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W e report on the com putation of the shift of the BoseE instein condensation tem perature for a

hom ogenous weakly interacting Bose gas in leading order in the diluteness param eter an

=3 where

a is the scattering length and n is the particle density. T he perturbative series, which isa icted by
Infrared divergences, is resum m ed by m eans of variational perturbation theory. U sing coe cients
through seven loops, we arrive at T =T, = 127 0:11 an'™*, which com pares favorably w ith recent

M onteC arlo data.

PACS numbers: 03.75Hh, 05.30.Jp, 1238Cy

I. INTRODUCTION
The BoseE Instein condensation BEC) tem perature
T. ofan idealgas of spin-0 B osons is given by

2=3
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2 n
To = —
m (3=2)

wherem is the m ass of the bosons, n their num ber den—
sity and we work throughout in unitswhereky = h= 1.
Infrared (IR ) divergencesprevent the perturbative evalu—
ation ofthe shift ofthe BEC tem perature due to a an all
repulsive interaction, param eterized by the correspond-
Ing s-wave scattering length a. Physically, these IR di-
vergences corresoond to critical uctuations that change
the universality class from G aussian to that of a three—
din ensionalscalar O (2)-symm etric eld theory.

A though i is clearthat T, changesby a sm allam ount
if the din ensionless diliteness param eter an'=> is am all
(for am allm om enta, a is the only relevant param eter of
the tw o-body Interaction potential), twasfora longtime
unclar, what the leading power in tem s of this param —
eter or the coe cient in front of it would be. M any at—
tem pts on the problem have provided di erent powers
and coe cients [L{24]. Recently, however, i has been
shown that the lading and next-to-leading behavior is
given by [7, 8, 15]

T

T = gan'+ B h@n')+ Fl@n')? +
0

In the work presented here, we determ ine ¢ num erically
while & is known exactly, <X m ay be determ ined by a

non-perturbative calculation analogous to the one pre—
sented here for determ ining ¢ ; for the exact value of GZO

Talk presented at the 12th IntemationalLaser P hysics W orkshop,
LPHY S’03 (H am burg, G em any, August 2529, 2003).

and a M C estin ate of &, see Ref. [16]). Resuls orq
In the literature range from  0:93 P]to 4:7 2], seeRefs.
[14,17]and the review R5],alsoFig.lbelow . In [/]itwas
shown that ¢ is exclusively generated by infrared uc-
tuations and that consequently three-din ensional eld
theory is su cient for the determ mation of c;. It ap—
pears that them ost reliable results for ¢y before ourwork
have been obtained by M onte-Carlo M C) sin ulations in
three-din ensional eld theory [13, 14].

Here we expand T . In a perturbative series, which
is subsequently resummed to obtain the physical non-—
perturbative 1im it. W hile sin ple schem es such as Pade
approxin ants m ay slow Iy converge tow ards the correct
value, our schem e of choice is K kednert’s eld theoretic
variational perturbation theory VPT, see R6{28] and
Chapters 5 and 19 of the textbooks R9] and [30], respec—
tively; In proving perturbation theory ®T) by a vari
ational principle goes back at least to [B1l]), which has
proven very usefiill for the investigation of critical phe—
nom ena.

II. FIELD THEORY

The them odynam ic equilbriim properties of a ho—
m ogenous gas of spin-0 Bosons m ay be described in
the grand canonical ensemble with the help of a non—
relativistic 3+ 1)-din ensional eld theory in im agihary

tine , given by the Euclidean action
2 z @ 1 2
a
S = 4 dJ&x — —r? + — 2,
3+1 , e om ( )
(3)

where isthe chem icalpotential. T his assum es that the
m om enta of the particles are sm all enough so that their
Interaction potential is well descrbed by jist one pa—
ram eter, the s-w ave scattering length a. It also assum es
that three— and m ore particle interactions are rare, ie.
that the gas is dilute. It tums out that the leading per-
turbative contrdoution to T . is / a®. Tn consequence,
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the lading contrbution to T . arises exclisively from
tem s that are infrared divergent in the fram ework of
PT. This is why, for the determm ination of ¢, we can
set all M atsubara frequencies to zero or, equivalently,
work with a threedin ensional eld theory [7]. Denot-
ng the zero-M atsubaram odesby o, w%dﬂle the elds
and param eters of thistheory by o= mT ( 1+ 1),

Thare = 2m ,u = 48 am T, and obtain the three—
din ensional E uclidean action
Z
1, Thare » u o,
S3=  &x = + 22E 2y 4
3 x SF T+ i @)

Forthe determ nation ofquantities that are not govemed
by the lrading IR divergences, onem ay still use a three—
din ensional eld theory which, however, is obtained by a
m ore com plicated m atching procedure, which introduces
corrections to the above relations of the param eters of
the (3+ 1)-dim ensionaland the three-din ensionaltheory
and also necessitates the inclusion of m ore Interaction
term s. Thism atching is descrdbed in detail in [16].

From the idealgas result (1) one obtains, In leading
order, the relation [7]

= -, 5

To 3 n ©)

where T . is the shift of the condensation tem perature

for xed n and n is the shift of the critical particle

density or xed condensation tem perature. In our eld-
theoretic setup, n is given by

n= h i=mT h %i: ®)

Combining (1), 2), ) and (6), ¢ is given by

h *i @)
C =
" Nu crit
with = 256 3=[ 3=2)f° 2206:19 and the re—
m aining task is to com pute the critical lim it of
. Z s " #
DAl IR ) ) © om ;
N u u @2 )3 0 u !
(8)

where G and G are the Interacting and the free propa—
gator, respectively. In (7) and (8) we have conveniently
generalized them odel 4) toan O N ) eld theory, where

= (17255 n), 2 2 a. Thisallows to m ake con—
tact w ith the exactly known largeN result forc B]and
wih theM C resutsorN = 1 and N = 4 [32].

The theory (4) is superrenom alizable. A convenient
and popular renom alization schem e is given by de n—
Ing a renom alized param eter r = Lyare 0), where

() is the selfenergy. Now all Feynm an diagram s can
be com puted w ithout reqularization. The critical lim it
is obtained by ktting r ! 0, as can be seen from
the structure of the full propagator, which reads now
G)=1=f’+r [ 0)1g. For the free propa—
gator Dlows G ) = 1= + r) R0].

In a schemeused In [12, 18, 19, 22, 33], the free prop—
agator is taken always critical, Go (o) = 1=p°. This gen—
erates an unnatural non—zero one-doop contribution to

h ?i, even I the absence of interactions. A lthough
this contrdbution vanishes as r ! 0, i strongly in u-
ences resum m ation and is responsble for the an allvalue
ofc = 0:92 0:43 B4]in Ref. R2].

III. PERTURBATIVE SERIES FOR ¢

In PT, h 2%i=N u may be written as a power series

in uy Nu=4 r'*?. De ning a fiunction ¢ (,) wih
¢ =ln,, 1 ¢ @), wehave
® 12
a WUy) = au; <t )

=1

T he Inclusion ofN in the de nition ofu, ism otivated by
the fact that then the a; rem ain nite even In the lim it
N ! 1 , facilitating the com parison w ih the exactly
known largeN resul B]. The successfiil application of
VPT tothe largeN lim i hasbeen dem onstrated in R3].
T he perturbative series can be represented by Feyn-
m an diagram s and then becom es a loop expansion. T he
subtraction ofthe zero-m om entum part ofthe selfenergy
In the fullpropagator has to be perfom ed recursively for
all subdiagram s. W e denote this procedure by an opera—
torR [R3,24]. The rst non—zero perturbative coe cient
arises at the three-loop level, since the low estm om entum —
dependent selfenergy contribution has two loops. The
perturbative coe cient at L loops is given by

1 X
ar, u = —

RD ; 10
Na L k 10)

k=1

where n;, is the num ber of contrbuting diagram s in L—
loop orderand D 1, x is the k-th L—-loop diagram . T here
are n;, = 0;0;1;1;5;12;56 diagram s at one- through
seven—loop order (see [B5] for a convenient way of con-—
structing all necessary diagram s together wih their
weights) and the expansion for ¢; (u,) starts out as

C (ur)

_ g T i il
—N—uRl_u+Rq_TIq+R LR |q_|q
_ _ . #
+ R |zlll E + R g: -ql|q+ R g: -ql|q+

1)
E g., the coe cient a 3 is given by
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T he resuls for diagram s through six loops In the renor—
m alization schem e em ployed here can be found in [B6].
The seven-loop diagram s have been com puted in 1991
and used for the determm ination of critical exponents for
N = 0;1;2;3 in B7]. They were provided to the author
by B .Nickel B8] and m ay be ound In R4]. The resuting

perturbative coe cients orN = 2 area ;= 101209
104, as = 299626 10°, as = 1149872 1072,
ag= 585519 10 °,a;= 3:30467 10°.

Iv. RESUMMATION AND RESULTS

For cbtaining theu, ! 1 lm i of ¢ (u,), the series
(9) needs to be resumm ed. For critical uctuations phe-
nomena, VPT isan appropriate tool, since i is designed
to accom m odate the largeu, behavior of physical quan—
tities In the critical 1im it, given in our case by

a W) = fou,™! 13)

w ith an irrationalexponent ! °. The leading class of cor-
rections of a physical quantity that rem ains nite In the
critical 1im it are integer pow ers oft’ [0, 39, 40], where
t (T T.)=T., isthe critical exponent of the corre—
lation length and ! = %@ ) in a renom alization group
approach. In our renom alization schem e, the propagator
obeysG (o= 0)= 1=r/ t .Using the universalscaling
relation = (2 ), where is the anom alous din en—
sion ofthe critical propagator, ie.G c= 0) / 1=p*> 1
the an alltp lin it, we see that we have to set
10— 2_'
! > 14)
n (13).
The ansatz (13) does not account for so-called con—
uent singularities which cause the true largeu, expan—
sion to also contain other negative pow ers ofu,, which
are subleading at least compared to u,' . W e can ex-
pect m ethods that can accom m odate the leading behav—
jor n (13) correctly to converge faster to the true result
than m ethods having the w rong leading behavior such as
eg.Pade approxin ants or the linear expansion (LDE),
the latter being used extensively for the current prob-—
lem [12, 18{21]. O n the other hand, convergence w illbe
slow ed by the fact that we do not m ake an ansatz re ect—
ng the fullpower structure in u,, but the expansion (13)
w ill try to m In ic the neglected subleading powers.
T he altemating signsofthe a;, suggest that the pertur-
bative serdes forc (U, ) isBorelsum m able. In the context

of critical phenom ena, such series have been successfully
resumm ed using K lelnert’s VP T . A ccurate critical expo—
nents R7, 28, 30] and am plitude ratios E[41] have been
obtained. For a truncated partial sum
(9), the m ethod requires replacing

( " o #)

L 12
=1 a1y of

15)

(note that this is an dentity for t = 1), reexpanding
the resulting expression i t through ¢ 2, setthhg t= 1
and then optim izing in @, where optin izing is done in
accordance w ith the principle of m inin al sensitivity [A2]
and In practice m eans nding appropriate stationary or
tuming points. That is, we replace

1 . " !0 #k
12 | 4l x 2)=! E 1
r * k ur

k=0

u (1e)
and optin ize the resulting expression in @¢. Foru, ! 1,
we obtain the L-doop approxin ation of £y,

ALl #
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Resuls are only availabl starting at four loops, sihoe
tw 0 non-zero perturbative coe cients are necessary for
VPT towork. E g.,, In fourdoop order the optim ization
yields
2 12
as 1+ 5
e+ a? = ———L

4
fO( )
4a4

opt, as 1+ %
(18)

asthe best attem pt at detem Ining £y and thusc, = £j.

ForN = 2, wehave ! = 0579 001, = 02037
0:003 (see, eg., B0)) and thus, using (14), !'°= 0805
0011. The Pur- through seven-loop results are ¢ =
0:948,1:062,1:126,1:161.

10, ay also be determ ined selfconsistently 7,29, 30].
A ssum Ing a behavior of ¢ (uy) as in (13), the quan-
tity dIng (u,)=dInu, has an expansion of the same
type wih the same !° as ¢ (), but wih a vanishing
largeu, lim it (le. is largeu, expansion starts out w ith
fo = 0). !%istuned such that the valie VP T gives r
dhc uy)=dhu, is zero in a given Joop order. This ! °
is then used as an nput for the determ ination of the ap—
proxim ation of ¢; (U,) at the sam e loop order. The ve—
through seven-loop results are ¢ = 1:399, 1:383, 1:376.

From the fact that the =xed-!° results m onotoni-
cally rise with the loop order, while the results wih
selfoonsistent ! 0 &ll, we estin ate that the true value
lies inbetween and conclude from the resumm ed results
through seven loops that

g =127 0:11: 19)

Our treatment or N = 2 m ay easily be repeated for
arbitrary N . E g, orN = 1 one ocbtains

¢ = 107 0:10; (20)



while forN = 4, the resuk is

¢ =154 0:11: (21)

V. DISCUSSION

M any di erent results have been obtained for c;; see
R4]and corresponding references therein for criticism sof
m ost ofthem . A com parison ofour resuls through seven
loops w ith m ost other resuls found in the literature is
given In Fig.1l.Ourresult (19) is In agreem em t w ith the

+[19]1 LDE*, 4 1oops
+[71sc interpol. |

3.0

. [é9] (LDDF'ar4e| g]ops’ 2.5
il g
2.0F +(171 sc bubble sum] 2. 0
+[101 NLO | ar ge-N

1.5} +[19]LDE, 5 loops 11,5
— 141 NC
NAREI )
L *, 00ps ]

10t —— (221 VPT+ 5 1oops] 1+ 0
+[51LO Ursell Ops.

0.5} + (201 LDE, 5 loops 4 0.5
F141MC

4 5 6 7

FIG .1: Com parison ofc; from VPT asa function ofthe num —
berofloopsL forN = 2w ih m ost results from other sources.
U pper dots: selfconsistent (sc) ! ° Lowerdots: !°= 0:805.
LDE’ indicates use of LDE with a resumm ation m ethod for
accelerated convergence. The labelVP T’ indicates the inclu-
sion of a non—zero one-loop term in Ref. 2], which is absent
in the present treatm ent, labeled by VPT .

apparently m ost reliable other sources available, nam ely
the M C results from the three-din ensionaltheory: ¢ =
129 005by K ashumikov, P rokof'ev and Svistunov [13]
and ¢ = 132 0:02 by Amold and M oore [14].

MC results or N = 1 and N = 4 are also availkbl.
X . Sun has computed h 2i.g.=u for these cases [32]

which translate to ¢ = 109 009 or N = 1 and
g = 159 010 orN = 4. Our values (20) and (1)
agree well w ith these results. This provides additional
con dence that in fact both M C and our VPT resuls
are trustw orthy estim ates orc; .

W e would like to em phasize that the coe cient c; isof
physical relevance not only for the case of a strictly ho—
m ogenous gas, but also for a trap that issu ciently w ide
to allow forcritical uctuations [L0, 43]. Ifexpressed asa
function of the totalnum ber of particles N, the leading
e ect on the shift ofthe condensation tem perature is ob—
tained from mean eld theory and only in second order
the In ucence of critical uctuations can be f£lt 43, 44].
In contrast, if expressed In temm s of the central density
n ofparticks, the leading e ect is detem ined by critical

uctuations as we have seen here. It would therefore be
desirable to know not only the total num ber of particles
N, (@s in a recent experim ent @45]) but also the central
density ofparticles in experin ents that m easure the con—
densation tem perature. In this context we would also
like to stress that it is no contradiction that the sign of
the change of T, is di erent in both cases, since di erent
physicalquantities N, and n are kept xed, respectively.
Let us tum this around: For a given condensation tem —
perature, a an all repulsive interaction causes the corre—
soonding central density in a wide trap to be lowered
and the totalnum ber of particles to be raised com pared
to the idealgas case.
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