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Abstract

T herm odynam ic stability of statistical system s requires that susceptibili-
tiesbe sam jpositive and nite. Susceptibilities are know n to be related to the
uctuations of extensive cbservable quantities. This relation becom es non—
trivial, when the operator of an ocbservable quantiy is represented as a sum
of operators corresponding to the extensive system parts. T he association of
the dispersions of the partial operator termm sw ith the total digpersion is ana-
Iyzed. A specialattention ispaid to the dependence ofdispersionson the total
num ber of particles N in the them odynam ic lm it. An operator dispersion
is called themm odynam ically nomm al, if it is proportionalto N at large values
of the latter. W hile, if the dispersion is proportionalto a higher power ofN ,
it is term ed them odynam ically ancm alous. T he follow ing theorem is proved:
T he global dispersion of a com posite operator, which is a sum of linearly n-
dependent selfad pint tem s, is them odynam ically anom alous if and only if
at least one of the partial dispersions is anom alous, the power of N in the
global dispersion being de ned by the largest partial dispersion. C onversely,
the global dispersion is thermm odynam ically nom al if and only if all partial
dispersions are nom al. T he application of the theorem is illustrated by sev—
eralexam ples of statistical system s. T he notion of representative ensam bles is
form ulated. T he relation between the stability and equivalence of statistical
ensam bles is discussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Stability of statistical system s and the uctuations of cbservable quantities are known to
be intim ately related. The uctuations can be characterized by the corresponding suscepti-
bilities, such as speci ¢ heat, isothem al com pressibility, or Jongitudinal m agnetic suscepti-
bility. The susosptibilities are connected w ith the digpersions of the operators representing
observable quantities. In what ollow s, we shalldealw ith the so-called extensive observables,
whose averages are proportional to the totalnumber of particles N , when N is large [1,2].
T he existence of the thermm odynam ic 1im it isassum ed, when N is asym ptotically large, such
thatN ! 1 .

N ote that susceptibilities can also be connected w ith the uctuations of Intensive ther-
m odynam ic variables, such as pressure and tem perature [B,4]. However, In this paper we
shall consider only the uctuations of extensive cbservables.

For stable statistical system s in equilbbrium , the susosptibilities are positive and nite,
which follow s from their relations to the dispersions of the corresponding operator cbserv—
ables [B] or, on the general them odynam ic level, stem s from the second law of themm ody-—
nam ics [6]. The susosptibilities m ay beocom e divergent only at the points of second-order
phase transitions, which, however, by de nition, are the points of instability. Really, at the
point of a phase transition, one phase becom es unstable, as a consequence, it transfom s to
another, stable, phase. A fter the phase transition has occurred, all susceptibilities In the
stable phase go nite.

The uctuations of extensive cbservables, related to the corresponding operator disper—
sions, can be classi ed onto two types, according to their dependence on the totalnum ber of
particles N in the given statistical system , when the number N is lJarge, such that N 1.
T his In plies that the them odynam ic Iin it is assum ed. The uctuations are called themm o—
dynam ically nom al, when the related operator dispersion is proportionalto N . Conversly,
if the operator dispersion is proportionalto N ,with > 1, then the related uctuations
are tem ed therm odynam ically anom alous.

The nitenessofsusceptibilities in stable equilbbriim system sm eansthat the corresoond—
Ing uctuations are them odynam ically nom al. O ppositely, the divergence of susosptioil-
ities at the crtical points show s that the uctuations of the related extensive cbservables
are them odynam ically anom alous. In a stable system , outside phase transition points, all
susoeptbilities are nite, which tells that the uctuations of all extensive observables are
them odynam ically nom al.

Tt is worth waming the reader that them odynam ically nomm al or anom alous uctua—
tions have nothing to do w ith the nom al, that is, G aussian distrdbutions. T hem odynam ic
nom ality or anom aly are the notions describing the them odynam ic behaviour of the re-
lated operator dispersions w ith respect to the total num ber of particles. In calculating the
corresoonding averages any quantum or classical probability m easures, of arbitrary nature,
can be em ployed.

In the present paper, general relations between the uctuations of observables and the
stability of statistical system s are studied. The emphasis is on the case, which is not a
standard one, when the cbservable quantities are represented as sum s of several tem s, cor—
responding to m acroscopic parts of the system . Then the relation between the uctuations
ofthe partial temm s and the uctuations of the global cbservables is not evident. A general



theorem is rigorously proved, connecting the behaviour of uctuations of global and partial
observables. T histheoram isbrie y formulated in the Abstract and itsm athem atically rigor—
ous form ulation is given in Section ITI. T he direct interrelation between the thermm odynam ic
behaviour of uctuations and stability is em phasized. It is also shown that the stabiliy
of statistical system s is intricately connected w ith the notions of sym m etry breaking and
ensam ble equivalence.

II.FLUCTUATIONS OF OBSERVABLES AND STABILITY

In quantum statistical m echanics, observable quantities are represented by selfadpint
operators from the algebra of cbservables. A s is explained In the Introduction, only exten—
sive cbservables are considered In the paper. F luctuations of the cbservable quantities are
characterized by the related operator dispersions. Let X be an operator representing an
extensive observable quantity. Its digpersion is

2Ky <K?> <K>?; @)

w here the anglk bradkets, as usual, denote statistical averaging.

T he digpersions of the operators, representing extensive ocbservables, are directly con—
nected w ith the associated susosptibbilities, which can be m easured. Thus, the uctuations
of the Ham iltonian H , quanti ed by its dispersion 2 # ), de ne the speci ¢ heat
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where E < H > is intemal energy, N is the total number of particles in the system of

volum eV ,and T istem perature. Here and in what follow s, the Bolzm an constant is set to

unity, kg 1. The uctuations of the num ber of particles are describbed by the dispersion
2of') ofthe num ber-ofparticle operatorl\f\ , yielding the isotherm al com pressibility
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Inwhich P ispressure, N <N >,and o N =V isthe average particle density. In m agnetic
system s, w ith the Zeam an interaction o ;B Softhe operator spins S; w ith an extemal
m agnetic eld B, the uctuations of the m agnetization M P< M > are described by the
dispersion 2 M ) of the m agnetization operator M o L.S,,whith results in the
longitudinalm agnetic susceptibility
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In the notation, used above, o= h g, wih s behg the gyrom agnetic ratio for a particle
of soin S. In what ollows, we shall use the system of units setting to uniy the P lanck
constant h 1.

The speci c heat 2), isothem al com pressibility (3), or m agnetic susceptibility 4) are
the exam ples of the susceptibilities associated w ith the uctuations of observables. These



them odynam ic characteristics are readily m easured In experin ents. At the points ofphase

transitions, the susceptibbilities can diverge, sihoe such points are the points of instability.

But for stable equilbbrium system , the susceptibilities are always positive and nite forall
N , including the them odynam ic Iim it, when N ! 1 ,V ! 1 , so that N=V ! oonst.
In principl, i is adm issbl to in agine the situation, when a phase transition occurs not

merely at a pointbut In a nie region ofa them odynam ic variable [7], nside which region

the system rem ains unstabl and digplays a divergent susosptibility. Such a case, however,

is quite m arginal, and rarely, if ever, happens for real statistical system s. In any event, as

soon as the phase transition is over, so that the system becom es stable, all susosptibilities

go nite.

T he follow ing picture sum m arizes the above consideration. T he extensive cbservables ofa
statistical system are represented by H em itian operators. The uctuationsofan cbservable,
represented by an operatorA/.\, are quanti ed by the operator dispersion 2 &), whose ratio

2 €)=N to the totalnumber of particles characterizes the associated susosptibbility. Fora
stable system , the latterm ust be sam jpositive and nite, whik if it is divergent or negative,
the system is unstable. This can be form ulated as a necessary stability condition
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The ratb 2 &)=N plays the role of a generalized susceptibility, related to the operatorPf.
E xam ples of condition (5) are the stability conditions on the speci ¢ heat (), isothem al
com pressibility (3), and m agnetic susosptibility (4), according to which

0 G <1 ; 0 r <1 ; 0 <1 : 6)

T hese them odynam ic characteristics are usually strictly positive at nite tem perature, be—
com Ing zero only at zero tem perature.

In this way, the dispersion of the operator z, representing an extensive cbservabl, has
to be proportional to the num ber of particles:

&)/ N (7)

Then the dispersion is called them odynam ically nom al. T he them odynam ic lm it is as-
sum ed here, so that N 1.W henEq. (7) isnotsatis ed, sothat ?®)/ N wih > 1,
the dispersion is called themm odynam ically anom alous. R egpectively, the uctuations of the
related observable, characterized by the dispersion 2 @), are term ed them odynam ically
nom al, provided Eq. (7) isvalid, and they are nam ed them odynam ically anom alous ifEq.
(7) does not hold.

In stable systam s, the uctuations of observables are always nom al, and the correspond—
Ing susceptibilities are nite. These susceptbilities can be m easured In experim ent, either
directly orthrough otherm easurable quantities. Forexam ple, the isothem alcom pressibility
can be m easured through the sound velocity




wherem is the particlke m ass. T he com pressbility can also be found from the central value
of the structural factor
T

S(O)= 2= TT: (9)
m S

A nd the structural factor

Sk)=1+ g 1™ “dr; (10)

In which g(r) is the pair correlation fiinction, can be m easured in scattering experin ents.

IIT.THEOREM ON TOTAL FLUCTUATIONS

In som e cases, the operators of cbservables have the form of the sum

A X A
A = A 11)

i

of selfadpint term s A’.\i. A s has been stressed above, we consider here only extensive ob—
servables, such that the statistical average < X > is proportional to the total num ber of
particlesN , when the them odynam ic lim it N ! 1 isinplied. AleartsAAi are assum ed to
have the sam e din ension as X and also to be the operators of extensive cbservables, so that
< AAi >/ N .Forexample, AAl = K and AAZ = W oould be kinetic and potential energies for
a system ofN particles. Then Eq. (11) would give the H am iltonian H=K+W.0rone
can consider the operator of the num ber ofpau:tjc]esNA = I\T\o + I\T\l asasum (11) com pos=d
of the operators of condensed particks, I\fo , and of noncondensad particlks, I\fl , ora systam
w ith BoseE Instein condensate. Foreach ofthe tem s, onem ay consider partial uctuations
quanti ed by the dispersions 2 @,). Then of the principal nterest is the problem how
the partialdispersions 2 (K;) are correlated w ith the totaldispersion 2 &)? For instance,
could it be that som e of the partial dispersions are them odynam ically anom alous, whilke
the totaldispersion ram ains them odynam ically nom al, so that the system as a total stays
stable? The answer to such questions is given by the follow ing theorem .

T heorem . Let the ope::atorAA of an extensive observable quantity be represented as
a sum of lnearly independent selfad-pint operators X, being of the sam e dim ension and
also representing extensive cbservables, such that < £;>/ N i the them odynam ic lim it.
Then the globaldispersion 2 &) is them odynam ically anom alous, so that 2 &) / N
wih > 1,ifand only ifat Jeast one ofthe partialdispersions 2 (Pfi) isthem odynam ically
anom alous. The power in the dependence 2 @)/ N ,asN ! 1,isde ned by the
largest power of all partial dispersions 2 ;). Conversely, the global dispersion % &) is
them odynam ically nom al, such that 2 @) / N i the them odynam ic Ilim it, if and only
ifall partial dispersions 2 « ;) are them odynam ically nom al.

P roof. First, ket us note that it is m eaningfil to consider only lnearly independent
term s In the sum (11), since In the opposite cass, when som e of the tem s are linearly
dependent, it is straightforw ard to express one ofthem through the others, so that to reduce
the num beroftem sin sum (11). Foroconcreteness, In the follow Ing proof, the representatives



of observables are called operators, which assum es the case ofa quantum system . O foourss,
the sam e argum entation is valid for classical system s as well, for which one just has to
replace the temm "operator” by the temm "classical random variable".

T he dispersion for the operator sum (11) can be w ritten as

X X

‘@) = B0+ 2 covE Ky ; (12)
i i< j
w here the covariance
A A 1 A A A A A A
v A ;A S5) 5<AiZA.j+ZA‘jZA‘i> <A;>< Aj> 13)

isem ployed. T he Jatter en pys the sym m etry property
OOV(Pi\iiA\j)= OOV(Pi\j;A\i) :

T he dispersions are, by de nition, sam jpositive, while the covarances can be positive aswell
as negative.
Tt is su cient to prove the theorem for the sum oftwo operators, when

PR Ky = PE) A+ 2EY) + 200v EGEY) (14)
This Pllows from the simpl fact that any sum of tem s m ore than two can always be
rede ned asa sum oftwo new tem s. W e assum e that in Eq. (14), where 16 j, both temm s
are operators but not classical functions. If one of the temm s were jast a classical fiinction,
then we would have a trivial equality

A

&+ const) = 2 &) ;

w ith the left-hand and right-hand sides being sin ultaneously either thermm odynam ically nor—
m alor anom alous.
T he elem ents

i3 OOVA:L;AAj) 7 15)

having the properties ;= 2 (A/.\i) Oand ;5= 4, orm the covariancem atrix [ ;5]. This

%

A A
< Ai < Ai > X4 >= inin 0: (16)
i=1 =1

T he right-hand side ofequality (16) isa sam jpositive quadratic formm . T he theory ofquadratic
form s B] tellsusthat a quadratic form is sem Jpositive ifand only ifallprincipalm inors of s
coe cient m atrix are non-negative. T hus, the sequential principalm nors of the covariance
matrix [ 5], with i;j= 1;2;:::;n, are allnon-negative. In particular,

i35 s 0
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This, because of the symmetry 5= 53, takes the form

Henoe, the correlation coe cient

g p— a7
i 33
possesses the property
2
1:

i

The equality fj = 1 holds true if and only ifX; and AAj are linearly dependent. The

su clent condition is evident, sihce if AAj = a+ bAAi, w ith a and b being any real num bers,
then 5 = by and 45 = Y 4, thence 5 = b=pj from where 2, = 1. To prove the

ij

necessary condition, ket us assum e that fj = 1. Therefore 4 = 1. Let us consider the
dispersion \
2 A/‘\i A\j
pi” p: = 2(1 ij) 0:
1 JJ

The value ;5= 1 ispossble then and only then, when

2 AAi AAJ'
P— | o =0:
i 33

T he digpersion can be zero ifand only if

X X,
o— p—— = oonst;
i 33

which inplies that the operators X and AAj are linearly dependent. In the sam e way, the
value i5= 1 ispossble ifand only if

£ &
pi+p— = 0:
it 33

And this is adm issbl then and only then, when

X, X
p— t p— = oonst;
i 33

which again means the linear dependence of the operators A’.\i and A’.\j . As far as thes
operators, by assum ption, are lnearly independent, one has

2< 1 18)

T his nequality is equivalent to



which, em ploying notation (15), becom es

A 2 A A
covKy;Ky) < 2@y 2y (19)
Now, equality (14) can be represented as
@+ K= a5+ 2 ijpji—jj; 20)

where, as is shown above, j j5J< 1. A ltogether there can occur no m ore than four ollow ing
cases. First, both partial dispersions 3 = 2 ®&;) and 5= 7 (AAj) are nom al, so that
4/ N and 45/ N .Then, from Eq. (0) i is obvious that the totaldispersion 2 & +
AAj) / N is also nom al. Second, one of the partial dispersions, say 3 / N, is nom al,
but another one isanomalous, 35/ N ,wih > 1.From Eqg. (20), using the inequality
1+ )=2< ,onehas 2(Pfi+ Pfj) / N . That is, the total dispersion is anom alous,
w ith the same power as 4. Third, both partial dispersions are anom alous, such that
#/ N tand 53/ N 5 wih di erent powers, say 1 < ;< 5. Then Eq. (0), wih
taking account of the nequality ( ;+ )=2< ;, showsthat 2@&;+ &)/ N 7. Hence,
the totaldispersion is also anom alous, w ith thepower 5 ofthe largest partialdispersion 5.
Fourth, both partial dispersions are anom alous, 4 / ch and 45 / c?N ,where ¢, > 0
and c; > 0, with the same power . Tn that cass, Eq. 0) yieds 2@&;+ &) = cN
w here

4

cy / @ g)f+2cc@+ i)>0;
which is strictly positive in view of nequality (18). T hat is, the totaldispersion isanom alous,
having the same power 0of N as both partial digoersions. A fter listing all adm issble
cases, we see that the total dispersion is anom alous if and only if at Jeast one of its partial
dispersions is anom alous, w ith the power of N of the total digpersion being equal to the
largest pow er of partial dispersions. C onversly, the total digpersion is nomm al if and only if
all its partial dispersions are nom al. T his conclides the proof of the theoram .

This theoram was, rst, announced, without proof, n Ref. P]. The proof, presented
above, is rather general, being valid for arbitrary operators and statistical system s. The
theorem can be applied to any system . For instance, this can be a m ulicom ponent system ,
where the Index iin Eq. (11) enum erates the com ponents. In recent years, m uch attention is
given to system sw ith BoseE instein condensate (see review articles [L0{12]). Theproblem of

uctuations In such system s has received a great deal of attention, w ith a num ber of papers
clain ing the existence of anom alous uctuations everyw here below the condensation point
(see discussion In Ref. [13]). In the Pollow Ing sections, the exam ples of B osecondensed
system s w ill be considered. In addition to being naturally ssparated Into the condensed
and noncondensed parts, Bose systam s can also digplay the coexistence of several coherent
topologicalm odes [14{23]. A notherpossibility isthe coexistence ofatom s in several intermal
states, which, eg., hasbeen studied in collective R am an scattering R4].

IV.IDEAL BOSE GAS

The uniform ideal Bose gas below the condensation tem perature is known to exhibit
anom alous num berofparticke uctuations R5,26]. Here, thiscasewillbebrie y recalled for
the purpose of illustrating the above theoram .



T he condensation tem perature of the ideal uniform Bose gas is
T.= 2 " h 1)
© m G=2)

where (3=2)= 2612.Below this tem perature, the num ber-ofparticle operator is the sum
@2)

of the tem s corresponding to condensed and noncondensed particles, respectively,

X Yy
a7
k60

N

_ Y . N
Ny = apao ; N.=

w here ai and a, are the creation and annihilation operatorsofB ose particlesw ith m om entum

k.
T he dispersion for the total num berofparticle ope::atorNA can be calculated by m eans
of the derivative over the chem icalpotential , so that

A @N
‘of)y=T — (! 0) : 23)
@
T he average num ber of particles N =< N > is given by the sum
N =Ny+ N, @4)
of condensead,
1
NO < %ao > = e 1 H (25)
and noncondensad,
N N
N; <N;>= T =2 € ; (@6)
T
particles, where ! 0, s
2 1
T ﬁ ’ E ’
and the BoseE instein function is
Z 1 Zun 1

Gy (2) T) , @ .

Let us stress that the tem s I\T\o and I\T\l In the sum (23) are lnearly independent. D i eren—

tiating the sum (24), one has the total dispersion
@7)

N

o= 2ef+ 2efy);



w ith the partial dispersions

From Egs. 25) and (26), we nd the digpersion for condensed particks,

(o) = No @+ No) ; (28)
and for noncondensed particks,
2 a0 N
Ni)= —%5 G2 € ; 29)
T
where ! 0. A s far as the existence of BossE Instein condensate presupposes that the

num ber of condensed particlkes N, is m acroscopic, that is, proportional to N , then from
Eq. (28) and the relation N, / N 1, wehave 2@®,) / NZ?. Expression (29) in the
them odynam ic lin it possesses an infrared divergence caused by the integral

Z 1 du
g2 1)/ p= =7
Upn in u
in which 5
. 1
umin=;{;nnl;; kmin/il'

wih L / V3. Consequently, g, 1) / L= ;. Thus, dispersion (29) diverges at nite
tam peratures as

2of) / mT) v 30)

In this way, both dispersions for the num ber-ofparticle operators of condensed as well as
noncondensed particles are anom alous:

2ofo) /N2 2efy) / N

Asa resul, the totaldispersion (27) is also anomalous, 2®') / N2, wih the power of N
given by * ofo) .

T he anom alous dispersion 2 of') leads, according to Eq. (3), to the divergence of the
isotherm al com pressbility, as ¢ / N, everywhere below T, except T = 0. But the system
w ith a divergent com pressibility is not stable. T herefore, the ideal uniform Bose gas below
the condensation tem perature (21) is a pathological ob ct, being unstable in the whol
region 0 < T T.. In other words, such a gas does not exist as a stable statistical system
L3].

Tt isworth em phasizing that the anom alous uctuations of the condensate can be cured
by breaking gauge sym m etry asw illbe explained below . H owever the uctuationsofnoncon—
densed particles rem ain anom alous, w ith the dispersion 2 f;) / N, in both ensambles,
grand canonical as well as canonical R5,26]. T herefore, the Instability of the ideal unifom
Boses gas below T, is not an artifact caused by the choice of an ensamble, but a property
peculiar to this system .
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V.INTERACTING BOSE GAS

T here exists a popular m yth that the num berofparticle uctuations of noncondensed
particles In an interacting Bose gas below T. rem ain anom alous, corresponding to the dis—
persion 2 ;) / N %3, of the sam e type as that for the ideal Bose gas (see discussion in
Ref. [3]). If this were true, then according to the theorem of Section 3, the total dis-
persion ? o) would also be anom alous, w ith the power of N not am aller than 4=3. This
would in ply that the isotherm al com pressbility diverges at Jeast as  / N 3. Hence the
system as a whol would be unstablk. In tum, this would m ean that there are no stable
statistical system s w ith BoseE nstein condensate. Such a conclusion, of course, would be
too radical, because of which it is necessary to reconsider the procedure of calculating the
num ber-ofparticle dispersions for B ose-condens=ed system s.

Let us consider a weakly Interacting Bose gas at low tem peratures, when the B ogolibov
theory R7{29] is applicable. The m ain points of this theory are as follow s. O ne starts w ith
the standard H am iltonian

z : z
H= Y@ L Odrt s T O ¢ O
2m 2

«® (r) drdr’ (31)

In temm softhe Bose eld operators (r) and Y (r). The interaction potential is assum ed to
be symm etric, such that ( r) = (r), and soft, allow ing for the Fourer transform ation

Z

X _ .
et k= e * T dr:

(r) .
r=_
Vo,

T he condensate is separated by m eans of the Bogolubov shift
@®= ot 10@®; (32)

in which
aop X
0= P= 1) = a' ¢ (¥) ; (33)
\ k60

and, ﬁ;e_epjng In mind a uniform system , the expansion is over the plane waveg /' (¥r) =
e* = V. The gauge symm etry of Ham iltonian (31) is broken by setting ap = = Ng,. As-
sum ngthatN, N ,oneom is from the totalH am iltonian the tem softhe third and fourth
order w ith respect to the operators a, of noncondensed particles, where k € 0. Retaining
only the tem s up to the seoond order in a, one gets the quadratic H am iltonian
1 X y 1X Yy Y
H2=§N ot 'vapax N +— xk &a, taxa (34)
k6 0 k6 0

In which the notation for the quantities

k2
'y —+ (ot x) (35)
2m

and
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k k (36)

is em ployed.
T he quadratic Ham ittonian (34) is diagonalized by m eans of the Bogolubov canonical
transform ation
ay = Uxb + kayk ;

in which
2 - . - k.
uk ‘i =1 ’ UxVk = 2"k ’
4 2 2 4 2 2
, "k + 2 + "k ! .+ "k "k + Z |}|< ! . ,},{
uk = = ; V]E = = ;
2"k 2"k om om

and " is the Bogolibov spectrum
"= %k (37)

T he condensate ssparation through the Bogolibov shift (32) is m eaningfuil only when the
particle spectrum (37) touches zero at k = 0, which gives

= 0 -« (38)

T hus, one com es to the Bogolubov H am iltonian

X
Hg = Eo+ " b N ; (39)
K60

w ith the ground-state energy
1

1
Eg= —N — ! ") . 40
0= 3 0 5 (¢ %) (40)

U sing the chem ical potential (38), for the spectrum (35) one has

k2
!k=%+ k . (41)

W ih the diagonalBogolibov Ham iltonian (39), it iseasy to nd the nom al,

ng < dax> ; 42)
and anom alous,
x < &ax > ; 43)
averages. W e have
= St 2, - (44)
2" 2

and
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kK = @+ 2 %) 45)

where
" l

X <HBh >= e * 1 : (46)

Now lt ustum to Investigating the num berofparticle uctuations. In the Bogolubov
approxin ation, the num berofparticle operators for condens=d, I\T\o , and noncondens=d, I\fl,
particles are uncorrelated, so that

< NNy > = <Nyg>< Ny, > @7)
H ence, their covarance
COVN\O;N\:L): 0:
T herefore
ofy= ol + 2ol - (48)

Calculating the dispersion 2 ;) for the num berofparticle operator of noncondensed
particles X
N, = ajay ;

K6 0

one has to work out the fouroperator expression < aiakagaq > or, after nvolving the Bo—
golibov canonical transform ation, one needs to treat the four-operator tem s < bzb,{b\’qbq >,

Such Pouroperator products are reorganized by m eans ofthe W ick decoupling, which yields
( ! )

N X om 2c8 m2c
2 08y) = i T @9)
2"
k60 k k
H ere the notation s
k
a _k
m
for the e ective sound velocity is used, which enters the B ogolubov spectrum (37) as
v T
" = ak)? + pe : (50)

Rep]acjnlg n Eq. (49) the summ ation by Integration, one gets an mfrared divergence of
the type N dk=k?. Lin iting here the integration by m ninalky i, = 1=L,wih L / N =3,
onegets 2f;)/ N*3,whih is anom alous. Rem aining in the fram e of the discrete wave
vectors k does not save the situation, and the dispersion 2 (NA 1) stands anom alous. But, as
follow s from the theorem of Sec. ITI, the anom alous partial digpersion yields the anom alous
total dispersion 2 (NA ), which In the present case isevident from Eqg. 48). Asa resul, the
com pressbility (3) diverges as ¢ / N =3, which in plies the instability of the system as a
whole. T hus one would com e to the strange conclusion that stable B ose-condensad system s
do not exist.
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However, the conclusion on the appearance of anom alous uctuations In Bose system s,
derived from Eqg. (49), isnot correct. T he m istake here is In the follow ing. A basic point of
the B ogolubov theory is the contraction of the totalH am iltonian (31) to the quadratic form
(34), om itting all tem s of the order higher than two with respect to the operators a, of
nonoondensed particles. T he B ogolubov theory is a second-order theory w ith respect to ay .
Being in the fram e of a second-order theory in poses the restriction ofkesping only the tem s
of up to the second order when calculating any physical quantities, and om itting allhigher
order tem s. In working out the dispersion 2 (NAl), one m eets the fourth-order tem s w ith
respect to a, . Such fourth-order tem s are not de ned In the sscond-order approxin ation.
The calculation of the fourth-order expressions In the second-order approxin ation is not
elfconsistent, ie., i is lncorrect.

A correct caloulation of 2 (f ) in the fram e ofthe B ogolubov theory can be accom plished
in the ollow ing way. By invoking the relations (3), (9), and (10), we have

z
2ef)y=N 1+ g 1ldr : 1)

T he pair correlation function is

1
=< Y V) @) @)>; 52)

g(rz) =

where rj;, = L.

Forthe eld operators, one assum es the Bogolubov shift (32), which taking into acoount
that In the them odynam ic lim it the condensate operator , becom es a classical num ber,
can be w ritten as

®= + 1@ 43)
where the rst temm is the B ogolubov order param eter

=< @©>=< o> ; >4)

whith can besstas = p_o,with 0 Np=V . Here doesnot depend on r for a uniform

system under consideration.

T he pair correlation function (52) can be simpli ed by invoking the W ick decoupling.
T his, however, m ust be handld w ith care. A delicate point isthat the W ick decoupling and
the Bogolubov shift (53) do not com m ute w ith each other. In the present context, the W ick
decoupling is equivalent to the H artree¥ock-B ogolubov approxin ation. T he Jatter does not
com m ute w ith the Bogolubov shift. Thus, acoom plishing, rst, the Bogolubov shift in the
pair correlation function (52), and then using the H artreetock-B ogolibov approxin ation
forthe operators ; (r), or, what isthe sam e, the W ick decoupling for the operators a; , w ith
k6 0, we obtain

20 1 h . . i

ge)=1+ — Rel1(mir)+ 1@in)lt — J: )i+ J1@in)F - (55)

H ere the H artree Fodk-B ogolubov approxin ation for ; (r) is em ployed, resulting In

< {@m) 1@) 1@>=0;
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because of the condition < ; (r) >= 0, and in
< Ym) @) 1) 1 @) > = i"‘ Jrie) T+ )T

T he notation is used for the nom al average

1) < ) 1m) > (56)
and for the anom alous average

1) < 1) 1@m)> 67)
In the real space. T hese averages are related, by m eans of the Fourder transform s

z z

, dk .
ik ik
1) = nge™ "2 2 ) 7 1) = e’ ™

@y’
w ith the nom al and anom alous averages (42) and (43), resgpectively, in the m om entum
Sace.
N ote that function (55) possesses the correct lin iting behaviour
rl:lz:i".-nl glre)=1:
But, ifone, rst, would m ake the H artreeFock-B ogolubov approxin ation for the operators
(r) and, after this, would substitute the Bogolibov shift (53), then one would get another
correlation function w ith a w rong lin iting behaviour, as isexplained In the Appendix A .This
is because the usage of the W ick decoupling, and H artreeFock-B ogolubov approxin ation,
for the operators, represented as sum s of several temm s, is correct if and only if all tem s
In the sum possess the sam e com m utation relations. H owever, In the Bogolubov shift (53),
the eld operators (r) and ; (r) do have the sam e Bose comm utation relations, but the
term does not en py such relations. Consequently, the proper way of action is to realize,
rst, the Bogolubov shift (53) and only after this to invoke the H artreeFodk-B ogolubov
approxin ation for the operators ; (r). The inverse order, as is explained in the A ppendix
A, is not correct.
For the pair correlation function (55), we nd
z z

20 ., 1 5 5 dk
b@) ZL]d:r——2 ]gjlmo(nk+ k) + — n, + oy
In the fram e of the Bogolubov theory, we have to st ¢ = and to om it the tem s of the

order higher than two w ith respect to the operatorsa, ofnoncondensad particles. Thism eans
that the tem s nf and  are to be om itted. Therefore, the num ber-ofparticke dipersion
(51) In the Bogolubov theory is

=N 1+ 2k o+ ) (58)

Emplying Egs. (44) to (46),we get

T
m

NI -

Iim g+ )=
k!0
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w here s

¢ Ilmg= —;
k! 0 m
w ith Z
0 m = (r)dr :
k! 0
T hen dispersion (58) becom es
20f)= N ; (59)
m & ’

which is, of course, nom al, as it should be for a stable systam . R espectively, the isothem al
com pressiboility
2o8) 1

- _ 60
' TN m & (60)

is nite.

A ccording to the theoram of Sec. ITI, if the total dispersion (59) is nom al, then both
dispersions of the num berofparticle operators for condensed, 2 o), as well as for non-
ocondensed, 2 (NAl), particles m ust be nom al. Anom alous uctuations can arise sokly asa
result of wrong calculations, when, eg., one considers the furth-order tem s n? and 2 in
the second-order B ogolubov theory.

VI.SYSTEM SW ITH CONTINUOUS SYMM ETRY

Tt is easy to show that the same ctitious anom alous uctuations appear, not only for
B ose systam s, but foraritrary system s, when one treatsthe H am iltonian in the second-order
approxin ation, but intends to calculate fourth-order expressions. T his Inm ediately follow s
from the analysis of susceptibilities for arbitrary system s w ith continuous sym m etry, as has
been done by Patashinsky and Pokrovsky [B0]. Follow ng Ref. R30], one m ay consider an
opej:atorAA = X (), which isa finctionalofa eld ’ . Let this operator be represented as a
sum X = Ko+ X, ,wherethe rsttem isquadraticinthe ed’,sothatZX, / 'Y’ ,whikthe
second tem dependson the eld uctuations ' astl / 'Y 7 [ Letthesystem Ham iltonian
be taken In the hydrodynam ic approxin ation, where only the temm s quadratic In the eld
uctuations ' are retained. The dispersion 2 @) /R N isproportionalto a longiudinal
susoeptibility . The latter is given by the integral C (r)dr over the correlation fiinction
C (v) g() 1,wih g(r)being the pair correlation function. C alculating 2 (AA), onem eets
the furth-orderterm < 'Y 7 % 7 > | Forthe quadratic hydrodynam ic H am iltonian, such
fourth-order term s are decoupled by resorting to the W ick theorem . Then one nds

C @/

1
ra2 (61)

for any din ensionality d > 2. Consequently,
Z
/ C(r)dr/ N(dZ):3
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for2 < d< 4. Hence the dispersion is
2@y / N/ N @D (62)

Ford= 3, thisgives 2@&) / N 3, that is, the sam e anom alous dispersion as 2 () for
Bose system s. But this in plies that the related susceptbility divergesas / N =3, which
tells that the considered system is unstable. If this would be correct, it would m ean that
there are no stabl system s w ith continuous sym m etry. For instance, there could not exist
m agnetic system s, described by the H eisenberg H am iltonian. Ligquid heliim also could not
exist as a stable systam .

T he existence or absence of anom alous uctuations does not depend on the statistical
ensam ble used. T hus, in the fram e of the sam e calculational procedure, the particlke uctua-
tions are the sam e, being either anom alous or nom al, depending on the chosen procedure,
for all ensem bles, whether canonical, grand canonical, orm icrocanonical [B1].

Tt is worth em phasizing that such ctitious anom alous uctuations arise not just at a
phase transition point, which would not be surprising, but everywhere below this point,
iIn the whole region of existence of the considered system . That is, everyw here below the
phase transition points such system s would not be stabl. A s is evident, such a strange
conclusion is physically unreasonable. Fortunately, the explanation for the occurrence of
anom alous uctuations is rather sim ple: They arise sokly due to an Incorrect calculational
procedure, when the fourth-order temm s are treated by a second-order theory, such as the
hydrodynam ic approxin ation. No anom alous uctuations happen, if all calculations are
done selfoconsistently, being de ned In the fram e of the given approxim ation.

Another popular way of lnocorrectly obtaining them odynam ically anom alous particle

uctuations for system sw ith continuous symm etry isas follow s. O ne uses the representation

o A —
=" A@ (63)

forthe eld operator, in which 1 (r) Y(r) (r) isthe operator ofparticle density and " (r)
isthe phase operator. T he latter is assum ed to be H em itian in order to preserve the correct
de nition of the density operator,

a— g
Vo) @= AEe” OO Ar)=n():

Tt is easy to show that from the representation (63) it follow s that the density and phase
operators are canonically conjigated, satisfying the com m utation relation

B); =1« 9H:

For the mst-order correlation fuinction, one has

q_
< Y@ 0O)>=< AN expf i () ~0)lg>

T hen one assum es that the tam perature isasym ptotically low, T ! 0, such that there areno
density uctuations, and one can replace the operator 1l (r) by tsaverage () < () >.
T his is equivalent to the usage, Instead of the representation (63), of the representation

q - 1IN
() = ) e @ : (64)

17



O ne also supposes that the phase uctuations are very an all, so that one can em ploy the
follow ing averaging:

1
<epf il "Ok>= ep S< @) ~0)f> (65)

Asa resul, the rstorder correlation function reduces to

< Y@ 0)>= @®exp %< e ~0)>
Treating " (r) as a am all quantiy, one also expands the exponentials In powers of " (¥).
Sin ilarly, one treats the second-order correlation finctions. F inally, one com es to the sam e
expressions as n Egs. (61) and (62), w ith the them odynam ically anom alous uctuations,
2afy) / N %3, for the three-din ensional space.

Them ain m istake In such calculations is the sam e as hasbeen m ade above. A llcalcula-
tions have been based on the assum ption that both the density a and phase uctuations are
rather weak, so that the hydrodynam ic approxin ation could be invoked. T he Jatter in plies
that all statistical averages are treated In the hydrodynam ic approxin ation, w ith a Ham il
tonian quadratic in the operators. For nstance, it iswellknown [B2]that Eq. (65) is valid
sokly for quadratic Ham iltonians. For nding 2 a\fl), one needs to consider the fourth-
order tem s in phase operators. O f course, there is no sense In caloulating the forth-order
tem s In the fram e of a second-order theory, such as the hydrodynam ic approxin ation.

M oreover, the representations (63) and (64), as such, are principally nocorrect. This
is shown In the Appendix B.A oorrect de nition of the phase operator requires a much
m ore elaborate technique, as can be Inferred from the review articles [B3{36]. Since the
representations (63) and (64), actually, do not exist, all conclusions derived on their basis,
even involving no further approxin ations, are not reliable.

VII.BREAKING OF GAUGE SYMM ETRY

In Section IV, considering the idealuniform Bose gas, we found that its particle uctu-—
ations are them odynam ically anom alous, w ith the corresponding dispersion 2 (') / N 2.
This anom aly is due to the condensate uctuations, snoe 2 ) / N 2. Really, oran deal
uniform gas, one has

X
N)= ni L+ ng) : (66)
k

From here, ssparating thetem swih k= Oand k & 0, we get

A A X
“Mo)=No(@+ No); ‘N = ng@+ny):
k& 0

ShoeN,/ N,we nd 2@fy) / N2.

T he situation can be m ade even m ore dram atic by generalizing it to the case of Inter—
acting particles. To this end, ket us consider an interacting system that can be treated
by perturbation theory starting with a m ean— eld approxin ation, such as the H artreeFock
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approxin ation. In the fram e of the latter, the particke digpersion can be shown [B7]to have
the same form as In Eg. (66). Then, irrespectively of the concrete expression for the m o-
m entum distrbution ofparticles ny, the globaldispersion 2 o) w illbe them odynam ically
anom alous because of the anom alous term 2 (I\fo) / N 2. Hence, one could conclude that
all system s w ith the BoseE instein condensate would be unstable.

O ne often states that the appearance ofthis anom aly is the defect of the grand canonical
ensamble. However, this is not correct. A s is m entioned in Section IV, the anom alous
condensate uctuations are ctitious and can be ram oved by breaking the gauge sym m etry.

Hohenberg and M artin [38] noticed that the appearance of such ctitious divergences
isa comm on feature of theories possessing gauge sym m etry, but breaking the lJatter would
elim Inate the divergences resulting from the condensate uctuations. Ter Haar R5] showed
explicitly how the anom alous condensate uctuations can be rem oved after breaking the
gauge sym m etry foran idealuniform Bose gas. In the present section, we dem onstrate that,
in general, the gauge-sym m etry breaking elim inates the anom alous condensate uctuations
for arbitrary systam s, whether interacting or not.

A known m ethod for lifting a system symm etry of any nature is the m ethod of in nites-
In al sources, introduced by Bogolubov R9,39]. There are also several other m ethods of
symm etry breaking, as is reviewed in Ref. [40]. In the case of gauge sym m etry, one has to
be cautiousby chosing the way of itsbreaking. T he standard m ethod of in nitesim al sources
m ay not always lead to the desired sym m etry breaking, as is shown by a counterexam ple in
the Appendix C .

To break the gauge symm etry In a Bose system , one has to resort to the Bogolubov shift

29,39]. The latter, kesping in m ind them ost general statistical system , w hether equilibrium
or nonequilbbrium , uniform or nonuniform , w rites as

;= @H+ 1@ ; (67)

wheretistine. The rsttem here isthe condensate wave function, assum ed to be not iden-
tically zero in the presense of the BoseE Instein condensate. The second term in Eq. (67) is
the eld operator ofnoncondensed particles, satisfying the sam e B ose com m utation relations
as (r;t). The correct ssparation of condensed and noncondensed particles presupposes the

orthogonality condition
z

i) 1 (@ de=0; (68)

which exculdes the doublk counting of the degrees of fireedom . In what Pllows, just for
brevity, we shallwrite (r) instead of (r;t), understanding that, generally, the tin e variable
t does enter the dependence ofthe eld cperator, ()= (0.

Forthe theory ofBose system s, it is extram ely in portant to soecify the spaces of states,
which the eld operatorsarede ned on. Thus, the eld operators (r) and Y (r) arede ned
on the Fock space F ( ) generated by the operator Y (r). This m eans the follow ing #1].
T here exists a vacuum state P >, or which

©P>= 0: (69)
The Fock space F ( ) isthe space of all states
2 1 2 »
"= P= Llmisim) V() do P>
n=0 n. i=1
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tation of any pair of its variables.
Tt iseasy to notice that the state ) > , which isa vacuum state for (r), isnot a vacuum
for ; (), shce
1@P> = ®P>6 0:

C onsequently, there should exist another state P >, satisfying the condition
1@P>1=0; (70)

being a vacuum for ; (r). In tum, the state P >, which isa vacuum for ; (r), isnot a
vacuum for (r), asfaras
©P>= @©WPHP>6 0:

The Bogolubov shift (67) is a particular case of canonical transform ations [42]. The
operators (r) and ; (r) can be connected w ith each other by m eans of the transfom ation

. Z nh i
C exp @) (@) @) ¥ (@) dr (71)

and its Inverse

¢! = exp © @© @Y dr : (72)

r)=C 1@¢" (73)
and
0=7¢1 o : (74)
Then it becom es clear that the vacuum for 1 (r) is
P>1=Crp> (75)

The vacua P > and P >, are mutually orthogonal. This can be shown by em ploying
the BakerH ausdor fomula, which for two operators X and ]§, whose com m utator EX.\;BA]
is proportional to the uniy operator, reads as

= ¢ g 1h/\ /\l
&P = &P exp > A; B
U sing this for transform ation (72), we have
z z 12
¢! =exp ) Y @) dr exp © @dr ep - i @ide :  (76)
A cting on the vacuum P >,we nd
12 z
C'Pp>=ep o J @I ep () Y@dr P> : (77)



T his is nothing but the coherent state @3], being the eigenstate of the destruction operator,
®j >= ®J >; (78)

and having In the coordinate representation [@4] the fom
z
J >= oexp ) Y@de P> ; (79)

w ith the nom alization factor
joj=exp - J @©Idr
R espectively, the condensate wave function
=< 3 m®J>

is nothing but the coherent eld related to the coherent state 7 > .
In thisway, the vacuum (75) is the coherent state (79),

P> =C1Pp>=5 > : (80)
T he scalar product of the vacua ) > and P>, is
<0P>,=<0j >=exp = J @idr : (81)
By its de nition, the condensate wave function gives the condensate density
o 3 @F: 82)
T he num ber of condensed particles
Ng = o (r) dr; @®3)

n the presence of the condensate, is not zero, but is m acroscopic In the sense that N /
N ! 1 . Therefore the scalar product

1
<O:D>l=eXp ENO (84)
becom es zero In the them odynam ic I i,
<O0P>,’ 0 N ! 1): (85)

This tells that the vacua P > and P >; are asym ptotically orthogonal. The Fodk spaces
F ()andF ( 1),generated from the related vacua, are orthogonalto each other, except jast
the soke state ) > ;= j >, which isthe vacuum forF ( ;) and the ocoherent state, de ned
by Eq. (78), n F ( ). However, having the sole comm on state for two in nite-dim ensional
soaces m eans the intersection of zero m easure. M oreover, the In uence of this intersection
is elin inated by m eans of the orthogonality condition (68).
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Thus, there are two di erent vacua P > and P > ; and two mutually orthogonal Fock
spaces F () and F ( 1), generated by the eld operators Y and {, respectively. The
operator (71) transform s F ( 1) into F ( ), while the operator (72) transform s F ( ) into
F ( 1). There is no slfadpint operator ¢* that would be de ned on the same soace as
¢ . Therefore the operator ¢ is nonunitary and the transform ations (73) and (74) cannot
be treated as unitary. The eld operators and ; are de ned on di erent spaces. One
says that such operators realize unitary nonequivalent operator representations of canonical
com m utation relations B5].

B reaking the gauge symm etry by the Bogolubov shift (67), one, actually, passes from
the Fock space F ( ) to the space F' ( ;). Since the keft-hand and right-hand sides of Eq.
(67) are de ned on di erent spaces, this equation should be understood as a transform ation

(r) ! @+ 1@ :

Separating the zero-m om entum m ode for a uniform Bose gas, w ith replacing thistem by a
nonoperator quantity,

as has been done in Section V, is m athem atically equivalent to the Bogolibov shift 46].
T he representation ofthe operators of cbservables, expressed through the eld operators .,
and de ned on the Fock space F ( 1), can be called the B ogolubov representation.

In the Bogolubov representation, the operator of condensed particles, according to Egs.
(82) and (83), is a nonoperator quantity, I\fo = N,. Hence, the dispersion of the latter is
zero, 2 N,) = 0. Consequently, the dispersion of the total num ber-ofparticle operator

o= 2l
is com pktely de ned by the dispersion of the operator N'; of noncondensed particles. Thus,
the anom alous N ? dispersion of the condensate particles is rem oved in the Bogolubov rep—
resentation.

C onsidering the idealuniform Bose gasofSection IV In the B ogolubov representation, we
do not m eet the N -anom alous condensate uctuations. N evertheless, particle uctuations,
characterized by the dispersion 2 ®';) / N %3, remain them odynam ically anom alous.
That is, this gas, anyway, is unstable. This conclusion does not depend on whether the
grand canonical or canonical ensem bl has been used. O £ course, In the latter, where the
total num ber of particles is xed, the related dispersion is not de ned. However, one can
calculate the com pressiboility

| |
1 ep @%F

1
TS T oo - > 7
voev oy voeVE oy

1

where F is free energy. For the ideal uniform Bose gas below T, one has R] @P=QV = 0,
hence, ;! 1 ,whith inplies Instability. The Jatter is an Intrinsic feature of the unifomm
dealBosegas [13]. Including particle interactions stabilizes the gas, asisshown In Section V .
The ideal Bose gas can also be stabilized by trapping it n an extemal con ning potential,
such as the ham onic potential [47,48], though not all power-Jaw potentials are abl to
stabilize the system [49].
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T he m essage of this section is that accurately de ning the symm etry properties of the
given system helps to avoid the appearance of unphysical instabilities. A though there also
exist system s, such asthe idealuniform Bose-condensed gas, which are intrinsically unstable.

VIII.NOTION OF REPRESENTATIVE ENSEM BLES

T he consideration ofthe previous Section V IT dem onstrates the In portance of accurately
de ning the system under Investigation. It is not su cient to chose a statistical ensamble,
but often it is also necessary to formm ulate additional conditions specifying the features of
the given system , thus, avoiding the appearance of spurious nstabilities. For instance, one
can take the grand canonical ensam bl w ithout breaking the gauge sym m etry or one m ay
em ploy the grand canonical ensam ble w ith the gauge sym m etry breaking. Thism eans that,
in general, there m ay exist not jist the sole grand canonical ensem ble or the sole canonical
one, but there can exist several such ensambles. Thisproblem ofthe ensam ble nonuniqueness
is just another way of form ulating the problem of the nonuniqueness of the Fodk space and
of the existence of unitary nonequivalent operator representations, which isexplained in the
previous Section V IT.

T hus, for the correct description of a physical system , it is necessary to equip the chosen
statistical ensam bl by additional conditions required for accurately taking account of the
system features. Only such an equipped ensemble will correctly represent the considered
system , that is, w illbe a representative ensem bke.

T he idea ofthe representative ensam bles goesback to G bbshin self B0], who m entioned
the necessity of taking Into acoount all additional Inform ation known about the considered
system , such as the system symm etry, the existence of integrals of m otion, and so on. The
In portance of em ploying representative ensam bles or an adequate description of statistical
system s was em phasized by ter Haar [B1,52]. A detailked discussion of m athem atical tech—
nigques, required for the correct de nition of representative ensembles, can be found in the
review papers [40,53]. In the Janguage of reduced density m atrices, the latter have to satisfy
soeci ¢ constraints in order to correctly represent a given statistical system [B4].

System s, exhlbiting BoseE instein condensation, serve as a very good exam ple dem on—
strating the in portance of taking into acoount their speci ¢ features in order to correctly
describe theirbehaviour. R ich properties ofthese system s require to be very attentive n for-
m ulating the corresponding representative ensam ble. Forgetting to in pose the appropriate
constraints, soecifying the system properties, m ay lead to self-nconsistent calculations and
the appearance of sourious instabilities. In Section V, the exam ple was given of a weakly—
Interacting equilbbrium uniform Bose gas. Now we shall form ulate a general approach to
Bose systam s with arbirarily strong nteractions, being, In general, nonuniform and not
necessarily equilbbriim . W e shall stress the constraints that are com pulsory for de ning a
selfconsistent theory, whidch, for equilbrium system s, resuls in a representative ensamble,
free of ctitious nstabilities.

First of all, as is explained in Section V II, we have to break the gauge symm etry by
m eans of the Bogolubov shift, replacing the eld operator (r;t), acting in the Fock space
F ( ), by the operator

T (o D+ 1 @Y (86)
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de ned on the Fock space F ( 1). In what llows, we shall again om i the tim e variable
In order to sin plify the notation. The st term in the right-hand side of Eq. (86) is the
condensate wave function and the second tem is the eld operator of noncondensed parti-
cles. The replacament (r) ! 7 (r) yields to the passage from the operator representation
on the Fodk space F () to the unitary nonequivalent operator representation, the Bogol-
ubov representation, on the space F' ( 1) only if the condensate wave function (r;t) isnot
dentically zero.

T he energy operator has now to be expressed through the eld operators (86), which
yields the H am iltonian |

Z r 2
H= Y@ g+U ~(r) dr+
1 Z
t3 Y)Y e) € 7 @) dedr?; 87)

In which U = U (r;t) isan extemal eld. The corresponding Lagrangian is

Z

£ ~ () @ A

1& @©dr H : (88)

Tt is in portant to stress that, contrary to a system w ithout condensate, where there is
Just one eld operator variabl , In a Bosecondensed system , there appear two variables
and i, orone can take astwo variables and 7. The condensate wave function de nes
the condensate density (82). T he operator of the total num ber of particles
z
N= Y@~ “@dr 89)

isexpressed through . R espectively, there are two nom alization conditions. O ne condition
is for the condensate wave flinction nom alized to the num ber of condensed particles
z
No= J @3dr: (90)

And another nom alization condition is for ~ nom alized to the total num ber of particles
N =< N >, ie,

N = < Y@ (> dr: (91)

Here and everyw here in this section, the anglk bradkets in ply the averaging over the Fock
space F ( 1).

Ham iltonian 87), wih the eld operator (86), contains the tem s lnear in 1, because
ofwhich theaverage< ; > may benonzero. However, a nonzero < ; > would, in general,
lead to the nonconservation of quantum num bers, such as spin and m om entum , w hich would
be unphysical. Therefore, it is necessary to in pose the constraint for the conservation of
quantum num bers,

< 1@>= 0: (92)



In thisway, three conditions are to be valid for a B oss-condensad system , two nomm alization
conditions (90) and (91), and the quantum -num ber conservation constraint (92).

The m ost general procedure of deriving the equations of m otion is by looking at the
extrem a of the action, under the given additional conditions. In our case, the e ective
action is

z
Al; 1= L+ No+ N+ 7 at: (93)

Here, 1 is the Lagrangian (88). The seocond and third tem s in the integral (93) preserve
the nom alization conditions (90) and (91). And the role of the tem

. Z nh i
) {O+ @ 1@ dr (94)

is to satisfy the quantum -num ber conservation constraint (92). The Lagrange m ultipliers

(r) have to be chosen so that to cancel in Eq. (87) the term s Inear n ;. The absence
of such linear temm s in the H am iltonian, as is known (2], is necessary and su cient for the
validity of condition (92). By introducing the e ective grand H am iltonian

A

Hi; 11 H Ny N (95)

and the resulting Lagrangian
Z " #
Ll 11= (r)iE (x) + y(r)ig ® dec HI[; 117 (96)
r 1 Qt 1 Qt 1 r 117

the e ective action (93) can be rew ritten as
A[; 1]1= L[; .]dt: (97)

A ccording to the standard prescription, the equations ofm otion are cbtained from the vari-
ational principle determm ining the extrem um ofthe action functional (97). T hese variational
equations are

A[il]:

o0 07 98)

w here, for generality, the tin e varabl is w ritten explicitly, and

#“J -0 99)
1 @Y

From Egs. (95), (96), and (97), it follows that Egs. (98) and (99) are identical to the
variational equations

A IR (100)
et U7 T o

w ith the e ective grand H am iltonian (95), and
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& ey LA (101)
i— r;t) = :
et

Explicitly, Eq. (100) is

18 o= iy v o
et 2m
Z h . i
+ o ) 3OF 0+X @) a’; (102)
where " o+ and again, for short, the tin e dependence is om itted. Equation (101)
yields |
2 e E o o+
i— r;t) = — r
et ' 2m '

i

+ o 1 hj OF o+ O OO+ O oI+ X a’: @103)
H ere the notation
X ) {9 .:6) o+ {1 & 1o+

+ @) o+ T 1) 1@ (104)

isused. Averaging Eq. (102), we obtain the equation for the condensate wave finction
!
& (r;t) J:2+U " (o)+
i o) = -
et 2m

+ Z (r r°>h @) O+ 1) O+ @) O < 7O ) 10> ' dr’;
(105)
In which the totaldensity of particlkes
= @+ 1@
is the sum ofthe condensate density (82) and of the density of noncondensed particles
10 < {0 10> ;

also the notation is used for the nom aldensity m atrix

LG < 1@ 1>
and the so-called anom alous density m atrix

L) < 1) 1@ >

which is nonzero because of the broken gauge symm etry.
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Tt isnot our goalto study here particular consequencies of the approach sketched above.
The sok ain of the exam pl of this section is to illustrate the way of constructing a rep—
resentative ensam bl for a rather nontrivial system . This is done by accurately specifying
the basic system properties, such as the broken gauge sym m etry, nom alization conditions,
and the quantum -num ber conservation condition. Follow Ing the m ost general procedure
of action variation, under the speci ed conditions, one autom atically obtains an e ective
Ham iltonian and the related exact equations ofm otion. It is possble to show [B7] that the
latter guarantee the correct behaviour for the spectrum of collective excitations, the validity
of all conservation law s, and the absence of unphysical instabilities.

Tt m ay happen in som e low erorder approxin ations that there is no need to invoke all of
the conditions discussed above. This, for Instance, occurs in the B ogolubov approxin ation
of Section IV . In this approxim ation, one assumes that Ng ! N, hence ! 0. Als,
for a uniform gas, the Ham iltonian tem ofthe st order In  ; vanishes itself, while the
term s of the third and fourth order in ; are neglcted In the Bogolubov second-order
approxin ation. Because ofthis, there is no necessity of introducing the tem (94) . H owever,
allthese conditions are to be taken Into acocount when going to higher-order approxin ations.
In the other cass, the de ned ensamble m ay occur to be nonrepresentative, which can result
In physical noonsistences and  ctitious nstabilities.

Correctly de ning a representative ensamble is also crucially in portant for the problem
of equivalence of statistical ensam bles, which is discussed in the next section.

IX .PROBLEM OF ENSEM BLE EQUIVALENCE

The exam ples of the previous sections show that the stability properties of a system
can be di erent in di erent ensembles. M ore general, the sam e physical quantity m ay be
di erent, being calculated in two di erent ensambles. D oesthism ean the ailire ofthe basic
principle of statistical m echanics, stating the equivalence of ensambles for large system s?
T his question is analyzed in the present section.

First of all, ket us stress that, as is clear from the previous sections, a physical system
and a describing it ensem ble do not exist separately, but they are intim ately connected. A
correct form ulation of an ensem ble does presuppose that it includes the lnfom ation on the
maln system features. An ensamble, which is adequate for the given physical system , is
only that, which properly represents the system , that is, a representative ensem ble. But if
there are two representative ensambles for the sam e system , then, by their de nition, they
must yield identical results for the sam e physical quantities. In the other case, at least
one of these ensam bles does not correctly describe the system , hence, is not representative.
A lso, In the case of equilbrium , it is m eaningfiil to tak only about stablk system s, as far
as an unstabl system cannot be in absolute equilborium . Thus, in tem s of representative
ensam bles, the follow ng statem ent is straightforward: Two ensem bles are equivalent if and
only if both of them are representative for the given stabl system . Conversely, when two
ensam bles are not equivalent, then at least one of them is not representative. An ensemble
that is not representative for the given system m ay be representative for som e other system .
However, there is no any reason to require that two ensambles applied to two di erent
physical system s be equivalent. Ensem ble nonequivalence, vaguely form ulated, is a rather
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arti cial nonphysical problem caused by an In proper usage of ensam bles not representing
the considered system .

To be m ore correct, ket us recall that, generally, one distinguishes two types of ensam —
bl equivalence, them odynam ic and statistical. In them odynam ics, a physical system is
characterized by them odynam ic potentials, each of which is a function of its natural ther-
m odynam ic variables [L{7]. The system is stable, when them odynam ic potentials enpy the
property of convexity or concaviy w ith resoect to the appropriate variables. T he them ody—
nam ic potentials, expressed through di erent them odynam ic variables, are connected w ith
each other by Legendre transform s [L{7]. A 1l them odynam ic characteristics are de ned as
derivatives of them odynam ic potentials. W hen the latter are connected by Legendre trans-
fom s and correspond to a stable (In the sense of the convexiy or concavity property ofthe
potentials) system , then the them odynam ic characteristics, calculated in di erent ensam -
bles, coincide w ith each other. Sum m arizing, the concept of them odynam ic equivalence can
be form ulated as ollow s:

T hem odynam ic equivalkence. Two ensam bles , representing a stable physical system , are
them odynam ically equivalent if and only if their thermm odynam ic potentials are m utually
connected by Legendre transfom s.

A rigorous proof of this statem ent for the case of the m acrocanonical and canonical
ensambles can be found in Refs. [(5,56]. Several exam ples of system s with long-range
Interactions have been considered, whosem icrocanonicalentropy isnot a concave finction of
energy B5{58]. T he intemalenergy of such system s, though being nonadditive, can bem ade
extensive by m eans ofthe K acU hlenbeck-H enm er nom alization [F9]yielding awellde ned
them odynam ic Iim it. T he canonical free energy isa concave function of inverse tem perature,
but them icrocanonicalentropy isnot a concave function ofenergy. Thisdoesnot allow touse
the Legendre transform in both directions [(5,56]. The nonconcaviy of the m icrocanonical
entropy resuls in the appearance, ©Or som e range of energies, of negative soeci c heat, whik
In the canonicalensem ble speci ¢ heat is always positive. Because of this, one tells that, for
such m odels w ith Jong-range Interactions, the m icrocanonical and canonical ensambles are
not equivalent. However, a m icrocanonical ensam bl w ith a nonconcave entropy does not
represent a stable physical system , ie., this ensamble is not representative. A s is explained
above, there isno sense to com pare nonrepresentative ensam bles, which are not obliged to be
equivalent. To m ake the m icrocanonical ensem ble representative, it m ust be com plin ented
by the concavity construction rendering stability again. A fter this, it becom es representative
and com pletely equivalent to the canonicalensemble.

N onconcave m icrocanonical entropy and negative soeci ¢ heat are also known for grav—
ftating system s, as is reviewed In Refs. [60,61]. To avoid the negative speci c heat, one
can again Invoke a concavity construction or to use the canonical ensamble. H owever, con—
trary to otherm odels w ith long-range Interactions, the energy of gravitating system s, being
proportional to N =3, cannot be m ade extensive, which does not allow the existence of the
them odynam ic lin it. For gravitating system s, the condition of global equilbbrium [62]

E
N_ oonst < 0 (106)

is not valid. Therefore, they m ay be in principle unstable, which m akes questionabl the
application for their description of equilbbrium statisticalm echanics.
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The notion of statistical equivalence of ensembles is based on the com parison of the
averages of observable quantities calculated In di erent ensambles. To concretize this, ket
us consider the operators of observables X de ned on a Fock soace F . The s=t of all these
operators form sthe algebra ofcbservables A ﬂ.\g. T he statistical state isde ned [44,63]as
thesst< A > f<X > g com posed of all statistical averages for the algebra of cbservables.
The calculation of the averages is de ned in the standard way as the trace of X, wih a
statistical operator corresponding to the chosen ensambl. Let usde neas< A > the
statistical state related to the grand canonical ensamble, w ith a chem ical potential . For
short, the dependence of the state on tem perature T and volum e V is not show n explicitly.
For instance, the average density is

=—; N =<N> 107)

Suppose, we w ish to com pare the grand canonical and canonical ensem bles. Recall that
the general structure of the Fock space is a direct sum
F= '_H, (108)

n=0

of the n-particlke H ibert spaces H ,,. The pertinent m athem atical details can be found In
Refs. 41,42,44,63]. D e ne a restriction ofthe operatorpf onH, asAAn . Then the statistical
state In the canonicalensam ble can be denoted as< Ay > ,with a xed density and the
num ber of particles N . In view ofthe structure (108), the states< A > and < Ay > are
related through the integral
Z 1

<A > (= OK(;X)<AN(X)> ax ; (109)
Inwhich = () isa solution ofEqg. (107) and N (x) XV . The kemelK ( ;x) is called
the K ac density. T he corresponding states coincide, when in the them odynam ic lim it

K (;x) ! ( X) :
T hen one has

which signi es the statistical equivalence of grand canonical and canonical ensem bles.

C om paring the statistical states, one has to be very cautious, rem em bering that it m ay
happen that there isnot just the sok canonicalor grand canonicalensam ble, but there could
be sveral such ensam bles depending on additional constraints specifying the properties of
the considered system . This is related to the nonunigueness of the Fock space (108) and
the existence of nonequivalent operator representations, as is discussed in Sections V IT and
V ITI. T herefore, one has, rst ofall, to de ne the appropriate representative ensam bles and
only after this one can com pare the related averages. If at kast one of the ensambles isnot
representative, then there is no sense to com pare the averages and equality (110) does not
need to be vald.

As an exam pl, kt us take a Bossoondensed system , which, according to the previous
sections, can be considered either using an operator representation on the gauge-sym m etric
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gace F () or em ploying the Bogolubov representation on the space F ( 1), wih broken
gauge symm etry. In the form er case, some ctitious instabilities m ay arise and Eqg. (110)
m ay beocom e Invalid. H owever, this would not In ply nonequivalence of the ensam bles, but
would sin ply m ean that nonrepresentative ensam bles are involved.

Recall as well that a representative ensamble is assum ed to represent a stable system .
Forunstablm odels, Eq. (110) doesnot have to be alwaysvalid. For lnstance, ifwe consider
the deal Bose gas in a box, which, as hasbeen explained above, is not stable, then there is
no reason to require that Eq. (110) be true. This is really so below the condensation point
[64,65], where the B ose-condensed gas becom es unstable. This instability is m anifested by
them odynam ically anom alousdensity uctuations. The idealBose gas isalso shown [65] to
be unstablk w ith respect to boundary conditions, whose slight variation leads to a dram atic
change ofthe spatialparticle distribution, even in the them odynam ic Iim it. T his is contrary
to the behaviour of realistic stable system s, for which the In uence ofboundary conditions
disappears in the them odynam ic Iim it. Changing, for the ideal Bose gas, the boundary
conditions from repulsive to attractive [65] transfom s the B oseE Instein condensation from
the bulk phenom enon to a strange surface e ect, when the condensate is Jocalized in a narrow
dom ain in the vicinity of the system surface, being m ainly concentrated at the comers of
an In nite box. It is clear that a system , .n which the condensate is localized som ew here at
the comers of an in nite volum e, is a rather unphysical ob gct.

Thus, form ally com paring two ensam bles, one som etin es can arrive at their seem ing
nonequivalence. This, however, in no way invalidates the basic principle of statisticalm e~
chanics stating the ensem ble equivalence. T his jist m eans that at least one of the com pared
ensam bles is not representative, which also lncludes that the system m ay be intrinsically un-—
stable. T he principk of equivalkence holds only for representative ensem bles, which represent
stabk systam s.

X.CONCLUSION

T he analysis is given ofthe relation between the stability properties of statistical system s
and the uctuations of cbservable quantities. The em phasis is m ade on the com posite
observables that are represented by the sum s of several tetmm s. The m ain result of the
paper is the theorem oconnecting the global uctuations of an observable w ith the partial

uctuations of its com ponents. T he theoram is general, being form ulated for an arbitrary
operator represented asa sum of linearly independent selfad pint operators. T hese operators
can be associated w ith the totaland partial observable quantities ofa statistical system . The
theorem tells that: T he totaldispersion of an operator, being a sum of linearly lndependent
selfad pint operators, is them odynam ically anom alous if and only if at least one of the
partial dispersions is anom alous, w ith the power of N in the total dispersion de ned by the
largest partial dispersion. Conversly, the total dispersion is thermm odynam ically nomm al if
and only if all partial dispersions are nom al.

T he theorem allow s us to understand the relation between the uctuations ofpartialob—
servables and the uctuations of the total cbservable. R espectively, the character of partial

uctuations tums out to be directly related to the stability of statistical system s. Several
exam ples illustrate the practicality of the theoram , helping to avoid w rong conclusions that
could happen when studying the behaviour of partial observables. In particular, the uc-
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tuations of condensed, as well as noncondensed particles, In a Bossecondensed system must
be nom al, if the system is assum ed to be stabl. In the sam e way, uctuations is system s
w ith continuous symm etry are also them odynam ically nom al.

B reaking of gauge symm etry helps to elim inate ctitious Instabilities arising In Bose-
condensed system s. G enerally, it is crucially in portant that a system be characterized by
its representative ensemble. Thism akes it possible to avoid arti cial contradictions in the
theory and the related unphysical nstabilities. O ne of the basic principles of statistical
m echanics, the principle of ensam bles equivalence, holds only for representative ensam bles
correctly representing stable statistical system s.
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A ppendix A .N oncom m utativity of B ogolubov Shift

T his A ppendix ilustrates the noncom m utativity ofthe Bogolubov shift and the H artree-
Fodk-B ogolubov approxin ation HFB approxin ation). W hen one accom plishes in fiinction
(52), xst, the Bogolubov shift (53) and then the HFB approxin ation for 1 (r), one gets
expression (55),w ith the correct 1im iting behaviour. But In the otherway round, em ploying,
rst, the HFB approxin ation for (r) and, after this, substituting the Bogolubov shift (53),
one gets

2 l n o

glrz)= 1+ — + — Rel1(@min)+ 1@in)]+ — J: (i) + 31 min)S

T he Ilim iting behaviour of this pair correlation function is not correct, sihoe here

2

onN

™ ‘
~

Im grp)= 1+
2!

r1

which would be true only when | 0. Butwhen 6 0, we confront the problem of the
condensate overcounting. T hence, these procedures are not com m utable. And one has, rst,
to Introduce the Bogolubov shift (53) and only afterthisto resort to the HF B approxin ation.
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A ppendix B . N onexistence of P hase O perator
To show that the representation (63) doesnot exist, wem ay use the m ethod of reduction
to absurdiy. Suppose that this representation is correct. Then, from the comm utation
relation
he); ~)]=1 @« b;
we cbtain for the num berofparticlke operator

7
N A (r) dr

the comm utaton relation h i
I\T\; ~x) = 1i:

From here, taking the m atrix elem ent w ith respect to the num ber basis £h > g, or which
NAj1>= nh>,we nd
0 M<ny @N°> =10

Setting here n = n% we get the senseless equality i= 0. Thus, the representation (63) does
not exist.
N ow , suppose that the representation (64) is correct. Then for the density operator, we
have
1 (r) o) @@= (@©:

H ence, the num ber-ofparticle operator becom es identical to the total num ber of particks,
z
N = @) dr= N

At the sam e timn ¢, there is an exact relation
h i

U sing this for N = N, we get the senseless equality (r) = 0. Henoe, the representation
(64) iswrong.

In this way, neither representation (63) nor representation (64) are correct. T he phase
operator, de ned through these representations, does not exist. To introduce correctly a
kind of a quasiphase operator, one should em ploy the Pegg-B amett technique [36].
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A ppendix C .G auge-Sym m etry B reaking

T he sin ple m ethod of iIn nitesim al sources m ay not always break gauge symm etry. To
Mustrate this, it is su cient to give at least one counterexam ple. For this purpose, ket us
consider the H am iltonian 7

H = Y)! () @dr;

w ith a positive function ! (r) > 0. This Ham iltonian is invarant under the gauge transfor-
m ation

@ ! é @;

where is any realvalued number. Hence < (r) >= 0. To break the gauge symm etry,
follow Ing the standard m ethod of In nitesim al sources, one adds to the Ham iltonian H a
tem lifting the sym m etry. For instance, the H am iltonian
Z n i
Ho H " ) @+ @ Y@ dr;

where (r) isa com plex-valued function, is not gauge invariant. T he Jatter H am iltonian can
be diagonalized by m eans of the canonical transform ation
)  —

=" ©) + @

in which thenew eld operator (r) enjpys the sam e comm utation relationsas (r). Then
we have VA
Ho=En+ ! ) @ dr;
w ith the notation
E "

Forthe diagonalin  (r) Ham ittonian H+, onehas< (r) >= 0. T herefore

A ccording to the m ethod of in nitesim al sources, after calculating the averages, one should
st " ! 0.But then
< @m>! 0 ™! 0);

because of which the gauge sym m etry has not been broken. C ontrary to this, the B ogolibov
shift (67) isa su cient condition for gauge-sym m etry breaking.
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