinction G. Based
on a selfconsistent perturbation expansion, the expres—
sion also provides a system atic approxin ation schem e
w ith the desirable property of including the exact the-
ory as a lin 3 Indeed, Luttinger? subsequently used
the LuttingerW ard functionalto obtain som e generalre—
sults on nom alFem isystem s such as the Ferm isurface
sum rule anticipated by Landau 2 N ote that nonequilib—
riim system s can be handled w ith essentially the sam e
techniques as equilbrium cases by a m ere change from

the In aginary-tim eM atsubara contour into the reaktim e
K eldysh contourt?43:16

Thus, it would be usefil to have a practical -
derivable approxin ation of BoseE instein condensates
BECs) wih broken U (1) symm etry, where quite a few
dynam icalexperin entshavebeen carried out’28212 since
the realization of the BoseE instein condensation w ith
a trapped atom ic gas 1 19952° Another key ingredi-
ent here is the presence of a gapless excitation in the
Iong wave-length lim i, as rst proved by Hugenholz and
P ines?! This branch, which corresponds to the Bogoli-
ubov m ode in the weak-coupling regin e/22 can be identi-

ed now as the N am bu-G oldstone boson? of the sponta-
neously broken U (1) symm etry. T he in portance of the
tw o features, ie., \conserving" and \gapless," fordescrio—
Ing Interacting condensed bosons was already pointed
out by Hohenberg and M artin®® in 1965 and also em —
phasized by Grin2? soon after the realization of the
B oseE Instein condensation in the trapped atom ic gases.
D espite considerable e orts, however, few system atic ap—
proxin ation schem es or BEC have been known to date
which satisfy the two fundam ental properties sin ultane—
ously.

A notable exception may be the dielkctric
orm alisn 23282728 [ is designed speci cally to
describe another in portant feature of interacting con-—
densed bosons that the single-particle spectrum and the
tw o-particle density spectrum coincide, as xst shown by
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G avoret and Noziere2? By corporating local num ber
conservation additionally, it has provided the gapless
spectrum of a weakly interacting hom ogeneous B ose gas
beyond the lading order?’ However, a generalization
of the form alisn to inhom ogeneous or nonequilborium

situations seem s not straightforward when experim ents
on atom ic gases are carried out wih trap potentials
dynam ically 271819

Now, the m ain purpose of the present paper is to de-
velop a selfconsistent perturbation expansion for BEC
satisfying G oldstone’s theorem? and dynam ical conser—
vation law s sim ultaneously. This w ill be carried out by
extending the nom akstate Luttinger ard fiinctional?
S0 asto obey a couple ofexact relationsforBEC , ie,, that
for the interaction energy and the Hugenholz-P ines re—
lation. The two relationsw illbe shown to yield a unique
dentical result for the functional of BEC at least
up to the third order in the selfconsistent perturbation
expansion. The fact indicates that the series becom es
exact when in nie term s are retained. It also tums
out that the expansion reproduces the conserving-gapless
mean eld theory developed earlier with a subtraction
procedure®?3! as the lowest-order approxin ation. The
form ulation will be carried out in the coordinate space
so that it is applicable to inhom ogeneous system s such
as those under trap potentials and w ith vortices. U sing
the K eldysh G reen’s fiinctions, we w ill also extend it to
describbe nonequilbrium behaviors. Those are sub fcts
w ith m any unresolved issuest®? which cannot be treated
by other theoreticalm ethods or BEC such as the varia-
tionalapproach3?23 and the M onte<€ arlom ethod 3¢ The
whole contents here are relevant to single-particle prop—
erties, and we are planning to discuss tw o-particle prop—
erties in the near future.

The form alisn will nd a w ide range ofapplications on
BEC . They include: (i) clarifyingm olecular eld e ects
In condensed Bose system s corresponding to the Lan-
dau theory ofFem iliquids; (il) nonequillbbriuim phenom —
ena of BEC such as them alization w ih full acoount of
the quasiparticle collisions; (iii) m icroscopic derivation of
Landau two— uid equationsw ith de nite Interaction and
tem perature dependences of the viscosity coe cient, etc.
Tt will also be helpfiil to construct a practical fiinctional
for BEC w ihin the density-functional form alism , which
still seem s absent.

Tt isworth pointing out nally that the LuttingerW ard
functional is known asthe \tw o-particle irreducible (2P I)
action" in the relativistic quantum — eld theory, 222 and
the di culties m entioned above are also encountered in
descrbing is broken symm etry phases such as that of
the * theory3?28 Thus, the present issue is relevant to
a w ide range of theoretical physics beyond BEC .

This paper is organized as follows. Section sum —
m arizes exact results on an interacting Bose system in-—
cluding an expression ofthe them odynam ic potential for
BEC with . Section [II presents a de nite procedure to
construct . It is subsequently used to obtain a st few
series of the selfconsistent perturbation expansion ex—

plicitly. Section [IV] derives form ally exact expressions of
entropy and super uid density in termm s of G reen’s func—
tion which m ay also be usefiil for their approxin ate eval-
uations. Section [V] extends the fom ulation to describe
nonequilbrium dynam icalevolitions of BEC . Section[ 1
sum m arizes the paper. W e put ~ = kg = 1 throughout
w ith kg the Bolzm ann constant.

II. EXACT RESULTS

W e consider identical Bose particlesw ith massm and
soin 0 descrlbed by the H am iltonian:

H =Ho+ Hint; @)
w ih

Ho= &’ Y@)K1 (@); (2a)

Er PP Yo YO ve O @) @:
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Here Yand are eld operatorssatisfyingtheB osecom -
m utation relations, K ; ~r?i wih asthechem-
icalpotential, and V isthe Interaction potentialw ith the
property V (r 1% = V ¢ r). Though dropped here,
the e ect of the trap potential can be Inclided easily in
K.

Let us introduce the H eisenberg representation of the

eld operators by?®

L e @me F; L e Y@e
3)
withl (; 1),where0 1 T ! withT theten per

ature. W e next express
wave function (1)

(1) asa sum of the condensate
h (1)i and the quasipartice eld

1) as
o= O+ @)y L= @O+ a@; 4)
wihh 1 denoting the grand-canonicalaverage in term s
ofH .Noteh (1)i= 0 by de nition.
OurM atsubara G reen’s function in the 2 2 Nambu
space isde ned n term sof and by
¢ @;2) T [ @ @1 %
G 1;2) F (1;2)
; 5)
F 1;2) G (1;2)

where T denotes the \tin e"-ordering operator and
"3 is the third Pauli matrix. Every 2 2 matrix in
the Nambu space will be distinguished with the sym —
bol * on top of i lke é. Theo -diagonal elem ents
F@;2)=1mT (1) @)iandF (1;2)=H (1) R)iwere
introduced by Beliaev,>? which describe the pair anni-
hilation and creation of quasiparticles inherent n BEC .



T he factor *; in Eq. [@) isusually absent in the de nition
of ¢ 72224 i brings an advantage that poks of ¢ directly
correspond to the B ogolubov quasiparticles30-31

Tt is easily checked that the elements of ¢ satisfy
G (1;2) = G (2 1511 2), F (;2) = F 2;1), G (1;2) =
G 2;1),and F (1;2) = F (r 1;11 2), wih superscript

denoting com plex conjigate. These Pur relations are
expressed com pactly in tem s of § as

~6Y1;2)% = € (1 1 2); (6a)
G 2= S g 1); (6b)

where superscript ¥ denotes H em itian conjigate in the
matrix algebra. Using ¢ ' ¢ = 1, one can show that
¢ 1 also cbeys the relations of Eq. [B).

Total particle number N is calculated by Integrating
h (1) (@)ioverthe whole space of the system , ie.,

Z
N = P O QO 6EQil ) ; (1)

w here the subscript of 1, denotes an extra In niesin al
positive constant in the argum ent ; to put the creation
operator to the left or the equaltin e averaged? Equa—
tion [@) may also be used to elin inate  in favor of N .
To be explicit, wew illproceed by choosing (T; ) asinde—
pendent variables, which w illbe dropped in m ost cases.

W e sum m arize relevant exact resulson the system be-
low . Those of Secs.[IIA] and [TIB] have been known from
the late 1950s. H owever, they often have been proved or
reviewed only for uniform system s with di erent nota—
tions. W e hence provide in Appendix A detailed deriva—
tions of those results together w ith that of Sec.[IIC] for
general Inhom ogeneous system s so as to be com patible
w ith de nition () of our G reen’s fiinction.

A . D yson-Beliaev equation

Equation [F) satis esthe D yson-Beliaev equation #1322

Z
B Ez 1;:3) "3 EBi2)= % 1;2);  ®)
where ;' isde ned by
Gy, (@;2) °a 3 K1 (1;2); 9)
1

wih %y asthe 2 2 unit m atrix, * the selfenergy, and
1;2) (1 2) @ 1m).A proofofEq. [8) is given
in Appendix[B 3.
E plows from = ¢, ¢ ! and the symm etry of
¢ ! that " also obeys the relations of Eq. (). Let us
write it as

~ 1;2) 1;2)
@;2)= : 10)
1;2) 1;2)
It then Pllows that the elem ents satisfy @;2) =
(2 1511 2), @;2)= ;1), @;2)= £;1), and
1;2) = (2 1511 2)-

B . Hugenholtz-P ines theorem

As shown in Appendix A4, the HugenholtzP hnes

theorem 2! can be extended to inhom ogeneous system s
as
Z
2 dét a2 "a;2) @ _ 0 a1
0 14 14 (2) O .

T his is the condition for the excitation spectra to have a
gaplessm ode as com patible w ith G oldstone’s theorem 24
In the hom ogeneous case of (1) = ng wih ng as
the condensate density, the rst row of Eq. (1)) in the
Fourder space reduces to the fam iliar H ugenholz-P ines
relation?r = o-0, Where p ;i") is
the four m om entum wih ", 2n T as the M atsub-—-
ara frequency = 0; 1; 2; ). N ote that EGl)(is
given here n temm s of the sam e operator as the D yson—
Beliaev equation [8); see the comm ent below Eq. [39)
for its relevance to G oldstone’s theoram . Equation [LIl)
can also be regarded as the generalized G rossP itaevskii
equationi®#! to mcorporate the quasiparticle contribu-—
tion into the selfenergies.

It is worth pointing out that our proof of Eq. [IIl) in
Appendix A 4 has been carried out by ushg the gauge
transform ation relevant to the broken U (1) symm etry
w ithout m aking any speci ¢ assum ptions on the struc—
ture of the selfenergies. E specially, it has rem oved the
in plicit supposition by Hugenholtz and P ines?? that the
selfenergies In condensed B ose systam s also be proper in
the conventional sense 2

C . Interaction energy

It isshown i A ppendix[A 5§ that the interaction energy
M 41, ie., the grand-canonical average of Eq. [20)), can
be expressed In term s of the selfenergies as

Z Z

M jpei= Tz dl dz 2 @;2)[ @ @) G @il4)]
;2 @ O F@;1)]
G20 @ O F DI 1z)

T his is one of the key relations indispensable below .

D . LuttingerW ard functional

Luttinger and W ard*? gave an expression of the ther—
m odynam ic potential ThTre 77 for an inter-
acting nomm al Fem i system as a functional of the self-
energy . T heir consideration can be extended easily to
the nom alBose system of = 0. It ism ore convenient
to regard the resultant as a functional of G, which
reads as

=TTr h( G, + )+ G + ; 13)



R R
wih TrAB dl d2A (1;2)B (2;1,) and

G, @;2) @& Ki: (1;2): (14)
1

The quantity denotes contrbution of all the skeleton
diagram s in the sin ple perturbation expansion for w ith

the replacem ent G ! G &2 Its finctionalderivative w ith
regpect to G yields the selfenergy as

1;2)= T '—w—: 15
1;2) c e 5)
Tt hence Pllow s from Dyson’sequation G = G," ) *
that isstationaryw ith respecttoG as = G ;1) = 0.

Luttinger and W ard also put Eq. [I3) nto an integral
orm with the nth-order selfenergy @ in tem s of the
interaction. To be explict, ©®’ is de ned as the con-
tribution of all the nth-order skelkton diagram s in the
sin ple perturbation expansion for the proper selfenergy
with the replacement G, ! G X2 Nothg that there are
2n 1 G reen’sfinction lines in the diagram sof ©),Eq.
[I9) can be integrated order by order into*?

X
—Tr ®G: (16)
2n

n=1
C om paring this expression with Eq. [I2)) of the nom al
state ( = 0,F = 0), we obtain a relation between the
nth-order tem s as

1
©) = ZHH 5ed® a7
n

T he factor1=n isdueto theextra H i+ present In theeval-
uation of MH 1™’ com pared with that of ©). Hence
the relation w illhold true generally In self-consistent per—
turbation expansions beyond the nom alphase.

E. DeDom inicis-M artin theorem

Using a series of Legendre transform ations, i was
shown by de Dom inicis and M artin?? (see also Refs.
35 and [36) that the them odynam ic potential n
the condensed phase can be expressed as a functional

G;F;F; ; ]such that

= = 0; —— = 0: 18)
G (2;1) F 2;1) @)

T hus, the exact them odynam ic potential is stationary
w ith respect to variations in both the condensate wave
fiinction and G reen’s functions. Equation [18) general-
zes = G (2;1) = 0 ofthe nom alstate LuttingerW ard
functional Eqg. [I3)] to condensed Bose system s. How—
ever, no explict hasbeen known orBEC which satis—
esEq. (I8) via Egs. [8) and [II) and also includes Eq.
[[3) asthemi ! O.

Follow ing E g. [[3) orthenom alstate, wenow express
of the condensed phase as
Z Z

= T dl d2 @G, 1;2) @

A

T ~ A
+ZTr g S+ N+ ¢+ 9)

whereGO1 and GAO1 are given as Egs. [14) and [@), r=—
spectively, and Tr isnow de ned by

27 G2 1;2)
Tr G dl d2Tr
2) ;2
G 2;1+ F (2;1
@il) F @il) oo
F 2;1) G (2;1 )

The subscript of 1 denotes an extra in nitesim al neg—
ative constant in ; to put the creation operator to the
Eft for equaltin e averages, and the second Tr denotes
the usualtrace in the m atrix algebra. Equation [19) ap—
propriately reduces to Eq. [I3) as ! 0. W hereas the

rsttwo term sin Eq. {19) rem ain nite even forthe ideal
Bose gas, ismade up only of contribution due to the
Interaction. This is one of the advantages for adopting
expression [19).

Once iswritten asEq. (I9), one can show by using
Eq.[8),Eq. d),G @;2)= G 2;1),and 1;2)= ;1)
that condition [I8) can be expressed equivalently with
respect to as

@;2)= T & ; 1;2)= 2T & ;
QG ;1) QF ;1)
(21a)
a Z
! = & 1;2) @ 1;2 2 21b
a0 1;2) @ @;2) @) : @lb)

T hese are direct generalizationsofk g. [I[8) orthenom al
state Into the condensed phase.

Now, our gaplss -derivable approxin ation denotes
(i) constructing so as to reproduce Eq. (2I) and (i)
determ ining &, , and ” selfconsistently with Egs. (8),
[[1), and 2I). Tt will cbey dynam ical conservation
law st931 as well as G oldstone’s theorem 2 thereby en—
abling us to handlk equilbrium and nonequilbrium phe-
nom ena of BEC on an equal footing with the Nam bu-
G oldstone boson.

It is worth pointing out that expression [19) becom es
exact when  satis es Eq. ([I1) at each order up to
n = 1 in the selfconsistent perturbation expansion.
Wih Hye ! Hiype v Eq. [), the proof proceeds in
exactly the sam e way as that of the nom al state? as
ollows. First, we nd wih Egs. {I7) and [18) that
the corresponding expression ofEq. [19) obeys the sam e

rst order di erential equation @ =@ = h Hy¢l =
as the de ning one ThTre ® of Bud)=T yhere
h denotes the grand-canonical average in tem s of
Ho+ Hiune. Second, the two expressions yield the sam e
Initialvalue _-(.W e hence arrive at the above conclu—
sion. Thus, the gapless -deriwvable schem e obeying Eq.
[I7) also includes the exact theory as a lim it.



F . Exact relations w ith

W e now present a couple ofexact relations in term s of

to be satis ed in the condensed phase. Let us substi-
tute the nth-order contribution ofEq. [12) into Eq. [I7)
and subsequently use Eq. [21d). W e thereby obtain

Z Z n)

2n @ 1 — @ @ 2;1

n + d d2 G(2;1)[() 1) G @;1)]
(n)

— [ ) @ 2;1

+ F(2;1)[()() F 2;1)]
)

— [ @2 1 F 2;1 = 0: 22

+F(2;l)[() 1) 2;1)] 22)

N ext, substitution ofEq. 2I3d) into Eq. 21D) yieds
z

@+2 —— @

= 0: @23
F ;1) @3

R 2 —

@) G ;1)
T he above two equalities w ill play a crucial role below
forwrting down explicitly.

ITI. CONSTRUCTING

One of the basic di culties In developing the self-
consistent perturbation expansion for BEC may be at—
tribbuted to the absence of a de nite concept of \skeleton
diagram s," which were clear in nom al system s22 due
to the appearance of nite oneparticle average (1)

h (1)i. kbringsan am biguiy asto how to count the con—
trbution with F and adequately in the renom alization
process. O ur approach here is to determ ine the contribu-—
tion to Inherent in BEC with the exact relation ofEqg.
22) orEq. 23) so as to reproduce the LuttingerW ard
functional for ! 0, thereby avoiding the conceptual
di culty to de ne \skeleton diagram s" explicitly. The
two relations will be shown to yield a unigque resul at
each order in the selfconsistent perturbation expansion
In temm s of the interaction.

To this end, we introduce the sym m etrized vertex £

@ 11%22% ve ) 0 2)
[ GO e+ G2 D) e
saUs@mg ©0) (110;220) — ©0) (220;110) — ©0) (101;202) —

© 12%21% . T helps us to reduce relevant Feynm an di-
agram s substantially at the expense of introducing som e
cum bersom eness in the calculation of num erical factors
O ur consideration below w ill be carried out in tem s of
topologically distinct diagram s, where G, F, and F are
expressed in the sam ew ay as those of superconductivity,?
and @ isdenoted by a lkd circle. Follow ing P opov,23
we also suppress draw ing symbols for and  in those
diagram s; they can be recovered easily w ith the fact that
Eq. [20) origihally contains tw o pairs of creation and an-
nihilation operators.

A . De nite procedure for @’

Consider the nth-order contrbution. The procedure
to construct @) is summ arized as (@)-(d) below . See
Figs. 1l and 2 as explicit exam ples of relevant diagram s
forn = 1 and 2, respectively.

(@) D raw allthe nom alstate diagram s contributing to

®) ie., those diagram swhich appear in the Luttinger—
W ard fiunctionall? W ith each such diagram , associate
the factor of the nom al state.

() D raw allthe distinct diagram s obtained from those
of (@) by successively changing the directions of a pair
of Incom Ing and outgoing arrow s at each vertex. This
enum erates all the processes where F or F  is relevant
In place of G. W ith each such diagram , associate an
unknown coe cient.

(cl) Draw all the distinct diagram s obtained from
those of @) and () by successively rem oving a G reen’s—
function line so as to m eet the condition that a further
rem ovalofany line from each diagram would notbreak it
Into two unconnected parts. T he procedure Incorporates
allthe processesw here the condensate w ave function par—
ticipates explicitly. T he latter condition guarantees that
the selfenergies obtained by Eq. [21d) are com posed of
connected diagram s.

(c2) A ssociate an unknown coe cient w ith each such
diagram , exoept the one consisting only ofa single vertex
In the st oxder, ie., the rightm ost diagram in Fig. 1,
for which the coe cient is easily identi ed to be T=4.
Indeed, the latter represents the term obtained from Eg.
[2h) by replacing every eld operator by its expectation
value, ie., the condensate wave fiinction.

(d) D eterm ine the unknown coe cients of (o) and (c)
by requiring that eitherEq. [22) orEq. [23) be satis ed.

It is worth pointing out that, w ith Eq. [213d), the dia—
gram s of (cl) necessarily yields those selfenergies which
are separated Into two parts by cutting a singlke line,
ie., those classi ed as \in proper" in the conventional
sensed? A ccording to Eq. [12), however, we surely need
to consider this kind of selfenergy diagram s in the self-
consistent perturbation expansion orBEC . It should also
bem entioned that ourproofofEq. [II) n A ppendix[2 4

58000 -

(a) 2 (byeg) (@ (©cfy ©1

FIG . 1l: Diagram s contrbuting to O Here (@)—(c) distin—
guish three kinds of diagram s considered at di erent stages
of the procedure in Sec.[IIIA], and numbers and unknown
variables c(l) ( = 2b;1la;1b) denote relative weights of those
diagram s. Each coe cient should be multiplied by T=4 to

obtain the absolite weight.
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FIG . 2: D iagram s contributing to @ | Here (@)—(c) distin—
guish three kinds of diagram s considered at di erent stages of
the procedure in Sec.[IIIA], and the number 1 and unknown
variables c(2) ( = 4b; ;2e) denote relative w eights of those
diagram s. Each coe cient should be muliplied by T=8 to
obtain the absolite weight.

is carried out w tthout the in plicit supposition by H ugen—
holtz and P ines?! that the selfenergiesbe \proper" in the
conventional sense? T hus, there is nothing inconsistent
on this point in our form ulation.

B . Expression of @)

The rst-order contrbution to is given by the dia—
gram s of Fig.[dl. They can be expressed analytically as
Z Z Z Z

T
Z g1 a1® a2 a2® ©@@i1%229

4

@ _

26 ;196G ;2% + c)F @;2)F 1%2°%

+c6 ;1Y @ Y+ Fa2) % ey

+F %29 O @ + a% e e o ;
@5)

= - 4a da® @ 11%22% © (330,449

2) 2)

+c, F 2%39F 2;3)G (1;49G @4;1%+ ¢ F 2%3%F 2;3)F %49

where C'Q(t) , cl(la) , and cl(i) are unknown coe cients.

W enow require that Eq. [22)) be satis ed. Tt tumsout
that contribution ofthe rst two diagram sin Fig.1 van—
ishes in the equation. T his cancellation is characteristic
ofthose diagram sw ith no condensate w ave function and
holds order by order in Eq. [22). Hence relevant to Eq.
22) .n Fig. 1 are the last three diagram s, which yield

T T T
respectively. W e hence obtain
R T T

T hus, the coe clents c ™ havebeen detem ined uniquely.

A fematively, we inpose Eq. 23). Tem s in the re—
sultant equation can be expressed graphically by the last
three diagram s of Fig. 1 wih an extra symbol for the
m issihg ateach vertex. W e obtain the sam e equations
as above in tem s ofcz(i) C&) , and c&) W e hence arrive
at Eq. [26) again.

Tt is worth pointing out that, except for the signs of
F and F in the de nition of Eq. {3), finctional [25)
with coe cient ([26) is exactly identical to that of the
conserving-gapless m ean— eld theory222! developed ear—
lier w th a subtraction procedure. M oreover, those signs
have been shown not to a ect the physical quantities at
allwithin the st order3! Thus, the m ean— eld theory
hasbeen identi ed here asthe only selfconsistent theory
ofthe rst order com patiblew ith exact relations (22) and

23.

C . Expression of @

The second-order contrbution to  is given by the
diagram s of F ig.[J. They are expressed analytically as

G ;396 3;29G 1;4%G @4;19

F (1;4)
2% 3% 6 ;4% ¢;19

+c206 2;396 3;296 1;4) @) A%+ Y F %39 @) @)+ F @;3)
+c2F %3OF (2;3)6 1349 @) 9+ FE%3) @) B+ FE;3) @9 B9 F 1%49F 1;4)
+c6 ;3% 32 @) @Y @ a9+ cleei3) B 9% ;49 @ a9
+o FE%3) @) B)+F @;3) @9 BY64) @) a9+ clF @%3OF @3 O ¢ @ a9
+cd Fei3) B9 ROF W) @Y a9+ F %M B @ Fa%4) @ O @7
[
Here the st temm In the curly brackets corresponds to know n prefactors c? ( = 4db; ;2e) are characteristic

the nom alstate process, whereas the others wih un-
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FIG. 3: Two kinds of extra diagram s which appear in the
calculation of Eq. 22) orn = 2.

ofBEC.

W e now impose Eqg. 22) on the unknown coe cients.
Tt yields eleven algebraic equations originating from the
prefactors of (i) the diagram s in the second and third
rows of Fig. 2 and (il) two kinds of diagram s In Fig. 3.
T hey are given by

0=ci)+a=c+ ) = o+ 20 = o + 205 @8a)

2) 2) 2) ) 2) 2) 2) 2)

0= C’Za + C’Sa + C‘Sb = 2c‘2b + C.’:a = ZCZC + C’Sc + 20313
2 2 2 2 2

= 2C2(d) + %(c) + 4Céd) = 2C'2(e) + c.i:d)’ (8b)

2)

2) 2) ( 2) (2) (2)
0=c, t o, + g = t o + 265 @8c)

respectively. Solving them , we obtain

2 2
cﬁib) = 2; clic) = l;
@) @) @) @)
a= 4 oy =2 ol =4 o= 2
) 2) ) ) 2)
S, =Gy = 2; S = 4; Cq = 2; Ce = 1: (29)

T hus, the coe cientsc ® havebeen determ ned uniquely
wih Eq. [22).
W e may alkematively require that Eq. [23) be satis—
ed. Tem s which appear in the calculation of Eq. {23)
can also be expressed graphically. They are obtained
from the diagram s In the second and third row of Fig.
2 and those of Fig. 3 by adding a broken-line arrow for
the m issing at a vertex in allpossbl ways. The in-
sertion is topologically unique form ost of the diagram s,
eg. those In the second row of Fig. 2; in this case the
corresponding equation for each diagram tums out to be
the sam e as that in Eq. [28). T here are three exceptions.
The rst of them corresponds to the pair of diagram s
' in Fig. 2, which yields three dis-
tinct diagram s of F ig. 4. Thus, 2¢) + i) + 2c% = 0 1
Eq. [280) is now replaced by the three equations:

. : 2
w ith the coe c:entcz(c

D+ 2cy) + ey = )+ ol G0a)

FIG . 4: Three distinct diagram s necessary in the calculation
of Eq. 23) orn = 2. They are obtained from the pair of
diagram sw ith the coe cient c 2(2C> in Fig.2 by adding a broken—
line arrow for the m issing at a single vertex.

VANVA WA WAN

FIG . 5: D istinct diagram s for ®) w ithout arrow s.

T he others are two kinds of diagram s In F ig. 3, forwhich
there are four di erent ways to add a broken-line arrow .
T he corresponding equations are given by

2) (2) (2) 2) 2) (2) 2) 2)
0= 2¢, t g = 20, + g = G + 204 = ¢ + 4o
(30b)

which replace Eq. [28d). D espite the increase .n the num -
ber of equations, the solution is stillgiven by Eq. [29), as
seen easily by substituting it into Eq. [30). Thus, finc
tional [27) wih Eq. 29) satis es the Hugenholtz-P ines
relation [23) besides exact relation [22) for the interac-
tion energy.

D . Constructing ©

T he sam e procedure has been used to obtain the ex—
pression of the third-order contrloution . The rele—
vant diagram s are given in Fig.[d without arrows, and
F ig.[d show s additionaldiagram s necessary for the evalu—
ation ofEq. 22) orEq. 23). The two relationshavebeen
checked to yield a unique resul, which is sum m arized In
Appendix B .

IV. EXPRESSIONS OF ENTROPY AND
SUPERFLUID DENSITY

T he analysis of the preceding section has clari ed that
w e can generally express the therm odynam ic potentialof
interacting condensed bosons as Eq. [I9), and can be
constructed order by order uniquely so as to satisfy both
of exact relations [22)) and [23). The fact in plies that
Eqg. [I9) becom es exact when temmsup ton = 1 are
retained n . Usihg Eq. (19), we now derive orm ally
exact expressions of entropy and super uid density In
tem s ofG reen’s function [@), which are also valid w ithin
the gapless -derivable approxin ation. W e set (1) !

(ri)and @)'! (r1) below asthey have no explicit
tem perature dependence.

AN

FIG .6: Two additionaldiagram s to calculate Eq. 22)) orEqg.
23) orn = 3.



A . Entropy

Let us expand every quantity in Eq. [I9) as

. ®
G @;2)=T

n= 1

S imize (0 2, 31)

for exam ple, with z, 2n iT . W e next transfom the
sum m ation over z, into an integration on the com plex z
plane by using the B ose distribution fiinction £42

f (z) 0

1
0 £( 2) ; fzy —: @32)

£@z) =

The signsof £ ( z) correspond to the subscripts n Eq.
[20); w ith this choice we can deform the original integra—
tion contour encircling the in aginary axis down around
the realaxis®22 Note f£( z)= 1+ f (z). Equation [I9)
is thereby transform ed into

z
= & @K1 (1)
Z 1 "
p Z—Trf(") K + (") " %]
1
+In " )RS Y+ Re™ (™ YIS ) + :33)

HereP denotesC auchy principalvalue to rem ovethepole
"= 0 of £(") which belongs to fz,g,, Tr is de ned as
Eq. 20) without integrals K K (ri;r)and@ (" )=
Cwir;" )withK (r;r) "Ki @ 1) and"”

"+ i0 ,and Re€ (" ) and m & (" ) are de ned by

R ") W; (34a)
mdé ™) W . (34b)

We can also express 1n tem s of £ (") by using the
Lehm ann representation of & & Just like case ofthe nor-
m al system 2442 inspection of the selfconsistent pertur—

bation serdes obtained in Sec.[I mdicates that ®’ and
") = 1;2;3) satisfy
- Lrme N ymé e y; 35)
£(M 2

order by order, which is apparently connected with Eq.
[21d). W e w ill proceed by assum ing that Eq. [33) holds
generally.

W e now calculate entropy S = (@ =QT). Noting
Eqg. [18), the di erentiation needs to be carried out only
w ith respect to the explicit T dependence in £ 2* It then
Pllows from Eq. [35) that @ =@T exactly cancels the
contribution ofthe third term in the curly bracket ofEqg.
[33). W e also use the relation Rf=RT = @ =Q" wih

" fOMMIEMI £CMECMF (36)

to perform a partial integration over ". W e thereby ob—
tain

Z ~
1 q" @rRe (" ) R
S =P — (MTr 7y — ImG (" )
L2 an
N RS ("
+In (" )7@ a ,,( ) : B7

T he expression is a direct extension of the nom alstate
entropy??+43 to the system of nteracting bosonsw ith bro-
ken U (1) symm etry.

A dopting the m ean— eld approxin ation w ithout the "
dependence in the selfenergy S Eq. (B1) reduces to a
wellknown expression. To see this, let us diagonalize
the operator | K + "in ¢ ! with the B ogolitbov-de
G ennes equation ¢

Z
HEin)t @) =10 @)sE ; (8

where E > 0, and the eigenfunction @ (r) can be put
Into the expression:

aw O TR 39)
R
wih d&r5af, @8 @ = "y o .Notethat Eq. [II)

for the condensate wave fiinction is obtained from Eg.
[38) asthe Imit ofu ,v ! ,andE ! 0; hence
there is no energy gap in the exciation energy in ac—
cordance w ith G o]dstorie’s theorem . Cj‘;:,reen’s function is
then transform ed into G (ry;1r2;" ) = a (@)™ %o
E "3) ! %38Y (1p)";. Substituting it nto Eq. [37) and
sihg the orthonom ality of @ , we arrive at S =
[ £f mf + A+ £ )In@d+ £)]withf =£fE ).
T he above consideration w ith the m ean— eld approxi-
m ation has exem pli ed that the structure of ¢ (" ) near
" = 0 is directly relevant to the entropy of BEC at low
tem peratures. It also tells us that the B ogoliubov m ode
w il1be connected continuously to the quasiparticle m ode
w hich dom inates the low —tem perature therm alproperties
of super uid *Hel® Further investigations seem required
about the generalproperties of the selfenergy near" = 0
to elucidate this connection.

B . Super uid density

W e next derive an expression of the super uid den-
sity. Consider a hom ogeneous BEC where the conden-—
sate wave fiinction is given by (r1) = *© nge'd # with
no as the condensate density. In this case, the o —
diagonal selfenergy (1;2) acquires the spatial depen—
dence €9 @* ) in tem s of the center-ofm ass coordi
nate (r; + r)=2. This may be realized by looking at
the condensate contrbution to (1;2) which is given by
V(r]_ I’z) (1 2) (r]_) (rz). It hence ollow s that



G reen’s function can be expanded in tem s of the basis
function :

elP 1 eld 1 0
"p (X1) —P7 0 edam ; (40)
w ith V as the volum e of the system , as
G“<1;2)=TX "o @)y ()", ()e *n (1 2 @)
np
wih z, = 2n iT. The momentum density hpi

is calculated by operating ir; to HT (1) Y@Q)i =

(rq) (rz) G (1;2) and setting 2 = 1, subsequently.
Noting G (1;2) = G (2;1) in Eq. [@), the result can also
be expressed in tem s of the Nam bu m atrix @p (zp) In
Eq. @) as

T X p+tg 0 N
i= — T 36 1
hoi= neg oV r 0 p+q 3 p(zn) (Zn)
np
T X R
=na - pTrCy ()1 (): 42)

np

Herei(zn) isde ned by

g?n 0 0
Tz 0 emo 43)
and we have used ng G (1;1;) = n wih n denoting

the particle density. W e further express the tem w ith
@p (zn) n Eq. [@2) as

X N X d “
pTrCp (z)i@) =  pTri@)—mnl &' )]
@z,
P P
@ s (zn) &
+ pTri(Zn)@pTGp (zn):

P

It then tums out that the second tem on the right-hand
side vanishes, as can be seen by repeating the argum ent
from Eqg. 318) to Eqgq. (323) in Ref. 47 based on the
mom entum conservation of at each interaction for ho—
m ogeneous systam s. On the other hand, the rst tem

can be transform ed w ith the B ose distrdboution function £
Into an Integration just below and above the realaxis on
the com plex z plane. Carrying out a partial integration

subsequently, we obtain an expression of the super uid

density tensor [ m (@hpii=@qy)g-o as

Z
© X, aneEm

m
ij - mn i V P N 2 Q"
P
@ N
pi—Trln [ &5 " )] (44)
@qj g=0

T his expression m anifestly tells us that the structure of
@p (" ) near " = 0 is directly relevant to the super uid
density. W ithout " and p dependences In the selfenergy,

forexam ple, the form ula reproduces the expression given
by Fetter!® for the weakly interacting condensed Bose
gas. Tt isalso w orth pointing out that Eq. [44)) is identical
in form with that of Fem i super uids*’ incliding the
BCS-BEC crossover regin e:2?

V. REAL-TIM E EQUATIONS OF MOTION

The rm ulation of Secs.[II and can be extended
straightforw ardly to describbe nonequilbrium dynam ical
evolutions of BEC .Fom ally, we only need to replace the
integration contour 0 T ! by the closed tin epath
contourd?2® W e here ollow K eldyshi?2® to distihguish
the forward and backward branches so that every time
Integration is Imited to 1 < t < 1 . The present
transform ation from equilbrium to nonequilbriim is a
direct extension of the nom akstate consideration :*2

Let us replace 1 ! 17 ;) and 1 ! i in the
H eisenberg operators of Eq. [3), where superscript j =
1;2 distinguishes the forward (j= 1) and backward (=
2) branches. U sing them , we next de ne G reen’s function
In the Nam bu space by

¢ ;2) iT @) [ @) @H1 ~
ij ’ C (11) 3
Giy(1;2) Fis(1;2)
; 45)
Fi51;2) Gyy;2)

with Tc as the generalized tin e-ordering operatorif1®

The elements obey G (1;2) = Gs 431 (2;1),

Fi5172) = F3@51), Fi3152) = Fy 455 @71), and

G i3 (1;2) = G 41 (2;1). The selfenergy Aij (1;2) isde ned

sin ilarly as Eq. [I0) with the additional subscripts ij.

W e next ntroducethe 4 4 m atrices (distinguished w ith
on top):

" #
S @;2) €122

G (1;2) R n ; (46a)
Go1 (172) G22(1;2)
1] .1 R #
G 1;2 0
G, (1;2) o L2 . ; (46b)
¢, @;2)
" 6 # " 6 #
’ H (46C)
0 0~ 3 0 ~y

where ¢,' (1;2) is given by Eq. [@) wih @=@ ; !
1@=Q@t . The selfenergy m atrix isde ned In thesame
way asEq. [46d) . Now, the D yson-B eliaev equation reads
as
Z
a6, 1;3) 3 @1;3)

316 Bi2)= (1;2) o @&7)



where two 3’s origihate from the path inversion for j=
22 Also, Eq. [[I) Pr the condensate wave filnction is
replaced by

Z

x? @) 0
¢ 1 1;2 o 1;2 1)3 1t = ;

d2 G, (1;2) . 15@;2)( 1) 2) 0
48)

wherew e have ncorporated (1) Y= @?%.Note

1) = (1) here.

G reen’s finction in Eq. [45) contains an extra factor i
com pared w ith Eq. [§) . Taking this fact into account, the
realtin e finctional @) iscbtained from the equilibrium
one of Sec.[IIJ w ith the ollow Ing m odi cations: (i) add
branch indices to G reen’s function and the vertex EdJ.

C4)]asé ! G/\ij and

(0)

wrp 11%229 (17 5w 90V @ wm) & )

[ D) e+ 2 @D @9)

respectively, where the factor ( 1)3 ! is due to the
path inversion for j = 2; ({) inclide summ ations over
the branch idices; (i) multiply each temm by 2,
where m is the number of condensate wave functions
In the relevant tem ; () multiply the resuttant expres—
sion by ( 1) ! #£=T. In steps (iii) and (i7), we have
rem oved the factor T in equilbrium  originating from
= T hTre "7 ,andalso considered the path change
1 ! i to reproduce the overallfactor ( 1)® in the nth—
order perturbation.
Thus, Eq. [28) is now replaced by
Z Z Z Z
a1 d1° a2 &2° 9

w30 11%22°)
110330

2G 10 (1;19G 550 2;20+ ) F a5 (1;2)F 30 (1%2°

+icG 50 (119 5@) p @Y+ iy Fij;2)

2% Y+ Fepa%2) 1) 5@
+7 1% p@%) 5@ 1@ ; (50)

where (1) @', and c™s are given as Eq.
2d). Realtine fanctionals © and @ can be con-
structed sin iarly from Eqgs. 27) and B, respectively,
with the coe cients of Egs. (29) and [BH). Using

Giyy@i2) = G331 (1), Fi3052) = Fjy 435 @71),
and {00 11%229 = 5o s 5 011%229, one
can show ®) = @)

A ccordingly, Eq. [21d) for the selfenergies are m odi-
ed Into

5 @;2)= (I Gla)

Gy 2;1)

1 @;2)= 2( 1)*3 G1b)

Fi:@;1)

10

where the factor ( 1) 7 is due to the two 3’s n Eq.
@D). xollowsfrom @) = ®) and the symm etries of
G that ;;(1;2)= 3931 1), 3 @;2)= 5:12;1),
15 1;2) = 3931 @), and  45(1;2) = 5@251).
T he functionalalso satis es
X L2
i = (D7 a2 52 5Q)
1) . ’ ’
J
15 @;2) 5@) 5 (52)

which corresponds to Eq. [210).

Equations [47), [8), and [EIl) form selfconsistent
equations fornonequilbrium tim e evolutionsofBEC sat—
isfying conservation law s and G oldstone’s theorem simul-
taneously. Approxinathg by Y+ @ yieldsa non-
vanishing collision integral, for exam ple. U sing i, we can
describe them alization of weakly interacting BEC m i~
croscopically, ie., a topic which seem s not to have been
clari ed su ciently. See, eg., a recent book by G ri n,
N ikuni, and Zarembal? r the present status on this is—
sue.

VI. SUMMARY

W e have developed a selfconsistent perturbation ex-—
pansion for BEC wih broken U (1) symm etry so as to
obey G oldstone’s theoram and dynam ical conservation
law s sin ultaneously. F irst, the LuttingerW ard them o—
dynam ic fiinctional for the nom al state'? has been ex-
tended to a system ofinteracting condensed bosonsasEq.
[[9). Next, wehave presented a procedure to construct
in the finctionalorder by orderw ith exact relations [22)
and [23) in Sec.[IIIAl. It has been shown subsequently
up to the third order of the selfconsistent perturbation
expansion that both ofthe relations yield a unigque iden—
tical result at each order asEq. 29) with Eq. 28), Eq.
) wihEq. 29),and Eq. BI) with Eq. BE). This fact
In pliesthat the expansion convergesto the exact them o—
dynam ic potentialwhen in nie temm s are retained In
Using Eq. [19), we have also derived usefi1]l expressions
forthe entropy and super uid density in term s ofG reen’s
fiinction as Egs. [37) and [44), respectively. Finally, we
have derived a set of realtim e dynam ical equations for
BEC asEgs. [47), [48), and [E).

An expansion schem e lke the present one m ay have
been anticipated since the work of de Dom inicis and
M artin?? i 1964 to prove the existence of the fiinctional
satisfying Eq. [18). However, no explicit expression for
the functional seem s to have been known to date. As
already noted in Introduction, one of the advantages of
the present expansion schem e over the sin ple perturba—
tion expansion lies In its ability to describe nonequilib—
riuim phenom ena. A nother point to be m entioned is that
it lncorporates e ects ofthe anom alous G reen’s function
F@;2)=H (1) Q)imoree cintly than the smplk
perturbation expansion® This fact m ay be realized by
noting that F' (1;2) becom es nite with at least a single



interaction lne in the latter scheme. Thus, nth-order
tem swith F or F in the present expansion contain ef-
fects which show up only after the (m+ 1)th order in the
sin ple perturbation expansion.

W e are planning to apply the present form alism to a
w ide range of system s/phenom ena n BEC to elucidate
their properties m icroscopically. Ik also rem ains to be
perform ed to clarify two-particle correlations w ithin the
present form alian .

APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF EQS. [8), {II)),
AND (12

Follow ing the procedure sketched by H ohenberg and
M artin2® we here derive the D yson-Beliaev Eq. [8) and
the Hugenholtz-P ines relation [I1]) for generalinhom oge—
neous system s so as to be com patdbl w ith our de nition
Eqg. [)] of G reen’s finction. W e also prove expression

[I2) for the interaction energy.

1. Tim e evolution operator

Let us introduce the external perturbation 233242
Z
d3 n Y (r1) ext @) +

Hext (1) (1) e @) 5

@1
where oy (1) isperiodic in ; with theperiod T ! . The
totalH am iltonian in this Appendix is given as a sum of
Egs. [I) and B&1) by

H (1) H + Hee(1):

@2

T he extra temm H o4+ serves as a convenient toolto derive
various form alrelations. The Iim it .+ ! 0w illbe taken
once all the necessary form ulas are obtained.

W e next de ne a tin e evolution operator in tem s of
H by

U( IO)
z z
1+ (n° dn d1H (n) H)/(
8 n=1 7 0 0
% T exp diH (1) 0
= z’ ; @3)
gTaexp diH (1) : < o
0
where T? is the antitin eordering operator. Note
U(;0)! et 9% a5 ! 0.ThisoperatorU ( ;o)
obeys
du ( ;o)
——— = H()U( o) @ 4a)
d
du ( ;o)
——=U{( jo)H (0): (A 4b)

11

Tt also satis esU (¢; o) = 1 and

U(;1)U(150)=0U( ;0): A 5)

Equation [AH) is proved as Pllows. W e see easily that
U( ;o) U( ;1)U (1; o) obeys the same rstorder
di erential equation with respect to asU( ;9). We
also notice that the mitialvaluiesat = ; arethe same
between the two operators, ie., U (1; o) = U (17 o).
W e hence conclide Eq. [BF). Note especially that
U (;0)= U(g; ), as can be seen easily by setting
o= nEq.RED.

2. Eqguations ofm otion

W e now introduce the H eisenberg operators:
@ Ut (1) @)U (1);

N y ) (A 6)
@) U (1) Y@)U(1);

whereU (1) U (1;0)andU * (1) U(©; 1) with O
;T !. Dierentiating them wih respect to ; and
using Eq. [A4), we cbtain
d
@— K, )
Loy
ce@M+ AV ;19 @ @ ©; @a7a)
@ﬁ K1 (1)
! z
e+ AV ;19 @ @ @9 @7p)
wih v 1;19 (1 IV @ ).

Let us de ne the expectation valie ofan arbitrary op—

eratorO (1) U ! (1)0 @)U (1) by
o)y XL vod @8)

* TrU ()
w ith T !, which or o« ! 0 reduces to the grand—

canonical average w ith respect to H . W e then realize
from Eq. A7) that the quantities

1) h @i 1) h @i A 9)
obey the equations ofm otion:
Q
. K; @QO= @+ @) (A 10a)
1
@
. Ki: Q)= O+ Q) @ 10b)
1
w ih
Z
@) div ;1% @ % @ @®1la)
Z
@) d1%v ;19 @) a9 @91 @11lb)



3. D yson-Beliaev equation

To derive Eq. [B), we st di erentiate

1) n Eqg.

A J) with respect to oxt ). Using de nition {&8), one

can easily show

1)

— = nm a
ext(2) ()

@i+ @

@)= G 1;2);

where G (1;2) is de ned by Eq. {3) with de nition (&S]
for the expectation value. Sin ilar calculations lead to

@) 1)

— =G (1;2); = F 1;2); 12
e WA @ Wiz @122
~ D rge; —Y —cw2: @iz
ext @) Y ext @) o
W e next Introduce the selfenergies by
) 1)
1;2 ; 1;2 —_— 13
1;2) 2) 1;2) 2) @A1l3a)
1;2) —(1)' 1;2) —(l)‘ (A 13b)
’ @' ’ @

It then follow sthat 1)= ext (2), etc., can be expressed
as

Z
@ _ a3 @) 3) + (N
ext (2) 7 (3) ext (2) (3) ext (2)
= d3  (@;3)G 3;2) 1;3) F 3;2) ;
(A 14a)
1) ?
—_— = d3 L;3)F G;2)+ (1;3) G (352)
ext (2)
(A 14b)
Z
1)
= d3 (@;3)G 3;2) L;3)F (3;2) ;
ext (2)
@A l4c)
@) ?
7(2) = d3 L;3)F G;2)+  (1;3)G G;2)

ext

(A 14d)
W ith these prelin naries, we now di erentiate Eq. (AL0)
w ith respect to ext 2) Oor , (2) and set exe = 0 subse-
quently. Using Egs. [A12) and [B14), onem ay see easily
that the resultant four equations ofm otion can be w rit—
ten com pactly asEq. [§).

4. Hugenholtz-P ines relation

Equation [[I) can be regarded as G olstone’s
theorem 2 for the broken U (1) symm etry. To derive i,
we consider the gauge transform ation:

D S D P @)! & @); @15

12

where is constant. This brings rst-order changes in
various quantities as  ext 1) = 1 exc@), @) =
1 e @)y @ =i @), and = 1 @).

Collecting tem s of rst order n Eq. (&10), we obtain

@
0= — K, @) ext (1) 1)
@1
@
=1 — Ki1 @ ext (1)
@1
Z
d2  1;2) @) 1;2) @) ; @lea)
@
0= 1 —+K; @O+ L@
@1
Z
d2  1;2) @) 1;2) @) :@leb)

respectively, where we have perform ed the sam e trans-
m ation or (1) asEq.[E144d). Nothg is arbitrary
and com paring Egs. [A10) and [B16), we obtain
Z
L= da L;2) @

1;2) @ @A1l7a)

L= d ;2) @+ @;2) @ @17p)

We nally substitute Eq. (A17) into Eq. BI0) and set
ext = 0. W e thereby arrive at Eq. [I1)).

5. Interaction energy

To derive Eq. [12), wemultiply Eqgs. B7d) and B 70)
with o = 0by (1% and (19, respectively, oper—
ate T , and take the them odynam ic average w ih Eqg.
@ and hi= 0 mid. Noting H = 193 =

@@;lhT 1) @9i+ (@;1 and its conjigate, we can
express the resultant equations in temm s of the diagonal
elem ents of Eq. [B) as

@ K, G119+ @O
@

Z
- @vegam @ @ O O @lsa)
Lok, a9+ Wb
@,
Z
= d2V (1;2)HT ) @) @) (lo)i: A 18b)

Wethen st 1°= 1, and 1°= 1 4 Egs. [B18d) and
[ 180), respectively. W e also m ultiply Egs. [A10d) and
BI00) with o = O by (1) and (1) from the lkft,

regpectively. Let us add the four equations, perform an



Integration over 1, and multiply the result by T=4 w ith

Eq. 2O), Eq. @), and v (1;19 (1 V@ i in tem s of the selfenergies by using Eq. [8), Eq. @),
m Ind. W e thereby obtain G (1;2)= G 2;1),and (1;2)= (2;1).Noting that the
7 subscript n G (1 ;2) ise ective only for , = 1 where
T @ ) = . ;
T 4oi= ” a @ - K, Q) G@ ;2)=G (1;2; ), wearrive at Eq. [12).
@
+ @) T Ki: @
1
Q APPENDIX B:EXPRESSION OoF ©
+ — K:; G @19+ @D
@ 10=1,
e The basic diagram s or © are given in Fig.[H. In—-
+ - K: G @19+ @D serting arrow s into them in allpossblk ways, we obtain
=1 81 distinct diagram s. The corresponding © may be
A19) expressed com pactly as
|
T
W= ;Traee Y66 Y66 “+6e Yee Yee '+ cJrr ©ce Pce @
+céZ)FG Opg Ogg © 4 céi)FG Opg Ogg © 4 c(B)FF Opp Ogg ©
+c)FE OFrc OFrc O+ JFr OFr Pce QD+l EF VPG PFc @+ cx
+c)FF OFF OFF @+ 9 P6c “ee @+ clgs ©Yee Pce ©
65 Csa Cop
+cP (EF + co) Q66 Q6 @+ Ec OFc P66 @+ eyt EG D D66 @+ cxy
+o)FF 966 @ @6+ ce) @+ J)Fe PFc g @+ cFe PFc Pcg ©
+C§)CFg Opg Ogg © 4 cc) 05( O g (O)gG ) 4 05? FC O)Fg Oge © 4 ccy)
+c (€F + ce) OFF 966 @+ & (¢F + ey VFc OFc O+ Er Qfc OFc @+ cxy
+Er OfF Oge @+ coy+ cs( €F PFc 9Fe Q+coy+ ) E@F “fc “Fe @+ co
+FE OrF Og O+ ' Er Qg 9rc @+ cen+ R OFrF Ogg ©
+Er Orc QFg O+ cxy+ c5‘3v’ (fF + cc) QFF Orr @+ flgs Qg ©ge ©
+C§i)gG Ogs Ogg © 4 cf;) @G 9cg @6 @+ cxy+ 04 "€F Pcg D6 @+ cxy
+e@EF O96 966 P+ coy+ Y €6 OFG Vg6 O+ coy+ ¢ 6 OFc Dcg @+ cx
+tey Fg V6 966 @+ cxy+ giFg PFg P66 @+ ¢)FF @9 P9 ©
toy €F Y69 D96 P +cxatolEe YFg Y96 P toxyt o) Fg PP Y6g ¥+ cx
6 OFg U9 @+ cont VFg OFg P66 O+ P EF V6 @6 @+ oy
+e €F Pt OFc D+ cey+ o) €F VfF Oce D+ eyt o) €F VFF ©gc @+ cxy
+c € F OFrF 96g Q4 cey+ D EF DFg OFG 4 coy+ cjf,) €F 9Fc QDFg 9+ co
+ P EF OfF O © 4 oyt cﬁ:FF OFg Opg © 4 C4y €F 9fr OFF @+ cxy
+c®F PFg Org @+ ce+ gy Pce Ve @+ gy Ycc Ve ©
+cf) g FGc 966 @+ cey+ U FG Qfg P @+ cey+ cﬁ)FF Ogg QVgg @
+cPFe OFrG g9 @+ cPFrc OFrGc Vg9 @+ P Ef YFe OFG @+ cx
+c ®F Vff 966 P+ coy+ N EF QYfg OFc Q4 coy+ N EF Pfg OFc @+ ey
+C(3)FF (O)FF (0)gg 0) + C(3)FF (O)FF (O)gg 0) + (3)gG (O)gG (O)gG 0)
4 4 Ga
+%(i)gG Oy Ogg © 4 %BC) F 969 Q96 @+ cry+ %»(Z) F 996 Pcg @+ cxy)

13

W e subsequently expressthe right-hand side ofEq. [A19)



(3)
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0)

+c) (£F Oy @Ogg © 4 cpy+ cff)Fg Opg Ogg © 4 C;Z)Fg OF g Ogg
+%(i) €F Ofg Org O 4 cry+ %(31) €F Org Org @4 cpy+ C3(3j) €F QOfF OfFp O 4 cxy
®1)
Here GG etc. connect adpoent two vertices w ith appropriately chosen argum ents as
Z Z
TrsGc 96¢c PYgeg @O= a1 de’c 1%6)c ;6% @ (66%55%G 5%4)G (5;4% © 44%339
G 3%2)G 3;2% @ (22%11%; B2)
7 7
TwFF Org Org ©O= @ de’F 1;5)F ©2;6) © 66%559F (6%4%c (5%4) © (44%33%
F 3%196G 3;29 @ @2%11%; B3)
and g, g, £f,and f are composed of and as
gl;2)= 1) @); g@®;2)= Q) 2); £@€;2)= Q) @); f@;2)= @) @): ®B4)

T he unknown coe cients in Eq. ([BIl) have been determ ined by Eq. [22) using the diagram s of F igs.[d and [@. The

nal results are sum m arized as follow s:

(3) (3) (3) (3)

3
Coe = 157 Cq =Gy = G = 67 Cg
By @B _ B)_ ®_ B _ 3 _ B3_ B_ 3 _
C5b_c5d_05g_c5h_05i_05rn_05n_ o = Gs T
G @) 3 . ) @) _ an.
Csa = G5 = Csp = 247 G = Gy = 157 o = 305
@ _ B _ @ _ B) _ an. B _ B3 _ B 44,
Cia = Gy = G = G =30 ¢ =¢, =¢ =12
@ _ 3 _ B _ 6&_ 6_ B_ 3_ 3 _ 3
Cp = Cg T S T G0 T CGq T Gy T Gy TG TG
B _ ®_ B _ B @ B B_ B _ 3 _
Cr T CGn T Cm T Cn T CGu TG TG TG TG

It has been con med that Eq. B1) with Eq. B3) also
satis esEq. (23)).

(3) (
Ga = 100 Gy =g mCy Ty T G

(3) (3) (3)

3
=12} ¢, = Gy =3i Gy = 5 B 5a)
@) _ ) @) @) €) @ _ B _
t T 6; Ge = Gx T p a u 6;
@)
G5y = 125 B 5b)
G _ B _ 6 _ ®) _ ) G _ B _ )
4d = Gy T Gx T e = 24 = Gy = 157
€) €) €) €) ®)
=6, Gy =C,=C =¢ =¢ = 3
3) @) @)
6; ¢ =g =¢ =3 (B 5¢)
3) @) @) @)
30 oo =gy =gy =15 gy =5 B 5d)
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