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C hapter 1

Introduction

Since the rst realization of BoseE instein condensation BEC) in trapped atom ic vapors
in 1995 [19], these system s have received Increasing attention from both experim ental and
theoretical e orts. M ost theoretical studies of these m any-boson systam s are based on the
so—called m ean— eld m ethods which accurately describe m uch of the dilute condensate ener—
getics. Systam s are tem ed as dilute when the average Interparticle distance ismuch larger
than the range of the interaction. The m ain param eter characterizing the interaction In
the dilute regin e is the swave scattering length, a, and the diluteness condition can be
expressed in tem s of the density n asn®F 1.

From the viewpoint of quantum m any-body physics, the trapped atom ic vapors are
som ew hat peculiar. W ell above the critical point of condensation, the gases are extrem ely
dilute, and their description asnon-interacting bosons is very accurate. A s the condensation
sets in, the trapped atom s are strongly com pressed in real space. This m akes i much
more lkely that the individual particlkes are within interaction range of each other, and
Interactions suddenly becom e very In portant. A s a consequence the m otion of the particles
becom es correlated and both the order of these correlations, that is, the num ber of particles
which are sin ultaneously w ithin Interaction range, and their overall In uence w ill depend
on the size ofng7.

For the density ranges attained In BEC experin ents, the diluteness condition m ay well
be broken, exploiting the Jarge variation ofthe scattering length In the vicinity ofa Feshbach
resonance R(]. In order to study this regin e quantitatively, it is com pulsory to check the
reliability of the theories adopted In the analysis. Such work has recently been com pleted
for the m ean— eld G rossP ttaevskii (GP) theores, typically reaching a validity estin ate of
ngT > 107, ©1,74,78] In combination w ith an istability criterion for negative scattering
lengthsgiven by aN=h. < 0:67,6b].

T he topic of this thesis is the description of correlations iIn m any-boson system s beyond
the m ean— eld. To achieve this, one has to consider not only BEC gas-type states but also
m oleculartype states, since the Instability criterion above designates the threshold w here the
latter are form ed. In order to sinulate a possbl Feshbach resonance and break the m ean—

eld validiy region, scattering lengths should be allowed to cover 1 < a< 0. Themain
goal is then to develop the num erical tools needed to understand the nature of interparticle
relationships In BEC s and estim ate both the overall in portance of such correlation e ects
and the relative in portance between the di erent orders.

T heparticularN body technique chosen forthistask isthe StochasticVariationalM ethod

(SVM ). Thism ethod provides a solid and arbitrarily im provable variational fram ework for
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the solution of diverse bound-state problm s. A special feature of the SVM  is the strategy
for optim ization of a variational trial function by \controlled gam bling". T his strategy has
been proven to be very e ective for highly correlated nuclear few -body system s [L].

T he com putational Joad of the proposad num erical study w ith the SVM  is excessive even
for the fastest m odem oom puters, and num erical calculations are only feasble for system s
of three and four bosons. However, since these constitute nontrivial BEC s they m ay work
as prototype system s In the attem pt to describbe correlations. In other words, the two key
questions of the current study are:

To what extend does higherorder correlation e ects in uence the system s ofthree and
four trapped bosons ?

Can them ain conclusions for the fourboson system be generalized to allm any-boson
systam s ?

T he ram ainder of this theoretical thesis seeks the answers to these questions. In chapter 2
the basic theory needed In a varational treatm ent of an N -body system is reviewed. The
variational tral function is a crucial elem ent of this approach. In chapter 3 it is shown
how to include di erent levels of correlation explicitly In the fiunctional form of the trial
funtion. The SVM is introduced In chapter 4, In com bination w ith details of the subsequent
application to the cases of the He atom and the N-boson system s. Chapter 5 illustrates
and discusses the num erical resuls, and the conclusions are collected in chapter 6. The
derivations of the m atrix elem ents can be found in the appendices.

1.1 Units and notation

W here nothing else is indicated, the Atom ic Units® m.= e= ay = ~= 1) are used when
w riting results. M oreover, boldface is used for vectors (@) and m atrices @ ). The length
of a vector is written g jwhilk unit vectors have a hat @). The elem ents of vectors and
m atrices are always speci ed by subscripts @A i5). The elem ents of a set fA g are som etin es
m ost conveniently denoted by superscripts in parenthesis @ *’) and som etin esby subscripts
A ). O perators are assigned a w ide hat (A)).

W ih x being an N 1) 1 onecolum n m atrix of variables and X i's 1 \) 1)
onerow transposed m atrix, a quadratic form w illbe w ritten

X%l
T —
X'Ax = Aj_ij_Xj
=1 j=1

whereA isa (N 1) W~ 1) symm etric m atrix.
M atrix elem ents are w ritten in D iracs bra-ket notation
Z

Ay=h ji= LR ()

1In this system of units the fiindam ental electron properties, rest m ass m o, elem entary charge e, Bohr
radiis ag and angularm om entum ~ are all set equalto one atom icuni (@a.). Thism akes the atom ic units
convenient when describing the properties of electrons and atom s or particle system s of sin ilar size.
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where  denotes all the coordinates of the system and ; and 4 are square integrablk
functions having a nite scalar product de ned by the overlap integral
Z

hijsi= () 50)d

A ddition of angular m om enta is expressed as direct products w thin square brackets.
For exam plk the vector-coupling of the angular m om enta B, and B,, each satisfying the

2
eig'en]:e:latjonsbi IM; = Ji(Ji‘l' l) IiM and kblz IM; = M i JM 7 is w ritten

X X
[ J1M 1 JoM glJM = hIiM 1M 2, 37,J,dM i JiIM 1 J2M »
M1M?2

where h11M 1J,M ,7:J,JM i are the C Eosch-G ordan coe cients.
C om putational com plexity is discussed in the big oh notation de ned [0

fh)=0 gnh) , fn) c gnh); ralln o> Oandc> 0;

which m eans Inform ally that £ grow s at the sam e rate as g or slower.

1.2 Com puter program s

In the course of thiswork com puter program s have been developed in C+ + to calculate the
num erical results (the usage nfom ation is listed In appendix &) :

scatlen: Calculates the scattering length fora twodbody Interaction of identicallbosons

bec: Calculates the energy for a given state of an N -body system using the Stochastic
VariationalM ethod.

T he source code for the program s bec and scatlen can be downloaded from my home
page at: www physaudk/ hansh. A few exam ples have been placed In footnotes through-—
out the thesis, lndicating the explicit com m and for the com putation of a graph.
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V ariational approach to N body
problem s

T his chapter gives a brief description of how one solves the tin e independent Schrodinger
equation forN -body system susing a varationalapproach. T he H am iltonian is ntroduced in
the st section and consists oftemm s for kinetic energy, tw o-body interaction and possibly an
extemaltrapping eld. A section then presents the particular twobody interactions applied
later in the thesis. The m ost crucial points in the variationalm ethod is the introduction
of a st of relative coordinates and the construction ofa exbl trial wave function from

som e approprate basis of finctions. Both points are explained in subsequent sections and
sym m etrization is addressed. F inally, it is shown how the variationaltheorem de ned by the
trial function reduces to a generalized m atrix eigenvalue problem and that accurate resuls
can be achieved w ith basis optin ization procedures.

2.1 H am iltonian

In the follow ing, N body system s of non-relativistic particles are considered, where the ith
particle hasm assm ;, charge ¢, soin s;, isospin t; and position vector r;. The m otion of the
particles is given by the tin e-independent Schrodinger equation

P =E ©121)

w here the square integrable wave function, (r 1;:::;ry ), descrbes the state of the system
w ith the Interpretation of as the probability density P]. M ost often, this is the comm on
starting point ofboth few body and m any-body treatm ents. H owever, the m agnitude of N
becom es signi cant in practice, epecially when dealing w ith identical particles (see below ),
m aking ab iniHo restrictions on necessary form any-body system s.

A ssum Ing the particlesm ove In an extemal eld and that the only particlke-particle Inter-
action is through local spin-independent tw o-body potentials ,V;4, the H am iltonian becom es

® h 2 i o
Ib = > ‘]._bi+ Vext(ri) + Vlj (2.1.2.2)
=1 1 i<
T
w here Pi = (&;&;&) is the gradient operator w ith resoect to r;. The subsequent

separation of the centerofm ass m otion from the intrinsic m otion allow s a transhtionally
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Invariant description. The follow ing sections introduce the theory necessary to obtann a

2.1.1 Identical particles

M any-body system s offen contain a num ber of identical particles. T he Indistinguishability of

dentical particles is cbviously re ected in the Ham iltonian @.1 2 2) by the sym m etry ofthe
operators entering. H owever, since it isw ritten in  rst quantization, P does not distinguish
w hether identical particles are bosons or ferm ions, and therefore this lnfom ation should be
added by hand to the wave function, , in the form ofa de nite symm etry. Forbosons the
wave finction is required to be even under the interchange of any pair ofparticle coordinates
while for ferm jons it should be odd B1. A chieving this in m any-body problm s isonly feasble
w ith som e restrictions on the form of (see section 2.6.1). A ssum ing the proper sym m etry
is given, one m ay advantageously use a sin pler H am iltonian, given by
h 2 5 1 i
Pra=N P+ Veelr)+ S0 D Po 2123)

since all tem s in the sum s of {212 2) will contrbute the sam e to the energy. H owever, in

nvestigating correlations, and is therefore kept, also for identical particles, in the follow ing.
T he details of applying Py wih a symm etric (Jastrow -type) wave function form any-boson
system s can be found in ref. B8], Chap. 2.

2.2 Twobody interactions

In su ciently dilute N-body system s only binary oollisions contribute signi cantly to the
totalenergy and three—and m ore-body interactions can be alm ost com pltely ignored (w ith
one exoeption being threebody m olecular recom bination in atom ic gases [71]). The Ham il-

tonian in {2.1.22), Introduced as the ab initio starting point of this chapter, takes this
sin pli cation even further by assum ng only spin—-independent (central) twobody interac—
tions, V;5. Such interactions are su cient for the calculations of atom ic system s and gases of
atom s presented later. Realistic nuclkar m odels require soin—-isosoin dependent Interactions
including (at least) three-body tem s and are not considered here . Now follows a brief
Introduction to the two twodbody potentials applied in this thesis and of the conospt of the

swave scattering length which is essential In the description of BEC s.

2.2.J E lectrostatic interaction

T he Interaction betw een particles carrying electric charge isthe Coulomb force. Like gravia—
tion, this is a Jong range one-over-square-distance foroe, although m any orders ofm agnitude
stronger. A tom ic physics and solid physics, and for that m atter the whole of chem istry, can,
In principle, be detem ined by this force com bined w ith theores of relativity and quantum
m echanics @]. T he corresponding interaction potential in ST units is

1l g%

V (1,) =
! 4 o

2221)

1See ref. E_Ei], Chap. 10 for a treatm ent of the nuclkarm any-body problm @ rgonne/U roana potentials).



22 Twobody interactions 7
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Fig.2.1l: Rb-Rb interaction potentials (solid lines) as a finction of the atom ic separation. D ata
is from K rauss and Stevens [6d]. The dashed lines corresponds to the M orse m odel potential
B,V @2) =DIle ©12* 1)2 1lwih r = 7872, = 043a," andD = 0018 au., or
the singkt curve and rg = 11653y, = O:35a0:L and D = 0:00093 au. for the triplt curve.
The dash-dotted graph represents the Gelm an m odel for the triplt potential [_7(_}], V (r12) =
Cele @12 To)=r® 1=rS Jwih C4= 4700 an., r. = 973y and = O:9a0:L . The nset show s the
details of the triplet potential and the dotted lines indicate the G aussian m odels used in thiswork.

where g and g are the charges and , is the pem itivity of free space @@y = €’=4 ,). The
non-— nite long range character of the C oulom b potentialm akes solutions of the Schrodinger
equation di cult in the case of scattering [4]. M oreover, it isnot possble to de ne an swave
scattering length (see below ) for this 1=r-asym ptotic potential.

222 Atom atom Interaction

T he essential property of realistic interatom ic Interactions is that atom s repel at short dis-
tances and attract when they are som e distance apart. In the follow ing the focus w illbe on
the nteraction of Rb from the akali atom s group, since they in particular play a key roke in
experin ents on cold atom ic gases (and consequently adopted as the defaul particle In the
num erical BEC calculations presented later).

T he ground state con guration ofalkaliatom shas all electrons but one occupying closed
shells while the rem aining valence electron is in an s orbital of a higher shell ). In the case
of ground state collisions, the potential energy depends sokely on the Intemuclear ssparation
and the orientation of the two atom s valence electronic spins (s; = 1=2) which coupl into
singkt (S = 0) ortriplkt (S = 1) con gurations, where S = s; + s,, [Q]. This is illistrated
or¥Rb in gure 2. The solid curve isbased on ab inito calculated data from 9] whike
the dashed and dash-dotted curves correspond to m odel potentja]s:fi . For soin-polarized

2TheM orsem odelpotential is an excellent approxin ation ©r the short range interaction shape whilk the
G eltm an m odel potential (lke the Lennard-Jones potential, LZ]) has the correct Iong—range behavior.
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atom s one m ay assum e that they interact only via the triplet potential shown in details in
the Inset.

G aussian m odel potential

The key feature of the Rb-Rb potential in the current context, is that it can be assum ed
to have a nite range In tem s of scattering. This can be understood from considering the
quantum m echanical Interactions of the Rb, constituents (@ total of 74 identical electrons
and two nuclki) . C kearly, when the nuclei are close enough (@bout 20A ) for the two electron
clouds to overlap the potentialenergy w illdepend greatly on the soin ofthe valence electrons.
T his isdue to the Pauliexclision principl, since in the triplet con guration the spatialpart
of the electron wave function m ust be antisym m etric and so the overlap between elctrons
ism inim ized in that case. Even at a distance there is residual overlap leading to a long
range exchange temm 8. However, when the nuclki are farther away, the energy due to the
overlap of electrons decreases exponentially and the interatom ic potential is dom inated by
the van der W aals orce i. This dispersion e ect can be expanded in a multipole expansion
such as B8]

Vaisp (t12) = s 2222)

where the leading (van der W aals) temm is 1=r>,.W ith such an in nite tailon the potential
it seem s nvalid to talk about a nite range and scattering length. Fortunately it can be
shown that for scattering via power-aw potentials, 1=r", the decrease is fast enough to be
considered of nite range provided thatn > 3, [].

In this work, the atom -atom Interaction is represented by a sinple G aussian m odel
potential, V (x) = Voe * ™, of nite range (thedotted linesin g. 211) . Forweak interactions
In the low-energy (ie. ultra-cold) lm it, the properties of the twodbody interaction are
basically determ ined by the scattering length, a, Introduced In the next section, alone. This
m eans, that the exact shape of the potential is nsigni cant (see eg. section 3.3 3) and that
the apparent lack of a hard core at an all ry, in the G aussian m odel is acceptable. M ore
details of the Rb-Rb interaction can be found in [Q].

2.2.3 Scattering length for nite interactions

The follow ing is a very brief account of basic scattering theory which can be found nn
details in Refs. £,3]. Consider the situation of two isolated particles with m assesm; and
m , that interact via a central potentialV (ry,), where ri, = I B j is the Interparticle
distance. Further assum e that the interaction vanishes rapidly (faster than / rlg ) for large
separations, ie. V (rjp) ! O forr, ! 1 . Asoutlined in section 2.3, the m otion of the
particles ssparates Into the trivial center-ofm ass m otion and the relative m otion described
by a single coordinate wave function, &), satisfying the Schrodinger equation

2—}_@X+V(x) ®)=E (x) ©223)

3Thistem hasthe orm, Ve, (r2) = Ar,e? © 2, alo und in the M orse m odelpotential.
42 sthe electronsm ove, am all uctuations occur in the charge density surrounding each atom so, n tum,
one atom can polarize the other setting up an m om entary dipole m om ent which then attracts the rst.
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where X = rj, and = mm,=fm;+ m,) is the reduced mass. Solutionswih E < 0
corresoond to bound states of the potential. Scattering is describbed by the Lippm ann—
Schw inger solutions 3] w ith positive energy E = ~?k*=2 , and the asym ptotic form

x! 1 . eikx

. oy 2224)

corresoonding to the sum of an ncom ng plane wave w ith relative mom entum ~k and a
scattered sphericalwave (ie. the (+) superscript) w ith am plitude

z 500
xS v k) 9 ©225)
~2 (2 )3=2 k

2

f k%k)

Fora spherically sym m etric potential the scattering am plitude only depends on the anglk, ,
between the relative m om entum of the particles before and after the scattering, £ (ko;k)
f(k; ).Inthe low energy lini, k ! 0, where isotropic swave scattering is dom inant?, the

scattering am plitude approaches a constant, £ (0;0) =  a, and the wave function reduces to
| a
N 2226)

T he constant a isthe swave scattering length and can thusbe determ ined as the Interception
ofthe asym ptotic wave function and the R axis, thatis @) = 0 forthe zero energy solution
to the Schrodinger equation. Figure 231 dem onstrates this in the case where two dentical
particles are Interacting via a nite G aussian potential, V X) = Vge * ‘¥ The scattering
length is always positive and nite for repulsive interactions, Vo > 0, whik for attractive
Interactions, Vo < 0, it can be both negative and positive and becom es divergent when
changing sign. T his behavior (zero-energy resonance) occurs each tim e the potential is jast
desp enough to support a new bound state.

2.3 Relative coordinates

T hem ost convenient way to ram ove the center-ofm assm otion is to express the H am iltonian
In tem s of relative coordinates that do not change when the system m oves or rotates as a
whole. T he odbvious choice is the scalar interparticke distances

;=¥ 1BF 16 j= 145N 2321)

where r; is the position of the ith particlk, giving N N 1)=2 relative but dependent
coordinates. Choosing one relative coordinate, ri,, In the twobody case is trivial. In three—
body problam s the truly independent positive perim etric coordinates

1
u; = E(rjk+ riy  nk); 16 J6 k= (1;2;3); k322)

5A partialwave expansion of (x) In Legendre polynom ials, P | (cos ), gives a radial Schrodinger equation
where the e ective potential ncludes a centrifigalbarrier, ie. the tem ~21(01+ 1)=2 x?), Eﬂ]. T hus waves
w ith energiesm uch lower than this barrier are sin ply re ected leaving only the swave (1= 0) contrdbution.

®T he num ericaldata Hr g. 2-;2 is produced by calling the program scatlen. G raph a) is generated w ith
the comm and lines: scatlen -V0 2.1le-7 —-compare, scatlen -V0 2.1le-7 —-printwave and scatlen
-V0 2.1le-7 —printpot.Forb), c) and d) just change 2.11le-7 to the corresponding values ofVy .
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1 1 ,
a) a b) )
V(x) 05 _
(x) -z
0.5 / d 0
a 2
g 7 -0.5
s V(x)
0 -1 ‘ ‘
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 0 1 2
x/b x/b
1 1
° YK D a
0.5¢ 0.5 L _ 1
P Y(x)
a=xo
. NANEVAN -
-0.5 V(x) -0.5
(x)
-1 : : : -1 : : : : :
0 1 2 3 0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5
x/b x/b

Fig. 22: Scattering lengths, a, and wave functions, ), for Gaussian potentials V (x) =
VOeX2=b2, wih b= 189 xed and di erent strengths: a) repulsive, Vo = 211 10 7; b) weak
attractive, Vo = 211 10 8 ; ©) m ore attractive at bound state threshold, Vo= 4743 10 8,
d) strong attractive w ith 4 bound states, Vo = 2:11 10 ° . The functionshave been scakd to t
[ 1;1]. O ther num bers are in atom ic units.

are often preferred as this sin pli es integral evaluations over the coordinates (used In ap-—
pendix C 3). Since there is only 3N 6 intermnal space degreesoffreedom in an N -body
problem (frN > 2), the set of scalar relative coordinates lnclide unnecessary extra coor—
dinateswhen N (N 1)=2 > 3N 6, N > 4. This com plicates the use of nterparticke
coordinates in m any-body system s signi cantly [4].

A di erent approach, also convenient if N > 4, is to introduce a st of relative vector
coordinates xT = (x1;X;:::;Xy 1) and the explicit center-ofm ass coordinate xy . T hey
are related to the singleparticle coordinatesr® = (rq;r,;:::;ry ) by a Inear transform ation

X
X; = Usry; i= 1;::45N 2323)
=1

written In matrix form asx = U r,where U isa suitablke N N transfom ation m atrix) .
A widely used choice for x, which is also em ployed for the m any-body problem s considered
in this thesis, is the Jacobi coordinate set ] de ned by

p— .
X;= ;,Ci 1Byq); i=1;::4N 1
+1/7r ’ ’ (2324)
Xy = Cy;
where C ; is the centerofm assand ;= %ithereduoedmassofthe rst iparticles.

7 0 bviously one can readily generalize the scalar de nition (,'2- 3 .-2-.11') to an equivalent vector description

with xT = (T15;T13; 5 1y 5235 5 on ;I N 1N XM ), given by an appropriate linear M N transfom a—
tion of the singleparticle coordinates.
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T he corresponding transform ation m atrix is

0 _ _ 1
p - p - 0 0
B p_& p_m_z p—
% mi2 2m12 2 g
U,;=B G 2325
gp m 1 p m 2 p m 3 p %
N lm12 N 1 N lm12 N 1 N lmlz N 1 N1
m3 mo m3 my
mi2 N mi2 N mi2 N mi2 N
w here the short notation meansm, &= m;+ m, + ;, meking m 1, the totalm ass

of the system . A speci ¢ st of Jacobi coordinates, fx g, are related to the interparticle
distances, rj;, and the hyperradius, , through the relation [64]

1 X by X 1

2 ri = r{ NCf = x5 232.6)

P T ) P " 1ry,, the twobody interaction, Vi,, depending on this interparticle—
distance, hasa sin ple form V (x1=p " 1). By pem utations ofthe particle lJabels (1;2; N,

x ® known as arrangem ents or partitions, where the rst Jacobi coordinate is P - 1ri; and
the form ofV,; is sin ple. This is an advantage w hen trying to obtain analytical expressions

evaluated in the varationalm ethod.

2.3.1 Separation of the center-ofm ass

T " . .
P = (Pl;Pz;::;PN),entenngthekmetjcenergypart,aretransﬁ)nnedby

P=uth, ©32.7)

and since the transform ation m atrix U can be assum ed to satisfy the relations Uy ; = ——*

mi2::N
N Ujy= yi L), easily veri ed rU 5, one has

and =1

X2, 22X 3 X
— P = — = UP,, Un® x,
- 2mi 2 oMy _ a
=1 =1 k=1 =1
1% 1
T L
- s m - Xy = X1 om Xy
k=1 k1 =1 * 2 N
ey e

= — P, Py, + P ©328)

k=1 =1
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2 2
w here 'Pm = 2mpf2m...N = o ;;N J}PXN is the center-ofm ass kinetic energy 1, and
! UyiUn
k1= o ; k;1=1;::4N 1 232.9)

=1

The extemal eld potential, Ve, ssparates In a sin ilar way when applying transform ation

the quadratic form

T %1%
].bx ]px: kl]-bxk]-bxl
k=1 =1
as
2 X1 X
P = EPX P+ Vae&)+ Vgt Py 23210)

=1 i<

(232.9) or , produces the in portant resul I. Thism eans, that in the speci c case

of the Jacobi coordinates the quadratic form is dissolved and only tem s of the Laplacians,
2
P «,» have to be considered In a calculation of the kinetic energy.

24 M atrix representation

The general stationary-state solution, , to the Schrodinger equation (2121} will be a
linear superposition of the eigenfunctions of FP

= an n’ 2421)

where |, satis es

P a=E, n; n=1;2;:::: 2422)

», called the energy eigenstates, orm a com plete and orthogonalset £ ,g, 21. W ith focus
on bound-state solutions, in particular the ground state and low est excited states, one hasto

nd the lIowest discrete energies, E ,, and corresponding eigenstates, ,, from egq. £422).

Unfortunately, exospt for the twobody cases, the explicit form of the eigenstates is not
known a priord, m aking it in possble to solve the eigenvalue problm analytically.

are linearly independent and possbly non-orthogonal. A general function in the space Vi
goanned by this set can be w ritten

= S 2423)

®C orresponding to the totalm om entum b, = o Pr= i L wPe = P,
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T he state vector c uniquely de nes 1 the function space V ¢ . Inserting this form into the
Schrodinger equation gives

@ )e 5= 0; Q424)

which is the eigenvalue problem for P inside Vg . From this restricted problm one can
determ ine eigenvalues 1; ,;:::; x and corresponding state vectors ¢ ;c®;:::;¢% ) that

from the kft by and integrating over all coordinates that ; depend on, giving

(1= $)c=0; i= 1;2;::53K 242D5)

where
Z

Hy=h fPjsi= (P 4()d 242.6)
are the elem ents of the K K Ham iltonian m atrix and
Siy=h ;J 4i= ;) 50)d @42.)

are the elem ents ofthe K K overbp m atrix. In this way, the problem of determm ining the

Hc= Sc: 242.8)

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

2.5 The linear variationalm ethod

In this thesis, a vardationalm ethod is used to obtain the approxin ate bound-state energies

to the fact that an arbitrary wave function corresoonds to an energy higher or equal to the
true ground state energy. T he so-called variational theoram states

h P51

E 2521
b1 1 ( )

°T he connection betw een the algebra of linear operators and squarem atrices is quite fiindam ental, see U]
sec. 510.
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for any square-integrable . The functionalFE isthe expectation valie of P and the equality
hodsonly if isthe ground state of B with the eigenvalue E ;. A proof of this theoram is
elem entary and can be found in textbooks on quantum m echanics, eg. Z1p. 116.

T he variational theoram is the basis of the w idely used Raykigh-R itz variationalm ethod.
T he idea behind thism ethod is to choose a trial function as that depends on a num ber of
variationalparam eters. Evaluating the expectation value E yields a function of these param —
eters, and by m inin izing w ith respect to the param eters, one cbtains the best approxin ation
to E; that the explicit orm of allows.

T he linear variationalm ethod is a varant ofthe R ayleigh-R itzm ethod in which oneworks

sists of dem anding that

QE QE
— =0 and — = 0; 2522)
Qg (Cle}

w ith respect to ¢; gives o
QE hji@%hjllei thlei@@;cihji
(CleY hji?
e S @ -
@h jI]PjJ_ E@hjl

hii

as in them atrix elem ent expressions, one has

XX XX
h jPji= coh 7 ji= G, CH 3 @2523)

=1 3=1 =1 3=1
and

XX XX
hji= coh ;i 4i= ¢ &S 252.4)
=1 §=1 =1 3=1

where H ;5 and S;; are again the elem ents of the Ham iltonian and overlap m atrices, and the
condition ¢= = 0 reduces to

i

@ @
@—h jIJPj i E@—h ji= Hi3 EBy)eg=0; i= 1;2;::5K
o) .

i i 3=1

T he condition @—f = 0 will reduce to the com plex con-jugate of this equation [}] and hence

E has produced precisely the sam e m atrix eigenvalue problem

Hc= Sc @25205)
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thatwas derjved in the prevjous section. Thisisan In portant connection and m eans that by

Vx . One could say, that the m inin ization w ith respect to the param eters fo ;05 :::;% g is
In plicit in the solution. O f course, the functions ; can be m ade dependent on additional
nonlinear variational param eters, giving further exibility to the trial function.

The varjatjonal theoram in plies that the lowest of the eigenvalues detem ined by eq.
va]ues si= 1;2;:::;K , are upper bounds to eigenstate energies of the ﬁl]lH am ilonian
(see [I], theoram 3.3) . A rmranging In Increasing order the K eigenvalues ; 2 K
of the truncated prcblem and the discrete eigenvalues E E, ::: of the full problem

to the 1l H ibert space problm , and obviously In prove on the approxin ate e:genva]ues i
by lowering them towards the exact valuesE ; 74.

2.6 Basis functions

A crucialpoint when using the lnear varationalm ethod is the choice ofbasis functions. An
expansion in the basis should give a good representation of the physical shape of the wave
function for the quantum system in question. It is In portant, in general, that two basic
requirem ents are satis ed:

The basis should form a complkte set so that the result obtained by a systam atic
Increase of the num ber ofbasic functions w ill converge to the exact eigenvalue.

Furthem ore, allm atrix elem ents should be analtically calculblk, for the variational
approach to be practical.

In addition, to solve an Iil)—partjcle problam accurately and wih a high convergence rate,
the trial finction, = _1 G ir and hence the basis functions, £ ;g, should descrbe
the correlation between the particles well, have the proper symm etry and encom pass the
approprate degrees of freedom , eg. orbital and soin angularm om enta. In this thesis, it is
assum ed that a basis function w ith total angular m om entum J and progction M , can be
written in the orm [L,28]
n o

k=P &), ®) sugbu otu, i 2.621)

where  is a sum of pem utation operators ensuring the proper symm etry, i (x) describes
the spatial dependence, v, R) soeci es the orbitalm otion with de nite angular m om en—
tum L,and gy, and ry, arethe spin and isospin partsti. Since all correlations between
particles in the system s treated later are state-independent, they can be fully represented in
the spatialpart,  x),o0f y,asdiscussed in detailin dlapter:?a . M ore elaborate descriptions
of the angularm om entum parts can be found in appendix Ai.

19T his can be explicitly proven, see {L], p 27.
11 p arts or other degrees of freedom , like color and  avor, can be added correspondingly.
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2.6.1 Symm etry

From experin ents it is known that particles of zero or ntegral spin, such as the photon and
“He, are bosons. Particles with halfintegral spin values, such as electrons and nuclkons,
are ferm jons. Atom s constitute bosons when they contain an equal number of nuclkons,
otherw ise ferm jons. W hen a system consists of a num ber of identical and indistinguishable
particks the wave fiinction m ust have the proper sym m etry w ith respect to any interchange
ofthe space and soin coordinates ofthe identical particles. T he proper sym m etry ofthe trial
wave function can be achieved by operating on the basis finctions w ith the operator §J;

r

®=

X
P B 2622)

1
N !
P
using p = 1 for denticalbosonsand = ( 1¥, where p=0,1 is the parity of the pem u—
tation, P , for dentical ferm ions. H ere, the pem utation operator, ]b, pem utes the variable
Indices (1;2;:::;N ) of dentical particles to (o1;1,;:::;py ) and the summ ation over P in—
cludes all necessary pem utations. T hus P corresoonds to a sym m etrizer (é’) forbosons and
an antisym m etrizer @) for ferm ions.
O bviously, the pem utation operator, P, commutes w ith the sym m etric m any-oody ji2

com m ute am ong them selves. This m eans, that an eigenfunction of P is not necessarily an
eigenfunction ofall®. 0 nly a totally sym m etric eigenfunction, s, ora totally antisym m etric
eigenfunction, ,, can be comm on eigenfunctions of ? and all®. The two types of wave
functions, g and 5 ,arethoughttobesu cient to describe allsystem s ofidenticalparticles
13 A ccordingly, if a system is com posed of di erent kinds of identical particks, its wave
function m ust be separately totally sym m etric (poosons) or totally antisym m etric (ferm ions)
w ith respect to perm utations of each kind of identical particles, ZI.

2.1 B asis optim ization
The m ost direct approach to a varational solution of a quantum m echanical bound-state

containing no nonlinear param eters. Two m aln steps are involved: the calculation of the
overlap and Ham iltonian m atrix elem ents and the solution of the generalized eigenvalue
problam . To achieve the desired accuracy one only needsto add m any (linearly independent)
fiinctions to the basis. Unfortunately, calculating allm atrix elem ents takestine O K 2) on
a com puter and solving eigenvalue equations is an O K °)-procedure, (39]. Any variational
approach is thus only feasble on a basis of reasonable size consisting of functions that
allow fast m atrix elem ent evaluation. The direct m ethod in particular su ers from this
Iim itation since the convergence is often slow increasing the dem and for a Jarge num ber of
basic functions, @31.

A nother approach, designed to avoid a huge basis dim ension, is basis optim ization. T he
Idea isto only select the speci cbasis functions that give good resuls. To thisend, the shape
ofthebasis fuinctions ism ade dependent on nonlinear param eters, which, In e ect, detem ine
how wellthe varational finction space, Vk , contain the true eigenfunction. A n optin albasis

12T his is the so-called symm etrization postulte, @l
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1 K=0,Eqg=1 1 1 K=0,Eqg=1 1
2 2
B G enerate nonlinear param eters | G enerate nonlinear param eters
g §*tyeee; Etlg orbasis x4+ XD e 5 tyee §+lgﬁ>rbasjs K+1 ( ¥+
l___________"? __________ A E{
1Optin zetheset £ 5§ " 1;:::; K+ ign Hy
A L J No Increase K H
X THSK = Knax ?
H
Increase K and solve the generalized H
. . Yes
elgenvalie problem H c= Sc,Ep=min() -
Solve the generalized eigenvalue
ﬁH problem H c= Sc,Eg=mi()
H
H
NoﬂgsK=KmaX'>H NN S :
H [Agan, O ptin ize the param eter generation 1
H —
H K =0L o o oo e D e e e e e e = = J
Yes
2 2
t} Kmax - . t} Kmax L :
: = X ks 9VIng energy Eo ! ! = X ks 9VIng energy Eo !

Fig.23: Theoontrol ow diagram s fortwo com m on basis optin ization strategies: (left) O ptim izing
w hile increasing one basis at a tim e and (right) optim izing the param eter generation or intervals.

of de nite size, K , can be established by m inin izing the varational energy function w ih
respect to these param eters. H owever, although num erous elaborate m ethods are availbble
for multidin ensional finction m inim ization (see K(Q]), the optim ization of the nonlinear
param eters In a tral wave function is by no means a trivial task. In fact, com putational
com plexity studies show that the general problem takes tin e exponential In the num ber
of param eters 73 and it is therefore rated as intractable, ie. not am enabk to a practically
e cient solution. Thism eansthat the sheernum ber ofnonlinearparam eters quickly becom es
the bottle-neck In basis optin ization.

D i erent strategies have been em ployed for basis optin ization in few body problem s
related to the follow ng scenarios:

In few body problam sthe num ber ofnonlinearparam etersneeded in each basis finction
is reasonably low , and one m ight be able to perform a f1ll sin ulaneous optin ization
of the basis param eters. The strategies em ployed can be placed into two categories:
the detem Inistic and the stochastic. The fom er is based on stepping or gradient
strategies (eg. the conjugategradient m ethod, see 33]) and are sensitive to a given
starting point, alw ays reaching the sam em Inin um from the sam e Initialcondition. The
solution in these cases m ay not be the globalm ininum sought but a localm ininum .
C onvergence depend heavily on the nitial guesses for the param eters. A stochastic
m Inin ization tends to convergence much slower but elin inates the risk of ending up
i albcalm nimum f]. Combining analytical gradient and stochastic techniques 1 a

13 Vavasis [I1] reports the worst-case complxity of minin zing a Lipschitz constant function,
f X1;X2;:5%Xq), n abox tobe O ((Zl)d),whereL is the Lipschitz constant.
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m ixed approach, as proposed recently in 34], seem s to be very econom ical.

W hen the above approach is too tim econsum ing, which is m ost often the case, one
can use grid m ethods to reduce the number of param eters to a an aller num ber of
tem pering param eters, eitherby xing param eters through a geom etric progression [42]
or pseudorandom Iy (31]. In the latter case this corresponds to optin izing the lim its of
the Intervals from which the pssudo-random numbers are selected B3]. T he drawback
is, that param eters m ay be assigned values disregarding whether the corregoonding
basis fiinctions contribute to the solution or not.

A tematively, a partial optim ization can be perform ed where only a few param eters are
optin ized at a tin e and allothers xed. In particular, ifonly one speci cbasis finction
is optin ized, then only one row ofthe (symm etric) H am iltonian and overlap m atrices
are a ected. Even the consecutive solving of the fiill generalized eigenvalue problem
can be avoided in the optim ization proocedure. This is em ployed in the Stochastic
Variational M ethod and, as described in the chapter 4, takes only a fraction of the
com putational tin e of a full optin ization.

Fig. 2.3 showstwo control ow structures that can be used w ith the optin ization strategies
discussed here. The kft diagram corresponds to the case where one basis function is opti-
m ized and added to the basis at a tin e and the right diagram is for a procedure where the
entire trial function is constructed and subsequently optin ized. The dashed boxes desig—
nate a (possibly com plicated) optin ization m ethod in which place the SVM trial and error
technique w illbe considered in chapter4.



C hapter 3

C orrelations iIn m any-body system s

T he basic theory necessary for treating particle correlations in N body system s w ith a varia—
tionalapproach ispresented in this chapter. Them ain goalisto develop severaldescriptions,
each representing a di erent level of correlation, and allow for a direct com parison of the
corresoonding correlation energies. T his isbasad on the vital assum ption, that correlations
can be explicitly included in a description, by em bedding them , ab inito, n the form ofthe
variationaltrial function. To thisend, respective sections treat rst the uncorrelated H artree
trial function used w ithin the H artree¥ock theory, then the e ective interaction (m ean— eld)
approach basad on the pssudopotential approxin ation and last an explicitly correlated trial
finction designed to handle two-body, threebody and higherorder correlations. To begin
w ith, however, a short ram ark about correlation as a conoept.

3.1 De ning correlations

Since there are various de nitions ofthe term ocorrelation available In the physics literature,
it is appropriate to de ne the conospt clearly before deriving a theoretical description. In the
dictionary, correlation isexplained as\a shared relationship" or \causalconnection". W ithin
the physics context of N body system s, correlation correspondingly designates the possibly
com plex Interparticle relationship am ong the particlkes. However, n som e textbooks, the
energy connected w ith such correlated behavior, E ., is de ned as the di erence between

the energy ofthe sin ilar non-interacting system and the exact m easured or calculated energy
f4]. In other theoretic areas, lke the atom ic H artreeFodk theory, the correlation energy is
regarded as the di erence between the energy obtained w ith an independent particle m odel
based on the H artree product w ave function (seebelow ) and the exact energy R/7]. A Though
both interpretations have valid argum entation, they are also very distinct on the im portant
question of what de nes an uncorrelated system .

Here, and in the ram ainder of this thesis, the follow ing de nition is adopted:

In an N -Joody system , where the interaction between the particls is state—independent,
the (inherently) correlated m otion ofthe particks can ke represented by a wave func-
tion of the form []

(Ci7rp7iiiry ) = F (Lrjrp;iiiry ) (Co;r2i:iity) 3131)

19
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where F isa correlation factorand isan uncorrelated wave function corresponding
to a system of independent particks. T he soeci ¢ correlation energy included in such
a representation, E o, is de ned by

X
E corr = Finteraction J= J< Vijj > B132)

i< j
where V,; is the twotody interaction potential.

W ith this de nition, the energy reference point corresponding to an uncorrelated system
is given by the energy of the non-interacting system . Contrary to other interpretations,
this allow s even a m ean— eld theory wih F = 1 to represent correlation energy, sihce any
type of Interparticle Interaction is tantam ount to correlation e ects. T he belief of the w riter
is, that such a standpoint is m ore true to the \civil" perception of the word correlation,
and In any case, advantageous in the current context, because the prin ary aim here is to
com pare di erent levels of correlation w here the w idely used m ean— eld approach is just one
candidate.

3.2 H artree-Fock m ean— eld description

T he independent partick m odel, originally form ulated by H artree in 1928 H§]and generalized
wih symm etry by Fock and Slater 9], is based on the ansatz that a m any-oody wave
function can be written as a properly symm etrized product of orthogonal sngle-particlke
states, given by

bl
ap (C1Tpiiiry ) = B g (ry;rp;iiiry ) = B L (ry) 3231)

=1

where ® isde ned n €622) as the sym m etrizer for bosons and the antisym m etrizer for

ferm fons. Tn the HartreeFock m ethod [§9] this form of wave function is applied w ith the

variational theoram in .52.1), by dam anding that the variation of the energy functional

valleiszero,ie Er [ grl= < HFjJPj ar > = 0.Toderive the theory ofthism ethod in

rew rite B as

R R 1
I]p = Ei—l— Vlj; where Ei=

=1 i< §

B4 Vo () 3232)

1

having the st tem explicitly given by a sum of N identical onebody Ham itonians, Ei.
Taking into account that B is nvariant under the pem utation of particle coordinates, ie.
P;®]= 0, and ®? = B by de nition, the expectation value of B; is sin ply
Z
< wrRidar>=< RPIL>=< HRji> dr ; (R ;@) 3233)

1
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assum ing the single-particle states are orthonom al, < ;j y >= ;3. Using the sam e argu—
m ents the expectation value of the two-body interaction, V;;, becom es

< gr¥yJer >=< ijij]bj B >=< i 5¥VyJi 5 i 3234)

w here Indicatesa + forbosonsand a for ferm ions. Here a two-particle m atrix elem ent
Involves a double integral over the coordinates of both particles
Z Z

< i Vudaos> drdr’ @) ;W @& 1) i) @) (3235)

P roceeding by taking the variation ofE 4 » w ith respect to the singleparticlk states, ;, whike
In posing the orthonom ality constraints on the ;’s by introducing (diagonal) Lagrange
mulipliers, E;, yields
X
EHF Ej_ < iji>: O (3.2.3.6)

=1

A fter som e algebra (see ref. Q]) thisvaration leadsto theN H artree¥Fodk integro-di erential
equations for the single-particle wave fiinctions

Z
Bi i(@) + VHDF (r) i@+ drovHE; ;1% i(ro) =E ;) 323.7)
w here the direct potential is
S Z
Vi @) = ar® s eW e D 59 3238)
=1
and the exchange potential is
X
Vip (ir)) = A C S ) 3239)

=1

wih + for bosons and for form ions. A dding the requiram ent of selfconsistency between
the approxin ate lndividual singleparticle states, ;(r), and the variational interaction po-—

tential, V ¢ ¥), the equations B2371)-8239) can be solved with a sinpk ierative
procedure f].

32.1 Correlations iIn the H artreefock description

T he derived H artreetock equations provide usefiil physical insight. F irst of all, they show

the corresponding variational solution describes a m odel where each particlke m oves In an
e ective potential generated by the other N 1 particles (ie. a mean- eld). A further
striking feature of the Integro-di erential equations is that they nvolve the pint probability
r nding particles in states iand jatpointsr and r°. Thisobviously in posesa relationship
am ong the coordinates of the particles which indicates they are to som e degree correlated &.

10 nem ay note that the correlations induced by the exchange tem are repulsive for form ions (on a range
com parable to the size of the system ) and corresponds to the Pauliblocking e ect.
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T he direct temn represents the average potential due to the local presence of the other
particles. The exchange tem takes into acoount the symm etry e ects from exchanging
particles and indicates that the e ective singleparticle potential is both state dependent
and nonlocal. D eterm Ining one ; (r) requires the states for all other particles throughout
the system aswell as all other r’. Thism eans that the lndependent particle approxin ation
does In fact not entirely neglect particlkeparticlke correlations. R ather it assum es that m ost
of their in portant e ects can be taken Into acoount with a su ciently clever (varational)
choice of the two-body interaction potential form Viy. A s explained in the next section the
optin alpotential is not the exact particlke-particle interaction.

Tt is clear, that In the rst quantized H artreeFodk derivation given above, the only dis—
tinction m ade between bosons and femm ions is the de nite symm etry of the wave function.
T his seam s only to have m Inor in plications given by a sign in the exchange potential. H ow —
ever, at the ultra—Jow tem perature quantum levelthisdi erence in the exchange correlations
of bosons and ferm ions becom es very pronounced. W hile bosons eagerly f2all nto a single
quantum state to form a BoseE nstein condensate ferm ions tend to 1l energy states from
the lowest up, w ith one particl per quantum state. To exem plify and com plkte the H artree-
Fock description, an expression for the ground state energy of the N-Jboson system is now
derived, since this is the case of interest later. T he corresponding derivation for system s of
identical form jons, which are not considered fiirther here, isbrie y addressed in appendix B!.

3.2.2 G round state of identical bosons

Bosons In a m any-body system obey Bose-statistics with no restrictions on the allowed
quantum states. T he ground state for identical bosons w ill then have all particles occupying
the owest orbital, ;(r;) o (i), and the sym m etric H artree wave finction

gr = o) o)t o(oy) (32310)
is approprate as the starting point of the H artreeFock m ethod. The soin part of the wave

function, keft out here, is sin ilarly a product of singleboson spin finctionsbut otherw ise does
not enter the calculation. Since the pem utation operator, ®, is super uous in the ground

R em oving the selfinteraction contrloution (1= j) from the direct temm the ground state
H artreeFock equations for denticalbosons m; m) isthen
h 2 Z i
QP +Veee @)+ 0 1) dr’ j@&W e D) o) o= o) G2311)

wherem isthemassand corresoonds to the chem icalpotential encountered in the B ogoli-
ubov theory. T he total ground state energy of the system ofN identical bosons becom es
N N 1) .

EH(O; =N -5 < o0 o¥yJo o> 32312)
where the second tem is due to double counting (see app. B!). A ssum ing that the system is
su ciently cold and dense for the singleboson wave functions, ¢ (r), to overlap, the H artree
wave function, éO) , corresoonds to a condensed state, as explained previously. Then E H(Oé
is the HartreeFock approxinm ation to the BEC energy and apparently takes the boson—
boson Interactions nto account. H owever, another consequence of interactions is collisional
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excitations, w here the bosons are scattered In and out of their singleparticle states, lrading
to quantum depletion of the lowest state even at T = 0. This is entirely neglected in the

clear that the H artreeFodk description in the previous section ignores realdynam ical corre—
lations although incorporating exchange and m ean— eld e ects. In the dilute lin i, however,
it ispossbl (@nd In som e cases in perative, see below ) to introduce som e extend of (short
range) correlation e ects in the varational solution by adopting an e ective Interaction po—
tential instead ofthe exact V5. T he details of this im portant re nem ent ofthe H artreeFock
theory are presented in the follow ing.

Asa rstapproxin ation one m ust assum e that the system oonsists of weakly interacting
particles (what exactly constitutes a weak interaction will be addressed in section 3.34).
W hen this is the case, the Interaction potential is so short that the singleparticle wave
fiinctions do not vary over the interaction region §. Then one can rew rite, as

Z Z

ar’ W e P 5e) Jyof ave D) 3331)

sin plifying the ntergro-di erential H artree¥odk equations B2 .3.%) to

h i
Bi+Vyr @ ir)=FE ;@ 3332)

w here the m ean— eld potential is

s Z
Vur () = ¢ $j;oF ave D 3333)

j=1

where + is or bosons and is for fam jons. Thus, in the bosonic ground state described
above, the exchange term sim ply doubles the direct term . For identical ferm ions in equivalent
singleparticle states the termm s cancel nstead as expected due to Pauli exclusion.

3.3.1 E ective interactions

Intuitively the m ean— eld Interaction, Vy r , should be m ediated by the elastic collisions in
the system . A sm entioned, only twobody scattering described by the twobody potential,
Vi4, are signi cant in a dilute system . H ow ever, there are several reasons not to use the exact
twobody Interaction potentialin the H artreeFock approach. First ofall, it isquite di cul

to detemm ine the exact potential precisely, and a am allerror In the shape ofV;; m ay produce
a large ervor In other resuls, eg. In the scattering kength, a. Secondly, the exact potential
is very desp and supports m any bound states. Such strong interactions cannot be treated

2T the independent particle m odel w eakly interacting particles are roughly free particles given by plane
waves, ;@)= 2 )32 e . Thusthe approxination ;(r) ; % am ounts to the requirem ent that the

them alde Broglie wavelength, 1 = (¢ kNTZ )72, ismuch larger than the range of V (r r9).
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within the weak eld assumption (see below). Finally, the hard-core repulsion at short

For an extram e exam pl, consider the hard-sphere potential (V is in nite if (r Y < r,
zero if @ 1°) > r.). O bviously this potential causes Vy ¢ (r) to be In nite Oor any nonzero
value of ;(r), regardless of the size of the hard-sphere radius r.. T his is unreasonable since
even in the lim it of an In nitesim al radius, the contrbution would stillbe In nite.

T he explanation forthe discrepancy ofthe hard-sohere exam ple isthat In the lndependent
particle approxin ation, no dynam ical correlations between ndividual particles are allowed.
In reality, there would be no particlkes closer to each other than the radius r. In the hard-
Sohere scattering exam pl. However, there is no way for the naive H artree¥Fock theory to
acoount for this. Sim ply neglecting the hard-sphere interaction, as there are no particles
that close anyway, is not sensbl either since this would allow the singleparticlke wave
fiunctions of tw o neighboring particles to overlap nside the hard-core radjus:f: . The solution
is Instead to replace the exact interaction potential by a m odel potential that (1) has the
sam e scattering properties at low energies, ie. is the sam e scattering length and (2) will
work In the independent partick approxin ation. To som e extend, the short wave length
com ponents of the wave function that re ect the dynam ic correlations between particles are
then in plicitly taken Into account. This im plies that the Bom approxin ation in the case
of scattering (see below ) and the H artreeFock m ethod for calculating bound state energies
give better resuls provided that the sin ple e ective interaction is used rather than the real
one. To exactly what extend such a m ean—- eld approach sucoeeds In including correlations
is som ewhat clari ed in chapter §.

332 The pseudopotential approxin ation

T hem odel potential satisfying the two requirem ents stated above w ith the m Inim alnum ber
ofparam eters (one!) is the zerorange pssudopotential initially ntroduced by Fem i {72] and
Huang [/3]:

@
Vpseudo (£12) = g (G2)— 112 (3334)
@r,
where the coupling constant, g = ua, is directly proportional to the swave scattering

length, a. T is valid or dilute system s (ypically stated as npaF 1, where n is the
characteristic density) at low energies, although m aking g energy or density dependent can
extend the validity region [64,75]. The pseudopotential nvolves a D irac  —function and a
regularizing operator, &rlz, that ram oves a possbl divergence of the wave function at
1, = 0. W hen thewave function is reqularat r;, = 0 the reqularizing operatorhasno e ect
and the psesudopotential can be viewed as a m ere contact potential, V (r12) = g (G2). The
w idely used G rossP itaevskii equation |} corresponds to a m ean— eld approach for system s of

3The singleparticle wave fiinctions need to bend away in the forbidden hard-core region so that the
resulting curvature of such ;’s contrbute correctly to the kinetic energy of the system, [_61:]
* U sing the pseudopotential §.334) with g= £"a ( = m =2) in the boson ground state H artreeFock

h 2 ~2ag i
N Djo@F o= o) 3335)

where isthe chem icalpotentialand o is the (regular) single-particle wave function.
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bosons based on the pssudopotential e ective Interaction.

In the Iow energy lin it the pssudopotential reproduces the scattered wave function ofthe
exact two-body potential asym ptotically and gives the correct scattering length. However,
the possble change of the wave function inside the ( nie) interaction range is e ectively
ignored. T his is also known as the shape-independent approxin ation, [63]. A s dem onstrated
above w ith the hard-sphere potentialexam ple, it is the large repulsive core of the exact inter—
action which m akes Vy ¢ huge regardless of the other details of the potential. R em arkably,
this Jleads to the counterintuitive conclusion that using a realistic twobody potential in the
HartreeFock equations yields a much poorer result than using a —finction potential w ith
the sam e asym ptotic scattering properties . This m eans, that it is not only convenient
to m ake the shape-independent approxim ation in the H artreetock approach but actually
esseential in the case of hard-core potentials in order to obtain quantitatively correct results.
At the sam e tim e it is In portant to stress that the pssudopotential only works w ithin the
Independent particlke approxin ation, that isw ith the H artree wave flinction, and should not
be applied In an exact solution (see eg. [3)).

333 The Born approxin ation

T he Bom serdies is the perturbation expansion ofthe scattering wave function or equivalently
the scattering am plitude In pow ers of the interaction potential. It is interesting in thism ean—

eld context because the condition of the pssudopotential to neglect the distortion of the
(inocom Ing) wave function In the region of the twobody potential, is precisely the same
requirem ent that m akes the Bom approxin ation schem e valid In scattering theory, 3]. Tn
particular the rst temm of the Bom serdes follow s directly from the assum ption that the
Iniialwave function is an undistorted plane wave, that is

ey =0 )RR (333.6)
P lugging this into £22.5) gives the rst-order Bom scattering am plitude
Z
£fk%k)h, = dxe 16 ° K 2y @) 333.7)

2~2

which In the Iow energy lin it, k ! 0, yields the Bom approxin ation scattering length
Z 1
drr?V (r) 3338)

k! 0
as £(0;0) =

ST Ve =

0
where the last equality holds for central potentials. In the speci ¢ case of the zero-range

to the scattering length actually coincides w ith the swave scattering length. This fortu-
nate property greatly sinpli es the treatm ent of the N -body problem when one m odels a
su clently weak interaction w ith the pseudopotential & 2,1761.

It is also worth noting, that the value of ag is n general very di erent from the s
wave scattering length, a, for all potentials other than the pssudopotential. T he num erical
relation between a and ag is illustrated n  gqure 3.1 (i) orthe cases ofa G aussian potential,

SIn [_éé], B .D . Esry illustrates this by com paring H artreeFock calculations for the pseudopotential and
for the realistic M orse potentialw ith the exact hyperspherical result for three atom s in a hamm onic trap.
®In a m ore general treatm ent the Bom scattering am plitude is replaced by the two particle T -m atrix

elem ent which holds regardless of the interaction potential strength. In the low energy swave scattering
case the T -m atrix elem ent is proportionalto a, giving the sam e resuls as the B om approxin ation f_d].
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- Gassian potential

= = Square well potential

+ d—function pseudopotential
I I

2 4 6 8 10

Fig.3.1: Scattering length, a, asa function ofthe Bom approxin ation to the scattering length, ag ,
in unitsofb= 18:9a;, Hra G aussian twobody potential V (x) = Vge x2 gL = P- bVe=2~?) ,
a square welltwobody potentialV (x) = Vg; x b V X)= 0; x> b (@ag = 2 b3Vo=3~2) and the
contact pseudopotentialV x) = 4 ~2a  (x)=m (& = a).

a square well potential and the contact pseudopotential. W hen the fom er two potentials
are attractive (@ < 0) the em ergence ofbound states and corresponding energy resonances
are clearly visble. The sin ilar overall behavior of the curves for these cases re ects the
shape independence at low scattering energies. O bviously, the Bom scattering length is a
good approxin ation only when the Interaction isvery weak anda  b.

334 Validity range of the pseudopotential approxin ation

Since the condition for the application of the psesudopotential and the st Bom approxi-
m ation are quite sin ilar it is interesting to consider the validity range of the Jatter In m ore
detail. O ne well known range where the Bom A pproxin ation describes the scattering am —
plitude nicely is the high-energy regin e, w here the energy of the Incom ing particle ismuch
greater than the energy scale of the scattering potential, B]. This is not relevant for the
low energy pssudopotential approxin ation described here. H owever, the requirem ent that
the Incom Ing wave function is not signi cantly altered In the region of the potential, or
equivalently that the second temm in the Bom perturbation expansion is very am all, can be
related via the Lippm ann-Schw inger equation to the condition ( 1, p. 388)

Z ikx

€ ik x
dx V x)e 1 333.9)
X

2 ~2
For central potentials and at Jow collision energies k ! 0;&%* ! 1) this gives
5 Z
— dx xV (x) 1 (333.10)

~2

which is obviously satis ed fora su ciently weak scattering potential, V (x) . The -function
In the pssudopotential fi1l 1ls the condition by de nition (0  1). In the case ofa G aussian
twobody potential, V (r) = Voe © ‘v , the sin ple Integral evaluates to

By, > 1 (33311)

"D ata for the G aussian potential is num erically calculated (n atom ic units) from subsequent runs:
scatlen -VO Vg, where 10° Vo 10° with steps of 10 ° . For the square well potential one has
analytically Bl: a=b( tan( )= ),where = 2 P¥,32.
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which is also the expression obtained for the squarewell potential. T his requirem ent m ay
be com pared w ith the condition for the potentials to develop a twodody bound state, that

isa solution to R223)withE < 0,whereE = ~=2 &’ ( ], p. 57). For the squarebox
potential the bound-state condition is ¥ ¥,3~2 > 2=8 12 (y hnserting the analytic
expression for the scattering length, see caption of g. 3.). This is quite the opposite of
but in the case whereb= 1165au., = 158 16=2au. ¢'Rb), it ispossble to determ ine
num erically (oy using the scatlen program ) that the st twodbody bound state occurs at

Vo= 125 10 au.. Plugging this into @33.11) gives By 5#* 134, which alo
clearly violates the condition. In other words, if the potential is strong enough to develop a
bound state, the Bom approxin ation and the pssudopotential approach w ill probably give
m iskading resuls. T he conclusion isthen, that a weak (attractive) nteraction in the current
m ean— eld theory, is one that is far from supporting a bound state. T his observation is also

visble in the num erical results presented in chapter§ (seeeg. g.5.8).

[egphyet

3.4 Explicitly correlated description

T he key point of the preceding section is that the pssudopotential can be used under cer-
tain conditions as a m ean— eld e ective interaction and w ithout the necessity of calculating
detailed short range correlations. T he conditions w here found to be satis ed at low energies
by weakly Interacting dilute system s, where the particles are m ostly far away from each
other and correlations In head-to-head ocollisions are expected to be negligble. H owever, the
In portance of correlations m ust ncrease w ith the density of the system and the strength
of the Interaction, and at som e point the m ean— eld approach becom es inadequate. G oing
leyond m ean— eld theory is only possible w ith the explicit Inclusion of correlation e ects in

T he llow Ing section describes a sin ple m ethod for constructing F, in a way very sin ilar
to the discussion of translationally nvariant clusters In coordinate space given by B ishop et
alin B4l.

34.1 Twobody correlations

Asthe rst step towards a system atic approach to the exact correlated ground state wave
function one can consider a correlation factor containing only twobody correlations, eg.

hal
Fo(yjiiyiog) = £ (1y3) 3431)

i<j

where f, is a properly chosen pair correlation function depending only on the interparticlke
distance ¥ . This is the w idely used Jastrow ansatz P4]. A s stated at the begihning of this
section the function f, should go to unity, ie. to the m ean—- eld 1im i, at Jarge ssparations
m anifesting the absence of correlations when the partickes are far away from each other.
At short distances the correlation function is expected to deviate from uniy and w rting

8A proper correlation fiinction has to satisfy certain requirem ents (eg. approach unity at Jarge particle
separation). See the com plete list on page 62 In E].
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£y (ti;) = 1+ o (3), where ¢ (1) represents the short range deviation, yields

¥ R 1 X
Folijiiiog) = 1+ oy =1+ & () + oY
i< g i< g < 96 k<D

o () () +
3432)

where the Indices of the interparticle coordinates, appearing in the summ ed products, at
all orders, never overlap. The second temm in this expansion corresoonds to the e ect of
pair correlation while the third term Induces separate correlations between two independent
pairs of particles (clusters) and so forth. For a su ciently dilute system it is unlkely that

two orm ore Independent pairs sin ultaneously are close In space and the expansion can be
truncated after the st two tem s, giving

X X 1 X
Fo(ysiosirnyg) 1+ o (r3) = mz"' < (ry3) Cy (r3) 3433)

i< j i< j i< j

where C (rj;) isthe sin ple rede nition ofc;, (rj5) that absorb the factor one in the expansion.

342 Threebody and higher-order correlations

@ (ri57 1), dgpending on two interparticle distances, and realizing that

general fnction, C,

IL 56 k< ,C 2(2) (ri5; 4x1) - In m ost cases, how ever, the oorxespondjng _in provem ent is am alland
the introduction of threebody correlations ismuch better (see p4], tablk 2). In particular,
extending the Jastrow formm ulation to include threedbody correlations, leads to

¥ W X
Fa(yseiiiog) = £2 (ry) f3 (g7t i k) C3 (Tiy; Lik 7 Tix ) 3434)

i<j K j<k=1 i< j<k=1

where f; is a proper trplet correlation function and the freedom in choosing the functional
form of C 3 (ry5; i ; T3k ) hasbeen utilized to absorb all lower-order (cluster) termm s. Follow ing
the sam e ideas, a strait forward generalization ofthe Jastrow approach (asdone by Feenberg
[71]) to include allhigher-order correlations in the wave function gives

Fy ;i) $Cy (Ci2iM37:05 0 1w ) 3435)

is assum ed to com pletely describe all the correlations of the N -body system . It should be
noted, that in order to m ake a calculation m anageable In practice it is necessary to further
expand the unknown correlation functions, C,, In a set of sin ple functions (for exam plk
G aussians, as descrbed in detail in section 4 J).
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34.3 Valdity range of the Jastrow Feenberg description

Several points conceming the validity of the correlation description above are im portant:

Firstly, it is apparent that the application is lim ited to hom ogeneous and isotropic
system s, that is, f; (r;) = 1 and £, (rs;r5) = £ (1y3), etc. The transhtional nvariance
resulting from this is essential to avoid problm s w ith the center-ofm assm otion [H4].

Secondly, the correlations do not depend on Intemal quantum num bers such as soin.
T his is nappropriate in cases w here the Interactions are state dependent like in nuclear
physics. Unfortunately, including state dependence in the Jastrow -type correlation
functions, f;, tums them e ectively nto non-com m uting operators dem anding further
sym m etrization of the product form ofF . This considerably com plicates the form al-
ism and is not considered here (for details see eg. the FHNC sihgle-operator-chain
FHNC/SOC) method [/8] or CBF theory B)).

Thidly, the Jack of m om entum -dependency in the Jastrow Feenberg ansatz m akes
it questionable when dealing w ith the ground state of Femn i system s, since there is
no Infom ation about the speci ¢ location of a given particlke wihin the Fem i sea.
Such a treatm ent is perhaps acosptable for \integrated" quantities lke the energy,
but i is not at all clkar whether it works for physical properties, like the soeci c
heat, depending prin arily on the \active" particles close to the Fem isurface H]. To
exam ine this question, it is again necessary to go beyond the Jastrow -correlated wave
fnction (see EE], chap. 7).

F inally, retuming to the discussion centralin the pssudopotential approxin ation above,
the particular choice of a wave function param etrization always corresponds to a re—
striction of the fiull H ibert space solution. W hilke this restriction is quite severe in
the m ean— eld Hartree wave function Wwih F = 1), leading to ailure in com bination
w ith the exact Interaction potential, it ism uch less pronounced w ith the Jastrow -type
correlation factor. Still, the truncated factors, C; (ri;) and Cs (ry;; 1y ; ik ), are clearly
not ablk to take hard-core repulsion into account, since this requires that all pairs

seem s to be valid w ith hard-core potentials. But whether a solution based on a realistic
or, as In thiswork, a G aussian interaction, w ith the given inclusion of two—, three-or
N -body correlations, w ill reproduce reasonable resuls is, however, not cbvious. The
m ost convincing argum ent is, that m any, if not m ost, of the key m ethods in m odem
quantum m any-body theory are based on the Jastrow Feenberg approach or sim ilar
deas, and they reach such a high level of accuracy, also when lim ited to pair or triplet
correlations, that it has been debated, although recently disproved (see B3)), if the
ansatz could be generally exact. T his cbvious success story continues w ith the resuls
presented in chapter'j

.
[
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C hapter 4

T he Stochastic VariationalM ethod

The SVM has been developed through the search for precise solutions of nuckar few -body
problem s fI]. In this chapter i is shown how to em ploy the m ethod to atom s and N -body
system s of trapped bosons. Them ain ain isto develop the SVM fom alisn to a point where
one can systam atically include the e ects of two— and higherorder correlations in a way
which is both intuitive and com putationally e cient. Subsequent sections treat the trial
and error selection procedure, the explicitly correlated basis finctions and the details ofhow
to sym m etrize the tral function in practice. T he threebody system constituting the H elium
atom isused to benchm ark the m ethod tow ards treating the m ore intricate case of BEC s.

4.1 Stochastic trial and error procedure

T he varational foundation ofthe tin e-independent Schrodinger equation presented in chap—
ter?, provides a solid and arbitrarily in provable fram ew ork forthe solution of diverse bound—
state problem s. A key pojnfg is that the quality of a variational calculation crucially depends

on the trial function, = Iii 1 G i, and consequently on the choice of the basis functions,
f 1;:::5 kx g. Assum ing that each basis function depend on a set of nonlinear param eters,
i ( l(l);:::; I§l));j.= 1:X , the SVM attem pts to st up the m ost appropriate basis

by a stepw ise strategy: O ne generates a would-be basis function by choosing the nonlinear
param eters random ly, judges it's utility by the energy gained when including it in the basis,
and either kesps or discards it. In tum, each param eter is then changed (still random ly) in
the search foradditionalin provem ent. O ne repeats this \trialand error" procedure until the
basis found Jads to convergence and no further energy is gained. The control ow structure
forthismethod is shown In  gure 4.0 (next page) and corresponds to a detailed version of
the optin ization ow diagram displayed on the keft of gure 23. This selection strategy has
several advantages, w here the m ost in portant are:

T he optin ization iteration (the ow within the dotted box) is clearly separated from
the com putationally dem anding solving of the generalized eigenvalue problm . This
m eans that the nonlinear param eters can be in proved repeatedly w ithout the need of
diagonalizing a K -din ensionalm atrix.

D ue to the stepw ise optin ization procedure, a relative an allnum ber ofm atrix elem ents
have to be caloulated to test a new basis fiinction candidate and the corresponding

31
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Fig.4.1: The control ow diagram for the Stochastic VarationalM ethod.
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ground state energy is easily determ Ined by nding the low est root ofa sin ple equation
(see below ).

is always lower than that ofan K 1)-din ensional one. T he procedure is therefore
guaranteed to lead to a better and better upper bound of the ground state energy.

Even though i is rarely the case, one still has to m ake sure that the solution is not on the
plateau of some Jocalm Inina. This is m ost easily done by con m ing that independent
calculations starting from di erent rst basis states (ie. di erent random seeds) lad to
practically the sam e solution.

41.1 G ram -Schm idt diagonalization

For the stochastic optin ization to be practical, it is essential that the ground state energy
corresponding to a tral finction candidate is evaluated w ith m inin al com putationale ort.
O therw ise it is sin ply not possible to test enough candidates to cover a reasonable param eter
goread. A fill diagonalization perfom ed by solving the general eigenvalie problem is out
of the question. Fortunately this can be avoided if only one basis function, kt's say « +1,
is changed or added at a tin e and the eigenvalue problem , H c= S ¢, for the other basis
fiinctions, ( 9);i= 1:K , hasbeen solved. The idea is to evaluate the eigenvalues
ofthe K + 1)-din ensionalproblem in a basis of orthonom al functions. O bviously, the K —

c®;c@, 1z, c®) satisfying c¥Sc = 1, and can be written in standard diagonal fom

0 10 1 0 1
1 0 Od]_ dl
B C C B C
B0 o U e B ¢
B . . .cB .Cc= B .C 414210)
@ tA @ :A @ :A
0 0 K dx dk
, , . Py &) .
n a basis of orthonom al functions, £ 1; ,;:::; kg, where ;= c;” y;i= 1:K .The

=13
K + 1)-dim ensional solution can then be obtained by rst applying G ram -Schm idt’sm ethod
to construct ¢ 41 from k1 so that i isorthogonalto all 1; ,;:5 &, ie. E]
. N4 1
SUPIR RIS LN WS NS S @142

P
hgs1Jr+al i=1:hi31<+1lf

and then solving for the eigenvalues of

0 10 1 0 1
B0 O: 8 g B g
B ¢ B ¢= B :¢ @1423)
8 K€ g & € g &
0 0 k hg A d& A dx A
h, h, x Bx+1 dk +1 Ok +1

where hy = h jH jx+11 and h; is the complex conjugate of hy. For this to work, the
candidate ¢ ;; has to be linearly independent of the previous basis finctions as required
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) 0 0 . h
0o 0 , h

det | I) : : : : =0 4144)
0 0 K K
h, h, « hhg.s

which, assum ing that allh; are nonzero, has a straightforward reduction

0 0; h
+1 2 02 h *
det @ )= ( BH'h, ) .t b ) (s )
: =1
0 . K
P ¥ ' ¥
= H: (5 ) + k41 ) (4 )
=1 =1 =1
361 |
= 7:1’11:? + hg 1 (5 )=20
=1 1 ) =1
4145)
Thus, when ( ; )6 0 ( h$ 0),theK + 1 eigenvalues ;:::; g1 are cbtaining by
sin ply nding the roots of the function
X .
b(y= T 414.6)

(1 )

=1
asgraphically exempli ed in gure 4 2. The variationaltheorem ensuresthat ; < ;< ,<
2 < 11tg < gkiisassuming both 1;:::; x and 1;:::; k41 are arranged In increasing
order. This is also helpfill in setting up intervals r a root— nding algoritm (see app. D 5).

41.2 Re ning process

At any particular tin e, only one param eter out of the possbl large num ber of nonlinear
param eters In every ofthe K basis functions can be considered optim al, sihce the optim iza-
tion procedure is applied consecutively, elem ent by elem ent, rather than sin ultaneously. It
is then reasonable to expect that at least som e of the previously added basis functions are
no longer optin alor even needed. E specially when the basis functions are nonorthogonal to
each other thism ight be the case, sihoe, even though none of them are really indispensabl,
any ofthem can be om itted or changed because som e others w ill com pensate for the loss. To
help shake o these awsa socalled re ning process is Introduced. A fier having successfully

found K ,, .x basis functions, one can further in prove the energy w ithout increasing the basis
din ension. This is done by iterating through the current finctions still optin izing their
param eters in the spirt of the trial and errvor algoritm . A fter a few of these re ning runs
all of the basis functions play an active rol again, and depending on the value ofK , this
process often In prove the result considerably.

1In practice, this m ust be explicitly veri ed during the stochastic selection procedure.
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Fig. 42: G raphic illustration of the characteristic polynom ialD ( ) = Iiil (j‘]lj)‘) + hg +1,
where the roots 1;:::; g +1 determ ine the eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem @.1.43). The
exam ple here corresponds to the adding of a candidate function g to an existingbasisf 1;:::; 79

in the calculation of ! He (see section :{I}}) . There are fouradditionalroots ( > 0) not shown here.

4.2 Explicitly correlated basis functions

From the outset, the SVM works wellw ith any basis fiinction that leads to analytical closed
form evaluation of the required integrals of the Ham iltonian and overlap m atrices. In ad—
dition, the stepw ise optin ization of the varational param eters allow s the e cient handling
of a relatively large set of nonlinear param eters, £ l(i); 1ol Iii) g, per basis function. This is
In portant when trying to incorporate exibility in the basis fiinctions to treat com plicated
correlation e ects. In the follow Ing it is described how to use explicitly correlated basis func—
tions of the kind introduced in section 34 with the SVM . This treatm ent is applicabk to
both few body and m any-body system s, allthough in practice, the full correlated description
isonly feasbl orN < 5.

A s discussed in chapter 3, the correlation description adopted in this thesis is based on
the Jastrow type trial function form, = F (rix;m35:::5ry 1yn ) E17r25:::ry ), where F

approxin ated by symm etrized correlation functions, ie. F @Cn (1250372050 190 ) I
the case where up to n-body correlations are considered. To apply thisw ith the SVM , it is
necessary to expand the C,’s in a m athem atically com plete set of functions w here each tem

is sin ple enough to give analytical expressions for the m atrix elem ents. Both Varga fl] and
W ilson P2] argue that the only set of functions which m eets such requirem ents or N -body
system s is the so—called contracted G aussian kasisé (ie. G aussians w ith di erent w idths).
For exam ple, In the case of paircorrelation, this leads to the sin ple expansion

]%ax l
Calme) =  ae&xp - xi, (4241)

where it is indicated that in practice the sum must be truncated at some nite level. In

2C orresponding to the 1= 0 case of the nodeless ham onic-oscillator basis.



36 4. The Stochastic VariationalM ethod

general, the expansion of the n’th order correlation function becom es

]Xax 1 X0
e - o) = ) 2 4242
Ch(i2ii37 5T 1)n ) G €Xp 2 i3 Tij @242)
k ki=1

where the sym m etrization operator, b= pl?lP b P, includes perturbation tem s for the

rst n particles only. T here are m any, poss:bly an in nite num ber of expansion sets, which
approxin ate a given function by G aussians equally we]lg . This m akes the G aussians an
approprate basis for stochastic optim ization.

42.]1 Correlated G aussian basis

If expressed using the G aussian @cpansjﬁn 4242), the N-body variational trial function

can be w ritten in the desired form, = i G ks where the basis functions are given by
_ R > 1 X
k — (rlIIZI"'rN) exp 5 ij rij (4-2.4.3)

i<g=1

and the st £ g isboth non-orthogonaland overcom plkte (ie. satisfying the requirem ent
that resuls cbtained by a system atic ncrease ofthe num ber ofbasis finctions, w ill converge
to the exact eigenvalues). T hese functions correspond to sym m etrized sum s of the explicitly
correlated G aussians origihally suggested in 1960 independently by Boys R3]and Singer P4].
O ver the years, they have been dem onstrated to be an excellent basis for high accuracy
variational calculations of few body problm s [I,,27,32{34].

T o utilize the correlated G aussian basis in a translkationally lndependent N -body solution

ri= (u(i))Tx; and ry=1r; nB= (u(ij))Tx; 4244)

1

whereu ™ = u®  u9 and the vectorsu @ have com ponentsu,” = U ')y . The summ ation

in the exponent of the correlated G aussians can then be w ritten

X 2 X! X! (i3) X1 (i3)
gy )= i3 ( uijk)( ul]xl)
i<i=1 i<i=1 k=1 =1
= x"Ax; 4245)
where
X 3
A = g 9 “24.6)
<=1
W o g @) = (U Ny, OO Dy U

3H euristic discussions on the com pleteness and fast convergence of G aussians can be found in C 6.1 of E:],
the appendix of B6]and in [8].
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The matrices 9 wih ;3= 1;:::;N , and hence A , are symm etric N 1) W~ 1)

Cr7:i5rn) ! Tme&iiiiXy 1) e &y ), the correlated G aussians in the form {42 4.3)
are equivalent to

k= Ve ®15%y 1) e Gy )®exp “xA Wx 42407

where the ™21 independent entries of A are related to the i param eters via (1247%6)

3= UAU)y (< 3) 4248)

4 24.4) to be square Integrable, and thushave a nite nom , isthat the param eters ;5 are

positive and A is positive de nite (ie. x"A x > 0, Prallnonzero vectorsx 2 R 1) [§].

This must be explicitly checked when trying to optim ize , by \guessing" w ith the SVM .
T he success of the correlated G aussian basis ism ainly linked to the am azingly simpl

form and consequently fast com putation of the resulting m atrix elem ents (the expressions

param eters 45, presents a natural physical mterpretatjonfj For a one-dim ensional G aussian
finction, e 7 * , the position expectation value ishri= 2= . Hence, when using the orm

243) and i asvarational param eters, l=p "5 can be viewed as an average \distance"
..... ] J

variational procedure or in random selection, since valid Intervals for the particle distances
can be estin ated from physical ntuition (oound or trapped particles are not expected to
move faraway from each cother)).

422 Correlated exponentialbasis N = 3 only)

T he G aussian expansion is not always econom ical in describbing the asym ptotic behavior of
the wave function at large distances. Only for G aussian-type Interaction potentials, har-
m onic oscillator potentials and In a f&w other cases does the exact wave function have a
G aussian asym ptotic dependence. In the case of Coulomb system s and a w ide num ber of
sin ilar potentials, eg. exponential and Y ukaw a-type, the wave fiinction has an exponential
asym ptotic. M oreover, the G aussian expansion doesnot give a correct value for som e speci ¢
short-range quantities such as the K ato cusp condition (see 31]). It is therefore interesting
to consider the SVM w ith a tral fiinction based on a correlated exponential basis.

An exponential basis is, however, not am enable to analytical evaluation of the m atrix
elem ents for a system ofm ore than three particles f§]. Consequently, only theN = 3 case
w il be considered here. T he application of the exponential expansion, gives

}x ax
Cs(t2ir3im3) = aPexp( o kL13 kI23) 424.9)
k
for the triplt-correlation function. W ritten in tem s of the Interparticle distances, denoted
by xT = (ri,;r13;1,3) ornotational convenience, the corresponding correlated exponential
basis fiinctions becom es

k)T

k= T ®iixgix5)Pexp( a®Tx) 42410)
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where a®T = ( ; «; «). The details of calculating the m atrix elem ents for this basis can
be fund in appendix € 3. D uring the SVM optin ization procedure, the inverse param eters
kl ; kl and kl , are advantageously selected from those Intervals in which the average

distances betw een particles is expected to vary f. .

4.3 Symm etrization

A soutlined in section 2.6 ], the variationalwave finction should be either totally sym m etric
(bosons) or totally antisym m etric (ferm ions) under the interchange of identical particles. In

state, ¢, isassigned the rok of in posing the properoverall sym m etry. T hem ost convenient
way to achieve thisw ith the SVM isby operating on the basis functionsw ith the proper sum

in the sum of ® depends on which particlkes are identical.
In practice, it is helpfil to represent a pem utation P = (o1;p05 500 ) 0f N particlke
indices by a m atrix, T p , having elem ents [I|]

Teliy= sp7 HI= 1727::5N 4341)

Then, in the case of N identical particles, there are N !di erent T » m atrices of size N N
and a speci ¢ pemn utation of the single-particle coordinates, P :r; ! ry,, is sin ply written

Br="T,r @4342)

form ation of the relative (eg. Jacobi) coordinates, given by
Px = Tpx; whereT, = UT,U * 4343)

Since the centerofm ass coordinate is unchanged under coordinate pem utation and hence
can be ignored, the size of T, is N 1) W~ 1). Thisway, the e ect of P operating

on the explicitly correlated functions, , h 424.7) and @2.4.10) can be reduced to the
sin ple replacem ents

P:A% 1 T,A®T, and P :a® 1 a®’T, 4344)

P
W ih this approach, one can operate on kwiththesymmet:dzer@ p;:' P]59,whe1:e

allN ! pem utations are ncluded in the sum, in the cases where the basis finction is re—
quired to be symm etric, gthe soatial function is to be antisym m etric one should use the
antisym m etrizer 2 L ( 1P®, where p= 0,1 is the parity of perm utation P . In both
cases, however, thisw illproduce N ¥ temm s in a single m atrix elam ent calculation. T his gen—
eralnum ber.is readily reduced to N ! sihce the correlated basis functions are of the product

form ¢ = Iilj i (o) Wih 45 being either a G aussian of an exponential) so that any

‘Follow s from the discussion at the end of section @TZ-.l-l, sihce In the case of a nom alized exponential
1 - r
function, n ( )e 2 *, the expectation value of the distance, r, is hri 1 , [_71].
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sym m etric operator@ satis eshﬂ‘Dij koj@j xi=h koj@jﬁ’ij ki. Allm atrix elem ents orP "
functions can then be w ritten

2 X
PP i= o N s S R (4345)
: )

where ; = 1 forbosonsand , = ( 1f for form ions and the single sum is over all N !
pem utatjons of identical particles ﬁ)r both ].b = &;m. Unfortunately, the m atrix elem ent

5). Further sin pli cations of y hasto be assum ed to handle m any-body problm s (sse eg.

section 45 3).

[ gy

44 FewDbody system : The H ellum atom

T he nonrelhtivistic ground state energy of the Heliuim atom has been a bendhm ark test
for threebody calculations since the pioneering work ofE . A . Hylleraas P1], 75 years ago.
R ecently, this sub fct has attracted m uch attention [5,47{51] and signi cant progress has
been m ade, w ith the accuracy of the energy now at 36 decin als B{]. A s a brief illustrative
exam ple, the SVM is now applied to the (1'S) ground state of! He. The num erical resuls
is presented In the next chapter and used to test the in plem ented com puter program and
the rate of convergence.

TheHelum threebody system consists oftwo indistinguishable electrons (labels1 and 2)
and an —nuc]eusP(3) N eglecting re]atJstUc e ects, the two-body interaction is exclisively

Coulombic, with sV = - & - TheHamitonian @32.10) written in relative
ocoordinates xT = (rq3;r13;T23) is then
0 1
1 1 2 2 % ! .
T
= b P+ - = Z; with =€1 + LA, 4441)
2 X1 X5 X3 1 1 1
wherem isthemassofthe -nucleusand = # is the reduced m ass. In the present
calculation weusem = 1 making = 1, 7. Follow ing the approach described in the

previous sections the trial function for the Heliim ground state can be constructed from
exponential basis finctions:

X
= G ks A S exp (kX1 kX2 kX3)g (4442)
k=1
where & is the antisym m etrizer, o = pl—Ef 1) @) (1) ()g is the two-electron singlkt

soin function arising from the coupling of two spjn—% particles fi]and ; x and , are
nonlinear param eters. An angular part in the trial finction is not necessary forthe L = 0O
ground state calculation. Shoe (o is constant although antisym m etric under the Interchange
ofthe identical electrons, it can be om itted ifthe antisym m etrizer is changed to o o1+ ]blz
( :?12), w here @12 denotes a sim ple exchange of labels 1 and 2.

5A tematively one m ight use the exact valuem = 72942618241.
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A llthe necessary m atrix elem ents are evaluated in appendix C_ 3. Since thebasis fiinctions
are chosen to be real, both the overlap and Ham iltonian m atrices are sym m etric and the
secularequation, H ¢ = S ¢, can be solved e ectively by welkknown linear algebra m ethods
[5]. The Iowest of the elgenvalues found, ;, will then be the approxin ate ground state
energy of Helium . T he quality ofthe result w illdepend on the speci ¢ values chosen for the
nonlinear param eters, i, x and i, and the size of the basis, K .

45 M any-body system : Bose-E iInstein C ondensate

The m aln goal of this thesis is to discuss correlations In three-and fourboson system s. In
the follow Ing is described how to em ploy the SVM to a system ofN identicalbosons trapped
by an isotropic ham onic oscillator and interacting via two-dody potentials V;5. M oreover,
four di erent levels of correlation are explicitly allowed In the variational trial function, ,
ranging from m ean— eld to the fllllN -body correlated treatm ent (as derived in chapter3).

tonian describing the intermalm otion of a trapped N -boson system can be w ritten

Xth 2 1 i
Poe=1® P, = —P ,+§m!2x§ + Uy 4541)

X3

=1 i< §

wherem is the boson m ass and ! is the trapping frequency and

2

~ 2 1
P = e P, o+ SNm 12x2 4542)

is the center-ofm ass H am iltonian. It is apparent, that I]PC.m represents the standard form of
the threedin ensionalham onic oscillator having ground state energy E o ;0 = %~ ', [11. The
totalBEC energy isEg = Eingo + Em o, Where E it is to be calculated by the SVM .

N um erical com putation in hamm onic oscillator units

In num erical caloulations with lim ited precision arithm etic the optin al average order of
m agnitude of the numbers handled is 1. To meet this dam and in the case of BEC
problam s it is convenient to abandon the atom ic units and do the num erical com putation in
the ham onic oscillator units, given by

r__

ho ~!7 ao T (45423)
m .

where . is the unit energy and a,, the uni length. W ith all lengths (r;;b, etc.) in units

becom es

1%th i
> P, X +  Vy @544)

=1 i< §

I]pjnt=

and the ground state energy of a noninteracting trapped gas is just Ey = %N ho- This
m eans, that for a reasonable num ber of particles < 10°, the m agnitude of the resuls in the
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ham onic oscillator units are also reasonabl ( N ). However, care m ust be taken during
evaluation ofthem atrix elem ents since they can reach m uch greater values and are them ain
source for loss of accuracy. For very large N and In som e other cases additional rescaling is

required

451 Selecting the BEC ground state

In the case where the bosons are interacting attractively, the eigenstate w ith lowest energy
is not necessarily the BEC state we are ooking for. If the scattering length is large enough
and N > 2, the bosons may form \m oleculartype" m any-body bound states even when
the boson-boson interaction potential is too shallow to support twobody bound states.
These states could as well be characterized as condensed (N -body) states but they exists
only at high densities m aking them unstable to recom bination processes. In addition, such
bound states do not have the distinctive BEC features (eg. density pro k) obtained in
experin ents HZ] and it is therefore in portant to select the correct \gaslke" condensate
state as the target of the SVM .

T he characteristic di erence between the sslfbound and the trapped condensate In the
attractive boson system is their spatial extension. To ilustrate this, i is convenient to
exam Ine the e ectjye potential experienced by aboson asa ﬁmctjon of the hypemdjus, ’

skel:ch of the behavior (details can be found in [f4,66]) orthe N = 10 case is out]jned in
gure 4317 a) (s0lid line) and shows a globalm ininum at low  and a nd m inin um
wih U () > 0) at hyperradii around the center of the trap ( wap b 3N=2). The
e ective potential for the corresponding repulsive interaction (dashed line) has only the
second m nimum and is alm ost indistinguishable from the solid line in the bottom inset.
This second m InInum supports (quasistationary) states w ith the characteristic features of
B os=E Instein condensates and the low est ofthe corresponding eigenstates isthe BEC ground
state of interest here.

C onsidering the attractive boson system in detail, it becom es apparent that the barder
enclosing the BEC m Ininum gradually declines as the num ber of particles or the scattering
length increases. T his is dem onstrated in graph b) and ¢) of g. 4.3. The barrier com pltely
disappears roughly when 2N =b. > 0167, as derived previously by m any authors![6;66;75].
This is the wellknown lin it where the G rossP itaevskii m ean— eld theory breaks down.
However, in the current m ethod, the BEC eigenstate does not collapse when a is increased
to where the barrier vanishes, but instead, transcends an oothly down the potential hill, to
becom e a weakly bound socaled E m ov statefi. At the sam e tim e, Increasing the scattering

6A technique for scaling the m agnitude of the overlap h yoJ i i is dem onstrated in appendix D 2

"Them odelpotentialused forthis graph is derived in [64 1by use ofthe adiabatic hypersphericalexpansion
m ethod and com posed of tem s for the extemaltrap (  2), the generalized centrifigalbarrier (2 ) and
an Interaction part from the angular equation ( ()) as

b0y ey gen e 2t
+ +

m 12 =

U()= 4545)

where b = ay, P ~=m ! isthe trap length.

8Them any-body E m ov states are unavoidable ©r large scattering lengths and are located in the barrier-
absent plateau region of g. 3 c) (bra = 1 ), far outside the range of the twobody interaction but
before the con ning wallofthe trap [71].



42 4. The Stochastic VariationalM ethod

x 10 x 10
'Y- ‘ T T T T T T T 2 .
M |
- 3
I x 10° 1
| 2 R)
o 3
al 1 1 \ i
|
- 1 0 - N=5
_ 0y —_— N=10
— Ll A i - N=100
2 U T R T S T — N-=1000
— A
o . 10’ 10°
=
ol 30 )
20
10 N BEC
_al 0 : state |
-10
10° Prrap 10’ — a-_176au.
-6 — Attr. a=—17.6 a.u. || - = a=—434au. |
-Molecular-type | = = Rep. a=7.10 a.u. ‘= a=-172 a.u.
bound state - Non-interacting — a=t® a.u.
107* 10 107 107 10° 10" 10° 10° 10* 10° 10’ 10°

Fig.4.3: Thee ective boson-boson potential 454 .5) asa function ofthe hyperradii for a G aussian
twobody interaction, V x) = Vge * Zzbz, wih b= 189 aau. a) The case of a weak attractive and
a weak repulsive Interaction for N = 10. The insets show the ner details of the barrier region
and the trap center. b) The details of the barrier region when the scattering length is xed at
a= 176 au. and the num ber of particles is varied and c) when the scattering length is varied.

length also m akes the st potentialm ininum desper and, independently of the fom Ing
E mov state, allow sm ore and m ore (lower lying) m oleculartype bound states to appear.

Taking these conditions into acoount, the SVM has to be targeted to calculate the energy
of the BEC state n a specialway. From the outset, the tral and error procedure can be
designed to m inin ize the variational energy, ;, of any given eigenstate, ;, In accordance

abl to specify the number, i, of the BEC eigenstate, requires that one know s the exact
num ber of lower lying selfbound states (ncliding E m ov states) before the calculation.
A1l though crude estin ates for the number of bound state exists (see [f4]) they are not
nearly precise enough to be applicable. The best altermative, which has been chosen from

the m any di erent schem es tested during this work, is to have the SVM alwaysm Inin ize
the Iowest positive eigenvalie. This m eans, that the algorim w ill detem ine, at runtin e,
w hat eilgenstate of the current basis corresponds to the lowest positive eigenvalue, and add
the particular basis candidate that m inim izes this eigenvalue. The target state will then
autom aticly increase by one each tin e another bound state appears in the solution. This
procedure is illustrated in practice in section 52 2.
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452 M ean—- eld

The sihgleparticke wave functions, g (r;), for the ground state of non-interacting bosons
trapped by a spherical symme’rﬂ'ﬁ external eld, have a Gaussian form [], ie. o (r1)

exp( ¥=2h), whereh = ay, ~=m ! is the trap length. Using relation {2.32.6), this

leadsto a H artreem ean— eld wave function that can be expressed in termm s ofthe hyperradius

¥ R
HE = o(ry)  exp r;=2b = exp N R*=2h exp 2=2h 454.6)

=1 =1

whereR isthe center-ofm ass coordinate. Since thehyperradiusisde nedby ? & F T ] ri,
any explicit dependence of oorresponds to a m ean— eld In uence, that is, the sam e cor-
relation between any pair of particles. A s Boson-boson Interactions m odify the G aussian
shape of the non-interacting system , an approprate m ean— eld trial function would be an

expansion n G aussians depending sokly on , eg.

1 k) 2
MF = (ST kK = €Xp EN 454.7)

where the oenter—og—m ass dependence is explicitly rem oved. Transform ing to Jaccbi coor-

dinateswith 2=} ! x?, these basis functions becom e sin plke editions of the explicitly

=1

correlated G aussians (le. @247 withA ® = ®I and "y = g = 1). It is straight

forward to nsert B * = ( &7+ ®) 1T together with dentities € 1C.9) i the m atrix

elem ent expressions for the correlated G aussians given in appendix € 1 and nd A

3 1)=2
2 N 1)

Sxox = h o xi= Ty ® 454.8)

3N 1)m!?2 ) & NN 1)

Hyg = h o] i= N W w ot S V=) S (@549)

for the overlap and Ham iltonian m ean— eld m atrix elem ents.

453 Twobody correlations

In a dilute system of interacting particles one can often assum e that, at any given tim ¢, only
two particles are close enough to each other to Interact [65]. The rest of the particks are
only \feling" them ean- eld. Tn such a situation, m ost often de ned by n a7 1,wheren
isthe density B2], one should expect two-body correlations to be the dom inant interparticle
relationship and an approprate trial function to describe this would be

X 1

1
A k= Pexp > © )2 exp N k) 2 (45.4.10)

where allpairshave the sam em ean— eld correlation param eter, *', except onepair (particle
1 and 2 in the rst tem of ) that are correlated by . T he symm etrization m akes sure
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that all ssparate pairs are taken into account in the sam e fashion. This  isalready in the

addition, due to the fact that they are so sin ple, it ispossble to derive analytical expressions
forthem atrix elem ents of By, ., that are Independent ofthe num ber ofparticles in the system
(ie. w ith com putational com plexities O (1)). T he form ulas and further details can be found
in appendix € 2.

454 H igher-order correlations

W hilk the dom fhant e ect of nteractions in dilute gasesswhen n g7 1 is due to two-body
enocounters, three— and higher-order correlations should becom e m ore and m ore in portant
w ith Increasing density, n, or scattering length, a. The speci ¢ SVM tral function that
Includes the up to m body correlations m N ) ofthese cases, can be w ritten

X 1% 1 2
nB = G ks k= éjexp 5 i Ly exp EN ) 45411)

k=1 i< 5

where | isa symmetrized sum of explicitly correlated G aussians. In this expression, the

Individual correlations ofthe m + 1)m =2 particle pairs is represented by an equalnum ber of
iGj() . Unfortunately, a full correlated treatment with m = N requires
N !di erent tem in ® and Iim its it's usability to BEC’s of only a few atom s (maximum of

N = 5 In thiswork).

nonlinear param eters
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N um erical resuls

T his chapter presents the num erical results obtained by applying the SVM to the N-body
system s Introduced in sections4.4 and 4.5. Starting w ith the well explored * He atom , the
In plem ented com puter program is rst thoroughly tested and bench m arked. It is illus-
trated that the convergence rate is fastest when the basis fiinctions represent the asym ptotic
behavior of the exact wave function well. The m ain calculations w ill subsequently treat
BEC system sof sizesN = 3;4 and 10, where the bosons are Interacting attractively over a
w ide range of scattering lengths €g. 1 < a < 0). Detailkd graphs of the lowest energy
levels are presented and it is shown how to distinguish between \gastype" and \m olecular-
type" elgenstates. In addition, each individual calculation is repeated three tim es w ith the
SVM tral function ncluding di erent degrees of correlation M ean— eld, twoJody and full
correlations) giving a clear indication of the in portance and e ect of correlations in such
system s.

5.0 M ethod test: 'He

T he strengths and weaknesses ofthe SVM can be rigorously investigated by considering the
! He threebody system . For a de nite basis size there is a totalof 3K nonlinear param eters

by considering com plktely random param eters reveals the result of expanding the fiinction
space Vx by fiunctions that are far from optin al. The graph on the keft of gure 5.1 shows
the energy convergence of Heliim as the basis size is increased from 1 to 50 by adding

exponential basic fiinctions given in (.44 3), where the inverse param eters, kl ’ kl and

kl , are sekected random Iy in the intervals [0;4],0;2] and ;2] respectively E:. T he three
curves correspond to three di erent random seeds. T he graph on the right show s the sam e
convergence in the case of a G aussian-type-basis 4.

It is apparent from the convergence shown In  g. 5. that the crude adding of linearly
Independent basis functions is actually an e ective way to reach the accurate ground state
energy. This is the case for both types of basis functions. The corresponding stepw ise
construction of the appropriate wave function is shown in  gure 527, where the coordinate

s is the length of the vector from the center ofm ass of the two electrons to the nuclkous

1B ecause the average distance betw een the electrons is expected to be tw ice the average distance betw een
an electron and the nuclus, the interval for kl , corresoonding to ri,, is set to tw ice that of kl and

2ie. k= Q1+ Pplexp( & x? 1 xx3 1 cx?). See section 4211 for further details.

1
k

45
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Fig. 51: The energy convergence of the ! He system as a function of the basis size with (left)
random exponential basis finctions and (right) random G aussian basis functions.

and it isassum ed that ri, ? s forthe sake of illustration. C learly, ifthe SVM trial function
is exble enough, the variationalprinciple ensures slow but sure convergence to the optin al
representation as the basis size Increases.

Further optim ization of the nonlinear param eters w ill In prove the rate of convergence
and lin it a possbly excessive use ofbasis functions. In  gure’5.3 the results ofthe SVM trial
and error optin ization is illustrated. T he accuracy In correct decin aldigits isdisplayed asa
finction ofthe basis size in the caseswhere 1, 2, 10 and 100 random values are tested foreach
nonlinear param eter before adding the best trial. A gain, the graph on the left correspoonds to
the exponential basis @44°J) where the nverse param eters, ,*, ,' and ', are selected
random Iy, and the right graph corresponds to a G aussian basis w here the squared inverse
param eters, kz ’ kz and k2 , are selected random ly. To avoid frequent linear dependency in
the basis the random num ber intervals are doubled, ie. 0;8],0;4] and ;4] respectively, for
allcaloulations. Since the exact wave function ofC oulom bic system sw illhave an exponential
asym ptotic behavior at large distances K6], the exponential basis produces much better
resuls than the G aussian basis. M ore in portantly, however, thism eans that In the case of
BEC calculations, as treated In the follow Ing section, the asym ptotic is expected to have a
G aussian fom , and therefore the G aussian basis would be the best choice.

From the curves it is obvious that optin ization of the nonlinear param eters im prove the
accuracy ofthe resuls to a certain extend. T he positive e ect saturates, however, when the
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a) K=1, E=-1.19309 a.u. b) K=5, E=—1.94853 a.u.
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Fi.52: G raphic illustration of the nom alized wave finction, riss (ris;s), of ' He, where % =
rf3 + (r12=2)2 = r§3 + (r12=2)2, as calculated by the SVM w ith a G aussian basis of Increasing size
reaching better and better energies. T he three cases @), () and (c) with basis sizesK = 1;5 and
10, corresponds to a com pletely random selection, whilke case (d) is the result of an optin ized trial
and error selection producing the exact ground state energy, E =  2:90372.

exJoility of the basis fiinctions, which is very lim ited in this case, is com pletely exploited
by testing m any di erent random values for the param eters. Still, the variational theorem
guarantees better resuls w ith every increase In the basis size. This illustrates the generic
tradeo between high optim ization and large basis size. On the one hand, focusing on

exdble basis functions w ith m any nonlinear param eters and high optin ization costs, gives
good results even forvery low basis sizesil. O n the otherhand, keeping the optim ization cost
to am ihinum by using sin ple basis functions, allow s a huge basis size and corresoondingly
precise results. One of the best values (24 decin al accuracy) of the nonrelativistic ! He
energy has been achieved by V. I. Korobov K9] using K = 5200 sin ple exponential basis

Intervals. H owever, asexplained in the next section, thisisnot an e ective approach form ore

3T hakkar and K oga (fl-j] reach an in pressive 15 decin alaccuracy in the ! He ground state energy w ith
a basis size of only K = 100.
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Fig.53: The accuracy in correct decim aldigis (ie. logig (EEEXZ%CE)) of the nonrelativistic ground
state energy of ' He as a function of the basis size when the basis finctions are optim ized by
testing 1, 2, 10 and 100 random values for each nonlinear param eter. The left gure corresponds

to exponential basis functions and the right gure to G aussian basis functions.

com plicated system s, lke the case of trapped bosons, because of the m uch wider random
intervals needed.

One may say, that achieving the high accuracy obtained in this section is redundant
and has no physicalm eaning. H owever, the extraordinary precision is a consequence of the
variational stability ofthe energy eigenvalie and does not necessarily re ect that the correct
analytical structure of the wave fiinction has been found it . The m ethod above gives m uch
poorer accuracy for the calculation of cbservables other than the energy, eg. relativistic or
QED corrections B(]. Obviously though, the results show the power of the SVM and of
m odem com puters:_a. and their ability to solve at least quantum threedbody problem s to any
num ber of digits.

“The exact wave finction must satisfy the K ato cusp conditions {_3-_',::15;] and inclides eg. logarithm ic
temm s, w hich have negligible e ect on the value of the variational energy E_B(_):].
5A Ilthe results presented in this section were com puted on an (old) Athlon-650 CPU using 32-bi oatihg

point arithm etic in less than one hour.
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5.2 BoseE instein C ondensate

This section presents the num erical results obtained from applying the SVM to speci ¢
system s of attractively interacting bosons In the case of a soherical ham onic trap. The
defaul physical param eters used In all the calculations are:

Massof’Rb m = 8691 amu (1443 10%° Kgq)
Frequency of trap = 7787 Hz
Lenght oftrap ( &) b= 23024 au:

Har: O sc: energy ho = 14183 10 awm: 5160 10°* J)

-

Two body interaction V () = e ' orv )= 4 ~*a (r)=m

R ange of potential b= 11%65 au:

D epth of potential Vo= [ 1248261 10 ;0]au:
S wave scattering length a=|[ lb;O]a:u:
Two body bound states Ny= 0

N ote, that in the case ofthe G aussian two-body Interaction, it is the potentialdepth which is
changed In order to vary the scattering length, whilk the potential range is xed. M oreover,
the potential depth is lin ited to values where no twobody bound states are supported.

Four di erent com binations of tral wave functions and twobody Interaction potentials
have been considered and is denoted by the follow ing nam es:

as the trial wave fiinction and the G aussian potential as the two-body interaction .

M ean— eld: T his corresponds to H artree case but w ith the zero—range pssudopotential
as the twobody interaction.

Twodody: A SVM calculation with a trial wave function given by, @.5.4.10) that

explicitly includes pair correlation and a G aussian two-body interaction.

Full: This nam e designates a SVM calculation that explicitly allow s up to N-body

potential as the two-body interaction.

In all of the above cases, the random value Interval from which the nonlinear variational
param eters are selected, is given by

( ) 2;( %)% 2 pP001;10]1k (5251)

However, snce this interval spans an in pressive 5 orders of m agnitude in the attem pt to
acoount for both m oleculartype bound states and gastype BEC states, the random value
generator has to be specially designed to output an equal num ber of values at each order
eg. asm any param eters selected in the range 00001;0:001] as in the range [1;10]) /.

T his does not correspond to a genuine selfconsistent H artreeFock calculation since the range and depth
of the Interaction potential are not variational param eters in the current approach.

"The sin plest way to do this, is by choosing a random num ber, v, from the interval [ 4;1] and then
assign the nonlinear param etersas ( %)) 2 = log, v.
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M any previous calculations on BEC s suggest that reasonably dilute condensates are well
described by the s+ ave scattering kength alone [/4,73]. In addition, the validity ofthe w idely
used G rossP itaevskiim ean— eld theory, which has been recently exam ned depends on the
factor a°. Therefore it is convenient, also in the current context, to describe the properties
of trapped N boson system s as a function of the swave scattering length, a.

521 System with N = 3,and 1 <a< 0

T he translationally nvariant threebody problem for identical particles has only two degrees
of freedom In coordinate space. This m eans, that the application of the SVM w ith basis
functions having two nonlinear param eters is su cient to include all correlations of three
trapped particles. C onsequently, the restriction to N = 3 leads to a com putationally sin ple
problm and presents an opportunity to shed som e Iniial light on the characteristics of
BECs.

Energy levels

T he overall behavior of the intemal energy levels as a function of the swave scattering
length, a, or three ®’Rb atom s in a spherical trap is shown In  gure 54. D ata points for
the energies, E,E 1 ,E, and E 3, corresoonding to the four lowest eigenstates, o, 1, » and

3, are plotted. T he upper graph show s the energies that 2ll in the vicinity of zero and the
lower graph disgplays the energies which are lJarge and negative on a logarithm ic axis. This
rather com plicate energy level structure is Interpreted as follow s. In the case where a is very
close to zero, the energy levels correspond to the non-interaction boson gas resul, given by
E,= @GN=2+ 2n)~! . Increasing the attraction slightly to where a 0002 p creates the
condition for a m oleculartype threebody bound state, and the lowest energy, E o, \plunges"
downw ards. T he second lowest energy, E 1, then takes the place of the low est gas-like energy
which is not noticeably a ected by the form ing m olecular state. This sequence of events
is repeated when the scattering length is further decreased to roughly a 004 b From
here on, down to where a 100 £ isonly , and higher eigenstates that give energies
above or close to zero. M oreover, these energies change dram atically in the region around
a 1 H where E , becom es negative and E 3 dropsby aln ost 3~! .

Asa rstoconclusion, it isapparent that in the speci crange 100k < a< 0 Wih N, =
0),theN = 3 system hasatm ost two strongly bound states E o and E ; for large negative a),
which are interpreted as true m oleculartype states. Secondly, there are additional unbound
eigenstates, which seem ndependent of the m olkcular states, and, in the lim it of weak
Interaction, are equidistantly spaced by 2~! , corresponding to an ideal trapped gas. These
states are interpreted asgastype BEC states. T he signi cant change that the gassous energy
levels undergo around a 1 pis linked to the disappearance of the barrier in the e ective
boson-doson potential (see gure'4.3). A s the barrier vanishes the energy level \located" i
the trap m Inim um of the potential is free to descend down In the globalm ininum . At som e
point, when the scattering length ismuch larger than the size of the trap, the energy kevel
stabilizes. T he corresoonding bound state is considered to be a socalled E m ov state since
it is weakly bound and has a large spatial extension (see below).

Before ending this subsection it is worth noting that the gross behavior of the N = 3
energy levels presented here, agree both quantitatively and qualitatively w ith the results
obtained by D .Blum e and ChrisH .G reene in [/5]w ith the adiabatic hyperspherical expan-—
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Fig.54: Energy kvels for the N = 3 system of trapped bosons as a function of the scattering
length. The data points show the energies of the ground state, ¢, and the three lowest excied
states, 1— 3, as ndicated. The upper gure details the energy lvels of the the gastype BEC
states and the Iower gure illistrates the \plunghg" m oleculartype energy kvels.

sion m ethod. C onsequently, one can con dently assum e that the SVM also produces correct
results when continuing into the (undhartered) m any-body regin e in the follow ing.

C haracteristics of the BEC state

Tt is of Interest, also in the current context, to exam ine the de ning features of the BEC
eigenstates in m oredetail. In thesinpleN = 3 cass, one can illustrate the spatialdependence
ofthe calculated wave function graphically as a function of the two degrees of freedom (9.
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Fig.55: G raphic illustration ofrizs o;ri2s 1 and rizs », asa function ofri, and s (see caption
to g. B-_.Z-j), where 3, 1 and , are nom alized and corresoond to the three lowest eigenstates
detem ined by the SVM brﬁ]_= 3 and a = 50 au. &= 00022 b). These eigenstates have
nonzero regionsat rj, S N b only, and are consequently Interpreted as the ground, rst and
second excited BEC states. N otice the logarithm ic scale on the 1, and s axes.
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Fig.5.6: Asabove, but for scattering lengtha= 57au. & 0:0025h),wherethe rstm olcular-
type bound state is close to appearing. At this scattering length, ¢ and 1 still correspond to
the gmung ind rst excited BEC states since alm ost all the am plitude is concentrated in the
ri; S N b region (N B.the logarithm ic axes). The 5 eilgenstate, however, now resembles an
unbound E > 0) m oleculartype state w ith the am plitude distributed at very am all interparticle
distances, r;, s < 10! L.
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Fig.5.7: Asabove, but or scattering length a= 100 au. & 00043 ). In this case, the lowest
eigenstate, (, is a true m oleculartype bound state aln ost una ected by the extermal trap. The
rst and second excited eigenstates, 1 and 5, correspond to the ground and rst excited BEC
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In addition, the corresponding energy and the result from calculating the root-m ean—
square radius, given by

R ¥ O K1
<r.>=hj (@ RJNji=hj *ANji= h ki (6252)
=0 k=0k%=0 =0

is Indicated above each inage. The expected and apparent conclusion from these graphs
is that there are distinctive di erences in the spatial distrbbution of the partickes in the
bound m olecular-like eigenstates and the gas-lke eigenstates. This signi cant di erence in
the spatial extension, or equally in the density, isthen an e ective m easure to detem ine the
type of a given eigenstate calculated by the SVM . In the follow ing, it is therefore assum ed
that an eigenstate having ry, s > 10! b is a BEC type state. Look in the captions for
fiurther details of the Interpretation.

C orrelations

In reference to the above assum ption, the reader m ight wonder about the wave functions in

gure 5.6, where the am plitude is ssparated in two distinct peaks corresponding to di erent
densities. W hether this m xture of wave function am plitude characteristic to both gas-like
and m olcularlike states is an actual physical fact or just a consequence of the stochastic
m ethod em ployed, is not clear from these calculations. Ik is quite possibble that the peak at
low interparticle distances in the rst two illustrations of g. 5.6 is a rem nant of previously
optin al basis con gurations in the stepw ise trial and error procedure. If this is the case,
further rigorous optin ization should slow Iy rem ove the high density peaks. In the discussion
of correlations below , however, this is not really relevant as long as the root-m ean-square
distance gives a clear indication of the type of a given eigenstate.

W ih the prelin lnary treatm ent com plted it is now possbl to tum the attention to
the interparticle correlations of the threeboson system and concentrate on the e ects they
produce In a particular eigenstate. The m ost convenient way to illustrate these e ects isby
isolating the Interaction energy contribution to the total energy, since, in accordance w ith
the de nition adopted in section 3.1, this equals the correlation energy, E ., apart from a
sign. In general, for the ground state of N interacting bosons in a soherical sym m etric trap,
one has a sim pl relationship, given by E e = 3N ~! = Ewtalr Where the term 3N ~! =2
represents the energy of the non-interacting gas.

Figure 5.8 shows the correlation energy as a fiinction of the scattering length for the
lowest BEC state ofthe N = 3 boson system . Four di erent sets of data points are plotted,
corresoonding to the correlation levels nclided In the Hartree, M ean— eld, two-kody and full
SVM calculations. T he solid line, representing the full correlated treatm ent, is here regarded
as the closest candidate to the \exact" correlation curve. A s noted above, there is only two
Independent spatial coordinates In the N = 3 case, and consequently, the twobody and the
11l correlated treatm ents should be equivalent. Evidently, this is also the case, n that the
dashed line of the twobody correlated calculation is indistinguishable from the solid curve.

The m ost apparent feature in  g. 5.8 is the obvious failure of the m ean— eld treatm ent
to acoount correctly for the correlations In the system when the scattering length becom es
large. This can be directly related to the break down of pssudopotential approxin ation

as was predicted in section 3.34. Th the recent article [61], DuBois et al establishes the

condition, 1)p=hF < 10°, for the validity of the GP mean- ed calulation of
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Fig. 58: Correlation energy of the lowest BEC state, Epeco, In the N = 3 boson system, as
a function of the scattering length for SVM calculations including di erent levels of correlation.
N ote that the data points produced by the full treatm ent and the twoJody treatm ent are aln ost
dentical up to the precision considered here, and consequently Indistinguishable In the graph.

bosons n a trap. W th N = 3 thisam ountsto a > 008 pin the current case. Looking
at the curve for the mean— eld SVM calculation, this rough lin it agrees very well w ith the
observed validity range.

O ne last lesson m ay be lamed from com paring the H artree and the m ean— el curves.
Both of these treatm ents are based on the H artree product tral function which is explic-
itly uncorrelated and the only di erence is in the adopted twodbody interaction potential.
H owever, the resuls are very distinct and the H artree calculations using the nite G aussian
potential as the twobody interaction is clearly an unlucky choice which leads to a terrble
treatm ent of correlations. The m ean— el calculation, on the other hand, reveals that the
application of an e ective interaction as opposaed to a realistic one, can be quite powerfiil in
the attam pt to include correlation e ects. T hism ight explain why them ean— eld approaches
have been exosptionally successfill n treating dilute systam s of bosons.

522 System with N =4,and 1 < a< 0

The system of four trapped bosons, In particular, has the features to be a great source of
know ledge In a discussion of m any-body correlations in BECs. W ith N = 4 particls it is
expected, that the Interparticle correlations goveming the dynam ical m otion will lnclude
both three- and fourbody e ects. At the same tine, such a system is sinple enough to
facilitate num erous and accurate calculations ofthe supported eigenstates and corresponding
energies. In the present application of the SVM , these features m akes the N = 4 system

unique, since a subsequent ncrease In the number of particles m akes the fiill calculations
Intractable.
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Fig.5.9: Left: Energy levels ofthe two lowest BEC states for the N = 4 system of trapped bosons
as a function of the scattering length. Right: The corresponding number of lower lying W ith
respect to the BEC state) m oleculartype states, both in the case ofthe flullSVM calculation and
the twoJtody SVM calculation.

Energy levels

Energies corresponding to the two Iowest BEC states, pecp and  pecar 0ftheN = 4 system,
have been calculated with the SVM in the twodody description. The resulting kevels are
diplayed in keft part gure 5.9. In the sam e graph, the energy curve cbtained w ith the full
SVM calculation is also plotted, however, only for the lowest BEC state and for a lin ied
range ofthe scattering length ( 2k  a < 0). Apparently, the characteristic behavior ofthe
energy kvels isvery sin flarto theN = 3 casein gure5.4. A s is the related interpretation.
O ne slight change can be observed by taking a closer look at the range where E.;, 2lls
o signi cantly. This now happens around a 03 b, and indicates that the barrer in
the e ective boson-boson potential vanishes at a an aller scattering length than in the three-
boson case. This com es as no surprise since the disappearance of the barrer is known occur
when R 067N, [4].

On the right hand side of gure 5.9, a step-graph show s the num ber of m oleculartype
bound states determm ined by SVM calculation as a function of the scattering length and
corresponding to the data points In the keft gure. Contrary to the N = 3 system , there
are now a large number of lower lying bound states to take into acocount. However, this
depends heavily on the correlations allowed in the trialwave function. W hike the two-tody
treatment nds at most ve \plunging" energy lvels, the fill calculation determ ines up
to 28 In the reduced scattering length range considered, and even m ore appear for larger
attraction. A s is pointed out Jater, this is the reason why the full calculation has been
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Iim ited to scattering lengthsabove 2 .M oreover, the signi cant di erence in the number
m oleculartype states supported at particular levels of correlations was very m uch expected,
since the density forthese states is so high, that higherordere ects should play an in portant
role in the interparticle dynam ics. T he data presented here con m s this prediction.

In light ofthem ain topic ofthis thesis, the m ost Interesting feature visble In theN = 4
energy level gure, is the revealing ssparation between the twodody curve and the full
curve In the region where they are both calculated. Clearly, the full treatm ent results in
a signi cantly lower total energy than the two-Jody treatm ent when the scattering length
becom es Iower than 02 h In other words, a descrption including all higherorder
correlations, produces a distinctively better variational upper bound to the BEC ground
state energy, than one including only twobody correlations. T hisdiscovery isvery im portant
and w ill be further investigated below .

D ensity pro le

O ne ofthe de ning properties ofa BEC isthe characteristic density pro l ofthe condensed
gas. To further support the understanding of the lowest gaslke state from the SVM calk
culations as a true BEC state, it is therefore convenient to consider the onebody density
function, which is given by H4]

X O K1
n =hj @ R r)ji=
=0 k=0k%=0 i=0

hd @)%y 1l (5253)

wherer; = @%)Tx andR = xy wasused§ . Figure’5 10 illustrates this fiinction orthe low —
est gastype eigenstate determ ined by the SVM 1n three speci ¢ cases of ncreasingly negative
scattering length. O bviously, the solid lne, calculated forvery Iow a=  0:00434 k= 100
au., lies very close to the form of the analytically available G aussian shape (x) / e rz) of
the non-interacting idealgas. A nd asexpected, when the Interaction becom esm ore and m ore
attractive the density pro l beocom es narrower since the bosons are forced closer together.
T he overall behavior coincides very wellw ith other calculations on condensed bosons 64,1741
and w ith experin ental detemm ined pro ks pBg]. This is convincing proof that the correct
Interpretation of the SVM results hasbeen m ade.

C orrelations

In accordance w ith the analysis of the threeboson system , the correlation energy of the
lowest BEC stateintheN = 4case,Ecor = 6~! By, isplotted In gqure 511 forthe ful],
the twoJody and them ean— eld calculations (the H artree com bination isnot considered here,
since i was proven above to be insu cient for treating correlations). T he curves from these
three data sets indicate a clear discrepancy for Jarge negative scattering length, resulting
In signi cantly di erent correlation energies. Focusing rst on the m ean— eld treatm ent, it
Seam s that this descrption can acoount form any of the higher-order correlation e ects as
faras a 0d kb This is roughly the sam e validity region as for the N = 3 case and
also roughly the sam e as the GP mean- eld validity range established in [b7] (sse N = 3
discussion above) . H owever, the current m ean— eld calculations are not extensive enough to
be conclusive In tem s of validity estim ates.
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system of ur trapped bosons, as a function of the distance from the centerofm ass. The di erent
curves correspond to SVM caécu]ations for ncreasingly negative scattering lengths as indicated,
and have been nom alized by n (x)dr= N .

Before lraving the m ean— eld description In this presentation, it is worth noting that in
the N = 4 calculations, the m ean— eld correlation energy is lower than the fi1ll correlation
energy for a < 01 bk, whilk the opposite is the case for N = 3. Thism ight indicate, that
the pseudopotential approxin ation adopted in m ost H artreeFodk type m ean— eld theories,
are destined to Inclide too much correlation energy in the situations where twobody ef-
fects are dom inant, and subsequently too little in the case where higher-order correlations
are In portant. However, since alm ost allGP m ean— eld theories consider either repulsive
Interactions or only very am all negative scattering lengths (In order to satisfy the barder
condition pN = > 0:67), this conclusion cannot be con m ed elsew here.

Tuming the attention now to the resuls of the twodody and full SVM calculations,
the answers to som e of the Interesting questions asked In the introduction of this thesis
are revealed. First of all, it is evident from the curves in gure 511, that threebody and
higherorder correlations are an Integrated part of the dynam ics of the fourboson system .
In addition, these correlations seem to be increasingly in portant, at least up to a certain
point, as the interaction between the bosons becom e m ore attractive.

D uring the further analysis i is convenient to digplay the di erence between the full
correlation energy, E f%Y, regarded as the \exact" correlation energy, and the two-tody cor-
relation energy, in tem s of the fomm er, since this w ill illistrate the relative in portance of
the higher-order correlations. Such a graph is available n  gure 5.17 and indicates that the
relative e ect ofhigherorder correlations in the fourboson system , saturates when the scat—
tering length reaches 05k ie. a length sim ilarto halfthe size ofthe trap . At thispoint,
how ever, the relative deviation between the two-tody and the full treatm ents correspond to
alm ost 35% . In conclusion onem ay then state, that n the mngewhere 1 < a< 05k
three—and fourbody correlations contribute approxin ately one third of the correlation en—
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Fig. 511: Correlation energy of the lowest BEC state, Epec;o, It the N = 4 boson system, as a
function of the scattering length for SVM calculations including di erent levels of correlation.
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Fig.5.12: The correlation energy di erence, E 5;101;1 E 28 nom alized by E 53;%, as a function ofthe
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scattering length forthe N = 4 systam of trapped bosons.

ergy In the N = 4 system whilke twobody correlations contribute the ram aining two thirds.
Fora> 0:idlp, however, the three-and fourbody correlations are negligble.

523 System with N = 10, and 02k < a< 0

In order to nvestigate correlations in m any-oson system s, it iso course of great interest to
consider system w ith m ore than four particles. T he problem is, that the application of the
SVM forthe full correlated description, is only feasble in practice for system swith N < 5
(because of the symm etrization requirem ent, see section 4.3). Fortunately, this is not the
case for the twodody description where the corresponding com putations are independent of
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Fig. 513: Left: Energy lvels of the two lowest BEC states for the N = 10 system of trapped
bosons as a function of the scattering length. Right: The corresponding num ber of lower lying
(W ith respect to the BEC state) m oleculartype states. A1l data points refer to the two-body
correlated SVM calculation.

N . The next best option in this work is therefore to focus on possible sin ilarities between
the twobody correlated treatment of the N = 4 system and, for exampl, the N = 10
system .

Energy levels

T he energy kevels for the lowest two BEC states ofthe N = 10 systam has been calculated
in the two-body description for scattering lengths .n therange 02bk< a< 0 ), asshown
in gure 5.13. W hen looking at the resulting curves, one inm ediately recognizes the sam e
overall behavior as In the three- and fourboson system s. The only clear, but expected,
discrepancy is In the num ber of Iow er Iying m oleculartype bound states, as can be observed
on the right ofthe gure

5.3 A dditional rem arks about the results

T he study ofboson system s presented in this chapter raises several discussion points, where
them ost vitalare conceming the accuracy ofthe data obtained and, assum ing this is acospt-
able, the validity of the Interpretation, especially in temm s of generalizing the conclusions to
m any-boson system swith N > 4. These questions are addressed In this section.

°The SVM convergence is severely com plicated by the fast grow ing number of lower lying states (as
clari ed in section §._3),whjchmeansﬂ1atﬂ1eN = 10 calculationshavetobe Imited toa> 02 by.
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Fig.514: The energy convergence ofthe owest BEC state fortheN = 4 system oftrapped bosons
In thecasewherea= 0:13 b.. Both the full SVM calculation and the twoJtody SVM calculation
is shown.

A ccuracy of the SVM results

A s the cbservant reader m ight have noticed, that no comm ents or indications have been
m ade so far about the accuracy of the energies calculated in this work. The reason for
this is, that the stochastic nature ofthe SVM m akes it Inherently di cul to estin ate ervor
bars on the resuls since these are all variational upper bounds. In other words, there is
no de nie way to detemm Ine how close the stochastic optin ization procedure has com e to
reproducing the \exact" wave flinction. H owever, one can get a general ddea of the accuracy
achieved in a given calculation from studying the am ount of energy gained when adding an
additional basis function to the basis.

T o exem plify, consider the BEC energy convergence graph digplayed in gure 5.14, where
the iterative trial and ervor strategy is illustrated forboth the twodody and full calculations
In the speci ¢cN = 4 casewherea= 0d3k.Asa st inpression, one notices the several
dram atic f2lls ollow ed by abrupt jum psthatw illoccureach tin eanew lower lyingm olecular
bound-state hasbeen found. Thisbehavior is a consequence the speci ¢ algorim em ployed
since it autom aticly selects a higher target state if the current target state becom es bound.
O verlooking such \resonances", the overall tendency in the curves is an nitially fast and
subsequently slow decline tow ards the optin al variational energy that can be achieved w ith
the regpective trial finctions. T he key assum ption is then, that focusing on the energy gain
from the last basis increass, and after m aking sure that this is not within a resonance, one
can roughly estin ate the accuracy of the result from its size.

Follow ing this exam ple, the accuracy was accordingly checked for the calculations pre-
sented here. In conclusion to this process, it seam s convincing to the w riter, that the resuls
are accurate to at last three signi cant digits, which should be enough In the current con-
text.
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The m oleculartype states

A Ythough i is the high density m oleculartype states that are expected to lad to the
strongest Interparticle relationships, these states are not feasble in a discussion of m any—
body correlations In the current context. T he reason is, that the particles in such states are
o close that they cannotbe characterized asweakly interacting and independent ofthe exact
shape of the Interaction potential, and thism eans, that the adoption ofthe G aussian m odel
potential for the twobody interaction, as opposed to one w ith a hard-core dependence, is
happroprate. Furthem ore, one can be inclined to think that the in uence of correlations In
the m oleculartype system s is so pronounced, that ism akes no sense to try and distinguish
between twobody, threebody etc. e ects. In other words, an accurate treatm ent of the
m oleculartype m any-ooson systam s is inherently tied w ith the full correlation description.

G eneralization to m any-body system s

In the num erical calculations presented in this chapter, m ost attention hasbeen given to the
system of four bosons in a trap. The data cbtained for this systam is both extensive and
accurate, and reveal new in portant infom ation about correlations in a urbody system .
However, In reference to the introduction ofthis thesis, it still rem ains to determ ine whether
the conclusions drawn for the fourboson system can be generalized to system swith N > 4.

A s is apparent from the analysis of the resuls, the SVM has Iim ited usability In the
Investigation of large N system s. D uring the restricted tin e period of this study, the only
attem pt to com pare the Purboson results with the features of lJarger system s, has been
w ith the two-ody treatm ent ofthe N = 10 case presented I section 52 3. From thise ort
it is clar, that there are de nite sin ilarities between the N = 4 and the N = 10 energy
Jevels, at least In the 1im ited range considered. H owever, the lacking ability to do the sam e
com parison In the case of the fiill correlated treatm ent, is a severe draw badk.

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 be generalized to N > 4 system s as they are. In particular, the
estin ate of the contrbution from twobody correlations to the total correlation energy (of
two thirds) seem s lnappropriate. It ism ore reasonable to expect this fraction to 2llo as
the num ber of particles increase because the num ber of possible m any-body correlations is
higher. H owever, the question whether higherorder correlations play an in portant part in
the dynam ics of m any-body system s, has, for allN , been clarly ansvered (yes!) from the
fourbody results.
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C hapter 6

C onclusion and outlook

In this thesis the Intricate nature of correlations in m any-body system s has been studied
theoretically. The num erical results have been obtained with the Stodhastic Varational
M ethod using several di erent fomm s for the variational trial fiinction.

F irst the ab initbo theoretical fram ew ork ofthe SVM was derived from the foundation of
the tin e-independent Schrodinger equation and an N -body H am ittonian. t was shown how
to include di erent levels of correlation in a varational description by inocorporating inter-
particle dependencies explicitly in the functional form of the trial function. T he particular
descriptions treated were the uncorrelated H artreeFodk description, the pssudopotential
m ean— eld description and the explicitly correlated description. W hile the st two corre-
goond to com m on m ean— eld theories, the Jatter ncludes correlations beyond the m ean— eld
and can be designed to ntroduce only pair-, triplt-or any given higher-order correlation.
Thism akes such a description ideal for investigating the signi cance of correlation e ects.

The SVM was subsequently developed to work w ith the di erent correlation descriptions
by expanding the trial functions In a basis of contracted G aussians or, for the threebody
case, In a basis of exponential functions. A 1l the necessary m atrix elem ents were derived in
the casesw here the twobody interaction isgiven by eithera nite G aussian potential, a zero—
range pseudopotentialor a Coulom b potential. A particular elegant expression was cbtained
for the Jastrow -type twobody correlated trial function, resulting in m atrix elem ents that
w here independent of the num ber of particlkes. T he trial and error optim ization procedure,
which is the heart of the SVM , was mplemented In C++ and thoroughly testet. The
origihal faw Jbody algorim [l] was upgraded to produce fast convergence for system s of
trapped bosons which require a random value interval over several orders of m agnitude.

A fter som e initial bench m arking by extensive calculations on the ! He atom , the m ain
part of the num erical work was concentrated on the system s of three and four weakly inter-
action bosons in a spherical sym m etric trap . A ttractive interactions corresponding to swave
scattering lengthsof 1 < a < 0were considered, in the attem pt to sin ulate the conditions
of experim ents on ®’Rb near a Feshbach resonance. T he results cbtained reveal the detailked
behavoir of the energy levels as a function of a, and con m s the gross features found by
others or the N = 3 system [/3]. Th addition, both m olecularlike and gas-like states are
Included, w hereas standard m ean— eld m ethods only treat the latter states. T he plotted en—
ergy curves describe a am ooth non-diverging behavior and provides a detailed picture of the
corresoonding physics In com bination w ith an analysis ofthe e ective boson-boson potential.

Several interesting conclusions were drawn from the num erical results. First of all, it
w as apparent that the m ean— eld pssudopotential treatm ent is nsu cient for large negative
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scattering lengths even for few bboson system s. H ow ever, the current study was not extensive
enough to consider the validity criterdia in detail. Secondly, the next best treatm ent corre—
goonds to assum ing that one pair In the system is close In space, but even this two-body
correlated case eventually fails to reproduce the correct correlation energy, although the
error is at most 35% in the fourboson system . Subsequently, one would expect this error
percentidge to clinb for system ofm ore particlkes. In other words, it is not possible to study
m any-oody system s accurately over a w ide range of scattering lengths, if only twobody
correlations are taken Into acocount.

Because all the lower lying m oleculartype bound states have to be determ ned In the
SVM , the manning tim e of som e calculations cam e close to 12 hours. T herefore, and due to
the lack oftin e, it was not possble to do w idespread investigations ofthe N = 4 system for
the full correlated tream ent. H ence a m ore system atic investigation of the lJarge negative a
region could be carried out in a future study, as this scattering range represents a \blind"
spot in  gure 5.7, which m ight include additional physics.

A nother inm ediate extension of the present work is to investigate the wvelboson system
for the twobody and threebody correlated treatm ents, at least In a lin ited range of scat-
tering lengths. Such calculations would represent feasable com putations, and the produced
results can further clarify the relative In portance between twobody and higherorder cor-
relations in an N-body system . O ther direct In provem ents include the adoption of m ore
realistic twobody potentialm odels, for exam pl, the sinple sum of two G aussians, where
one corresponds to a repulsive hard core. For people devoted to com puter science, the new
In plem ented code also opens the opportunity of rigorous experin entation w ith the trialand
error algorim . Thism ight lead to the discovery of new and better stochastic optin ization
techniques which are becom m ing increasingly im portant in com putational physics.

In conclusion, the present investigation of correlations yielded insight into the dynam ics
ofm any-body system s by Investigating the system s of three and four bosons in a trap. The
results build conclusive evidence of the assum ption that higher-order correlations play an
In portant role In m any-body system s, and that such Interparticle m echanian s should not
be neglected in future studies of this eld.



A ppendix A

A ngular m om entum functions

In this appendix, it is shown how to treat system s having non-zero de nite angularm om en—
tum (L 6 0;S 6 0) in a varational approach w ith the general variational trial function

having Individual orbital angularm om enta, 1, spins, s;, and isospins, t;. The problm is to

nd a set of angular m om entum operators that comm ute w ith the Ham iltonian and w ih
each other, so that com m on eigenfunctions exist. T he corresponding good quantum num bers
are adapted by the orbial, soin and isogoin parts of the basis function.

Al Orbitalangularm om entum : 1y, K)

Considering orbitalangularm om entum  rst, the single-particlk operators, l?hj = in r ,do

since this Ham Eltonjan has no relativistic temm s, the sum of orbital angular m om entum

operators, R = BiI: l@i, does comm ute with B[], ie.
P2 =L@+ 1); L=0;1;2;:::
P;P1= 0; ’ S @1ad)
?Z =M { ; M, =L;L 1;:::;, L;

m aking thede nite orbitalangularm om entum L and proction M ; good quantum num bers.
T he com m on eigenfunctions ofthe sngle-particlke ope::‘.&to::sl?iZ and Ez is the surface spherical
ham onics, Yy, (#;). Generalizing, the angular part of the basis function, n, ®), is a
vector-coupled product i %f spherical harm onics

v, R) = Mym, ®1) lemzl(faz)lulelz Yim, K3)

1
my 8 ) @ 1A 2)

LM g,

X bal
= Cx  Yin, Ry AJ1A 3)

k=fmim,; mg =1

where Cy is a product of C leosch-G ordan coe cients

Li123M 123

Cx=nhhm;bm,JhbLiom; + moihliyomg + mobmsFiphLipsmy + mp+ mal
12 My M1+ m; N MMy F2 oy ILMp1 A 1A 4)

1T heory for addition ofangularm om entum can be fund in E].
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In thisway, each relative orbitalm otion isbeing assigned a de nite angularm om entum and

v, R) is dependent on the speci ¢ set of angularmomenta, fli; Lk ;L1o;L1237 G,
chosen. The Intermm ediate m om enta, L1,, L1s3, etc., do not In general constitute good quan—
tum numbers. Thus, or a realistic description, it is often necessary to nclude several
di erent channels, ie. ssts of angularm om enta, which is then referred to as the m ethod of
partialwave expansion fI,].

T he various possibl partial wave channels cbviously increase the size of the basis. In
addition, this form of 1y, x),dem anding the couplingof W 1) angularm om enta, becom es
Increasingly com plicated as the num ber of particles goes up. W ih a varational approach
all this can be avoided by adopting another, closely related &, choice for 1y . ), proposed
by Varga and Suzukiin R9J;

e

v, ®) = ¥ Yy, ©); withv=  wx;=u'x @ 1A 5)

Only the total orbital angular m om entum enters in this expression. The real vector u® =

continuity ofthe param etersu; yield continuous changes in the evaluated energy expectation
value, E. This can be m ore advantageous In a varational calculation than assigning sets of
discrete angularm om enta.

A 2 Spin angularm om entum : gy

The spin and isospin angularm om entum is treated in the sam e way as the orbital angular
m om entum . IFFP has no spin tem s, the single-particke soin operator, b; = %bi, comm utes
with PP . However, only symm etric operators com m ute w ith every perm utation operator, ®,
used below to ensure the pgoper symm etry. The sym m etric operators $ and @Z corresoond-—
ng to the total spin, b= Bilz 1 bi, are thus convenient. T he spin part of the basic functions
then depend on the good quantum numbers S and M g, and is given by successively coupled
singleparticke soin functions;
h i

SM g — [ sim 1 sim 1 1912M 12 sS3m 3 S123M 123 Sy My S @ -ZA 'l)
S

coupling. Again, several sstsm ay be needed to cbtain a good wave function. A fematively,
one can use a soIn function based on continues param eters (see E,'], sc. 64). The isospin
function, rwm,,can be constructed in exactly the sam e m anner as the spin function, gy -
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A 3 L-S coupling

A s already m entioned, the above angularm om entum description is valid under the assum p—
tion that the Ham iltonian does not contain any relativistic temm s. For the system s under
consideration in this thesis (see chapter) a non—relativistic treatm ent issu cient. H owever,

thisis far from alwaysthe case. A ccurate calculations ofatom ic energy ]%/els have to account
of atom ic ne structure, generated by the prom nent soin-orbit tem , Iii . @by }?.i, E].
T he nuckon-nuckon interaction also has a strong spin-isopin dependence . O bviously, nei-
ther ® nor ® comm utes w ith the Son-orbit tem , whilke the vector sum , b=-1Db+ @, does.
Consequently, J and M ; will serve as good angular m om entum quantum numbers in the
presence of relativistic term s. The orbital and spin angular m om enta are couplkd @ , by
applying the C Eosth-G ordan serdes to the L and S quantum num bers of the ssparate parts,

v, ®)and gy, ,as ndicated in the form of the basis functions £.62.1).

‘M odem twobody NN potentials are A rgonne vig, N ijn egen II, Reid93, CN -Bonn g].
5K nown as RussellSaunders or L-S coupling, Ej].
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A ppendix B

H artreeFock ground state of identical
ferm ions

A sW olfgang P auli’s fam ous exclusion principle states, identical ferm jons cannot occupy the
sam e quantum state at the sam e tine. Thism eans that In an idealized cases at T = 0 the
H artreeFodk m any—fermm jon ground state, I;O)F , should be form ed by occupying N single—
particke energy levels from the lowest up. Ifallinteractionsw here neglected them any—fem ion
state would then represent a lled Fem i sphere where all stationary orbitals corresoonding
to an energy less than the Fem ienergy Er = kg Tr ) is occupied by exactly one particle.
H owever, interactions pertube this picture and m odify the energy levels and single-particle
states.

W ithin the HartreeFodk m ethod this m odi cation is well described by the variational
sihgle-particke wave functions. A ssum ing that the P auliprinciple is still forced on the product

wave finction {32 .3.1) by m aking it explicitly antisym m etrjc-'ﬂ and that the N sihgleparticle

states ;1 , ::: y wih lowest energy are given by the spin-orbials
i) = (@) 125 1= 1;2;::45N B 0B 1)

where s; is the spin of the ith ferm ion with < 15,5, J 12255, > = 555, the Interpretation of
the H artreeFock equations as eigenvalie problem s @] w ith the Lagrangian multipliers, E;,
as the one-partick eigenvaliues, yields solutions

X
Ei=< B>+ < g 3VEd s sisy 3 17 B.0B2)
=1

T hese eigenvalues cbey K oopm an’s theorem 7], Exr ) Eyr N 1)= K .Then E; is
the energy needed to rem ove the ith ferm ion from the system provided the change In the
wave function for the other particles can be neglkcted (g. when N 1). Summ ing over

E;, and com paring w ith egs. $2.34)-(323.4), the totalenergy ofthe ferm jon ground state

in the H artreeFodk approxin ation is not Ij: . E; asm ight be expected but rather

X
0) 0) . 0) .
Eyp =< 4eFPIur>= B < i Vsl i3 ss 3 17 B 0B 3)

=1 i< g

1E g. by adopting the Slater detem fnant description, gr = A 5 =det j1 2::: x 3 i_'l].
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The \adetJonakJ," term can be understood as elim inating the doubl counting of pairs of
particles since lE Includes the energy for each partick Interacting with every other
particle and SO counts the oont‘dbu‘aon from a given pazrt:;uoe

particle energy ]eve]s. This e ect iswell described in the H artreeFock approach. H owever,
another e ect of Interactions is that the fem ionsm ight be scattered In and out ofthe sihgle-
ferm jon Jevels, which are no longer stationary. T his is not supported w ithin the independent
partick approxin ation. Fortunately, a form ionicparticle can only change energy in a collision
ifthe nalenergy state is unoccupied. In the ultra-cold quantum regin e, it ishighly lkely
that low -energy states are already occupied. T hus the validity of the H artreeFodk m ethod
for the ferm jonic ground-state relies on Pauliblodking since it tends to suppress any process
In which fem ions change energy states.



A ppendix C

M atrix elem ents

C .1l Explicitly correlated G aussian basis

that can be evaluated to sin ple analytical resuls. Since the systam s considered in this thesis
are lin ited to central interactions and zero angularm om entum , allthat isneeded to calculate
the m atrix elem ents are the three basic ntegral form ulas @:]

Z Z 4 13
%2 ey’ : cicl)
I dx,dx X AX =
0 . . 1 2 N d& detA
Z Z
1 1 1
I, dx,dx, y dx'C xe 2*2* = 37r@ 'C)I, cilc2)
1 1
Z 4 3
lXTAX c 2 ic]'_‘z
I, dx,dx, vy dx @x  r)e? = 5 e I, ci1c3)
1 1
wherex” = (x1;x,;:::;Xy 1 ) are ndependent coordinates, A and C are sym m etric positive

de nitematricesand ¢ = c'A 'c.
troducing B = A *” + A ® fr notational convenience and using transfom ations

Jow ing analytical expressions for the overlap, kinetic, trap and interaction m atrix elem ents
respectively

3
. @ Ntz
h k0] k1= E (C .l.C.4)
1.7 1 T
h yoJ Ei-bx ]-bxj ki= Ehi-bx K07 j]-bx ki

1
= Shek “ A Wxg i

3
- Tr@ ‘A “ A Nh g i cics)
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X 3 X )
h o] Emi!zrfj (i= 5!2h Wk o mu®Pu®)xg 1
i=1 =1
3 x o
= 5!ZTr B! mu®Pa®’ h il Cclc6)
=1
X 2
h ] VyJjki= drV (r)h xoj (my r)jki
i< g i<y 1
X 1
= v h kOj ki (C 1C .7)

u Ty 1y an
i< g
where in the last expression the dependency on the speci ¢ form of the central potential
describing the Interaction, V (r), is isolated in the single integral
Z

> drV (r)e %% . C1c8)
1

v(cy) =
In the case of equalmasses, m; m,onemay sin plify the trap expression (€ .1C 6) wih
the dentities

R
w7 =1 and u@Tu® =2 cilc9

=1

that are satis ed by the Jacobi transform ation. To com plete the evaluation of the m atrix
elem ents the v (¢3) expressions for the three sin ple central potentials used in thiswork are
listed:

For faw body atom ic system s the Coulomb interaction, V (r) =%, isused where g

Y/ r___
Cy 2 lep? Cij
Veouon s (G5) = 4 A% - © drre ™ = 2qgq; ~ € 1c 10)
0

In the calculations of N body boson system s the interaction is described by a G aussian
potential, V (r) = Vyoe © 2 , 9iving
Z
Cij : 0 1

VG a ss(ci')= V0 ~ dre %(Cij+b%)r2= VO o A 15 (C d1C .ll)
: ’ 2 1 1+ 2=b20ij

Njw

The comm only used \m ean— eld" description of BoseE Instein C ondensates hasa two—
body interaction given by a zerorange delta finction potential p2], V ) = = mNZa x),
In which case

Vb etta (Ci3) = = Ccl1ci2)

where a is the swave scattering length.
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C 2 Twobody correlated G aussian basis

In this section, the m atrix elements h koijjntj riand h yoj i for the twobody correlated

ated. Itroduchg & = ® ®) for notational convenience, the basis fiinctions w ritten
in Jaocobi coordinates are given by

12 i 1 17!
=9 ’=p—_' o, B9 = exp 5xTA‘Jk’x c2c 1)
N T ik
where
A k) — (k)u i3) @ (ij))T + N %71 CcC2c2)

Sihce we are only considering system s of identical particles the H am iltonian, P, is sym —

2 X .
oL 12) a2, 12) . i) .
h 0 FPied i= h¥ 1O P P K 1= N B o FPine L c2c3)

i< j

and likew ise for the overlap m atrix elem ent @ ! 1).U sing the previously derived m atrix

elem ent ormulas C 1.C MH-CIC M wihm; m, the expressions for the overlap, kinetic,

trap and Interaction m atrix elem ents between }SZ) and k(ij) are sin ply

. G5 . @ N1t 2
h 575 Pi= R C2C 4)
o X 3~? P 12) . ()
h o] Ei@xij Pi= S Tr® Lp 02RO @R G2y B4 Cc2c 5)
i=1
@2 1 L@, 3, 1y, (2). @),
h '] Em!rijk 1=§m!TrCB )h o 'J 1 C2cC o)
=1

az 2 . (9) . X 1 a2) . @i,

h o] Vand 1= v h ,o'jJ, 1 c2c.)

gty 1y @n

for the overlap, trap and kinetic term s and even N 2 (N 1)=2 for the interaction tem . This
is however not the case since m ost of the tem s are identical. Consider the explicit Jacobi

coordinate representation of k(12>, k(lB), ]((23) and k(34), de ned by the m atrices

0p_ 1
pz k) 0 0

k)
A A2 _ 0 N %O
. : ¢

c2c8)

[olvs(vvlvv]

0 0 &N
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0 P_ 1
1 k) + N k) 3% &) 4 N k) 0 0
2
%pgl ® 4N 34N ® 0 0
2 2
A @30 B 0 0 N ® 0 c2c.9)
8 : &
0 0 0 &N
0 1
pg_ 2
B 33 Wayn ® 30y Ny ® 0 80
a (23,-k>% 0 0 N ® §0 C2C 10)
8 : K
0 0 0 &N
and
0 1
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both detB ,Tr® '), Tr® ‘A ®* A 6% and even u ®™MTB Tu ™) ywill evaluate to only
three di erent values and that this, in tum, allow s the very in portant sim pli cation

(h o e3[4 i=1; 3= 2

Do) Pined Ui h SO P i= 152 3= 34N Cc2c12)

h k%Z)j]Pjntj ]((34)3'_; i= 3;::5N; = 4;:: 4N
and corresoondingly for the overlap m atrix elem ents. M oreover, the N N 1)=2 tem s In
the sum of the interaction m atrix elem ent are also lin ied to a constant num ber of di erent
values. The evaluation of these termm s is strait forward but rather extensive and here only
the end results w ill be listed:

h .
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where it isassum ed that N > 4 (orthat only the approprate tem s that would be availabl
ifN 4 are taken into account) and ¢t = u®®TB 'u®™), The interaction potential

Interest In this thesis.

Collecting the above resuls, the m atrix elem ents of I]Pjnt for the two-body correlated
basis functions (@nd sim ilarly for the overlap elem ents using By ! 1), can be written asa
sum ofthree temn s, ie.

h
.. 2 12) . 12) . 12) . 13) . 12) . (G4).
h ot vi= N h % i3 r 1+ Nish o P13 it Nzh o i3 k1
C 2C 16)

whereN ;3= 2N 2)and N3y = N (N =2 1 2N 2)) and, m ore in portantly, each
of the Individual tem s is given by a com bination of a few expressions w ith com putational
com plkexiy O (1).

C .3 Correlated exponentialbasis (N = 3 only)

In this section, the explicit analytical expressions form atrix elem ents needed In the exponen-—
tialbasis variational solution of a nonrelativistic C oulom bic threebody system wih L = 0,
are presented. A dditional form ulas for arbitrary values of total angular m om entum can be
found in B4].

1.1
.= -p. b, + 2%, 3%, 2D C3C )
2 X1 X2 X3

1
h o i h koj;:@ ki b, J-bxjj@ k17 C3c2)

to be calulated Pralli;j= 1;2;3and $= o 1+ B + B3+ B+ PPy + 2,0)5) . W ith
the sin ple exponentialbasis function, = exp( X3 kX2 xX3), the scalar Integral is
advantageously de ned by K6]
Z 7 7 Z 7 7
hi= T12T13T3drdr3dr,s = X1Xpx30x; dX,dX3 C3C3)

even though the Interparticle distances are not independent variabls. In this case, however,

Z 7 7
F (n1;nz;n3) = XXy Ry dx dxodx; exp (% % %) C3c4)
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where = o+ §, = ot yand = o+ y.Sinpl analytical formulas forallnecessary
F (n1;n,;n3) integrals are derived at the end of this section.

T he overlap integral in the above notation is then simply
Z 7 Z

h yoj xi= X1 XpX3dx;dx,dxX3 exp ( > % %)
=F (1;1;1) C3Ch)

C orrespondingly, the m atrix elem ents of the potential energy tem s becom e

1
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X1
1,

h woj—7Jxi=F (1;0;1) c3c.)
X2
1,

h woj—Jxi=F (1;1;0) C3C8)
X3

To determm ine the m atrix elem ents of the kinetic energy tem s the gradient operator, P, is
needed. In the relative coordinates it has the orm  §44]

1
P, = xi£+ —P € 3C.9)

@x; X3 B

The angular part in the gradient does not contrbute when working on purely radialbasis
fiunctions, hence
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where the law of cosines 18], R; %= %,wasused. T he kinetic energy elem ents are
iXj
then
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Since the pem utation of particles does not change the explicit form of  (eg. @12 k=
exp( X1 kX2 kX3)), one can detem ine alltermm s In the m atrix elem ent expressions

A nalytical form ulas for the basic three-body integral

To com plte the derivation of the threebody m atrix elements a few cases of the basic

Independent perim etric coordinates given by

1
u; = E(rjk+ Tij r); 16 J6 k= (1;2;3); c3ca7)

the integralF (0;0;0) is trivial f4]

F (0;0;0) = ! C 3C 18)
(+ )+ )0+ )

O ther cases of F' (n;;n,;n3) can be derived by di erentiating or Integrating this expression
wih respect to , and . Introducing the function
1

D (@sbjc) = C 3L 19
e T YU ( )

the necessary F (n1;n,;n3) integrals are given by
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to pemutation of y; )$ @M2; ) S @{My; ) and allow s easy construction ofthe rem aining
cass, eg.F (0;1;2)=F (2;1;0; $ ).
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A ppendix D

C+ + Im plem entation of the
Stochastic VariationalM ethod

A s with most num erical calculations In physics the m ain e ort during In plem entation is
on precision and soeed. W ith this particular m ethod, heavy duty dem ands during m atrix
elem ent calculations and large eigenvalue problem s, m akes an e cient routine essential. Tn
this section, considerations on key aspects of In plem enting SVM are described.

D .1 A rbitrary precision arithm etic

W hen working w ith a very large basis the standard 64-bit precision arithm etic m ight not be
su cient to m aintain num erical stability in the com putations. To this end, the free m ulti-
precision package doublkdoubke [1] is applied for calculations with oating point numbers
of an 128-bi length. A C++ class was then wrapped aroud this type to allow for 64-bit
exponents. However, em ploying this class m akes all com putations aproxin ately 7 tines
slow er.

D 2 Scaling overlap valuestom inim ize loss ofaccuracy

T he m agnitude of the overlaps is the dom inant scale of the m atrix elem ents corresponding
to a given tral function. Unfortunately, scaling the overlap to h oj i 1 is not possi-
bl without breaking up the (pinary) power function calculation and scaling concurrently.
H owever, one can use the overlap m agniude to estin ate them axinum and m ininum values
handled in the eigenvalue solution and hence st up a validity check for a calculation on a

Introducing a scale factor S gives

hkoj kj-max (D-2-D -1)

h xoJ xinin O 2D 2)

m ax

1Fora munnig calculation N can be viewed as a constant factor, although, when no scaling is applied it
m ust be kept in the pow er expression to avoid over ow swhen com puting the N 2)th power for very large
N (ie.N 1).
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where .x and 4 isthemaximum andm ninum valuepossble or and corresoondingly
or . One can center the overall m agnitudes around 1¢° by m ultiplying all overlaps w ith
theiéctors=p max min .

D 3 Avoiding linear independence

At the core 0of SVM isthe random trialand error sslection of the basis functions ( ;);i=

1:X . The resukt is a statespace spanned by a nite num ber of dense nonorthogonal func—
tions. Because of the random origin of the basis fiinctions they cannot be expected to be
linearly lndependent. A though linear dependence is seldom w ith the fully random basis, n
contrast to geom etric progression and random tem pering fl], care must be taking to avoid
it. In practical problem s exact linear dependence, like degeneracy in the basis, is unlikely,
but still close to exact linear dependence between basis fiinctions w i1l lead to poor precision
In the calculation. T his is because one or several eigenvalies of S gets very sm allwhen the
linear dependence is distinct, producing large expansion coe cients In the trial fiinction.

Then a snall error In calculation of the m atrix elem ents of H and S can resul In a large
error In the variational energy.

D 4 A symm etricde nite generalized eigenvalue prob—
lem

Adding a new trial function to the basis dem ands solving a sym m etricde nite generalized
eigenvalue problem wih good precision and e ciency. Solving eigenvalue problem s has

been an intense area of ressarch since the dawn of com puters In the 1950’s, resulting in
num erous elegant m ethods, specially designed for di erent conditions of the eigenproblem

(s2e summ ary of research in [17]). Fortunately, for real symm etricde nite m atrices, the
eigenproblam is relatively sim ple. T he eigenvalues are alw ays realand there existsa com plete
orthogonal eigensystem that is exploited In very e cient num ericalm ethods.

Forrealsym m etricm atices, the eigenproblam is relatively sin ple, due to the existence ofa
com plete orthogonaleigensystem , and the fact that alleigenvalues are real. T hese properties
are exploited In them ost e cient num ericalm ethods, and the sym m etric eigenproblem m ay
be considered as solved: for an allm atricesn <= 25 we have the Q R m ethod, one ofthem ost
elegant num erical techniques produced in the eld of num erical analysis; for large m atrices
25 < n < 1000, we have a combiation of divide and conquer with QR tedchniques. For
asym m etric m atrices the picture is less rosy.

D .5 Root nding

X

Jx+1ih K+1j:

l:I.h j_.+
T T R

1 © 5D 1)

=1
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w ith

XK
K x+1K°=h ( x+1)3 ( xs)d h(k+1)Jidf=h( x+1)3x+1i O S5D2)

i=1
and

+1

hgoH Fi= o Ph( 9H Fi

=1

%
h( g+ Fi+t  Pn( 0H Fi

=1 |
Xt X 3) .

=h ( x+1)H Fi c¢’h ((x+1)335i h ( DH Fi
=1 =1 |
X X (3) .

=h ( x+1)H Fi h ( xk+1)] 51 ¢’h ( PH Fi
=1 =1
X

=h ( K+l)j_l jfi h ( K+1)jij-h ij{ jfj—

=1

Hence hyk K+1k% =h 3 H jx+1iforj= 1:X and themost e cient way to in plem ent the
root nding is by using the expression

}@ 2
D ()= ?hilf)+h£<+l

1 1

e

hiHJ if . .
= () K+)l +hgiiH Jread kg i1k

=1

N otice that this equation also proves that the energy w illbe lower when the din ension of
the basis increases.

D .6 M aking sure A is positive de nite
AnN N realmatrix A is called positive de nite if
xTA x> 0;

for all nonzero vectors x 2 RY . There are various ways to test ifa m atrix A is positive
de nite based on the follow Ing cbservations EL:G]: (@) allthe eigenvalues of a positive de nite
m atrix are positive, (o) all upper left (ie. principal) subm atrix determ inants are positive
and (c) a real symm etric m atrix ispositive de nie i there exists a real non-singular lower
triangularm atrix I such that

A=LLT: O 6D 1)
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The Jatter approach, called Cholesky factorization, is the most e cient In the case of a

large size symm etric m atrix. Thism ethod is In plem ented based on the ALG O L procedure
Choldet]l from [13]. The factorization algorim fails if the m atrix is not positive de nite.
In addition, observation () above is used to lnclude sim plk and fast special cases forN =

1;2;3. Forsuch Iow N, only a f&w sim ple determm inants have to be evaluated, m aking the
factorization routine cumbersom e in com parison. This w ill speed up calculations involring
four or less particlks.

D .7 Inversion of positive de nite sym m etric m atrices

Inversion of positive de nite symm etric m atrices is e ectively done by the G aussJordan
M ethod follow ing the lines of the ALG O L procedure gfef2 from {[4]. T he Jower triangular
array representation of symm etric m atrices allow fast elem ent access.

D .8 Symmetry: allpossible perm utations

To in plem ent the symm etrization procedure described in section 4.3 one need to nd all
possible pemm utations of the set of identical param eters. The SEPA algorithm {53]isused to
create all pem utations from which the corresponding linear transform ations of the Jacobi
coordinates for each trialencountered is evaluated. T his is done only once foreach trialand
then stored for later uses.



A ppendix E

P rogram usage inform ation

Usage: scatlen [OPTIONS]
Calculates the scattering length for a two—-body interaction of identical bosons

-h —help
-mass <float>
—pot <int>
V0 <float>
-b <float>
—rmax <float>
—steps <int>
—digits <int>
—printpot
—printwave
—compare
—notxt

Prints this usage message.

Mass of the particle in atomic mass units (default 86.9091835)
Type of potential =’gauss’ or ’'square’ (default is ’gauss’)
The potential amplitude in a.u. (default is -5.986e-8)

The potential width a.u. (default is 18.9 = 1 nm)

Integrate to this radius in a.u. (default 4b)

Force a specific number of integration steps (default is 10000)
Force a specific number of correct digits (default 4)

Prints the potential points as 'rl pl | r2 p2 | ot

Prints the radial wave function as 'rl wl | r2 w2 | ...’
Compare result with analytical square box value or Born approx
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

-N <int>
—-state <int>
-basis <type>
—par <int>
—sym [int]
—antisym [int]
—-size <int>
—trials <int>
—times <int>
—reps <int>
—recycle <int>
—-rfine <float>
—rtimes <int>
—-rbegin <int>
—-rend <int>
—-units <type>
—notrap
—dotrap

—int <type>

-b <float>

-V0 <float>
—as <float>
—-aB <float>
—seed <int>
—-rint <float>
—rmin <float>
—rmax <float>
—rbint <float>
—rbmin <float>
—rbmax <float>
-rlog [<int>]
—fin <name>
—fout <name>
—digits <int>
—noimps <int>
—ldep <float>
—threads <int>
—save <int>
—endtime <int>
—check

—-warn

—stat

-noinfo

—notxt

Prints this usage message.

Number of particles (default is 3)

Specify <int>th,’pos’,’'neg’ eigenstate as target (default is 0)
Basis type = "full’,’twobody’,’hartree’ (default is ’twobody’)
Override the number of nonlinear parameters in the full basis
Symmetrize trials [only first <int> particles] (default is N)
Antisymmetrize trials [only first <int> particles] (no default)
Size of the basis to be calculated (default is 10)

Number of trials pr. nonlinear parameter (default is 100)

Number of times to restart trials loop at par. one (default is 10)
Number of times to repeat the trial&error procedure (default is 1)
Recycle intermission every <int>’th new basis (default is size)
Recycle type: 0 random, <float> (default is 0)
Number of times to repeat recycle procedure (default is 0)
Recycle procedure should begin at basis <int> (default is 1)
Recycle procedure should end at basis <int> (default is K)
Calculation units = 'hou’ or "au’ (default is h.o.u.)

Remove trap from system (to calculate bound states)

Add trap to the system (to cancel previous —notrap)

Interaction "non’,’ zero’,’gauss’,’coulomb’ (default is non)
Set the potential range in a.u. (default is 11.65)

Set the potential amplitude in a.u. (default is 1.103130e-7)
Specify the scattering length in a.u. (used only for output)
Override the calculated Born scattering length in a.u.

Seed for the random number generator (default is 1)

Random interval range for alpha coefficient (default is 10.0)
Override the estimated alpha random interval minimum

Override the estimated alpha random interval maximum

Random interval range for beta coefficient (default is 10.0)
Override the estimated beta random interval minimum

Override the estimated beta random interval maximum

Use logarithmic random interval [with base <int>]

Filename for basis input (default none)

Filename for basis output (default none)

Number of digits used in rootfinding and output (default is 8)
Succeeding 'no improving trial’s allowed (default is 5)
Specify the lowest linear dependency allowed (default is
Maximum number of cpu threads used (default is 2)

Save basis every <int>’th minute (default is 10)

Time limit for the calculation in minutes (default is no limit)
Check explicitly for numerical instabilities (default is off)
All warnings are displayed (default is off)

Post—-calculation statistics are displayed (default is off)
Output only calculation results (default is with info)

Output only: [basisnumber energy] (for use with e.g. MATLAR)

finetune
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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. MATLAR)
—resultall Output for MATLAB by writing information and end results like:
[N energy as b VO 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 ml,m2,..mN in a.u. (default is 1,1,1e300)
—charges <list>Set particle charges gl,g2,..gN in a.u. (default is -1,-1,2)
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