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C hapter 1

Introduction

Since the �rst realization ofBose-Einstein condensation (BEC) in trapped atom ic vapors

in 1995 [19],these system shave received increasing attention from both experim entaland

theoreticale�orts. M osttheoreticalstudiesofthese m any-boson system sare based on the

so-called m ean-�eld m ethodswhich accurately describem uch ofthedilutecondensateener-

getics.System sareterm ed asdilutewhen theaverageinterparticle distance ism uch larger

than the range ofthe interaction. The m ain param eter characterizing the interaction in

the dilute regim e is the s-wave scattering length,a,and the diluteness condition can be

expressed in term softhedensity n asnjaj3 � 1.

From the viewpoint of quantum m any-body physics, the trapped atom ic vapors are

som ewhatpeculiar. W ellabove the criticalpointofcondensation,the gasesare extrem ely

dilute,and theirdescription asnon-interactingbosonsisvery accurate.Asthecondensation

sets in, the trapped atom s are strongly com pressed in realspace. This m akes it m uch

m ore likely that the individualparticles are within interaction range ofeach other,and

interactionssuddenly becom every im portant.Asa consequencethem otion oftheparticles

becom escorrelated and both theorderofthesecorrelations,thatis,thenum berofparticles

which are sim ultaneously within interaction range,and theiroverallin
uence willdepend

on thesizeofnjaj3.

Forthe density rangesattained in BEC experim ents,the dilutenesscondition m ay well

bebroken,exploitingthelargevariation ofthescatteringlength in thevicinity ofaFeshbach

resonance [20]. In orderto study thisregim e quantitatively,itiscom pulsory to check the

reliability ofthe theoriesadopted in the analysis. Such work hasrecently been com pleted

forthe m ean-�eld Gross-Pitaevskii(GP)theories,typically reaching a validity estim ate of

njaj3 > 10�3 ,[67,74,75]in com bination with an instability criterion fornegative scattering

lengthsgiven by jajN =bt<� 0:67,[66].

Thetopicofthisthesisisthedescription ofcorrelationsin m any-boson system sbeyond

the m ean-�eld.To achieve this,one hasto considernotonly BEC gas-typestatesbutalso

m olecular-typestates,sincetheinstabilitycriterion abovedesignatesthethreshold wherethe

latterareform ed.In orderto sim ulate a possible Feshbach resonance and break them ean-

�eld validity region,scattering lengthsshould be allowed to cover� 1 < a < 0.The m ain

goalisthen to develop thenum ericaltoolsneeded to understand thenatureofinterparticle

relationshipsin BECsand estim ate both the overallim portance ofsuch correlation e�ects

and therelativeim portancebetween thedi�erentorders.

TheparticularN-bodytechniquechosenforthistaskistheStochasticVariationalM ethod

(SVM ).Thism ethod providesa solid and arbitrarily im provable variationalfram ework for

1



2 1.Introduction

the solution ofdiverse bound-state problem s. A specialfeature ofthe SVM isthe strategy

foroptim ization ofa variationaltrialfunction by \controlled gam bling".Thisstrategy has

been proven to bevery e�ective forhighly correlated nuclearfew-body system s[1].

Thecom putationalload oftheproposed num ericalstudy with theSVM isexcessiveeven

forthe fastestm odern com puters,and num ericalcalculationsare only feasible forsystem s

ofthree and fourbosons. However,since these constitute nontrivialBECsthey m ay work

asprototype system sin the attem ptto describe correlations. In otherwords,the two key

questionsofthecurrentstudy are:

� Towhatextend doeshigher-ordercorrelation e�ectsin
uencethesystem softhreeand

fourtrapped bosons?

� Can them ain conclusionsforthefour-boson system begeneralized to allm any-boson

system s?

The rem ainderofthistheoreticalthesisseeksthe answersto these questions. In chapter2

the basic theory needed in a variationaltreatm ent ofan N-body system isreviewed. The

variationaltrialfunction is a crucialelem ent ofthis approach. In chapter 3 it is shown

how to include di�erent levels ofcorrelation explicitly in the functionalform ofthe trial

funtion.TheSVM isintroduced in chapter4,in com bination with detailsofthesubsequent

application to the cases ofthe He atom and the N-boson system s. Chapter 5 illustrates

and discusses the num ericalresults,and the conclusions are collected in chapter 6. The

derivationsofthem atrix elem entscan befound in theappendices.

1.1 U nits and notation

W here nothing else isindicated,the Atom ic Units 1 (m e = e= a0 = ~ = 1)are used when

writing results. M oreover,boldface is used forvectors (a)and m atrices (A ). The length

ofa vector is written jajwhile unit vectors have a hat (̂a). The elem ents ofvectors and

m atricesarealwaysspeci�ed by subscripts(A ij).Theelem entsofa setfA g aresom etim es

m ostconveniently denoted bysuperscriptsin parenthesis(A (k))and som etim esbysubscripts

(A k).Operatorsareassigned a widehat(bA).

W ith x being an (N � 1)� 1 one-colum n m atrix ofvariablesand xT it’s1� (N � 1)

one-row transposed m atrix,a quadraticform willbewritten

x
T
Ax =

N �1X

i= 1

N �1X

j= 1

A ijxixj

whereA isa (N � 1)� (N � 1)sym m etric m atrix.

M atrix elem entsarewritten in Diracsbra-ketnotation

A ij = h ijbAj ji=

Z

 
�
i(�)

bA j(�)d�

1In this system ofunits the fundam entalelectron properties,restm assm e,elem entary charge e,Bohr

radiusa0 and angularm om entum ~ areallsetequalto oneatom icunit(a.u.).Thism akestheatom icunits

convenientwhen describing the propertiesofelectronsand atom sorparticlesystem sofsim ilarsize.



1.2 Com puterprogram s 3

where � denotes allthe coordinates ofthe system and  i and  j are square integrable

functionshaving a �nitescalarproductde�ned by theoverlap integral

h ij ji=

Z

 
�
i(�) j(�)d�

Addition ofangular m om enta is expressed as direct products within square brackets.

For exam ple the vector-coupling ofthe angular m om enta bJ 1 and bJ 2,each satisfying the

eigenrelations bJ
2

i�JiM i
= Ji(Ji+ 1)�JiM i

and bJiz�JiM i
= M i�JiM i

,iswritten

[�J1M 1

 �J2M 2

]JM =
X

M 1

X

M 2

hJ1M 1J2M 2jJ1J2JM i�J1M 1
�J2M 2

wherehJ1M 1J2M 2jJ1J2JM iaretheClebsch-Gordan coe�cients.

Com putationalcom plexity isdiscussed in thebig oh notation de�ned [10]

f(n)= O
�
g(n)

�
, f(n)� c� g(n);foralln � n0 > 0 and c> 0;

which m eansinform ally thatf growsatthesam erateasg orslower.

1.2 C om puter program s

In thecourseofthiswork com puterprogram shavebeen developed in C++ to calculatethe

num ericalresults(theusageinform ation islisted in appendix E):

� scatlen:Calculatesthescatteringlengthforatwo-bodyinteractionofidenticalbosons

� bec:Calculatestheenergy fora given stateofan N-body system using theStochastic

VariationalM ethod.

The source code forthe program sbec and scatlen can be downloaded from m y hom e

pageat:www.phys.au.dk/� hansh.A few exam pleshavebeen placed in footnotesthrough-

outthethesis,indicating theexplicitcom m and forthecom putation ofa graph.
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C hapter 2

Variationalapproach to N -body

problem s

Thischaptergivesa briefdescription ofhow one solvesthe tim e independent Schr�odinger

equation forN-bodysystem susingavariationalapproach.TheHam iltonian isintroduced in

the�rstsection and consistsofterm sforkineticenergy,two-bodyinteraction and possiblyan

externaltrapping�eld.A section then presentstheparticulartwo-body interactionsapplied

laterin the thesis. The m ost crucialpoints in the variationalm ethod is the introduction

ofa set ofrelative coordinatesand the construction ofa 
exible trialwave function from

som e appropriate basisoffunctions. Both pointsare explained in subsequentsectionsand

sym m etrization isaddressed.Finally,itisshown how thevariationaltheorem de�ned by the

trialfunction reducesto a generalized m atrix eigenvalue problem and thataccurate results

can beachieved with basisoptim ization procedures.

2.1 H am iltonian

In the following,N-body system sofnon-relativistic particlesare considered,where the ith

particlehasm assm i,chargeci,spin si,isospin ti and position vectorri.Them otion ofthe

particlesisgiven by thetim e-independentSchr�odingerequation

bH 	= E 	 (2.1.2.1)

wherethesquareintegrablewavefunction,	(r 1;:::;rN ),describesthestateofthesystem

with theinterpretation of	 �	astheprobability density [2].M ostoften,thisisthecom m on

starting pointofboth few-body and m any-body treatm ents.However,them agnitudeofN

becom essigni�cantin practice,especially when dealing with identicalparticles(seebelow),

m aking ab initio restrictionson 	 necessary form any-body system s.

Assum ing theparticlesm ovein an external�eld and thattheonly particle-particleinter-

action isthrough localspin-independenttwo-body potentials,Vij,theHam iltonian becom es

bH =

NX

i= 1

h

�
~
2

2m i

b
r

2

i + Vext(ri)

i

+

NX

i< j

Vij (2.1.2.2)

where b
r

T

i = ( @

@rix
; @

@riy
; @

@riz
) is the gradient operator with respect to ri. The subsequent

separation ofthe center-of-m ass m otion from the intrinsic m otion allows a translationally

5



6 2.Variationalapproach to N-body problem s

invariant description. The following sections introduce the theory necessary to obtain a

variationalsolution to (2.1.2.1)fortheN-body Ham iltonian (2.1.2.2).

2.1.1 Identicalparticles

M any-bodysystem soften contain anum berofidenticalparticles.Theindistinguishability of

identicalparticlesisobviously re
ected in theHam iltonian (2.1.2.2)by thesym m etry ofthe

operatorsentering.However,sinceitiswritten in �rstquantization, bH doesnotdistinguish

whetheridenticalparticlesarebosonsorferm ions,and thereforethisinform ation should be

added by hand to thewavefunction,	,in theform ofa de�nitesym m etry.Forbosonsthe

wavefunction isrequired tobeeven undertheinterchangeofany pairofparticlecoordinates

whileforferm ionsitshould beodd [2].Achievingthisin m any-bodyproblem sisonlyfeasible

with som erestrictionson theform of	 (seesection 2.6.1).Assum ing thepropersym m etry

isgiven,onem ay advantageously usea sim plerHam iltonian,given by

bH Id = N

h

�
~
2

2m
b
r

2

1
+ Vext(r1)+

1

2
(N � 1)V12

i

� bH cm (2.1.2.3)

since allterm sin thesum sof(2.1.2.2)willcontribute the sam e to the energy.However,in

the current study,the sym m etric \few-body" Ham iltonian in (2.1.2.2)isbetter suited for

investigating correlations,and isthereforekept,also foridenticalparticles,in thefollowing.

Thedetailsofapplying bH Id with a sym m etric(Jastrow-type)wavefunction form any-boson

system scan befound in ref.[8],Chap.2.

2.2 T w o-body interactions

In su�ciently dilute N-body system s only binary collisions contribute signi�cantly to the

totalenergy and three-and m ore-body interactionscan bealm ostcom pletely ignored (with

oneexception being three-body m olecularrecom bination in atom icgases[71]).TheHam il-

tonian in (2.1.2.2),introduced as the ab initio starting point ofthis chapter,takes this

sim pli�cation even furtherby assum ing only spin-independent (central) two-body interac-

tions,Vij.Such interactionsaresu�cientforthecalculationsofatom icsystem sand gasesof

atom spresented later.Realisticnuclearm odelsrequire spin-isospin dependentinteractions

including (at least) three-body term s and are not considered here 1. Now follows a brief

introduction to thetwo two-body potentialsapplied in thisthesisand oftheconceptofthe

s-wavescattering length which isessentialin thedescription ofBECs.

2.2.1 Electrostatic interaction

Theinteraction between particlescarryingelectricchargeistheCoulom b force.Likegravita-

tion,thisisalong rangeone-over-square-distanceforce,although m any ordersofm agnitude

stronger.Atom icphysicsand solid physics,and forthatm atterthewholeofchem istry,can,

in principle,be determ ined by thisforce com bined with theoriesofrelativity and quantum

m echanics[2].Thecorresponding interaction potentialin SIunitsis

V (r12)=
1

4��0

q1q2

r12
(2.2.2.1)

1Seeref.[8],Chap.10 fora treatm entofthenuclearm any-body problem (Argonne/Urbana potentials).
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Fig.2.1: Rb-Rb interaction potentials (solid lines)asa function ofthe atom ic separation. Data

is from K rauss and Stevens [69]. The dashed lines corresponds to the M orse m odelpotential

[2],V (r12) = D [(e��(r 12�r 0) � 1)2 � 1]with r0 = 7:87a0,� = 0:43a�1
0

and D = 0:018 a.u.,for

the singlet curve and r0 = 11:65a0,� = 0:35a
�1
0

and D = 0:00093 a.u.,for the triplet curve.

The dash-dotted graph represents the G eltm an m odelfor the triplet potential [70], V (r12) =

C6[e
��(r 12�r c)=r6c � 1=r612]with C6 = 4700 a.u.,rc = 9:7a0 and � = 0:9a

�1
0
. The insetshowsthe

detailsofthetripletpotentialand thedotted linesindicatetheG aussian m odelsused in thiswork.

where q1 and q2 arethechargesand �0 istheperm itivity offreespace (a0 = e2=4��0).The

non-�nitelong rangecharacteroftheCoulom b potentialm akessolutionsoftheSchr�odinger

equation di�cultin thecaseofscattering[4].M oreover,itisnotpossibletode�nean s-wave

scattering length (seebelow)forthis1=r-asym ptoticpotential.

2.2.2 A tom -atom interaction

The essentialproperty ofrealistic interatom ic interactionsisthatatom srepelatshortdis-

tancesand attractwhen they aresom edistanceapart.In thefollowing thefocuswillbeon

theinteraction ofRb from thealkaliatom sgroup,sincethey in particularplay a key rolein

experim entson cold atom ic gases(and consequently adopted asthe defaultparticle in the

num ericalBEC calculationspresented later).

Theground statecon�guration ofalkaliatom shasallelectronsbutoneoccupying closed

shellswhiletherem aining valenceelectron isin an sorbitalofa highershell[6].In thecase

ofground statecollisions,thepotentialenergy dependssolely on theinternuclearseparation

and the orientation ofthe two atom svalence electronic spins(si = 1=2)which couple into

singlet(S = 0)ortriplet(S = 1)con�gurations,whereS = s1 + s2,[60].Thisisillustrated

for87Rb in �gure 2.1.The solid curve isbased on ab initio calculated data from [69]while

the dashed and dash-dotted curves correspond to m odelpotentials 2 . Forspin-polarized

2TheM orsem odelpotentialisan excellentapproxim ation fortheshortrangeinteraction shapewhilethe

G eltm an m odelpotential(likethe Lennard-Jonespotential,[2])hasthe correctlong-rangebehavior.
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atom sone m ay assum e thatthey interactonly via the tripletpotentialshown in detailsin

theinset.

G aussian m odelpotential

The key feature ofthe Rb-Rb potentialin the current context,isthatit can be assum ed

to have a �nite range in term sofscattering. Thiscan be understood from considering the

quantum m echanicalinteractions ofthe Rb2 constituents (a totalof74 identicalelectrons

and two nuclei).Clearly,when thenucleiarecloseenough (about20�A)forthetwo electron

cloudstooverlap thepotentialenergywilldepend greatlyon thespin ofthevalenceelectrons.

ThisisduetothePauliexclusion principle,sincein thetripletcon�guration thespatialpart

oftheelectron wave function m ustbeanti-sym m etric and so theoverlap between electrons

is m inim ized in that case. Even at a distance there is residualoverlap leading to a long

range exchange term 3. However,when the nucleiare fartheraway,the energy due to the

overlap ofelectronsdecreasesexponentially and the interatom ic potentialisdom inated by

thevan derW aalsforce 4.Thisdispersion e�ectcan beexpanded in a m ultipoleexpansion

such as[68]

Vdisp(r12)= �
C6

r6
12

�
C8

r8
12

�
C10

r10
12

� � � � (2.2.2.2)

wheretheleading (van derW aals)term is1=r6
12
.W ith such an in�nitetailon thepotential

it seem s invalid to talk about a �nite range and scattering length. Fortunately it can be

shown thatforscattering via power-law potentials,1=rn,the decrease isfastenough to be

considered of�niterangeprovided thatn > 3,[6].

In this work, the atom -atom interaction is represented by a sim ple Gaussian m odel

potential,V (x)= V0e
�x 2=b2,of�niterange(thedottedlinesin�g.2.1).Forweakinteractions

in the low-energy (i.e. ultra-cold) lim it, the properties ofthe two-body interaction are

basically determ ined by thescattering length,a,introduced in thenextsection,alone.This

m eans,thattheexactshapeofthepotentialisinsigni�cant(seee.g.section 3.3.3)and that

the apparent lack ofa hard core at sm allr12 in the Gaussian m odelis acceptable. M ore

detailsoftheRb-Rb interaction can befound in [60].

2.2.3 Scattering length for �nite interactions

The following is a very brief account of basic scattering theory which can be found in

detailsin Refs.[2,3]. Considerthe situation oftwo isolated particleswith m assesm 1 and

m 2 that interact via a centralpotentialV (r12),where r12 = jr1 � r2jis the interparticle

distance.Furtherassum ethattheinteraction vanishesrapidly (fasterthan / r
�3
12 )forlarge

separations,i.e. V (r12) ! 0 for r12 ! 1 . As outlined in section 2.3,the m otion ofthe

particlesseparatesinto thetrivialcenter-of-m assm otion and the relative m otion described

by a singlecoordinatewavefunction,	(x),satisfying theSchr�odingerequation

�

�
~
2

2�
b
r

2

x + V (x)

�

	(x)= E 	(x) (2.2.2.3)

3Thisterm hasthe form ,Vex(r12)= � Ar�12e
�2�r 12,also found in the M orsem odelpotential.

4Astheelectronsm ove,sm all
uctuationsoccurin thechargedensity surrounding each atom so,in turn,

oneatom can polarizethe othersetting up an m om entary dipole m om entwhich then attractsthe �rst.
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where x = r12 and � = m 1m 2=(m 1 + m 2) is the reduced m ass. Solutions with E < 0

correspond to bound states ofthe potential. Scattering is described by the Lippm ann-

Schwingersolutions[3]with positiveenergy E = ~
2k2=2�,and theasym ptoticform

	
(+ )

k
(x)

x! 1
=

1

(2�)3=2

�
e
ik�x+ f(k

0
;k)

eikx

x

�
(2.2.2.4)

corresponding to the sum ofan incom ing plane wave with relative m om entum ~k and a

scattered sphericalwave(i.e.the(+)superscript)with am plitude

f(k
0
;k)� �

4�2�

~
2

Z

dx
0e

�ik 0�x0

(2�)3=2
V (x0)	

(+ )

k
(x0) (2.2.2.5)

Foraspherically sym m etricpotentialthescatteringam plitudeonly dependson theangle,�,

between the relative m om entum ofthe particlesbefore and afterthe scattering,f(k
0
;k)�

f(k;�).In thelow energy lim it,k ! 0,whereisotropics-wavescattering isdom inant5,the

scattering am plitudeapproachesa constant,f(0;0)= � a,and thewavefunction reducesto

	
(+ )

k
(x)

k! 0
= 	 (+ )(x)= 1�

a

x
(2.2.2.6)

Theconstantaisthes-wavescatteringlength and can thusbedeterm ined astheinterception

oftheasym ptoticwavefunction and the x̂ axis,thatis	(a)= 0forthezeroenergy solution

to theSchr�odingerequation.Figure2.2 6 dem onstratesthisin thecasewheretwo identical

particles are interacting via a �nite Gaussian potential,V (x)= V0e
�x 2=b2. The scattering

length is always positive and �nite forrepulsive interactions,V0 > 0,while forattractive

interactions,V0 < 0,it can be both negative and positive and becom es divergent when

changing sign.Thisbehavior(zero-energy resonance)occurseach tim ethepotentialisjust

deep enough to supporta new bound state.

2.3 R elative coordinates

Them ostconvenientway torem ovethecenter-of-m assm otion istoexpresstheHam iltonian

in term sofrelative coordinatesthatdo notchange when the system m ovesorrotatesasa

whole.Theobviouschoiceisthescalarinterparticle distances

rij = jri� rjj; i6= j= 1;:::;N (2.3.2.1)

where ri is the position of the ith particle, giving N (N � 1)=2 relative but dependent

coordinates.Choosing onerelativecoordinate,r12,in thetwo-body caseistrivial.In three-

body problem sthetruly independentpositiveperim etric coordinates

ui=
1

2
(rik + rij � rjk); i6= j6= k = (1;2;3); (2.3.2.2)

5A partialwaveexpansion of	(x)in Legendrepolynom ials,P l(cos�),givesaradialSchr�odingerequation

where the e�ective potentialincludesa centrifugalbarrier,i.e.the term ~
2l(l+ 1)=(2�x2),[4].Thuswaves

with energiesm uch lowerthan thisbarrieraresim ply re
ected leaving only thes-wave(l= 0)contribution.
6Thenum ericaldata for�g.2.2 isproduced by calling theprogram scatlen.G raph a)isgenerated with

the com m and lines: scatlen -V0 2.11e-7 -compare,scatlen -V0 2.11e-7 -printwave and scatlen
-V0 2.11e-7 -printpot.Forb),c)and d)justchange2.11e-7 to the corresponding valuesofV0.
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Fig. 2.2: Scattering lengths, a, and wave functions, 	(x), for G aussian potentials V (x) =

V0e
�x 2=b2,with b = 18:9 �xed and di�erent strengths: a) repulsive,V 0 = 2:11 � 10�7 ;b) weak

attractive,V0 = � 2:11� 10�8 ;c)m ore attractive atbound state threshold,V0 = � 4:743� 10�8 ;

d)strong attractive with 4 bound states,V0 = � 2:11� 10�6 .Thefunctionshavebeen scaled to �t

[� 1;1].O thernum bersare in atom ic units.

are often preferred asthissim pli�es integralevaluationsoverthe coordinates(used in ap-

pendix C.3). Since there is only 3N � 6 internalspace degrees-of-freedom in an N -body

problem (forN > 2),the setofscalarrelative coordinatesinclude unnecessary extra coor-

dinateswhen N (N � 1)=2 > 3N � 6 , N > 4. This com plicates the use ofinterparticle

coordinatesin m any-body system ssigni�cantly [46].

A di�erent approach,also convenient ifN > 4,is to introduce a set ofrelative vector

coordinatesxT = (x1;x2;:::;xN �1 )and the explicit center-of-m asscoordinate xN . They

arerelated tothesingle-particlecoordinatesrT = (r1;r2;:::;rN )byalineartransform ation

xi=

NX

j= 1

Uijrj; i= 1;:::;N (2.3.2.3)

written in m atrix form asx = U r,whereU isa suitableN � N transform ation m atrix7 .

A widely used choiceforx,which isalso em ployed forthem any-body problem sconsidered

in thisthesis,istheJacobicoordinate set[8]de�ned by

xi=
p
�i(C i� ri+ 1); i= 1;:::;N � 1

xN = C N ;
(2.3.2.4)

where C i isthecenter-of-m assand �i =
m i+ 1m 12���i

m 12���i+ 1

thereduced m assofthe �rstiparticles.

7 O bviously one can readily generalize the scalarde�nition (2.3.2.1)to an equivalentvectordescription

with xT = (r12;r13;::;r1N ;r23;::;r2N ;::;r(N �1)N ;xM ),given by an appropriatelinearM � N transform a-

tion ofthe single-particlecoordinates.
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Thecorresponding transform ation m atrix is

U J =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

p
�1 �

p
�1 0 � � � 0

p
�2

m 1

m 12

p
�2

m 2

m 12

�
p
�2 � � � 0

...
...

...
...

...
p
�N �1

m 1

m 12���N �1

p
�N �1

m 2

m 12���N �1

p
�N �1

m 3

m 12���N �1

� � � �
p
�N �1

m 1

m 12���N

m 2

m 12���N

m 3

m 12���N
� � � m N

m 12���N

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

: (2.3.2.5)

where the shortnotation m eansm 12���i= m 1 + m 2 + � � � mi,m aking m 12���N the totalm ass

ofthe system . A speci�c set ofJacobicoordinates,fxig,are related to the interparticle

distances,rij,and thehyperradius,�,through therelation [64]

�
2 �

1

N

NX

i< j

r
2

ij =

NX

i= 1

r
2

i � N C
2

N =

N �1X

i= 1

x
2

i (2.3.2.6)

M oreover,since the �rst Jacobicoordinate,x1,ofthe set de�ned in (2.3.2.5) is equalto
p
�1(r1 � r2) �

p
�1r12,the two-body interaction,V12,depending on this interparticle-

distance,hasasim pleform V (x1=
p
�1).Byperm utationsoftheparticlelabels(1;2;� � � ;N ),

and thecorrespondingcolum nsin (2.3.2.5),onecan generatedi�erentJacobicoordinatesets

x(p),known asarrangem entsorpartitions,where the �rstJacobicoordinate is
p
�1rij and

theform ofVij issim ple.Thisisan advantagewhen trying to obtain analyticalexpressions

for the integrals (see (2.4.2.6) and (2.4.2.7) derived in the next section) that have to be

evaluated in thevariationalm ethod.

2.3.1 Separation ofthe center-of-m ass

Them any-body Ham iltonian (2.1.2.2)written in term sofrelativecoordinatesseparatesinto

a translationally invariant part and a part involving only the center-of-m ass coordinate.

Corresponding to the change ofcoordinates(2.3.2.3)the single-particle gradientoperators

b
r

T

= (br 1;br 2;::;br N ),entering thekinetic energy part,aretransform ed by

b
r = U

T b
r x (2.3.2.7)

and sincethetransform ation m atrix U can beassum ed to satisfy therelationsUN i=
m i

m 12:::N

and
P N

j= 1
Uij = �N i [1],easily veri�ed forU J,onehas

�

NX

i= 1

~
2

2m i

b
r

2

i = �
~
2

2

NX

i= 1

1

m i

�
NX

k= 1

Uki
b
r xk

��
NX

l= 1

Uli
b
r xl

�

= �
~
2

2

N �1X

k= 1

N �1X

l= 1

NX

i= 1

UkiUli

m i

b
r xk

b
r xl

�
~
2

2m 12���N

b
r

2

xN

= �
~
2

2

N �1X

k= 1

N �1X

l= 1

�kl
b
r xk

b
r xl

+ bTcm (2.3.2.8)
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where bTcm =
bp
2

cm

2m 12:::N
= � ~

2

2m 12:::N

b
r

2

xN
isthecenter-of-m asskineticenergy 8,and

�kl=

NX

i= 1

UkiUli

m i

; k;l= 1;:::;N � 1 (2.3.2.9)

The external�eld potential,Vext,separatesin a sim ilarway when applying transform ation

(2.3.2.3),see section 4.5.Thusthe Ham iltonian (2.1.2.2)can also be expressed in term sof

thequadraticform

b
r

T

x�
b
r x =

N �1X

k= 1

N �1X

l= 1

�kl
b
r xk

b
r xl

as

bH = �
~
2

2
b
r

T

x�
b
r x +

N �1X

i= 1

Vext(xi)+

NX

i< j

Vij + bH cm (2.3.2.10)

with Vext and Vij depending on the relative coordinates fx1;x2;:::;xN �1 g and bH cm =

bTcm + Vext(R ).Explicitinsertion oftheJacobitransform ation m atrix,U J,in theexpression

(2.3.2.9)for�,producestheim portantresult� � I.Thism eans,thatin thespeci�c case

oftheJacobicoordinatesthequadraticform isdissolved and only term softheLaplacians,

b
r

2

xi
,haveto beconsidered in a calculation ofthekineticenergy.

2.4 M atrix representation

The generalstationary-state solution,	,to the Schr�odinger equation (2.1.2.1) willbe a

linearsuperposition oftheeigenfunctions	 n of bH :

	=

1X

n= 1

an	 n; (2.4.2.1)

where	 n satis�es

bH 	 n = E n	 n; n = 1;2;:::: (2.4.2.2)

IftheHam iltonian (2.3.2.10)isHerm itian,theeigenvaluesE n arerealandtheeigenfunctions,

	 n,called theenergy eigenstates,form a com pleteand orthogonalsetf	 ng,[2].W ith focus

on bound-statesolutions,in particulartheground stateand lowestexcited states,onehasto

�nd thelowestdiscreteenergies,E n,and corresponding eigenstates,	 n,from eq.(2.4.2.2).

Unfortunately,except for the two-body cases,the explicit form ofthe eigenstates is not

known a priori,m aking itim possible to solvetheeigenvalueproblem analytically.

Thebestalternativeisto considera �nitesetofknown functionsf 1; 2;:::; K g,that

are linearly independentand possibly non-orthogonal. A generalfunction in the space VK
spanned by thissetcan bewritten

	=

KX

i= 1

ci i (2.4.2.3)

8Corresponding to the totalm om entum bpcm = �
P N

k= 1
i~br k = � i~

P N

j= 1
�N j

b
r x j

= � i~br x N
.
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Thestatevectorc uniquely de�nes	 in thefunction spaceV K .Inserting thisform into the

Schr�odingerequation gives

KX

j= 1

(bH � �)cj j = 0; (2.4.2.4)

which is the eigenvalue problem for bH inside VK . From this restricted problem one can

determ ine eigenvalues �1;�2;:::;�K and corresponding state vectors c(1);c(2);:::;c(K ) that

areapproxim ationsto the exactsolution (2.4.2.2).Aswillbediscussed in the nextsection

itisactually thebestsolution within VK from a variationalstandpoint.

Equation (2.4.2.4)is conveniently expressed in a m atrix representation by m ultiplying

from theleftby  �
i and integrating overallcoordinates� that i depend on,giving

KX

j= 1

(H ij � �Sij)cj = 0; i= 1;2;:::;K : (2.4.2.5)

where

H ij = h ijbH j ji=

Z

 
�
i(�)

bH  j(�)d� (2.4.2.6)

aretheelem entsoftheK � K Ham iltonian m atrixand

Sij = h ij ji=

Z

 
�
i(�) j(�)d� (2.4.2.7)

aretheelem entsoftheK � K overlap m atrix.In thisway,theproblem ofdeterm ining the

eigenvaluesoftheoperator bH in (2.4.2.4)hasbeen transform ed to a generalized eigenvalue

problem ofsquarem atrices 9 ,m ostelegantly written

H c = �Sc: (2.4.2.8)

Ifthe basis functions are chosen to be orthogonal,S becom es the identity m atrix,and

equation (2.4.2.8)reducesto a standard eigenvalueproblem .

2.5 T he linear variationalm ethod

In thisthesis,a variationalm ethod isused to obtain theapproxim atebound-stateenergies

and wave functionsofsystem sdescribed by the N-body Ham iltonian (2.1.2.2). Itislinked

to thefactthatan arbitrary wavefunction correspondsto an energy higherorequalto the

trueground stateenergy.Theso-called variationaltheorem states

E �
h	jbH j	i

h	j	i
� E1 (2.5.2.1)

9Theconnection between thealgebraoflinearoperatorsand squarem atricesisquitefundam ental,see[7]

sec.5.10.
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forany square-integrable	.ThefunctionalE istheexpectation valueof bH and theequality

holdsonly if	 istheground stateof bH with theeigenvalue E 1.A proofofthistheorem is

elem entary and can befound in textbookson quantum m echanics,e.g.[2]p.116.

Thevariationaltheorem isthebasisofthewidely used Rayleigh-Ritzvariationalm ethod.

Theidea behind thism ethod isto choosea trialfunction as	 thatdependson a num berof

variationalparam eters.Evaluatingtheexpectation valueE yieldsafunction oftheseparam -

eters,and bym inim izingwith respecttotheparam eters,oneobtainsthebestapproxim ation

to E 1 thattheexplicitform of	 allows.

Thelinearvariationalm ethodisavariantoftheRayleigh-Ritzm ethodin which oneworks

with trialfunctionsofthe form (2.4.2.3),described in the previoussection. The expansion

coe�cientsc T = fc1;c2;:::;cK g serve asthevariationalparam etersand m inim ization con-

sistsofdem anding that

@E

@ci
= 0 and

@E

@c�i
= 0; (2.5.2.2)

foralli= 1;2;:::;K .Considering �rstthelattercondition in (2.5.2.2)by di�erentiating E

with respectto c�i gives

@E

@c�i
=
h	j	i @

@c�
i

h	jbH j	i� h	j bH j	i @

@c�
i

h	j	i

h	j	i 2

=

@

@c�
i

h	jbH j	i� E @

@c�
i

h	j	i

h	j	i

Forthisexpression tovanishthenum eratorm ustbezero.Introducingtheexpansion (2.4.2.3)

as	 in them atrix elem entexpressions,onehas

h	jbH j	i=

KX

i= 1

KX

j= 1

c
�
icjh ij

bH j ji=

KX

i= 1

KX

j= 1

c
�
icjH ij (2.5.2.3)

and

h	j	i=

KX

i= 1

KX

j= 1

c
�
icjh ij ji=

KX

i= 1

KX

j= 1

c
�
icjSij (2.5.2.4)

whereH ij and Sij areagain theelem entsoftheHam iltonian and overlap m atrices,and the

condition @E

@c�
i

= 0 reducesto

@

@c�i
h	jbH j	i� E

@

@c�i
h	j	i=

KX

j= 1

(H ij � EBij)cj = 0; i= 1;2;:::;K

The condition @E

@ci
= 0 willreduce to the com plex conjugate ofthisequation [7]and hence

givesno new inform ation.Thusim posing the conditions(2.5.2.2)on the expectation value

E hasproduced precisely thesam em atrix eigenvalueproblem

H c = �Sc (2.5.2.5)
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thatwasderived in theprevioussection.Thisisan im portantconnection and m eansthatby

choosing an arbitrary basisf 1; 2;:::; K g ofknown functionsand solving eq. (2.5.2.5),

also called the secular equation,one willin fact get the best approxim ate solution inside

VK .Onecould say,thatthem inim ization with respectto theparam etersfc1;c2;:::;cK g is

im plicitin the solution. Ofcourse,the functions i can be m ade dependenton additional

nonlinearvariationalparam eters,giving further
exibility to thetrialfunction.

The variationaltheorem im plies that the lowest ofthe eigenvalues determ ined by eq.

(2.5.2.5)willbean upperbound to therealground stateenergy E 1.In turn,alltheeigen-

values �i;i= 1;2;:::;K ,are upper bounds to eigenstate energies ofthe fullHam iltonian

(see [1],theorem 3.3).Arranging in increasing orderthe K eigenvalues�1 � �2 � � � � � �K

ofthe truncated problem and the discrete eigenvalues E 1 � E2 � ::: ofthe fullproblem

(2.4.2.2),itcan beshown that

E 1 � �1;E 2 � �2;:::;E K � �K (2.5.2.6)

Expanding VK by increasing thenum beroffunctionsin thebasiswillbring (2.5.2.5)closer

to thefullHilbertspaceproblem ,and obviously im proveon theapproxim ateeigenvalues�i
by lowering them towardstheexactvaluesE i

10.

2.6 B asis functions

A crucialpointwhen using thelinearvariationalm ethod isthechoiceofbasisfunctions.An

expansion in the basisshould give a good representation ofthe physicalshape ofthe wave

function for the quantum system in question. It is im portant,in general,that two basic

requirem entsaresatis�ed:

� The basis should form a com plete set so that the result obtained by a system atic

increaseofthenum berofbasicfunctionswillconvergeto theexacteigenvalue.

� Furtherm ore,allm atrix elem entsshould be analytically calculable,forthe variational

approach to bepractical.

In addition,to solve an N-particle problem accurately and with a high convergence rate,

the trialfunction, 	 =
P

K

i= 1
ci i,and hence the basis functions, f ig,should describe

the correlation between the particles well,have the proper sym m etry and encom pass the

appropriatedegreesoffreedom ,e.g.orbitaland spin angularm om enta.In thisthesis,itis

assum ed thata basisfunction with totalangularm om entum J and projection M ,can be

written in theform [1,28]

 k = bP

n

�k(x)[�LM L
(̂x)
 �SM S

]JM �TM T

o

; (2.6.2.1)

where bP isa sum ofperm utation operatorsensuring thepropersym m etry,�k(x)describes

the spatialdependence,�LM L
(̂x)speci�esthe orbitalm otion with de�nite angularm om en-

tum L,and �SM S
and �TM T

arethespin and isospin parts11.Sinceallcorrelationsbetween

particlesin thesystem streated laterarestate-independent,they can befully represented in

thespatialpart,�k(x),of k,asdiscussed in detailin chapter3.M oreelaboratedescriptions

oftheangularm om entum partscan befound in appendix A.

10Thiscan be explicitly proven,see[1],p.27.
11 Partsforotherdegreesoffreedom ,likecolorand 
avor,can be added correspondingly.
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2.6.1 Sym m etry

From experim entsitisknown thatparticlesofzero orintegralspin,such asthephoton and
4He,are bosons. Particles with half-integralspin values,such as electrons and nucleons,

are ferm ions. Atom s constitute bosons when they contain an equalnum ber ofnucleons,

otherwise ferm ions. W hen a system consistsofa num berofidenticaland indistinguishable

particlesthewavefunction m usthavethepropersym m etry with respectto any interchange

ofthespaceand spin coordinatesoftheidenticalparticles.Thepropersym m etry ofthetrial

wavefunction can beachieved by operating on thebasisfunctionswith theoperator[8];

bP =

r
1

N !

X

P

�P bP (2.6.2.2)

using �P = 1 foridenticalbosonsand �P = (� 1)p,wherep=0,1 istheparity oftheperm u-

tation,P,foridenticalferm ions.Here,theperm utation operator, bP,perm utesthevariable

indices(1;2;:::;N )ofidenticalparticlesto (p1;p2;:::;pN )and the sum m ation overP in-

cludesallnecessary perm utations.Thus bP correspondstoasym m etrizer(bS)forbosonsand

an antisym m etrizer(bA )forferm ions.

Obviously,the perm utation operator, bP ,com m utes with the sym m etric m any-body bH

in (2.1.2.2),but,exceptforthe case N = 2,the N !di�erentperm utation operatorsdo not

com m ute am ong them selves. Thism eans,thatan eigenfunction of bH isnotnecessarily an

eigenfunction ofallbP.Onlyatotallysym m etriceigenfunction,	 S,oratotallyantisym m etric

eigenfunction,	 A,can be com m on eigenfunctionsof bH and all bP. The two typesofwave

functions,	 S and	 A,arethoughttobesu�cienttodescribeallsystem sofidenticalparticles
12. Accordingly,ifa system is com posed ofdi�erent kinds ofidenticalparticles,its wave

function m ustbeseparately totally sym m etric(bosons)ortotally antisym m etric(ferm ions)

with respectto perm utationsofeach kind ofidenticalparticles,[2].

2.7 B asis optim ization

The m ost directapproach to a variationalsolution ofa quantum m echanicalbound-state

problem isto solve the secular equation de�ned by a basis offunctions,f 1; 2;:::; K g,

containing no nonlinear param eters. Two m ain steps are involved: the calculation ofthe

overlap and Ham iltonian m atrix elem ents and the solution ofthe generalized eigenvalue

problem .Toachievethedesired accuracy oneonlyneedstoadd m any (linearlyindependent)

functionsto thebasis.Unfortunately,calculating allm atrix elem entstakestim eO (K 2)on

a com puterand solving eigenvalue equationsisan O (K 3)-procedure,[39]. Any variational

approach is thus only feasible on a basis ofreasonable size consisting offunctions that

allow fast m atrix elem ent evaluation. The direct m ethod in particular su�ers from this

lim itation since the convergence isoften slow increasing the dem and fora large num berof

basicfunctions,[43].

Anotherapproach,designed to avoid a hugebasisdim ension,isbasisoptim ization.The

ideaistoonlyselectthespeci�cbasisfunctionsthatgivegoodresults.Tothisend,theshape

ofthebasisfunctionsism adedependenton nonlinearparam eters,which,in e�ect,determ ine

how wellthevariationalfunction space,VK ,contain thetrueeigenfunction.An optim albasis

12Thisisthe so-called sym m etrization postulate,[2].
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Fig.2.3:Thecontrol
ow diagram sfortwocom m on basisoptim ization strategies:(left)O ptim izing

whileincreasing one basisata tim e and (right)optim izing theparam etergeneration orintervals.

ofde�nite size,K ,can be established by m inim izing the variationalenergy function with

respectto these param eters. However,although num erouselaborate m ethodsare available

for m ultidim ensionalfunction m inim ization (see [40]), the optim ization ofthe nonlinear

param eters in a trialwave function is by no m eans a trivialtask. In fact,com putational

com plexity studies show that the generalproblem takes tim e exponentialin the num ber

ofparam eters 13 and itistherefore rated asintractable,i.e. notam enable to a practically

e�cientsolution.Thism eansthatthesheernum berofnonlinearparam etersquicklybecom es

thebottle-neck in basisoptim ization.

Di�erent strategies have been em ployed for basis optim ization in few-body problem s

related to thefollowing scenarios:

� Infew-bodyproblem sthenum berofnonlinearparam etersneeded ineachbasisfunction

isreasonably low,and one m ightbeable to perform a fullsim ultaneousoptim ization

ofthe basisparam eters. The strategiesem ployed can be placed into two categories:

the determ inistic and the stochastic. The form er is based on stepping or gradient

strategies(e.g. the conjugate-gradientm ethod,see [33])and are sensitive to a given

startingpoint,alwaysreachingthesam em inim um from thesam einitialcondition.The

solution in these casesm ay notbe the globalm inim um soughtbuta localm inim um .

Convergence depend heavily on the initialguesses for the param eters. A stochastic

m inim ization tendsto convergence m uch slowerbutelim inatesthe risk ofending up

in a localm inim um [1].Com bining analyticalgradientand stochastictechniquesin a

13 Vavasis [11] reports the worst-case com plexity of m inim izing a Lipschitz constant function,

f(x1;x2;::;xd),in a box to be O ((
L

2�
)d),whereL isthe Lipschitz constant.
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m ixed approach,asproposed recently in [34],seem sto bevery econom ical.

� W hen the above approach istoo tim e-consum ing,which is m ost often the case,one

can use grid m ethods to reduce the num ber ofparam eters to a sm aller num ber of

tem peringparam eters,eitherby�xingparam etersthroughageom etricprogression [42]

orpseudo-random ly [37].In thelattercasethiscorrespondstooptim izingthelim itsof

theintervalsfrom which thepseudo-random num bersareselected [45].Thedrawback

is,that param eters m ay be assigned values disregarding whether the corresponding

basisfunctionscontributeto thesolution ornot.

� Alternatively,apartialoptim ization can beperform ed whereonly afew param etersare

optim ized atatim eandallothers�xed.In particular,ifonlyonespeci�cbasisfunction

isoptim ized,then only onerow ofthe(sym m etric)Ham iltonian and overlap m atrices

are a�ected. Even the consecutive solving ofthe fullgeneralized eigenvalue problem

can be avoided in the optim ization procedure. This is em ployed in the Stochastic

VariationalM ethod and,as described in the chapter 4,takes only a fraction ofthe

com putationaltim eofa fulloptim ization.

Fig.2.3 showstwo control
ow structuresthatcan beused with theoptim ization strategies

discussed here. The leftdiagram correspondsto the case where one basisfunction isopti-

m ized and added to thebasisata tim eand therightdiagram isfora procedurewhere the

entire trialfunction is constructed and subsequently optim ized. The dashed boxes desig-

natea (possibly com plicated)optim ization m ethod in which place theSVM trialand error

technique willbeconsidered in chapter4.



C hapter 3

C orrelations in m any-body system s

Thebasictheory necessary fortreatingparticlecorrelationsin N-body system swith avaria-

tionalapproach ispresented in thischapter.Them ain goalistodevelop severaldescriptions,

each representing a di�erent levelofcorrelation,and allow fora direct com parison ofthe

corresponding correlation energies.Thisisbased on thevitalassum ption,thatcorrelations

can beexplicitly included in a description,by em bedding them ,ab initio,in theform ofthe

variationaltrialfunction.Tothisend,respectivesectionstreat�rsttheuncorrelated Hartree

trialfunction used within theHartree-Focktheory,then thee�ectiveinteraction (m ean-�eld)

approach based on thepseudopotentialapproxim ation and lastan explicitly correlated trial

function designed to handle two-body,three-body and higher-ordercorrelations. To begin

with,however,a shortrem ark aboutcorrelation asa concept.

3.1 D e�ning correlations

Sincetherearevariousde�nitionsoftheterm correlation availablein thephysicsliterature,

itisappropriatetode�netheconceptclearly beforederivingatheoreticaldescription.In the

dictionary,correlation isexplained as\ashared relationship"or\causalconnection".W ithin

thephysicscontextofN-body system s,correlation correspondingly designatesthe possibly

com plex interparticle relationship am ong the particles. However,in som e textbooks,the

energy connected with such correlated behavior,E corr,isde�ned asthe di�erence between

theenergyofthesim ilarnon-interactingsystem and theexactm easured orcalculated energy

[4]. In othertheoretic areas,like the atom ic Hartree-Fock theory,the correlation energy is

regarded asthedi�erencebetween theenergy obtained with an independentparticlem odel

based on theHartreeproductwavefunction (seebelow)and theexactenergy[2,7].Although

both interpretationshavevalid argum entation,they arealso very distincton theim portant

question ofwhatde�nesan uncorrelated system .

Here,and in therem ainderofthisthesis,thefollowing de�nition isadopted:

In an N-bodysystem ,wheretheinteraction between theparticlesisstate-independent,

the(inherently)correlated m otion oftheparticlescan berepresented bya wavefunc-

tion ofthe form [8]

	(r 1;r2;:::rN )= F(r1;r2;:::rN )�(r 1;r2;:::rN ) (3.1.3.1)

19



20 3.Correlationsin m any-body system s

whereF isacorrelation factorand�isan uncorrelatedwavefunction corresponding

to a system ofindependentparticles.Thespeci�ccorrelation energyincludedin such

a representation,E corr,isde�ned by

E corr = jE interactionj= j< 	j

NX

i< j

Vijj	> j (3.1.3.2)

where Vij isthe two-body interaction potential.

W ith this de�nition,the energy reference point corresponding to an uncorrelated system

is given by the energy ofthe non-interacting system . Contrary to other interpretations,

thisallowseven a m ean-�eld theory with F = 1 to representcorrelation energy,since any

typeofinterparticleinteraction istantam ountto correlation e�ects.Thebeliefofthewriter

is,that such a standpoint is m ore true to the \civil" perception ofthe word correlation,

and in any case,advantageousin the current context,because the prim ary aim here isto

com paredi�erentlevelsofcorrelation wherethewidely used m ean-�eld approach isjustone

candidate.

3.2 H artree-Fock m ean-�eld description

Theindependentparticlem odel,originallyform ulated byHartreein 1928[58]and generalized

with sym m etry by Fock and Slater [59],is based on the ansatz that a m any-body wave

function can be written as a properly sym m etrized product oforthogonalsingle-particle

states,given by

	 H F (r1;r2;:::rN )= bP	 H (r1;r2;:::rN )= bP

NY

i= 1

�i(ri) (3.2.3.1)

where bP isde�ned in (2.6.2.2)asthe sym m etrizer forbosonsand the antisym m etrizer for

ferm ions. In the Hartree-Fock m ethod [59]thisform ofwave function isapplied with the

variationaltheorem in (2.5.2.1),by dem anding thatthe variation ofthe energy functional

valueiszero,i.e�EH F [	 H F ]= � < 	H F jbH j	 H F >= 0.Toderivethetheoryofthism ethodin

thecasewhere bH isthenon-relativisticN-body Ham iltonian (2.1.2.2),onem ay conveniently

rewrite bH as

bH =

NX

i= 1

bhi+

NX

i< j

Vij; where bhi= �
1

2m i

b
r

2

i + Vext(ri) (3.2.3.2)

having the �rst term explicitly given by a sum ofN identicalone-body Ham iltonians,bhi.

Taking into accountthat bH isinvariantunderthe perm utation ofparticle coordinates,i.e.

[bH ;bP ]= 0,and bP 2 = bP by de�nition,theexpectation valueofbhi issim ply

< 	 H F jbhij	 H F >=< 	 H jbhibPj	 H >=< �ijbhij�i>�

Z

dr�
�
i(r)

bhi�i(r) (3.2.3.3)
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assum ing the single-particle statesare orthonorm al,< �ij�j >= �ij. Using the sam e argu-

m entstheexpectation valueofthetwo-body interaction,Vij,becom es

< 	 H F jVijj	 H F >=< 	 H jVijbP j	 H >=< �i�jjVijj�i�j � �j�i> (3.2.3.4)

where� indicatesa + forbosonsand a � forferm ions.Herea two-particlem atrix elem ent

involvesa doubleintegraloverthecoordinatesofboth particles

< �i�jjVijj�i�j >�

Z Z

drdr
0
�
�
i(r)�

�
j(r

0)V (r � r
0)�i(r)�j(r

0) (3.2.3.5)

Proceedingbytakingthevariation ofE H F with respecttothesingle-particlestates,�i,while

im posing the orthonorm ality constraints on the �i’s by introducing (diagonal) Lagrange

m ultipliers,Ei,yields

�EH F �

NX

i= 1

Ei� < �ij�i>= 0 (3.2.3.6)

Aftersom ealgebra(seeref.[2])thisvariation leadstotheN Hartree-Fockintegro-di�erential

equationsforthesingle-particlewavefunctions

bhi�i(r)+ V
D
H F (r)�i(r)+

Z

dr
0
V
E x
H F (r;r

0)�i(r
0)= Ei�i(r) (3.2.3.7)

wherethedirectpotentialis

V
D
H F (r)=

NX

j= 1

Z

dr
0
�
�
j(r

0)V (r � r
0)�j(r

0) (3.2.3.8)

and theexchangepotentialis

V
E x
H F (r;r

0)= �

NX

j= 1

�
�
j(r

0)V (r� r
0)�j(r) (3.2.3.9)

with + forbosonsand � forferm ions.Adding therequirem entofself-consistency between

the approxim ate individualsingle-particle states,�i(r),and the variationalinteraction po-

tential,V (r � r0),the equations (3.2.3.7)-(3.2.3.9) can be solved with a sim ple iterative

procedure[2].

3.2.1 C orrelations in the H artree-Fock description

The derived Hartree-Fock equationsprovide usefulphysicalinsight. Firstofall,they show

thatifthe N-body wave function isapproxim ated by the single-particle product(3.2.3.1),

the corresponding variationalsolution describes a m odelwhere each particle m oves in an

e�ective potentialgenerated by the other N � 1 particles (i.e. a m ean-�eld). A further

striking featureoftheintegro-di�erentialequationsisthatthey involvethejointprobability

for�ndingparticlesin statesiand jatpointsr and r0.Thisobviouslyim posesarelationship

am ong thecoordinatesoftheparticleswhich indicatesthey areto som edegreecorrelated 1.

1O nem ay notethatthecorrelationsinduced by theexchangeterm arerepulsiveforferm ions(on a range

com parableto the size ofthe system )and correspondsto the Pauliblocking e�ect.
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The directterm representsthe average potentialdue to the localpresence ofthe other

particles. The exchange term takes into account the sym m etry e�ects from exchanging

particles and indicates that the e�ective single-particle potentialis both state dependent

and nonlocal. Determ ining one �i(r)requiresthe statesforallotherparticlesthroughout

thesystem aswellasallotherr0.Thism eansthattheindependentparticleapproxim ation

doesin factnotentirely neglectparticle-particle correlations.Ratheritassum esthatm ost

oftheirim portante�ectscan be taken into accountwith a su�ciently clever(variational)

choice ofthe two-body interaction potentialform Vij.Asexplained in the nextsection the

optim alpotentialisnottheexactparticle-particleinteraction.

Itisclear,thatin the�rstquantized Hartree-Fock derivation given above,theonly dis-

tinction m ade between bosonsand ferm ionsisthe de�nite sym m etry ofthe wave function.

Thisseem sonly to havem inorim plicationsgiven by a sign in theexchangepotential.How-

ever,attheultra-low tem peraturequantum levelthisdi�erencein theexchangecorrelations

ofbosons and ferm ionsbecom es very pronounced. W hile bosonseagerly fallinto a single

quantum state to form a Bose-Einstein condensate ferm ionstend to �llenergy statesfrom

thelowestup,with oneparticleperquantum state.Toexem plify and com pletetheHartree-

Fock description,an expression forthe ground state energy ofthe N-boson system isnow

derived,since thisisthecase ofinterestlater.The corresponding derivation forsystem sof

identicalferm ions,which arenotconsidered furtherhere,isbrie
y addressed in appendix B.

3.2.2 G round state ofidenticalbosons

Bosons in a m any-body system obey Bose-statistics with no restrictions on the allowed

quantum states.Theground stateforidenticalbosonswillthen haveallparticlesoccupying

thelowestorbital,�i(ri)�  0(ri),and thesym m etric Hartreewavefunction

	
(0)

H F
=  0(r1) 0(r2)::: 0(rN ) (3.2.3.10)

isappropriateasthestarting pointoftheHartree-Fock m ethod.Thespin partofthewave

function,leftouthere,issim ilarlyaproductofsingle-bosonspin functionsbutotherwisedoes

notenterthe calculation. Since the perm utation operator, bP,issuper
uousin the ground

state derivation,the exchange term in the integro-di�erentialequations(3.2.3.7)vanishes.

Rem oving the self-interaction contribution (i= j) from the direct term the ground state

Hartree-Fock equationsforidenticalbosons(m i� m )isthen

h

�
~
2

2m
b
r

2

+ Vext(r)+ (N � 1)

Z

dr
0
 
�
0(r

0)V (r � r
0) 0(r

0)

i

 0(r)= � 0(r) (3.2.3.11)

wherem isthem assand � correspondstothechem icalpotentialencountered in theBogoli-

ubov theory.Thetotalground stateenergy ofthesystem ofN identicalbosonsbecom es

E
(0)

H F
= N � �

N (N � 1)

2
<  0 0jVijj 0 0 > (3.2.3.12)

wherethesecond term isdueto doublecounting (seeapp.B).Assum ing thatthesystem is

su�ciently cold and denseforthesingle-boson wavefunctions, 0(r),tooverlap,theHartree

wave function,	
(0)

H
,correspondsto a condensed state,asexplained previously. Then E

(0)

H F

is the Hartree-Fock approxim ation to the BEC energy and apparently takes the boson-

boson interactionsinto account.However,anotherconsequence ofinteractionsiscollisional
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excitations,wherethebosonsarescattered in and outoftheirsingle-particlestates,leading

to quantum depletion ofthe loweststate even atT = 0. Thisisentirely neglected in the

derivation of(3.2.3.11)and (3.2.3.12).

3.3 Pseudopotentialm ean-�eld description

A wave function in theHartreeform (3.2.3.1)isexplicitly uncorrelated.Consequently,itis

clearthattheHartree-Fock description in theprevioussection ignoresrealdynam icalcorre-

lationsalthough incorporatingexchangeand m ean-�eld e�ects.In thedilutelim it,however,

itispossible (and in som e casesim perative,see below)to introduce som e extend of(short

range)correlation e�ectsin thevariationalsolution by adopting an e�ectiveinteraction po-

tentialinstead oftheexactVij.Thedetailsofthisim portantre�nem entoftheHartree-Fock

theory arepresented in thefollowing.

Asa �rstapproxim ation onem ustassum ethatthesystem consistsofweakly interacting

particles (what exactly constitutes a weak interaction willbe addressed in section 3.3.4).

W hen this is the case,the interaction potentialis so short that the single-particle wave

functionsdo notvary overtheinteraction region 2.Then onecan rewrite,as

Z

dr
0
�
�
j(r

0)V (r � r
0)�j(r

0)� j�j(r)j
2

Z

dr
0
V (r � r

0) (3.3.3.1)

sim plifying theintergro-di�erentialHartree-Fock equations(3.2.3.7)to

h
bhi+ VM F (r)

i

�i(r)= Ei�i(r) (3.3.3.2)

wherethem ean-�eld potentialis

VM F (r)=

NX

j= 1

(1� �ij)j�j(r)j
2

Z

dr
0
V (r � r

0) (3.3.3.3)

where + isforbosonsand � isforferm ions. Thus,in the bosonic ground state described

above,theexchangeterm sim plydoublesthedirectterm .Foridenticalferm ionsinequivalent

single-particlestatestheterm scancelinstead asexpected dueto Pauliexclusion.

3.3.1 E�ective interactions

Intuitively the m ean-�eld interaction,VM F ,should be m ediated by the elastic collisionsin

the system . Asm entioned,only two-body scattering described by the two-body potential,

Vij,aresigni�cantin adilutesystem .However,thereareseveralreasonsnottousetheexact

two-body interaction potentialin theHartree-Fock approach.Firstofall,itisquitedi�cult

todeterm inetheexactpotentialprecisely,and asm allerrorin theshapeofVij m ay produce

a largeerrorin otherresults,e.g.in thescattering length,a.Secondly,theexactpotential

isvery deep and supportsm any bound states. Such strong interactionscannotbe treated

2In theindependentparticlem odelweakly interacting particlesareroughly freeparticlesgiven by plane

waves,�i(r)= (2�)�3=2 eik�r.Thusthe approxim ation �i(r)� �i(r
0)am ountsto the requirem entthatthe

therm alde Brogliewavelength,�T = (2�~
2

m kT
)1=2,ism uch largerthan the rangeofV (r � r0).
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within the weak �eld assum ption (see below). Finally,the hard-core repulsion at short

distances m akesthe evaluation ofthe m ean-�eld integral(3.3.3.3)som ewhat troublesom e.

Foran extrem e exam ple,considerthe hard-sphere potential(V isin�nite if(r � r0)< rc,

zero if(r� r0)> rc).Obviously thispotentialcausesVM F (r)to bein�niteforany nonzero

valueof�i(r),regardlessofthesizeofthehard-sphereradiusrc.Thisisunreasonablesince

even in thelim itofan in�nitesim alradius,thecontribution would stillbein�nite.

Theexplanation forthediscrepancyofthehard-sphereexam pleisthatintheindependent

particleapproxim ation,no dynam icalcorrelationsbetween individualparticlesareallowed.

In reality,there would be no particlescloserto each otherthan the radiusrc in the hard-

sphere scattering exam ple. However,there isno way forthe naive Hartree-Fock theory to

account for this. Sim ply neglecting the hard-sphere interaction,as there are no particles

that close anyway, is not sensible either since this would allow the single-particle wave

functionsoftwo neighboring particlesto overlap insidethehard-coreradius3.Thesolution

isinstead to replace the exactinteraction potentialby a m odelpotentialthat(1)hasthe

sam e scattering properties atlow energies,i.e. is the sam e scattering length and (2)will

work in the independent particle approxim ation. To som e extend,the short wave length

com ponentsofthewavefunction thatre
ectthedynam iccorrelationsbetween particlesare

then im plicitly taken into account. This im plies thatthe Born approxim ation in the case

ofscattering (seebelow)and theHartree-Fock m ethod forcalculating bound stateenergies

givebetterresultsprovided thatthesim plee�ectiveinteraction isused ratherthan thereal

one.To exactly whatextend such a m ean-�eld approach succeedsin including correlations

issom ewhatclari�ed in chapter5.

3.3.2 T he pseudopotentialapproxim ation

Them odelpotentialsatisfying thetwo requirem entsstated abovewith them inim alnum ber

ofparam eters(one!) isthezero-rangepseudopotentialinitially introduced by Ferm i[72]and

Huang [73]:

Vpseudo(r12)= g�(r12)
@

@r12
r12 (3.3.3.4)

where the coupling constant,g = 2�~2

�
a,is directly proportionalto the s-wave scattering

length, a. It is valid for dilute system s (typically stated as njaj3 � 1,where n is the

characteristic density)atlow energies,although m aking g energy ordensity dependentcan

extend the validity region [64,75]. The pseudopotentialinvolves a Dirac �-function and a

regularizing operator, @

@r12
r12,that rem oves a possible divergence ofthe wave function at

r12 = 0.W hen thewavefunction isregularatr12 = 0 theregularizing operatorhasnoe�ect

and thepseudopotentialcan beviewed asa m erecontactpotential,V (r12)= g�(r12).The

widely used Gross-Pitaevskiiequation 4 correspondsto a m ean-�eld approach forsystem sof

3The single-particle wave functions need to bend away in the forbidden hard-core region so that the

resulting curvatureofsuch �i’scontributecorrectly to the kineticenergy ofthe system ,[61].
4 Using thepseudopotential(3.3.3.4)with g = 4�~

2

m
a (� = m =2)in theboson ground stateHartree-Fock

m ean-�eld equations(3.2.3.11)leadsdirectly to the G ross-Pitaevskiiequation:

h

�
~
2

2m
b
r

2

+ Vext(r)+
4�~2aB

m
(N � 1)j�0(r)j

2

i

�0(r)= ��0(r) (3.3.3.5)

where� isthe chem icalpotentialand �0 isthe (regular)single-particlewavefunction.
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bosonsbased on thepseudopotentiale�ective interaction.

In thelow energy lim itthepseudopotentialreproducesthescattered wavefunction ofthe

exacttwo-body potentialasym ptotically and givesthe correctscattering length. However,

the possible change ofthe wave function inside the (�nite) interaction range is e�ectively

ignored.Thisisalsoknown astheshape-independentapproxim ation,[63].Asdem onstrated

abovewith thehard-spherepotentialexam ple,itisthelargerepulsivecoreoftheexactinter-

action which m akesVM F huge regardlessoftheotherdetailsofthepotential.Rem arkably,

thisleadsto thecounterintuitive conclusion thatusing a realistictwo-body potentialin the

Hartree-Fock equationsyieldsa m uch poorerresultthan using a �-function potentialwith

the sam e asym ptotic scattering properties 5. This m eans,that it is not only convenient

to m ake the shape-independent approxim ation in the Hartree-Fock approach but actually

essentialin thecaseofhard-corepotentialsin orderto obtain quantitatively correctresults.

Atthe sam e tim e itisim portantto stressthatthe pseudopotentialonly workswithin the

independentparticleapproxim ation,thatiswith theHartreewavefunction,and should not

beapplied in an exactsolution (seee.g.[63]).

3.3.3 T he B orn approxim ation

TheBorn seriesistheperturbation expansion ofthescatteringwavefunction orequivalently

thescatteringam plitudein powersoftheinteraction potential.Itisinterestingin thism ean-

�eld context because the condition ofthe pseudopotentialto neglect the distortion ofthe

(incom ing) wave function in the region ofthe two-body potential,is precisely the sam e

requirem entthatm akesthe Born approxim ation schem e valid in scattering theory,[3]. In

particular the �rstterm ofthe Born series follows directly from the assum ption that the

initialwavefunction isan undistorted planewave,thatis

	
(+ )

k
(x)� 	

(+ )

k
jB 1 = (2�)�3=2 eik�x (3.3.3.6)

Plugging thisinto (2.2.2.5)givesthe�rst-orderBorn scattering am plitude

f(k
0
;k)jB 1 = �

�

2�~2

Z

dxe
�i(k 0�k)�x

V (x) (3.3.3.7)

which in thelow energy lim it,k ! 0,yieldstheBorn approxim ation scattering length

aB
k! 0

� � f(0;0)jB 1 =
�

2�~2

Z

dxV (x)=
2�

~
2

Z 1

0

drr
2
V (r) (3.3.3.8)

where the last equality holds forcentralpotentials. In the speci�c case ofthe zero-range

pseudopotential(3.3.3.4)itfollowsthataB = a,thatis,the�rst-orderBorn approxim ation

to the scattering length actually coincides with the s-wave scattering length. This fortu-

nate property greatly sim pli�es the treatm ent ofthe N-body problem when one m odelsa

su�ciently weak interaction with thepseudopotential 6 [62,76].

It is also worth noting,that the value ofaB is in generalvery di�erent from the s-

wave scattering length,a,forallpotentialsotherthan thepseudopotential.The num erical

relation between a and aB isillustrated in �gure3.1(7)forthecasesofaGaussian potential,

5In [62],B.D.Esry illustratesthisby com paring Hartree-Fock calculationsforthe pseudopotentialand

forthe realisticM orsepotentialwith the exacthypersphericalresultforthree atom sin a harm onictrap.
6In a m ore generaltreatm entthe Born scattering am plitude is replaced by the two particle T -m atrix

elem ent which holds regardlessofthe interaction potentialstrength. In the low energy s-wave scattering

casetheT -m atrix elem entisproportionalto a,giving the sam eresultsasthe Born approxim ation [6].



26 3.Correlationsin m any-body system s

−10 −8 −6 −4 −2 0 2 4 6 8 10
−10

−5

0

5

10

a
B
/b

a
s
/b

Gassian potential
Square well potential

δ−function pseudopotential

Fig.3.1: Scatteringlength,a,asafunction oftheBorn approxim ation tothescatteringlength,aB ,

in unitsofb= 18:9a0,fora G aussian two-body potentialV (x)= V0e
�x 2=b2 (aB =

p
��b3V0=2~

2),

a square welltwo-body potentialV (x)= V0; x � b; V (x)= 0; x > b(aB = 2�b3V0=3~
2)and the

contactpseudopotentialV (x)= 4�~2a�(x)=m (aB = a).

a square wellpotentialand the contactpseudopotential. W hen the form ertwo potentials

areattractive(aB < 0)theem ergenceofbound statesand corresponding energy resonances

are clearly visible. The sim ilar overallbehavior ofthe curves for these cases re
ects the

shape independence atlow scattering energies. Obviously,the Born scattering length is a

good approxim ation only when theinteraction isvery weak and a � b.

3.3.4 Validity range ofthe pseudopotentialapproxim ation

Since the condition forthe application ofthe pseudopotentialand the �rstBorn approxi-

m ation arequitesim ilaritisinteresting to considerthevalidity rangeofthelatterin m ore

detail. One wellknown range where the Born Approxim ation describesthe scattering am -

plitudenicely isthehigh-energy regim e,where theenergy oftheincom ing particleism uch

greater than the energy scale ofthe scattering potential,[2]. This is not relevant for the

low energy pseudopotentialapproxim ation described here. However,the requirem ent that

the incom ing wave function is not signi�cantly altered in the region ofthe potential,or

equivalently thatthesecond term in theBorn perturbation expansion isvery sm all,can be

related via theLippm ann-Schwingerequation to thecondition ([3],p.388)

�
�
�
�

�

2�~2

Z

dx
eikx

x
V (x)eik�x

�
�
�
�� 1 (3.3.3.9)

Forcentralpotentialsand atlow collision energies(k ! 0;eikx ! 1)thisgives

2�

~
2

�
�
�
�

Z

dx xV (x)

�
�
�
�� 1 (3.3.3.10)

which isobviously satis�ed forasu�ciently weak scattering potential,V (x).The�-function

in thepseudopotentialful�llsthecondition by de�nition (0� 1).In thecaseofa Gaussian

two-body potential,V (r)= V0e
�r 2=b2,thesim pleintegralevaluatesto

�b
2jV0j=~

2 � 1 (3.3.3.11)

7Data for the G aussian potential is num erically calculated (in atom ic units) from subsequent runs:

scatlen -V0 V0,where � 10
�6 � V0 � 10�6 with steps of10�9 . For the square wellpotentialone has

analytically [2]:a = b(1� tan(
)=
),where 
 =
p
2�b2jV0j=~

2.
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which isalso the expression obtained forthe square-wellpotential. Thisrequirem entm ay

becom pared with thecondition forthepotentialsto develop a two-body bound state,that

isa solution to (2.2.2.3)with E < 0,whereE = � ~
2=2�a2 ([4],p.57).Forthesquare-box

potentialthe bound-state condition is �b2jV0j=~
2 > �2=8 � 1:2 (by inserting the analytic

expression forthe scattering length,see caption of�g. 3.1). Thisisquite the opposite of

condition (3.3.3.11).A sim ilaranalyticexpression fortheGaussian potentialisnotavailable,

butin thecasewhereb= 11:65a.u.,� = 1:58� 105=2a.u.(87Rb),itispossibletodeterm ine

num erically (by using thescatlen program )thatthe�rsttwo-body bound stateoccursat

V0 = � 1:25� 10�7 a.u.. Plugging this into (3.3.3.11)gives �b2jV0j=~
2 � 1:34,which also

clearly violatesthecondition.In otherwords,ifthepotentialisstrong enough to develop a

bound state,the Born approxim ation and thepseudopotentialapproach willprobably give

m isleadingresults.Theconclusion isthen,thataweak(attractive)interaction in thecurrent

m ean-�eld theory,isonethatisfarfrom supporting a bound state.Thisobservation isalso

visiblein thenum ericalresultspresented in chapter5 (seee.g.�g.5.8).

3.4 Explicitly correlated description

The key pointofthe preceding section isthatthe pseudopotentialcan be used undercer-

tain conditionsasa m ean-�eld e�ectiveinteraction and withoutthenecessity ofcalculating

detailed shortrangecorrelations.Theconditionswherefound to besatis�ed atlow energies

by weakly interacting dilute system s,where the particles are m ostly far away from each

otherand correlationsin head-to-head collisionsareexpected to benegligible.However,the

im portance ofcorrelations m ust increase with the density ofthe system and the strength

ofthe interaction,and atsom e pointthe m ean-�eld approach becom esinadequate. Going

beyond m ean-�eld theory isonly possible with theexplicitinclusion ofcorrelation e�ectsin

the wave function,that is,an appropriate choice ofthe correlation factor F in (3.1.3.1).

The following section describesa sim ple m ethod forconstructing F,in a way very sim ilar

to thediscussion oftranslationally invariantclustersin coordinatespacegiven by Bishop et

alin [54].

3.4.1 T wo-body correlations

Asthe �rststep towardsa system atic approach to the exactcorrelated ground state wave

function onecan considera correlation factorcontaining only two-body correlations,e.g.

F2(r1;:::;rN )=

NY

i< j

f2(rij) (3.4.3.1)

where f2 isa properly chosen paircorrelation function depending only on the interparticle

distance 8 .Thisisthewidely used Jastrow ansatz[24].Asstated atthebeginning ofthis

section the function f2 should go to unity,i.e. to the m ean-�eld lim it,atlarge separations

m anifesting the absence ofcorrelations when the particles are far away from each other.

At short distances the correlation function is expected to deviate from unity and writing

8A proper correlation function hasto satisfy certain requirem ents(e.g. approach unity atlarge particle

separation).See the com pleteliston page62 in [8].
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f2(rij)= 1+ c2(rij),wherec2(rij)representstheshortrangedeviation,yields

F2(r1;:::;rN )=

NY

i< j

�

1+ c2(rij)

�

= 1+

NX

i< j

c2(rij)+
1

2!

NX

(i< j)6= (k< l)

c2(rij)c2(rkl)+ � � �

(3.4.3.2)

where the indices ofthe interparticle coordinates,appearing in the sum m ed products,at

allorders,never overlap. The second term in this expansion corresponds to the e�ect of

paircorrelation whilethethird term inducesseparatecorrelationsbetween two independent

pairsofparticles(clusters)and so forth. Fora su�ciently dilute system itisunlikely that

two orm ore independentpairssim ultaneously are close in space and the expansion can be

truncated afterthe�rsttwo term s,giving

F2(r1;:::;rN )� 1+

NX

i< j

c2(rij)=

NX

i< j

�
1

N (N � 1)=2
+ c2(rij)

�

�

NX

i< j

C2(rij) (3.4.3.3)

whereC2(rij)isthesim plerede�nition ofc2(rij)thatabsorb thefactoronein theexpansion.

3.4.2 T hree-body and higher-order correlations

The m ostobviousim provem entofthetwo-body correlation factorin (3.4.3.3)isto include

thenextterm in theexpansion (3.4.3.2).Thisiseasily doneby replacingC2(rij)with am ore

generalfunction,C
(2)

2
(rij;rkl),depending on two interparticle distances,and realizing that

itispossibleto absorb alllower-orderterm swithin thisform ,thusgiving F2(r1;:::;rN )�
P N

i< j6= k< l
C
(2)

2 (rij;rkl).In m ostcases,however,thecorresponding im provem entissm alland

theintroduction ofthree-body correlationsism uch better(see[54],table2).In particular,

extending theJastrow form ulation to includethree-body correlations,leadsto

F3(r1;:::;rN )=

NY

i< j

f2(rij)

NY

i< j< k= 1

f3(rij;rik;rjk)�

NX

i< j< k= 1

C3(rij;rik;rjk) (3.4.3.4)

wheref3 isa propertripletcorrelation function and thefreedom in choosing thefunctional

form ofC3(rij;rik;rjk)hasbeen utilized to absorb alllower-order(cluster)term s.Following

thesam eideas,astraitforward generalization oftheJastrow approach (asdoneby Feenberg

[77])to includeallhigher-ordercorrelationsin thewavefunction gives

FN (r1;:::;rN )� bS CN (r12;r13;:::;r(N �1)N ) (3.4.3.5)

wherethesym m etrization operator,bS,ensuresthatthecorrelation factordoesnotin
uence

theexchangesym m etryofthewavefunction,andthefunctionalform CN (r12;r13;:::;r(N �1)N )

isassum ed to com pletely describe allthe correlationsofthe N-body system . Itshould be

noted,thatin orderto m akea calculation m anageablein practiceitisnecessary to further

expand the unknown correlation functions,Cn,in a set ofsim ple functions (for exam ple

Gaussians,asdescribed in detailin section 4.2).
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3.4.3 Validity range ofthe Jastrow -Feenberg description

Severalpointsconcerning thevalidity ofthecorrelation description aboveareim portant:

� Firstly,it is apparent that the application is lim ited to hom ogeneous and isotropic

system s,thatis,f1(ri)= 1 and f2(ri;rj)= f2(rij),etc.The translationalinvariance

resulting from thisisessentialto avoid problem swith thecenter-of-m assm otion [54].

� Secondly,the correlationsdo notdepend on internalquantum num berssuch asspin.

Thisisinappropriatein caseswheretheinteractionsarestatedependentlikein nuclear

physics. Unfortunately,including state dependence in the Jastrow-type correlation

functions,fi,turnsthem e�ectively into non-com m uting operatorsdem anding further

sym m etrization ofthe productform ofF. Thisconsiderably com plicatesthe form al-

ism and is not considered here (for details see e.g. the FHNC single-operator-chain

(FHNC/SOC)m ethod [78]orCBF theory [8]).

� Thirdly, the lack ofm om entum -dependency in the Jastrow-Feenberg ansatz m akes

it questionable when dealing with the ground state ofFerm isystem s,since there is

no inform ation about the speci�c location ofa given particle within the Ferm isea.

Such a treatm ent is perhaps acceptable for \integrated" quantities like the energy,

but it is not at allclear whether it works for physicalproperties,like the speci�c

heat,depending prim arily on the \active" particlesclose to theFerm isurface [5].To

exam inethisquestion,itisagain necessary to go beyond theJastrow-correlated wave

function (see[8],chap.7).

� Finally,returningtothediscussion centralinthepseudopotentialapproxim ationabove,

the particularchoice ofa wave function param etrization alwayscorrespondsto a re-

striction ofthe fullHilbert space solution. W hile this restriction is quite severe in

them ean-�eld Hartreewave function (with F = 1),leading to failure in com bination

with theexactinteraction potential,itism uch lesspronounced with theJastrow-type

correlation factor. Still,the truncated factors,C2(rij)and C3(rij;rik;rjk),are clearly

not able to take hard-core repulsion into account,since this requires that allpairs

aresim ultaneously correlated.Only CN (r12;r13;:::;r(N �1)N )hasthisfeatureand thus

seem stobevalid with hard-corepotentials.Butwhetherasolution based on arealistic

or,asin thiswork,a Gaussian interaction,with the given inclusion oftwo-,three-or

N-body correlations,willreproduce reasonable resultsis,however,notobvious. The

m ostconvincing argum entis,thatm any,ifnotm ost,ofthe key m ethodsin m odern

quantum m any-body theory are based on the Jastrow-Feenberg approach or sim ilar

ideas,and they reach such a high levelofaccuracy,also when lim ited to pairortriplet

correlations,that it has been debated,although recently disproved (see [55]),ifthe

ansatzcould begenerally exact.Thisobvioussuccessstory continueswith theresults

presented in chapter5.
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C hapter 4

T he Stochastic VariationalM ethod

The SVM hasbeen developed through the search forprecise solutionsofnuclearfew-body

problem s[1]. In thischapteritisshown how to em ploy the m ethod to atom sand N-body

system softrapped bosons.Them ain aim istodevelop theSVM form alism toapointwhere

one can system atically include the e�ects oftwo-and higher-order correlations in a way

which is both intuitive and com putationally e�cient. Subsequent sections treat the trial

and errorselection procedure,theexplicitly correlated basisfunctionsand thedetailsofhow

tosym m etrizethetrialfunction in practice.Thethree-body system constitutingtheHelium

atom isused to benchm ark them ethod towardstreating them oreintricatecaseofBECs.

4.1 Stochastic trialand error procedure

Thevariationalfoundation ofthetim e-independentSchr�odingerequation presented in chap-

ter2providesasolid and arbitrarilyim provablefram ework forthesolution ofdiversebound-

stateproblem s.A key pointisthatthequality ofavariationalcalculation crucially depends

on thetrialfunction,	=
P

K

i= 1
ci i,and consequently on thechoice ofthebasisfunctions,

f 1;:::; K g.Assum ing thateach basisfunction depend on a setofnonlinearparam eters,

 i �  (�
(i)

1
;:::;�

(i)
p );i= 1::K ,the SVM attem pts to set up the m ost appropriate basis

by a stepwise strategy: One generatesa would-be basisfunction by choosing the nonlinear

param etersrandom ly,judgesit’sutility by theenergy gained when including itin thebasis,

and eitherkeepsordiscardsit.In turn,each param eteristhen changed (stillrandom ly)in

thesearch foradditionalim provem ent.Onerepeatsthis\trialand error"procedureuntilthe

basisfound leadsto convergenceand no furtherenergy isgained.Thecontrol
ow structure

forthism ethod isshown in �gure 4.1 (nextpage)and correspondsto a detailed version of

theoptim ization 
ow diagram displayed on theleftof�gure2.3.Thisselection strategy has

severaladvantages,wherethem ostim portantare:

� The optim ization iteration (the 
ow within the dotted box)isclearly separated from

the com putationally dem anding solving ofthe generalized eigenvalue problem . This

m eansthatthenonlinearparam eterscan beim proved repeatedly withouttheneed of

diagonalizing a K -dim ensionalm atrix.

� Duetothestepwiseoptim ization procedure,arelativesm allnum berofm atrixelem ents

have to be calculated to test a new basis function candidate and the corresponding

31
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ground stateenergyiseasilydeterm ined by�ndingthelowestrootofasim pleequation

(seebelow).

� Thevariationalprinciple(2.5.2.1)ensuresthattheenergy oftheK -dim ensionalbasis

isalwayslowerthan thatofan (K � 1)-dim ensionalone. The procedure istherefore

guaranteed to lead to a betterand betterupperbound oftheground stateenergy.

Even though itisrarely thecase,onestillhasto m ake sure thatthesolution isnoton the

plateau ofsom e localm inim a. This is m ost easily done by con�rm ing that independent

calculations starting from di�erent �rst basis states (i.e. di�erent random seeds) lead to

practically thesam esolution.

4.1.1 G ram -Schm idt diagonalization

Forthe stochastic optim ization to be practical,itisessentialthatthe ground state energy

corresponding to a trialfunction candidateisevaluated with m inim alcom putationale�ort.

Otherwiseitissim ply notpossibletotestenough candidatestocoverareasonableparam eter

spread. A fulldiagonalization perform ed by solving the generaleigenvalue problem isout

ofthe question. Fortunately thiscan be avoided ifonly one basisfunction,let’ssay  K + 1,

ischanged oradded ata tim e and the eigenvalue problem ,H c = �Sc,forthe otherbasis

functions, i �  (�(i));i= 1::K ,hasbeen solved. The idea isto evaluate the eigenvalues

ofthe(K + 1)-dim ensionalproblem in a basisoforthonorm alfunctions.Obviously,theK -

dim ensionalsolution hasproduced eigenvalues�1;�2;:::;�K and corresponding eigenvectors

c(1);c(2),:::,c(K ) satisfying cySc = 1,and can bewritten in standard diagonalform

0

B
B
B
@

�1 0 � � � 0

0 �2 � � � 0
...

...
...

0 0 � � � �K

1

C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
@

d1

d2
...

dK

1

C
C
C
A
= �

0

B
B
B
@

d1

d2
...

dK

1

C
C
C
A

(4.1.4.1)

in a basisoforthonorm alfunctions,f�1;�2;:::;�K g,where�i=
P

K

j= 1
c
(i)

j  j;i= 1::K .The

(K + 1)-dim ensionalsolution can then beobtained by �rstapplyingGram -Schm idt’sm ethod

to construct�K + 1 from  K + 1 so thatitisorthogonalto all�1;�2;::;�K ,i.e.[9]

�K + 1 =
 K + 1 �

P
K

i= 1
�ih�ij K + 1i

q

h K + 1j K + 1i�
P K

i= 1
jh�ij K + 1ij

2

(4.1.4.2)

and then solving fortheeigenvaluesof

0
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B
B
B
@

�1 0 � � � 0 h1

0 �2 � � � 0 h2
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...

...
...

0 0 � � � �K hK
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� � � h�
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dK

dK + 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

= �
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d1
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...

dK

dK + 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

(4.1.4.3)

where hj = h�jjH j�K + 1i and h�j is the com plex conjugate ofhj. For this to work,the

candidate  K + 1 hasto be linearly independent ofthe previousbasisfunctionsasrequired



34 4.The Stochastic VariationalM ethod

by theGram -Schm idtorthogonalization 1.Thecharacteristicequation of(4.1.4.3)is

det(~H � �I)�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�1 � � 0 � � � 0 h1

0 �2 � � � � � 0 h2

...
...

...
...

0 0 � � � �K � � hK

h�
1

h�
2

� � � h�
K hK + 1 � �

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

= 0 (4.1.4.4)

which,assum ing thatallhi arenonzero,hasa straightforward reduction

det(~H � �I)= (� 1)K + 1
h
�
1

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

0 � � � 0 h1

�2 � � � � � 0 h2

...
...

...

0 � � � �K � � hK

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

+ � � � + (hK + 1 � �)

KY

i= 1

(�i� �)

=

KX

i= 1

 

jhij
2

KY

j= 1

j6= i

(�j � �)

!

+ (hK + 1 � �)

KY

i= 1

(�i� �)

=

 
KX

i= 1

jhij
2

(�i� �)
+ hK + 1 � �

!
KY

j= 1

(�j � �)= 0

(4.1.4.5)

Thus,when (�j � �)6= 0 (, hj 6= 0),the K + 1 eigenvalues�1;:::;�K + 1 are obtaining by

sim ply �nding therootsofthefunction

D (�)=

KX

i= 1

jhij
2

(�i� �)
� � + hK + 1 (4.1.4.6)

asgraphically exem pli�ed in �gure4.2.Thevariationaltheorem ensuresthat�1 < �1 < �2 <

�2 < :::�K < �K + 1,assum ing both �1;:::;�K and �1;:::;�K + 1 are arranged in increasing

order.Thisisalso helpfulin setting up intervalsfora root-�nding algoritm (seeapp.D.5).

4.1.2 R e�ning process

Atany particular tim e,only one param eter outofthe possible large num ber ofnonlinear

param etersin every oftheK basisfunctionscan beconsidered optim al,sincetheoptim iza-

tion procedure isapplied consecutively,elem entby elem ent,ratherthan sim ultaneously.It

isthen reasonable to expectthatatleastsom e ofthe previously added basisfunctionsare

no longeroptim aloreven needed.Especially when thebasisfunctionsarenonorthogonalto

each otherthism ightbethecase,since,even though noneofthem arereally indispensable,

any ofthem can beom itted orchanged becausesom eotherswillcom pensatefortheloss.To

help shakeo�these
awsaso-called re�ningprocessisintroduced.Afterhaving successfully

found K m ax basisfunctions,onecan furtherim provetheenergy withoutincreasing thebasis

dim ension. This is done by iterating through the current functions stilloptim izing their

param etersin the spiritofthe trialand erroralgoritm . Aftera few ofthese re�ning runs

allofthe basisfunctionsplay an active role again,and depending on the value ofK ,this

processoften im provetheresultconsiderably.

1In practice,thism ustbe explicitly veri�ed during the stochasticselection procedure.
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Fig.4.2: G raphic illustration ofthe characteristic polynom ialD (�) =
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2
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where the roots �1;:::;�K + 1 determ ine the eigenvalues ofthe eigenvalue problem (4.1.4.3). The

exam pleherecorrespondstotheaddingofacandidatefunction  8 toan existingbasisf 1;:::; 7g

in thecalculation of1 He(seesection 4.4).Therearefouradditionalroots(� > 0)notshown here.

4.2 Explicitly correlated basis functions

From theoutset,theSVM workswellwith any basisfunction thatleadsto analyticalclosed

form evaluation ofthe required integralsofthe Ham iltonian and overlap m atrices. In ad-

dition,thestepwise optim ization ofthevariationalparam etersallowsthee�cienthandling

ofa relatively large setofnonlinearparam eters,f�
(i)

1
;:::;�

(i)
p g,perbasisfunction.Thisis

im portantwhen trying to incorporate
exibility in thebasisfunctionsto treatcom plicated

correlation e�ects.In thefollowingitisdescribed how touseexplicitly correlated basisfunc-

tionsofthe kind introduced in section 3.4 with the SVM .This treatm entisapplicable to

both few-bodyand m any-bodysystem s,allthough in practice,thefullcorrelated description

isonly feasibleforN <� 5.

Asdiscussed in chapter3,the correlation description adopted in thisthesisisbased on

theJastrow-type trialfunction form ,	 = F(r12;r13;:::;r(N �1)N )�(r 1;r2;:::rN ),where F

isthe correlation factorand � isthe m ean-�eld m odelstate. M oreover,the factorF was

approxim ated by sym m etrized correlation functions,i.e. F � bSCn(r12;r13;:::;r(n�1)n ) in

thecasewhereup to n-body correlationsareconsidered.To apply thiswith theSVM ,itis

necessary toexpand theCn’sin am athem atically com pletesetoffunctionswhereeach term

issim pleenough to giveanalyticalexpressionsforthem atrix elem ents.Both Varga [1]and

W ilson [22]arguethattheonly setoffunctionswhich m eetssuch requirem entsforN -body

system sisthe so-called contracted Gaussian basis 2 (i.e. Gaussianswith di�erentwidths).

Forexam ple,in thecaseofpair-correlation,thisleadsto thesim pleexpansion

C2(r12)=

km axX

k

ckexp

�

�
1

2
�kr

2

12

�

(4.2.4.1)

where it is indicated that in practice the sum m ust be truncated at som e �nite level. In

2Corresponding to the l= 0 caseofthe nodelessharm onic-oscillatorbasis.
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general,theexpansion ofthen’th ordercorrelation function becom es

Cn(r12;r13;:::;r(n�1)n )=

km axX

k

ck bS exp

�

�
1

2

nX

i< j= 1

�
(k)

ij r
2

ij

�

(4.2.4.2)

where the sym m etrization operator, bS = 1
p
n!

P

P
bP,includes perturbation term s for the

�rstn particlesonly.Therearem any,possibly an in�nitenum berofexpansion sets,which

approxim ate a given function by Gaussians equally well3 . Thism akes the Gaussiansan

appropriatebasisforstochasticoptim ization.

4.2.1 C orrelated G aussian basis

Ifexpressed using the Gaussian expansion (4.2.4.2),the N-body variationaltrialfunction

can bewritten in thedesired form ,	=
P K

k
ck k,wherethebasisfunctionsaregiven by

 k = �(r 1;r2;:::rN )bS exp

�

�
1

2

NX

i< j= 1

�
(k)

ij r
2

ij

�

(4.2.4.3)

and thesetf kg isboth non-orthogonaland over-com plete (i.e.satisfying therequirem ent

thatresultsobtained by asystem aticincreaseofthenum berofbasisfunctions,willconverge

to theexacteigenvalues).Thesefunctionscorrespond to sym m etrized sum softheexplicitly

correlated Gaussiansoriginallysuggested in 1960independently byBoys[25]and Singer[26].

Over the years,they have been dem onstrated to be an excellent basis for high accuracy

variationalcalculationsoffew-body problem s[1,27,32{34].

Toutilizethecorrelated Gaussian basisin atranslationally independentN-body solution

itisnecessary to writeeq.(4.2.4.3)in term softheindependentJacobicoordinatesde�ned

by them atrix (2.3.2.5).Inverting thelineartransform ation (2.3.2.3),onehas

ri= (u(i))Tx; and rij = ri� rj = (u(ij))Tx; (4.2.4.4)

whereu(ij) = u(i)� u(j)andthevectorsu(i)havecom ponentsu
(i)

k
= (U �1 )ik.Thesum m ation

in theexponentofthecorrelated Gaussianscan then bewritten

NX

i< j= 1

�ij(ri� rj)
2 =

NX

i< j= 1

�ij(

N �1X

k= 1

u
(ij)

k
xk)(

N �1X

l= 1

u
(ij)

l
xl)

= x
T
A x; (4.2.4.5)

where

A =

NX

i< j= 1

�ij�
(ij)
; (4.2.4.6)

�
(ij)

kl
= u

(ij)(u(ij))T = ((U �1 )ik � (U�1 )jk)((U
�1 )il� (U�1 )jl):

3Heuristicdiscussionson thecom pletenessand fastconvergenceofG aussianscan befound in C6.1 of[1],

the appendix of[36]and in [38].
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The m atrices � (ij) with i;j = 1;:::;N ,and hence A ,are sym m etric (N � 1)� (N � 1)

m atrices.Assum ing thatthem odelstate,�,can also beexpressed in Jacobicoordinatesas

�(r 1;:::;rN )! ~�int(x1;:::;xN �1 )~�cm (xN ),thecorrelated Gaussiansin theform (4.2.4.3)

areequivalentto

 k = ~�int(x1;:::;xN �1 )~�cm (xN )bS exp

�

�
1

2
x
T
A

(k)
x

�

(4.2.4.7)

where the
N (N �1)

2
independent entries ofA are related to the �ij param etersvia (4.2.4.6)

and

�ij = � (UT
A U )ij (i< j) (4.2.4.8)

One should note,that a necessary condition forthe correlated Gaussians in (4.2.4.3)and

(4.2.4.7)to besquareintegrable,and thushavea �nitenorm ,isthattheparam eters�ij are

positiveand A ispositive de�nite (i.e.xTA x > 0,forallnonzero vectorsx 2 R
(N �1))[16].

Thism ustbeexplicitly checked when trying to optim ize k by \guessing" with theSVM .

The success ofthe correlated Gaussian basis is m ainly linked to the am azingly sim ple

form and consequently fastcom putation ofthe resulting m atrix elem ents (the expressions

areevaluated in detailin appendixC).M oreover,theform (4.2.4.3),with explicitcorrelation

param eters�ij,presentsa naturalphysicalinterpretation.Fora one-dim ensionalGaussian

function,e�
1

2
�r2,theposition expectation valueishri= 2=

p
��.Hence,when usingtheform

(4.2.4.3)and �ij asvariationalparam eters,1=
p
�ij can beviewed asan average\distance"

between particles[1].Thism akes(4.2.4.3)advantageouswhen setting up initialvaluesfora

variationalprocedure orin random selection,since valid intervalsfortheparticle distances

can be estim ated from physicalintuition (bound ortrapped particles are notexpected to

m ovefaraway from each other!).

4.2.2 C orrelated exponentialbasis (N = 3 only)

The Gaussian expansion isnotalwayseconom icalin describing theasym ptotic behaviorof

the wave function at large distances. Only for Gaussian-type interaction potentials,har-

m onic oscillator potentials and in a few other cases does the exact wave function have a

Gaussian asym ptotic dependence. In the case ofCoulom b system s and a wide num ber of

sim ilarpotentials,e.g.exponentialand Yukawa-type,thewavefunction hasan exponential

asym ptotic.M oreover,theGaussian expansion doesnotgiveacorrectvalueforsom especi�c

short-rangequantitiessuch astheKato cusp condition (see[31]).Itisthereforeinteresting

to considertheSVM with a trialfunction based on a correlated exponentialbasis.

An exponentialbasis is,however,not am enable to analyticalevaluation ofthe m atrix

elem entsfora system ofm orethan threeparticles[46].Consequently,only theN = 3 case

willbeconsidered here.Theapplication oftheexponentialexpansion,gives

C3(r12;r13;r23)=

km axX

k

ck bS exp(� �kr12 � �kr13 � 
kr23) (4.2.4.9)

forthetriplet-correlation function.W ritten in term softheinterparticle distances,denoted

by xT = (r12;r13;r23)fornotationalconvenience,thecorresponding correlated exponential

basisfunctionsbecom es

 k = ~�int(x1;x2;x3)bS exp(� a
(k)T

x) (4.2.4.10)
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wherea(k)T = (�k;�k;
k).The detailsofcalculating them atrix elem entsforthisbasiscan

befound in appendix C.3.During theSVM optim ization procedure,theinverseparam eters

�
�1

k
;�

�1

k
and 


�1

k
,are advantageously selected from those intervals in which the average

distancesbetween particlesisexpected to vary 4.

4.3 Sym m etrization

Asoutlined in section 2.6.1thevariationalwavefunction should beeithertotally sym m etric

(bosons)ortotally antisym m etric(ferm ions)undertheinterchangeofidenticalparticles.In

the description leading to the correlated basisfunctions(4.2.4.7)and (4.2.4.10),the m odel

state,�int,isassignedtheroleofim posingtheproperoverallsym m etry.Them ostconvenient

way toachievethiswith theSVM isby operatingon thebasisfunctionswith thepropersum

ofperm utation operatorsasde�ned by bP in (2.6.2.2). The speci�c perm utationsincluded

in thesum of bP dependson which particlesareidentical.

In practice,it is helpfulto represent a perm utation P = (p1;p2;:::;pN ) ofN particle

indicesby a m atrix,T P ,having elem ents[1]

(TP )ij = �jpi; i;j= 1;2;:::;N (4.3.4.1)

Then,in thecaseofN identicalparticles,thereareN !di�erentT P m atricesofsizeN � N

and a speci�cperm utation ofthesingle-particlecoordinates,P :ri! rpi,issim ply written

bPr = T P r (4.3.4.2)

Applyingtransform ation (2.3.2.3),thecorrespondingperm utation willinducealineartrans-

form ation oftherelative(e.g.Jacobi)coordinates,given by

bPx = ~T P x; where ~T P = U T P U
�1 (4.3.4.3)

Since the center-of-m asscoordinate isunchanged undercoordinate perm utation and hence

can be ignored,the size of ~T P is(N � 1)� (N � 1). Thisway,the e�ectofP operating

on the explicitly correlated functions, k,in (4.2.4.7)and (4.2.4.10)can be reduced to the

sim plereplacem ents

P :A (k) ! ~T
T

PA
(k)~T P and P :a(k)T ! a

(k)T ~T P (4.3.4.4)

W ith thisapproach,onecan operateon  k with thesym m etrizer bS � 1p
N !

P

P
bP,where

allN !perm utations are included in the sum ,in the cases where the basis function is re-

quired to be sym m etric,Ifthe spatialfunction isto be antisym m etric one should use the

antisym m etrizer bA � 1p
N !

P

P
(� 1)p bP,wherep=0,1 istheparity ofperm utation P.In both

cases,however,thiswillproduceN !2 term sin asinglem atrix elem entcalculation.Thisgen-

eralnum berisreadily reduced to N !sincethecorrelated basisfunctionsareoftheproduct

form  k =
Q N

i< j
�ij(rij) (with �ij being either a Gaussian ofan exponential) so that any

4Follows from the discussion at the end ofsection 4.2.1,since in the case ofa norm alized exponential

function,n(�)e�
1

2
�r,the expectation valueofthe distance,r,ishri� ��1 ,[7].
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sym m etric operator bO satis�eshbPij k0jbOj ki= h k0jbOjbPij ki.Allm atrix elem entsfor bP k
functionscan then bewritten

hbP  k0jbOjbP ki=
2

N !
h k0jbOj

X

P

�P bP ki (4.3.4.5)

where �P = 1 forbosons and �P = (� 1)p forferm ions and the single sum is over allN !

perm utationsofidenticalparticles forboth bP = bS;bA . Unfortunately,the m atrix elem ent

(4.3.4.5)isstillan O (N !)com putation which isonly tractableforfew-body system s(N <�

5).Furthersim pli�cationsof k hasto beassum ed to handlem any-body problem s(seee.g.

section 4.5.3).

4.4 Few -body system : T he H elium atom

The nonrelativistic ground state energy ofthe Helium atom has been a benchm ark test

forthree-body calculationssince the pioneering work ofE.A.Hylleraas[21],75 yearsago.

Recently,thissubjecthasattracted m uch attention [45,47{51]and signi�cantprogresshas

been m ade,with theaccuracy oftheenergy now at36 decim als[50].Asa briefillustrative

exam ple,theSVM isnow applied to the(11S)ground stateof1 He.The num ericalresults

ispresented in the nextchapterand used to testthe im plem ented com puterprogram and

therateofconvergence.

TheHelium three-bodysystem consistsoftwoindistinguishableelectrons(labels1and 2)

and an �-nucleus(3).Neglecting relativistic e�ects,thetwo-body interaction isexclusively

Coulom bic,with
P N

i< j
Vij =

1

r12
� 2

r13
� 2

r23
. The Ham iltonian (2.3.2.10)written in relative

coordinatesxT = (r12;r13;r23)isthen

bH = �
1

2
b
r

T

x�
b
r x +

1

x1
�

2

x2
�

2

x3
; with � =

0

@

1

2
1 � 1

1 1

��

1

m �

� 1 1

m �

1

��

1

A ; (4.4.4.1)

wherem � isthem assofthe�-nucleusand �� =
m �

(1+ m � )
isthereduced m ass.In thepresent

calculation we use m � = 1 m aking �� = 1,5. Following the approach described in the

previous sections the trialfunction for the Helium ground state can be constructed from

exponentialbasisfunctions:

	=

KX

k= 1

ck k;  k = bA f�00 exp(� �kx1 � �kx2 � 
kx3)g (4.4.4.2)

where bA istheantisym m etrizer,�00 =
1p
2
f�(1)�(2)� �(1)�(2)g isthetwo-electron singlet

spin function arising from the coupling oftwo spin-1
2
particles [7]and �k;�k and 
k are

nonlinearparam eters. An angularpartin the trialfunction isnotnecessary forthe L = 0

groundstatecalculation.Since�00 isconstantalthoughantisym m etricundertheinterchange

oftheidenticalelectrons,itcan beom itted iftheantisym m etrizerischanged to bA ! 1+ bP12

(� bS12),where bP12 denotesa sim ple exchangeoflabels1 and 2.

5Alternatively onem ightusethe exactvalue m � = 7294:2618241.
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Allthenecessarym atrixelem entsareevaluatedinappendixC.3.Sincethebasisfunctions

are chosen to be real,both the overlap and Ham iltonian m atrices are sym m etric and the

secularequation,H c = �Sc,can besolved e�ectively by well-known linearalgebram ethods

[15]. The lowest ofthe eigenvalues found,�1,willthen be the approxim ate ground state

energy ofHelium .Thequality oftheresultwilldepend on thespeci�cvalueschosen forthe

nonlinearparam eters,�k,�k and 
k,and thesizeofthebasis,K .

4.5 M any-body system : B ose-Einstein C ondensate

The m ain goalofthisthesisisto discusscorrelationsin three-and four-boson system s. In

thefollowingisdescribed how toem ploy theSVM toasystem ofN identicalbosonstrapped

by an isotropic harm onic oscillatorand interacting via two-body potentialsVij. M oreover,

fourdi�erentlevelsofcorrelation areexplicitly allowed in the variationaltrialfunction,	,

ranging from m ean-�eld to thefullN -body correlated treatm ent(asderived in chapter3).

Expressed in term softheJacobicoordinatesde�ned in (2.3.2.4)them any-body Ham il-

tonian describing theinternalm otion ofa trapped N-boson system can bewritten

bH int= bH � bH cm =

N �1X

i= 1

h

�
~
2

2m
b
r

2

xi
+
1

2
m !

2
x
2

i

i

+

NX

i< j

Vij (4.5.4.1)

wherem istheboson m assand ! isthetrapping frequency and

bH cm = �
~
2

2N m
b
r

2

xN
+
1

2
N m !

2
x
2

N (4.5.4.2)

isthecenter-of-m assHam iltonian.Itisapparent,that bH cm representsthestandard form of

thethree-dim ensionalharm onicoscillatorhaving ground stateenergy E cm ;0 =
1

2
~!,[7].The

totalBEC energy isE 0 = E int;0 + E cm ;0,whereE int;0 isto becalculated by theSVM .

N um ericalcom putation in harm onic oscillator units

In num ericalcalculations with lim ited precision arithm etic the optim alaverage order of

m agnitude of the num bers handled is � 1. To m eet this dem and in the case of BEC

problem sitisconvenientto abandon theatom icunitsand do thenum ericalcom putation in

theharm onicoscillatorunits,given by

�ho � ~!; aho �

r
~

m !
(4.5.4.3)

where �ho isthe unitenergy and aho the unitlength. W ith alllengths(ri;b,etc.) in units

ofaho and allenergies (bH ;bH cm ;Vij,etc.) in units of�ho,the BEC Ham iltonian (4.5.4.1)

becom es

bH int= �
1

2

N �1X

i= 1

h
b
r

2

xi
� x

2

i

i

+

NX

i< j

Vij (4.5.4.4)

and the ground state energy ofa noninteracting trapped gas is just E 0 = 3

2
N �ho. This

m eans,thatfora reasonablenum berofparticles< 106,them agnitudeoftheresultsin the
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harm onic oscillatorunitsare also reasonable (� N ). However,care m ustbe taken during

evaluation ofthem atrix elem entssincethey can reach m uch greatervaluesand arethem ain

sourceforlossofaccuracy.Forvery largeN and in som eothercasesadditionalrescaling is

required 6.

4.5.1 Selecting the B EC ground state

In thecase wherethe bosonsareinteracting attractively,the eigenstatewith lowestenergy

isnotnecessarily theBEC statewearelooking for.Ifthescattering length islargeenough

and N > 2,the bosons m ay form \m olecular-type" m any-body bound states even when

the boson-boson interaction potentialis too shallow to support two-body bound states.

These states could as wellbe characterized as condensed (N-body) states but they exists

only athigh densitiesm aking them unstable to recom bination processes. In addition,such

bound states do not have the distinctive BEC features (e.g. density pro�le) obtained in

experim ents [52]and it is therefore im portant to select the correct \gas-like" condensate

stateasthetargetoftheSVM .

The characteristic di�erence between the self-bound and the trapped condensate in the

attractive boson system is their spatialextension. To illustrate this,it is convenient to

exam ine thee�ective potentialexperienced by a boson asa function ofthe hyperradius,�,

i.e.the average distance between the bosonsin the trap (see de�nition (2.3.2.6)).A rough

sketch ofthe behavior(detailscan be found in [64,66])forthe N = 10 case isoutlined in

�gure 4.3 7 a) (solid line) and shows a globalm inim um at low � and a second m inim um

(with U(�) > 0) at hyperradiiaround the center ofthe trap (�trap � bt
p
3N =2). The

e�ective potentialfor the corresponding repulsive interaction (dashed line) has only the

second m inim um and is alm ost indistinguishable from the solid line in the bottom inset.

Thissecond m inim um supports(quasi-stationary)stateswith the characteristic featuresof

Bose-Einstein condensatesand thelowestofthecorrespondingeigenstatesistheBEC ground

stateofinteresthere.

Considering theattractive boson system in detail,itbecom esapparentthatthe barrier

enclosing theBEC m inim um gradually declinesasthenum berofparticlesorthescattering

length increases.Thisisdem onstrated in graph b)and c)of�g.4.3.Thebarriercom pletely

disappearsroughly when jajN =bt>� 0:67,asderived previously by m any authors[6,66,75].

This is the well-known lim it where the Gross-Pitaevskiim ean-�eld theory breaks down.

However,in the currentm ethod,the BEC eigenstate doesnotcollapse when a isincreased

to where the barriervanishes,butinstead,transcendssm oothly down thepotentialhill,to

becom eaweakly bound so-called E�m ovstate 8.Atthesam etim e,increasingthescattering

6A technique forscaling the m agnitude ofthe overlap h k0j kiisdem onstrated in appendix D.2
7Them odelpotentialused forthisgraphisderived in [64]byuseoftheadiabatichypersphericalexpansion

m ethod and com posed ofterm sfortheexternaltrap (� �2),thegeneralized centrifugalbarrier(� ��2 )and

an interaction partfrom the angularequation (� �(�))as

U (�)=
~
2

2m

h
�(�)

�2
+
(3N � 4)(3N � 6)

4�2
+
�2

b4t

i

(4.5.4.5)

wherebt = aho �
p
~=m ! isthe trap length.

8Them any-body E�m ov statesareunavoidableforlargescatteringlengthsand arelocated in thebarrier-

absent plateau region of�g. 4.3 c) (for a = � 1 ),far outside the range ofthe two-body interaction but

beforethe con�ning wallofthe trap [71].
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Fig.4.3:Thee�ectiveboson-boson potential(4.5.4.5)asafunction ofthehyperradiiforaG aussian

two-body interaction,V (x)= V0e
�x 2=b2,with b= 18:9 a.u. a)The case ofa weak attractive and

a weak repulsive interaction for N = 10. The insets show the �ner details ofthe barrier region

and the trap center. b) The details ofthe barrier region when the scattering length is �xed at

a = � 17:6 a.u.and the num berofparticlesisvaried and c)when thescattering length isvaried.

length also m akes the �rst potentialm inim um deeper and,independently ofthe form ing

E�m ov state,allowsm oreand m ore(lowerlying)m olecular-typebound statesto appear.

Takingtheseconditionsintoaccount,theSVM hastobetargeted tocalculatetheenergy

ofthe BEC state in a specialway. From the outset,the trialand errorprocedure can be

designed to m inim ize the variationalenergy,�i,ofany given eigenstate,	 i,in accordance

with the generalsolution (2.4.2.1) and the variationaltheorem (2.5.2.6). However,to be

able to specify the num ber,i,ofthe BEC eigenstate,requires that one knows the exact

num ber oflower lying self-bound states (including E�m ov states) before the calculation.

Allthough crude estim ates for the num ber ofbound state exists (see [64]) they are not

nearly precise enough to be applicable. The bestalternative,which hasbeen chosen from

the m any di�erent schem es tested during this work,isto have the SVM always m inim ize

the lowest positive eigenvalue. This m eans,that the algoritm willdeterm ine,atruntim e,

whateigenstate ofthecurrentbasiscorrespondsto the lowestpositive eigenvalue,and add

the particular basis candidate that m inim izes this eigenvalue. The target state willthen

autom aticly increase by one each tim e anotherbound state appearsin the solution. This

procedureisillustrated in practicein section 5.2.2.
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4.5.2 M ean-�eld

The single-particle wave functions,�0(ri),for the ground state ofnon-interacting bosons

trapped by a sphericalsym m etric external�eld,have a Gaussian form [6],i.e. �0(ri) �

exp(� r2i=2bt),where bt = aho �
p
~=m ! is the trap length. Using relation (2.3.2.6),this

leadstoaHartreem ean-�eld wavefunction thatcan beexpressed in term softhehyperradius

�:

�H F =

NY

i= 1

�0(ri)� exp

�

�

NX

i= 1

r
2

i=2bt

�

= exp

�

� N R
2
=2bt

�

exp

�

� �
2
=2bt

�

(4.5.4.6)

whereR isthecenter-of-m asscoordinate.Sincethehyperradiusisde�nedby�2 � 1

N

P N

i< j
r2ij,

any explicit dependence of� corresponds to a m ean-�eld in
uence,thatis,the sam e cor-

relation between any pair ofparticles. As Boson-boson interactions m odify the Gaussian

shape ofthe non-interacting system ,an appropriate m ean-�eld trialfunction would be an

expansion in Gaussiansdepending solely on �,e.g.

	 M F =

KX

k= 1

ck k;  k = exp

�

�
1

2
N �

(k)
�
2

�

(4.5.4.7)

where the center-of-m ass dependence is explicitly rem oved. Transform ing to Jacobicoor-

dinateswith �2 =
P N �1

i= 1
x2
i,these basisfunctionsbecom e sim ple editionsofthe explicitly

correlated Gaussians(i.e. (4.2.4.7)with A
(k) = �(k)I and ~�int = ~�cm = 1). Itisstraight

forward to insertB �1 = (�(k
0)+ �(k))�1 I togetherwith identities (C.1.C.9)in the m atrix

elem entexpressionsforthecorrelated Gaussiansgiven in appendix C.1 and �nd 9

Sk0k = h k0j ki=

�
2�

�(k
0)+ �(k)

� 3(N �1)=2

(4.5.4.8)

H k0k = h k0jbH intj ki=

�
3(N � 1)

2

m !2 � �(k
0)�(k)

N �(k
0)+ N �(k)

+
N (N � 1)

2
v(1=2)

�

Sk0k (4.5.4.9)

fortheoverlap and Ham iltonian m ean-�eld m atrix elem ents.

4.5.3 T wo-body correlations

In adilutesystem ofinteracting particlesonecan often assum ethat,atany given tim e,only

two particlesare close enough to each otherto interact[65]. The restofthe particlesare

only \feeling" them ean-�eld.In such a situation,m ostoften de�ned by njaj3 � 1,wheren

isthedensity [52],oneshould expecttwo-body correlationstobethedom inantinterparticle

relationship and an appropriatetrialfunction to describethiswould be

	 2B =

KX

k= 1

ck k;  k = bS exp

�

�
1

2
(�(k)� �

(k))r2
12

�

exp

�

�
1

2
N �

(k)
�
2

�

(4.5.4.10)

whereallpairshavethesam em ean-�eld correlation param eter,�(k),exceptonepair(particle

1 and 2 in the�rstterm of bS)thatarecorrelated by �(k).The sym m etrization m akessure

9Expressionsforv(1=2)can be derived from (C.1.C.10)-(C.1.C.12).
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thatallseparatepairsaretaken into accountin thesam efashion.This k isalready in the

favorable form ofa sum ofthe explicitly correlated Gaussian basis functions (4.2.4.3). In

addition,duetothefactthattheyaresosim ple,itispossibletoderiveanalyticalexpressions

forthem atrixelem entsofbH int,thatareindependentofthenum berofparticlesin thesystem

(i.e.with com putationalcom plexitiesO (1)).Theform ulasand furtherdetailscan befound

in appendix C.2.

4.5.4 H igher-order correlations

W hilethedom inante�ectofinteractionsin dilutegaseswhen njaj3 � 1 isdueto two-body

encounters,three-and higher-order correlationsshould becom e m ore and m ore im portant

with increasing density,n,or scattering length,a. The speci�c SVM trialfunction that

includestheup to m -body correlations(m � N )ofthesecases,can bewritten

	 m B =

KX

k= 1

ck k;  k = bS exp

�

�
1

2

mX

i< j

�
(k)

ij r
2

ij

�

exp

�

�
1

2
N �

(k)
�
2

�

(4.5.4.11)

where  k isa sym m etrized sum ofexplicitly correlated Gaussians. In thisexpression,the

individualcorrelationsofthe(m + 1)m =2particlepairsisrepresented by an equalnum berof

nonlinearparam eters�
(k)

ij .Unfortunately,a fullcorrelated treatm entwith m = N requires

N !di�erentterm in bS and lim itsit’susability to BEC’sofonly a few atom s(m axim um of

N = 5 in thiswork).
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N um ericalresults

Thischapterpresentsthe num ericalresultsobtained by applying the SVM to the N-body

system sintroduced in sections4.4 and 4.5.Starting with the wellexplored 1 Heatom ,the

im plem ented com puter program is �rst thoroughly tested and bench m arked. It is illus-

trated thattheconvergencerateisfastestwhen thebasisfunctionsrepresenttheasym ptotic

behavior ofthe exact wave function well. The m ain calculations willsubsequently treat

BEC system sofsizesN = 3;4 and 10,wherethebosonsareinteracting attractively overa

wide range ofscattering lengths(e.g. � 1 < a < 0). Detailed graphsofthe lowestenergy

levelsarepresented and itisshown how to distinguish between \gas-type" and \m olecular-

type" eigenstates.In addition,each individualcalculation isrepeated three tim eswith the

SVM trialfunction including di�erentdegreesofcorrelation (m ean-�eld,two-body and full

correlations) giving a clear indication ofthe im portance and e�ect ofcorrelations in such

system s.

5.1 M ethod test: 1 H e

Thestrengthsand weaknessesoftheSVM can berigorously investigated by considering the
1 Hethree-body system .Forade�nitebasissizethereisatotalof3K nonlinearparam eters

(see (4.4.4.2))which,ideally,have to beoptim ized.Postponing optim ization fora m om ent

by considering com pletely random param etersrevealsthe resultofexpanding the function

space VK by functionsthatarefarfrom optim al.The graph on theleftof�gure5.1 shows

the energy convergence ofHelium as the basis size is increased from 1 to 50 by adding

exponentialbasic functions given in (4.4.4.2),where the inverse param eters,��1
k
,��1

k
and



�1

k
,are selected random ly in the intervals [0;4],[0;2]and [0;2]respectively 1. The three

curvescorrespond to three di�erentrandom seeds.The graph on therightshowsthesam e

convergence in thecaseofa Gaussian-type-basis 2.

Itisapparentfrom the convergence shown in �g. 5.1 thatthe crude adding oflinearly

independentbasisfunctionsisactually an e�ective way to reach the accurate ground state

energy. This is the case for both types ofbasis functions. The corresponding stepwise

construction ofthe appropriate wave function isshown in �gure 5.2,where the coordinate

s isthelength ofthe vectorfrom the centerofm assofthetwo electronsto the � nucleous

1Becausetheaveragedistancebetween theelectronsisexpected to betwicetheaveragedistancebetween

an electron and the nucleus,the intervalfor�
�1

k
,corresponding to r12,issetto twicethatof�

�1

k
and 


�1

k
.

2i.e.�k = (1+ bP12)exp(�
1

2
�kx

2
1 �

1

2
�kx

2
2 �

1

2

kx

2
3).Seesection 4.2.1 forfurtherdetails.
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Fig.5.1: The energy convergence ofthe 1 He system as a function ofthe basis size with (left)

random exponentialbasisfunctionsand (right)random G aussian basisfunctions.

and itisassum ed thatr12 ? s forthesakeofillustration.Clearly,iftheSVM trialfunction

is
exibleenough,thevariationalprincipleensuresslow butsureconvergencetotheoptim al

representation asthebasissizeincreases.

Furtheroptim ization ofthe nonlinear param eters willim prove the rate ofconvergence

and lim itapossibly excessiveuseofbasisfunctions.In �gure5.3theresultsoftheSVM trial

and erroroptim ization isillustrated.Theaccuracy in correctdecim aldigitsisdisplayed asa

function ofthebasissizein thecaseswhere1,2,10and 100random valuesaretested foreach

nonlinearparam eterbeforeaddingthebesttrial.Again,thegraph on theleftcorrespondsto

theexponentialbasis(4.4.4.2)wheretheinverse param eters,��1
k
,��1

k
and 
�1

k
,areselected

random ly,and the rightgraph corresponds to a Gaussian basiswhere the squared inverse

param eters,��2
k
,��2

k
and 
�2

k
,areselected random ly.Toavoid frequentlineardependency in

thebasistherandom num berintervalsaredoubled,i.e.[0;8],[0;4]and [0;4]respectively,for

allcalculations.Sincetheexactwavefunction ofCoulom bicsystem swillhavean exponential

asym ptotic behavior at large distances [46],the exponentialbasis produces m uch better

resultsthan theGaussian basis.M oreim portantly,however,thism eansthatin thecase of

BEC calculations,astreated in the following section,the asym ptotic isexpected to have a

Gaussian form ,and thereforetheGaussian basiswould bethebestchoice.

From thecurvesitisobviousthatoptim ization ofthenonlinearparam etersim provethe

accuracy oftheresultsto a certain extend.Thepositivee�ectsaturates,however,when the
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Fig.5.2: G raphic illustration ofthe norm alized wave function,r12s	(r 12;s),of
1 He,where s2 =

r2
13
+ (r12=2)

2 = r2
23
+ (r12=2)

2,ascalculated by the SVM with a G aussian basisofincreasing size

reaching betterand betterenergies.The three cases(a),(b)and (c)with basissizesK = 1;5 and

10,correspondsto a com pletely random selection,whilecase(d)istheresultofan optim ized trial

and errorselection producing theexactground state energy,E = � 2:90372.


exibility ofthe basisfunctions,which isvery lim ited in thiscase,iscom pletely exploited

by testing m any di�erentrandom valuesforthe param eters. Still,the variationaltheorem

guaranteesbetterresultswith every increase in the basissize. Thisillustratesthe generic

trade-o� between high optim ization and large basis size. On the one hand,focusing on


exible basisfunctionswith m any nonlinearparam etersand high optim ization costs,gives

good resultseven forvery low basissizes3.On theotherhand,keepingtheoptim ization cost

to a m inim um by using sim plebasisfunctions,allowsa hugebasissizeand correspondingly

precise results. One ofthe best values (24 decim alaccuracy) ofthe nonrelativistic 1 He

energy has been achieved by V.I.Korobov [49]using K = 5200 sim ple exponentialbasis

functionslike (4.4.4.2)with com plex param etersselected pseudo-random ly from optim ized

intervals.However,asexplained in thenextsection,thisisnotan e�ectiveapproach form ore

3Thakkarand K oga [47]reach an im pressive 15 decim alaccuracy in the 1 He ground state energy with

a basissizeofonly K = 100.
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Fig.5.3:Theaccuracy in correctdecim aldigits(i.e.log10(
E exact

E exact�E
))ofthenonrelativistic ground

state energy of 1 He as a function ofthe basis size when the basis functions are optim ized by

testing 1,2,10 and 100 random valuesforeach nonlinearparam eter. The left�gure corresponds

to exponentialbasisfunctionsand the right�gureto G aussian basisfunctions.

com plicated system s,like the case oftrapped bosons,because ofthe m uch wider random

intervalsneeded.

One m ay say,that achieving the high accuracy obtained in this section is redundant

and hasno physicalm eaning.However,theextraordinary precision isa consequence ofthe

variationalstability oftheenergy eigenvalueand doesnotnecessarily re
ectthatthecorrect

analyticalstructure ofthewave function hasbeen found 4 .Them ethod abovegivesm uch

pooreraccuracy forthecalculation ofobservablesotherthan theenergy,e.g.relativistic or

QED corrections [30]. Obviously though,the results show the power ofthe SVM and of

m odern com puters5 and theirability to solveatleastquantum three-body problem sto any

num berofdigits.

4The exact wave function m ust satisfy the K ato cusp conditions [35,45]and includes e.g. logarithm ic

term s,which havenegligiblee�ecton the value ofthe variationalenergy [30].
5Alltheresultspresented in thissection werecom puted on an (old)Athlon-650CPU using32-bit
oating

pointarithm eticin lessthan onehour.
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5.2 B ose-Einstein C ondensate

This section presents the num ericalresults obtained from applying the SVM to speci�c

system s ofattractively interacting bosons in the case ofa sphericalharm onic trap. The

defaultphysicalparam etersused in allthecalculationsare:

M assof
87
Rb m = 86:91 am u (1:443� 10�25 Kg)

Frequency oftrap � = 77:87 Hz

Lenghtoftrap (� aho) bt = 23024 a:u:

Har:Osc:energy �ho = 1:183� 10�14 a:u:(5:160� 10�32 J)

Two� body interaction V (r)= V0e
�r 2=b2 orV (r)= 4�~2a�(r)=m

Rangeofpotential b= 11:65 a:u:

Depth ofpotential V0 = [� 1:248261� 10�7 ;0]a:u:

S� wave scattering length a = [� 107;0]a:u:

Two� body bound states Nb = 0

Note,thatin thecaseoftheGaussian two-bodyinteraction,itisthepotentialdepth which is

changed in orderto vary thescattering length,whilethepotentialrangeis�xed.M oreover,

thepotentialdepth islim ited to valueswhereno two-body bound statesaresupported.

Fourdi�erentcom binationsoftrialwave functionsand two-body interaction potentials

havebeen considered and isdenoted by thefollowing nam es:

� Hartree:DenotesaSVM calculationwiththeHartreesingle-particleproductin(3.2.3.1)

asthetrialwavefunction and theGaussian potentialasthetwo-body interaction 6.

� M ean-�eld:Thiscorrespondsto Hartreecasebutwith thezero-rangepseudopotential

asthetwo-body interaction.

� Two-body: A SVM calculation with a trialwave function given by (4.5.4.10) that

explicitly includespaircorrelation and a Gaussian two-body interaction.

� Full: This nam e designates a SVM calculation that explicitly allows up to N-body

correlations in the variationaltrialfunction (see (4.5.4.11)),and has the Gaussian

potentialasthetwo-body interaction.

In allofthe above cases,the random value intervalfrom which the nonlinear variational

param etersareselected,isgiven by

(�(k))�2 ;(�
(k)

ij )
�2 2 [0:0001;10]bt (5.2.5.1)

However,since this intervalspans an im pressive 5 orders ofm agnitude in the attem pt to

accountforboth m olecular-type bound statesand gas-type BEC states,the random value

generatorhasto be specially designed to outputan equalnum ber ofvaluesateach order

(e.g.asm any param etersselected in therange[0:0001;0:001]asin therange[1;10])7.

6Thisdoesnotcorrespond toagenuineself-consistentHartree-Fock calculation sincetherangeand depth

ofthe interaction potentialarenotvariationalparam etersin the currentapproach.
7The sim plest way to do this,is by choosing a random num ber,v,from the interval[� 4;1]and then

assign the nonlinearparam etersas(�(k))�2 = log10 v.
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M any previouscalculationson BECssuggestthatreasonably dilutecondensatesarewell

described bythes-wavescatteringlength alone[74,75].In addition,thevalidityofthewidely

used Gross-Pitaevskiim ean-�eld theory,which hasbeen recently exam ined dependson the

factora3.Therefore itisconvenient,also in thecurrentcontext,to describe theproperties

oftrapped N-boson system sasa function ofthes-wave scattering length,a.

5.2.1 System w ith N = 3,and �1 < a < 0

Thetranslationally invariantthree-body problem foridenticalparticleshasonly twodegrees

offreedom in coordinate space. This m eans,that the application ofthe SVM with basis

functions having two nonlinear param eters is su�cient to include allcorrelations ofthree

trapped particles.Consequently,therestriction to N = 3 leadsto a com putationally sim ple

problem and presents an opportunity to shed som e initiallight on the characteristics of

BECs.

Energy levels

The overallbehavior ofthe internalenergy levels as a function ofthe s-wave scattering

length,a,forthree 87Rb atom sin a sphericaltrap isshown in �gure 5.4. Data pointsfor

the energies,E 0,E 1,E 2 and E 3,corresponding to the fourlowesteigenstates,	 0,	 1,	 2 and

	 3,areplotted.Theuppergraph showstheenergiesthatfallin thevicinity ofzero and the

lowergraph displaysthe energieswhich are large and negative on a logarithm ic axis. This

rathercom plicateenergy levelstructureisinterpreted asfollows.In thecasewherea isvery

closeto zero,theenergy levelscorrespond to thenon-interaction boson gasresult,given by

E n = (3N =2+ 2n)~!.Increasing theattraction slightly to wherea � � 0:002 bt,createsthe

condition foram olecular-typethree-body bound state,and thelowestenergy,E 0,\plunges"

downwards.Thesecond lowestenergy,E 1,then takestheplaceofthelowestgas-likeenergy

which is not noticeably a�ected by the form ing m olecular state. This sequence ofevents

isrepeated when the scattering length isfurtherdecreased to roughly a � � 0:04 bt. From

hereon,down to wherea � � 100 bt,itisonly 	 2 and highereigenstatesthatgiveenergies

above orclose to zero. M oreover,these energieschange dram atically in the region around

a � � 1 bt,whereE 2 becom esnegativeand E 3 dropsby alm ost3~!.

Asa�rstconclusion,itisapparentthatin thespeci�crange� 100bt < a < 0(with N b =

0),theN = 3system hasatm osttwostronglybound states(E 0 and E 1 forlargenegativea),

which areinterpreted astruem olecular-typestates.Secondly,thereareadditionalunbound

eigenstates, which seem independent of the m olecular states, and, in the lim it of weak

interaction,areequidistantly spaced by 2~!,corresponding to an idealtrapped gas.These

statesareinterpreted asgas-typeBEC states.Thesigni�cantchangethatthegaseousenergy

levelsundergo around a � � 1 bt islinked to thedisappearanceofthebarrierin thee�ective

boson-boson potential(see�gure4.3).Asthebarriervanishestheenergy level\located" in

thetrap m inim um ofthepotentialisfreeto descend down in theglobalm inim um .Atsom e

point,when the scattering length ism uch largerthan the size ofthe trap,the energy level

stabilizes.Thecorresponding bound stateisconsidered to bea so-called E�m ov statesince

itisweakly bound and hasa largespatialextension (seebelow).

Before ending thissubsection itis worth noting thatthe gross behavior ofthe N = 3

energy levels presented here,agree both quantitatively and qualitatively with the results

obtained by D.Blum eand ChrisH.Greenein [75]with theadiabatichypersphericalexpan-
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Fig.5.4: Energy levels for the N = 3 system oftrapped bosons as a function ofthe scattering

length. The data points show the energies ofthe ground state,	 0,and the three lowest excited

states,	 1-	 3,as indicated. The upper �gure details the energy levels ofthe the gas-type BEC

statesand the lower�gureillustratesthe\plunging" m olecular-type energy levels.

sion m ethod.Consequently,onecan con�dently assum ethattheSVM also producescorrect

resultswhen continuing into the(unchartered)m any-body regim ein thefollowing.

C haracteristics ofthe B EC state

It is ofinterest,also in the current context,to exam ine the de�ning features ofthe BEC

eigenstatesinm oredetail.Inthesim pleN = 3case,onecanillustratethespatialdependence

ofthecalculated wavefunction graphically asa function ofthetwo degreesoffreedom (e.g.

r12 and s,see�g.5.2).Thisisdonein �gures5.5-5.7 forthreedi�erentscattering lengths.
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eigenstate,	 0,isa true m olecular-type bound state alm ostuna�ected by the externaltrap. The

�rstand second excited eigenstates,	 1 and 	 2,correspond to the ground and �rstexcited BEC

statesrespectively.
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In addition,the corresponding energy and the result from calculating the root-m ean-

squareradius,given by

< r
2

rm s >= h	j

NX

i= 0

(ri� R )2=N j	i= h	j� 2
=N j	i=

KX

k= 0

KX

k0= 0

N �1X

i= 0

h kjx
2

ij k0i (5.2.5.2)

is indicated above each im age. The expected and apparent conclusion from these graphs

is that there are distinctive di�erences in the spatialdistribution ofthe particles in the

bound m olecular-like eigenstatesand the gas-like eigenstates. Thissigni�cantdi�erence in

thespatialextension,orequally in thedensity,isthen an e�ectivem easuretodeterm inethe

type ofa given eigenstate calculated by the SVM .In the following,itistherefore assum ed

thatan eigenstate having rrm s >� 10�1 bt isa BEC type state. Look in the captionsfor

furtherdetailsoftheinterpretation.

C orrelations

In referenceto theaboveassum ption,thereaderm ightwonderaboutthewavefunctionsin

�gure5.6,wheretheam plitudeisseparated in two distinctpeakscorresponding to di�erent

densities. W hetherthism ixture ofwave function am plitude characteristic to both gas-like

and m olecular-like statesisan actualphysicalfactorjusta consequence ofthe stochastic

m ethod em ployed,isnotclearfrom thesecalculations.Itisquitepossible thatthepeak at

low interparticledistancesin the�rsttwo illustrationsof�g.5.6 isa rem nantofpreviously

optim albasis con�gurations in the stepwise trialand error procedure. Ifthis is the case,

furtherrigorousoptim ization should slowly rem ovethehigh density peaks.In thediscussion

ofcorrelationsbelow,however,this isnotreally relevant aslong as the root-m ean-square

distancegivesa clearindication ofthetypeofa given eigenstate.

W ith the prelim inary treatm ent com pleted it is now possible to turn the attention to

theinterparticle correlationsofthethree-boson system and concentrate on the e�ectsthey

producein a particulareigenstate.Them ostconvenientway to illustratethesee�ectsisby

isolating the interaction energy contribution to the totalenergy,since,in accordance with

thede�nition adopted in section 3.1,thisequalsthecorrelation energy,E corr,apartfrom a

sign.In general,fortheground stateofN interacting bosonsin a sphericalsym m etrictrap,

one hasa sim ple relationship,given by E corr = 3N ~!=2� Etotal,where the term 3N ~!=2

representstheenergy ofthenon-interacting gas.

Figure 5.8 shows the correlation energy as a function ofthe scattering length for the

lowestBEC stateoftheN = 3 boson system .Fourdi�erentsetsofdata pointsareplotted,

corresponding tothecorrelation levelsincluded in theHartree,M ean-�eld,two-bodyand full

SVM calculations.Thesolid line,representingthefullcorrelated treatm ent,ishereregarded

astheclosestcandidateto the\exact" correlation curve.Asnoted above,thereisonly two

independentspatialcoordinatesin theN = 3 case,and consequently,thetwo-body and the

fullcorrelated treatm entsshould beequivalent.Evidently,thisisalso thecase,in thatthe

dashed lineofthetwo-body correlated calculation isindistinguishable from thesolid curve.

The m ostapparentfeature in �g. 5.8 isthe obviousfailure ofthe m ean-�eld treatm ent

to accountcorrectly forthe correlationsin the system when the scattering length becom es

large. This can be directly related to the break down ofpseudopotentialapproxim ation

as was predicted in section 3.3.4. In the recent article [67],DuBois etalestablishes the

condition,(N � 1)ja=btj
3 <� 10�3 ,for the validity ofthe GP m ean-�eld calculation of
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Fig.5.8: Correlation energy of the lowest BEC state, E bec;0, in the N = 3 boson system , as

a function ofthe scattering length for SVM calculations including di�erent levels ofcorrelation.

Note thatthe data pointsproduced by the fulltreatm entand the two-body treatm entare alm ost

identicalup to the precision considered here,and consequently indistinguishablein the graph.

bosonsin a trap.W ith N = 3 thisam ountsto a >� � 0:08 bt in thecurrentcase.Looking

atthe curve forthe m ean-�eld SVM calculation,thisrough lim itagreesvery wellwith the

observed validity range.

One lastlesson m ay be learned from com paring the Hartree and the m ean-�eld curves.

Both ofthese treatm ents are based on the Hartree producttrialfunction which isexplic-

itly uncorrelated and the only di�erence isin the adopted two-body interaction potential.

However,theresultsarevery distinctand theHartreecalculationsusing the�niteGaussian

potentialasthe two-body interaction isclearly an unlucky choice which leadsto a terrible

treatm entofcorrelations. The m ean-�eld calculation,on the otherhand,reveals thatthe

application ofan e�ectiveinteraction asopposed to a realisticone,can bequitepowerfulin

theattem pttoincludecorrelation e�ects.Thism ightexplain why them ean-�eld approaches

havebeen exceptionally successfulin treating dilutesystem sofbosons.

5.2.2 System w ith N = 4,and �1 < a < 0

The system offourtrapped bosons,in particular,hasthe featuresto be a greatsource of

knowledge in a discussion ofm any-body correlationsin BECs. W ith N = 4 particlesitis

expected,that the interparticle correlations governing the dynam icalm otion willinclude

both three-and four-body e�ects. At the sam e tim e,such a system is sim ple enough to

facilitatenum erousand accuratecalculationsofthesupported eigenstatesand corresponding

energies. In the present application ofthe SVM ,these features m akes the N = 4 system

unique,since a subsequent increase in the num ber ofparticles m akes the fullcalculations

intractable.
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Fig.5.9:Left:Energy levelsofthetwo lowestBEC statesfortheN = 4 system oftrapped bosons

as a function ofthe scattering length. Right: The corresponding num ber oflower lying (with

respectto the BEC state)m olecular-type states,both in the case ofthe fullSVM calculation and

thetwo-body SVM calculation.

Energy levels

EnergiescorrespondingtothetwolowestBEC states,	 bec;0 and 	 bec;1,oftheN = 4system ,

have been calculated with the SVM in the two-body description. The resulting levels are

displayed in leftpart�gure5.9.In thesam egraph,theenergy curveobtained with thefull

SVM calculation isalso plotted,however,only forthe lowestBEC state and fora lim ited

rangeofthescatteringlength (� 2bt � a < 0).Apparently,thecharacteristicbehaviorofthe

energy levelsisvery sim ilarto theN = 3 casein �gure5.4.Asistherelated interpretation.

One slight change can be observed by taking a closer look at the range where E bec;0 falls

o� signi�cantly. This now happensaround a � � 0:3 bt,and indicates thatthe barrierin

thee�ectiveboson-boson potentialvanishesatasm allerscattering length than in thethree-

boson case.Thiscom esasno surprisesincethedisappearanceofthebarrierisknown occur

when jaj� 0:67bt=N ,[66].

On the righthand side of�gure 5.9,a step-graph showsthe num berofm olecular-type

bound states determ ined by SVM calculation as a function ofthe scattering length and

corresponding to the data points in the left�gure. Contrary to the N = 3 system ,there

are now a large num ber oflower lying bound states to take into account. However,this

dependsheavily on the correlationsallowed in the trialwave function. W hile the two-body

treatm ent �nds at m ost �ve \plunging" energy levels,the fullcalculation determ ines up

to 28 in the reduced scattering length range considered,and even m ore appear forlarger

attraction. As is pointed out later,this is the reason why the fullcalculation has been
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lim ited to scattering lengthsabove� 2 bt.M oreover,thesigni�cantdi�erencein thenum ber

m olecular-typestatessupported atparticularlevelsofcorrelationswasvery m uch expected,

sincethedensityforthesestatesissohigh,thathigher-ordere�ectsshould playanim portant

rolein theinterparticledynam ics.Thedata presented herecon�rm sthisprediction.

In lightofthem ain topicofthisthesis,them ostinteresting featurevisiblein theN = 4

energy level�gure, is the revealing separation between the two-body curve and the full

curve in the region where they are both calculated. Clearly,the fulltreatm ent results in

a signi�cantly lower totalenergy than the two-body treatm ent when the scattering length

becom es lower than � � 0:2 bt. In other words,a description including allhigher-order

correlations,produces a distinctively better variationalupper bound to the BEC ground

stateenergy,thanoneincludingonlytwo-bodycorrelations.Thisdiscoveryisveryim portant

and willbefurtherinvestigated below.

D ensity pro�le

Oneofthede�ning propertiesofaBEC isthecharacteristicdensity pro�leofthecondensed

gas. To furthersupportthe understanding ofthe lowestgas-like state from the SVM cal-

culationsasa true BEC state,itistherefore convenient to consider the one-body density

function,which isgiven by [54]

n(r)= h	j

NX

i= 0

�(ri� R � r)j	i=

KX

k= 0

KX

k0= 0

N �1X

i= 0

h kj�
�
(u(i))Txi� r

�
j k0i (5.2.5.3)

whereri= (u(i))Tx andR = xN wasused 8 .Figure5.10illustratesthisfunction forthelow-

estgas-typeeigenstatedeterm ined bytheSVM in threespeci�ccasesofincreasinglynegative

scattering length.Obviously,thesolid line,calculated forvery low a = � 0:00434 bt = � 100

a.u.,liesvery closeto theform oftheanalytically availableGaussian shape(n(r)/ e�r
2

)of

thenon-interactingidealgas.And asexpected,when theinteraction becom esm oreand m ore

attractive the density pro�le becom esnarrowersince the bosonsare forced closertogether.

Theoverallbehaviorcoincidesvery wellwith othercalculationson condensed bosons[64,74]

and with experim entaldeterm ined pro�les [56]. This is convincing proofthatthe correct

interpretation oftheSVM resultshasbeen m ade.

C orrelations

In accordance with the analysis ofthe three-boson system ,the correlation energy ofthe

lowestBEC statein theN = 4case,E corr = 6~!� Etotal,isplotted in �gure5.11forthefull,

thetwo-bodyand them ean-�eldcalculations(theHartreecom bination isnotconsidered here,

sinceitwasproven aboveto beinsu�cientfortreating correlations).Thecurvesfrom these

three data sets indicate a clear discrepancy for large negative scattering length,resulting

in signi�cantly di�erentcorrelation energies. Focusing �rston the m ean-�eld treatm ent,it

seem sthatthisdescription can accountform any ofthe higher-ordercorrelation e�ectsas

far as a � � 0:1 bt. This is roughly the sam e validity region as for the N = 3 case and

also roughly the sam e asthe GP m ean-�eld validity range established in [67](see N = 3

discussion above).However,thecurrentm ean-�eld calculationsarenotextensiveenough to

beconclusive in term sofvalidity estim ates.

8The resulting m atrix elem entsareeasily derived from form ula (C.1.C.3).
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Fig.5.10:Theradialone-body density function de�ned in (5.2.5.3)fortheBEC ground state ofa

system offourtrapped bosons,asa function ofthedistancefrom thecenter-of-m ass.Thedi�erent

curves correspond to SVM calculations for increasingly negative scattering lengths as indicated,

and have been norm alized by
R
n(r)dr = N .

Beforeleaving the m ean-�eld description in thispresentation,itisworth noting thatin

the N = 4 calculations,the m ean-�eld correlation energy islowerthan the fullcorrelation

energy fora < � 0:1 bt,while theopposite isthecase forN = 3.Thism ightindicate,that

thepseudopotentialapproxim ation adopted in m ostHartree-Fock typem ean-�eld theories,

are destined to include too m uch correlation energy in the situations where two-body ef-

fectsare dom inant,and subsequently too little in the case where higher-ordercorrelations

are im portant. However,since alm ostallGP m ean-�eld theoriesconsider either repulsive

interactions or only very sm allnegative scattering lengths (in order to satisfy the barrier

condition jajN =bt>� 0:67),thisconclusion cannotbecon�rm ed elsewhere.

Turning the attention now to the results ofthe two-body and fullSVM calculations,

the answers to som e ofthe interesting questions asked in the introduction ofthis thesis

are revealed. Firstofall,itisevidentfrom the curvesin �gure 5.11,thatthree-body and

higher-ordercorrelationsare an integrated partofthe dynam icsofthe four-boson system .

In addition,these correlationsseem to be increasingly im portant,atleastup to a certain

point,astheinteraction between thebosonsbecom em oreattractive.

During the further analysis it is convenient to display the di�erence between the full

correlation energy,E full
coor,regarded asthe \exact" correlation energy,and the two-body cor-

relation energy,in term softhe form er,since thiswillillustrate the relative im portance of

thehigher-ordercorrelations.Such a graph isavailablein �gure5.12 and indicatesthatthe

relativee�ectofhigher-ordercorrelationsin thefour-boson system ,saturateswhen thescat-

teringlength reaches� � 0:5bt,i.e.alength sim ilartohalfthesizeofthetrap.Atthispoint,

however,therelative deviation between thetwo-body and thefulltreatm entscorrespond to

alm ost35% .In conclusion onem ay then state,thatin therangewhere� 1 < a < � 0:5 bt,

three-and four-body correlationscontribute approxim ately onethird ofthecorrelation en-
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Fig.5.11: Correlation energy ofthe lowest BEC state,E bec;0,in the N = 4 boson system ,as a

function ofthe scattering length forSVM calculationsincluding di�erentlevelsofcorrelation.
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ergy in theN = 4 system whiletwo-body correlationscontributetherem aining two thirds.

Fora > � 0:1 bt,however,thethree-and four-body correlationsarenegligible.

5.2.3 System w ith N = 10,and �0:2 bt< a < 0

In ordertoinvestigatecorrelationsin m any-boson system s,itiso�courseofgreatinterestto

considersystem with m orethan fourparticles.The problem is,thatthe application ofthe

SVM forthefullcorrelated description,isonly feasiblein practiceforsystem swith N <� 5

(because ofthe sym m etrization requirem ent,see section 4.3). Fortunately,this isnotthe

caseforthetwo-body description wherethecorresponding com putationsareindependentof
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Fig.5.13: Left: Energy levels ofthe two lowest BEC states for the N = 10 system oftrapped

bosons as a function ofthe scattering length. Right: The corresponding num ber oflower lying

(with respect to the BEC state) m olecular-type states. All data points refer to the two-body

correlated SVM calculation.

N . The nextbestoption in thiswork istherefore to focuson possible sim ilaritiesbetween

the two-body correlated treatm ent ofthe N = 4 system and,for exam ple,the N = 10

system .

Energy levels

The energy levelsforthelowesttwo BEC statesofthe N = 10 system hasbeen calculated

in thetwo-bodydescription forscattering lengthsin therange� 0:2 bt< a < 0 (9),asshown

in �gure 5.13. W hen looking atthe resulting curves,one im m ediately recognizesthe sam e

overallbehavior as in the three-and four-boson system s. The only clear,but expected,

discrepancy isin thenum beroflowerlying m olecular-typebound states,ascan beobserved

on therightofthe�gure

5.3 A dditionalrem arks about the results

Thestudy ofboson system spresented in thischapterraisesseveraldiscussion points,where

them ostvitalareconcerningtheaccuracy ofthedataobtained and,assum ingthisisaccept-

able,thevalidity oftheinterpretation,especially in term sofgeneralizing theconclusionsto

m any-boson system swith N > 4.These questionsareaddressed in thissection.

9The SVM convergence is severely com plicated by the fast growing num ber oflower lying states (as

clari�ed in section 5.3),which m eansthatthe N = 10 calculationshaveto be lim ited to a > � 0:2 bt.
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Fig.5.14:Theenergy convergenceofthelowestBEC statefortheN = 4 system oftrapped bosons

in the case where a = � 0:13 bt.Both the fullSVM calculation and the two-body SVM calculation

isshown.

A ccuracy ofthe SV M results

As the observant reader m ight have noticed,that no com m ents or indications have been

m ade so far about the accuracy ofthe energies calculated in this work. The reason for

thisis,thatthestochasticnatureoftheSVM m akesitinherently di�cultto estim ateerror

bars on the results since these are allvariationalupper bounds. In other words,there is

no de�nite way to determ ine how close the stochastic optim ization procedure hascom e to

reproducing the\exact" wavefunction.However,onecan geta generalidea oftheaccuracy

achieved in a given calculation from studying theam ountofenergy gained when adding an

additionalbasisfunction to thebasis.

Toexem plify,considertheBEC energy convergencegraph displayed in �gure5.14,where

theiterativetrialand errorstrategy isillustrated forboth thetwo-bodyand fullcalculations

in thespeci�cN = 4 casewherea = � 0:13 bt.Asa �rstim pression,onenoticestheseveral

dram aticfallsfollowed byabruptjum psthatwilloccureach tim eanew lowerlyingm olecular

bound-statehasbeen found.Thisbehaviorisa consequence thespeci�calgoritm em ployed

sinceitautom aticly selectsa highertargetstateifthecurrenttargetstatebecom esbound.

Overlooking such \resonances",the overalltendency in the curves is an initially fast and

subsequently slow declinetowardstheoptim alvariationalenergy thatcan beachieved with

therespectivetrialfunctions.Thekey assum ption isthen,thatfocusing on theenergy gain

from thelastbasisincrease,and afterm aking sure thatthisisnotwithin a resonance,one

can roughly estim atetheaccuracy oftheresultfrom itssize.

Following thisexam ple,the accuracy wasaccordingly checked forthe calculationspre-

sented here.In conclusion to thisprocess,itseem sconvincing to thewriter,thattheresults

areaccurateto atleastthreesigni�cantdigits,which should beenough in thecurrentcon-

text.
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T he m olecular-type states

Although it is the high density m olecular-type states that are expected to lead to the

strongest interparticle relationships,these states are not feasible in a discussion ofm any-

body correlationsin thecurrentcontext.Thereason is,thattheparticlesin such statesare

soclosethattheycannotbecharacterized asweaklyinteractingand independentoftheexact

shapeoftheinteraction potential,and thism eans,thattheadoption oftheGaussian m odel

potentialforthe two-body interaction,asopposed to one with a hard-core dependence,is

inappropriate.Furtherm ore,onecan beinclined tothinkthatthein
uenceofcorrelationsin

them olecular-type system sisso pronounced,thatism akesno sense to try and distinguish

between two-body,three-body etc. e�ects. In other words,an accurate treatm ent ofthe

m olecular-typem any-boson system sisinherently tied with thefullcorrelation description.

G eneralization to m any-body system s

In thenum ericalcalculationspresented in thischapter,m ostattention hasbeen given tothe

system offourbosonsin a trap. The data obtained forthissystem isboth extensive and

accurate,and revealnew im portantinform ation aboutcorrelationsin a four-body system .

However,in referencetotheintroduction ofthisthesis,itstillrem ainstodeterm inewhether

theconclusionsdrawn forthefour-boson system can begeneralized to system swith N > 4.

As is apparent from the analysis ofthe results,the SVM has lim ited usability in the

investigation oflarge N system s. During the restricted tim e period ofthisstudy,the only

attem pt to com pare the four-boson results with the features oflarger system s,has been

with thetwo-body treatm entoftheN = 10 casepresented in section 5.2.3.From thise�ort

itis clear,thatthere are de�nite sim ilarities between the N = 4 and the N = 10 energy

levels,atleastin thelim ited rangeconsidered.However,thelacking ability to do thesam e

com parison in thecaseofthefullcorrelated treatm ent,isa severe drawback.

In conclusion,the stand point taken by this writer is,that the available com parison

does not constitute enough evidence to allow the interpretations,regarding the e�ects of

m any-body correlations,to begeneralized to N > 4 system sasthey are.In particular,the

estim ate ofthe contribution from two-body correlationsto the totalcorrelation energy (of

two thirds)seem sinappropriate. Itism ore reasonable to expectthisfraction to fallo� as

the num berofparticlesincrease because the num berofpossible m any-body correlationsis

higher.However,the question whetherhigher-ordercorrelationsplay an im portantpartin

the dynam icsofm any-body system s,has,forallN ,been clearly answered (yes!) from the

four-body results.
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C hapter 6

C onclusion and outlook

In this thesis the intricate nature ofcorrelations in m any-body system s has been studied

theoretically. The num ericalresults have been obtained with the Stochastic Variational

M ethod using severaldi�erentform sforthevariationaltrialfunction.

Firsttheabinitio theoreticalfram ework oftheSVM wasderived from thefoundation of

thetim e-independentSchr�odingerequation and an N-body Ham iltonian.Itwasshown how

to include di�erentlevelsofcorrelation in a variationaldescription by incorporating inter-

particle dependenciesexplicitly in the functionalform ofthe trialfunction.The particular

descriptions treated were the uncorrelated Hartree-Fock description,the pseudopotential

m ean-�eld description and the explicitly correlated description. W hile the �rsttwo corre-

spond tocom m on m ean-�eld theories,thelatterincludescorrelationsbeyond them ean-�eld

and can be designed to introduce only pair-,triplet-orany given higher-ordercorrelation.

Thism akessuch a description idealforinvestigating thesigni�canceofcorrelation e�ects.

TheSVM wassubsequently developed towork with thedi�erentcorrelation descriptions

by expanding the trialfunctions in a basisofcontracted Gaussiansor,forthe three-body

case,in a basisofexponentialfunctions.Allthenecessary m atrix elem entswerederived in

thecaseswherethetwo-bodyinteraction isgiven byeithera�niteGaussian potential,azero-

rangepseudopotentialoraCoulom b potential.A particularelegantexpression wasobtained

forthe Jastrow-type two-body correlated trialfunction,resulting in m atrix elem ents that

where independentofthe num berofparticles. The trialand erroroptim ization procedure,

which is the heart ofthe SVM ,was im plem ented in C++ and thoroughly testet. The

originalfew-body algoritm [1]was upgraded to produce fast convergence for system s of

trapped bosonswhich requirea random valueintervaloverseveralordersofm agnitude.

Aftersom e initialbench m arking by extensive calculationson the 1 He atom ,the m ain

partofthenum ericalwork wasconcentrated on thesystem softhreeand fourweakly inter-

action bosonsin asphericalsym m etrictrap.Attractiveinteractionscorrespondingtos-wave

scatteringlengthsof� 1 < a < 0wereconsidered,in theattem pttosim ulatetheconditions

ofexperim entson 87Rb neara Feshbach resonance.Theresultsobtained revealthedetailed

behavoir ofthe energy levels asa function ofa,and con�rm s the grossfeatures found by

othersforthe N = 3 system [75]. In addition,both m olecular-like and gas-like statesare

included,whereasstandard m ean-�eld m ethodsonly treatthelatterstates.Theplotted en-

ergy curvesdescribea sm ooth non-diverging behaviorand providesa detailed pictureofthe

correspondingphysicsin com bination with an analysisofthee�ectiveboson-boson potential.

Severalinteresting conclusions were drawn from the num ericalresults. First ofall,it

wasapparentthatthem ean-�eld pseudopotentialtreatm entisinsu�cientforlargenegative

63
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scatteringlengthseven forfew-boson system s.However,thecurrentstudy wasnotextensive

enough to considerthe validity criteria in detail. Secondly,the nextbesttreatm entcorre-

sponds to assum ing thatone pair in the system isclose in space,buteven this two-body

correlated case eventually fails to reproduce the correct correlation energy,although the

errorisatm ost35% in the four-boson system . Subsequently,one would expectthiserror

percentidgeto clim b forsystem ofm oreparticles.In otherwords,itisnotpossibleto study

m any-body system s accurately over a wide range ofscattering lengths,ifonly two-body

correlationsaretaken into account.

Because allthe lower lying m olecular-type bound states have to be determ ined in the

SVM ,therunning tim eofsom ecalculationscam ecloseto 12 hours.Therefore,and dueto

thelack oftim e,itwasnotpossibleto do widespread investigationsoftheN = 4 system for

thefullcorrelated tream ent.Hence a m ore system atic investigation ofthe largenegative a

region could be carried outin a future study,asthisscattering range representsa \blind"

spotin �gure5.12,which m ightincludeadditionalphysics.

Anotherim m ediateextension ofthepresentwork isto investigatethe�ve-boson system

forthe two-body and three-body correlated treatm ents,atleastin a lim ited range ofscat-

tering lengths.Such calculationswould representfeasable com putations,and theproduced

resultscan furtherclarify the relative im portance between two-body and higher-ordercor-

relations in an N-body system . Other direct im provem ents include the adoption ofm ore

realistic two-body potentialm odels,forexam ple,the sim ple sum oftwo Gaussians,where

onecorrespondsto a repulsive hard core.Forpeopledevoted to com puterscience,thenew

im plem ented codealsoopenstheopportunity ofrigorousexperim entation with thetrialand

erroralgoritm .Thism ightlead to the discovery ofnew and betterstochastic optim ization

techniqueswhich arebecom m ing increasingly im portantin com putationalphysics.

In conclusion,thepresentinvestigation ofcorrelationsyielded insightinto thedynam ics

ofm any-body system sby investigating thesystem softhreeand fourbosonsin a trap.The

results build conclusive evidence ofthe assum ption thathigher-order correlations play an

im portantrole in m any-body system s,and thatsuch interparticle m echanism s should not

beneglected in futurestudiesofthis�eld.



A ppendix A

A ngular m om entum functions

In thisappendix,itisshown how to treatsystem shaving non-zero de�niteangularm om en-

tum (L 6= 0;S 6= 0) in a variationalapproach with the generalvariationaltrialfunction

(2.6.2.1).The goalisto have a thetrialwave function thatdescribed a system ofparticles

having individualorbitalangularm om enta,li,spins,si,and isospins,ti.Theproblem isto

�nd a set ofangularm om entum operators thatcom m ute with the Ham iltonian and with

each other,sothatcom m on eigenfunctionsexist.Thecorrespondinggood quantum num bers

areadapted by theorbital,spin and isospin partsofthebasisfunction.

A .1 O rbitalangular m om entum : �LM L
(̂x)

Consideringorbitalangularm om entum �rst,thesingle-particleoperators,blj = � irj� r ,do

notcom m utewiththekineticenergyterm ofthem any-bodyHam iltonian(2.1.2.2).However,

since this Ham iltonian has no relativistic term s, the sum oforbitalangular m om entum

operators,bL =
P N

i= 1
bli,doescom m utewith bH [7],i.e.

[bH ;bL]= 0;

(
bL
2	= L(L + 1)	; L = 0;1;2;:::

bLz	= M L	; M L = L;L � 1;:::;� L;
(A.1.A.1)

m akingthede�niteorbitalangularm om entum L andprojectionM L goodquantum num bers.

Thecom m on eigenfunctionsofthesingle-particleoperatorsbl2i and
bliz isthesurfacespherical

harm onics,Ylim i
(̂ri). Generalizing,the angular part ofthe basis function,�LM L

(̂x),is a

vector-coupled product1 ofsphericalharm onics

�LM L
(̂x)=

h�
[Yl1m 1

(̂x1)
 Yl2m 2
(̂x2)]L12M 12


 Yl3m 3
(̂x3)

�

L123M 123


 � � � 
 YlN m N
(xN )

i

LM L

(A.1.A.2)

=
X

k= fm 1;m 2;���;mN g

Ck

NY

i= 1

Ylim i
(̂xi); (A.1.A.3)

whereCk isa productofClebsch-Gordan coe�cients

Ck = hl1m 1l2m 2jl1l2L12m 1 + m 2ihL12m 1 + m 2l3m 3jL12l3L123m 1 + m 2 + m 3i

� � � hL12���N �1m 1 + m 2� � � mN �1 lN m N jL12���N �1lN LM Li (A.1.A.4)

1Theory foraddition ofangularm om entum can be found in [3].
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In thisway,each relativeorbitalm otion isbeing assigned a de�niteangularm om entum and

�LM L
(̂x)isdependenton the speci�c setofangularm om enta,fl1;l2;:::;lN ;L12;L123;:::g,

chosen.Theinterm ediatem om enta,L12,L123,etc.,do notin generalconstitutegood quan-

tum num bers. Thus, for a realistic description, it is often necessary to include several

di�erentchannels,i.e.setsofangularm om enta,which isthen referred to asthem ethod of

partialwave expansion [1].

The various possible partialwave channels obviously increase the size ofthe basis. In

addition,thisform of�LM L
(x),dem andingthecouplingof(N � 1)angularm om enta,becom es

increasingly com plicated asthe num berofparticlesgoesup. W ith a variationalapproach

allthiscan beavoided by adopting another,closely related 2,choicefor�LM L
(x),proposed

by Varga and Suzukiin [29];

�LM L
(x)= jvj2K YLM L

(̂v); with v =

NX

i= 1

uixi= u
T
x (A.1.A.5)

Only the totalorbitalangularm om entum entersin thisexpression. The realvectoruT =

fu1;:::;uN g,de�ning a linearcom bination oftherelativecoordinates,m ay beconsidered a

variationalparam eter.K isapositiveinteger,m ostoften sm all3.Likebefore,severalterm s

like (A.1.A.5)in the angularpartofthe basis function willim prove the description. The

continuity oftheparam etersuiyield continuouschangesin theevaluated energy expectation

value,E.Thiscan bem oreadvantageousin a variationalcalculation than assigning setsof

discreteangularm om enta.

A .2 Spin angular m om entum : �SM S

The spin and isospin angularm om entum istreated in the sam e way asthe orbitalangular

m om entum . If bH hasno spin term s,the single-particle spin operator,bsi =
1

2
b� i,com m utes

with bH .However,only sym m etricoperatorscom m utewith every perm utation operator,bP,

used below toensurethepropersym m etry.Thesym m etricoperators bS2 and bSz correspond-

ing to thetotalspin,bS =
P

N

i= 1
bsi,arethusconvenient.Thespin partofthebasicfunctions

then depend on thegood quantum num bersS and M S,and isgiven by successively coupled

single-particlespin functions;

�SM S
=

h�
[�s1m 1


 �s1m 1
]S12M 12


 �s3m 3

�

S123M 123


 � � � 
 �sN m N

i

SM S

(A.2.A.1)

The set of spin quantum num bers, fs1;s2;:::;sN ;S12;S123;:::g, speci�es the particular

coupling.Again,severalsetsm ay beneeded to obtain a good wavefunction.Alternatively,

one can use a spin function based on continuesparam eters(see [1],sec. 6.4). The isospin

function,�TM T
,can beconstructed in exactly thesam em annerasthespin function,�SM S

.

2Any function ofthe form (A.1.A.2)can be written asa linearcom bination ofterm slike (A.1.A.5)and

viceversa.See the detailed proofin [1],sec.6.2.
3UsingK > 0in (A.1.A.5)correspondstoincludingm anyhigherpartialwavesin theexpression (A.1.A.2)

for�L M L
(x),[29].
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A .3 L-S coupling

Asalready m entioned,theaboveangularm om entum description isvalid undertheassum p-

tion thatthe Ham iltonian doesnotcontain any relativistic term s. Forthe system s under

consideration in thisthesis(seechapter5)anon-relativistictreatm entissu�cient.However,

thisisfarfrom alwaysthecase.Accuratecalculationsofatom icenergylevelshavetoaccount

ofatom ic �ne structure,generated by the prom inent spin-orbitterm ,
P N

i= 1
�(ri)bsi�bli,[2].

Thenucleon-nucleon interaction also hasa strong spin-isopin dependence 4.Obviously,nei-

ther bL nor bS com m uteswith the spin-orbitterm ,while the vectorsum ,bJ = bL + bS,does.

Consequently,J and M J willserve as good angular m om entum quantum num bers in the

presence ofrelativistic term s. The orbitaland spin angular m om enta are coupled 5 ,by

applying theClebsch-Gordan seriesto theL and S quantum num bersoftheseparateparts,

�LM L
(x)and �SM S

,asindicated in theform ofthebasisfunctions(2.6.2.1).

4M odern two-body NN potentialsareArgonnev18,Nijm egen II,Reid93,CN-Bonn [8].
5K nown asRussell-SaundersorL-S coupling,[7].
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A ppendix B

H artree-Fock ground state ofidentical

ferm ions

AsW olfgang Pauli’sfam ousexclusion principlestates,identicalferm ionscannotoccupy the

sam e quantum state atthe sam e tim e. Thism eansthatin an idealized case atT = 0 the

Hartree-Fock m any-ferm ion ground state,	
(0)

H F
,should be form ed by occupying N single-

particleenergylevelsfrom thelowestup.Ifallinteractionswhereneglected them any-ferm ion

statewould then representa �lled Ferm ispherewhereallstationary orbitalscorresponding

to an energy lessthan the Ferm ienergy (E F = kB TF )isoccupied by exactly one particle.

However,interactionspertube thispicture and m odify theenergy levelsand single-particle

states.

W ithin the Hartree-Fock m ethod thism odi�cation iswelldescribed by the variational

single-particlewavefunctions.Assum ingthatthePauliprincipleisstillforcedontheproduct

wavefunction (3.2.3.1)by m akingitexplicitly antisym m etric1 and thattheN single-particle

states�1�2:::�N with lowestenergy aregiven by thespin-orbitals

�i(r)=  i(r)�1=2;si; i= 1;2;:::;N (B.0.B.1)

where si isthe spin ofthe ith ferm ion with < �1=2;sij�1=2;sj >= �sisj,the interpretation of

the Hartree-Fock equationsaseigenvalue problem s[2]with the Lagrangian m ultipliers,Ei,

astheone-particleeigenvalues,yieldssolutions

Ei=<  ijbhij i> +

NX

j= 1

<  i jjVijj i j � �sisj j i> (B.0.B.2)

Theseeigenvaluesobey Koopm an’stheorem [57],E H F (N )� EH F (N � 1)= EN .Then Ei is

the energy needed to rem ove the ith ferm ion from the system provided the change in the

wave function forthe otherparticlescan be neglected (e.g. when N � 1). Sum m ing over

Ei,and com paring with eqs.(3.2.3.2)-(3.2.3.4),thetotalenergy oftheferm ion ground state

in theHartree-Fock approxim ation isnot
P N

i= 1
Ei asm ightbeexpected butrather

E
(0)

H F
=< 	

(0)

H F
jbH j	

(0)

H F
>=

NX

i= 1

Ei�

NX

i< j

<  i jjVijj i j � �sisj j i> (B.0.B.3)

1E.g.by adopting the Slaterdeterm inantdescription,	 H F = A 	 H = detj�1�2 :::�N j,[7].
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The \additional" term can be understood as elim inating the double counting ofpairs of

particles since
P N

i= 1
Ei includes the energy for each particle interacting with every other

particleand so countsthecontribution from a given pairtwice.

Equation (B.0.B.2)illustratesthein
uenceofferm ion-ferm ion interactionson thesingle-

particleenergy levels.Thise�ectiswelldescribed in theHartree-Fock approach.However,

anothere�ectofinteractionsisthattheferm ionsm ightbescattered in and outofthesingle-

ferm ion levels,which arenolongerstationary.Thisisnotsupported within theindependent

particleapproxim ation.Fortunately,aferm ionicparticlecanonlychangeenergyinacollision

ifthe�nalenergy stateisunoccupied.In theultra-cold quantum regim e,itishighly likely

thatlow-energy statesarealready occupied.Thusthevalidity oftheHartree-Fock m ethod

fortheferm ionicground-staterelieson Pauliblocking sinceittendsto suppressany process

in which ferm ionschangeenergy states.



A ppendix C

M atrix elem ents

C .1 Explicitly correlated G aussian basis

Allm atrixelem entsofthecorrelated Gaussian basisfunctions(4.2.4.3)aregiven byintegrals

thatcan beevaluated tosim pleanalyticalresults.Sincethesystem sconsidered in thisthesis

arelim ited tocentralinteractionsand zeroangularm om entum ,allthatisneeded tocalculate

them atrix elem entsarethethreebasicintegralform ulas[1]

I0 �

Z 1

�1

� � �

Z 1

�1

dx1dx2� � � dxN �1 e
�

1

2
xTA x =

�
(2�)N �1

detA

� 3

2

(C.1.C.1)

I1 �

Z 1

�1

� � �

Z 1

�1

dx1dx2� � � dxN �1 x
T
C xe

�
1

2
xTA x = 3Tr(A �1

C )I0 (C.1.C.2)

I2 �

Z 1

�1

� � �

Z 1

�1

dx1dx2� � � dxN �1 �(c
T
x � r)e�

1

2
xTA x =

�
c

2�

� 3

2

e
�

1

2
cr2I0 (C.1.C.3)

wherexT = (x1;x2;:::;xN �1 )areindependentcoordinates,A andC aresym m etricpositive

de�nitem atricesand c�1 = cTA
�1
c.

Introducing B = A
(k0) + A

(k) for notationalconvenience and using transform ations

ri = (u(i))Tx and rij = (u(ij))Tx,de�ned in (4.2.4.4),the above integrals give the fol-

lowing analyticalexpressionsforthe overlap,kinetic,trap and interaction m atrix elem ents

respectively

h k0j ki=

�
(2�)N �1

detB

� 3

2

(C.1.C.4)

h k0j�
1

2
b
r

T

x�
b
r xj ki= �

1

2
hbr

T

x k0j�j
b
r x ki

= �
1

2
h k0jx

T
A

(k0)
�A

(k)
xj ki

= �
3

2
Tr(B �1

A
(k0)

�A
(k))h k0j ki (C.1.C.5)
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h k0j

NX

i= 1

1

2
m i!

2
r
2

ij ki=
3

2
!
2h k0jx

T

NX

i= 1

m iu
(i)(u(i))Txj ki

=
3

2
!
2Tr

�

B
�1

NX

i= 1

m iu
(i)(u(i))T

�

h k0j ki (C.1.C.6)

h k0j

NX

i< j

Vijj ki=

NX

i< j

Z 1

�1

drV (r)h k0j�(rij � r)j ki

=

NX

i< j

v

�
1

u(ij)TB
�1
u(ij)

�

h k0j ki (C.1.C.7)

where in the last expression the dependency on the speci�c form ofthe centralpotential

describing theinteraction,V (r),isisolated in thesingleintegral

v(cij)=

�
cij

2�

� 3

2

Z 1

�1

drV (r)e�
1

2
cijr

2

: (C.1.C.8)

In the case ofequalm asses,m i � m ,one m ay sim plify the trap expression (C.1.C.6)with

theidentities

NX

i= 1

u
(i)(u(i))T = I and u

(ij)T
u
(ij) = 2 (C.1.C.9)

thatare satis�ed by the Jacobitransform ation. To com plete the evaluation ofthe m atrix

elem entsthev(cij)expressionsforthethree sim ple centralpotentialsused in thiswork are

listed:

� Forfew body atom ic system sthe Coulom b interaction,V (r)=
qiqj

r
,isused where q1

and q2 arethecharges.In thiscasetheintegral(C.1.C.8)gives[18]

vC oulom b(cij)= 4�qiqj

�
cij

2�

� 3

2

Z
1

0

dr re
�

1

2
cijr

2

= 2qiqj

r
cij

2�
(C.1.C.10)

� In thecalculationsofN-body boson system stheinteraction isdescribed by aGaussian

potential,V (r)= V0e
�r 2=b2,giving

vG auss(cij)= V0

�
cij

2�

� 3

2

Z 1

�1

dre
�

1

2
(cij+

2

b2
)r2

= V0

�
1

1+ 2=b2cij

� 3

2

(C.1.C.11)

� Thecom m only used \m ean-�eld" description ofBose-Einstein Condensateshasatwo-

body interaction given by a zero-rangedelta function potential[52],V (r)= 4�~2a

m
�(r),

in which case

vD elta(cij)=
4�~2a

m

�
cij

2�

� 3

2

(C.1.C.12)

wherea isthes-wave scattering length.
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C .2 T w o-body correlated G aussian basis

In thissection,the m atrix elem entsh k0jbH intj kiand h k0j kiforthe two-body correlated

version oftheexplicitly correlated Gaussian basisfunctionsde�ned in (4.5.4.10),areevalu-

ated. Introducing 
(k) = �(k)� �(k) fornotationalconvenience,the basisfunctionswritten

in Jacobicoordinatesaregiven by

 k = bS  
(12)

k
=

1
p
N !

NX

i< j

 
(ij)

k
;  

(ij)

k
= exp

�

�
1

2
x
T
A

(ij;k)
x

�

(C.2.C.1)

where

A
(ij;k) = 


(k)
u
(ij)(u(ij))T + N �

(k)
I (C.2.C.2)

Since we are only considering system s ofidenticalparticlesthe Ham iltonian, bH int,issym -

m etric,and onecan initially apply (4.3.4.5)to obtain

h k0jbH intj ki= hbS 
(12)

k0
jbH intjbS 

(12)

k
i=

2

N !
h 

(12)

k0
jbH intj

NX

i< j

 
(ij)

k
i (C.2.C.3)

and likewisefortheoverlap m atrix elem ent(bH int! 1).Using thepreviously derived m atrix

elem entform ulas(C.1.C.4)-(C.1.C.7)with m i� m ,theexpressionsfortheoverlap,kinetic,

trap and interaction m atrix elem entsbetween  
(12)

k0
and  

(ij)

k
aresim ply

h 
(12)

k0
j 

(ij)

k
i=

�
(2�)N �1

detB

� 3

2

(C.2.C.4)

h 
(12)

k0
j

N �1X

i= 1

�
~
2

2m
b
r

2

xi
j 

(ij)

k
i= �

3~2

2m
Tr(B �1

A
(12;k0)

A
(ij;k))h 

(12)

k0
j 

(ij)

k
i (C.2.C.5)

h 
(12)

k0
j

NX

i= 1

1

2
m !

2
r
2

ij 
(ij)

k
i=

3

2
m !

2Tr(B �1 )h 
(12)

k0
j 

(ij)

k
i (C.2.C.6)

h 
(12)

k0
j

NX

m < n

Vm nj 
(ij)

k
i=

NX

m < n

v

�
1

u(m n)TB
�1
u(m n)

�

h 
(12)

k0
j 

(ij)

k
i (C.2.C.7)

whereB = A
(12;k0)+ A (ij;k).Such (naive)adoption ofthegeneralform ulasfortheevaluation

ofthetwo-body m atrix elem entsapparently leadsto N di�erentcontributionsto (C.2.C.3)

fortheoverlap,trap and kineticterm sand even N 2(N � 1)=2 fortheinteraction term .This

ishowevernotthe case since m ostofthe term sare identical. Considerthe explicitJacobi

coordinaterepresentation of 
(12)

k
, 

(13)

k
, 

(23)

k
and  

(34)

k
,de�ned by them atrices

A
(12;k) =

0

B
B
B
@

p
2
(k) 0 � � � 0

0 N �(k) � � � 0
...

...
...

...

0 0 � � � N �(k)

1

C
C
C
A

(C.2.C.8)
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A
(13;k)

0

B
B
B
B
B
@
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(k)+ N �(k)

p
31
2

(k)+ N �(k) 0 � � � 0

p
31
2

(k)+ N �(k) 3

2

(k)+ N �(k) 0 � � � 0

0 0 N �(k) � � � 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 � � � N �(k)

1

C
C
C
C
C
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(C.2.C.9)
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B
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p
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�
p
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(k)+ N �(k) 3

2
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(C.2.C.10)

and

A
(34;k) =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

N �(k) 0 0 0 � � � 0

0 2

3

(k)+ N �(k)

p
22
3

(k)+ N �(k) 0 � � � 0

0
p
22
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(k)+ N �(k) 4

3

(k)+ N �(k) 0 � � � 0
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...

0 0 0 0 � � � N �(k)

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(C.2.C.11)

Using these m atricesand the generalde�nition (C.2.C.2)one m ay convince oneself 1 that

both detB ,Tr(B �1 ),Tr(B �1
A

(12;k0)
A

(ij;k))and even u(m n)TB
�1
u(m n),willevaluateto only

threedi�erentvaluesand thatthis,in turn,allowsthevery im portantsim pli�cation

h 
(12)

k0
jbH intj 

(ij)

k
i=

( h 
(12)

k0
jbH intj 

(12)

k
i; i= 1;j= 2

h 
(12)

k0
jbH intj 

(13)

k
i; i= 1;2;j= 3;:::;N

h 
(12)

k0
jbH intj 

(34)

k
i; i= 3;:::;N ;j= 4;:::;N

(C.2.C.12)

and correspondingly forthe overlap m atrix elem ents. M oreover,the N (N � 1)=2 term sin

thesum oftheinteraction m atrix elem entarealso lim ited to a constantnum berofdi�erent

values. The evaluation ofthese term sisstraitforward butratherextensive and here only

theend resultswillbelisted:

h 
(12)

k0
j

NX

m < n

Vm nj 
(12)

k
i=

h

v(c12)+ 2(N � 2)v(c13)+
1

2
(N � 2)(N � 3)v(c34)

i

� h 
(12)

k0
j 

(12)

k
i (C.2.C.13)

h 
(12)

k0
j

NX

m < n

Vm nj 
(13)

k
i=

h

v(c12)+ v(c13)+ v(c23)+ (N � 3)
�
v(c14)+ v(c24)+ v(c34)

�

+
1

2
(N � 3)(N � 4)v(c45)

i

� h 
(12)

k0
j 

(13)

k
i (C.2.C.14)

1E.g.using [9]:

�
�
�
�
a b

b c

�
�
�
�= ac� bb,and

�
a b

b c

��1

= 1

ac�bb

�
d � b

� b a

�
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h 
(12)

k0
j

NX

m < n

Vm nj 
(34)

k
i=

h

v(c12)+ 4v(c13)+ v(c24)+ v(c34)+ 2(N � 4)
�
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+
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2
(N � 4)(N � 5)v(c56)
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� h 
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(34)

k
i (C.2.C.15)

whereitisassum ed thatN > 4 (orthatonly theappropriateterm sthatwould beavailable

ifN � 4 are taken into account) and c�1nm = u(m n)TB
�1
u(nm ). The interaction potential

function,v(cnm ),has been derived in (C.1.C.10)-(C.1.C.12) forthe centralinteractions of

interestin thisthesis.

Collecting the above results,the m atrix elem ents of bH int for the two-body correlated

basisfunctions(and sim ilarly fortheoverlap elem entsusing bH int! 1),can bewritten asa

sum ofthreeterm s,i.e.

h k0jbH intj ki=
2

N !

h

h 
(12)

k0
jbH intj 

(12)

k
i+ N 13h 

(12)

k0
jbH intj 

(13)

k
i+ N 34h 

(12)

k0
jbH intj 

(34)

k
i

i

(C.2.C.16)

whereN 13 = 2(N � 2)and N34 = (N (N � 1)=2� 1� 2(N � 2))and,m oreim portantly,each

ofthe individualterm sisgiven by a com bination ofa few expressionswith com putational

com plexity O (1).

C .3 C orrelated exponentialbasis (N = 3 only)

In thissection,theexplicitanalyticalexpressionsform atrixelem entsneeded in theexponen-

tialbasisvariationalsolution ofa nonrelativisticCoulom bicthree-body system with L = 0,

are presented. Additionalform ulasforarbitrary valuesoftotalangularm om entum can be

found in [44].

Evaluation ofthe elem ents ofthe overlap m atrix (2.4.2.7)and the Ham iltonian m atrix

(2.4.2.6)corresponding to theCoulom bicthree-body Ham iltonian (in a.u.units)

bH int= �
1

2
b
r

T

x�
b
r x +

q1q2

x1
+
q1q3

x2
+
q2q3

x3
(C.3.C.1)

wherexT = (r12;r13;r23)and � isde�ned by (2.3.2.9),requiresonly theelem ents

h k0jbS ki;h k0j
1

xi
jbS ki;h k0jbr xi�

b
r xjj

bS ki; (C.3.C.2)

tobecalculated foralli;j= 1;2;3and bS = 1p
6
(1+ bP12+ bP13+ bP23+ bP12 bP13+ bP12 bP23).W ith

thesim pleexponentialbasisfunction, k = exp(� �kx1� �kx2� 
kx3),thescalarintegralis

advantageously de�ned by [46]

hi=

Z Z Z

r12r13r23dr12dr13dr23 =

Z Z Z

x1x2x3dx1dx2dx3 (C.3.C.3)

even though theinterparticledistancesarenotindependentvariables.In thiscase,however,

theelem entsin (C.3.C.2)areconveniently expressiblein term softhebasicthree-bodyintegral

F(n1;n2;n3)=

Z Z Z

x
n1
1 x

n2
2 x

n3
3 dx1dx2dx3 exp(� �x1 � �x2 � 
x3) (C.3.C.4)
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where� = �k0+ �k,� = �k0+ �k and 
 = 
k0+ 
k.Sim pleanalyticalform ulasforallnecessary

F(n1;n2;n3)integralsarederived attheend ofthissection.

Theoverlap integralin theabovenotation isthen sim ply

h k0j ki=

Z Z Z

x1x2x3dx1dx2dx3 exp(� �x1 � �x2 � 
x3)

= F(1;1;1) (C.3.C.5)

Correspondingly,them atrix elem entsofthepotentialenergy term sbecom e

h k0j
1

x1
j ki= F(0;1;1) (C.3.C.6)

h k0j
1

x2
j ki= F(1;0;1) (C.3.C.7)

h k0j
1

x3
j ki= F(1;1;0) (C.3.C.8)

To determ ine the m atrix elem entsofthe kinetic energy term sthe gradientoperator, br ,is

needed.In therelativecoordinatesithastheform [44]

b
r xi = x̂i

@

@xi
+

1

xi

b
r 
 x i

(C.3.C.9)

The angularpartin the gradientdoesnotcontribute when working on purely radialbasis

functions,hence

b
r xi�

b
r xj =

( x2i + x2j � x2k

2xixj

@2

@xi@xj
; i6= j6= k

@2

@x2i
+
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xi

@

@xi
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(C.3.C.10)

wherethelaw ofcosines[18],x̂i�x̂j =
x2
i
+ x2

j
�x 2

ij

2xixj
,wasused.Thekineticenergy elem entsare

then
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@2

@x21
+

2

x1

@

@x1
j ki= � �

2
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Since the perm utation ofparticles does notchange the explicit form of k (e.g. bP12 k =

exp(� �kx1 � �kx2 � 
kx3)),onecan determ ine allterm sin them atrix elem entexpressions

in (C.3.C.2)from theaboveresults.

A nalyticalform ulas for the basic three-body integral

To com plete the derivation of the three-body m atrix elem ents a few cases of the basic

three-body integralF(n1;n2;n3)in (C.3.C.4) hasto be calculated. Transform ing to truly

independentperim etriccoordinatesgiven by

ui=
1

2
(rik + rij � rjk); i6= j6= k = (1;2;3); (C.3.C.17)

theintegralF(0;0;0)istrivial[46]

F(0;0;0)=
1

(� + �)(� + 
)(� + 
)
(C.3.C.18)

OthercasesofF(n1;n2;n3)can be derived by di�erentiating orintegrating thisexpression

with respectto �,� and 
.Introducing thefunction

D (a;b;c)=
1

(� + �)a(� + 
)b(� + 
)c
(C.3.C.19)

thenecessary F(n1;n2;n3)integralsaregiven by

F(1;1;0)= D (2;2;1)+ D (2;1;2)+ D (1;2;2)+ 2� D (3;1;1) (C.3.C.20)

F(3;0;0)= 2� 3�
�
D (3;1;2)+ D (2;1;3)+ D (4;1;1)+ D (1;1;4)

�
(C.3.C.21)

F(1;1;1)= 2�
�
D (3;2;1)+ D (2;3;1)+ D (1;3;2)+ D (1;2;3)

+ D (2;1;3)+ D (3;1;2)+ D (2;2;2)
�

(C.3.C.22)

F(2;1;0)= 2�
�
D (3;2;1)+ D (2;1;3)+ D (1;2;3)+ D (2;2;2)

+ 2� D (3;1;2)+ 3� D (4;1;1)
�

(C.3.C.23)

Perm utation ofthe coordinatesx1 $ x2 $ x3 in the basic integral(C.3.C.4)corresponds

to perm utation of(n1;�)$ (n2;�)$ (n2;
)and allowseasy construction oftherem aining

cases,e.g.F(0;1;2)= F(2;1;0;� $ 
).



78 C.M atrix elem ents



A ppendix D

C + + im plem entation ofthe

Stochastic VariationalM ethod

As with m ost num ericalcalculations in physics the m ain e�ort during im plem entation is

on precision and speed. W ith thisparticularm ethod,heavy duty dem andsduring m atrix

elem entcalculationsand largeeigenvalue problem s,m akesan e�cientroutine essential.In

thissection,considerationson key aspectsofim plem enting SVM aredescribed.

D .1 A rbitrary precision arithm etic

W hen working with a very largebasisthestandard 64-bitprecision arithm eticm ightnotbe

su�cientto m aintain num ericalstability in the com putations. To thisend,the free m ulti-

precision package doubledouble [41]isapplied forcalculations with 
oating pointnum bers

ofan 128-bitlength. A C++ class was then wrapped aroud this type to allow for64-bit

exponents. However, em ploying this class m akes allcom putations aproxim ately 7 tim es

slower.

D .2 Scaling overlap valuesto m inim ize lossofaccuracy

The m agnitude ofthe overlapsisthe dom inantscale ofthe m atrix elem entscorresponding

to a given trialfunction. Unfortunately,scaling the overlap to h k0j ki � 1 is not possi-

ble withoutbreaking up the (binary)powerfunction calculation and scaling concurrently.

However,onecan usetheoverlap m agnitudetoestim atethem axim um and m inim um values

handled in the eigenvalue solution and hence setup a validity check fora calculation on a

speci�ccom puter.Neglectingallconstantfactors1 in theoverlap expression (C.1.C.4)while

introducing a scalefactorS gives

h k0j kim ax �

�
S

�m in

� 3N

2
�1

(D.2.D.1)

h k0j kim in �

�
S

�m ax

� 3N

2
�1

(D.2.D.2)

1Fora running calculation N can beviewed asa constantfactor,although,when no scaling isapplied it

m ustbekeptin thepowerexpression to avoid over
owswhen com puting the(N � 2)th powerforvery large

N (i.e.N � � 1).
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where�m ax and �m in isthem axim um and m inim um valuepossiblefor� and correspondingly

for
. One can center the overallm agnitudesaround 100 by m ultiplying alloverlaps with

thefactorS =
p
�m ax�m in.

D .3 A voiding linear independence

AtthecoreofSVM istherandom trialand errorselection ofthebasisfunctions	(� i);i=

1::K . The resultisa state-space spanned by a �nite num berofdense nonorthogonalfunc-

tions. Because ofthe random origin ofthe basisfunctionsthey cannotbe expected to be

linearly independent.Although lineardependenceisseldom with thefully random basis,in

contrastto geom etric progression and random tem pering [1],care m ustbe taking to avoid

it. In practicalproblem sexactlineardependence,like degeneracy in the basis,isunlikely,

butstillcloseto exactlineardependencebetween basisfunctionswilllead to poorprecision

in thecalculation.ThisisbecauseoneorseveraleigenvaluesofS getsvery sm allwhen the

linear dependence is distinct,producing large expansion coe�cients in the trialfunction.

Then a sm allerrorin calculation ofthe m atrix elem entsofH and S can resultin a large

errorin thevariationalenergy.

D .4 A sym m etric-de�nitegeneralized eigenvalueprob-

lem

Adding a new trialfunction to the basisdem andssolving a sym m etric-de�nite generalized

eigenvalue problem with good precision and e�ciency. Solving eigenvalue problem s has

been an intense area ofresearch since the dawn ofcom puters in the 1950’s,resulting in

num erous elegantm ethods,specially designed fordi�erent conditions ofthe eigenproblem

(see sum m ary ofresearch in [17]). Fortunately,for realsym m etric-de�nite m atrices,the

eigenproblem isrelativelysim ple.Theeigenvaluesarealwaysrealand thereexistsacom plete

orthogonaleigensystem thatisexploited in very e�cientnum ericalm ethods.

Forrealsym m etricm atices,theeigenproblem isrelativelysim ple,duetotheexistenceofa

com pleteorthogonaleigensystem ,and thefactthatalleigenvaluesarereal.Theseproperties

areexploited in them oste�cientnum ericalm ethods,and thesym m etriceigenproblem m ay

beconsidered assolved:forsm allm atricesn <= 25wehavetheQR m ethod,oneofthem ost

elegantnum ericaltechniquesproduced in the �eld ofnum ericalanalysis;forlargem atrices

25 < n < 1000,we have a com bination ofdivide and conquer with QR techniques. For

asym m etricm atricesthepictureislessrosy.

D .5 R oot �nding

TheGram -Schm idtorthogonalization form ula (4.1.4.2)im pliesthat

KX

i= 1

j�iih�ij+
j�K + 1ih�K + 1j

k�K + 1k
2

= 1 (D.5.D.1)
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with

k�K + 1k
2 = h	(� K + 1)j	(� K + 1)i�

KX

i= 1

jh	(� K + 1)j�iij
2 = h	(� K + 1)j�K + 1i (D.5.D.2)
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Hencehjk�K + 1k
1

2 = h�jjH j�K + 1iforj= 1::K and them oste�cientway to im plem entthe

root�nding isby using theexpression

D (�)=

KX

i= 1

jhij
2

(�i� �)
+ hK + 1 � �

=

KX

i= 1

jh�ijH j�K + 1ij
2

(�i� �)
+ h�K + 1jH j�K + 1i� �k�K + 1k

Notice thatthisequation also provesthatthe energy willbe lowerwhen the dim ension of

thebasisincreases.

D .6 M aking sure A is positive de�nite

An N � N realm atrix A iscalled positivede�niteif

x
T
A x > 0;

forallnonzero vectors x 2 R
N . There are various ways to test ifa m atrix A is positive

de�nitebased on thefollowing observations[16]:(a)alltheeigenvaluesofapositivede�nite

m atrix are positive,(b)allupperleft(i.e. principal)subm atrix determ inants are positive

and (c)a realsym m etricm atrix ispositivede�nitei� thereexistsa realnon-singularlower

triangularm atrix L such that

A = LL
T
: (D.6.D.1)
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The latter approach,called Cholesky factorization,is the m ost e�cient in the case ofa

largesize sym m etric m atrix.Thism ethod isim plem ented based on theALGOL procedure

Choldet1 from [13]. The factorization algoritm fails ifthe m atrix is not positive de�nite.

In addition,observation (b)above isused to include sim ple and fastspecialcasesforN =

1;2;3. Forsuch low N ,only a few sim ple determ inants have to be evaluated,m aking the

factorization routine cum bersom e in com parison. Thiswillspeed up calculationsinvolving

fourorlessparticles.

D .7 Inversion ofpositive de�nite sym m etric m atrices

Inversion ofpositive de�nite sym m etric m atrices is e�ectively done by the Gauss-Jordan

M ethod following thelinesoftheALGOL proceduregjdef2 from [14].Thelowertriangular

array representation ofsym m etric m atricesallow fastelem entaccess.

D .8 Sym m etry: allpossible perm utations

To im plem ent the sym m etrization procedure described in section 4.3 one need to �nd all

possibleperm utationsofthesetofidenticalparam eters.TheSEPA algorithm [53]isused to

create allperm utationsfrom which the corresponding lineartransform ationsofthe Jacobi

coordinatesforeach trialencountered isevaluated.Thisisdoneonly onceforeach trialand

then stored forlateruses.



A ppendix E

Program usage inform ation

Usage: scatlen [OPTIONS]
Calculates the scattering length for a two-body interaction of identical bosons

-h --help Prints this usage message.
-mass <float> Mass of the particle in atomic mass units (default 86.9091835)
-pot <int> Type of potential =’gauss’ or ’square’ (default is ’gauss’)
-V0 <float> The potential amplitude in a.u. (default is -5.986e-8)
-b <float> The potential width a.u. (default is 18.9 = 1 nm)
-rmax <float> Integrate to this radius in a.u. (default 4b)
-steps <int> Force a specific number of integration steps (default is 10000)
-digits <int> Force a specific number of correct digits (default 4)
-printpot Prints the potential points as ’r1 p1 | r2 p2 | ...’
-printwave Prints the radial wave function as ’r1 w1 | r2 w2 | ...’
-compare Compare result with analytical square box value or Born approx
-notxt Demand scattering length as only output
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Usage: bec [OPTIONS]
Calculates the energy for a given state of an N-body system using the Stochastic Variat
ional Method.

-h --help Prints this usage message.
-N <int> Number of particles (default is 3)
-state <int> Specify <int>th,’pos’,’neg’ eigenstate as target (default is 0)
-basis <type> Basis type = ’full’,’twobody’,’hartree’ (default is ’twobody’)
-par <int> Override the number of nonlinear parameters in the full basis
-sym [int] Symmetrize trials [only first <int> particles] (default is N)
-antisym [int] Antisymmetrize trials [only first <int> particles] (no default)
-size <int> Size of the basis to be calculated (default is 10)
-trials <int> Number of trials pr. nonlinear parameter (default is 100)
-times <int> Number of times to restart trials loop at par. one (default is 10)
-reps <int> Number of times to repeat the trial&error procedure (default is 1)
-recycle <int> Recycle intermission every <int>’th new basis (default is size)
-rfine <float> Recycle type: 0 = random, <float> = finetune (default is 0)
-rtimes <int> Number of times to repeat recycle procedure (default is 0)
-rbegin <int> Recycle procedure should begin at basis <int> (default is 1)
-rend <int> Recycle procedure should end at basis <int> (default is K)
-units <type> Calculation units = ’hou’ or ’au’ (default is h.o.u.)
-notrap Remove trap from system (to calculate bound states)
-dotrap Add trap to the system (to cancel previous -notrap)
-int <type> Interaction = ’non’,’zero’,’gauss’,’coulomb’ (default is non)
-b <float> Set the potential range in a.u. (default is 11.65)
-V0 <float> Set the potential amplitude in a.u. (default is 1.103130e-7)
-as <float> Specify the scattering length in a.u. (used only for output)
-aB <float> Override the calculated Born scattering length in a.u.
-seed <int> Seed for the random number generator (default is 1)
-rint <float> Random interval range for alpha coefficient (default is 10.0)
-rmin <float> Override the estimated alpha random interval minimum
-rmax <float> Override the estimated alpha random interval maximum
-rbint <float> Random interval range for beta coefficient (default is 10.0)
-rbmin <float> Override the estimated beta random interval minimum
-rbmax <float> Override the estimated beta random interval maximum
-rlog [<int>] Use logarithmic random interval [with base <int>]
-fin <name> Filename for basis input (default none)
-fout <name> Filename for basis output (default none)
-digits <int> Number of digits used in rootfinding and output (default is 8)
-noimps <int> Succeeding ’no improving trial’s allowed (default is 5)
-ldep <float> Specify the lowest linear dependency allowed (default is 1e-6)
-threads <int> Maximum number of cpu threads used (default is 2)
-save <int> Save basis every <int>’th minute (default is 10)
-endtime <int> Time limit for the calculation in minutes (default is no limit)
-check Check explicitly for numerical instabilities (default is off)
-warn All warnings are displayed (default is off)
-stat Post-calculation statistics are displayed (default is off)
-noinfo Output only calculation results (default is with info)
-notxt Output only: [basisnumber energy] (for use with e.g. MATLAB)
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-eigenvalues Output all eigenvalues at the end (i.e. show excited states)
-result Output only the final energy result (for use with e.g. MATLAB)
-resultall Output for MATLAB by writing information and end results like:

[N energy as b V0 aB aho eho K state Rrms mean(alpha’s) mean(beta’s) dE seconds]
---------------
-bec For Bose-Einstein Condensate calculation (default is Rb87)
-mass <float> Mass of BEC boson in a.m.u. (default is m(Rb87)=86.9091835)
-freq <float> Specify the trap frequency in Hz (default is 77.87)
---------------
-bound For N-body bound state calculation (default is Helium atom)
-masses <list> Set particle masses m1,m2,..mN in a.u. (default is 1,1,1e300)
-charges <list>Set particle charges q1,q2,..qN in a.u. (default is -1,-1,2)
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