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A comm only used theoreticalde nition of super uidity in the ground state of a B ose gas isbased
on the response of the system to an in posed velocity eld or, equivalently, to tw isted boundary
conditions in a box. W e are able to carry out this program in the case of a dilute interacting B ose
gas In a trap, and we prove that a gas w ith repulsive Interactions is 100% super uid in the dilute
lim it in which the G rossP itaevskii equation is exact. This isthe rst exam pl in an experin entally
realistic continuum m odel in which super uidity is rigorously veri ed.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he phenom enologicaltw o— uid m odelof super uidity
(see, e.g.,'l') isbased on the idea that the particle density

is com posed oftw o parts, the density s ofthe inviscid
super uid and the nom al uid density ,. If an exter—
nalvelocity eld is in posed on the uid (for instance by
m oving the walls of the container) only the viscous nor-
m al com ponent regoonds to the velocity eld, whik the
super uid com ponent stays at rest. In accord w ith these
ideas the super uid density in the ground state is often
de ned as Hllow 2: Let E denote the ground state en-
ergy of the system in the rest fram e and Eg the ground
state energy, m easured in the m oving fram e, when a ve-
Iocity eld v isInposed. Then foram allv

0
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whereN isthe particle number and m the particlem ass.
At positive tem peratures the ground state energy should
be replaced by the free energy. Rem ark: Ik is in portant
here that ('_]:) holdsunifom Iy foralllargeN ; ie., that the
errortem O (7 F) can be bounded independently ofN .
For xed N and a nite box, Eq. ) with = = 1al
waysholds fora Bose gasw ith an arbirary interaction if
v is am allienough, ow ing to the discreteness of the energy
spectrum®.) T here are other de nitions ofthe super uid
density that m ay lead to slightly di erent results?, but
this is the one we shall use In this paper. W e shallnot
dwell on this issue here, since it is not clear that there
is a \onesize- tsall" de nition of super uidity. For in—
stance, In the de nition we use here the ideal Bose gas
is a perfect super uid in its ground state, whereas the
de nition of Landau in temm s of a linear dispersion rela—
tion of elem entary exciations would indicate otherw ise.
W e em phasize that we are not advocating any particular
approach to the super uidity question; our contribution
here consists in taking one standard de nition and m ak—
Ing its consequences explicit.
O ne ofthe unresolved issues In the theory of super uid-
iy is is relation to BoseE instein condensation BEC).
Tt has been argued that in general neither condition is

necessary for the other (c.f, e.g.,:rf':g':f) . A sinple exam —
plk illustrating the fact that BEC is not necessary for
super uidity is the 1D hard-core Bose gas. T his system
iswell kngwn to have a spectrum Ike that of an ideal
Fem iga<?, and i is easy to see that it is super uid in
its ground stallte_in the sense of ('_]:) . On the other hand,
it hasno BEC22Y. The de nition ofthe super uid veloc—
iy as the gradient of the phase of the condensate wave
finction?t? is clearly not applicable in such cases.

W e do not give a historical overview of super, uid—
ity because excellent review articks are availabkt%l2.
W hile the early investigations of super uidiy and B ose—
E instein condensation were m ostly concemed w ith lig—
uld Helim 4, i has becom e possble in recent years
to study these phenom ena in dilute trapped gases of
akali atom £3. The experin ental success in realizing
BEC In such gases has ld to a large number of theo—
retical papers on this sub ct. M ost of these works take
BEC for granted and start o w ith the G rossP itaevskii

(G P ) equation to describe the condensate wave function.
A rigorous jasti cation of these assum ptions is how ever
a di cul task, and only very recently BEC has been
rigorously proved for a physically realistic m any-body
Ham itonian®4. It is clearly of interest to show that su-
per uidiy also holds in thism odeland thisiswhatweac-
com plish here. W e prove that the ground state ofa Bose
gas w ith short range, repulsive interaction is 100% su-—
per uid In the dilute 1m it n which the G rossP itaevskii
description of the gas is exact. This is the 1m it in which
the particle num bertendsto In niy, butthe ratioN a=L,
w here a is the scattering length of the Interaction poten—
tialand L the box size, iskept xed. (T he signi cance of
the param eter N a=L is that i is the ratio of the ground
state energy per particle, N a=L°3, to the lowest exci-
tation energy in the box, 1=L?.) In addition we show
that the gas ram ains 100% BoseE instein condensed in
this lim i, also for a nie velocity v. Both resuls can
be generalized from periodic boxes to (nhon-constant) ve-
lIocity elds In a cylindrical geom etry.

The resuls of this paper have been conpctured for
m any years, and it is gratifying that they can be proved
from rstprinciples. They represent the rst exam ple of
a rigorous veri cation of super uidiy in an experin en—
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tally realistic continuum m odel.

W e wish to em phasize that in this GP lim i the fact
that there is 100% condensation does not m ean that no
signi cant interactions occur. The kinetic and poten-
tialenergies can di erm arkedly from that obtained w ith
a sin ple variational function that is an N -fold product
of onebody condensate wave functions. This assertion
m ight seem paradoxical, and the explanation is that near
the GP lim i the region In which the wave function di ers
from the condensate function hasa tiny volum e that goes
to zeroasN ! 1 . Neverthelkss, the Interaction energy,
which is proportionalto N , resides in this tiny volum e.

II. SETTING AND MAIN RESULTS

W e consider a Bose gas w ith the H am iltonian

X X
Hy = r§+
=1 1 ikj N

v ) @)

where = ~?=(2m) and the interaction potential v is
nonnegative and of nite range. The twobody scat-
tering length of v is denoted by a. The Ham itonian
acts on totally symm etric functions of N variables
= ®i;vi;21) 2 K R3, where K denotes the cube
0;L P ofside length L. ( e could easily use a cuboid of
sides L;;L,;L3 Instead.) W e assum e periodic boundary
conditions In all three coordinate directions.

In posing an extemal velocity ed v = (0;0; )
m eans that the m om entum operator p = Ir is re-
plced by by p  m v, retaining the periodic boundary
conditions. The H am ittonian in them oving fram e is thus

e

X
v )
=1 1 i<§ N

3)

where ¥ = (0;0;’) and the dinensionless phase ’ is
connected to the velocity v by
7 Lm
Lk : )
Let Eo N ;a;’ ) denote the ground state energy of ('_IJ.)
w ith periodic boundary conditions. O bviously it is no
restriction to consider only the case 4 , sihce
E( isperiodic In /' wih period 2 . For o the ground
state of H , et y be its onepartick reduced density
m atrix

y @) =N
KN 1

ndr  (5)

W e are Interested in the GrossPitaevskii GP) lim it
N ! 1 wih Na=LL xed. We alo x the box size

L. Thismeans that a should vary lke 1=N which can
be achieved by writing v(r) = a ?w; (r=a), where vy isa

xed potentialw ith scattering length 1, whilk a changes
wih N .

Theorem 1 (Super uidity of hom ogeneous gas).
For § j
Eo N ;a;") 12

Im ———=4 a + — ©)
N1 N L2

ntheImitN ! 1 withNa=L andL xed. Here =
N=L3,s0a is xed too. In the same lim i, for ¥ §< ,

1
Iim v Gr) = —

= (7)
N!1 N L3

in tace chss nom, ie., linyg,; Trace
L 2i 37?29 = 0.

N=I\I

N ote that, by the de nition (:14') of s and Eq. ('_4),Eq.
(:_d) means that 5= , ie., there i§100% super uidiy.
For’ = 0,EqQ. (8) was. rst proved 3. Eq. {(hor’ =0
is the BEC proved n%4.

Rem arks. 1. By a uniary gauge transform ation,

U (oiiiimm )= €

the passage from (_2) to 6'_3) is equivalent to replacing pe—
riodicboundary conditions in a box by the tw isted bound—
ary condition

In the direction of the velocity eld, whik retaining the
originalH am iltionian @).

2. The criterion 1 j m eans that v j ~=mL).
T he corresponding energy %m ( ~mL))? is the gap In
the excitation spectrum of the oneparticle H am ittonian
In the nite-=size system .

3. The reason that we have to restrict ourselves to
7 j<  In the second part ofT heorem :J: isthat for{ j=
there are two ground states of the operator (r + 1 =L)?
w ith periodic boundary conditions. A llwe can say in this
case is that there is a subsequence of y that converges
to a density m atrix of rank 2, whose range is spanned
by these two fiinctions.

T heorem 'g: can be generalized In various ways to a
physically m ore realistic setting. As an exam ple, ket C
be a nie cylinder based on an annulus centered at the
origin. G iven a bounded, realfiinction a (r;z) et A bethe
vector eld (in polar coordinates) A (r; ;z)= "al(z)b,
where b is the unit vector In the direction. W e also
allow for a bounded extemalpotentialV (r;z) that does
not depend on . ‘=

U sing the m ethods of Appendix A 14, i isnot di —
cul to see that there existsa ’ o > 0, depending only on



C and a (r;z), such that forall ¥ j< ’ o there is a unique
m inin izer ©¥ ofthe G rossP itaevskii fiinctional
Z

ESP [ ]= r+Am @©°

+VEi of+4 Naj @Ff &£ @0)
under the nom alization condition 5 j%=1.Thismn-
In izer does not depend on , and can be chosen to be
posiive, or the ollow ing reason: T he relevant term in
the kinetic energy is T = r 2R=Q + ¥ ra(gz)}. If
§ ra@;z)j< 1=2,tiseasytoseethat T ’2a(r;z)?, I
which case, w ithout raising the energy, we can replace
by the square root ofthe - -average of j §. This can only
Iower the kinetic energy®? and, by convexity ofx | x2,
this also owers the ? tem .

W e denote the ground state energy of E¢F by E®F , de—
pendingon N a and ’ . T he ollow ing T heorem :gioonoems
the ground state energy E ¢ of

¥ h , i
HY = ry+ A @) + V()
=1 <
+ v rd; Al
1 i<j N

with Neumann boundary conditions on C, and the
one-particle reduced density matrix y of the ground
state, respectively. D i erent boundary conditions can
bgltreated in the sam e m anner, if they are also used In
{£0).

Rem ark. A s a specialcase, consider a uniform ly rotat—
Ing system . In thiscase A (r) = ' rb , where 2’ is the
angular velocity. H ) is the Ham iltonian in the rotating
frame, but with extemal potential V (r) + A (r)? (see
egll ©.131)).

Theorem 2 (Super uidity in a cylinder). For
J3< 7o

E ;a;’
i 20T pee g (12)
N!1 N
inthe ImitN ! 1 withN a xed. In the same Iim it,
— y )= °F @ °° 13)
N!'1l N

in ttace class nom, ie. limy . ; Trace
J

N=I\I

GPihGPj = 0.

In the case of a uniform ly rotating system , where 2’
is the angular velocity, the condition § j< /¢ in partic—
ular m eans that the angular velocity s an aller than the
critical velocity r creating vorticedd .

Rem ark. In the special case of the curlfree vector po—
tentialA (r; )= 'r 'b ,ie,a@z)= r !, one can say
m ore about the role of’ ;. In this case, there is a unique
GP minin izer rall’ B Z + %,whereasthere are two
m inin zers or’ 2 7 + 1. Part two of Theorem @ holds
in this special case orall’ B Z + =, and C_ig‘) is true
even orall’ .

III. PROOFS

In the follow ing, we w ill present only a proof of T heo—
rem :!.' for sim plicity. T heorem EZ can be proved using the
sam em ethods, and additionally them ethods oﬁ‘i to deal
w ith the inhom ogeneity of the system .

Before giving the form al proofs, we outline.the m ain
deas. The strategy is related to the one in%4, but re-
quires substantial generalizations of the technigues. A
crucial elem ent of the proof, stated in Lemm a 'l below,
is the fact that the Interaction energy can be localized
In snall balls arpund each particle. This part uses a
Lemma of Dyson?, and its generalization %%, which
converts a strong short range potential into a soft poten—
tial. ThisLemm a can be also be applied to the case ofan
extemal velocity eld, ie., a U (1) gauge eld in the ki-
netic tem ofthe H am iltonian, ow ing to the \diam agnetic
J'1'1ecp,1a]rjty"E_}-I . This nequaltity says that the additional
gauge eld increases the kinetic energy density.

T he second m ain part of the proof is the generalized
Poincare inequality given in Lemm a u_Z W e recall that
an essential jngredient of the proof of B oseE instein con—
densation 4 was showing that the fact that the ki
netic energy density is sm all in m ost ofthe con guration
space I plies that the onebody reduced densiy m atrix
is essentially constant. The di culty comes from the
fact that the region in which the kinetic energy is sm all
can, In principle, be broken up into dispint subregions,
thereby perm itting di erent constants in di erent subre—
gions. T he fact that this does not happen is the content
ofthe generalized P oincare inequality. In the present case
w e have an additional com plication com ing from the in —
posed gauge eld. The old Poincare inequality does not
su ce; one now has to m easure the kinetic energy den—
sity relative to the lowest energy of a free particle in the
gauge eld ratherthan to zero. This is an essential com —
plication. W hilke the previous (generalized) P oincare in—
equality could, after som e argum entation, be related to
the standard Poincare J'nequa]jtyﬂ, this new one, wih
the gauge eld, requires a totally new proof.

P roof of Theorem di. As n%d we de ne Y =

N @ =3) a.
Note that in the lin it considered, Y N %. We rt
consider the upper bound to E . U sing the ground state

o or’ = 0 asa trial function, we inm ediately get

r2

EoN;a;’) h 0;H£ 0i=EoWN;a;0)+ N L_;

2
(14)
sihce h ojri oi = 0. From2® we know that
EqgWN;a;0) 4 N a(l+ const:Y'™®), which has the
right form asN ! 1 .
For the Iower bound to the ground state energy we
need the follow ng Lemm a.

Lemm a 1 (Localization ofenergy). For all sym-—
m etric, nom alized wave functions



periodic boundary conditionson K, and orN Y 717,

—h;HJ i 1 const:y'™ 4  a+
Nz z
2
dx drl r1+j_’=L (r]_;X) 7 (15)
KN 1 %
Ow
where X = (r;::5; ), dX = j=2drj,and
x = rltmilz’ljfl r;J R (16)
J
withR = ay 5717,

Proof. Since is symm etric, the keft side of (1_-5_') can be
w ritten as

Z Z h
X dr1 r1+j_’=L (r]_;X)Z
KN 1 K .
X 1
+3 v i enx)f o:ooan
3 2
Forany "> 0and R > 0 thisis
"+ 1l "MTT+ D)+ @ mTOUT, (18)
w ith
z z
. L2
T= dx dry r13j (C1;X)3 7 19)
KN 1 K
zZ zZ
Tin = dX  dmorij X)ic; @0)
KN 1 }C{
zZ zZ
Tout dx dry r.+ ¥ =L (rl;X)Z;
KN 1 %
(21)
and
Z zZ X
I=3 X dn v ) ex)F o
Ky 1 K j 2
(22)
Here
vy =frm: 3 1ryj<R Prsomej 29 (23)

isthe com plem ent of ¢ , and the diam agnetic inequality
e + ¥ =If@F T F (r)jj2 hasheen used. T he prpof
is com pleted by using the results of3 and®4 (see als??)
which tellusthat or "= Y77 and R = ay V7

const:Y 717 4

"T+ 1 "M (Ijn + I) 1 a ((4)
as Iong as N Yy 77, (This estin ate is highly non—
trivial. Am ong severalother things it uses a generaliza—

tion ofD yson’s mm atd.) O

The ollow ng Lemm a g is needed fr a lower bound
on the second term in C15 Tt is stated for K the L
L  L-cube wih periodic boundary conditions, but it
can be generalized to arbirary connected setsK that are
su ¢lently nice so that the R ellich-K ondrashov T heorem
(seell (Thm . 8.9)) holds on K . Inparticular, this is the
case if K has the Yone property’y:. Another possbl
generalization is to include generalbounded vector elds
replacing ’ , se?l. R

If isany subset ofK we shalldenote
by hf;gi and hf;£i'™ by kfkyz( .
r + ¥ by r. forshort.

f @®g@dr
W e also denote

Lemm a 2 (G eneralized Poincare inequality). For
any 7 j< there are constants ¢> 0 and C < 1 such
that for all subsets K and all functions £ on the
torus K the follow ing estim ate holds:

r2

kr . £k, —kszz +—kf L “hlifigkls
1=2
1 j 5
C kr.fki,q +—kfk22 1) @5)
X3

Here j ®jis the voime of = K n

of InK.

, the com plem ent

P roof. W e shall derive C_Z-E;) from a special form of this
nequality that holds forall functions that are orthogonal
to the constant function. Nam ely, for any positive <

2=3 and some constantsc > 0 and € < 1 (depending

only on and § j< ) weclain that
kr hkl,
/2+ c ] Cj
2 2 .
7 Kbk, © %5 ki @6)

provided hl;hix = 0. Remark: Eq. {26) holds also for

= 2=3, but, the proof:s slightly m ore com plicated_in
that case. See?l.) If {26) is known the derivation of {25)
is easy: Forany f,the fuinction h = £ L 3hl;fix is
orthogonalto 1. M oreover,

krhkZ,
=kr hkl, ., kr.hkl,
5 r 2 3s ]C]
LZ() sz]L J'sz j(j
14
+2ERehL =2 ficr. £;1 ¥2%1 .
r 2 _
kr'fkiz( ) ?jﬂ;‘ 372;finz
y 1 Lo 1=2
+33 Lkr £k%, o +—kfkiz L
L X3



and
72 r2
+ C 2 2 3=2 .
o KhKL ) = o kK, L ifix §
C e SHl; fix k2 : (28
+ F L r J-K Lz(K) . ( )
Setting = %, using kr s hk;2 g ke, fkez g i the

(2-7' and {28) gives

Jsttem i £6) and com bining ég‘
o) withC = § j+ €.

W e now tum to the proof of C_Z-é) For sin plicity we
set L = 1. The general case ollow s by scaling. A ssum e
that d_2§l) is false. Then there exist sequences of con—

stants C, ! 1 , functions h, wih khpk2 ) = 1 and
hl;h,ix = 0,and domamns , K such that
n o
lm  krohnkpe(,+ Cad R3krohnkiag, 77
n!
@9)

W e shall show that this leads to a contradiction.

Since the sequence h, isbounded in L2 K ) ithasa sub-
sequence, denoted again by h,, that converges weakly
to some h 2 L?K) (e, hgjhpix ! hgyhix fr all
g2 L*K)).M oreover, by H older’s inequality the LP ( ¢)
nom kr:hpkye( <) = ( . h@Fdr)'™® is bounded by

3 S37%kr s hpk2g, Drp= 2=( + 1). From @9 we
conclude that kr » hnkys ( ¢ is bounded and also that
kr-hykye( ) krshykye( ) isbounded. A fogether,
r - h, isbounded in LP K ), and by passing to a further
subsequence if necessary, we can therefore assum e that
r»h, converges weakly in LP (K). The sam e applies to
rh,. Sheep= 2=( + 1) with < 2=3 the hypotheses
ofthe Rellich-K ondrashovTheomn'H (Thm 8.9) are ful-

lled and consequently h,, converges strongly n L? K ) to
h @{e,kh hpk2k) ! 0).Weshallnow show that

lim infkr  hy k%,
1 L=

n!

oy kr.hk, (30)
T his w i1l com plete the proofbecause the h, are nom al-
ized and orthogonalto 1 and the sam e holds for h by
strong convergence. Hence the right side of {_30) is nec—
essar:ﬂy > 72, shee or § < the Iowest eigenvalue
of r?,with constant eigenfiinction, is non-degenerate.
T his contradicts C29)

Eqg. CS() ) is essentially a consequence ofthe weak lower
sem icontihuity of the L? nom, but the dependence
on , leads to a slight complication. First, Eq. £9)

and C, ! 1 clarly imply that j 3! 0, because
ke hpkfsp, > ’;. By choosihg a subsequence we
may assume that | j5j< 1 . For some xed N
t® = Knl[ny §. Then 7y n rn N .

Since kr - hpk?, | isbounded, r . h, is also bounded

in L? &y ) and a subsequence of it converges weakly in
L?®y)tor .h.Hence

Im infkr  hoki.
n! 1 n

]ﬂ'lrr}:infkrrhnkiz(e kr,hkiz(ew : (31)

Since €y €v+1 and [y €y = K (Up to a set of
measure zero), we can now ket N ! 1 on the right
side of B]:) By m onotone convergence this converges to
kr , hk?, «) - Thisproves BO) which, as rem arked above,

contradicts C29) . O

W enow areab]eto nish the proofofT heorem ﬂ; From
Lemmas-L andQ.wem@rthat forany symm etric with
h; i= 1 and orN large enough,

1 _
N—h ,ng i1 const:y 7Y !
r2
4 a+ E
_ 1 1 P
CY1717 §+N— H j(rj+j_’)
Z Z
C
+ — ax dr; (ri1;X)
L2 - « 1 1r
3 R 2
L g dr @©iX) ; (32)

where we used that j °j 4 NR?® = const:L’Y ?7'7,
From thiswe can nfertwo things. F irst, sihce the kinetic
energy, divided by N , is certainly bounded independent
0ofN , as the upper bound show s, we get that
4 r 2

1 e o &R, o 33)

N1 N L2
forany 7 j< .By conthhuiy thisholdsalso for ¥ j= ,
proving (é (To be precise, E (=N 721, 2 is concave
In ', and therefore stays concave, and in particular con—
tjnuous, nthelmiN ! 1 .) Secondly, since the upper
and the owerbound to E ¢ agree in the lim it considered,
the positive last temm in d32 has to vanish in the lin it.
Ie., we get that for the ground state wave function
ofHIS

Z Z
Iin X dr; o (@;X)
N!1 KN 1 K
R 2
L 3 g dr o @X) =0: 34
This proves (1), sihce
Z Z R .
dX dn o @@;X) L ° dr o@X)
KN 1 K 7
- 1 .0 0.
=1 (r;r)drdr’ ;  (35)
NL3 g
and therefqre N 'hL 329, 4 321 ! 1. As ex—
plained 2429 this su oesbrtheoonvergenoeN !
1 372inL 3729 trace class nom . O

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that a Bose gas w ith short range, re—
pulsive interactions is both a 100% super uid and also



100% BoseE instein condensed in its ground state in the
G rossP ftaevskiilim it where the param eterN a=L iskept
xed asN ! 1 . Thisisa sinulaneouslargeN and low
density lim i, because the dim ensionless density param —
eter a° is here proportionalto 1=N 2. If a® is not zero,
but sm all, a depltion of the BoseE instein condensate
of the order ( a’)'™? is expected (see, e.g.,Ez). N ever—
theless, com plete super uidity in the ground state, eg.
of Helum 4, is experim entally observed. It is an inter—
esting open problm to deduce this property rigorously
from rst principles. In the case of a onedin ensional
hard-core Bose gas super uidity in the ground state is

easy to show , but nevertheless there is no B oseE,jnstein
condensation at all, not even in the ground sta g
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