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Abstract

A generaltheoram is rigorously proved for the case, when an ocbservable is
a sum of Iinearly independent tem s: T he dispersion of a gblal cbservabk is
nom al if and only if all partial dispersions of its term s are nomm al, and it is
anom alus if and only if at last one of the partial dispersions is anom alous.
T his theoram , In particular, rules out the possibility that in a stabl system
w ith BoseE instein condensate som e uctuations of either condensed or non—
condensed particles could be anom alous. T he conclusion isvalid for arbitrary
system s, w hether uniform or nonunifom , Interacting weakly or strongly. T he
origin of ctitious uctuation anom alies, arising In som e calculations, is elu—
cidated.
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The problem of uctuations of observable quantities is am ong the m ost in portant ques-
tions in statistical m echanics, being rehted to the fundam entals of the latter. A great
revival, In recent years, of interest to this problem is caused by intensive experin ental and
theoretical studies of B oseF instein condensation In dilute atom ic gases (seeeg. review s [1{
3] . The fact that the idealuniform B ose gaspossesses anom alously large num ber-ofparticle

uctuations hasbeen known long ago [4,5], which has not been ofm uch surprise, since such
an idealgas is an unrealistic and unstabl system . H owever, as hasbeen recently suggested
In m any papers, sin ilar anom alous uctuations could appear in real interacting Bose sys—
tam s. A number of recent publications has addressed the problem of uctuations in Bose
gas, proclain ing controversial statem ents of either the existence or absence of anom alous

uctuations (see discussion In review [6]). So that the issue has not been nally resolved.
In the present paper, the problem of uctuations is considered from the general point of
view , Independent of particular m odels or calculationalm ethods. A general theoram is rig—
orously proved, from which it follow s that there are no anom alous uctuations In any stable
equilbrium system s.

Tt is worth stressing that no phase transitions are considered in this paper. A s can be
easily Inferred from any textbook on themm odynam ics or statistical m echanics, the points
of phase transitions are, by de nition, the points of instability. A phase transition occurs
exactly because one phase becom es unstabl and has to change to another stable phase. Tt
is well known that at the points of second-order phase transitions uctuations do becom e
anom alous, yielding divergent susceptibilities, as it should be at the points of instability.
A fter a phase transition has occurred, the system, as is also well known, becom es stable
and susosptibilities go  nite. However, in m any papers on Bose system s, the clain s are
m ade that uctuations ram ain anom alous far below the condensation point, In the whol
region of the Bosecondensed system . A s is shown below , these clain s are Incorrect, since
such a system with anom alous uctuations possesses a divergent com pressibility, thus, being
unstable.

O bsarvable quantities are represented by Hem itian operators from the algebra of ob—
servabks. Let X be an operator from this algebra. F luctuations of the related ocbservable
quantity are quanti ed by the digpersion
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where < :::> Impliesequilbrium statistical averaging. T he dispersion itself can be treated
as an cbservable quantity, which is the average of an operator & <X >)?, since each
dispersion is directly linked to a m easurable quantity. For instance, the dispersion for the
num ber-ofparticle operatorl\f de nes the isothem al com pressibility
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In which P is pressure, N =V isdensity, N =<N >,V isvolume, and T tem perature.
The dispersion 2 of') is also connected w ith the sound velocity s through the equation
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wherem isparticlkemass, P pressure, and w ith the central value
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of the structural factor 7
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where g (r) is the pair correlation fuinction. The uctuations of the Ham itonianH charac—
terize the speci c heat
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wherPeE <H > is Intemal energy. In m agnetic system s, w ith the Zeem an interaction
o 1B S the longitudinal susceptibility
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is related to the uctuations of the m agnetization M <M >,whereM o 1S

A Nl relations (2) to (6) are exact and hold true for any equilbrium system . T he stability
conditions for such system s require that at any nite tem perature, except the points of phase
transitions, quantities (2) to (6) bepositive and nite orallN , hcluding the them odynam ic
Iimi, when N ! 1 . At the phase transition points, these quantities can of course be
divergent, since, as is well known, the phase transition points are the points of instability.
Sum m arizing this, we m ay w rite the general form of the necessary stability condition as
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which must hold for any stabl equilbrium system s at nie tem perature and for allN ,
includingthelimitN ! 1 .Thevalie 2 @)=N can becom e zero only at T = 0. Condition
(7) is nothing but a representation of the well known fact that the susosptibilities In stable
system s are positive and nie.
T he stability condition (7) show s that the digpersion 2 (AA) hasto be oforderN . W hen
2 @) N , one says that the dispersion is nom aland the uctuationsofan observab
are nom al, since then the stability condition (7) is preserved. But when 2K N ,wih
> 1, then such a dispersion is called anom alous and the uctuations off are anom alous,
since then 2 ®)=N N ! ! 1 asN ! 1 ,hence the stability condition (7) becom es
broken. A system with anom alous uctuations is unstabl. For exam ple, an ideal uniform
Bossgas,with 2@f) N?,isunstablke @{6].
Thus, In any stabl equillbbrium system , the uctuations of global cbservables must be
nomal, 2 (Pf) N . The situation becom esm ore nvolred, if the operator of an cbservable
is represented by a sum
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of Hem iian tem s Pfi, and one is interested In the uctuations of the Jatter. Then the
intriguing question is: Could som e partial dispersions 2 @';) be anom alous, whik the total
dispersion 2 @) rem aining nom al? Exactly such a situation concems the system s w ith

Bose condensate. T hen the totalnum ber ofparticlesN = N+ N; isa sum ofthe numbersof
condensed, N o, and nonocondensed, N 1, partickes. W e know that for a stable system 2 a\f)

must be nom al. But could it happen that at the sam e tine either 2 @fy) or 2 @;), or
both would be anom alous, as is clain ed by m any authors?

Considering the sum (8), it ism eaningfil to kesp In m ind a nontrivial case, when allX;
are lnearly Independent. In the opposite case of linearly dependent tem s, one could sim ply
express one of them through the others and reduce the number oftetm s in sum (8). The
consideration also trivilizes if som e ofPfi are cnumbers, shoe then 2 () = 0.

T he digpersion of operator (8) reads as
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w here the covariance
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is Introduced. The latter is symm etric, oov(Afi;Pfj) = oov(Pfj;Pfi). T he dispersions are,

by de nition, non-negative, but the covariances can be positive as well as negative. O ne
m ight think that an anom alous partial dispersion 2 &) could be com pensated by som e
covariances, so that the totaldispersion 2 @) would rem ain nom al. Thisis Just theway of
thinking when one nds an anom alous dispersion of condensed, 2 ®f'), or noncondensed,

2 a\fl), particles, presum Ing that the system as a whole could rem ain stable, wih the
nom altotaldispersion 2 o). However, the ©low Ing theoram rules out such hopes.

T heorem . The totaldispersion (9) ofan operator (8), com posed of linearly lndependent
Hem iian operators, is anom alous if and only if at least one of the partial dispersions is
anom alous, with the power of the total disgpersion de ned by that of its largest partial
dispersion. Conversly, the total dispersion is nom al if and only if all partial dispersions

2K,) are nom al.

P roof. First of all, we notice that it is su cient to prove the theorem for the sum of
tw o operators, for which
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where i6 j. Thisisbecause any sum oftem sm ore than two can alwaysbe represented asa

sum oftwo new temm s. A 1so, we assum e that both operators in Eq. (10) are really operators
but not cnum bers, since if at least one of them , say A’.\j = ¢, isa cnumber, then Eqg. (10)

reduces to a sim pl equality 2 (AAi + o= 72 (A/.\i) of positive (or sam Jpositive) quantities,
both ofwhich sinulaneously are either nom alor anom alous.
Introduce the notation
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Asisevident, ;= 2(AAi) Oand ;3= 4. The sst ofelements ;5 form s the covariance
matrix [ i3], which is a symm etric m atrix. For a set of arbitrary realvalued numbers, x;,
wih i= 1;2;:::;n, where n is an Integer, one has
"y . . *2 xn
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T he right-hand side of equality (12) is a sam jpositive quadratic form . From the theory of

quadratic form s [7] one know s that a quadratic form is sem jpositive ifand only ifallprincipal

m inors of its coe cient m atrix are non-negative. Thus, the sequential principal m nors

of the covariance matrix [ ;5], with i;j = 1;2;:::;n, are all non-negative. In particular,
i 43 i 3i 0. This, owing to the symmetry ;5 = 3, transfom s to the nequality
% 1 33- Then the correlation coe cient

p
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possesses the property 2, 1.
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The equality fj = 1 holds true if and only ifX; and AAj are linearly dependent. The
su  cient condition is straightforward, since ijfj = a+ bﬂfi, where a and b are any real
numbers, then i =D yand 33 = 4, hence 3= b=pj from where £, = 1. To prove
the necessary ocondition, assum e that fj = 1. This inplies that 45 = 1. Consider the
dispersion |
p:” p: = 2(1 ij) 0:
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The value ;5= 1 ispossble then and only then, when
!
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T he dispersion can be zero ifand only if
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that is, the operators Pfi and A’.\j are lnearly dependent. Sin ilarly, the value ;4 = 1l is
possbk ifand only if
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which again means the linear dependence of the operators A’.\i and A’.\j . As far as thes
operators are assum ed to be lnearly independent, one has fj < 1. The lJatter Inequality is
equivalent to j2_j < 4 33, which, in agreem ent w ith notation (11), gives
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Theman relation (10) can be w ritten as
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where, as is shown above, j j5J< 1. A ltogether there can occur no m ore than four follow ing
cases. First, when both partial dispersions ;3= 2@®;) and ;3= 2@&};) arenomal, o
that 4 N and 5 N . Then from Eqg. (15) it is evident that the total dispersion
2 (Pfi + A’.\j) N is also nom al. Second, one of the partial dispersions, say i N, is
nom al, but another is anom alous, ;5 N , wih > 1. From Eqg. (15), because of
L+ )=2< ,onehas ? (AAi+ AAj) N , so that the totaldigpersion is anom alous, having
the ssme power as 55. Third, both partial dispersions are anom alous, N ' and
35 N ?2,wih di erentpowers, say 1< < ,.From Eqg. (15), taking into acoount that
(1+ 2)=2< ,,weget ?2 (AAi+ Pfj) N 2, that is, the totaldispersion is also anom alous,
w ith the sam epower , asthe largest partialdispersion ;5. Fourth, both partialdispersions
are anomalous, ;= N and ;5= &N ,wherec > 0and ¢ > 0, with the sam e power
. Then Eq. (15) yields
2@+ K5) = N
w ith
o= @ g+ 2ac M+ y5)>0;
which is strictly positive in view of the lnequality j i5J< 1. Hence, the total dispersion is
anom alous, w ith the sam e power asboth partial digoersions. A fter listing all adm issble
cases, we see that the total dispersion 2 (A/\i + AAj) is anom alous if and only if at least one
of the partial disgpersions is anom alous, w ith the power of N of the total dispersion being
equalto the Jargest power of partial dispersions. O ppositely, the total dispersion is nomm al
ifand only if all partial dispersions are nom al. T his concludes the proof of the theorem .

As an exampl, kt us consider a Bose system with BoseE instein condensate, whose
total num berofparticle operator N = I\T\O + I\T\l consists of two temn s, corresponding to
condensed, NAO, and noncondensad, I\T\l, particles. Since for a stable system the dispersion

2 of') is nom al, then from the above theorem it ©llow s that both dispersions 2 () as
wellas 2 (I\fl) must be nom al. No anom alous uctuations can exist in a stabl system,
neither for condensed nor for noncondensed particles. This concems any type of stablk
system s, either uniform or nonuniform . And this result does not depend on the m ethod of
calculations, provided the latter are correct.

How then could one explain the appearance of num erous papers clain ing the existence of
anom alous uctuations In Bosecondensaed system s in the whole region farbelow the critical
point? Ifthese anom alous uctuationswould really exist, then the com pressbility would be
divergent everyw here below the critical point. A system , whose com pressibility is divergent
everyw here in its region ofexistence, asisknown from any textbook on statisticalm echanics,
isunstabl. Such anom alous uctuations are usually obtained as follow s. O ne considers a
Jow ~tem perature dilute Boss gas, at T T., when the Bogolibov theory B] is applicable.
In the fram ePof this theory, one calculates the dispersion 2 o 1) of noncondensad particles,
where N; = we0dak.To nd< NAl2 > , one needs to work out the ur-operator expression
< aﬁakaéaq >, or after em ploying the Bogolibov canonical transform ation ax = uyb +
vy b , to consider < W, > . Such Puroperator expressions are treated by invoking
the W ik decoupling. Then one nds that the digpersion 2 () diverges as N * dk=x2.



D iscretizing the phonon spectrum , one gets 2 ;) N*=. Another way [6] could be
by lin iting the integration by the m ininal ky n = 1=L, where L N'=3 is the system
kngth. Then again 2 @) N*3. T any case, one cbtains anomalous uctuations
of nonoondensad particles. This result holds true for both canonical and grand canonical
ensam bles, which is a direct consequence of the Bogolubov theory [B]. But the anom alous
behaviourof 2 1), according to the theorem proved above, In m ediately leads to the sam e
anom alousbehaviour ofthe totaldispersion 2 o), which would in ply the instability ofthe
system , since then com pressibility (2) and structural factor (4) becom e divergent. A s far as
the system is assum ed to be stabl, there should be som ething w rong In such calculations.
The drawback of these calculations is In the follow ng. O ne of the basic points of the
B ogolubov theory is n om iting In the H am ittonian alltem s of orders higher than two w ith
respect to the operators ay of noncondensed particles. This is a second-order theory w ith
respect to ay . It m eans that the sam e procedure of keeping only the tem s of second order,
but ignoring all higher-order tem s, m ust be done in calculating any physical quantities. In
considering < N'Z >, onem eets the fourth-order temm sw ith respect to a, . Such furth-order
termm sarenot de ned in the Bogolubov theory. T he calculation ofthe fourth-order products
In the second-order theory isnot self-consistent. T his lnconsistency leads to lncorrect results.
A correct calculationsof 2 (I\f ) In the fram e ofthe B ogolibov theory can be done in the
follow ing way [P]. W riting down the pair correlation finction, one should retain there only
the tem s not higher than of the second order w ith respect to a,, om itting all higherorder
termm s. Then for a uniform system one gets
z
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T his gives us the structural factor S (0) = kg T=m &, ¢ B (=m) o, o= 5 (r)dr, where

(r) is an Interaction potential. Because of the exact relation 2 (I\f) = NS (@0),we ndthe
dispersion 2@®') = N ks T=m &, which is, of course, nom al, as i should be Br a stabk
system . And since the totaldispersion 2 of') is nomn al, the theorem tells us that both the
partialdispersions, 2 ¢f,) aswellas 2 (;), must also be nom al. Note that if in de ning
the pair correlation fiunction g (r) one would retain the higherorder tem s, one would again
get the anom alous totaldigpersion 2 ().

Tt is easy to show that the sam e type of ctitious anom alous uctuations appear or ar-
bitrary system s, if one uses the second-order approxin ation for the H am iltonian but intends
to calculate fourth-order expressions. This is Inm ediately evident from the analysis of sus-
ceptibilities for arbitrary system s w ith continuous sym m etry, as is done by Patashinsky and
Pokrovsky [L0] Chapter IV), when the system Ham iltonian is restricted to hydrodynam ic
approxin ation. Follow ng Ref. [L0], one m ay consider an operatorAA =K() being a func-
tionalofa eld’ . Let thisoperatorbe represented asa sm X = AA0+ A/fl, in which the st
term is quadratic in the eld ’,sothatPfo "7, whilke the second term depends on the

eld uctuations a§1 ™ 1 Kegping in the H am iltonian only the second-order eld

uctuations is equivalent to the hydrodynam ic approxin ation. T he dispersion 2 (Z}; ) N
isproportionalto a Iongitudinalsusosptibility . T he latter isgiven by the Integral C (x)dr
over the correlation function C (r) = g(r) 1, where g (r) is a pair comrelation function.
Calkulting 2 &), one meets the urth-order temn < ’* 7 7 7 > If this is treated
by nvoking the W ick decoupling and the quadratic hydrodynam ic H am iltonian, one gets



C @ 1=£“? forany dinensinality d > 2. Consequently, Rc r)dr N92= por
2 < d< 4, and the dipersion &) N N D=3 Ford = 3, this results in the
anom alous dispersion 2 @)  N*2. If this would be correct, this would m ean, according
to the necessary stability condition (7), that the system is unstable. That is, there could
not exist any stable system s w ith continuous sym m etry, such asm agnetic system s or liquid
heliim . O f oourse, we know that such system s perfectly exist, but the above contradiction
has arisen sokly due to an Inconsistent calculational procedure, w hen the fourth-order temm
< rt 1> yastreated in the fram e of the hydrodynam ic approxim ation, which isa
second-order theory with respect to '/ .

Concluding, there are no anocm alous uctuations of any physical quantities in aroitrary
stable equilbrium system s. Fictitious anom alous uctuations in realistic system s faroutside
any points of phase transitions m ight appear only due to drawbacks in a calculational pro—
cedure. The absence of anom alous uctuations ollow s from the general theorem , rigorously
proved in this paper.

Tt is in portant to stress that not only the anom alous uctuations as such signify the
occurrence of instability, though they are the explicit signals of the latter. But also one
should not forget that the dispersions for the operators of observables are directly related to
the corresponding susceptioilities, as in Egs. ) to (6). It is the w rong behaviour of these
susceptibilities, which m anifests the instability.

T hus, the anom alous num berofparticle uctuationsare characterized by the anom alous
dispersion 2 o). The latter is connected, through the general and exact relation (2), w ith
the isothem alcom pressbility 1 . The anom alous dispersion 2 o) in plies the divergence
ofthis com pressbility. From thede nition ofthe com pressibility - 1=V ) @v=@P ), itis
obvious that itsdivergence m eansthe llow ng: An In niesim ally sm allpositive uctuation
of pressure abruptly squeezes the system volum e to a point. Respectively, an in nitesim ally
an all negative uctuation of pressure suddenly expands the system voluime to n nity. &
ism ore than evident that a system which is unstable w ith respect to In nitesim ally an all

uctuations of pressure, Inm ediately collapsing or blow ing up, has to be tem ed unstable.
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