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Abstrat

We disuss the linear response of the Bogolyubov theory of a weakly interating Bose gas

below the ritial temperature. The spei� aspets, due to indued perturbation terms in the

self-onsistent treatment are disussed in detail. We show that Bogolyubov's model having a

gap-less equilibrium spetrum nevertheless gives rise to an e�etive suseptibility whih does not

satisfy the super-�uidity riterion of Hohenberg and Martin.

1 Introdution.

The theoretial interest for Bose-Einstein Condensation (BEC) has largely inreased in the last years

due to spetaular experimental evidene with old atoms in a magneti trap [1, 2℄. Most of the

theoretial disussion for weakly interating bosons is going within the frame of the equilibrium Bo-

golyubov model [3℄. (See some reent books [4, 5℄ for the reent status of the theory as well as a

disussion of this model related to some rigorous results in [6℄). This model is atually also a self-

onsistent one, being however a trunation of the general self-onsistent (s..) Hartree-Fok (HF)

approximation with the purpose to obtain a gap-less quasi-partile spetrum, the former being from

the variational point of view thermodynamially better. On the other hand, the evolution in real

time towards equilibrium and the response of ondensed bosoni systems to time-dependent exter-

nal perturbations require a onsideration of the self-onsistent sheme out of equilibrium. Outside

equilibrium the self-onsistent averages, inluding the anomalous ones like the order parameter, are

time-dependent and give rise to an indued perturbation. This aspet known also in the ordinary

theory Hartree-Fok theory of Coulomb interating partiles modi�es essentialy the theory of linear

response of a weakly interating Bose gas. We revisit here the linear response properties of the

Bogolyubov theory . Our analysis shows, that the Martin- Hohenberg [7℄ riterion for supra-�uidity

is atually not satis�ed in this model. Although the density-density �utuation at k = 0 diverges

logarithmially at small frequenies [5℄, the e�etive suseptibility remains �nite.

2 The self-onsistent Hartree-Fok approximation for weakly

interating bosons.

As it is well-known, the maro-anonial density matrix
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� =
1

Z
e
��(H ��N )

is the solution of the following variational problem for the free energy:

G = inf�Tr

�

�

�

H � �N +
1

�
ln(�)

��

with � � 0 and Tr� = 1 .

The equilibrium Hartree -Fok approximation is the approximate solution of this problem with

the variational reservoir

�test =
1

Z
e
��(H test��N )

where H test is the most general one-partile test Hamiltonian.

It is known [8℄, that if

H test� �N =
X

�

c�A �

with A � given operators and c� the orresponding variational parameters, the minimum of the above

variational problem is ahieved for

c� =
@hH � �N i

@hA �i
where h� � � i� Tr(�test� � � ):

If the operators A � are bilinear and linear ombinations of reation and annihilation operators, then

the (�rst) Wik theorem for equilibrium averages an be used to express < H � �N > as a funtion

of < A � > for all � 's. This gives rise to the usual HF oe�ients. While applying these results to

bosoni systems one should take into aount the existene of anomalous averages.

Atually the s.. Hartree-Fok Hamiltonian is determined by the variational priniple up to a

onstant (�HF onstant�) , whih may be �xed by the requirement

hH i= hH testi:

Here of ourse the above desribed Wik 's theorem must be applied also on the left hand side of

this equation.

The resulting s.. Hartree-Fok Hamiltonian may be generalized suessfully under the same

form also to non-equilibrium, however all the non-equilibrium the averages are now time dependent.

It may be shown, that within this sheme (in the absene of time dependent external potentials),

although the HF Hamiltonian is time-dependent, the average HF energy is still onserved.

Let us onsider now the Hamiltonian of interating bosons (in the presene of an external potential

U(x) )

H =

Z

dx

�

 (x)
+

�

�
~
2

2m
r

2
+ U(x)

�

 (x)+
1

2

Z

dx
0
w(x� x

0
) (x)

+
 (x

0
)
+
 (x

0
) (x)

�

: (1)
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This Hamiltonian onserves the number of bosons, but we are looking for a spontaneous symmetry

breaking solution. Therefore in applying the HF-sheme we hoose for the set A � the operators

 (x)+  (x0);  (x) (x0);  (x)and their onjugates.

It an be shown that, for the ase of spontaneous symmetry breaking with anomalous averages

h (xii and h (x0) (x)i, the �rst Wik theorem needed by the above stated reipe for equilibrium

gives rise to

h (x)
+
 (x

0
)
+
 (x

0
) (x)i = h (x)

+
 (x

0
)ih (x

0
)
+
 (x)i+ h (x)

+
 (x)ih (x

0
)
+
 (x

0
)i

+ h (x)
+
 (x

0
)
+
ih (x

0
) (x)i� 2jh (x)ih (x

0
)ij

2
:

The last term is the orretion to the usual Wik theorem. This result may be obtained also by sep-

arating  (x)=  0(x)+ h (x)iand afterwards applying the usual Wik theorem. After reintroduing

the old operators one gets the previous result.

Based on this Wik's theorem one obtains immediately, aording to the reipe desribed above,

the form of the s.. HF Hamiltonian H 0
H F (the upper index 0 indiates, that it refers to equilibrium)

H
0

H F =

Z

dx

�

 (x)
+

�

�
~
2

2m
r

2
+ U(x)

�

 (x)

+
1

2

Z

dx
0
w(x� x

0
)
�
2 (x)

+
 (x

0
)h (x)

+
 (x

0
)i
�

+ 2 (x)
+
 (x)h (x

0
)
+
 (x

0
)i

+ ( (x) (x
0
)h (x) (x

0
)i
�
+ h:c:)

�
�
4 (x)h (x)i

�
jh (x

0
)ij

2
+ h:c:

��	
: (2)

Here we took into aount also that w(x� x0)= w(x0� x)and omitted the HF onstant.

It is important to remark, that the above desribed proedure di�ers from a formal shift diretly

in the Hamiltonian followed by applying the operatorial (seond) Wik theorem for ontrations.

We shall not disuss here furthermore the existene and subtle de�nition of the Bose ondensation

in the presene of an external potential (see [11℄), but we shall treat later the linear response to a

time dependent external potential.

The above desribed s.. Hartree-Fok Hamiltonian may be generalized also to non-equilibrium

situations and in the ase of a ontat interation is often alled as The Bogolyubov-Popov model[9,

10℄.

In the absene of an external potential U(x)we shall rewrite the s.. HF Hamiltonian in the

k-spae. One introdues the Fourier transforms

 (x)=
1
p
V

X

k

bke
{kx
;w(x)=

1

V

X

k

wke
{kx

and one gets due to translational invariane (momentum onservation)
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H
0

H F =
X

k

( "

~
2k2

2m
+

1

V

X

p

(wk+ p + w0)hb
+

p bpi

#

b
+

k
bk

!

+
1

2V

X

p

wk+ p[hbpb�p i
�
bkb�k + h:c]

)

�
2

V
w0jhb0ij

2
(hb0i

�
b0 + h:c:); (3)

or

H
0

H F =
X

k

fekb
+

k
bk +

1

2
(c

�
kbkb�k + ckb

+

�k
b
+

k
)g� 2w0

1

V
jhb0ij

2
(hb0i

�
b0 + hb0ib

+

0
) (4)

with the notations

ek �
~
2k2

2m
+

1

V

X

p

(wk+ p + w0)hb
+

p bpi; (5)

ck �
1

V

X

p

wk+ phbpb�p i (6)

3 The s.. equilibrium HF solution for interating bosons.

In the ase of a homogenous system in equilibrium one may study in more detail the self-onsisteny

equations and therefore the properties of the solution. With the help of the Bogolyubov transforma-

tion one may bring the Hamiltonian Eq.(4) to the diagonal form

H
0

H F =
X

k

�k�
+

k
�k + const:

with some new (bosoni) quasipartile annihilation and reation operators �k;�
+

k
.

1) Keeping only the terms of the HF Hamiltonian ontaining operators of the non-ondensate,

relevant for the elementary exitations, we have:

1

2

X

k6= 0

�
(ek � �)(b

+

k
bk + b

+

�k
b�k )+ c

�
kbkb�k + ckb

+

�k
b
+

k

	

with � being the hemial potential.

This Hamiltonian is diagonalized to the form

P

k6= 0
�k�

+

k
�k (up to a onstant term) by the anon-

ial transformation [3℄ to the new boson �elds �k and ��k :

bk = uk�k + vk�
+

�k
(7)
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with

uk = u�k ; vk = v�k and jukj
2
� jvkj

2
= 1:

One gets

uk = cosh(�k)e
{�k;vk = � sinh(�k)e

�{� ke
�{2 k

(8)

with  k de�ned by

ck = jckje
�{2 k

(9)

and

tanh(2�k)=
jckj

ek � �
: (10)

One has to require of ourse

jckj

jek � �j
< 1:

The phase �k remains arbitrary and the energies are given by

�k = sign(ek � �)
p
(ek � �)2 � jckj

2:

For reasons of stability one should have

ek � � > 0

and therefore

�k =
p
(ek � �)2 � jckj

2: (11)

Both inequalities may be ombined to a single one

ek � � > jckj: (12)

2) Now one must onsider also the part of the Hamiltonian ontaining only the operators of the

ondensate (

~k = 0)

(e0 � �)b
+

0 b0 +
1

2
c0b

+

0 b
+

0 +
1

2
c
�
0b0b0 � 2w0

p
V jPj

2
(P

�
b0 + Pb

+

0 ):

Here we introdued the notation

P �
1
p
V
hboi: (13)

5



The diagonalization of the bilinear terms is ahieved by a similar anonial transformation

b0 = u0��0 + v0��
+

0 (14)

with

tanh2�0 = �
jc0j

� � e0
(15)

and the exitation energy is

�0 =
p
(e0 � �)2 � jc0j

2
(16)

having the similar ondition

e0 � � > jc0j: (17)

But we have still to shift the operators ��0 in order to eliminate the linear terms

�2w0

p
V jPj

2
(P

�
u0 + Pv

�
0
)��0 + h:c:

Then with

�0 � ��0 �
2w0

p
V jPj2

�0
(Pu

�
0 + P

�
v0) (18)

we get a omplete diagonalization in the form �0�
+

0
�0 (up to a onstant term).

3) Now we must proeed to disuss the self-onsisteny requirements stemming from the fat,

that the system is in maro-anonial equilibrium. Then

h�ki= 0 and h�
+

k
�ki=

1

e��k � 1
: (19)

Sine hb0i= u0h��0i+ v0h��0i
�
it follows

P = �
2w0

�20
jPj

2
((� � e0)P + c0P

�
) (20)

to be a self-onsisteny equation.

Sine the phase of P may be hosen arbitrarily by a simple phase transformation of the operators

b0 , it is onvenient to hose P to be real and positive. Eq.(20) may have a symmetry breaking

solution (P 6= 0) satisfying

2w0

�2
0

(e0 � � � c0)P
2
= 1 (21)
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with any real c0, sine for the positivity of �0 we had to require already Eq.(17).

For �0 > 0, 1

V
ĥ�

+

0
�̂0i! 0 for V ! 1 . Then it follows also in the thermodynami limit

1

V
hb

+

0
b0i= jPj

2
and

1

V
hb0b0i= P

2
: (22)

The non-ondensate parameters in equilibrium are given by

fk � hb
+

k
bki=

ek � �

�k

1

(e��k � 1)
+
1

2
(
ek � �

�k
� 1) (23)

and

Fk � hbkb�k i= �
ck

�k

�
1

e��k � 1
+
1

2

�

: (24)

Thus the phase �2 k of ck di�ers by � from the phase of Fk.

We may go now overall to the thermodynami limit after separating the ~p = 0 terms. We have

in the thermodynami limit the funtions w(k);f(k);F(k);c(k);e(k)and �(k)and therefore using

the de�nition of ck Eq.(6) we get

c(k)�
1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
pw(k+ p)F(p)+ w(k)P

2

or

c(k)� �
1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
pw(k+ p)

c(p)

�(p)

�
1

e��(p)� 1
+
1

2

�

+ w(p)P
2

(25)

with the exitation energies

�(k)=
p
(e(k)� �)2 � jc(k)j2 (26)

Then it follows from the last equation , due to the reality of w(k) also, that c(k)must be real

(its imaginary part satis�es a homogeneous equation).

The parameters of the ondensate are determined by

c0 = �
1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
pw(p)

c(p)

�(p)

�
1

e��(p)� 1
+
1

2

�

+ w(0)P
2

(27)

and the relation Eq.(21).

The hemial potential may be found from the average partile number by

n0 +
1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
kf(k)= n: (28)

(here n0 = P 2
), or

P
2
+

1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
p

�
e(p)� �

�(p)

1

(e��(p)� 1)
+
1

2
(
e(p)� �

�(p)
� 1)

�

= n : (29)
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In the ase of a ontat potential its Fourier transform is onstant w(k)= w and as a onsequene,

also c(k)= cwith

c=
wP 2

1+ w

(2�)3

R
d3p 1

�(p)

�
1

e��(p)�1
+ 1

2

�

However without a ut-o� the integral diverges and therefore c= 0

One should mention also, that for T = 0� these HF results oinide with those of the self-onsistent

variational model elaborated by Girardeau and Arnowitt [12℄.

On the other hand, the Hugenholtz-Pines theorem [13℄ (whih is a generalization of the Goldstone

theorem [14℄ to non-vanishing temperatures ), requires that the spetrum of elementary exitations

at vanishing momentum starts with vanishing energy.

Unfortunately, within the s.. HF sheme the theorem is not satis�ed and the elementary exi-

tations start with a gap, exept if jc(0)j2 = je(0)� �j2. One may still try to hose a w(q)to satisfy

this ondition [15℄.

The results of this setion are well-known in the literature (see [15, 16℄ for variational approahes

and other simpli�ed presentations[10℄ ). Here they are derived using des Cloizeaux's elegant formalism

for the sake of further referene.

4 The Bogolyubov model.

The Bogolyubov theory [3℄ onsiders a ontat interation between the bosons, but in ontrast to

the full s.. HF theory, it disregards the �utuational part of the anomalous propagators. Therefore,

while obviously from the variational point of view it is poorer, it obeys the Hugenholtz-Pines theorem.

It may be regarded as the solution of the variational problem with a onstraint given by the known

property of the exat solution. We shall analyze in the next Setion, whih are the onsequenes of

this fat for the linear response from the point of view of the super-�uidity ondition of Martin and

Hohenberg [7℄. In this Setion we just desribe the model itself.

Although the original theory of Bogolyubov [3℄ was formulated for a spaial homogeneous system,

we shall de�ne here also its slight generalization in the presene of an external (time dependent)

potential .

In the Bogolyubov model one disregards the �utuational part of the anomalous propagators

h( (x)� h (x)i)( (x)� h (x)i)iand onsiders the s.. Hamiltonian

H B (t) =

Z

dx

�

 (x)
+

�

�
~
2

2m
r

2
+ U(x;t)� �

�

 (x)

+
w

2

�
4 (x)

+
 (x)h (x)

+
 (x)i

�

+
�
 
+
(x) 

+
(x)h (x)i

2
+ h:c:

�

�
�
4 (x)h (x)i

�
jh (x)ij

2
+ h:c:

��	
: (30)
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Then one remains only with three s.. entities h (x)+  (x0)i;h (x)i , h (x)i�.

In the absene of any potential the equilibrium values of the averages in the homogenous system

emerge from those of the previous Setion after the replaement h (x) (x0)i0 by h i0h i0 � P 2

Sine, we treat here a ontat potential we have a unique oe�ient c, whih in the absene of the

anomalous propagator is given by

c= w
1

V
hboi

2
= wP

2
(31)

and we hoose again P to be real and positive.

The equilibrium exitation spetrum is

�k =
p
(ek � �)2 � jcj2: (32)

where we took into aount that e(q)� � � 0 .

The analysis of the k = 0 part of the Hamiltonian gives rise to the s.. ondition for the existene

of the anomalous solution Eq.(21), whih may be written as

e0 � � � c=
�20

2wP 2
: (33)

From the last three equations results that �0 = 0 and therefore it follows

e0 � � = c= wP
2
: (34)

To onlude, in the Bogolyubov model (in the absene of an external potential) in the thermo-

dynami limit

�(q)=

s

2wP 2
~
2

2m
q2 +

�
~
2q2

2m

� 2

(35)

u(q)=

s

1

2

�
e(q)� �

�(q)
+ 1

�

; v(q)=

s

1

2

�
e(q)� �

�(q)
� 1

�

;

Hene the equilibrium exitation spetrum is gap-less and starts linearly with the momentum.

The average partile number is given by

P
2
+

1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
p

�
e(p)� �

�(p)

1

(e��(p)� 1)
+
1

2
(
e(p)� �

�(p)
� 1)

�

= n:

The introdution of a ut-o� here is not neessary, sine the integral onverges for the Bogolyubov

spetrum, whih is linear in p at small momenta and quadrati at large momenta.
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5 Linear response.

Although the linear response to an external potential within the frame the Bogolyubov model was

already disussed in the literature in some detail[5℄ we want to reopen the disussion here, sine

important features due to the self-onsisteny have been ignored until now. The modi�ations shed

a new light on the problem of supra-�uidity of the Bogolyubov model. Aording to Hohenberg and

Martin [7℄ a su�ient and neessary ondition for super-�uidity is that the density response to an

external potential in Fourier-spae diverges at vanishing frequeny and wave vetor. The Hugenholtz-

Pines theorem [13℄ ensures this feature in the frame of the exat hamilton theory. In other words, the

existene of gap-less quasi-partiles in equilibrium is the key for the understanding of super-�uidity.

Of ourse the nature of the singularity may be ompliated by the fat, that multi-quasipartile

states have also a vanishing threshold.

The problem is however muh more ompliated in the ase of self-onsistent theories, like the HF

or the Bogolyubov model, sine s.. parameters (averages) are present in the s.. Hamiltonian and

they are themselves modi�ed by the external perturbation. In this sense one speaks about an indued

perturbation. Our next purpose is to analyze this response in the ase of Bogolyubov's model. We

ignore here any dissipation, therefore any statement about singularities of the response theory has

to be regarded with some aution. The inverse statement is however true: if without dissipation one

gets no supra-�uid properties, no suh properties will arise due to dissipation either.

5.1 General formalism

We onsider now the time-dependent self-onsistent linear response to a time dependent potential

U(x;t) starting from the s.. HF equilibrium in the absene of the external potential.

We have to take into aount however the peuliarities of the �equilibrium� distribution in the

presene of spontaneous symmetry breaking. The broken symmetry is the partile number onserva-

tion and therefore, under ondensation onditions, H H F
0

does not ommute with the partile number

operator N . Therefore the maroanonial density matrix

1

Z
e��(H

0

H F
��N )

is not a stationary state of

the system in the usual sense [5, 19℄. More preisely, stationarity is reahed by the �rotated� density

matrix:

~�(t)� e
{

~

�N t
�(t)e

�
{

~

�N t

whih satis�es the Liouville equation

{~
@

@t
~� = [H H F (t);~�]

generated by the �Hamiltonian�

H H F (t)� e
{

~

�N t
H H F (t)e

�
{

~

�N t
� �N :

Indeed, in the spirit of the Van Hove limit of weak oupling to a thermal bath, ~�(t)approahes,

for large times, the value

1

Z
e��(H

0

H F
��N )

. In the absene of the spontaneous symmetry breaking, the

rotated density matrix is, of ourse, idential to the density matrix itself.

We denote

10



hhAiit� Tr(~�(t)A)

and

hAit� Tr(�(t)A)= e
�

{

~

m �t
hhAiit;(m = 0;1;2;:::) :

We assumed here that the operator A has the struture ( + )�n n
. Then m = n � �n . Obviously

the normal entities (n = �n) are stationary in the peuliar �equilibrium� state, however the anomalous

ones (n 6= �n) osillate with a multiple of the hemial potential.

In the absene of the potential U(x;t) the system is supposed to be in �equilibrium�

~�jt= �1 =
1

Z
e
��H 0

H F

with translational invariant averages

hh (x)ii
0
� P;hh (x)

+
 (x

0
)ii

0
�

1

V

X

k6= 0

e
{k(x0�x)

fk + jPj
2
;

hh (x) (x
0
)ii

0
� (

1

V

X

k6= 0

e
{k(x+ x0)

Fk + P
2
)

where F k �
1

V

P

k6= 0
e{k(x+ x

0)Fk and P
2
have the same phase up to a multiple of

�

2
and atually both

may be taken to be real. Further it is assumed, that the self-onsisteny relations in equilibrium are

satis�ed.

Again, in order to simplify the alulations, we treat expliitly only the ase of a ontat partile

interation. In this ase

H H F (t) =

Z

dx

�

 (x)
+

�

�
~
2

2m
r

2
+ U(x;t)� �

�

 (x)

+
w

2

�
4 (x)

+
 (x)h (x)

+
 (x)i

+ ( (x) (x)h (x) (x)i
�
+ h:c:)

�
�
4 (x)h (x)i

�
jh (x)ij

2
+ h:c:

��	
:

Aording to linear response theory, for any observable A one has

�hhAiit=
1

{~

Z t

�1

dt
0
hh[A H 0

H F
(t� t

0
);�HH F (t

0
)]ii

0

where

A H 0

H F
(t)� e

{

~

H 0

H F
t
Ae

�
{

~

H 0

H F
t
;

or in Fourier transforms

�hhAii! =
1

{~

Z 1

0

dte
{!t
hh[A H 0

H F
(t);�HH F (!)]ii

0
:

11



Here �HH F (t)ontains all the terms of �rst order (diret and indued) of the di�erene H H F (t)�

H 0

H F . Thus, taking also into aount that (with real P )

�
�
jhh (x)iitj

2
hh (x)ii

�
= 2P

2
�hh (x)ii+ jP

2
j�hh (x)ii

�
= P

2
(2�hh (x)ii+ �hh (x)ii

�
)

we have

�HH F (t) =

Z

dx
��
U(x;t)+ 2w�hh (x)

+
 (x)iit

�
 (x)

+
 (x)

+
w

2

�
�hh (x)

2
ii
�
t (x)

2
+ h:c:

�

� 2wP
2
[(�hh (x)iit+ 2�hh (x)ii

�
t) (x)+ h:c:]

	
:

In what follows we restrit further the disussion to the Bogolyubov version of the theory, where

no anomalous orrelations are taken into aount. Then we have

�H
B
H F (t) =

Z

dx
��
U(x;t)+ 2w�hh (x)

+
 (x)iit

�
 (x)

+
 (x)

+
w

2

�
2P�hh (x)ii

�
t (x)

2
+ h:c:

�

� 2wP
2
[(�hh (x)iit+ 2�hh (x)ii

�
t) (x)+ h:c:]

	
:

In order to simplify the formulae let us de�ne now

A =

0

@
 (x)+  (x)

P (x)

P (x)+

1

A ; B =

0

@
 (x)+  (x)

1

2
 (x)2 � 3P (x)

1

2
 (x)+ 2 � 3P (x)+

1

A

and

�H
B
H F (t)=

X

�

2w

Z

dxB �(x)
+
�hhA�(x)ii+

Z

dxU(x;t)B 1(x):

Then, after Fourier transforming (

~f(k;!)=
R
dx

R
dte�{(kx�!t) f(x;t))

�hhA�iik;! =
X

�0

���0(k;!)�hhA�0iik;! + ��1(k;!)
1

2w
~U(k;!)

with

���0(k;!)=
2w

{~

Z 1

0

dt

Z

dxe
�{(kx�!t)

hh[A �H 0

H F
(x;t);B

+

�0
(0;0)]ii

eq
:

Remark: By the interpretation of the suseptibility one has to perform eventually also a shift

with

�

~

m (m = 0;1;2;:::)in the ase of partile number non-onserving terms!

The relation of the averages of the di�erent entities A � to the external potential

~U(k;!), with

matrix notations, is given by

�hhA�iik;! =

�
�(k;!)

1� �(k;!)

�

�1

1

2w
~U(k;!)= ��1(k;!)

1

2w
~U(k;!):

12



5.2 The struture of �(k;!)at T = 0�.

With the notation P 2 = �n (0< � < 1 ) one gets � = (2� �)nw . We hose 2nw as natural unit for

energy and � �

q
2m nw

~
2 for momenta. The new variables are :

� ! 1�
1

2
�

eq ! q
2
+ 1

�q !
p
�q2 + q4

uq =

v
u
u
t 1

2

 
q2 + 1

2
�

p
�q2 + q4

+ 1

!

;vq = �

v
u
u
t 1

2

 
q2 + 1

2
�

p
�q2 + q4

� 1

!

~! ! �! =
~!

2nw
:

Sine at T ! 0� we have

Z

d~p
ep � �

�p

1

(e��p � 1)
! 0

the self-onsisteny equation looks at T = 0� in the new units as as:

� +
1

(2�)3

�3

n

Z

d
3
~q
1

2
(
q2 + 1

2
�

�q
� 1)= 1

giving rise to the simple dependene between parameter � and the density n

1

(2�)2

�3

n
=
6(1� �)

�
3

2

: (36)

We have to apply the ommutations rules:

[�q;�p]= 0;[�q;�
+

p ]= �q;p

[�q;�
+

p �
+

p0
]= �q(�q;p + �q;p0)

13



[�q�q0;�p�p0]= 0;[�q�q0;�
+

p �
+

p0
]= �p;q0�q�

+

p0
+ �q0;p0�q�

+

p + �q;p�
+

p0
�q0 + �q;p0�

+

p �q0

and sine at T = 0�

h0j�qj0i= h0j�
+

q �q0j0i= 0

the only non-vanishing terms are

h0j[�q;�
+

p ]j0i= �q;p;h0j[�q�q0;�
+

p �
+

p0
]j0i= �p;q�p0;q0 + �p;q0�p0;q

and their onjugates.

Further

~A(k;t)=

0

@

P

q
(v�q�k uq�k�q�qe

�{(� k� q+�q)t+ vq+ ku
�
q�

+
q �

+

�k�q
e{(�k+ q+�q)t)+

p
V P(uk�ke

�{� kt+ vk�
+

�k
e{�kt+ h:c:(�k))

P
p
V (uk�ke

�{� kt+ vk�
+

�k
e{�kt)

P
p
V (u�k�

+

k
e{�kt+ v�k��k e

�{� kt)

1

A

B (0)
+
=

0

@
 (0)+  (0)

1

2
 (0)+ 2 � 3P (0)+

1

2
 (0)2 � 3P (x)

1

A =

0

B
@

1

V

P

p;p0
b̂+p b̂p0 +

Pp
V

P

p
(̂bp + b̂+p )

1

2V

P

p;p0
b̂
+

p0̂
b+p +

Pp
V

P

p
b̂+p � 3 Pp

V

P

p
b̂+p

1

2

1

V

P

p;p0
b̂p0̂bp +

Pp
V

P

p
b̂p � 3 Pp

V

P

p
b̂p

1

C
A

or

B (0)
+
=

0

B
@

1

V

P

p;p0
(v�pup0��p �p0 + u�pvp0�

+
p �

+

�p 0)+
P
p
V

P

p
(up�p + vp�

+

�p + h:c:)
1

2V

P

p;p0
(u�pu

�
p0�

+

p0
�+p + v��p v

�
�p 0�p0�p + u�pv

�
�p 0�

+
p �p0)� 2 P

p
V

P

p
(u�p�

+
p + v�p��p )

1

2V

P

p;p0
(upup0�p0�p + v�p v�p 0�

+

p0
�+p + upv�p 0�

+

p0
�p)� 2 Pp

V

P

p
(up�p + vp�

+

�p )

1

C
A :

At zero temperature T = 0� we have to average over the ground state (vauum of quasi-partiles)

���0(k;t)� h0j[A �H
eq

H F
(x;t);B

+

�0
(0;0)]j0i

eq

�11(k;t)� P
2
e
�{� ktjuk + v

�
�k j

2
+

1

V

X

q

e
�{(� k� q+ �q)tuqv

�
q�k (u

�
k�qvq + vk�q u

�
q)� c:c(�k)

�12(k;t)�
1

V

X

q

�
e
�{(� k� q+ �q)tv

�
q�k juqj

2
u
�
k�q � e

{(�k+ q+ �q)tu
�
qjvq+ kj

2
v
�
�q

�

�2P
2
�
(uk + v

�
�k )u

�
ke

�{� kt� (u
�
�k + vk)v

�
ke

{�kt
�

14



�13(k;t)�
�1

V

X

q

�
e
{(�k+ q+ �q)tjuqj

2
vq+ ku�q�k � e

�{(� k� q+ �q)tjvq�k j
2
uqv�q

�

�2P
2
�
(uk + v

�
�k )v�k e

�{� kt� (u
�
�k + vk)u�k e

{�kt
�

�21(k;t)� P
2
�
uk(v�k + u

�
k)e

�{� kt� vk(u�k + v
�
k)e

{�kt
�

�22(k;t)� 2P
2
�
jvkj

2
e
{�kt� jukj

2
e
�{� kt

�

�23(k;t)� 2P
2
�
vku�k e

{�kt� ukv�k e
�{� kt

�

�31(k;t)� P
2
�
v
�
k(vk + u

�
�k )e

�{� kt� u
�
k(uk + v

�
�k )e

{�kt
�

�32(k;t)� 2P
2
�
u
�
kv

�
�k e

{�kt� v
�
ku

�
�k e

�{� kt
�

�33(k;t)� 2P
2
�
jukj

2
e
{�kt� jvkj

2
e
�{� kt

�

and

�11(k;�!)= �juk + vkj
2

�
1

�! + �k
�

1

�! � �k

�

+
�3

n(2�)3

Z

d~q

�
1

�! + �q + �q�k
�

1

�! � �q � �q�k

�

uqvq�k (uq�k vq + vq�k uq)

�12(k;�!)= 2�(uk + vk)

�

uk
1

�! � �k
� vk

1

�! + �k

�

�
�3

n(2�)3

Z

d~q

�
1

�! � �q � �q�k
vq�k u

2

quq�k �
1

�! + �q + �q�k
uqv

2

q�k vq

�

�13(k;�!)= 2�(uk + vk)

�

vk
1

�! � �k
� uk

1

�! + �k

�

�
�3

n(2�)3

Z

d~q

�

uqv
2

q�k vq
1

�! � �q � �q�k
�

1

�! + �q + �q�k
vq�k u

2

quq�k

�

15



�21(k;�!)= ��(uk + vk)

�

uk
1

�! � �k
� vk

1

�! + �k

�

�22(k;�!)= �2�

�

jvkj
2

1

�! + �k
� jukj

2
1

�! � �k

�

�23(k;�!)= �2�ukvk

�
1

�! + �k
�

1

�! � �k

�

�31(k;�!)= ��(uk + vk)

�

vk
1

�! � �k
� uk

1

�! + �k

�

�32(k;�!)= �2�ukvk

�
1

�! + �k
�

1

�! � �k

�

�33(k;�!)= �2�

�

jukj
2

1

�! + �k
� jvkj

2
1

�! � �k

�

:

As it may be seen, the suseptibilities have poles in the omplex �! plane at �k and uts on the

real axis from 2�k=2 to 1 , respetively from �2�k=2 to -1 . Sine �k � 2�k=2, the poles are embedded

in the uts.

The density-density orrelation �11(k;!)of the Bogolyubov model was already disussed at ar-

bitrary temperatures in Ref.[5℄. Our aent is on taking into aount the indued perturbation and

therefore needs the knowledge of the whole matrix �(k;!).

5.3 The density-density response at

~k = 0 and ! ! 0.

At

~k = 0, with the notations

c1(�!)�
2�3

n(2�)3

Z

d~q

�
1

�! + 2�q
�

1

�! � 2�q

�

u
2

qv
2

q

c2(�!)�
�3

n(2�)3

Z

d~q

�
1

�! + 2�q
uqv

3

q �
1

�! � 2�q
vqu

3

q

�

c2(�!)�
�3

n(2�)3

Z

d~q

�
1

�! + 2�q
u
3

qvq �
1

�! � 2�q
v
3

quq

�
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one gets

�(!)=

0

@

c1(�!)
2�

�!
+ c2(�!) �

2�

�!
+ c3(�!)

�
�

�!

2�

�!
+

�2

�!2
�

�2

�!2

�

�!
�

�2

�!2
�

2�

�!
+

�2

�!2

1

A : (37)

Of ourse the oe�ients of the integrals are not independent entities and are related to the

parameter � by the self-onsisteny relation Eq.(36).

Remark, that

�11(0;!)� log! for ! ! 0

sine the residua of its poles vanish at k = 0. Thus the naive response theory[5℄, whih ignores

subtleties of the indued perturbation leads indeed to a singular response, although the singularity

is only a logarithmi one. The uts responsible for this behavior are due to exitations of two quasi-

partiles. These are however not present in the near-equilibrium osillations of the solution of the

Gross-Pitaevski equation.

However, taking into aount the indued perturbation from Eq.(37) it follows

�11(0;!)=

�
�(0;!)

1� �(0;!)

�

11

=
�2�2(2+ 3c1(!)+ c2(!)+ c3(!))+ �!(c3(!)� c2(!))+ !2c1(!)

2�2(�1+ 3c1(!)+ c2(!)+ c3(!))� �!(c3(!)� c2(!))+ !2(1� c1(!))
:

(38)

Sine c1(!); c2(!); c3(!)behave like log! for ! ! 0, it follows

lim
!! 0

�11(0;!)= �1: (39)

Thus we may onlude, that although the Bogolyubov model has quasi-partiles with vanishing

energy at q! 0, the response to an external potential is not at all singular!

The speial value �1 of the e�etive suseptibility implies that the Fourier transform of the

e�etive indued potential for the non-ondensate de�ned as U nc
eff(x;t)� U(x;t)+ 2w�h (x)+  (x)it

vanishes in the limit k ! 0 and ! ! 0. The fator 2 in this de�nition stems from the fat, that in

the ase of a ontat interation the diret and exhange terms are idential. On the other hand, the

e�etive indued potential for the ondensate is di�erent U c
eff(x;t)� U nc

eff(x;t)� w�jh (x)itj
2
and

does not vanish in this limit.

Super�uidity would require diverging density response to a �nite external perturbation and this

does not happen.

6 Conlusions

We have shown, that although the Bogolyubov model leads to a gap-less quasipartile model, if one

takes into aount the indued perturbation, it leads to no low frequeny, low wave-vetor singularity

of the response to a perturbation by an external potential. In this sense it does not ful�ll the hopes

to satisfy the riterion of Martin and Hohenberg for super�uidity. Earlier treatments of the linear

response in Bose ondensed systems either ignored the indued perturbation [5℄ or did not disuss in

all detail his onsequenes, their attention being onentrated on improving the Hartree-Fok theory

[17, 18℄. As it is known, the Bogolyubov model is also not the best s.. approximation from the

17



thermodynamial point of view, but still obeys the Huggenholz-Pines theorem, whih the thermo-

dynamially better Hartree-Fok theory does not obey. Seemingly none of the simple self-onsistent

approximations is quite satisfatory and better models have to be developed.

One of the authors (A.M.B) thanks the Deutshe Forshungsgemeinshaft for the generous support

allowing his stay at the Frankfurt University.

Referenes

[1℄ M.H. Anderson et al., Siene 269, 198 (1995)

[2℄ K.B. Davis et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 3969 (1995)

[3℄ N. N. Bogolyubov, Bull. Mosow State Univ. 7, 43 (1947)

[4℄ C. J. Pethik, H. Smith, Bose -Einstein Condensation in Dilute Gases, Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge (2002)

[5℄ L.Pitaevskii, S. Stringari, Bose-Einstein Condensation, Oxford Siene Publiation Clarendon

Press, Oxford (2003)

[6℄ V. Q. A. Zagrebnov, J. B. Bru, Phys. Reports 350, 291 (2001)

[7℄ P. C. Hohenberg and P. C. Martin, Ann. Phys. 34, 291 (1965)

[8℄ J. des Cloizeaux, in �Le problème à N orps (Many-body physis)�, Les Houhes 1967, Gordon

and Breah (1968), p.1

[9℄ V.N. Popov, Funtional Integrals and Colletive Modes (Cambridge University Press, New York,

1987), Chap. 6.

[10℄ A. Gri�n, Phys.Rev. B53, 9341 (1996)

[11℄ L. Bányai and P. Gartner,Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 210404-1, (2002)

[12℄ M. Girardeau and R. Arnowitt, Phys. Rev. 113, 755 (1959)

[13℄ N. Hugenholtz and D. Pines, Phys. Rev. 116, 489 (1959)

[14℄ J. Goldstone, Nuovo Cim. 19, 154 (1961)

[15℄ P. Dörre, H. Haug and D. B. Tran Thoai, J. Low Temp. Phys. 35, 465 (1979)

[16℄ D.A. Huse and E.D. Siggia, J. Low Temp. Phys., 46, 137 (1982)

[17℄ S. Giorgini, Phys. Rev. A57, 2949 (1998)

[18℄ M. Rush and K. Burnett, Phys. Rev. A59, 3851 (1999)

[19℄ O. M. Shmitt, D. B. Tran Thoai, L. Bányai, P. Gartner, and H. Haug, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86,

3839 (2001)

18


