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A com m only used theoreticalde�nition ofsuperuidity in theground stateofa Bose gasisbased

on the response ofthe system to an im posed velocity �eld or,equivalently,to twisted boundary

conditionsin a box.W e are able to carry outthisprogram in the case ofa dilute interacting Bose

gas in a trap,and we prove thata gas with repulsive interactions is 100% superuid in the dilute

lim itin which theG ross-Pitaevskiiequation isexact.Thisisthe�rstexam plein an experim entally

realistic continuum m odelin which superuidity isrigorously veri�ed.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thephenom enologicaltwo-uid m odelofsuperuidity

(see,e.g.,1)isbased on theidea thattheparticledensity

� iscom posed oftwo parts,thedensity �s oftheinviscid

superuid and the norm aluid density �n. Ifan exter-

nalvelocity �eld isim posed on theuid (forinstanceby

m oving the wallsofthe container)only the viscousnor-

m alcom ponentrespondsto the velocity �eld,while the

superuid com ponentstaysatrest.In accord with these

ideasthe superuid density in the ground state isoften

de�ned asfollows2: LetE 0 denote the ground state en-

ergy ofthe system in the restfram e and E 0
0 the ground

state energy,m easured in the m oving fram e,when a ve-

locity �eld v isim posed.Then forsm allv

E 0
0

N
=
E 0

N
+ (�s=�)

1

2
m v

2 + O (jvj4) (1)

whereN istheparticlenum berand m theparticlem ass.

Atpositivetem peraturestheground stateenergy should

bereplaced by thefreeenergy.(Rem ark:Itisim portant

herethat(1)holdsuniform lyforalllargeN ;i.e.,thatthe

errorterm O (jvj4)can be bounded independently ofN .

For�xed N and a �nite box,Eq.(1)with �s=� = 1 al-

waysholdsfora Bosegaswith an arbitrary interaction if

v issm allenough,owingtothediscretenessoftheenergy

spectrum 3.) Thereareotherde�nitionsofthesuperuid

density that m ay lead to slightly di�erent results4,but

this is the one we shalluse in this paper. W e shallnot

dwellon this issue here,since it is not clear that there

isa \one-size-�ts-all" de�nition ofsuperuidity. Forin-

stance,in the de�nition we use here the idealBose gas

is a perfect superuid in its ground state,whereas the

de�nition ofLandau in term sofa lineardispersion rela-

tion ofelem entary excitationswould indicate otherwise.

W eem phasizethatwearenotadvocating any particular

approach to the superuidity question;ourcontribution

hereconsistsin taking onestandard de�nition and m ak-

ing itsconsequencesexplicit.

O neoftheunresolvedissuesin thetheoryofsuperuid-

ity isits relation to Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC).

It has been argued that in generalneither condition is

necessary for the other(c.f.,e.g.,5,6,7). A sim ple exam -

ple illustrating the fact that BEC is not necessary for

superuidity isthe 1D hard-coreBose gas. Thissystem

is wellknown to have a spectrum like that ofan ideal

Ferm igas8,and itis easy to see thatit is superuid in

itsground state in the sense of(1). O n the otherhand,

ithasno BEC9,10.Thede�nition ofthesuperuid veloc-

ity as the gradientofthe phase ofthe condensate wave

function2,11 isclearly notapplicablein such cases.

W e do not give a historical overview of superuid-

ity because excellent review articles are available11,12.

W hilethe early investigationsofsuperuidity and Bose-

Einstein condensation were m ostly concerned with liq-

uid Helium 4, it has becom e possible in recent years

to study these phenom ena in dilute trapped gases of

alkali atom s13. The experim ental success in realizing

BEC in such gases has led to a large num ber oftheo-

reticalpaperson thissubject. M ostofthese workstake

BEC forgranted and starto� with the G ross-Pitaevskii

(G P)equation to describethecondensatewavefunction.

A rigorousjusti�cation ofthese assum ptionsishowever

a di�cult task, and only very recently BEC has been

rigorously proved for a physically realistic m any-body

Ham iltonian14. Itisclearly ofinterestto show thatsu-

peruidityalsoholdsin thism odeland thisiswhatweac-

com plish here.W eprovethattheground stateofa Bose

gas with short range,repulsive interaction is 100% su-

peruid in the dilute lim itin which theG ross-Pitaevskii

description ofthegasisexact.Thisisthelim itin which

theparticlenum bertendstoin�nity,buttheratioN a=L,

wherea isthescattering length oftheinteraction poten-

tialand L thebox size,iskept�xed.(Thesigni�canceof

theparam eterN a=L isthatitisthe ratio oftheground

state energy per particle,� N a=L3,to the lowestexci-

tation energy in the box,� 1=L2.) In addition we show

that the gas rem ains 100% Bose-Einstein condensed in

this lim it,also for a �nite velocity v. Both results can

begeneralized from periodicboxesto (non-constant)ve-

locity �eldsin a cylindricalgeom etry.

The results of this paper have been conjectured for

m any years,and itisgratifying thatthey can be proved

from �rstprinciples.They representthe�rstexam pleof

a rigorousveri�cation ofsuperuidity in an experim en-
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tally realisticcontinuum m odel.

W e wish to em phasize that in this G P lim it the fact

thatthere is100% condensation doesnotm ean thatno

signi�cant interactions occur. The kinetic and poten-

tialenergiescan di�erm arkedly from thatobtained with

a sim ple variationalfunction that is an N -fold product

ofone-body condensate wave functions. This assertion

m ightseem paradoxical,and theexplanation isthatnear

theG P lim ittheregion in which thewavefunction di�ers

from thecondensatefunction hasatiny volum ethatgoes

to zero asN ! 1 .Nevertheless,the interaction energy,

which isproportionalto N ,residesin thistiny volum e.

II. SET T IN G A N D M A IN R ESU LT S

W e considera Bosegaswith the Ham iltonian

H N = � �

NX

j= 1

r
2
j +

X

1� i< j� N

v(jri� rjj); (2)

where � = ~
2=(2m ) and the interaction potentialv is

nonnegative and of �nite range. The two-body scat-

tering length of v is denoted by a. The Ham iltonian

acts on totally sym m etric functions 	 of N variables

ri = (xi;yi;zi) 2 K � R
3,where K denotes the cube

[0;L]3 ofsidelength L.(W ecould easily usea cuboid of

sidesL1;L2;L3 instead.) W e assum e periodic boundary

conditionsin allthree coordinatedirections.

Im posing an external velocity �eld v = (0;0;� jvj)

m eans that the m om entum operator p = � i~r is re-

placed by by p � m v,retaining the periodic boundary

conditions.TheHam iltonian in them ovingfram eisthus

H
0
N = � �

NX

j= 1

�
r j + i’=L

�2
+

X

1� i< j� N

v(jri� rjj);

(3)

where ’ = (0;0;’) and the dim ensionless phase ’ is

connected to the velocity v by

’ =
� jvjLm

~
: (4)

LetE 0(N ;a;’)denote the ground state energy of(3)

with periodic boundary conditions. O bviously it is no

restriction to consideronly the case � � � ’ � �,since

E 0 is periodic in ’ with period 2�. For 	 0 the ground

state ofH 0
N ,let N be its one-particle reduced density

m atrix

N (r;r
0)= N

Z

K N � 1

	 0(r;r2;:::;rN )

� 	 �
0(r

0
;r2;:::;rN )dr2 � � � drN : (5)

W e are interested in the Gross-Pitaevskii (G P) lim it

N ! 1 with N a=L �xed. W e also �x the box size

L. This m eans that a should vary like 1=N which can

be achieved by writing v(r)= a� 2v1(r=a),where v1 isa

�xed potentialwith scattering length 1,while a changes

with N .

T heorem 1 (Superuidity ofhom ogeneous gas).

For j’j� �

lim
N ! 1

E 0(N ;a;’)

N
= 4��a� + �

’2

L2
(6)

in the lim itN ! 1 with N a=L and L �xed. Here � =

N =L3,so a� is�xed too.In the sam e lim it,for j’j< �,

lim
N ! 1

1

N
N (r;r

0)=
1

L3
(7)

in trace class norm , i.e., lim N ! 1 Trace
��
�N =N �

jL� 3=2ihL� 3=2j
�
�
�
= 0.

Note that,by the de�nition (1)of�s and Eq.(4),Eq.

(6)m eans that�s = �,i.e.,there is 100% superuidity.

For’ = 0,Eq.(6)was�rstproved in15.Eq.(7)for’ = 0

isthe BEC proved in14.

Rem arks.1.By a unitary gaugetransform ation,

�
U 	

�
(r1;:::;rN )= e

i’(
P

i
zi)=L 	(r 1;:::;rN ); (8)

thepassagefrom (2)to (3)isequivalentto replacing pe-

riodicboundaryconditionsin aboxby thetwisted bound-

ary condition

	(r 1 + (0;0;L);r2;:::;rN )= e
i’	(r 1;r2;:::;rN ) (9)

in the direction ofthe velocity �eld,while retaining the

originalHam iltionian (2).

2. The criterion j’j� � m eans thatjvj� �~=(m L).

The corresponding energy 1

2
m (�~=(m L))2 is the gap in

the excitation spectrum ofthe one-particle Ham iltonian

in the �nite-sizesystem .

3. The reason that we have to restrict ourselves to

j’j< � inthesecondpartofTheorem 1isthatforj’j= �

therearetwo ground statesoftheoperator(r + i’=L)2

with periodicboundaryconditions.Allwecan sayin this

case isthatthere isa subsequence ofN thatconverges

to a density m atrix ofrank � 2,whoserangeisspanned

by these two functions.

Theorem 1 can be generalized in various ways to a

physically m ore realistic setting. As an exam ple,let C

be a �nite cylinderbased on an annuluscentered atthe

origin.G iven abounded,realfunction a(r;z)letA bethe

vector�eld (in polarcoordinates)A(r;�;z)= ’a(r;z)be�,

where be� is the unit vector in the � direction. W e also

allow fora bounded externalpotentialV (r;z)thatdoes

notdepend on �.

Using the m ethodsofAppendix A in16,itisnotdi�-

cultto seethatthereexistsa ’0 > 0,depending only on
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C and a(r;z),such thatforallj’j< ’0 thereisa unique

m inim izer�G P oftheG ross-Pitaevskiifunctional

E
G P[�]=

Z

K

�

�
�
�
�
r + iA(r)

�
�(r)

�
�2

+ V (r)j�(r)j2 + 4��N aj�(r)j4
�

d
3
r (10)

underthe norm alization condition
R
j�j2 = 1.Thism in-

im izer does not depend on �,and can be chosen to be

positive,for the following reason: The relevantterm in

the kinetic energy is T = � r� 2[@=@� + i’ ra(r;z)]2. If

j’ ra(r;z)j< 1=2,itiseasy toseethatT � ’2a(r;z)2,in

which case,withoutraising the energy,wecan replace�

by thesquarerootofthe�-averageofj�j2.Thiscan only

lowerthe kinetic energy17 and,by convexity ofx ! x2,

thisalso lowersthe �4 term .

W edenotetheground stateenergyofEG P by E G P,de-

pendingon N aand ’.ThefollowingTheorem 2concerns

the ground stateenergy E 0 of

H
A
N =

NX

j= 1

h

� �
�
r j + iA(rj)

�2
+ V (rj)

i

+
X

1� i< j� N

v(jri� rjj); (11)

with Neum ann boundary conditions on C, and the

one-particle reduced density m atrix N of the ground

state, respectively. Di�erent boundary conditions can

be treated in the sam e m anner,ifthey are also used in

(10).

Rem ark.Asa specialcase,considera uniform ly rotat-

ing system . In this case A(r) = ’rbe�,where 2’ is the

angularvelocity.H A
N isthe Ham iltonian in the rotating

fram e,but with externalpotentialV (r)+ �A(r)2 (see

e.g.11 (p.131)).

T heorem 2 (Superuidity in a cylinder). For

j’j< ’0

lim
N ! 1

E 0(N ;a;’)

N
= E

G P (N a;’) (12)

in the lim itN ! 1 with N a �xed.In the sam e lim it,

lim
N ! 1

1

N
N (r;r

0)= �
G P (r)�G P (r0) (13)

in trace class norm , i.e., lim N ! 1 Trace
��
�N =N �

j�G P ih�G P j
�
�
�
= 0.

In the case ofa uniform ly rotating system ,where 2’

isthe angularvelocity,the condition j’j< ’0 in partic-

ularm eansthatthe angularvelocity issm allerthan the

criticalvelocity forcreating vortices18.

Rem ark.In thespecialcaseofthe curl-freevectorpo-

tentialA(r;�)= ’r� 1be�,i.e.,a(r;z)= r� 1,one can say

m oreabouttheroleof’0.In thiscase,thereisa unique

G P m inim izer forall’ 62 Z + 1

2
,whereasthere are two

m inim izersfor’ 2 Z + 1

2
.Parttwo ofTheorem 2 holds

in this specialcase for all’ 62 Z + 1

2
,and (12) is true

even forall’.

III. P R O O FS

In the following,wewillpresentonly a proofofTheo-

rem 1 forsim plicity.Theorem 2 can beproved using the

sam em ethods,and additionally them ethodsof14 to deal

with the inhom ogeneity ofthe system .

Before giving the form alproofs,we outline the m ain

ideas. The strategy is related to the one in14,but re-

quires substantialgeneralizations ofthe techniques. A

crucialelem ent ofthe proof,stated in Lem m a 1 below,

is the fact that the interaction energy can be localized

in sm allballs around each particle. This part uses a

Lem m a of Dyson19, and its generalization in15, which

convertsa strong shortrangepotentialinto a softpoten-

tial.ThisLem m acan bealsobeapplied tothecaseofan

externalvelocity �eld,i.e.,a U (1)gauge �eld in the ki-

neticterm oftheHam iltonian,owingtothe\diam agnetic

inequaltity"17.Thisinequaltity saysthatthe additional

gauge�eld increasesthe kinetic energy density.

The second m ain part ofthe proofis the generalized

Poincar�e inequality given in Lem m a 2. W e recallthat

an essentialingredientoftheproofofBose-Einstein con-

densation in14 was showing that the fact that the ki-

neticenergy density issm allin m ostofthecon�guration

space im pliesthatthe one-body reduced density m atrix

is essentially constant. The di�culty com es from the

factthatthe region in which the kinetic energy issm all

can,in principle,be broken up into disjointsubregions,

thereby perm itting di�erentconstantsin di�erentsubre-

gions.Thefactthatthisdoesnothappen isthe content

ofthegeneralizedPoincar�einequality.In thepresentcase

wehavean additionalcom plication com ing from theim -

posed gauge �eld. The old Poincar�einequality doesnot

su�ce;one now hasto m easure the kinetic energy den-

sity relativeto thelowestenergy ofa freeparticlein the

gauge�eld ratherthan to zero.Thisisan essentialcom -

plication. W hile the previous(generalized)Poincar�ein-

equality could,after som e argum entation,be related to

the standard Poincar�e inequality17,this new one,with

the gauge�eld,requiresa totally new proof.

ProofofTheorem 1.As in15 we de�ne Y = (4�=3)�a3.

Note that in the lim it considered,Y � N � 2. W e �rst

considertheupperbound to E 0.Using theground state

	 0 for’ = 0 asa trialfunction,weim m ediately get

E 0(N ;a;’)� h	 0;H
0
N 	 0i= E 0(N ;a;0)+ N �

’2

L2
;

(14)

since h	 0;r i	 0i = 0. From 16 we know that

E 0(N ;a;0) � 4��N �a(1 + const:Y1=3),which has the

rightform asN ! 1 .

For the lower bound to the ground state energy we

need the following Lem m a.

Lem m a 1 (Localization ofenergy). For all sym -

m etric, norm alized wave functions 	(r 1;:::;rN ) with
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periodic boundary conditionson K,and forN � Y � 1=17,

1

N
h	;H 0

N 	i�
�
1� const:Y 1=17

��

4���a+

�

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z


 X

dr1
�
�
�
r 1 + i’=L

�
	(r 1;X )

�
�2
�

; (15)

where X = (r2;:::;rN ),dX =
Q N

j= 2
drj,and


X =

�

r1 : m in
j� 2

jr1 � rjj� R

�

(16)

with R = aY � 5=17.

Proof.Since 	 issym m etric,the leftside of(15)can be

written as

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z

K

dr1

h

�
�
�
�
r 1 + i’=L

�
	(r 1;X )

�
�2

+ 1

2

X

j� 2

v(jr1 � rjj)j	(r 1;X )j
2

i

: (17)

Forany "> 0 and R > 0 thisis

� "T + (1� ")(T in + I)+ (1� ")T out
’ ; (18)

with

T = �

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z

K

dr1
�
�r 1j	(r 1;X )j

�
�2 ; (19)

T
in = �

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z


 c
X

dr1
�
�r 1j	(r 1;X )j

�
�2 ; (20)

T
out
’ = �

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z


 X

dr1
�
�
�
r 1 + i’=L

�
	(r 1;X )

�
�2 ;

(21)

and

I = 1

2

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z

K

dr1

X

j� 2

v(jr1 � rjj)j	(r 1;X )j
2
:

(22)

Here


c
X
= fr1 : jr1 � rjj< R forsom ej� 2g (23)

isthecom plem entof
X ,and thediam agneticinequality

j(r + i’=L)f(r)j2 � jr jf(r)jj
2
hasbeen used.Theproof

iscom pleted by using the resultsof15 and14 (see also20)

which tellusthatfor"= Y 1=17 and R = aY � 5=17

"T + (1� ")(T in + I)�
�
1� const:Y 1=17

�
4���a (24)

as long as N � Y � 1=17. (This estim ate is highly non-

trivial. Am ong severalotherthingsitusesa generaliza-

tion ofDyson’slem m a19.)

The following Lem m a 2 is needed for a lower bound

on the second term in (15). It is stated for K the L �

L � L-cube with periodic boundary conditions, but it

can begeneralized to arbitrary connected setsK thatare

su�ciently nicesothattheRellich-K ondrashovTheorem

(see17 (Thm .8.9))holdson K. In particular,thisisthe

case if K has the ‘cone property’17. Another possible

generalization isto includegeneralbounded vector�elds

replacing ’,see21.

If
 isany subsetofK weshalldenote
R



f�(r)g(r)dr

by hf;gi
 and hf;fi
1=2



by kfkL 2(
 ). W e also denote

r + i’ by r ’ forshort.

Lem m a 2 (G eneralized Poincar�e inequality). For

any j’j< � there are constants c> 0 and C < 1 such

that for allsubsets 
 � K and allfunctions f on the

torusK the following estim ate holds:

kr ’fk
2

L 2(
 )
�
’2

L2
kfk

2

L 2(K )+
c

L2
kf� L

� 3
h1;fiK k

2

L 2(K )

� C

�

kr ’fk
2

L 2(K )+
1

L2
kfk

2

L 2(K )

� �
j
jc

jKj

� 1=2

: (25)

Here j
cjis the volum e of
c = K n
,the com plem ent

of
 in K.

Proof.W e shallderive (25) from a specialform ofthis

inequality thatholdsforallfunctionsthatareorthogonal

to the constantfunction. Nam ely,for any positive � <

2=3 and som e constants c > 0 and eC < 1 (depending

only on � and j’j< �)weclaim that

kr ’hk
2

L 2(
 )

�
’2 + c

L2
khk

2

L 2(K )�
eC

�
j
cj

jKj

� �

kr ’hk
2

L 2(K ) ; (26)

provided h1;hiK = 0. (Rem ark: Eq.(26)holdsalso for

� = 2=3,but the proofis slightly m ore com plicated in

thatcase.See21.) If(26)isknown thederivation of(25)

is easy: For any f,the function h = f � L� 3h1;fiK is

orthogonalto 1.M oreover,

kr ’hk
2

L 2(
 )

= kr ’hk
2

L 2(K )� kr ’hk
2

L 2(
 c)

= kr ’fk
2

L 2(
 )
�
’2

L2
jhL

� 3=2
;fiK j

2

�

1+
j
cj

jKj

�

+ 2
’

L
RehL� 3=2

;fiK hr ’f;L
� 3=2

i
 c

� kr ’fk
2

L 2(
 )
�
’2

L2
jhL

� 3=2
;fiK j

2

+
j’j

L

�

Lkr ’fk
2

L 2(K )+
1

L
kfk

2

L 2(K )

� �
j
cj

jKj

� 1=2

(27)
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and

’2 + c

L2
khk

2

L 2(K ) =
’2

L2

�

kfk
2

L 2(K )� jhL
� 3=2

;fiK j
2

�

+
c

L2
kf � L

� 3
h1;fiK k

2

L 2(K ) : (28)

Setting � = 1

2
,using kr ’hkL 2(K ) � kr ’fkL 2(K ) in the

lastterm in (26)and com bining (26),(27)and (28)gives

(25)with C = j’j+ eC .

W e now turn to the proofof(26). For sim plicity we

setL = 1. The generalcase followsby scaling. Assum e

that (26) is false. Then there exist sequences of con-

stants Cn ! 1 ,functions hn with khnkL 2(K ) = 1 and

h1;hniK = 0,and dom ains
n � K such that

lim
n! 1

n

kr ’hnk
2

L 2(
 n )
+ Cnj


c
nj
�
kr ’hnk

2

L 2(K )

o

� ’
2
:

(29)

W e shallshow thatthisleadsto a contradiction.

Sincethesequencehn isbounded in L
2(K)ithasasub-

sequence,denoted again by hn, that converges weakly

to som e h 2 L2(K) (i.e., hg;hniK ! hg;hiK for all

g 2 L2(K)).M oreover,byH�older’sinequalitytheLp(
c
n)

norm kr ’hnkL p(
 c
n )

= (
R


 c
n

jh(r)jpdr)1=p isbounded by

j
c
nj
�=2kr ’hnkL 2(K ) for p = 2=(� + 1). From (29) we

conclude that kr ’hnkL p(
 c
n
) is bounded and also that

kr ’hnkL p(
 n )
� kr ’hnkL 2(
 n )

isbounded.Altogether,

r ’hn isbounded in Lp(K),and by passing to a further

subsequence ifnecessary,we can therefore assum e that

r ’hn convergesweakly in Lp(K). The sam e applies to

r hn. Since p = 2=(� + 1)with � < 2=3 the hypotheses

oftheRellich-K ondrashov Theorem 17 (Thm 8.9)areful-

�lled and consequently hn convergesstronglyin L
2(K)to

h (i.e.,kh � hnkL 2(K ) ! 0).W e shallnow show that

lim inf
n! 1

kr ’hnk
2

L 2(
 n )
� kr ’hk

2

L 2(K ) : (30)

Thiswillcom pletetheproofbecausethe hn arenorm al-

ized and orthogonalto 1 and the sam e holds for h by

strong convergence. Hence the rightside of(30)isnec-

essarily > ’2, since for j’j < � the lowest eigenvalue

of� r 2
’,with constanteigenfunction,isnon-degenerate.

Thiscontradicts(29).

Eq.(30)isessentially a consequenceoftheweak lower

sem icontinuity of the L2 norm , but the dependence

on 
n leads to a slight com plication. First, Eq.(29)

and Cn ! 1 clearly im ply that j
c
nj ! 0, because

kr ’hnk
2

L 2(K )
> ’2. By choosing a subsequence we

m ay assum e that
P

n
j
c

nj < 1 . For som e �xed N

let e
N = K n [n� N 

c
n. Then ~
N � 
n for n � N .

Since kr ’hnk
2

L 2(
 n )
is bounded,r ’hn is also bounded

in L2(e
N )and a subsequence ofit convergesweakly in

L2(e
N )to r ’h.Hence

lim inf
n! 1

kr ’hnk
2

L 2(
 n )

� lim inf
n! 1

kr ’hnk
2

L 2(e
 N )
� kr ’hk

2

L 2(e
 N )
: (31)

Since e
N � e
N + 1 and [N e
N = K (up to a set of

m easure zero), we can now let N ! 1 on the right

sideof(31).By m onotoneconvergencethisconvergesto

kr ’hk
2

L 2(K )
.Thisproves(30)which,asrem arked above,

contradicts(29).

W enow areableto�nish theproofofTheorem 1.From

Lem m as1 and 2 weinferthat,forany sym m etric	 with

h	;	i= 1 and forN largeenough,

1

N
h	;H 0

N 	i
�
1� const:Y 1=17

�� 1

� 4���a+ �
’2

L2

� C Y
1=17

�
1

L2
+

1

N



	;

P

j
(r j + i’)	

��

+
c

L2

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z

K

dr1

�
�
�	(r 1;X )

� L
� 3
�R

K
dr	(r;X )

���
�

2

; (32)

where we used that j
cj � 4�

3
N R 3 = const:L3Y 2=17.

From thiswecan infertwothings.First,sincethekinetic

energy,divided by N ,iscertainly bounded independent

ofN ,asthe upperbound shows,wegetthat

lim inf
N ! 1

E 0(N ;a;’)

N
� 4���a+ �

’2

L2
(33)

forany j’j< �.By continuity thisholdsalsoforj’j= �,

proving (6). (To be precise,E 0=N � �’2L� 2 isconcave

in ’,and thereforestaysconcave,and in particularcon-

tinuous,in thelim itN ! 1 .) Secondly,sincetheupper

and thelowerbound to E 0 agreein thelim itconsidered,

the positive lastterm in (32)hasto vanish in the lim it.

I.e.,we get that for the ground state wave function 	 0

ofH 0
N

lim
N ! 1

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z

K

dr1

�
�
�	 0(r1;X )

� L
� 3
�R

K
dr	 0(r;X )

���
�

2

= 0 : (34)

Thisproves(7),since

Z

K N � 1

dX

Z

K

dr1

�
�
�	 0(r1;X )� L

� 3
�R

K
dr	 0(r;X )

���
�

2

= 1�
1

N L3

Z

K � K

(r;r0)drdr0 ; (35)

and therefore N � 1hL� 3=2jN jL
� 3=2i ! 1. As ex-

plained in14,20 thissu�cesfortheconvergenceN � 1N !

jL� 3=2ihL� 3=2jin traceclassnorm .

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have shown thata Bose gaswith shortrange,re-

pulsive interactions is both a 100% superuid and also
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100% Bose-Einstein condensed in itsground statein the

G ross-Pitaevskiilim itwheretheparam eterN a=L iskept

�xed asN ! 1 .Thisisa sim ultaneouslargeN and low

density lim it,because the dim ensionlessdensity param -

eter�a3 ishereproportionalto 1=N 2.If�a3 isnotzero,

but sm all,a depletion ofthe Bose-Einstein condensate

ofthe order (�a3)1=2 is expected (see,e.g.,22). Never-

theless,com plete superuidity in the ground state,e.g.

ofHelium 4,is experim entally observed. It is an inter-

esting open problem to deduce this property rigorously

from �rst principles. In the case ofa one-dim ensional

hard-core Bose gas superuidity in the ground state is

easy to show,butneverthelessthere isno Bose-Einstein

condensation atall,noteven in the ground state9,10.
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