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A bstract

A new notion is introduced ofm atrix order indices which relate the m atrix
nom and is trace. T hese indices can be de ned for any given m atrix. T hey are
especially In portant for m atrices describing m any-body system s, equilbrium as
wellasnonequilbrium , forw hich the indicespresent a quantitative m easure ofthe
Jlevel of ordering. T hey characterize not only the long-range order, but also m id—
range order. In the latter case, when order param eters do not exist, the m atrix
Indices are well de ned, providing an explicit classi cation of variousm id-range
orders. The m atrix order Indices are suitable for describing phase transitions
w ith both o -diagonal and diagonal order. C ontrary to order param eters w hose
correct de nition requires the them odynam ic lim it, the m atrix indices do not
necessarily need the latter. Because of this, such Indices can distinguish between
di erent phasesof nite systam s, thus, allow Ing for the classi cation of crossover
phase transitions.
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1 Introduction

M atrices are comm on cb fcts in quantum physics, where all cbservable quantities are
related w ith m atrix representations of operators. In statistical m echanics, a special
rok is played by reduced density m atrices [1-3]. The eigenvalues of the hatter are
know n to be associated w ith a possibl existence of Iong-range order called o -diagonal
Iongrange order B{6]. This linkage between the eigenvalues and the order has been
m athem atically form alized by m eans of order indices for reduced density m atrices [7{
9]. T hese Indices tumed out to be a convenient tool for characterizing the arising order
related to BoseE instein condensation and superconductivity [3]. T here are, however,
several Iim itations not pem itting one to employ these indices for descrbing other
types of order. Am ong the m ost In portant problem s, the ollow Ing are to be solved:
(i) How the appearance of m agnetic order could be noticed in the behaviour of the
Indices? (ii) How to describe phase transitions associated w ith diagonal order, such as
crystallization? (iii) How to characterize crossovertype phase transitions occurring in

nie system s?

In the present paper a new notion ofm atrix order indices is introduced. T hisnotion
is an essential generalization of the order indices for reduced density m atrices [7{9].
C ontrary to the latter, the m atrix indices are de ned for any given m atrix of arbitrary
nature. Because of this generality, the m atrix Indices are suitable for characterizing
any types of phase transitions, accom panied by any kinds of order, diagonal as well
as o -diagonal, ongrange aswellasm id-range, In in nite aswellasn nite system s.
In section 2, a generalm athem atical de nition of the m atrix order indices is given.
T hese are the quantities Iinking the nom and the trace ofa given m atrix w hose nature
can be arbitrary. The possibility of using di erent nom s is discussed. In section
3, the m atrix indices of selfad pint sam Jpositive m atrices are considered, because of
the special roke played by such m atrices in physical applications. T he convenience of
em ploying the introduced m atrix indices for quantitatively com paring various kinds of
m id-range orders is illustrated in section 4. In section 5, BoseE instein condensation
In con ned systam s is analysed, which is in portant for descrbbing the condensation
of trapped atom s. Section 6 dem onstrates how the m atrix indices must be de ned
In order to treat m agnetic phase transitions. Finally, in section 7, it is shown how
the phase transitions, such as crystallization, characterized by diagonal order, can be
described by an appropriate de nition of the m atrix order indices.

2 M atrix order indices

Let us have a m atrix M’ of arbitrary nature, with a nom jj\dA Jand trace TmM . The
m atrix order index is de ned as
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W e shall say that am ong two given m atrices that one is better ordered whose order
Index is Jarger. A s ollow s from de nition (1), for nom -one and traceless m atrices, one
has !y = 0.

The value of the m atrix index (1) depends on the type of the nom jj\/lA T usad.
Assum e that a matrix M acts on a nom ed soace £’ g of functions having a vector
nom 7 Jj. Them atrix nom , associated w ith a vector nom 7 j is given by

M3

73

Here and in what follows, it is Inplied that 7 6 0. If £’ g is a H ibert space, wih a

gca]ar product (" ;' ), the Jatter naturally generates the Hem itian vector nom 7 j=
(";’).Then, bramatlkMA,theHennitjan nom is

D sup

A (, ;M’\+MA,)1=2
M s 73 ; @)

whereM * isa Hem itian conjigated m atrix. Supposing that the m atrix M possesses
a spectm £ g of eigenvalues, one has the spectral nomm

M 7= supiai: 3)

M ore generally, the spectralnom isde ned asthe square root of the Jargest eigenvalue
ofthematrikx M *M . When M = M * is a sslfadpint and sam jpositive m atrix, then
its eigenvalues are sam positive, , 0. In that case, the spectralnom becom es

M P=sup ———— =S @)

Am ong other m atrix nom s, for physical applications one m ay em ply the trace
nom
WP Tl ()
which is also called the Euclidean nomm . De nition (5) m ay be convenient for calcu—
Jations, since the trace does not depend on a m atrix representation. W ih a spectrum
f .9 of M’ , the trace nom (5) reads

M P= 3.5

A s follow s from the above de nitions, jj\dA T j}'f if, hence one has to distinguish
between the associated indices !y and ! , orwhich !y 9.



3 Selfadpint sem positive m atrices

Selfadpint m atrices play a special roke in physical applications, because of which
they need to be studied m ore attentively. Let X = fxg be an arthm etic space of
physical coordiates and ket £t2 [D;1 ) denote time. The set x m ay Include C artesian
coordinates, soin, isosoin, and other quantum variables. A ssum e that an algebra of
IocalobservablesA = fA x;t)gand an algebra of eld operators = £ x;t); Y&;bg
are given on a Fock space F . The direct sum A A denotes an extended local
algebra.

Consider a system ofp cb cts that, for concreteness, w ill be called particks. The
set xP £ ;%57 111;%,g of particle coordinates pertains to the space X P X X
: X,, which is a p©old tenzor product. In a Hibert space of com plex functions
' 5 xP), the scalar product is given by the integral

z
(i’ 2) 1L EP) D EP) dxP

where dxP dxdx; :::dx,. In general, p= 1;2;:::.

Introduce the function

Dy @;x%;®;t)  TEA K1) 1A (%) "OA" &) :::A" &) ; (6)

where the trace is taken over the Fodk space F , A (x) A (x%;0) is a m ember of the
extended local algebra A7, and " (t) is a statistical operator. It is adm issble to treat
the function (6) as an elem ent of the m atrix

Dp@;t)  Dp@;x*®;0)] )

w ith respect to the variables xP . By construction (6), them atrix (7) is selfad pint and
positive sem ide nite. The action ofthem atrix (7) on a column [, xP)]gives the
colum n z

Dp@iD) o= Dp@;x"xt) &)=
A Iinear envelope of the vectors ' ;, form s a Hibert space H, = Lf’ ;g wih a scalar
product /[’ 2 ('pi’ Q). Each matrix (7) acts on H. The spectral nom for a

selfad pint sam Jpositive m atrix can be w ritten as

I+DAp ,.t)lp

Pe@;0Y  sup E—— ®)
Ip P p
T he trace over the variables xP is
z
TrDAp(A;t) Dp @ ;x";xP;t) dx® : 9)
A ccording to Eqg. (1), onem ay introduce the m atrix indices
niP, @ ;07
Lo @0 L, 80D (10)

nrd,®;07
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For a sem positive m atrix, one has
We@T TD, @0 ;

because of which
'b @) 1: (11)

Sin ilarly, em ploying the trace nom (5), one obtains the m atrix indices !g @t for
which nequaliy (11) isalso valid.

For constructing a m atrix (7), one m ay choose any representative of the extended
local algebra A7. In particular, opting for the eld operators (x;t), we com e to the
reduced density m atrices

" © [p &7;%%;0)] 12)

w ith the elem ents
p &%) Dp( ixPRD =T () ()N Y&) i Y&) 13)
The spectralnom for the pparticle density m atrix (12) is

T ®OI= sup o © 5 (14)

wih £ ,, (g being the related spectrum .
T he num ber of particlkes, N , in a statistical system is assum ed to be large. Then,

n the trace

N !

Tr p(t)=m! o= 1;2;:::3N)

jo S
onem ay use the Stirling formulaN ! 2 NNY¥e" ,which,underp xed andN 1,
yields

N ! NP

’

(I p)! &

Hence, the m atrix Index (10) becom es

7 © 3

15
o (15)

e (3D
forN 1.
Forequilbrium statistical system s, one often considers the them odynam ic lim it
N
N!1; ve!1l; v ! ; (16)
In which N is the number of particles in the volum e V and the lm iting density is
nite, 0 < < 1 . In equillbbrium , the m atrix index (15) does not depend on tin e,
becom ing
, W%

17
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asN 1. Note that for calculating the Index (17) it is not com pulsory to take the
actual them odynam ic Im it (16) by sstting N ! 1 , but Eq. (17) can be used for
nie systam s, provided that N 1.

From the properties of the reduced density m atrices [3], we know that for bosons
%D NP const, hence J( ) 1, In agream ent w ith the general inequality (11).
T he equality

b()=1 (coson long  range order) 18)

corresoonds to long-range order in a bosonic system , as that occurring at B oseE instein
condensation of dilute gases.
R educed density m atrices for ferm jonic system s [3] satisfy the inequalities

%D NP oconst; B, P NPT oonst ;

because of which for the m atrix Indices we have

p 1
Yo () 2 Yoo 1 () 20 1 (19)
The lim itihg case
1
lop ()= > (even long range order) (20)

happens when even long-range order develops in a ferm ionic system , lke that arising
In superconductors. W hen Eq. (20) isvalid, then

P 1
bp1 ()= > 1 o= 1;2;::5N ) =

For large p, this tends to the value (20), sihce

|

14 1 1 .
Yop1 () > 4_p e 1):
Even long-range orderm ay also happen forbosonic system s.

The m atrix Indices, introduced above, are di erent from the indices for reduced
density m atrices, de ned In the earlier papers [/{9]. The m ain di erence is that, in
the case of long—range order, the m atrix indices !, ( ) or !, ( ) do not depend on p,
displaying a kind of resonance, as follow s from Egs. (18) and (20).

4 Finite m om entum condensation

In order to explicitly illustrate the calculation of the m atrix order indices, for both
long-range and m id-range orders, ket us consider a Bose systam wih nitem om entum
condensate [L0{12]. Such a condensate consists of particles having a nite m odulus of



momentum ko = ¥oj with random directionsofthe vectork,. T he related condensate
density m atrix reads

0 . 0

O(I;r0)= Rd—(ko) e’ g ko) ; 21)

where | No=V is the condensate density and (k o) is a soherical angle associated

w ih kq. The sihgleparticle density m atrix tends, as the distance between the points
r and r° ncreases, to the condensate m atrix (21),

V@) o) £ 1) 22)
In a particuar case of zerom om entum kg = 0,Eq. (21) reduces to the constant density
iy = o ko 0)

corresponding to the usual BoseE instein condensate w ith the order index (18). But
for the nitem om entum ocondensate, the situation is m ore elaborate and depends on
the space din ensionality.

4.1 Three-din ensional case

In the three-din ensional space, the condensate m atrix (21) reads
shkoyr 9

. . 23)
kex 75

o i) =
For the considered uniform system , the natural sihgleparticle states, which are the
eigenfunctions of the singleparticle density m atrix, are the plane waves

r .

1 )
' @)= p= ¢~
\Y4

Introducing the notation for the radius of the system,

|
3N 1=3

= 24
R 2 24)

orthem atrix elements of Ny = [ o ;%) ] we have

#
oR snk k)R sin k + ko)R

R + k)R

In particular, ifky ! 0, then
!
, N oR sihkR
Im ("x;%" x)=

— coskR
Ko! 0 k2 kR




From here, the Jargest eigenvalue of the single-particle density m atrix is

sup Iim ("y;% k)= Ny ;
X Kol O

which resulks In the order Index (18).
However, forky & 0, we nd

n #
oR sin @koR )
su (AR 4 = 2 S -
kp( ki 70" x) W2 kR
For large systam s, such that koR 1,we obtaln
Y1-3
o 3N

ALY A J——

w hich requires that the num ber of particles be large,

N —
3k3
T hus, for the order index of the singleparticle m atrix, we cbtain !, ( ) = 1=3. In the
general case, exploiting the relation

jjApjj "

valid for asym ptotically lJarge N , we have the order indices (17) as
o () = ! @5)
'o -

T his value of the order indices corresoonds to m id-range order.
If, nstead of the spectral nom (4), one uses the trace nom (5), then the order

Indices for reduced density m atrices are di erent. To calculate such indices, we notice

that )
R sin 2koR
Tr2=2V -2 1 ChoR )
K2 2koR
For the standard condensate with ko = 0, we have Trs = NZ, from where ! )( ) = 1,
which coincideswith !;( ) = 1. But if kg & 0 and the system is large, such that
koR 1, then we nd s \
- oz
8 o 3N
n .0, 8 o 3N
SIAE: A

F inally, we obtain
(@6)

which di ers from the index (25).



42 Two-din ensional case

T he condensate density m atrix (21) is
0@ = oJokex

where 7

1 - .
J, ) ¢ 17 e?®® cosm’ ) d’

0
isthe rsttype Bessel function, with n = 0;1;2;:::U sing the relation

J, ze™ =¢& ""J, @) ;

Inwhichm = 0; 1; 2;::; and the integral
z

%7, @X)T, (%) dx = ——— BJw1 @0, ) BE @051 )] ;
we nd 5 =
(%" ) = ﬁ kJ; kR)Jo koR)  kedo KR)J1 (koR )] ;
where |

is the system radius.
W hen ko ! 0O, then
. n R
Iimn ("x;%'x)=2 — JkR):
ko! 0 k
B ecause of the asym ptotic equation

I @) 1 =z n

n \Z - A

n! 2

it ollow s that =
sip2 — J kR)= R? =Ny :
K k

And we agaln retum to the indices (18).
However, for the nitem om entum ocondensate, with kg 6 0, we have
n #

Jo koR )T koR)
sup (i% %)= oRZ JZ(keR) — "le L U2 keR)
k 0

w here the equations

=nd, @) zd+1@)=2Jy1 @) ng @)

@7

28)



have been used. Fora large systam , such that kgR 1, we invoke the asym ptotic form

S

2
J, (z) ' — S z —n — z! 1):
n (2) 2 5 4 ( )
Then, for a system ofm any particles, w ith
N k_g;
we get |
N c1=2
N 4— —  oof kR) :
ko
For the order Indices we cbtain 1
s )= > : 29)

If caloulating the order indices, one opts for the trace nom (5), then the resulting
!g () di ers from the indices (29). Thus, using the relations

Jn@=( 1JJ, @) ;
z x2h i
xJ; (@x) dx = 5 Jiex) &1 @x)Jne1@x) ;
we have h i
Tr~ = o R® JK&R)+ J7 (KR)
The indices ! J( ) coincide with !, ( ) = 1 only ifky = 0, since then Trj = N /.

But Porky 6 0, again kesping In m .nd a large system , w ith koR 1l,we nd
. Tow .
T 20 — —  JooskoR)3:
Ko
Asa resul, we cbtain
0=~ (30)

which isdi erent from the indices (29).

4.3 Onedim ensional case

T he condensate density m atrix (21) takes the formm
0 ®;x%) = oooskx  X); (31)
wherex 2 ( 1 ;+1 ).W ith the system length

N
L —; 32)

10



we have
sih “Xe L sh e
+ 5

k k)L k+ ko)L

(i )= oL4

Ifky, = 0,then aganweget !, ( )= 1, since
!
]jm(’ AT )=2—OSJI'1 k_L
ool Uil x " >

and the suprem um over k for the above right-hand side gives N .
T he situation is rather interesting forky 6 0. Then
" I #
oL sin KoL)

su r AT = — 1+
kp(kIOk) > KoL

For a large system , w ith koL 1, and, respectively, w ith a Jarge num ber of particles,
such that

N e
Ko
we nd
FET SN
F inally, we obtain
'e()=1: (33)

W hen em ploying the trace nom (5), and using the equality
|
sin koL
2 14 0 ;
koL

1
Tr’%= 5 ( oL)

we get for a large systam
™ 19—50 N

This yields

lo()=1: (34)

Hence, In the case of onedin ensional systam s, the order indices (33), based on the
soectral nom , coincide w ith the indices (34), based on the trace nom of reduced
density m atrices.

T he order Indices, de ned through the spectral nom , or respectively through the
trace nom , pem it us to generalize the consideration to an arbitrary d-dim ensional

] ( ) — . | 0( ) — . (35)
P d ) 2d )
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T his suggests a relation
1+ 1,()

2
between the order indices obtained for di erent nom s.

Let us em phasize that the order indices provide us w ith a quantitative m easure for
the degree of order occurring in a statistical system . This m easure m akes it possble
to unam biguously distinguish between the degrees of order of quite sim ilar system s.
For exam ple, ket us com pare two three-din ensional system s, one w ith the condensate
density m atrix (23) and anotherw ith that m atrix having the sam e algebraic decay, but
w tthout oscillations due to sine, that iswhen , ;1" o=kor P For the latter
case, we nd !, ( )= 2=3 instead of the index (25), which tells us that In the Jatter
system the order is higher than in the system w ith the condensate m atrix (23).

Tt is in portant that the order indices allow the description and classi cation of
various types of m id-range order, as is illustrated in this section, when the order pa—
ram eters are zero. N ote that a Bose system wih nitem om entum condensate [10{12],
possessing m id-range order, satis es the Cumm ingsH yland-R ow lands relation [13].

()=

5 Condensation in con ned system s

T he recent developm ents of B oseE Instein condensation of trapped atom s (see review s
[14{16]) m akes it In portant to consider how the order indices can be de ned for nite
system s. Stricktly speaking, In nite system s sharp phase transitions cannot occur.
A rigorous de nition of a genuine phase transition requires the usage of the them o-
dynam ic lim it (16). But the number of atom s In a trap, although large, however is
always nite. Therefore the BoseE instein condensation In a trap is rather a gradual
crossover than a sharp transition. T he Introduced m atrix order indices do not neces-
sarily require the em ploym ent of the them odynam ic lim i, though their calculation is
facilitated when the num ber of particles is lJarge.

BosseE Instein condensation can be treated as the appearance of a m acroscopic
fraction of atom sbeing in a coherent state. A coherent state, in general, is de ned up
to a phase factorw ith a random phase [17]. Ifthisphase ism ade xed, then the gauge
symm etry In the system isbroken. T he breaking of gauge sym m etry is usually done by
m eans of the Bogolubov prescription [18] presenting the eld operatoras = 4+ 7,
where | isa classicalquantity and ™ isthe eld operatorofnoncondensed particles. In
that case, the statistical average < >=  isnonzero and m ight be considered as an
order param eter. T he gauge symm etry breaking in plies that the num ber of particles
In the system is not conserved. In reality, the number of particles In a system , even
such as a trap, can be preserved w ith a rather good accuracy. C onsequently, it would
be logical to describbe BoseE instein condensation w ithout breaking gauge symm etry
[19{24]. T he suggested scheam es, preserving particle conservation, are essentially m ore
cum bersom e then the technigues based on gauge symm etry breaking. This is why
the latter techniques becam e m ore popular. However this way also contains ntrinsic

12



di culties related with the appearance of divergences in low-order approxin ations.
To ocom pensate these divergences, one needs to invoke higher-order approxin ations
23], which again com plicates the consideration. Here we advance a novel m ethod
of treating a system with Bose condensate, w ithout breaking gauge symm etry. The
m ethod is su ciently sin ple and general, and can be applied to trapped as well as
untrapped atom s interacting through Integrable potentials.
T he pivotal idea of the m ethod is the usage of random -phase coherent states [17].
W hen a fraction of atom s is In such a state, the eld operator can be presented as the
sum
= @O+ "y ; (36)
In which
)= @ide 37)
is a random thase coherent ed [L7]wih 2 [0;2 ]belhg a random phass, and ~
corresoonds to Incoherent particles.
T he average of an operatorAf isde ned as
. 122
<A> — TrA d ; (38)
2 o0
Including statistical averaging, w ith a statistical operator *, and averaging over the
random phases. From this de nition, it follow s that

< >=< >=< 7> =0; (39)

hence the gauge symm etry is not broken. The conservation of gauge symm etry is
what m akes the principaldistinction between the presentation (36) and the B ogolibov
prescription [18], where the gauge symm etry is broken. The ooherent and Incoherent
term s In the sum (36) are sub Ect to the nom alization conditions
Z z
< Y@y @o> dr=N ; j @tidr= Ny ;

< Y(;0) ~ (@) > dr= N ; (40)

where N is the num ber of coherent atom s, N” is the num ber of ncoherent atom s, and
the total num ber of atom s is
N =Ny+ N : 41)

The tem s in the right-hand side ofEq. (36) are m utually orthogonalon the average,
which m eans that
< @y ey > =0:
For the standard Ham iltonian with a two-particke interaction potential (r) =
( 1), the Heisenberg equation forthe eld operator reads

@

E:H() ; 42)
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where = (r;t) and

h’r ?
H()= + Ut + Usn ; 43)
2m0 ext t ’

w ith m ( beihg particlem assand , cham icalpotential. T he extemalpotentialU ¢« (r;t)
describes all extemal elds, Including the con ning potential and possbl extemal
perturbations. T he Interaction potential
z
Unti= @ 1) YaD @0’ (44)

is form ed by particle interactions.

Let us substitute the presentation (36) Into the Heisenberg equation (42). Then,
kt useitthermultiply Eq. 42) by e or just sst = 0, after which take the average
< :::> acoording to de nition (38). T his results in the equation for the coherent eld,

nli P L mo-
@t 2mo
Z h i
= ¢ 3@ @+ ~& o+ ~ @Sy (Y dld; 45)

In which the density of lncoherent particles
~ v @Y (46)
is the diagonal elem ent of the lnooherent density m atrix
~ Gt < YD Tt > @7)

N otice that in the equation (45) for the ocoherent eld no anom alous averages arise,
which is due to the gauge sym m etry conservation.

If, affer substituting the presentation (36) into the Helsenberg equation 42), we
average only over the random phase, then we obtain the follow ng equation

@ n°r? N
h— + I
@t 2m 0
z h i
= € D) 70T+ 3 ST+ D @ ey df

48)
for the Incoherent term ofthe eld operator. Let us stress that both equations (45) as
wellas (48) are exact.

O ne often obtainsan equation for the condensate wave function, which isequivalent
to Egq. (45), follow ing what one calls the P opov approxin ation. In that way, one, rst,
breaksthe gauge sym m etry by m eans ofthe B ogolubov prescription and then one om its
the anom alous averages arising because of the broken gauge symm etry. Such a way is

14



clearly not selfconsistent. M oreover, as is possible to show by direct calculations, in
the case ofbroken gauge sym m etry, anom alous averages are of the sam e order, or even
larger, then nom al averages [25,26]. Therefore, affer the gauge sym m etry has been
broken, it is not correct to om it anom alous averages.

G Iven Eqg. (48), we m ay derive an equation for the G reen functions of incoherent
particles. For this purmposs, i is convenient to introduce the follow ng short-hand
notation [17]. D enote a function f (r;;4) as £ (1) and the rlated di erential m easure
asd(@) dirdt; . Then the D irac delta—-fnction is

12) @ B €& *B):
Introduce the retarded interaction potential
12) r: B G t+0):

W ih this notation, the singlparticle and two-particke causal G reen finctions are
de ned as

G (12) i<t ~O)YER)> ; G (1234) <t ")) R) Y@ > ; (49)

where T is the chronological operator. These are the G reen functions at real tines,
which are directly related to the M atsubara G reen finctions at i agihary tines [17,27].
From de nition (49) and Eq. (48), we Inm ediately obtain the propagator equation

5 &, i + G a2)
@tl 2m0 Uext
Z h i
13) § 336G 12)+ @) LG B2)+ G, (1332) dB)= @12): (50)

Tt is In portant to note that allEgs. (45), 48), and (50) have sense only for the

Integrable interaction potentials, such that
z
r)dr <1 : (51)
A\

In the other cass, to avold ultraviolet divergences, one has to sst  (r;t) 0, which
In plies the absence of condensate [17].

T he propagator equation (50) can be w ritten in a m ore com pact form if one intro-
duces the slfenergy (12) by m eans of the relation

z

(13)G (23) d@) =
Z h i
= 13) j B3)3G 12)+ @) 1)G (32)+ G, (1332) d@) : (52)
From here, recalling the de nition of the Inverse propagator,
Z z
G'(@13)GE32)dB) = G@3)G ' 32)dB) = @12);
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we have the s=lfenergy
Z
12)= (@12) (@133 @FdEH+

Z
+ (12) 1) @+ 1 (13)G , (1334)G * (42) d(34) : (53)

T hen the Inverse propagator is

2.2
h°r 1

2m o

Gl'@2)= i @it + Usye + 12) a2) ; (54)
1

and the propagator equation (50) takes the fom

! z

@ h’r?
Usxt + G (12) (13)G 32)d@)= (@12): (55)

@tl 2m 0

T he pairofequations (45) and (55), togetherw ith the de nition (53) forthe incoherent
selfenergy, com pltely describbes the Bose systam w ith a coherent condensate. These
equations, for a given interaction potential, are exact.
D ilute gases of trapped atom s are usually characterized by the Fem i contact po—
tential
2 s
®=Aa (@; A 4K —; (56)
mo
where ag is a scattering length.
In that case, the ocoherent- eld equation (45) simpli es to
n #

nl - Py a | %42 ; 57)
@t 2m0 ext j ’
where = (r;t) and ~= ~(r;t). Equation (48) for the inooherent operator becom es
" #
P ~ 09 % ~ (58)
@t m 0 ext J .

The slfenergy (53) transfom s to
z
12)=2 2 (12)7 M3j+1i G,@A113)G ' @B2)dE) ; (59)

w hich enters the propagator equation (55).
To solve the propagator equation, one m ay follow one of the known iterative pro—
cedures [17,28] starting eg. w ith the H artreeFock approxin ation, when

G, (1234)= G (14)G 23)+ G (13)G (24) :
Then the s=lfenergy (59) is

h i
2)=2a 12) J OF+ ~Q) : (60)
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If the extemal potential does not depend on tine, Ugye = U (r), and the systam is
In equilbrium , then the coherent eld m ay be presented as

q_—

i
Tit)= Ny’ (r) exp n Et ; (61)
w ith the function ’ (r) nom alized to uniy, (' ;') = 1. In thiscase, Eq. (57) reduces
to the stationary equation
H() @=E'(@); (62)
w ith the e ective H am iltonian
N h?r 2

H () +U+A Noj F+ 2~ : 63)

0
N ote that this H am iltonian depends on therm odynam ic param eters, such as tem pera—
ture, through the lnooherent density ~= ~(x).

In the presence of a con ning potential, the spectrum of the eigenproblem (62) is
discrete R9]. For a system in equilbrium , the condensate energy E corresponds to
the lowest energy level of the eigenproblem (62). For a nonequilbbrium system , one
can excite higher nonlnear coherent m odes corresponding to higher states ofEq. (62),
thus, creating nonground-state coherent condensates R9{33].

For an equilbrium systam , the single-particle density m atrix

L) =< V) @>
is the sum
LG = @)+~ () 64)
of the coherent tem
0 () Nol o (@) o) ;

where ’ ; (r) is the ground state of the elgenproblem (62), and ofthe incoherent density
m atrix (47). The coherent density m atrix Yy = [ ;%1 has the properties

o _ p1l . b _ P .
_NO /\O, TrO_No.

T he inooherent density m atrix can be presented as an expansion
X
M) = k@) @)
k
over naturalwave finctions [B] corresoonding to incoherent states.
W hen the coherent condensate is absent, N g 0, then the sgectjﬁl nom of 4 is

i ij= sup, ny, which is nite. The trace nom gives ™ if = « N, which is of

order N '?. The related order indices are !, ( ) = 0 and !J( ) = 1=2, respectively.

However, as soon asN > sup, ng, then fora large systeam wih N 1, one has
()= 10( )= Mo, 65
()= 10)= nN (65)



In the them odynam ic lim i (16), we retum to the order indices (18). But fora nite
system the order indices (65) are, In general, functions of them odynam ic variables,
such as tem perature and density. W hen N changes from 1 to N , the order Indices
Increase from 0 to 1, which corresponds to a gradual crossover.

Recall that the present consideration has been based on the decom position (36)
for the eld operator onto its ocoherent and inooherent parts. This decom position is
valid only when the Interaction potential is integrable, satisfying condition (51). The
Fem i contact potential (56) is ntegrable. T his potential describes pair Interactions
In dilute gases, whose m ean interatom ic distance is much larger than the m agnitude
of the scattering length ByJj. For dense gases and liquids, Interaction potentials often
contain hard cores and are not integrable. In such cases, the decom position (36) is
not appropriate and one has to invoke other calculational techniques explicitly taking
acoount of Interatom ic correlations (see eg. B4{36] and references in review [16]).

6 M agnetic phase transitions

Them atrix indices (17), de ned for reduced density m atrices, are convenient for char-
acterizing such phase transitions as Bose condensation and superconductivity. The
question that one could pose is whether the sam e Indices (17) would be suitable for
describing m agnetic phase transitions. A nd also, sihce superconductivity and m agnetic
order can coexist [37,39], could the indices (17) characterize such a coexistence of or—
ders? In this section, we show that the order indices (17), based on reduced density
m atrices (18), are not suiabl for describing m agnetic order. To describe the latter, it
is necessary to retum to the generalde nition (1) of the m atrix order ndices and to
Introduce the m atrices com posed of spin operators.
Consider, rst, theindices ! ( ). Letthe eld operatorbea spinor = [ ], wih
=";# denoting spin up ordown. Kesping n m Ind a solid w ith a crystalline lattics,
we enum erate the lattice sites by the index i= 1;2;:::;N . W ave functions, localized
at the related sites, are called the localized orbitals, such as W annier functions. For
sin plicity, we shall deal w ith the singlezone case. Let f’ ; (r)g be a set of localized
orbitals that are orthonom alized, (" ;;’ 5) = i3, and asym ptotically com plete, which

m eans that
h
o) )= v B (66)

=1

w ith the right-hand side asym ptotically, asN ! 1 , coinciding w ith the -function,

Im{ gy = (@©: ©7)

N!1
The eld operator (r) can be expanded over the localized orbitals as

bl
) = G i@ (68)

=1
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Both operators (r) aswellasc satisfy the Fermm i comm utation relations. To stress
that the particles are well localized, the follow Ing localization conditions are im posed
on the operators g :

ceje= yEGoi GGG oG = i 3eq G oG oG T f & eGiocs i (69)
Lin iting the num ber of particles at each site by one, we have the unipolarity conditions

X
dg =1; cco=0: (70)

From the particle operators ¢; , one can pass to goin operators S; by means of the
transform ations

S i
chew=S;  §+1is{; =S8, & i

Now, we construct the reduced density m atrices (13). The sihglke-particke densiy
m atrix is

1 11

NI -

1
Ghow= S+ 8%, ches-

)= v B (71)

where y (r) is the asym ptotic —function, appearing in Eq. (66). Note that, because
ofTr™ = N ,onehas y (0) N =V . The spectral and trace nom s, respectively, give

hE 1 ™ N N ! 1)

From here 1
> ; (72)
Independently from the existence or absence ofm agnetic order.

For the twoparticlke reduced density m atrix, we have

L()=0; !]()=

1
o ) = 1 (o)) 1 () 5 L@ rY) 1 (i)
X\I 0 0
2 <8 > im)5@) @) ;). (73)
65

To sin plify the consideration, ket the particle Interactions be of long-range type, or
which the asym ptotic, asN ! 1 , decoupling

<S; > =<85;>< 85> i€ 3J)

isvalid. And also lt the Jattice be ideal, when, because of the translation invariance,
one has

>,

Si:

1
<S8;>=<8>; s —
N

=1
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Then the two-particle m atrix (73) becom es
1
2 (T rn) = 1 @) 1 @) St2<s >? @) 1 @)« (74)
T he elgenfunctions of thism atrix are
’ Oy — 1 ’ 0 ’ Oyvr .
i (L) = P—z (i@ 5@) 1) @15
wih ’ ; (r) being the localized orbitals. For a large system , we get
VLY 3 2 A
T2 §+2<S> ; i N ;

asN ! 1 . Thus, in the them odynam ic lim i, we nd

,()=0; !O()=}: (75)
p ’ o) 2
T his show s that, although the nom s of the reduced density m atrices do change un—
der the arising m agnetic order, that change is negligbl In the them odynam ic I it.
Hence, the indices !, ( ) are not suitable for describbing m agnetic phase transitions.
This problem can easily be resolved by going badk to the m ore general de nition
of the m atrix indices (10). Being interested in m agnetic order, it is reasonable to
work w ith correlation fiinctions com posed of spin operators. For Instance, the two-soin
correlator can be w ritten as

D ij (S ) < SJ §> . (76)
In general, the 2p-g0in correlator is
Dyigag ©) < S 5 S9) i S (77)

T he related spin-correlation m atrices DAp (S) are the m atrices w ith the elem ents (77).
Forexample, D1 (S)= DiS)lisanN N matrix wih the elem ents (76).
For a system de ned on an ideal lattice, the naturalwave functions are

1 4.
' @) = p?e“; (78)

with a; being a lattice vector. These functions form an orthonom alized basis, for

which X %

@) @) = ko "v@d)' @)= i3
i k
C aloulating the spectral nom of]j\l (S),we nd

2 3
~ % 1 _
P 6)T= supis s+ 1)+ <55 S e*35
k =1
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The trace nom yields

And for the trace, we have
TrB,6)= S (S + 1)N
W hen m agnetic order is absent, ie. < S >= 0, then fora large system , with N 1,
PLe)s 1; P.6)7F N

Hence, generalizing this, we get

1,(8)=10; !g(S)=% «s>=0): (79)

But as soon as there appear m agnetic order, then

W) N <s>*; i) Ni< s> §;
asN ! 1 .In thisway, we com e to the order ndices
,6)=16)=1 (KS>%60): (80)

Com paring Egs. (79) and (80), we see that the order indices ! , (S ) perfectly distinguish
between the existence and absence of m agnetic order. The description of the latter
by the Indices ! (S) is analogous to the characterization of B ose condensation by the
indices !, ( ). Thisisnot surprising, since the arising m agnetic order can be interpreted
as condensation ofm agnons [39].

7 Transitions w ith diagonal order

The eigenvalues of the reduced density m atrices %, are known to be sensitive to the
existence of the o -diagonal long—range order [3{6]. This iswhy the indices ! ; ( ) are
5o useful for characterizing phase transitions w ith arisihg o -diagonal order, such as
superconductivity and B ose condensation. Sin ilarly, the indices !, (S) are convenient
for describing m agnetic transitions. These indices, however, are not sensitive to the
appearance of the so—called diagonal long-range order, associated w ith the properties
ofthe diagonalelem ents of density m atrices. Am ong phase transitions w ith developing
diagonal order, we m ay m ention the m elting-crystallization phase transition, which is
o wellknown on earth and, presum ably, occurring In neutron stars B0]. The m xing-
strati cation transfom ation is also of this kind.

The di erence between phase transitions wih o -diagonal long-range order and
diagonal Iong—range order is in the follow ng. In the fom er case, the largest eigenvalue
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of one of the reduced density m atrices, and resoectively the related soectral nomm,
change from being of order one to the order of N P. Such a dram atic variation of the
nom , due to the arisihg o -diagonal order, inm ediately results in the sharp change
ofthe order index ! ( ). But so drastic increase of eigenvalues of the reduced density
m atrices does not happen under the appearing diagonal order, when all eigenvalues of
" ram ain of order one. Thus, forboth crystalline and liquid states

TeD 17 iy N

T herefore the Indices 1
le()=0; !g()=5 (81)

do not notice that the diagonal order has appeared.

Fortunately, w ith the general de nition of the m atrix order indices (1) or (10), we
are not obliged to dealexclusively w ith the density m atrices (12). Ik isalways possble
to de ne such a m atrix whose order index would be sensitive to any kind of arising
order.

As an illustration, lt us consider the crystallization transition. Introduce the
density-di erence operator

(r) (@) (0 ; (82)
w ith N =V being the average density. Statistical averaging of the operator (82)
gives
< @>= (@ ; © <70 ©>

Denetllematxi(]fl()whoseelanentsare
Di(;nrd)=< % @> : (83)

Sin ilarly, we m ay construct a m atrix DAP( ) ofany orderp = 1;2;::: as is explained
In Eg. (6). The elem ents ofDAp( ) satisfy the correlation weakening condition, eg.

< @ eYHY>7" < @O>< @ H> x &' 1):
In the case of Iiquid, w ith uniform density, we have
< (@®>=0; (x) =
E igenvalues oflj\l () are oforder 1, which yields
W05 1;  B.0n° NP
Follow Ing thisway, we nd
b()=0; 1oO)= 5 (84)
which signi es the absence of oxder.
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The occurrence of crystalline order is m arked by a well de ned crystallne lat-
tice spanned by the lattice vectors a;, with i = 1;2;:::;N . Introduce the function
D, (;aj;ay) asin Eq. (83) and the related m atrix DAl( )= D 1(aisay)], which is
an N N m atrix. The naturalwave functions for a lattice system are presented in Eq.
(78) . Em ploying the spectralnom , we get

WP N[ @ P N1

where a is any of a;, since for an ideal lattice, (@) = (a3). The sam e expression
follow s for the trace nom P 1 ( )§°. Finally, we cbtain

b()=1o()=1: (85)

A s is s=en, the om ation of crystalline order leads to the change of the m atrix indices
!o () from the values n Eq. (84) to those n Egq. (85).

A s s brief conclusion, let us stress that the m atrix order indices, Introduced in the
present paper, is a new general notion allow ing for the description and classi cation
of arbirary types of order, o -diagonalaswell as diagonal, Jong-range and m id-range,
occurring In In nite aswellas nite system s, and happening in di erent spaces (real,
m om entum , spin,:::). Them atrix order Indices can be wellde ned when the order pa—
ram eters do not exist. T hese indices are suitable for describing sharp phase transitions
as well as gradual crossovers.
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