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It is generally accepted that the “hole” and “particle” excitations are two independent
types of excitations of a one-dimensional system of point bosons. We show for a weak
coupling that the Lieb’s “hole” with the momentum p = j2mw/L is j identical interacting
phonons with the momentum 2w /L (here, L is the size of the system, and h =1). We prove
this assertion for j = 1,2 by comparing solutions for a system of point bosons with solutions
for a system of nonpoint bosons obtained in the limit of the point interaction. The additional
arguments show that our conclusion should be true for any j =1,2,..., N. Thus, at a weak
coupling, the holes are not a physically independent type of quasiparticles. Moreover, we find
the solution for two interacting phonons in a Bose system with an interatomic potential of
the general form at a weak coupling and any dimension (1, 2, or 3). It is also shown for a
weak coupling that the largest number of phonons in a Bose system is equal to the number of
atoms N. Finally, we have studied the structure of wave functions for the Tonks—Girardeau
gas and found that the properties of quasiparticles in this regime are quite strange.

Keywords: point bosons, hole-like excitations, interaction of phonons.

1 Introduction

This work is devoted to two main problems: the determination of the wave function and the
energy of two interacting phonons in a Bose gas with a potential of the general form and the
study of the nature of Lieb’s “holes”. The first problem was not solved, to our knowledge,
and can help one to solve the second problem.

The elementary excitations of a one-dimensional (1D) system of point bosons are usually
separated into two types: particle-like (“particles”) and hole-like (“holes”) [T}, 2} 3, 4, [l 6,
[7, 18, @, 10, 11, 12]. At the weak coupling, the dispersion law of “particles” coincides with
the Bogolyubov law [I3], [14] and agrees with Feynman’s solutions [I5} (16, [17] and the more
later models [18] 19, 20, 21}, 22 23, 24], 25, 26] (other references can be found in reviews
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[277, 28]) allowing one to describe the microscopic properties of a Bose system at the weak
and intermediate couplings. Therefore, it is natural to consider that the particles correspond
to Bogolyubov—Feynman quasiparticles. The dispersion law of holes was found only in the
approach based on the Bethe ansatz, in the well-known work by Lieb [I]. In this case, Lieb
attacked the Bogolyubov’s and Feynman’s approaches and proposed some arguments in favor
of that the holes are a physically independent type of elementary excitations [1, [2]. This point
of view became traditional. Later on, it was found that the dispersion law of holes is close to
that for the soliton solution of the 1D Gross-Pitaevskii equation [29, 30]. This became the
main argument in favor of that the holes are a particular independent type of quasiparticles.
However, such point of view does not agree with the models [13] [14, [15] 16}, 17, 18] [19] 20,
211, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26]. It is important that the models [14, 15, 16, 2T, 22 23] 24, 25 26]
work in 1D, since they do not use a condensate (we note that the Bogolyubov’s method also
works in 1D at small v and T, if N is finite [31]). If the holes would be a separate type of
quasiparticles, this would mean the significant shortcoming in the models [13| 14, [15] 16, 17,
18,19, 201 211, 22], 23| 24], 25| 26] and in close ones. In addition, if the holes are an independent
type of excitations, then they must give a separate contribution to thermodynamic quantities
(since holes interact with particles and, therefore, participate in the thermal equilibrium).
Such analysis indicates that the question about the nature of holes is very important.

The one-dimensional system differs qualitatively from a three-dimensional (3D) one by
that the atom in a 1D system cannot get around another atom. The former can only pass
through the latter. Despite this circumstance, Lieb believed that 1D and 3D systems are
qualitatively similar [I]. Therefore, he made conclusion [I] that holes can exists also in 3D
systems, at least in case of a strong coupling.

In what follows, we will study the structure of the wave functions of “particles” and holes
and will show that, at a weak coupling, the hole is a collection of interacting “particles”.
It was noted in the literature that the holes are not a mathematically independent type of
excitations [I} [7, 33]. This conclusion was based on the Lieb—Liniger equations. However,
these equations are not enough to clarify the physical nature of holes.

Let us consider what the Lieb—Liniger equations can say about the nature of holes. These
equations describe a periodic 1D system of spinless point bosons [34]. Gaudin wrote them in
the form [4, [35]
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where NN is the number of bosons, L is the size of the system, and n; = 0,+1,+2,.... In

the literature, the point bosons are usually described by the Lieb—Liniger equations in the
Yang—Yang’s form [3]:
N
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The equations (Il) and (2]) are equivalent [4, B5]: the formula arctana = (7/2)sgn(a) —

arctan (1/«) allows one to rewrite Eqs. ([2)) in the form (). In this case,

N +1
L= myti— (3)
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The ground state of the system corresponds to the quantum numbers {[;} = (1 — & 2 —

N+1 N+1
T,...’N_T

to{L;} =(1-2H, .. N—1-2H N2t 4 §) and a hole with the momentum p = 27l/L
(I > 0) corresponds to the quantum numbers <y, =i — %, Lisn_y=1+i— % In the
language of Egs. (), those states correspond to the following collections of quantum numbers
{n;} = (n1,...,nn): (0,...,0), (0,...,0,5), and (0,...,0,1,...,1), where 1 is repeated I

times. In this case, the state (0, ...,0, 1) is particular: it can be considered as a particle and as

), the particle-like excitation with the momentum p = 27j/L corresponds

a hole. In the last case, any state (nq,...,ny) can be considered as a collection of interacting
holes. If the state (0,...,0,1) is a particle, then any state can be considered as a collection of
interacting particles. Therefore, the physical nature of the state (0,...,0,1) is the key point.
From physical reasonings, we may expect that the state (0,...,0,1) corresponds to a phonon
with the wavelength A = L (indeed, if the state (0,...,0,1) would correspond to a hole, then
the phonon with A = L would be absent in the system, which is strange). In this case, each
state (n1,...,ny) can be considered as a collection of interacting phonons. In particular,
the state (0,...,0, ) should correspond to one phonon with the momentum p = 27j/L. As
for the state with nj<y_; = 0,7;>n_i41 = 1, it should correspond to [ interacting phonons,
each of them has the wavelength A = L and the momentum 27 /L. However, according to
the Lieb’s classification [1], the state with the quantum numbers nj<y_; = 0,n;>y_1+1 = 1
corresponds to a hole with the momentum p = 27l/L > 0. Therefore, such hole should
coincide with [ interacting phonons, each of them has the momentum 27 /L. This possibility
is also seen from the analysis by Lieb [I].

To ascertain the nature of a hole, it is necessary to study the structure of N-boson wave
functions of a hole and a particle. In what follows, we will prove for a weak coupling that
the state (0,...,0,1) corresponds to a phonon, and the hole with the momentum p = 47 /L
coincide with two interacting phonons (0,...,0,1). We will also show that, at a strong

coupling, the structure of quasiparticles is more unusual.

2 Phonon with the quantum numbers {n;} = (0,...,0,1).

One can investigate the structure of wave functions of a “particle” and a hole in two ways:
based on the wave functions of point bosons [4, 34] or on the wave functions of nonpoint
bosons (i.e., bosons with nonzero interaction radius) [14} [15] [16, 22} 26, [36], 37, 138] 39], by
passing to a point potential in the last case. Let us consider the second way.

Consider a periodic system of N bosons with interatomic potential of the general form

U(r; — r;). The dimensionality can be equal to 1, 2, or 3. The ground state of a gas is



described by the wave function [39]
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and the wave function of a one-phonon state reads [22]
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Here, N is the total number of atoms, r; are the coordinates of atoms, Ay and A, are the

normalization constants, pq are the collective variables

| X
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and all wave vectors q;, p;, p are quantized in the 3D case by the rule

Jz  Jy J=z
() ©
where j,, jy, j. are integers, and L, L,, L, are the sizes of the system. Equations (Bl), ()
are exact. Note that, in [22] B9] series (Bl), (7)) tend to infinity (i.e., the sums with a;, b, for
j=N-+1,... 00, are taken into account). We will see in Appendix 1 that these series must
break down according to (B, ().

The approximate solutions for the functions ¥, and W, were obtained by Feynman [15, [16],
Bogolyubov and Zubarev [14], and Jastrow [36]. Then these methods were developed in a lot
of works (see [19, 201 21, 22 23|, 24 25, 26], 37, 38, B9] and reviews [27, 28]). We will base
on the collective variables method by Vakarchuk and Yukhnovskii [22, 39]. It allows one to
get two exact chains of equations for the functions a; and b; at N = co. The first equations
from those chains are given in Appendix 2.

The wave function (@), (7) with small |p| can be considered as the definition of a phonon
(here, b; ~ N° for all j). Basic is the zero approximation 1, = bjp_p; the corrections
can be found from the Schrodinger equation. Such solution for a phonon was studied the-

oretically in many works, starting from [I5] 14, 17, 22, 40], and the results agree with



experiments. The properties of collective variables [39] imply that function (@), (7)) de-
scribes also [ interacting phonons with the total momentum p = p, + ... + p;, if we
make the following changes in (@), ([@): Yp — ¥y .p, ¥p — ¥Up,.ps Ap — Ap . .pp
bj(ay,...,q;_1;P) = bj(dy,...,dj_1;Py,.-.,P;, N) for all j (now, b; depend on N, gener-
ally speaking). We can verify that, in this case, —ihz %\I/plmpl = hp¥p, .p,-

For the weak coupling (v < 1), we can set a;>3 = Of bj>2 = 0 (it is the zero approximation;
here, v = p*/®cm/h? (for 3D), cm/h? (2D), 2cm/(ph?) (1D), p = N/V is the particle number
density, and ¢ = v(0)/2, see ([I2])). The coefficient b;(p) is considered to be normalizing: we
set by(p) = 1. Then the equations in Appendix 2 yield [22] 39]

w(p) = ar(p) = 2, %:\/H%, (10)
E<p>=’;—§<1—za2<p>>:\/ (52) +2m0) (52 ) =Eate). (1)
v(p) = /dx/dy/dzU(r)e‘ipr. (12)

We have obtained the Bogolyubov dispersion law. Formula (64]) from Appendix 2 gives the

known Bogolyubov solution for the ground-state energy Ey [13].

In the zero approximation the sound velocity is vy = 4/ 2 Vn(v,O) = Ugo). In the next approxi-

mation the solution is as follows [22]:
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For a 1D system the energy of a phonon with the momentum Ap; = h2w/L is E(p1) = hpvs.

In this case, for a finite system we should set ol = /2 fol) + T—:ﬁ.

Consider a finite 1D system of point bosons (U(r) = 2¢d(r), v(p) = 2¢) and set i = 2m = 1,

v = ¢/p. The above-presented formulae give the energy of a phonon with the momentum
p1=2n/L:
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j=1,2,...,

These formulae are valid for N72 < v < 1.
Our task is to clarify the nature of the particle (0,...,0,1). It is known that the energy
Ep(p) of Lieb’s particle for small p is close to the Bogolyubov energy Eg(p) (IIl). The small

deviation of the particle energy from Ep(p) contains the information about the nature of the



particle. Let us represent the energy of the particle with the momentum p; = 27/L in the

form (I4)):
4m 2
Er(py) = %ﬁ,/l + # (14 64)- (16)

The energy and momentum of the particle is given by the known formulae

N

Eu(p) = S (2 - k), (17)

i=1

p= Z ke — k) Z(m—n,.). (18)

i=1
In our case, the collections {k;} and {k;} are solutions of the Gaudin’s equations (I for a
state with one particle ({n;} = (0,...,0,1)) and for the ground state ({n;} = (0,...,0,0)),
respectively. The quasimomenta {k;} and {k;} can be obtained numerically from Eqs. () by
the Newton method (the Yang—Yang’s equations (2)) give the same solution).
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Fig. 1:  [Color online] Functions d4(7) (circles) and d51(y) (crosses) obtained from Eqgs. (&) and (),
(@I6)—-(@8), respectively; p =1, N = 1000.

It is seen from Fig. 1 that the small quantity ds; obtained from Eqs. (I6])-(18), ()
coincides with high accuracy with 0, (I5]). The difference of d,;, and 4, is about 1% for
~v = 0.0001-0.1. Since the function ¢, = p_p for small p describes a phonon, we conclude
that Lieb’s particle {n;} = (0,...,0,1) is a phonon. In this case, the Gaudin’s equations ()
imply that the hole with the momentum p = 27l/L (I > 1) should coincide with [ interacting
phonons with the momentum 27/L. Let us verify this directly for [ = 2.



3 Two interacting phonons vs a hole with the quantum numbers

(n;} = (0,...,0,1,1).

In the language of the Lieb-Liniger equations (2]), the hole with the momentum p = 47 /L is

characterized by the quantum numbers {/;} = (—Nz_l, —N2_3, ce N2_5, 1+ N2_3, 1+ Nz_l). In

the language of the Lieb—Liniger equations in the Gaudin’s form (), such hole is described

by the quantum numbers {n;} = (0,...,0,1,1). In the previous section we proved that the
state {n;} = (0,...,0,1) describes a phonon with the momentum p = 27/L. The state
{n;} = (0,...,0,1,0) is equivalent to {n;} = (0,...,0,1). Therefore, it is obvious that the
state {n;} = (0,...,0,1,1) is two interacting phonons with the momentum p = 27/L. We
now verify this assumption independently, by using the collective variables method.

Consider a Bose gas with weak coupling and dimensionality of 1,2, or 3. Let us find
the wave function and the energy of two interacting phonons with wave vectors p; and p,.
Feynman noticed that the energy of interaction (§F) of two phonons should be by ~ N times
less than the energy of one phonon [15]. However, the solutions for a wave function and 6 F
were not found.

The ground state is described by the wave function (), (&) satisfying the Schrédinger

equation
2 1
—%ZAJ-\IH—iZUUr,-—r]-D\If:E\If (19)
J )

with energy £ = Ej. The equations for £, and the functions a; from (0 are given in
Appendix 2. If the system contains one phonon, then the wave function is ¥, ¥, with
(0), and the solutions for the functions b; and the energy of a quasiparticle are given in the
previous section. If two phonons with wave vectors p; and p, are present, then the system
is described by the wave function 9y, ,, ¥o. We substitute this function in the Schrodinger
equation and take into account that Wy = Ae” satisfies this equation with energy E,. As a
result, we obtain the equation for the function ¢ p,:

52

2m [Ajwpﬂ)z + 2(V]S)(VJ¢P1P2)] = Ep1p2¢p1p27 (20)

where Ej, ,, = E — Ej is the energy of two interacting phonons. Since the interaction of two

phonons should be weak, we seek v, p, in the form

5wp1p2
VN '

where 1), and v, are one-phonon solutions. We substitute ¢y, p, (1)) in Eq. (20) and take
into account that the one-phonon functions ¢, and vy, satisfy Eq. (20) with the energies

wplpz = wpleZ + (21)



E(p,) and E(p,), respectively. In this way we get the following equation for 0¢p p,:

h2
~5m 2 [2(Vit, ) (Vithp,) + 8jdtp,p, + 2(V;8) (V;00p,p,)] =
= [E(py) + E(p) + 0|00, p, + 0B, Uy, (22)

Epp, = E(py) + E(py) + 0E. (23)

Here, the energy Ep p, of two interacting phonons is represented as a sum of the energies
E(p;) and E(p,) of free phonons and the correction JE.
The solution for §1)p p, should have the form ), (@) with p = p; + p,, since formula (7)

describes the state with any number of quasiparticles possessing the total momentum Ap:

q+p#0

By(q; Py, Pa)
Up,p, = Bi(P1,P2)p-p + Z qup_q_p
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q;+42+p#0
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where p = p; + p,. We substitute 6, p, ([24) in ([22). The result is reduced to the form

"L Cylas Py o)
y P11y P2
0 = 01(131, pz)p—p + Z qup_q_p + ...+
q#0
q;+-.+ay_1+p#0 C (q q DD )
N\41y--->4UN-1>P1, P2
T Z NO-1)/2 Pay - - - Pay_P—a;—..—ay_;—p (25)

(p = P; + Py). Since p_p, PaP-q-p> Pa,ParP—aq;—as—p: - - - ar€ independent functions of the

variables rq,...,ry [39], Eq. (23] is equivalent to the system of N equations

C](q177q]—17p17p2)207 j:177N (26)

For the weak coupling, it is sufficient to consider the equations C; = 0 and Cy = 0. They

have the form

Bu(pr, ) 2 [E(py) + E(ps) + E — Ev(py + pa)] =

0
= 2[b1(p1)01(P2)P1P2 — PI01(P1)b2(P1; P2) — Dob1 (P2)b2(Po; P1)] —
1 q+p#0 1
— ¥ 2 Ba@piplal@+p) -+ Bi(a —aipy po)a’, (27)

q#0 q7#0



Bu(a; 1, p2) g [E(py) + B(pa) + 0 — By(q) — Bu(a+p)] =
= —by(q; py)b2(q + Py; Po) (A + Py)” — ba(—q — P; Py )ba(—q — Po; Po)(q + Py)* —
— ba(q; P2)b2(q + Po; P1) (A + P2)” — ba(—q — P; Po)ba(—q — Pi; Py (A +P1)° +
b2 (q; P1) + ba(—a — py; P1)]b1(Pa)P2(a + Py) +
b2(Q; P2) + ba(—d — Po; P2) 11 (P1)P:1 (A + P2) — (28)
b2(—a — P; 1) + ba(d + Pa; P1) 101 (P2)P2(d + Po) —
b2(—a — P; Pa) + ba(d + Py1; Po) b1 (P1)P1 (A + Py) —
by(ct, D2 1) — NOBD (p1)D1(2) 2 (5, + 0 -p3)

p+q) —pas(p,q)] —

[
[
[ (
[ (
— 2pibi(p1)bs(q, P1s Py) — 20501 (P,
+ 2Bi(py, P2)Placz(aq) — (P + q)as

)
(
1
— 5 2 Bsla—a—a —pipppo)ar(a+ a +p) +
q:#0

1 1
+ ¥ goBg(qb a =Py P)ai(a—a) — ;034(% —dy, %P1y P2) 2
1 1

where p = p; + Py, Fi(q) = %(1 —2a3(q)), and 64 _p is the Kronecker delta. In this case,
Bs(q; Py; P2) = Ba(—d — P; Py, Pa)-

Let us present the functions v , tp,, and d9p p, in (2I) in the form of expansions
() and ([24). Then the “leading” term in the expansion of ¥y p, is Ap_p p—p,- Let us
write the functions v, , vp, in the form bl(pl)qul, bl(pz)ﬂpz. Then we present 1y Vp,

as a series, where the first term is by(p;)b1(P2)p—p,P-p,- The corresponding terms in the

2(=P1;P1,P2)+B2(—P2;P1,P2)
oaN1/2

coefficient of p_, p_p, in the expansion of the function v, @2I) is A = bi(p;)bi(P2) +
Ba(o1P1 Do) Bo(mP2iP1Po) T et us represent the function ¥y, p, () in the form 4 5, = At b,

where 4y, o = %@Em&pz 1 %eip2  Gince the interaction of phonons is very weak, the

expansion of 6ty . ([24) have the form 2 P—p, P—p,- Eventually, the

AVN °
term B2(_p1;p1’p2)2J]rVBZ(_p2;p1’p2) in A should be less than by (p,)b1(p,) by VN or even N times.
Therefore, % ~ 1. As a result, 'lZJplp2 = @Zplzﬂm + éj‘\’/l%. Here, @Ep is a one-phonon

function (7)) with b; = 1. In this case, b;>o satisfy the equations from Appendix 2, in which
by = 1. Represent the term 0y, p,/A in the form (24). Then we consider the factor A to be
normalizing and include it in A, (see (@)). Such transformations lead to the necessity to set
bi(py) = bi(py) = 1 and By(—py;P1, P2) = B2(—py;P1,Py) = 0 in Egs. ([27), [28)) and the
equations of Appendix 2.

We consider the coupling to be weak: v < 1, but v > N~2 (the latter is necessary for
the linearity of the dispersion law at small p). In this case, we can seek dE and ¢ p, in the
zero approximation. This means [22], 39] that all sums in the chain of equations for B; and
JF should be neglected. As a result, Eq. (27) takes the form

72 pipy — piba(P1; P2) — P3ba(Pa; P1)
m E(p;) + E(py) + 0E — Ei(p; + Ps)

Bi(py,py) = (29)



Let us set in (28) q = —p,. Then Eq. (28)) reads

0= —ba(—Pa; P1)b2(P1 — P2; P2) (P2 — P1)* — ba(—P1; P2)b2 (P2 — P15 P1) (P2 — P1)°
- [b2(_P1§ P2) + b2(P1 — P2; P2)]P1(P1 - Pz) - [52(_1)25 p1) + b2(P2 — P1; p1)]p2(p2 - P1)

2m
- 2p%bs(—P1, P1; P2) - 229%53(_1317 P2; Pl) - NdEﬁ(l + 5p27p1)

+  2B1(p1, P2)P[—P1a2(—P1) — P2a2(P2) — Pas(P, —P1)]- (30)

Equation (28) for q = —p, is also reduced to (B30) (to sight this, one needs to consider the
relations ax(—p) = a2(p), as(p, —p1) = as(p, Py — p) and bs(py, P2 P3) = bs(—p1 — P2 —
Ps3, Po; P3))- Equations (29), [B0) allow us to find B;(py,p,) and dE. From Eq. ([28) at

q # —Pp;, —P, we can determine By(q; py, Ps)-
Consider the case p, = p;. According to (7)), q in by(q; p) must be nonzero. Therefore, if

(B0) includes the term by(0; p), this term should be dropped. Then relations (29), (30) yield

p% [2 - 452(P1§ P1)]

2B 2E(py) + 0F — Br(@py)] (31

Bi(p1;p1) = (

_2p%b3(_P1a Pi;P1) + (2m/R?)NOE

B , =
l(pl pl) 4]9% [a2(p1) + a3(2p1, _pl)]

Equations (1)) and (82)) give a square equation for 0 £ with the roots

OFy = —E+ + \/Eg — 8N [R2p?/(2m)|?[1 — 2b2(py; Py )][a2(Py) + as(2py, —p1)], (33)

where

. Ei(2p h2p?
B = 5 - PO sy, pyp B (39
At p; — 0 and v < 1, the formulae in Appendix 2 yield
a3(2py, —p1) = a3(P1, P1) & —a2(pP1) /4, ba(P1spy) = 1/8. (35)

Using the relation a4(—py, Py, P1) = Taz(py)/16 [22], we get bs(—py, P1;P1) ~ —5/32. There-
fore, relations (33), (34]) are reduced to

- - 9 /h2p2\?
oby =—E, £ \/EE TON (2—7];1) az(p1), (36)
By = B(py) - 2120 L 5 I (37)
T 2 32N 2m’
where E(p1) = hpivs, az(py) = —ap, /2 = — n;';';(pl), and E1(2p;), vs are determined by
2
formulae (I, [@3). At N > 1,7 < N7', the corrections 5% (%) az(p;) and wiNhjf in
[B36), (B7) are negligible, and solutions ([B4]), ([B1) take the simple form
~ 9E h?p?
SE. ~ 2B, 0. ~ —2EW) Hp (38)

SN 2ml|E|’



E=E(p)— %. (39)
Since dF, > 0F_, namely the solution dE_ should be realized in Nature. Thus, we have
found the energy of interaction, d F/, of two phonons with the same momentum Ap; at p; — 0
and weak coupling (N~2 < v < 1). This result is new.

At the considered parameters of the system we have |E| ~ %. Therefore, 6FE_ ~
—FE(p1)/N. In this case, relations (32), (83) yield Bi(p;,p;) ~ —1. It is natural to expect
that |Bi(py, Py)| ~ 1 also at p, # p,. In this case, Eq. (28) yields |Ba(q; py,py)| ~ 1. That
is, the term 6¢p p./V/N in formula (2I) is less than the main term ¢y, ¥p, by ~ N times.
These estimates show that the interaction of two phonons is indeed very weak.

Let us return to the question about the nature of a hole. In the above equations, we pass

to a 1D point potential. Compare d E_ with the quantity
0Ey, = Ep(p=4n/L) —2E,(p =27 /L) (40)

equal to the difference of the energy of a hole with the quantum numbers {I;} =

(—N=1 _N-3
S Ty

the quantum numbers {I;} = (-8, - 23 N8 N3 4 Moy The quantities p = 4/ L
and p = 27/L in ([@0) are momenta. The values of Ej(p = 47/L) and E,(p = 27/L) can be
found numerically from the Yang—Yang’s equations (2)) and formulae (I7), (I8). The value
of E_ follows from Eqs. ([B6) and ([B7)), where we set v(p) = 2¢, h =2m =1, ¢/p = 7, and

p1 = 2m/L.

, N2_5, 1+ N2_3, 1+ N2_1) and two energies of a free “particle” (phonon) with
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Fig. 2: [Color online] Functions dE_ () @6l), 1) (circles), dE_(v) BS), BI) (crosses), and dEp(y) @)
(stars); p =1, N = 1000. All values of 6 F are multiplied by 10°.

It is seen from Fig. 2 that the energy of interaction of two phonons (0E_) is close to dEj,
if N72 < v < N~1. The very small value of 6 E), is an indicator of the nature of a hole. The

closeness of the values of § E_ and ¢ Ej, proves that the hole {I;} = (—Nz_l, —N2_3, ce N2_5, 1+

%, 1+ %) coincides with two interacting phonons, each characterized by the collection

(1) = (3 =2 0 21 )




In the region N~ < v < 1 the quantities §E_ and § E}, are considerably different, since we
found a solution for § E_ only in zero approximation. The error of the numerical calculation
of 0 F, should also be significant in this case.

We note that, to obtain namely a two-phonon solution, it is necessary firstly to set the
orders of the quantities B; and dF. Otherwise, we can arrive at another solution, since the
function vp p, 1)), ([24) can describe any excited state with the total momentum A(p, + p,)
(see Appendix 1). We took the two-phonon nature of the state into account with the help of
the condition [[Ba(—py; Py, P2) + Ba(—=Pai P1, P2)]/ (2N)] < [b1(P1)b1(py)]-

The above two-phonon solution should be contained in Eqs. (64)—(69) of Appendix 2,
since any (not only one-phonon) excited state of the system with the total momentum p
is described by the function ¥,¥, (@), (@) (see Sect. 2). In other words, the Vakarchuk-
Yukhnovskii’s equations (see Appendix 2) contain solutions for all excited state of a Bose
gas.

We have shown that, at j = 1,2 the hole with the momentum j2x/L is j interacting
phonons (0,...,0,1). Let, for some j = J > 2, this assertion be wrong. Since the solution
of the Lieb—Liniger equations is unique [5], the system of point bosons would not contain
the state with J interacting phonons (0, ...,0,1). This is strange from the physical point of
view and would lead to the violation of the continuous transition from solutions for nonpoint
bosons to solutions for point ones. However, such transition should exist [41]. Hence, for all

j=1,..., N, the hole with the momentum j27/L is j interacting phonons (0,...,0,1).

4 Additional arguments.

Consider a 1D Bose gas with point interaction. Let us find the limit ¢ — 0 for the Lieb—Liniger
solutions [4 134]

Yy, aw) = const - 3 a(P)e = (a1)
P
1

For the state {n;} = (0,...,0,1), at ¢ — 0 we get {k;} = (0,...,0,27/L). Relations (4Tl
and ([42)) yield a(P) =1 and

w{k} =Y = Cip—iy, (43)
where ky = 27 /L. For the state {n;} = (0,...,0,1,1), we get {k;} =~ (0,...,0,27/L,27/L).
Then relations (), (42) yield a(P) = 1 and

Yy = Y1 = cn (P—kNP—kN — p\_/%v) . (44)
Here, while calculating a(P), we take into account that (ky — kx_1)|eso ~ ¢*/2. Functions

(@3) and (44) coincide with the wave functions of a system of free bosons, in which one or



two (respectively) atoms have the momentum 27/L. The normalizing coefficients are ¢; =
L™N2 ¢ = \/%cl [39]. Since |p_gy| ~ 1 for the overwhelming majority of configurations
(z1,...,xN), the comparison of ¥; (44]) and ; ([@3) shows that in the limit ¢ — 0 the hole
(0,...,0,1,1) is two interacting particles (0,...,0,1), which agrees with the result of the
previous section. At ¢ = 0 we have, of course, free atoms instead of quasiparticles.

The one-phonon and two-phonon solutions (@] and (2I) pass at ¢ = 0 to solutions (43
and ([44). To demonstrate this with the formulae in Sections 2 and 3, we take the relations
a; =0, bj>2 =0, Bj>2 =0, and E = 0 into account. Relation (B3] yields By (p1,p1) = —1.
Thus, Eqs. (@), (@), and (2] describe free bosons at the zero interaction and phonons at a
nonzero one (if the interaction is switched-on, the functions 1y , 1p p, vary negligibly, but
the dispersion law E(p) ~ p? transits into E(p) = vsp due to a change of ¥y).

It is clear that any Lieb—Liniger solution (4Il) can be presented in the form (@), (7). It
would be of interest to get solutions (@), (), and (2II) directly from (4I]) at ¢ # 0. This is a
task for the future.

Both in the Gaudin’s numbering and in the collective variables method, each excited state
of a 1D system is described by the collection of quantum numbers {n;} = (ny,ns,...,ny)
corresponding to the collection of quasiparticles with the momenta py,...,py, where p; =
2mn;/L. That is, there is one-to-one correspondence between solutions in the collective
variables method at v(p) = 2c¢ and solutions in the Lieb—Liniger approach. In this case,

the uniqueness of a solution for each collection {n;} was proved only for the Lieb—Liniger

approach [5].
The calculation of the statistical sum of a 1D system of point bosons at N = oo gives [42]
_ Ep(py)
F|T—>O = EQ + ]{?BT Z In (1 —e kBT ), (45)
I=£1,42,...

where E,(p;) is the dispersion law of particles. The calculation [42] involves all states of the
system (including the ground state, particles, and holes). Formula (43]) is exact at N = oo
and T" — 0. Equation ({43]) is the known formula for the free energy of an ensemble of
noninteracting Bose quasiparticles. The verification [33] indicates that formula (45]) and
the Yang—Yang approach [3] lead to identical thermodynamic solutions F,S. If we consider
formally the state {n;} = (0,...,0,1) as a hole, then any excited state (ny,...,ny) can be
approximately considered as a collection of noninteracting holes. This leads again to formula
(5) with the replacement of E,(p) by the dispersion law of holes Ej(p). The analysis of
the present work shows that such dualism of holes and particles is, apparently, physical at a
strong coupling, but is illusory at the weak coupling.

The analysis of Sections 1-4 shows that, at the weak coupling, the hole is merely a col-
lection of identical interacting phonons with the momentum +27/L. This corresponds to
the Gaudin’s numbering (see Eq. (Il)). Therefore, the introduction of quasiparticles with the
help of Gaudin’s numbering [33] [42] is more physical, at least at the weak coupling. In this



case, the curve of holes Fj(p) describes the excited states with minimum energy for given p.
The Yang—Yang’s numbering (see Eq. (2))) is also useful: using it, it is easy to find the energy
of quasiparticles at a strong coupling.

We recall also the arguments by Feynman [15, 16, 17]. According to them, only the
single dispersion law, corresponding to phonons, should be in the region of small £, p. Such

conclusion is in agreement with our analysis.

5 Regime of infinitely strong repulsion and experiments

Above, we studied the regime of the weak coupling. We now consider the Tonks—Girardeau
gas: 7 = +00 (see reviews [0l [7] and experimental works [43, [44] 45]). This regime is the most
unusual. In this case, the point bosons are impenetrable. Therefore, two bosons cannot stay
at a single point, which is similar to fermions. As a result, the system of bosons acquires some
fermionic properties [1} [46]. In particular, the energy levels coincide with those of a system of
free fermions. It is interesting, since any perturbation of a system of interacting bosons is a
collection of oscillatory modes. Hence, for v = 400, the oscillatory modes reproduce exactly
the energy levels of the excited system of free fermions.

For a 1D system of impenetrable bosons, Girardeau obtained the dispersion law [46]

E(p) = ﬁ;p? L Plplmp N — 1
m m N

that is a limiting case of the Lieb’s dispersion law of “particles” [1]. The wave function (WF)

(46)

of any state (nq,...,ny) can be represented as
U, (x,...,xn) = Vo (47)
If n; > 0 for any j, then 1, is the Schur function Sy [47]:
Sx(z1, - zn) = det (hoy—ij) i< o 1 2 AL, (48)
Sx(z1, ..., 2n) = det (e)\;_Hj)lSi’ij, lo > A1 (49)

Formulae ([@8) and [@J) are equivalent. Here, z, = ¢k = 27/L, h; and e; are the jth

complete symmetric function and the jth elementary symmetric function, respectively [47]:

hi(zn,an) = Y Zy e, (50)

51<52<...<s;
ej(z1,...,2n) = E Zoy 2 (51)
51<82<...<8j
where j > 0, eg = hg = 1, hy = e; (in all similar sums in this section, we sum over

$1,...,8; = 1,...,N). The partitions A = (A1, Ag,...) and X = (A}, N}, ...) are defined in
[47]. In particular, for the particle (0,...,0,7) we have A\; = j, Az = 0, X} = 1,... X} =
1, Ao . = 0. In this case, Eq. (A8]) leads to the Girardeau’s solution [40]

1>j
¢p:S)\:hj(Z17”'7zN)' (52)



For the hole (0,...,0,1,...,1), where 1 is repeated j times, we have \; = 1,...,\; =1, A\, =
0, ] = j, ANis, = 0. Eq. ([#9) gives the solution

wp:S)\Iej(Zla"sz)’ (53)
This formula can be easily verified for j = N:

Y, = Z Zgy o Zsy = 2122+ 2N = €xp [ik1(x1 + ...+ xN)]. (54)
51<82<...<SN
The same solution follows from the Lieb-Liniger formulae for any v > 0. This solution is
also true for a nonpoint interatomic potential of the general form. Solution (54) describes the
translational motion of a system with the velocity v = h27/(mL). Interestingly, the solution
for N interacting phonon-holes (0,...,0,1) coincides with (B4]).
We will understand the properties of a system better, if we will determine the structure
of WFs for the lowest states. The WF of the particle (0,...,0,1) is [46]

(21, aNn) = \/Np—kl‘l’o- (55)

The wave function (B5) corresponds to WE (@), (7) of a phonon with bj> = 0. It was
mentioned in Introduction that the state (0,...,0,1) can be formally considered as a particle
and as a hole. The analysis in Sect. 2 indicates that at v < 1 the state (0,...,0,1) is a
phonon. However, at v = oo the energy levels of the system coincide with those of a system
of free fermions. Therefore, the analogy with a hole becomes also physical. That is, at v = oo
the state (0,...,0,1) can be considered as a phonon-hole.

For the particle (0,...,0,7) with j =2 and j = 3 we get, respectively,

N P—2ky
pr — Z Z51252 = 5 (W +p2—k1) s (56)

51<s2

N3/2 (2p_ 3 3
¢p = Z Zg1Rs9Rs3 — 31 ( N ! + \/Np_klp_zkl + p?ikl) . (57)

51<52<s3

For the holes with the momenta p = 47 /L and p = 67/ L, we obtain, respectively,

N P—2ky
pr — Z 231252 = 5 (—W +p2—k1) , (58)

51<82

N3/2 2p—3k1 3
¢p = Z 281282283 = 3' < N - \/Np—k‘lp—yﬁ _l_ pg—kl) ° (59)

51<82<S83
We did not verify the normalization for formulae (d8)—(E9). If N > 1, we have |p_x| ~ 1 for
the vast majority of configurations (z1,...,xy). Therefore, at N > 1 the last term dominates
in solutions (56), (57), (E8), and (59), and the remaining terms are small corrections. We
can conclude that the states (0,...,0,2) and (0,...,0,1,1) [formulae (58], (E)] correspond
to two interacting quasiparticles (0,...,0,1) (B5). In Sect. 3 we considered the two-phonon




state with similar structure. The states (0,...,0,3) and (0,...,0,1,1,1) [formulae (57), (59)]
correspond to three interacting quasiparticles (0,...,0,1).

To pass from the solutions ¢, (52), (53) with the momentum p > 0 to solutions with
p < 0, it is sufficient to change k; — —k; for all 7 in the Lieb—Liniger equations (I) written
for a state with p < 0. Therefore, the solution ), for a hole (—1,...,—1,0,...,0) and for
a particle (—7,0,...,0,0) can be found, by replacing z;, — 1/z, for all i =1,...,j in Egs.
(GEO)—([E9). We can also use the relation

Vo Vmaz = Vomar—lpl  (Pmae = N2/ L = 27p) (60)

which follows from the representation of WF in the form of a determinant [46]; v,,,.. is
given by (54). From whence, we get that the states (—2,0,...,0) and (—1,—1,0,...,0)
correspond to two interacting quasiparticles (—1,0,...,0), and the states (—3,0,...,0),
(—=1,—1,—1,0,...,0) correspond to three interacting quasiparticles (—1,0,...,0). It is nat-
ural to expect that the particles and holes with higher momenta |p| can also be considered
as a collection of interacting quasiparticles (0,...,0,1) or (—1,0,...,0).

Such properties of particles are surprising, because, at the weak coupling, the particles with
small |p| correspond to phonons and are indivisible structures. However, at v = oo all particles
turn out to be composite structures, except for phonons (0,...,0,1) and (—1,0,...,0). This
means that each state (nq,...,ny) can be, apparently, considered as a collection of interacting
phonon-holes (0,0,...,0,1) and (or) (—1,0,...,0,0). In this case, in the Tonks—Girardeau
gas there are only two primary indivisible excitations: the phonon-holes (0,0,...,0,1) and
(—=1,0,...,0,0). Such system is not characterized by any dispersion law. Therefore, the
function S(k = const,w) should not have a sharp peak. This agrees with the theory [4§]
according to which S(k = const,w) = const for v = co. The experiment [44] and the theory
[49] testify to a widening of the peak of the function S(k = const,w), as 7 increases.

In this case, at v = 0o, T" — 0 particles and holes interact weakly between themselves and,
therefore, are “good” quasiparticles (according to Landau’s arguments [50]). Using Eqs. (2)

with ¢ — oo and Eqgs. ([IT), (I8), we find that the energy of interaction of two particles with

N_ff_”l (where E, is the energy of one particle with
the momentum j27/L), and the energy of interaction of two holes with the same momentum
2F,
N—j1
Interestingly, the thermodynamic velocity of sound coincides with the microscopic one

found from Eq. (@8): v!*™ = y™c [46]. Therefore, Girardeau concluded that the low-lying

the momentum p = j27/L > 0 is equal to

is (where Ej, is the energy of a hole with p = j27/L).

excitations with energy (46) correspond to phonons [46]. However, the equality vther™ = ymic
holds also for holes (because Ej,(p) = —% —i—ﬁ‘#‘ﬂp AL 1]). The curves for holes and particles

coincide at the points p = 27 /L and p = —27/L corresponding to the states (0,0,...,0,1)
and (—1,0,...,0,0). Therefore, the equality v!**"™ = 9™ indicates, apparently, only that

the excitations (—1,0,...,0,0) and (0,0,...,0,1) are phonons. The remaining excitations

may not be single phonons.



Since the levels of a system of impenetrable bosons coincide with those of free fermions,
the creation of a hole (particle) is equivalent to a change in the momentum of one atom by
the value of the momentum of a hole (particle). In view of this, the scattering of an external
atom on the system can be considered as the scattering on a single atom (but not as the
creation of a set of phonon-holes (0,...,0,1)). It is an individual process. The probability of
such process is greater than that of multiple processes. The calculations [49] [51] show that
at v > 1 the peak of the function S(k = const,w) should be located between the dispersion
curves of particles and holes. This result agrees with the experiment [44].

At the weak coupling, the phonons are described by WF (@), (@) corresponding to a
structureless object, and a hole is a collection of phonons (0, ...,0,1). Therefore, the creation
of a hole cannon be considered as a change in the momentum of a single atom, but it should
be considered as a multiple process. The probability of such processes is very small. Due
to this, the peak of S(k,w) should be close to the dispersion curve of particles, which is in
agreement with the theory [49, [51) 52 53] and experiment [44].

We note that if the system contains two independent types of excitations, then the atom
flying through the system can independently create excitations of both types. As a result, the
function S(k = const,w) should be characterized by two peaks. However, only one peak was
observed in the experiment [44] (even at high p, for which E}(p) and E,(p) differ significantly
from each other). This means that the system contains the elementary excitations of only
one type.

In the experiment [54], the profile of S(k = const,w) was measured for N ~ 30 atoms in a
1D trap with v &= 1. The experiment agrees better with the theory based on the Bethe ansatz,
than with the Bogolyubov theory [13] [14]. This is not surprising, because the Bogolyubov
formulae work at v =1 [1, only if N is large: N 2 100 and N 2 1000 for periodic and zero
boundary conditions, respectively [42, 55]. Moreover, the Bogolyubov approach does not
account for the interaction of quasiparticles. However, this interaction is important for the
many-quasiparticle states, which make a significant contribution to S(k,w). In this case, the
Bethe equations work at small N and involve the interaction of quasiparticles. Nevertheless,
the approaches by Lieb and Bogolyubov are equivalent at the weak coupling and N > 1, as
shown in the present work.

Note also that the atoms were modeled in the experiments [44], [54] as point ones, though
the real atoms have nonzero radii of interaction. The account for a finite size of atoms can
explain qualitatively, for small k£ and v < 1, the experimental shift of a peak of S(k,w),

as v increases [44]. It can be seen qualitatively, by using the Bogolyubov formula Eg(p) =

2
\/ (@) + 2py(p)% for the point and nonpoint atoms. The consideration of nonpoint

2m

atoms will lead also to a shift of the Bogolyubov peak of S(k = const,w) to lower w for the
experiment [54], which can improve the agreement with the experimental peak.

On the whole, the properties of the Tonks—Girardeau gas are strange and not visual.



6 Elementary excitations

The known physical laws are, in fact, the simplest ways to describe the complex connections in
Nature. Therefore, it is natural to introduce elementary excitations [I] so that the description
of the properties of systems in their language be the simplest. This implies that every state
of the system must uniquely correspond to some collection of elementary excitations (and it
should match the structure of wave functions). Moreover, the interaction between excitations
should become weak at 7" — 0 [50].

Any state of a system of point bosons corresponds uniquely to a collection of quasiparticles
in two classifications: if each quasiparticle is considered as a collection of “particles” and
if each quasiparticle is represented as a collection of “holes”. If the particles and holes are
introduced jointly, then the ambiguity arises for the majority of states. For example, the state
(n1,...,ny) =(0,...,0,2,2) can be considered as two interacting phonons (0,...,0,0,2) or
as two interacting holes (0,...,0,1,1).

1) Weak coupling. Consider the state (0,...,0,2). Since the states like (0,...,0,j)
correspond to the Bogolyubov dispersion law, we identify them with phonons. In the “only
particles” language, the state (0,...,0,2) is a particle. In the “only holes” language, the
state (0,...,0,1) should be effectively considered as a hole, and the state (0, ..., 0,2) should
be considered as two interacting holes (0, ...,0,1). However, WF of the state (0,...,0,2) is
known. It is function (@), (@) with p = i,47/L. If the state (0,...,0,2) would be two holes
(0,...,0,1), then the solution for (0,...,0,2) would coincide with one of the two-phonon
solutions found in Sect. 3. But this is not the case: the state (0,...,0,2) has a different
energy, and WF (7)) with p = i,47/L corresponds to one phonon and is different by structure
from the two-phonon WF vy, o, = by 9p, + M"T}V"l 1) with p, =i,27/L.

This shows that, at the weak coupling, the particles (0, ..., 0, j) are indivisible elementary
excitations. In this case, the language of holes can be used only formally, for example, in
the calculation of a partition function (see Sect. 4) or the dynamical structural factor (DSF)
S(k,w).

It is worth to note that, in the hole approach, the statistics of holes turns out to be contra-
dictory. The partition function leads to formula (45]) with the replacement E,(p) — Ei(p).
Such formula corresponds to the Bose statistics. But WF has no corresponding symme-
try. For example, we saw that WF of the state (0,...,0,2) cannot be presented as WF
of two holes (0,...,0,1). Therefore, if the state (0,...,0,2) is formally considered as two
holes (0,...,0,1), then these two holes cannot be permuted. Such discrepancy between the
thermodynamic formulae and the symmetry of WF's testifies that the partition into quasi-
particles is not consistent with the structure of WFs and, therefore, is not quite physical. In
the particle-based approach, no such problem arises.

If we consider the particles and holes jointly, then, for each state (nq,...,ny), we should

indicate the rule, according to which this state is separated into holes and particles. In



the phase space of numbers (nq,...,ny), such rule sets the boundary between holes and
particles. If the rule is formulated, then we can calculate the partition function and DSF and
can indicate which contribution is given by holes or particles. If such rule is not set, then the
contributions of holes and particles are unknown. In this case, holes and particles are not
defined, and nothing can be said about their statistics. At the joint consideration of holes and
particles the Bose statistics for quasiparticles should be violated (e.g., if we consider the state
(0,...,0,1,1) as a hole, then the state with two phonons (0,...,0,1) is lost, which violates
the properties of Bose quasiparticles). In this case, the statistics of quasiparticles can acquire
the fermionic character. That is, establishing the boundary between holes and particles in
the space of numbers (ny,...,ny) is a significant point. However, we did not see the articles,
where such boundary is introduced at the joint consideration of holes and particles.

Some of the above mentioned properties and difficulties have already been discussed in
work [I]. Taking into account the fermionic properties of a Bose system at v > 1, Lieb
conserved the symmetry between particles and holes at any v and considered them jointly
[1]. But the above analysis shows that, at the weak coupling, this symmetry is broken to the
favor of particles.

2) Strong coupling: 7 = +o0o0. By the analysis in the previous section, at v = +00
each state can be, apparently, considered as a collection of interacting elementary excitations
(0,...,0,1) and (or) (—1,0,...,0). In this case, it is worth talking about the bosonic or
fermionic properties of these two indivisible excitations only. These are bosons. It follows

from the fact that one state of the system can contain several such excitations, as is seen
from solutions (B6)), (57), (58), (BI). Moreover, the state (—1,0,...,0,1) corresponds to

S)\ EN_1€E1 — ENEp l Zi 1
D en en Z; z; P—k1 Py N ( )

(To obtain this formula, one needs to extract the multiplier z; from jth row of the Slater
determinant [46] and then to use Eq. ([@9) with Iy = A\ =2, A} = N — 1, A, = 1). Function
(61)) describes two interacting quasiparticles: (—1,0,...,0,0) and (0,0,...,0,1). Formula
(©T)) shows that 1, is invariable under the permutation of the quasiparticles (—1,0,...,0,0)
and (0,0,...,0,1), which corresponds to bosons.

At v = +00 there is a symmetry between particles and holes. We can describe the system

in the language of particles or in the language of holes.

7 A hole and a soliton.

The Lieb’s hole is a stationary solution of the N-body Schrodinger equation for a cyclic sys-
tem: \if(xl, oy, t) = e ERWUAY (1 ). This solution is characterized by a constant
density: p(z,t) = const [56]. However, the quasiclassical dark soliton, as a solution of the 1D

Gross—Pitaevskii equation, is a solitary running density wave of the form W(x,t) = ¥(x —ovt),



p(x,t) = p(z — ot) [29, B0]. In this case, the wave package of one-hole states shows the
properties of an immovable soliton [56, [57, 58] (though the density profile p(x,t) of such
package spreads, as t increases, in contrast to a quasiclassical soliton [29] [30]). Moreover,
the conditional probability density py(z) in the hole state coincides with the stationary dark
soliton profile [59]. Note also that the analysis in [30] refers to an infinite noncyclic system.
In this case, classical and quantum momentums of the soliton are different. The dispersion
curves of solitons and holes are close at the weak coupling only in the classical definition of
the soliton momentum [30]. If such properties hold for a cyclic system too, then a single hole
is not a soliton (despite results in [59]), since the quantum definition of the momentum is
primary. On the whole, the connection between a hole and a soliton is not quite clear yet
56, 57, 58, 59].

We have shown above for the weak coupling that the hole is a collection of identical
interacting phonons with the momentum p = 27/L. Possibly, the collection of identical
phonons with p = 4x/L (or p = 67/L, etc.) reveals also solitonic properties at the weak
coupling. Most probably, a hole has solitonic properties only for high momenta: in this case,
the hole consists of a large number of identical phonons, and the collective effect is possible.
The solitonic properties of holes are interesting, it is worth studying them in more details.
In our opinion, it is better to use zero boundary conditions, because p(x,t) # const in this

case, and the density wave is possible.

8 Conclusion

We have shown that, in the case of the weak coupling, the hole with the momentum p = jp,
is a collection of j identical interacting phonons with the momentum py = £h27/L. In this
case, the particles are elementary excitations, and the holes are composite ones. If j ~ N, the
hole corresponds to the condensate of phonons. Thus, Lieb’s excitations quite agree with the
Bogolyubov’s and Feynman’s solutions. The traditional point of view, according to which a
holes are an independent type of excitations, has survived for so long since the Lieb—Liniger
wave functions was not compared with the wave functions of a system of nonpoint bosons.

At a strong coupling, the system of interacting bosons partially acquires the fermionic
properties. This is evidenced by the solutions obtained by Girardeau, Lieb, and subsequent
authors. That is what is missing from the Bogolyubov’s and Feynman’s approaches. In this
case, the holes and the particles become similar to holes and particles in a Fermi system.
The structure of quasiparticles is very unusual at v = +oo: It is found above that the
low-lying particles and holes are collections of identical phonon-holes with the momentum
po = £h2w /L. Apparently, only these two quasiparticles are primary indivisible excitations
in this case — phonon-holes with the momenta A27/L and —h27/L.

The author thanks N. Iorgov for the valuable discussion and the anonymous referees for

helpful comments. The present work is partially supported by the National Academy of



Sciences of Ukraine (project No. 0116U003191).

9 Appendix 1. The largest number of quasiparticles.

Consider N = 10% weakly interacting Bose atoms placed in a vessel. How many quasiparticles
can exist in such a system? At first sight, the number of quasiparticles Ng should not
be bounded from above, since a quasiparticle is similar to a wave in the probability field.
However, it turns out that Ng < N. This can be proved by two methods.

The most simple way is to use the Lieb—Liniger equations (). In the Gaudin’s numbering,
the creation of a quasiparticle is equivalent to a change in some n; from n; = 0ton; =1 # 0.
In this case, a Bogolyubov—Feynman quasiparticle with the momentum p = 27l/L is created.
The largest number of quasiparticles is equal to the number of n’s with different j: it is the
number of equations in system (I, which is equal to the number of atoms N. In this case, a
hole is several Bogolyubov—Feynman quasiparticles. These properties were noted in [33], 42].

For nonpoint bosons it is necessary to note that a wave function (@), (@) describes not
only a state with one quasiparticle, but also the states with any number of quasiparticles.
Indeed, the WF of any stationary excited state can be written in the form f(ry,...,ry)Uo.
The periodic system has a definite momentum. The general form of the WF of a state with
the total momentum hp is set by formulae (@), (7)) (if the number of quasiparticles > 2,
then it is necessary to make changes in (@), (7)) as described in Sect. 2). Therefore, the
function f(ry,...,ry) should coincide with ¢, (7). In this case, b; are different for different
states. For the state with one phonon, b; ~ 1 for all j. For a state with two phonons with
the momenta hp, and hp, we should set p = p; + p, in (@), (7). In this case, bj>3 ~ 1,
bi(py, o, N) ~ N2, ba(dy; Py, P2y V) ~ N~12 for q; # —P1, — Py, and by(qy; Py, Py, V) ~
N2 for q, = —p,, —P,. For a state with three phonons we have p = p, + p, + p;. The
lowest not small coefficients b; should be the coefficients b3(q,, ds; P1, P2, P3, V) with such q;
and qy, for which pq, pq,0-q,-q,~p = P—p,P-p,P—p,- FOr a state with N quasiparticles the
relation p = p; + ... + py holds, and the coefficients b;<x_; are negligible: bj<y_1 ~ N™%
(a; > 0). The coefficients by (qy, ..., dy_1:P1, - - -, Py, V) are not small at such q, ..., qy_1,
for which pq, ... pqy_,P—-ai—..—~ay_1—p = P=p, - - - P—py-

Formulae (@), (@) imply that the largest number of quasiparticles equals N, since series
(@) contains the terms p_g, ... p—q, with at most IV factors p_q. The last property is caused
by that the functions 1, p_q,, p—q,P-qy:- -+ P—q, - - - P—qy form the complete (nonorthogonal)
collection of functions, in which any Bose-symmetric function of the variables ry, ..., ry,
which can be presented as the Fourier series, can be expanded [39]. Therefore, the product
Py -+ P—ayPdnsy - - - P—ansa CONtaining more than NN factors p_q is reduced to an expansion

of the form v, (@) with p=q, + ...+ qy, s For example, for N = 2 we obtain

1 2
= -~z . 62
1 /
pq pq2pq3 N(pql‘l'Qqu:g + pQ1+quq2 + pq2+q3pq1> Npq1+q2+q3 ( )



Thus, the largest number of quasiparticles in a Bose gas, being in some pure state ¥, is
equal to N. According to quantum statistics, the equilibrium number of quasiparticles for

the given temperature 1" > 0 is

_ 1
No(T) = / dry...dry ) e TN, W, Ze‘EP/kBTN (63)

p
where Z = 3 e F/ksT (W (zy,...,25)} is the complete orthonormalized set of WFs of
a system with a fixed number of atoms N, and N, is the number of quasiparticles in the
state U,,. According to the above analysis, the value of N, is determined by the structure of
W, (71,...,2N), and Ng, < N for any state. Therefore, No(T) < N. At low temperatures,
the states with small Ng, make the main contribution to (63]). Therefore, the average number
of quasiparticles is small. In this case, No(T') increases with T. It is clear that, as T — oo,
we have No(T) — N. Thus, in the gas at a high temperature, the number of quasiparticles
is close to the number of atoms. This shows how a quantum Bose system transforms into a

classical one.

10 Appendix 2. Vakarchuk—Yukhnovskii’s equations.

The functions a; and b; from Eqgs. (@) and () satisfy the Vakarchuk-Yukhnovskii’s equations
[22 139]

B= Yl D I ) (64)

2 2
q7#0 q#0 m

mnv(q) = 2(q) — ¢ 2(q)—% Z as(q, ql)ql(q—l—ql)—% Z as(q, —q,, q,)qi = 0, (65)

q;#0 q;#0

az(dy, do)[E1(ay) + Ei(az) + Ei(qy + dg)] + 2q;q5a2(q; )az(qy) —

—2q1(q1 + ay)az(ay)az(a; + q2) = 2qy(a; + az)az(qz)az(a; +9z) —

% S s oy, —a)g? + ~ LS aulay — g, 4 a) () — a@)at (66)
q#0 q#0

+ as(q;,d; — 4,9)(d; — 4)q + as(d;, 92, —9; — 92 — q)(—q; — 4y —q)g] =0,

2.2

bi(P)E(p) = bi(p) __Zb2 @p)y-(P+da q——zbs —ap) L, (o7)

q7#0 q7#0 2m

ba(q; p)i—?[El(q) + Ey(p + q) — E(p)] + 2bi(p)paaz(q) — 2b1(p)p’as(p,q) —

—2b(p)p(p + @)az(p + q) Z giba(cr, —a1, @ p) + (68)
q1;£0

1
t > bsla,q - ai;p)as(a — ;) + bs(a, —q — q; — p;p)ay(—a, —q— p)] =0,
q; 70



om
b3(dy, 42 P) 55 2 [Ey(ay) + Er(q) + E1(p + a + 92) — E(p)] — 2b1(p)p*as(qy. qa, P) —
— 2bi(p)[as(a; + P, d2)p(a; + P) + as(dy + P, d41)P(dz + P) — as(qy, d)p(a; + qa)] —
— 2by(qp;p)as(q; +p.qy)(p + %)2 — 2ba(qy; P)as(qy + P, ay)(p + %)2 -

1
— 2ba(—ay — dp — P P)as(a, @) (A + )* — 5 D aibs(cy, — s, 41 i P) —
470

— 2ay(qy)q [b2(adg; P)(—dy — P) + b2(—a; — a4y — P; P)(a; + Q)] —
— 2a3(dy)dy[ba2(ay; P)(—a; — P) +b2(—a; —qy — P; P)(a; + Q)] —
— 2a3(q; +qy +P)(q; + a2 +p)[b2(ay; P)(a; + P) + ba(ay; P)(az + P)] +

1
+ 2o a4~ — a4~ P)hi(dr Gy~ — Gy — 4~ Pip) + (69)
q7#0
+ —Zq ~ 4,4y, —G; — dy — P;P) +
q7#0
+ —Zq @)ba(d;, a4z — 9, —a — 92 — P;P) = 0.
q#0

Here, Fi(q) = %(1 — 2as(q)). The equation for the function a4 is given in [22 [39]. If
one of the arguments of the functions a; or b; in (64)-(69) is zero, then the corresponding
a; or b; should be set zero. If we describe the state with [ > 2 quasiparticles with the total
momentum p; + ...+ p; = p, then it is necessary to make the following changes in (67)—(69):
E(p) = E(py,---,p;) and bj(qy, ..., q;_1;P) = bj(qy, ..., 9;_1; Py, - - -, Py, IV) for all j.

The functions a;41(qy, ..., q;) and bj11(qy, ..., q,; p) are invariant relative to the permu-
tations of two any arguments q;, q,,. The functions a;41(qq, . .., qj) are also invariant relative
to the change q =+ —q; —qy — ... —q; for any j and [ = 1,...,j. As for the functions
biri(ay, .-, q;; p), they are invariant relative to the change q; - —q; —qy — ... — q,; —p for
any 7 >1,1=1,...,7.

In works [22, B9] a one-phonon state was considered and Eqs. (64)—(69) were deduced for
bi(p) = 1. We write these equations for any b;(p), so that the equations can be used to
describe the states with the number of phonons > 1.

Equations (64])—(69) are exact for an infinite system: N,V = oo. For a finite system, the
product p_q, ... pquPanys - Poayon (M = 1,2,...) is reduced to a sum of terms, each
of which contains at most N factors of the form p_q (see Appendix 1). One needs to take
this property into account while deriving the equations for a; and b;, which will cause the
appearance of many additional terms in Eqs. (64)—(69). However, for the weak coupling,
these terms should be negligible. Apparently, they are negligible also for a nonweak coupling.
Otherwise, the transition from the solutions for a large finite system to solutions for the
infinite one would occur by jump. However, we do not expect such a jump. One can verify
that the solutions of the Lieb—Liniger equations ([II) or (2)) do not exhibit such a jump. Those

additional terms were not considered in the literature, and we omitted them in Sections 2, 3.
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