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W ecom putetheshiftofthetransition tem peraturefora hom ogenousweakly interacting Bosegas

in leadingorderin thescatteringlength a forgiven particledensity n.Usingvariationalperturbation

theory through six loops in a classicalthree-dim ensionalscalar �eld theory,we obtain �T c=Tc =

1:25� 0:13an
1=3

,in agreem entwith recentM onte-Carlo results.

PACS num bers:03.75.H h,05.30.Jp,12.38.Cy

A dilutehom ogenousBosegaswith particledensity n,

where the scattering length a is sm allcom pared to the

interparticle spacing � n�1=3 is a �ne exam ple ofhow,

undertherightconditions,collectivee�ectscan generate

strongly coupled m odesfrom m icroscopicdegreesoffree-

dom exhibiting non-zero,but arbitrarily weak interac-

tions.Theseconditionsarem etwhen thetem peratureis

closetothetransition tem peratureforBose-Einsteincon-

densation (BEC).Naive perturbation theory (PT)then

breaksdown forphysicalquantitiessensitive to the col-

lective long-wavelength m odes. O ne ofthe basic ques-

tionsisaboutthenatureand sizeoftheshiftoftheBEC

transition tem peratureduetotheinteractions.Although

attem ptsatthe problem have a long history [1,2],only

therecentadventofexperim entalrealizationsofBEC in

dilute gaseshave prom pted considerable work to �nally

solve the problem both qualitatively and quantitatively

[3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20].

Here we treatthe case ofa hom ogenousgasasopposed

to,e.g.,the caseofa harm onictrap [21].

The appropriate form alfram ework for the treatm ent

ofthe m any-particle Schr�odinger equation describing a

gasofidenticalspin-0 bosonsisnon-relativistic (3+ 1)-

dim ensional�eld theory. Being interested only in equi-

librium quantities,we switch to im aginary tim e � = it

and considerthe Euclidean action

S3+ 1=

Z
�

0

d�

Z

d
3
x

�

 
�

�
@

@�
�
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2m
r
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� �

�

 +
2�a

m
( �

 )2
�

;

(1)

where m is the m ass ofthe bosons and � the chem ical

potentialand weworkin unitswherekB = �h = 1.Forthe

description ofthe physicsinvolving the long-wavelength

m odes,the m odeswith non-zero M atsubara frequencies

m ay be integrated outfrom the theory,leaving a three-

dim ensionalclassical�eld theory. This is,in general,a

com plicated procedure,but,asa �rstapproxim ation,we

m ay sim ply ignorethe dependence of on � and obtain

the three-dim ensionale�ective Euclidean action

S3 =

Z

d
3
x

�
1

2
jr �j

2 +
rbare

2
�
2 +

u

24
(�2)2

�

(2)

with the identi�cations  =
p
m T(�1 + i�2), rbare =

� 2m �,u = 48�am T. For details on the m atching be-

yond this approxim ation and why,for our purposes,it

is indeed justi�ed to use (2),see Ref.[15]. It is conve-

nientto generalizethem odel(2)to an O (N )�eld theory,

where� = (�1;:::;�N ),�
2 � �a�a.Thisallowsto m ake

contact with the exactly known large-N result for �T c

[8].

It has been argued convincingly [7, 8, 14] that the

shift ofthe transition tem perature away from the non-

interacting value

T0 =
2�

m

�
n

�(3=2)

�2=3

(3)

m ay be expanded as

�T c

T0
= c1an

1=3 + [c02 ln(an
1=3)+ c

00

2](an
1=3)2 + � � � (4)

and thatthe constantc1 isindependentofthe non-zero

M atsubaram odesand can becom puted within theabove

three-dim ensional�eld theory (2)(forthe exactvalueof

c02 and an approxim ateevaluation ofc
00

2,seeRef.[15]).

Apart from the fact that the leading dependence of

�T c on a hasonly been resolved recently [7],attem ptsat

thedeterm ination ofc1 haveproduced resultsfrom � 0:93

[9]to 4:7 [2]ashasbeen sum m arized forinstancein Ref.

[13],see also Fig.2 below.The variousapproacheshave

di�erent weaknesses and we com m ent on som e ofthem

below.Itappearsthatthem ostreliableresultssofarare

obtained by M onte-Carlo sim ulations(M C)[12,13].

Im proving perturbation theory by a variationalprinci-

pleisan old idea [22].Earlierattem ptsusing resum m ed

PT to determ ine �T c [11,17,18,19]haveem ployed the

linear� expansion (LDE).These were criticized in Refs.

[20,23],where K leinert’s�eld theoretic variationalper-

turbation theory (VPT,see [26,27,28]and Chapters5

and 19 ofthe textbooks[29]and [30],respectively)was

used through �ve loops. W e extend this calculation to

six loopswith a di�erenttreatm entoftheone-loop term ,

which isabsenthere.O ur�rstnon-zero coe�cientarises

only at three loops. In consequence,we obtain a 30%

largerresultthan Ref.[20].W ecom m enton theissueat

the end ofthe paragraph following Eq.(8)below.

Afterthe interaction isturned on,we can eithertune

the tem perature by �T c or the particle density by �n

to bring the system back to the transition,keeping the

respective other quantity �xed. Eq.(3) relates the two

shiftsin leading order[7],

�T c

T0
= �

2

3

�n

n
: (5)
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In otherwords,we m ay determ ine c1 by com puting �n

at the criticalpoint. �n is related to the interaction-

induced shiftofh�2iin the three-dim ensionaltheory by

�n = �h �
 i= m T�h� 2

i: (6)

Com bining (3),(4),(5)and (6),c1 isgiven by

c1 = �
256�3

[�(3=2)]4=3

�h� 2i

N u

�
�
�
�
crit:

� � 2206:19
�h� 2i

N u

�
�
�
�
crit:

(7)

and therem aining task isto com putethecriticallim itof

�h� 2i=N u in the three-dim ensionaltheory.W e have

�h� 2
i= N

Z
d3p

(2�)3
[G (p)� G 0(p)]; (8)

whereG and G 0 aretheinteractingand thefreepropaga-

tor,respectively.The theory (2)issuper-renorm alizable

and only rbare hasto betuned to cancelUV divergences

(a furtherdivergence in the free energy isofno interest

to us here). A convenient renorm alization schem e de-

�nesthe renorm alized quantity r = rbare � �(0),where

�(p) is the self-energy. The fullpropagatorreads then

G (p)= 1=fp2+ r� [�(p)� �(0)]gandr= 0correspondsto

thecriticalpoint,whereBEC takesplace.Consequently,

G 0(p)= 1=(p2 + r) [19]. Another popular schem e is to

use G 0(p) = 1=p2 [11,17,18,20,23]. This generates

an unnaturalone-loop contribution to �T c even in the

absenceofinteractions.Although thiscontribution van-

ishesasr! 0,itstrongly inuencesresum m ation and is

responsibleforthe sm allvalue ofc1 in Ref.[20].

Perturbation theory organizes�h� 2i=N u in a loop ex-

pansion

�h� 2i

N u
=

1X

l= 1

alu
l�2

r
; ur �

N u

4�r1=2
: (9)

At one loop, there is no interaction and therefore the

di�erence in (8) vanishes. There is also no two-loop

contribution since ourrenorm alization schem e subtracts

allgraphscontainingm om entum -independentself-energy

insertionsand thereisnotwo-loop graph withoutsuch an

insertion.Thisreectsthefactthattheone-loop correc-

tion ofthe propagatorm erely renorm alizesthe chem ical

potential,which does not lead to a shift in the critical

tem perature[7,16].Thethree-loop contribution is

a3ur =
1

N u

2

4

� �

� �
�
�

�
�

q q

�

�
� �

� �
�
�

�
�

q q

�

3

5 = �
(1+ 2

N
)ln 4

3

576�2
ur;

(10)

wherethedashed boxm eansthattheenclosed self-energy

contribution hastobetaken atzeroexternalm om entum .

The three-loop case exhibitsthe only type ofdivergence

appearing atany loop orderofthecalculation,the\sun-

set"subdivergencewhich causesthetwodiagram sin (10)

to be UV divergent. O ne m ay either regulate each dia-

gram and rem ovetheregulatorfrom the�nitedi�erence

or,m uch sim pler,perform the m om entum integrations

only afterthe subtraction to arriveatthe given result.

To save space,it is convenient to de�ne an operator

R thatrecursively subtractsthezero-m om entum contri-

butions ofallself-energy insertions ofa given diagram .

E.g.,thecom bination ofdiagram sin Eq.(10)isthen rep-

resented byR applied tothe�rstdiagram .Thediagram s

through six loops,theirweightsand O (N )sym m etry fac-

torsaswellasthenum ericalvaluesofthecorresponding

integralsaregiven in TableI. Thelatterwereobtained

by own com putationsand con�rm ed by extracting them

from Ref.[24]. Detailswillbe presented elsewhere [25].

Thevaluesforthediagram sthrough �veloopsareconsis-

tentwith thosein Ref.[19][wehavem orepreciseresults

for diagram s 5-4 and 5-5,though;the �ve-loop results

of[17]have to be taken with care since at least two of

the diagram s (5-2 and 5-3) are wrong there,while the

corresponding coe�cienta 5 iso� by 10% ].

The resulting perturbative coe�cients are a 1 = a2 =

0,a3 = � 5:06047� 10�5 ,a4 = 2:99626� 10�6 ,a5 =

� 1:93583� 10�7 ,a6 = 1:31373� 10�8 forN ! 1 and

a1 = a2 = 0,a3 = � 1:01209� 10�4,a4 = 2:99626� 10�5 ,

a5 = � 1:19872� 10�5 ,a6 = 5:85519� 10�6 forN = 2.

To extract the r ! 0 lim it of(9),we need to apply

a resum m ation algorithm . The alternating signs ofthe

coe�cients a l suggest to use a Borel-type m ethod,but

sincewehaveno inform ation on thedistanceofthe�rst

singularity ofthe Borelsum from the origin in the com -

plex plane, we proceed di�erently and use VPT.This

m ethod has proven to yield accurate results for critical

exponents [27,28,30]and am plitude ratios [31]in the

present context ofcriticalphenom ena. The crucialat-

tractivefeature ofVPT forourpurpose isthatitallows

toim plem entthecorrectW egnerexponentofapproachto

scaling! [= �0(g�)in arenorm alization group treatm ent]

[32]. Forquantitieslike �h� 2i=N u thatrem ain �nite at

thecriticalpoint,thisapproach has,in ourrenorm aliza-

tion schem e,an expansion

�h� 2i

N u
=

1X

m = 0

fm u
�m !

0

r
; (11)

where!0= 2!=(2� �)and � istheanom alousdim ension

ofthe criticalpropagator.

For a truncated partial sum
P

L

l= 1
alu

l�2
r

of (9),

K leinert’sVPT requiresreplacing

u
l�2
r

! (t̂u)l�2

(

1+ t

"�
û

ur

� !
0

� 1

#) �(l�2)=!
0

(12)

(note that this is an identity for t = 1), reexpanding

the resulting expression in tthrough tL �2 ,setting t= 1

and then optim izing in û,where optim izing is done in

accordancewith the principle ofm inim alsensitivity [33]

and in practice m eans�nding appropriate stationary or

turning points.Thatis,wereplace

u
l�2

r
! û

l�2

L �lX

k= 0

 

� (l� 2)=!0

k

! "�
û

ur

� !
0

� 1

#k

(13)

and optim izetheresulting expression in û.Forur ! 1 ,

we obtain the L-loop approxim ation ofthe r ! 0 lim it
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L-n w L-n gL-n

diagram IL-n

3-1 1

6

N (N + 2)

3
R
� �

� �
�
�

�
�q q

� � 7:24858� 10� 5

4-1 1

4

N (N + 2)(N + 8)

27
R
� �

� �

�
�
T
Tq q

q

� � 2:04919� 10
� 6

5-1 1

8

N (N + 2)(N
2
+ 6N + 20)

81
R
� �

� �

q

q

q

q

� � 6:32139� 10
� 8

5-2 1

12

N (N + 2)
2

9
R

l l

� �


 	
q

q

q

q
�

4:20763� 10
� 9

5-3 1

36

N (N + 2)
2

9
R

l l

� �


 	
q

q

q

q

�
2:32536� 10

� 9

5-4 1

4

N (N + 2)(5N + 22)

81
R

l l


 	

� �
�

	
qq

q

q
�

� 3:47299� 10� 8

5-5 1

4

N (N + 2)(5N + 22)

81
R

l l


 	

� �
�

	
qq

q

q

�
� 5:39050� 10

� 8

6-1 1

16

N (N + 2)(N
3
+ 8N

2
+ 24N + 48)

243
R

� �

� �

q

q

q

q

q
�

� 2:04830� 10
� 9

6-2 1

8

N (N + 2)
2
(N + 8)

81
R

l
l

l




� �

�
q

q

q

q

q

�

1:83919� 10� 10

6-3 1

12

N (N + 2)
2
(N + 8)

81
R

l
l

l




� �

�
q

q

q

q

q

�
8:98169� 10� 11

6-4 1

24

N (N + 2)
2
(N + 8)

81
R

l
l

l




� �

�
q

q

q

q

q

�

1:40475� 10
� 10

6-5 1

6

N (N + 2)
2
(N + 8)

81
R

l
l

l




� �

�
q

q

q

q

q

� 1:23133� 10
� 10

6-6 1

4

N (N + 2)(3N
2
+ 22N + 56)

243
R

lll


 	

� �
�

	
qqq

q

q

�
� 1:10895� 10� 9

6-7 1

4

N (N + 2)(3N
2
+ 22N + 56)

243
R

lll


 	

� �
�

	
qqq

q

q

�
� 1:65022� 10

� 9

6-8 1

8

N (N + 2)(3N
2
+ 22N + 56)

243
R

lll


 	

� �
�

	
qqq

q

q
�

� 8:05795� 10
� 10

6-9 1

2

N (N + 2)(N
2
+ 20N + 60)

243R

� �

� �

q
q

q

q

q

�
�@
@
� � 6:27851� 10

� 10

6-10 1

2

N (N + 2)(N
2
+ 20N + 60)

243R

� �

� �

q
q

q

q

q

�
�@
@

� 1:06164� 10
� 9

6-11 1

4

N (N + 2)(N
2
+ 20N + 60)

243R

� �

� �

q
q

q

q

q

�
�@
@

�

� 1:32467� 10
� 9

6-12 1

6

N (N + 2)(5N + 22)

81
R

� �

� �

q

q

q

q

q
�

� 4:25366� 10� 10

TABLE I: D iagram sfrom threethrough six loops,theirweightsw L-n,O (N )sym m etry factorsgL-n and num ericalresultsIL-n

forthe corresponding integralsforr= 1.The contribution ofeach diagram to h�
2
iis(� u)

L � 1
r
1� L =2

w L-ngL-nIL-n.

of�h� 2i=N u,

f
(L )

0
= opt̂

u

"
LX

l= 1

alû
l�2

L �lX

k= 0

 

� (l� 2)=!0

k

!

(� 1)k

#

:

(14)

Results are only available starting at four loops,since

two non-zero perturbative coe�cients are necessary for

VPT to work.

W e �rst treat the N ! 1 lim it, where � = 0 and

! = !0 = 1 (see,e.g.,Ref.[30]). Forlarge N ,the only

surviving diagram sare 3-1,4-1,5-1,6-1 and their gen-

eralization to higher orders,which are alleasy to com -

pute. The corresponding resum m ed results start out

as f
(4)

0
= � 8:54677 � 10�4 , f

(5)

0
= � 9:14163 � 10�4 ,

f
(6)

0
= � 9:55894� 10�4 .W e haveplotted f

(4)

0
;:::;f

(40)

0

in Fig.1.They areseen to converge,albeitslowly,to the

exact result �h� 2i=N u = � 1=96�2 = � 1:05543� 10�3

[8]. W e willreturn to the issue ofslow convergence for

the N ! 1 lim itbelow.

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

-0.001

-0.0009

-0.0008

-0.0007

-0.0006

-0.0005

FIG .1: Resum m ed results for �h�
2
i=N u as a function of

thenum berofloopsL forN ! 1 .Upperdots:LD E.Lower

dots:VPT.Solid line:exactresult.

The LDE used in Refs.[11,17,18,19]correspondsto

arbitrarilysetting!0= 2.Thecorrespondingvaluesstart

outasf
(4)

0
= � 4:80756� 10�4 ,f

(5)

0
= � 5:53705� 10�4 ,

f
(6)

0
= � 6:11288� 10�4 .W ehaveincluded f

(4)

0
;:::;f

(40)

0

in Fig.1 to dem onstrate the at best very slow conver-

gence. There are attem pts to accelerate it [18],but it

hasbeen argued in Ref.[23]thatLDE isinapplicableto

�eld theory wheneverthere is an irrationalexponentof

approach to scaling.

Now we turn to the case N = 2. W e em ploy two ap-

proacheswhen determ iningther! 0lim itof�h� 2i=N u.

O ne of them uses the known values ! = 0:79 � 0:01,

� = 0:037 � 0:003 (see,e.g., Ref.[30]) and thus !0 =

0:805� 0:011 forN = 2,and the otherself-consistently

determ ines !0 at each order. W ith !0 = 0:805 (its un-

certainty � 0:011 causesa 1% uncertainty ofthe �xed-!0

six-loop estim ateforc1)weobtain f
(4)

0
= � 4:297� 10�4 ,

f
(5)

0
= � 4:814� 10�4 ,f

(6)

0
= � 5:103� 10�4 ,whosetrans-

lation to c1 via (7)isplotted in Fig.2.

4 5 6

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

4 MC

5 LO Ursell Ops.

6 MC

7 self-consist.

8 LO large-N

10 NLO large-N

11 LDE, 3 loops

12 MC
13 MC

17 LDE, 4 loops

17 LDE, 5 loops

19 LDE, 5 loops

20 VPT*, 5loops

VPT

FIG .2: c1 asa function ofthenum berofloopsL forN = 2.

Upperdots: self-consistent!
0
. Lowerdots: !

0
= 0:805. The

labelVPT’indicatestheinclusion ofanon-zeroone-loop term

in Ref.[20],which isabsentin thepresenttreatm ent,labeled

by VPT.Also included are m ostresultsfrom othersources.
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The expected large-L behavior in VPT has the form

f0+ A exp[� B (L� 3)1�!
0

][27,29,30].However,even and

odd loop ordersin VPT are,in ourcase,obtained from

extrem a and turning points,respectively,which causes

them to behave slightly di�erently. This prohibits a

trustworthy extrapolation to L ! 1 atthecurrentloop

order.Note thatin the large-N lim it,where !0= 1,the

expected large-L behaviorturns into f0 + A 0=(L � 3)B
0

and an analysisofthedatashown in Fig.1,butextended

through f
(150)

0
,yieldsA 0� 3:4� 10�4 ,B 0� 1:0.

Fordeterm ining !0 self-consistently [27,30],we apply

VPT to thequantity dln(�h� 2i=N u)=dlnur and exploit

thefactthatitvanishesasur ! 1 and thatitslarge-ur
expansion hasthesam e!0-exponentas�h� 2i=N u.That

is,ateach loop orderwetune!0such thattheoptim iza-

tion procedure leads to a vanishing approxim ation for

the large-ur lim it ofdln(�h�
2i=N u)=dlnur. This !0 is

then used atthesam eloop orderin (14).O urresultsare

f
(5)

0
= � 6:343� 10�4 and f

(6)

0
= � 6:268� 10�4 ,with cor-

responding !0-values!0(5) = 0:6212 and !0(6) = 0:6381.

Via (7)they areconverted to theestim atesforc1 plotted

in Fig.2.

Taking the averageand the di�erence ofourtwo esti-

m atesforf
(6)

0
asthe m ean valueand the totalerrorbar

ofour�nalresult,respectively,wearriveat�h� 2i=N u =

� (5:69� 0:58)� 10�4 and via(7)atc1 = 1:25� 0:13.This

isin agreem entwith therecentM C data c1 = 1:32� 0:02

[13]and c1 = 1:29� 0:05 [12](see Refs.[13,14]for ex-

planationsofthe low M C value in Ref.[4];see Ref.[13]

for a critique ofthe M C calculation ofRef.[6]). Fig.2

showsa com parison with m ostavailableresults.

In sum m ary,we provide a theoretically well-founded

resum m ed perturbative result for c1, com paring favor-

ably with recentM onte-Carlo data.

The author is gratefulto H.K leinert for im portant

suggestions,m any discussions,and a carefulreading of

them anuscript;alsotoE.Braaten form any helpfulcom -

m entson them anuscriptand to B.Nickeland T.Binoth

forusefulcom m unications.
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