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Effective mass and interaction energy of heavy Bose polarons at unitarity
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We study the motion of a heavy impurity immersed in a weakly interacting BEC using the
Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPe). We construct a perturbative solution to the GPe in powers of
impurity velocity in the case when the boson-impurity potential is tuned to unitarity and calculate
the effective mass of the polaron. In addition, we calculate the interaction energy of two unitary
polarons which are sufficiently far apart. Our formalism also reproduces the results for both the
mass and interaction energy obtained at weak boson-impurity coupling.

A Bose polaron is a quasiparticle that is formed when
a quantum impurity is immersed into a gas of weakly
interacting bosons below the condensation temperature.
There has been a significant interest in the study of Bose
polarons, especially in the regime when the impurity is
allowed to interact with the bosons arbitrarily strongly
[1–14]. Recently, it has been shown that when a short-
ranged impurity-boson potential is tuned to a threshold
of supporting a bound state, the so called unitary point,
all static quasi particle properties of the Bose-polaron
can be calculated analytically using the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation (GPe), provided that the density of the Bose gas
is sufficiently small and that the impurity-boson interac-
tions are not too short-ranged [15, 16]. In this letter we
generalize these results and obtain analytic expressions
for the effective mass and induced interaction energy be-
tween two unitary polarons. Our construction is based on
a perturbative expansion that allows us to compute the
contribution to the energy of the unitary polaron in the
second order of a small parameter. First, we consider a
slowly moving unitary polaron and present a derivation of
the contribution to the energy of the Bose-polaron which
is quadratic in the impurity velocity. This leads to the
following induced mass of the unitary polaron (that is,
the mass of particles dragged by an impurity [17])

m∗ =
4
√
2πδ2/3ξ3n0m

3
. (1)

Herem is the mass of the bosons forming the condensate,
n0 is the density of the Bose gas far away from the im-
purity, ξ is the coherence length of the condensate, and
δ = R/ξ where R is defined below but is generally pro-
portional to the range of the potential rc. It is assumed
that δ ≪ 1. The calculation is done in the limit when the
mass of the impurity M ≫ m. The total effective mass
of the polaron is clearly mpolaron = m∗ +M .

We remind the reader that the applicaiblity of the
method that we use demands R/aB ≫ (na3B)

1/4, as well

as R/aB ≪ (naB)
−1/2 [16]. Here aB is the scattering

length of the intra-boson interactons. Under these con-
ditions, m∗ ≫ m.

Then we apply our technique to calculate the interac-
tion energy of two polaron a distance d apart. We find

that

Eind(d) = −4πn0ξ
2δ2/3

md
e−

√
2 d

ξ (2)

if d ≫ ξδ1/3. The Yukawa form ∼ e−
√
2 d

ξ /d has been
recently observed numerically in Ref. [18].
Our calculations are valid within the same assumptions

as the calculation for the stationary polaron, that is, the
potential should not be too short-ranged or too long-
ranged. We show that it in order to calculate the effective
mass of the polaron it is sufficient to consider only the
leading term in the velocity expansion of the solution to
the GPe. Similarly, we argue that in order to compute the
interaction energy between two polarons, it is sufficient
to consider the solution to the GPe in the form (29),
which is the sum of two independent polaronic solutions
that satisfies the boundary condition at infinity.
Let us now present the derivation of these results.

For the case of a moving polaron, we closely follow
the method used by Astrakharchik and Pitaevskii, who
solved the corresponding problem in the regime of weak
boson-impurity interactions [17]. As they explained,
moving polaron satisfies the equation

i
∂ψ

∂t
= −∆ψ

2m
+ λ |ψ|2 ψ + (U (r− vt)− µ)ψ. (3)

Here U is the interaction potential between the polaron
and the bosons, λ = 4πaB/m, and v is the velocity of
the polaron. The solution to this equation is of the form
ψ (r− vt). Substituting and changing the variables r −
vt→ r, we find

−iv · ∇ψ = −∆ψ

2m
+ λ |ψ|2 ψ + (U (r)− µ)ψ. (4)

Once the solution of the equation (4) is found, the
energy of the polaron can be computed by substituting
the solution into the energy

E =

∫

d3x

( |∇ψ|2
2m

+
λ

2
|ψ|4 + (U(r)− µ)|ψ|2

)

(5)

If the impurity energy potential U is weak, then Eq. (4)
can be solved perturbatively in U . This approach was
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exploited by Astrakharchik and Pitaevski [17], who ob-
tained the following velocity dependence of the polaron
energy

Ev2 =
2
√
2πn0ξma

2v2

3
, (6)

which obviously leads to the induced mass of the weak
polaron

m∗
weak =

4
√
2πn0ξa

2

3
m. (7)

Here a is the scattering length of the impurity-boson in-
teractions.
As the interaction strength is increased and |a| grows,

Eq. (7) must break down. To calculate the induced mass
of the unitary polaron whose scattering length a goes to
infinity, we must solve the equation (4) without assuming
that U is small. While we have at our disposal a tech-
nique to solve it when U is tuned to unitary at v = 0,
solving it at nonzero v appears to be difficult. Instead
we propose to solve it perturbatively, although as an ex-
pansion in powers of v instead of the potential U . After
all, we are only interested in knowing the energy (5) up
to terms quadratic in velocity v.
To do this we can take advantage of the following math-

ematical observation. Suppose we have a function f(x, ǫ),
where ǫ is small. We would like to minimize f with re-
spect to x and find its minimum xm(ǫ), and we would
then like to compute the value of f at this minimum
fm = f(xm(ǫ), ǫ). We would like to calculate the expan-
tion fm in powers of ǫ up to terms quadratic powers of
ǫ2. We claim that to do that it is sufficient to compute
xm(ǫ) up to terms linear in ǫ.
Indeed, suppose we compute xm up to terms quadratic

in ǫ. In other words,

xm = x0 + x1ǫ+ x2ǫ
2 + . . . . (8)

Then it should be clear that the expansion in powers of
ǫ of f(x0 + x1ǫ+ x2ǫ

2, ǫ) up to terms quadratic in ǫ will
not contain x2, as by construction

∂f(x, ǫ)

∂x

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=x0, ǫ=0

= 0. (9)

In fact, Astrakharchik and Pitaevskii implicitly used this
observation in their paper [17].
This observation would allow us to find the energy E

up to terms quadratic in velocity v by computing ψ only
up to terms linear in v if the equation (4) that we need
to solve were obtained as a minimization of that energy
E. However, it is not quite so, as minimizing E over ψ̄
does not produce the equation (4). Nevertheless we could
write the energy (5) in the following convenient way

E = E1 + E2, (10)

where

E1 =

∫

d3x

( |∇ψ|2
2m

+
λ

2
|ψ|4 + (U(r)− µ)|ψ|2

)

+

iv

∫

d3x ψ̄∇ψ, (11)

and

E2 = −iv
∫

d3x ψ̄∇ψ. (12)

Minimizing E1 with respect to ψ̄ gives the equation (4),
therefore to calculate E1 up to terms quadratic in v we
only need to know ψ up to terms linear in v for reasons
explained above. At the same time, E2 is already propor-
tional to v, therefore to calculate it up to terms quadratic
in v we again need to know ψ up to terms linear in v. In
other words, we can substitute ψ calculated up to terms
linear in v directly into the energy (5) and find it up
to terms quadratic in v. This observation significantly
simplifies the required algebra.
Let us now calculate the expansion of ψ in powers of

v. It is convenient to introduce dimensionless variable
φ = ψ/

√
n0. It is normalized so that far away from the

impurity φ = 1. We then write

φ = φ0 + φ1 + . . . , (13)

where φ0 is independent of v, φ1 is linear in v and so
on. Substituting into the equation (4) and expanding in
powers of v we find, first of all,

−∆φ0
2m

+ µ
(

φ20 − 1
)

φ0 + U (r)φ0 = 0. (14)

Here we used that λn0 = µ. We also used that φ0 is real.
This becomes clear if we note that the equation (14) coin-
cides with the GPe for the stationary polaron. Therefore,
φ0 coincides with the solution of the stationary unitary
polaron problem found in Refs. [15, 16], which was real.
At the same time, we find that

−iv∇φ0 = −∆φ1
2m

+ µ
(

φ20 − 1
)

φ1 + U(r)φ1. (15)

Here we used that φ1 as should be clear from this expres-
sion, is purely imaginary. If we find φ1 by solving this
equation, we will know ψ up to terms linear in v. We can
now substitute this into the expression for the energy (5)
and expand in powers of v up to terms quadratic in it.
The zero order term is the energy of the stationary

polaron. The first order term vanishes, as it turns out.
This is not surprising as those terms if they were not
zero would depend on the direction of v, while we work
with a rotationally invariant polaron. Finally, the terms
quadratic in v can be brought to the form

Ev2 = −in0v

∫

d3x φ̄1∇φ0. (16)

This remarkably simple expression tells us that to com-
pute the energy we need to use φ0 calculated in Refs. [15,
16], determine φ1 by solving Eq. (15) and substitute into
the expression (16).
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Let us now review the structure of the solutions φ0
of the GPe both at weak coupling and at unitarity as
described in Refs. [15, 16]. For simplicity, we consider
the potentials that vanish identically beyond some range
rc. The solution to Eq. (14) for the case of the weak
potential |a|3 ≪ ξ2rc, where ξ

2 = 1/(2mµ) is the square
of the coherence length ξ, reads:

φ0(r) ≈
{ (

1− a
rc

)

rcΨ0 (r) , r < rc,

1− a
r exp

(

−
√
2r/ξ

)

, r > rc.
(17)

Here Ψ0(r) is the solution to the zero energy Schrodinger
equation

− 1

2m
∆Ψ0 + U(r)Ψ0 = 0 (18)

in the potential U with the normalization that satisfies
Ψ0 (rc) = 1/rc, and a is the corresponding scattering
length.
When potential U is tuned to unitarity, the result be-

comes (δ = R/ξ ∼ rc/ξ ≪ 1):

φ0(r) ≈
{

ξδ1/3Ψ0 (r) , r < rc,

1 + ξδ1/3

r exp
(

−
√
2r/ξ

)

, r > rc.
(19)

Here R is defined as R−1 =
∫∞
0
dr r2Ψ4

0. One expects
[16] R ∼ rc. Note that in the region where r > rc both
solutions have the same structure, but differ only by a
coefficient in front of the Yukawa tail.
Let us focus on the unitary case and solve the equa-

tion (15) for φ1(r). We seek solution in the form φ1 (r) =
ivP1(cos(θ))u1(r)/r, where P1 (cos(θ)) is the first Legen-
dre polynomial, θ is the angle between v and r, while
u1(r) is the radial part of the solution. Plugging this
form into Eq. (15) we get:

−rmφ′0 = −u
′′
1

2
+
φ20 − 1

2ξ2
u1 +

u1
r2

+mU(r)u. (20)

If the potential U is unitary, we make the observation
that (φ20−1)/(2ξ2) ≪ 1/r2 for all r and can be neglected.
To see that, we note that for r < rc, φ0 ∼ 1/δ2/3 ≫ 1
and we find

(φ20 − 1)/(2ξ2) ∼ 1/(ξ2δ4/3) ≪ 1/r2c < 1/r2.

Next, for rc < r < ξ2/3r
1/3
c , φ0 ∼ ξδ1/3/r ≫ 1 and we

find

(φ20 − 1)/(2ξ2) ∼ δ2/3/r2 ≪ 1/r2.

For ξ2/3r
1/3
c < r < ξ, φ0 − 1 ∼ ξδ1/3/r ≪ 1 and we find

(φ20 − 1)/(2ξ2) ∼ δ1/3/(ξr) ≪ 1/r2.

Finally, for r > ξ, φ20 − 1 decays exponentially towards
zero, so it is obviously much smaller than 1/r2.

Note that a potential weaker than unitary leads to even
smaller φ20 − 1, therefore, these arguments also apply at
weak potential.
These observations allow us to significantly simplify

the equation (20), with the result

2mrφ′0 = u′′1 − 2

r2
u1 − 2mUu1. (21)

Now for r > rc, U = 0. While U 6= 0 at r < rc, it turns
out that the region 0 < r < rc does not significantly
contribute to the energy and therefore we can simplify
this even further and solve

2mrφ′0 = u′′1 − 2

r2
u1. (22)

We will come back to this point below.
The equation (22) is simple enough where it can be

solved explicitly, with the solution

u1 =
2m

3

(

r2 (φ0(r) − 1)− 1

r

∫ r

0

dr′r′3φ′0(r
′)

)

. (23)

Plugging this expression for u1 together with the defini-
tion of φ0(r), Eq. (19), into Eq. (16), we get:

Ev2 =
2
√
2πδ2/3ξ3n0mv

2

3
. (24)

The induced mass of the polaron at unitarity (1) follows
immediately.
We still need to estimate the contribution of the region

0 < r < rc to the energy. In that region, φ0 ∼ 1/δ2/3,
u1 ∼ r2c/δ

2/3, so we can find that this region contributes
n0mv

2ξr2c to the energy. This is much smaller than (24)
as ξr2c ≪ ξ3δ2/3.
As was discussed previously, both weak and strong po-

laron solutions Eq.(17) and Eq. (19) have the same r
dependence in the region r > rc. Therefore, an obvious
substitution δ1/3ξ → |a| reduces our result for the en-
ergy of the unitary polaron to the energy obtained by
Astrakharchik and Pitaevskii Eq. (6) for the weak po-
laron.
Just as the result for the energy of the stationary po-

laron found earlier in Refs. [15, 16], the result found here
Eq. (24) is only valid when δ ≪ 1. In principle correc-
tions to it proportional to higher powers of δ can also be
calculated if needed.
We can also calculate the interaction energy of two

stationary unitary polarons separated by a distance d.
For the weak polaron, the real space expression has been
obtained before by [19–21], and it reads:

Eint(d) = −4πn0a
2

md
e−

√
2 d

ξ (25)

To calculate this for the unitary heavy polarons, we
need to solve the GPe with two potentials

−∆ψ

2m
+ λ |ψ|2 ψ + (U (r) + U (r − d)− µ)ψ = 0 (26)
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and calculate the energy of the solution

E =

∫

d3x

(

|∇ψ|2
2m

+
λ

2
|ψ|4+

(U(r) + U (r − d)− µ)|ψ|2
)

. (27)

We will not attempt to do this for a generic separation
between the polarons d. Let us just compute this in case
when d is so large that the solution can be written as

ψ√
n0

≈ φ0(r) + φ0 (r − d)− 1 + f (r) , (28)

where |f | ≪ 1. Here φ0(r) is the solution for a single
stationary unitary polaron (19). Crucially, |f | is indeed
small if |φ(d) − 1| ≪ 1. This is because at very large
separation between the polarons clearly f = 0 should
solve the corresponding GPe (26). If d is large but finite,
f will be nonzero but small. This is guaranteed by φ(d)
approaching 1 at d ≫ ξδ1/3. All of this can be verified
by a direct substitution of (28) into (26) with the help of
(19).
The same theorem that earlier allowed us to compute

energy for a moving polaron up to terms quadratic in ve-
locity while calculating ψ up to terms linear in it allows
now to calculate the energy of two polarons by substitut-
ing the solution for two polarons at f = 0

ψ =
√
n0 (φ0(r) + φ0 (r − d)− 1) (29)

into the expression (27). Subtracting the part of the
energy independent of d, which is the energy of the con-
densate and the individual energies of the polarons, gives
the interaction energy of the polarons.
This program gives the leading contribution to the in-

teraction energy at large d. To compute corrections to
that if needed, we would have to solve for f by substi-
tuting Eq. (28) in the GPe (26). We will not attempt to
do it here.
Carrying out this program produces the interaction en-

ergy (2) of two polarons distance d apart. Note that re-
placing ξδ1/3 → |a| gives the interaction energy of weak
polarons (25), as we should have expected on general
grounds discussed earlier. This result is in agreement
with the recent numerical study by [18] who observed
the Yukawa-type behaviour consistent with Eq. (2) hold-
ing up to distances of the order of ξ. At smaller distances
two polarons start to have a significant overlap and one
cannot longer use Eq. (29) to compute the energy. As a
starting point one needs to solve the GPe in the spheri-
cally nonsymmetric potential analytically. This goes be-
yond formalism described in [15, 16].
As a side note, while for the unitary case we had to use

the assumption that two polarons must be well separated
in order to be able to use Eq. (29), for weak polarons
this form is correct for arbitrary separation d. Indeed,
for the weak polaron, one can linearize the GPe and the

solution to the two polaron problem will be just a linear
combination of the solutions to a single polaron problem.
The contribution to the interaction energy reads:

Eint(d) = 2n0

∫

d3xU(r)(φ0(r − d)− 1). (30)

For the short-ranged potentials rc ≪ ξ and for distances

d ≫ rc, φ0(r − d) = 1 − a
|r−d|e

−
√
2

|r−d|
ξ ≈ 1 − a

de
−
√
2 d

ξ

in the vicinity of r = rc. Recalling the definition of the
scattering length that is valid in the weak coupling regime
2πa
m =

∫

d3xU(r), one retrieves Eq. (25). The result in
Eq. (30) is valid for arbitrary distances between two im-
purities and arbitrary potentials conforming to the sec-
ond Born approximation. For example, when d = 0, one
would retrieve physics of a single polaron sitting in the
potential with the strength that is twice the strength of
the original potential, provided one redefines the scat-
tering length in an appropriate manner. In general case,
the form of the induced potential will be complicated and
can resemble the form of the original potential like in the
case of the exponential potential U ∼ e−

r
rc , or the polar-

ization potential analyzed in [22] which was studied by
the means of many body perturbation theory.

Finally, we note that to the leading order both the ef-
fective mass and the two polaron interaction energy at
unitarity are related to the weak coupling limit by the
identification ξδ1/3 → |a|. The same identification also
reproduces results for some other quasiparticle proper-
ties, such as Tan’s contact and the quasiparticle residue
that has been studied in the context of the bosonic or-
thogonality catastrophe in Ref. [23], but not the energy
(to work for the energy, the substitution has to be mod-
ified to ξδ1/3 → 2|a|/3) [15, 16]. We leave the question
of how robust this property is and what other quantities
obey this identification to a future study.

In summary, we derived a compact formula for the ef-
fective mass of the slowly moving impurity in the BEC
which is valid both for weak and strong potentials, gen-
eralizing the result by Astrakharchik and Pitaevskii. We
used it to find an analytic expression for the effective
mass of the Bose polaron at unitarity. We also derived
the expression for the interaction energy between two
unitary polarons separated by a large distance d. We ob-
served that the qualitative difference between weak and
strong polarons in those scenarios can be captured by a
trivial substitution of the amplitudes of the solution of
the unitary polaron into the the corresponding expression
at weak coupling similar to other quasiparticle proper-
ties. When applied to weak polarons, our method allows
to compute the interaction energy between two polarons
at arbitrary distance between two impurities and it serves
as a generalization of previous results at weak coupling.
Because our method relies on a perturbative construc-
tion, we were unable to compute the drag force and the
induced interactions at small impurity separations which
requires full nonperturbative dependence on the impu-
rity velocity and knowledge of the solution to the GPe in
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the non central potential. We leave those problems for a
future study.
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