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Abstract

Therm odynam icstability ofstatisticalsystem srequiresthatsusceptibili-

tiesbesem ipositiveand �nite.Susceptibilitiesareknown to berelated to the


uctuations ofextensive observable quantities. This relation becom es non-

trivial,when the operatorofan observable quantity isrepresented asa sum

ofoperatorscorresponding to the extensive system parts.The association of

thedispersionsofthepartialoperatorterm swith thetotaldispersion isana-

lyzed.A specialattention ispaid tothedependenceofdispersionson thetotal

num berofparticles N in the therm odynam ic lim it. An operator dispersion

iscalled therm odynam ically norm al,ifitisproportionalto N atlargevalues

ofthelatter.W hile,ifthedispersion isproportionalto a higherpowerofN ,

itisterm ed therm odynam ically anom alous.Thefollowing theorem isproved:

The globaldispersion ofa com posite operator,which isa sum oflinearly in-

dependentself-adjointterm s,istherm odynam ically anom alousifand only if

at least one ofthe partialdispersions is anom alous,the power ofN in the

globaldispersion being de�ned by the largestpartialdispersion.Conversely,

the globaldispersion is therm odynam ically norm alifand only ifallpartial

dispersionsare norm al.The application ofthe theorem isillustrated by sev-

eralexam plesofstatisticalsystem s.Thenotion ofrepresentativeensem blesis

form ulated. The relation between the stability and equivalence ofstatistical

ensem blesisdiscussed.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Stability ofstatisticalsystem sand the
uctuationsofobservablequantitiesareknown to

beintim ately related.The
uctuationscan becharacterized by thecorresponding suscepti-

bilities,such asspeci�c heat,isotherm alcom pressibility,orlongitudinalm agneticsuscepti-

bility.Thesusceptibilitiesareconnected with thedispersionsoftheoperatorsrepresenting

observablequantities.In whatfollows,weshalldealwith theso-called extensiveobservables,

whose averagesare proportionalto the totalnum berofparticlesN ,when N islarge [1,2].

Theexistenceofthetherm odynam iclim itisassum ed,when N isasym ptotically large,such

thatN ! 1 .

Note thatsusceptibilitiescan also be connected with the 
uctuationsofintensive ther-

m odynam ic variables,such as pressure and tem perature [3,4]. However,in this paper we

shallconsideronly the
uctuationsofextensive observables.

Forstable statisticalsystem sin equilibrium ,the susceptibilitiesare positive and �nite,

which followsfrom theirrelationsto the dispersionsofthe corresponding operatorobserv-

ables[5]or,on the generaltherm odynam ic level,stem sfrom the second law oftherm ody-

nam ics [6]. The susceptibilities m ay becom e divergent only at the points ofsecond-order

phasetransitions,which,however,by de�nition,arethepointsofinstability.Really,atthe

pointofa phasetransition,onephasebecom esunstable,asa consequence,ittransform sto

another,stable,phase. After the phase transition has occurred,allsusceptibilities in the

stablephasego �nite.

The 
uctuationsofextensive observables,related to thecorresponding operatordisper-

sions,can beclassi�ed ontotwotypes,accordingtotheirdependenceon thetotalnum berof

particlesN in thegiven statisticalsystem ,when the num berN islarge,such thatN � 1.

Thisim pliesthatthetherm odynam iclim itisassum ed.The
uctuationsarecalled therm o-

dynam ically norm al,when therelated operatordispersion isproportionalto N .Conversely,

ifthe operatordispersion isproportionalto N �,with � > 1,then the related 
uctuations

areterm ed therm odynam ically anom alous.

The�nitenessofsusceptibilitiesin stableequilibrium system sm eansthatthecorrespond-

ing 
uctuationsare therm odynam ically norm al. Oppositely,the divergence ofsusceptibil-

itiesatthe criticalpoints shows thatthe 
uctuationsofthe related extensive observables

are therm odynam ically anom alous. In a stable system ,outside phase transition points,all

susceptibilities are �nite,which tells that the 
uctuations ofallextensive observables are

therm odynam ically norm al.

It is worth warning the reader that therm odynam ically norm alor anom alous 
uctua-

tionshavenothing to do with thenorm al,thatis,Gaussian distributions.Therm odynam ic

norm ality oranom aly are the notionsdescribing the therm odynam ic behaviour ofthe re-

lated operatordispersionswith respectto the totalnum berofparticles. In calculating the

corresponding averagesany quantum orclassicalprobability m easures,ofarbitrary nature,

can beem ployed.

In the presentpaper,generalrelationsbetween the 
uctuationsofobservablesand the

stability ofstatisticalsystem s are studied. The em phasis is on the case,which is not a

standard one,when theobservablequantitiesarerepresented assum sofseveralterm s,cor-

responding to m acroscopicpartsofthesystem .Then therelation between the
uctuations

ofthepartialterm sand the
uctuationsoftheglobalobservablesisnotevident.A general

2



theorem isrigorously proved,connecting thebehaviourof
uctuationsofglobaland partial

observables.Thistheorem isbrie
yform ulated in theAbstractand itsm athem aticallyrigor-

ousform ulation isgiven in Section III.Thedirectinterrelation between thetherm odynam ic

behaviour of
uctuations and stability is em phasized. It is also shown that the stability

ofstatisticalsystem s is intricately connected with the notions ofsym m etry breaking and

ensem ble equivalence.

II.FLU C T U AT IO N S O F O B SERVA B LES A N D STA B ILIT Y

In quantum statisticalm echanics,observable quantities are represented by self-adjoint

operatorsfrom thealgebra ofobservables.Asisexplained in theIntroduction,only exten-

sive observablesare considered in the paper. Fluctuationsofthe observable quantitiesare

characterized by the related operator dispersions. Let Â be an operator representing an

extensive observablequantity.Itsdispersion is

�
2
(Â)� < Â

2
> � < Â >

2
; (1)

wheretheanglebrackets,asusual,denotestatisticalaveraging.

The dispersions ofthe operators,representing extensive observables,are directly con-

nected with the associated susceptibilities,which can be m easured. Thus,the 
uctuations

oftheHam iltonian H ,quanti�ed by itsdispersion � 2(H ),de�nethespeci�c heat

CV �
1

N

 
@E

@T

!

V

=
� 2(Ĥ )

N T2
; (2)

where E � < H > is internalenergy,N is the totalnum ber ofparticles in the system of

volum eV ,and T istem perature.Hereand in whatfollows,theBoltzm an constantissetto

unity,kB � 1. The 
uctuationsofthe num berofparticlesare described by the dispersion

� 2(N̂ )ofthenum ber-of-particleoperator N̂ ,yielding theisotherm alcom pressibility

�T � �
1

V

 
@V

@P

!

T

=
� 2(N̂ )

N �T
; (3)

inwhich P ispressure,N � < N̂ >,and� � N =V istheaverageparticledensity.In m agnetic

system s,with theZeem an interaction � �0
P

iB � SioftheoperatorspinsSiwith an external

m agnetic�eld B ,the
uctuationsofthem agnetization M � � < M̂ � > aredescribed by the

dispersion � 2(M̂ �) ofthe m agnetization operator M̂ � � �0
P N

i= 1S
�
i,which results in the

longitudinalm agneticsusceptibility

�� �
1

N

 
@M �

@B �

!

=
� 2(M̂ �)

N T
: (4)

In thenotation,used above,�0 = �h
S,with 
S being the gyrom agnetic ratio fora particle

ofspin S. In what follows,we shalluse the system ofunits setting to unity the Planck

constant�h � 1.

The speci�c heat(2),isotherm alcom pressibility (3),orm agnetic susceptibility (4)are

the exam ples ofthe susceptibilities associated with the 
uctuationsofobservables. These
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therm odynam iccharacteristicsarereadily m easured in experim ents.Atthepointsofphase

transitions,the susceptibilities can diverge,since such points are the pointsofinstability.

Butforstable equilibrium system ,the susceptibilitiesare alwayspositive and �nite forall

N ,including thetherm odynam ic lim it,when N ! 1 ,V ! 1 ,so that� � N =V ! const.

In principle,itisadm issible to im agine the situation,when a phase transition occurs not

m erely ata pointbutin a �niteregion ofa therm odynam icvariable[7],insidewhich region

the system rem ainsunstable and displaysa divergentsusceptibility. Such a case,however,

isquite m arginal,and rarely,ifever,happensforrealstatisticalsystem s. In any event,as

soon asthe phase transition isover,so thatthe system becom esstable,allsusceptibilities

go �nite.

Thefollowingpicturesum m arizestheaboveconsideration.Theextensiveobservablesofa

statisticalsystem arerepresented byHerm itian operators.The
uctuationsofan observable,

represented by an operator Â,arequanti�ed by theoperatordispersion � 2(Â),whoseratio

� 2(Â)=N to thetotalnum berofparticlescharacterizestheassociated susceptibility. Fora

stablesystem ,thelatterm ustbesem ipositiveand �nite,whileifitisdivergentornegative,

thesystem isunstable.Thiscan beform ulated asa necessary stability condition

0�
� 2(Â)

N
< 1 : (5)

Theratio � 2(Â)=N playstheroleofa generalized susceptibility,related to theoperator Â.

Exam ples ofcondition (5)are the stability conditionson the speci�c heat(2),isotherm al

com pressibility (3),and m agneticsusceptibility (4),according to which

0� CV < 1 ; 0� �T < 1 ; 0� �� < 1 : (6)

Thesetherm odynam iccharacteristicsareusually strictly positiveat�nitetem perature,be-

com ing zero only atzero tem perature.

In thisway,the dispersion ofthe operator Â,representing an extensive observable,has

to beproportionalto thenum berofparticles:

�
2
(Â)/ N : (7)

Then the dispersion iscalled therm odynam ically norm al. The therm odynam ic lim itisas-

sum ed here,so thatN � 1.W hen Eq.(7)isnotsatis�ed,sothat� 2(Â)/ N � with � > 1,

thedispersion iscalled therm odynam ically anom alous.Respectively,the
uctuationsofthe

related observable,characterized by the dispersion � 2(Â),are term ed therm odynam ically

norm al,provided Eq.(7)isvalid,and they arenam ed therm odynam ically anom alousifEq.

(7)doesnothold.

In stablesystem s,the
uctuationsofobservablesarealwaysnorm al,and thecorrespond-

ing susceptibilities are �nite. These susceptibilities can be m easured in experim ent,either

directlyorthrough otherm easurablequantities.Forexam ple,theisotherm alcom pressibility

can bem easured through thesound velocity

s
2 �

1

m

 
@P

@�

!

T

=
1

m ��T
; (8)
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wherem istheparticlem ass.Thecom pressibility can also befound from thecentralvalue

ofthestructuralfactor

S(0)=
T

m s2
= �T�T : (9)

And thestructuralfactor

S(k)= 1+ �

Z

[g(r)� 1]e
�ik�r

dr; (10)

in which g(r)isthepaircorrelation function,can bem easured in scattering experim ents.

III.T H EO R EM O N T O TA L FLU C T U AT IO N S

In som ecases,theoperatorsofobservableshavetheform ofthesum

Â =
X

i

Â i (11)

ofself-adjointterm s Â i. As hasbeen stressed above,we consider here only extensive ob-

servables,such that the statisticalaverage < Â > is proportionalto the totalnum ber of

particlesN ,when thetherm odynam iclim itN ! 1 isim plied.AllpartsÂ iareassum ed to

havethesam edim ension asÂ and also to betheoperatorsofextensiveobservables,so that

< Â i>/ N .Forexam ple,Â 1 = K̂ and Â 2 = Ŵ could bekineticand potentialenergiesfor

a system ofN particles. Then Eq. (11)would give the Ham iltonian Ĥ = K̂ + Ŵ .Orone

can considertheoperatorofthenum berofparticles N̂ = N̂ 0 + N̂ 1 asa sum (11)com posed

oftheoperatorsofcondensed particles,N̂ 0,and ofnoncondensed particles,N̂ 1,fora system

with Bose-Einstein condensate.Foreach oftheterm s,onem ay considerpartial
uctuations

quanti�ed by the dispersions � 2(Â i). Then ofthe principalinterest is the problem how

thepartialdispersions� 2(Â i)arecorrelated with thetotaldispersion �
2(Â)? Forinstance,

could it be that som e ofthe partialdispersions are therm odynam ically anom alous,while

thetotaldispersion rem ainstherm odynam ically norm al,so thatthesystem asa totalstays

stable? Theanswerto such questionsisgiven by thefollowing theorem .

T heorem . Let the operator Â ofan extensive observable quantity be represented as

a sum oflinearly independent self-adjoint operators Â i,being ofthe sam e dim ension and

also representing extensive observables,such that< Â i>/ N in thetherm odynam ic lim it.

Then the globaldispersion � 2(Â)istherm odynam ically anom alous,so that� 2(Â)/ N �

with � > 1,ifand only ifatleastoneofthepartialdispersions� 2(Â i)istherm odynam ically

anom alous. The power � in the dependence � 2(Â)/ N �,as N ! 1 ,is de�ned by the

largestpowerofallpartialdispersions� 2(Â i). Conversely,the globaldispersion � 2(Â)is

therm odynam ically norm al,such that� 2(Â)/ N in the therm odynam ic lim it,ifand only

ifallpartialdispersions� 2(Â i)aretherm odynam ically norm al.

Proof. First,let us note that it is m eaningfulto consider only linearly independent

term s in the sum (11),since in the opposite case, when som e ofthe term s are linearly

dependent,itisstraightforward toexpressoneofthem through theothers,sothattoreduce

thenum berofterm sinsum (11).Forconcreteness,inthefollowingproof,therepresentatives
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ofobservablesarecalled operators,which assum esthecaseofaquantum system .Ofcourse,

the sam e argum entation is valid for classicalsystem s as well,for which one just has to

replacetheterm "operator" by theterm "classicalrandom variable".

Thedispersion fortheoperatorsum (11)can bewritten as

�
2
(Â)=

X

i

�
2
(Â i)+ 2

X

i< j

cov(Â i;Â j); (12)

wherethecovariance

cov(Â i;Â j)�
1

2
< Â iÂ j + Â jÂ i> � < Â i>< Â j > (13)

isem ployed.Thelatterenjoysthesym m etry property

cov(Â i;Â j)= cov(Â j;Â i):

Thedispersionsare,by de�nition,sem ipositive,whilethecovariancescan bepositiveaswell

asnegative.

Itissu�cientto provethetheorem forthesum oftwo operators,when

�
2
(Â i+ Â j)= �

2
(Â i)+ �

2
(Â j)+ 2cov(Â i;Â j): (14)

This follows from the sim ple fact that any sum ofterm s m ore than two can always be

rede�ned asa sum oftwo new term s.W eassum ethatin Eq.(14),wherei6= j,both term s

areoperatorsbutnotclassicalfunctions.Ifone ofthe term swere justa classicalfunction,

then wewould havea trivialequality

�
2
(Â i+ const)= �

2
(Â i);

with theleft-hand and right-hand sidesbeingsim ultaneously eithertherm odynam ically nor-

m aloranom alous.

Theelem ents

�ij � cov(̂A i;Â j); (15)

having theproperties�ii= � 2(Â i)� 0and �ij = �ji,form thecovariancem atrix [�ij].This

m atrix is sym m etric. For a set ofarbitrary real-valued num bers xi,with i= 1;2;:::;n,

wheren isan integer,onehas

<

"
nX

i= 1

�

Â i� < Â i>
�

xi

#2

>=

nX

i;j= 1

�ijxixj � 0: (16)

Theright-handsideofequality(16)isasem ipositivequadraticform .Thetheoryofquadratic

form s[8]tellsusthataquadraticform issem ipositiveifand onlyifallprincipalm inorsofits

coe�cientm atrix arenon-negative.Thus,thesequentialprincipalm inorsofthecovariance

m atrix [�ij],with i;j= 1;2;:::;n,areallnon-negative.In particular,

�ii�jj � �ij�ji� 0:

6



This,becauseofthesym m etry �ij = �ji,takestheform

�
2

ij � �ii�jj :

Hence,thecorrelation coe�cient

�ij �
�ij

p
�ii�jj

(17)

possessestheproperty

�
2

ij � 1:

The equality �2ij = 1 holds true ifand only if Â i and Â j are linearly dependent. The

su�cientcondition isevident,since if Â j = a+ bÂ i,with a and bbeing any realnum bers,

then �ij = b�ii and �jj = b2�ii,thence �ij = b=jbj,from where �2ij = 1. To prove the

necessary condition,letusassum e that�2ij = 1. Therefore �ij = � 1. Letusconsiderthe

dispersion

�
2

 
Â i
p
�ii

�
Â j
p
�jj

!

= 2(1� �ij)� 0:

Thevalue�ij = 1 ispossiblethen and only then,when

�
2

 
Â i
p
�ii

�
Â j
p
�jj

!

= 0:

Thedispersion can bezero ifand only if

Â i
p
�ii

�
Â j
p
�jj

= const;

which im plies thatthe operators Â i and Â j are linearly dependent. In the sam e way,the

value�ij = � 1 ispossibleifand only if

�
2

 
Â i
p
�ii

+
Â j
p
�jj

!

= 0:

And thisisadm issible then and only then,when

Â i
p
�ii

+
Â j
p
�jj

= const;

which again m eans the linear dependence ofthe operators Â i and Â j. As far as these

operators,by assum ption,arelinearly independent,onehas

�
2

ij < 1: (18)

Thisinequality isequivalentto

�
2

ij < �ii�jj ;
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which,em ploying notation (15),becom es
�
�
�cov(̂A i;Â j)

�
�
�
2

< �
2
(Â i)�

2
(Â j): (19)

Now,equality (14)can berepresented as

�
2
(Â i+ Â j)= �ii+ �jj + 2�ij

p
�ii�jj ; (20)

where,asisshown above,j�ijj< 1.Altogethertherecan occurno m orethan fourfollowing

cases. First,both partialdispersions �ii = � 2(Â i)and �jj = � 2(Â j)are norm al,so that

�ii / N and �jj / N .Then,from Eq.(20)itisobviousthatthetotaldispersion � 2(Â i+

Â j) / N is also norm al. Second,one ofthe partialdispersions,say �ii / N ,is norm al,

butanotherone isanom alous,�jj / N �,with � > 1.From Eq.(20),using the inequality

(1+ �)=2 < �,one has � 2(Â i+ Â j) / N �. That is,the totaldispersion is anom alous,

with the sam e power � as �jj. Third,both partialdispersions are anom alous,such that

�ii / N �i and �jj / N �j with di�erent powers,say 1 < �i < �j. Then Eq. (20),with

taking accountofthe inequality (�i+ �j)=2 < �j,showsthat�
2(Â i+ Â j)/ N �j.Hence,

thetotaldispersion isalsoanom alous,with thepower�j ofthelargestpartialdispersion �jj.

Fourth,both partialdispersionsare anom alous,�ii / c2iN
� and �jj / c2jN

�,where ci > 0

and cj > 0,with the sam e power�. In thatcase,Eq. (20)yields � 2(Â i+ Â j)= cijN
�,

where

cij / (ci� cj)
2
+ 2cicj(1+ �ij)> 0;

which isstrictlypositiveinview ofinequality(18).Thatis,thetotaldispersion isanom alous,

having the sam e power � ofN as both partialdispersions. After listing alladm issible

cases,wesee thatthetotaldispersion isanom alousifand only ifatleastoneofitspartial

dispersions is anom alous,with the power ofN ofthe totaldispersion being equalto the

largestpowerofpartialdispersions.Conversely,thetotaldispersion isnorm alifand only if

allitspartialdispersionsarenorm al.Thisconcludestheproofofthetheorem .

This theorem was,�rst,announced,without proof,in Ref. [9]. The proof,presented

above,is rather general,being valid for arbitrary operators and statisticalsystem s. The

theorem can beapplied to any system .Forinstance,thiscan bea m ulticom ponentsystem ,

wheretheindex iin Eq.(11)enum eratesthecom ponents.In recentyears,m uch attention is

given tosystem swith Bose-Einstein condensate(seereview articles[10{12]).Theproblem of


uctuationsin such system shasreceived a greatdealofattention,with a num berofpapers

claim ing the existence ofanom alous
uctuationseverywhere below the condensation point

(see discussion in Ref. [13]). In the following sections,the exam ples ofBose-condensed

system s willbe considered. In addition to being naturally separated into the condensed

and noncondensed parts,Bose system scan also display the coexistence ofseveralcoherent

topologicalm odes[14{23].Anotherpossibility isthecoexistenceofatom sin severalinternal

states,which,e.g.,hasbeen studied in collectiveRam an scattering [24].

IV .ID EA L B O SE G A S

The uniform idealBose gas below the condensation tem perature is known to exhibit

anom alousnum ber-of-particle
uctuations[25,26].Here,thiscasewillbebrie
y recalled for

thepurposeofillustrating theabovetheorem .
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Thecondensation tem peratureoftheidealuniform Bosegasis

Tc =
2�

m

"
�

�(3=2)

#2=3

; (21)

where�(3=2)�= 2:612.Below thistem perature,thenum ber-of-particleoperatoristhesum

N̂ = N̂ 0 + N̂ 1 (22)

oftheterm scorresponding to condensed and noncondensed particles,respectively,

N̂ 0 = a
y

0a0 ; N̂ 1 =
X

k6= 0

a
y

kak ;

wherea
y

k andak arethecreationandannihilationoperatorsofBoseparticleswithm om entum

k.

The dispersion forthe totalnum ber-of-particle operator N̂ can becalculated by m eans

ofthederivativeoverthechem icalpotential�,so that

�
2
(N̂ )= T

@N

@�
(� ! � 0): (23)

Theaveragenum berofparticlesN =< N̂ > isgiven by thesum

N = N 0 + N 1 (24)

ofcondensed,

N 0 � < a
y

0a0 > =
�

e
��� � 1

��1
; (25)

and noncondensed,

N 1 � < N̂ 1 > =
N

��3T
g3=2

�

e
��
�

; (26)

particles,where� ! � 0,

�T �

s

2�

m T
; � �

1

T
;

and theBose-Einstein function is

gn(z)�
1

�(n)

Z
1

0

zun�1

eu � z
du :

Letusstressthattheterm s N̂ 0 and N̂ 1 in thesum (23)arelinearly independent.Di�eren-

tiating thesum (24),onehasthetotaldispersion

�
2
(N̂ )= �

2
(N̂ 0)+ �

2
(N̂ 1); (27)

9



with thepartialdispersions

�
2
(N̂ 0)= T

@N 0

@�
; �

2
(N̂ 1)= T

@N 1

@�
:

From Eqs.(25)and (26),we�nd thedispersion forcondensed particles,

�
2
(N̂ 0)= N 0(1+ N 0); (28)

and fornoncondensed particles,

�
2
(N̂ 1)=

N

��3T
g1=2

�

e
��
�

; (29)

where � ! � 0. Asfarasthe existence ofBose-Einstein condensate presupposes thatthe

num ber ofcondensed particles N 0 is m acroscopic,that is,proportionalto N ,then from

Eq. (28) and the relation N 0 / N � 1,we have � 2(N 0) / N 2. Expression (29) in the

therm odynam iclim itpossessesan infrared divergence caused by theintegral

g1=2(1)/
1
p
�

Z 1

um in

du

u3=2
;

in which

um in =
k2m in

2m T
; km in /

1

L
;

with L / V 1=3. Consequently,g1=2(1) / L=�T. Thus,dispersion (29) diverges at �nite

tem peraturesas

�
2
(N̂ 1)/ (m T)

2
V
4=3

: (30)

In thisway,both dispersions forthe num ber-of-particle operatorsofcondensed aswellas

noncondensed particlesareanom alous:

�
2
(N̂ 0)/ N

2
; �

2
(N̂ 1)/ N

4=3
:

Asa result,thetotaldispersion (27)isalso anom alous,� 2(N̂ )/ N 2,with thepowerofN

given by � 2(N̂ 0).

The anom alousdispersion � 2(N̂ )leads,according to Eq. (3),to the divergence ofthe

isotherm alcom pressibility,as�T / N ,everywhere below Tc,exceptT = 0.Butthesystem

with a divergentcom pressibility isnotstable.Therefore,the idealuniform Bosegasbelow

the condensation tem perature (21) is a pathologicalobject,being unstable in the whole

region 0 < T � Tc.In otherwords,such a gasdoesnotexistasa stable statisticalsystem

[13].

Itisworth em phasizing thattheanom alous
uctuationsofthecondensatecan becured

bybreakinggaugesym m etryaswillbeexplained below.Howeverthe
uctuationsofnoncon-

densed particlesrem ain anom alous,with thedispersion � 2(N̂ 1)/ N
4=3

1 in both ensem bles,

grand canonicalaswellascanonical[25,26].Therefore,theinstability oftheidealuniform

Bose gasbelow Tc isnotan artifactcaused by the choice ofan ensem ble,buta property

peculiarto thissystem .
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V .IN T ER A C T IN G B O SE G A S

There exists a popularm yth thatthe num ber-of-particle 
uctuations ofnoncondensed

particlesin an interacting Bose gasbelow Tc rem ain anom alous,corresponding to the dis-

persion � 2(N̂ 1)/ N 4=3,ofthe sam e type asthatforthe idealBose gas(see discussion in

Ref. [13]). Ifthis were true,then according to the theorem ofSection 3,the totaldis-

persion � 2(N̂ )would also be anom alous,with the powerofN notsm allerthan 4=3. This

would im ply thatthe isotherm alcom pressibility divergesatleastas�T / N 1=3.Hence the

system asa whole would be unstable. In turn,this would m ean thatthere are no stable

statisticalsystem s with Bose-Einstein condensate. Such a conclusion,ofcourse,would be

too radical,because ofwhich itisnecessary to reconsiderthe procedure ofcalculating the

num ber-of-particledispersionsforBose-condensed system s.

Letusconsidera weakly interacting Bosegasatlow tem peratures,when theBogolubov

theory [27{29]isapplicable.Them ain pointsofthistheory areasfollows.Onestartswith

thestandard Ham iltonian

H =

Z

 
y
(r)

 

�
r 2

2m
� �

!

 (r)dr+
1

2

Z

 
y
(r) 

y
(r

0
)�(r� r

0
) (r

0
) (r)drdr

0
(31)

in term softheBose�eld operators (r)and  y(r).Theinteraction potentialisassum ed to

besym m etric,such that�(� r)= �(r),and soft,allowing fortheFouriertransform ation

�(r)=
1

V

X

k

�ke
ik�r

; �k =

Z

�(r)e
�ik�r

dr:

Thecondensateisseparated by m eansoftheBogolubov shift

 (r)=  0 +  1(r); (32)

in which

 0 =
a0
p
V
;  1(r)=

X

k6= 0

ak’k(r); (33)

and,keeping in m ind a uniform system ,the expansion is over the plane waves ’k(r) =

eik�r=
p
V . The gauge sym m etry ofHam iltonian (31)isbroken by setting a0 =

p
N 0. As-

sum ingthatN 0 � N ,oneom itsfrom thetotalHam iltonian theterm softhethird and fourth

orderwith respectto the operatorsak ofnoncondensed particles,where k 6= 0. Retaining

only theterm sup to thesecond orderin ak,onegetsthequadraticHam iltonian

H 2 =
1

2
N ��0 +

X

k6= 0

!ka
y

kak � �N +
1

2

X

k6= 0

� k

�

a
y

ka
y

�k + a�k ak

�

; (34)

in which thenotation forthequantities

!k �
k2

2m
+ �(�0 + �k)� � (35)

and

11



� k � ��k (36)

isem ployed.

The quadratic Ham iltonian (34)is diagonalized by m eans ofthe Bogolubov canonical

transform ation

ak = ukbk + v
�
�k b

y

�k ;

in which

u
2

k � v
2

k = 1; ukvk = �
� k

2"k
;

u
2

k =

q

"2k + � 2
k + "k

2"k
=
!k + "k

2"k
; v

2

k =

q

"2k + � 2
k � "k

2"k
=
!k � "k

2"k
;

and "k istheBogolubov spectrum

"k =

q

!2
k � �2k : (37)

The condensate separation through the Bogolubov shift(32)ism eaningfulonly when the

particlespectrum (37)toucheszero atk = 0,which gives

� = ��0 : (38)

Thus,onecom esto theBogolubov Ham iltonian

H B = E 0 +
X

k6= 0

"kb
y

kbk � �N ; (39)

with theground-stateenergy

E 0 =
1

2
N ��0 �

1

2

X

k6= 0

(!k � "k): (40)

Using thechem icalpotential(38),forthespectrum (35)onehas

!k =
k2

2m
+ ��k : (41)

W ith thediagonalBogolubov Ham iltonian (39),itiseasy to �nd thenorm al,

nk � < a
y

kak > ; (42)

and anom alous,

�k � < aka�k > ; (43)

averages.W ehave

nk =
!k

2"k
(1+ 2�k)�

1

2
(44)

and
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�k = �
� k

2"k
(1+ 2�k); (45)

where

�k � < b
y

kbk > =
�

e
�"k � 1

��1
: (46)

Now letusturn to investigating the num ber-of-particle 
uctuations. In the Bogolubov

approxim ation,thenum ber-of-particleoperatorsforcondensed,N̂ 0,and noncondensed,N̂ 1,

particlesareuncorrelated,so that

< N̂ 0N̂ 1 > = < N 0 >< N̂ 1 > : (47)

Hence,theircovariance

cov(N̂ 0;N̂ 1)= 0:

Therefore

�
2
(N̂ )= �

2
(N̂ 0)+ �

2
(N̂ 1): (48)

Calculating the dispersion � 2(N̂ 1)forthe num ber-of-particle operatorofnoncondensed

particles

N̂ 1 =
X

k6= 0

a
y

kak ;

one hasto work outthe four-operatorexpression < a
y

kaka
y
qaq > or,afterinvolving the Bo-

golubov canonicaltransform ation,oneneedsto treatthefour-operatorterm s< b
y

kbkb
y
qbq >.

Such four-operatorproductsarereorganized by m eansoftheW ick decoupling,which yields

�
2
(N̂ 1)=

X

k6= 0

(  

1+
2m 2c4k

"2k

!

�k(1+ �k)+
m 2c4k

2"2k

)

: (49)

Herethenotation

ck �

s

��k

m

forthee�ective sound velocity isused,which enterstheBogolubov spectrum (37)as

"k =

v
u
u
t
(ckk)

2 +

 
k2

2m

! 2

: (50)

Replacing in Eq.(49)thesum m ation by integration,onegetsan infrared divergence of

the type N
R
dk=k2.Lim iting here the integration by m inim alkm in = 1=L,with L / N 1=3,

onegets� 2(N̂ 1)/ N 4=3,which isanom alous.Rem aining in thefram eofthediscrete wave

vectorsk doesnotsavethesituation,and thedispersion � 2(N̂ 1)standsanom alous.But,as

followsfrom thetheorem ofSec.III,theanom alouspartialdispersion yieldstheanom alous

totaldispersion � 2(N̂ ),which in thepresentcaseisevidentfrom Eq.(48).Asa result,the

com pressibility (3)divergesas�T / N 1=3,which im pliesthe instability ofthe system asa

whole.Thusonewould com eto thestrangeconclusion thatstableBose-condensed system s

do notexist.
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However,the conclusion on the appearance ofanom alous
uctuationsin Bose system s,

derived from Eq.(49),isnotcorrect.Them istakehereisin thefollowing.A basicpointof

theBogolubov theory isthecontraction ofthetotalHam iltonian (31)to thequadraticform

(34),om itting allterm s ofthe order higher than two with respect to the operators ak of

noncondensed particles.TheBogolubov theory isa second-ordertheory with respectto ak.

Beingin thefram eofasecond-ordertheory im posestherestriction ofkeepingonlytheterm s

ofup to thesecond orderwhen calculating any physicalquantities,and om itting allhigher

orderterm s.In working outthedispersion � 2(N̂ 1),one m eetsthefourth-orderterm swith

respectto ak. Such fourth-orderterm sare notde�ned in the second-orderapproxim ation.

The calculation ofthe fourth-order expressions in the second-order approxim ation is not

self-consistent,i.e.,itisincorrect.

A correctcalculation of� 2(N̂ )in thefram eoftheBogolubovtheorycan beaccom plished

in thefollowing way.By invoking therelations(3),(9),and (10),wehave

�
2
(N̂ )= N

�

1+ �

Z

[g(r)� 1]dr

�

: (51)

Thepaircorrelation function is

g(r12)=
1

�2
<  

y
(r1) 

y
(r2) (r2) (r1)> ; (52)

wherer12 = r1 � r2.

Forthe�eld operators,oneassum estheBogolubov shift(32),which taking into account

thatin the therm odynam ic lim itthe condensate operator 0 becom es a classicalnum ber,

can bewritten as

 (r)= � +  1(r); (53)

wherethe�rstterm istheBogolubov orderparam eter

� = <  (r)> = <  0 > ; (54)

which can besetas� =
p
�0,with �0 � N0=V .Here � doesnotdepend on r fora uniform

system underconsideration.

The paircorrelation function (52)can be sim pli�ed by invoking the W ick decoupling.

This,however,m ustbehandled with care.A delicatepointisthattheW ick decoupling and

theBogolubov shift(53)do notcom m utewith each other.In thepresentcontext,theW ick

decoupling isequivalentto theHartree-Fock-Bogolubov approxim ation.Thelatterdoesnot

com m ute with the Bogolubov shift. Thus,accom plishing,�rst,the Bogolubov shiftin the

paircorrelation function (52),and then using the Hartree-Fock-Bogolubov approxim ation

fortheoperators 1(r),or,whatisthesam e,theW ick decouplingfortheoperatorsak,with

k 6= 0,weobtain

g(r12)= 1+
2�0

�2
Re[�1(r1;r2)+ �1(r1;r2)]+

1

�2

h

j�1(r1;r2)j
2
+ j�1(r1;r2)j

2
i

: (55)

HeretheHartree-Fock-Bogolubov approxim ation for 1(r)isem ployed,resulting in

<  
y

1(r1) 1(r1) 1(r2)> = 0;
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becauseofthecondition <  1(r)>= 0,and in

<  
y
(r1) 

y

1(r2) 1(r2) 1(r1)> = �
2

1
+ j�1(r1;r2)j

2
+ j�1(r1;r2)j

2
:

Thenotation isused forthenorm alaverage

�1(r1;r2)� <  
y

1(r2) 1(r1)> (56)

and fortheanom alousaverage

�1(r1;r2)� <  1(r2) 1(r1)> (57)

in therealspace.Theseaveragesarerelated,by m eansoftheFouriertransform s

�1(r1;r2)=

Z

nke
ik�r12

dk

(2�)3
; �1(r1;r2)=

Z

�ke
ik�r12

dk

(2�)3
;

with the norm aland anom alous averages (42) and (43),respectively, in the m om entum

space.

Notethatfunction (55)possessesthecorrectlim iting behaviour

lim
r12! 1

g(r12)= 1:

But,ifone,�rst,would m aketheHartree-Fock-Bogolubov approxim ation fortheoperators

 (r)and,afterthis,would substitutetheBogolubov shift(53),then onewould getanother

correlationfunction with awronglim itingbehaviour,asisexplained intheAppendixA.This

isbecause the usage ofthe W ick decoupling,and Hartree-Fock-Bogolubov approxim ation,

forthe operators,represented as sum s ofseveralterm s,is correct ifand only ifallterm s

in thesum possessthesam ecom m utation relations.However,in theBogolubov shift(53),

the �eld operators (r)and  1(r)do have the sam e Bose com m utation relations,butthe

term � doesnotenjoy such relations. Consequently,the properway ofaction isto realize,

�rst,the Bogolubov shift (53) and only after this to invoke the Hartree-Fock-Bogolubov

approxim ation forthe operators 1(r).The inverse order,asisexplained in the Appendix

A,isnotcorrect.

Forthepaircorrelation function (55),we�nd

Z

[g(r)� 1]dr=
2�0

�2
lim
k! 0

(nk + �k)+
1

�2

Z �

n
2

k + �
2

k

� dk

(2�)3
:

In the fram e ofthe Bogolubov theory,we have to set�0 = � and to om itthe term softhe

orderhigherthantwowithrespecttotheoperatorsak ofnoncondensed particles.Thism eans

thatthe term sn2k and �2k are to be om itted. Therefore,the num ber-of-particle dispersion

(51)in theBogolubov theory is

�
2
(N̂ )= N

�

1+ 2lim
k! 0

(nk + �k)

�

: (58)

Em ploying Eqs.(44)to (46),weget

lim
k! 0

(nk + �k)=
1

2

�
T

m c2
� 1

�

;
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where

c� lim
k! 0

ck =

s

��0

m
;

with

�0 � lim
k! 0

�k =

Z

�(r)dr:

Then dispersion (58)becom es

�
2
(N̂ )=

T

m c2
N ; (59)

which is,ofcourse,norm al,asitshould befora stablesystem .Respectively,theisotherm al

com pressibility

�T =
� 2(N̂ )

�TN
=

1

�m c2
(60)

is�nite.

According to the theorem ofSec. III,ifthe totaldispersion (59)isnorm al,then both

dispersions ofthe num ber-of-particle operatorsforcondensed,� 2(N̂ 0),aswellasfornon-

condensed,� 2(N̂ 1),particlesm ustbenorm al.Anom alous
uctuationscan arisesolely asa

resultofwrong calculations,when,e.g.,one considersthe fourth-orderterm sn2k and �
2
k in

thesecond-orderBogolubov theory.

V I.SY ST EM S W IT H C O N T IN U O U S SY M M ET RY

Itiseasy to show thatthe sam e �ctitiousanom alous
uctuationsappear,notonly for

Bosesystem s,butforarbitrarysystem s,when onetreatstheHam iltonianinthesecond-order

approxim ation,butintendsto calculatefourth-orderexpressions.Thisim m ediately follows

from theanalysisofsusceptibilitiesforarbitrary system swith continuoussym m etry,ashas

been done by Patashinsky and Pokrovsky [30]. Following Ref. [230],one m ay consideran

operator Â = Â(’),which isa functionalofa �eld ’.Letthisoperatorberepresented asa

sum Â = Â 0+ Â 1,wherethe�rstterm isquadraticin the�eld ’,sothat Â 0 / ’y’,whilethe

second term dependsonthe�eld 
uctuations�’ asÂ 1 / �’y�’.Letthesystem Ham iltonian

be taken in the hydrodynam ic approxim ation,where only the term squadratic in the �eld


uctuations�’ areretained.The dispersion �2(Â)/ N � isproportionalto a longitudinal

susceptibility �. The latterisgiven by the integral
R
C(r)dr overthe correlation function

C(r)� g(r)� 1,with g(r)beingthepaircorrelation function.Calculating�2(Â),onem eets

thefourth-orderterm < �’y�’�’y�’ >.Forthequadratichydrodynam icHam iltonian,such

fourth-orderterm saredecoupled by resorting to theW ick theorem .Then one�nds

C(r)/
1

r2(d�2)
(61)

forany dim ensionality d > 2.Consequently,

� /

Z

C(r)dr/ N
(d�2)=3
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for2< d < 4.Hencethedispersion is

�
2
(Â)/ N � / N

(d+ 1)=3
: (62)

Ford = 3,thisgives� 2(Â)/ N 4=3,thatis,the sam e anom alousdispersion as� 2(N̂ )for

Bose system s. Butthisim pliesthatthe related susceptibility divergesas� / N 1=3,which

tellsthatthe considered system isunstable. Ifthiswould be correct,itwould m ean that

there areno stable system swith continuoussym m etry. Forinstance,there could notexist

m agnetic system s,described by the Heisenberg Ham iltonian.Liquid helium also could not

existasa stablesystem .

The existence orabsence ofanom alous
uctuations doesnotdepend on the statistical

ensem bleused.Thus,in thefram eofthesam ecalculationalprocedure,theparticle
uctua-

tionsarethesam e,being eitheranom alousornorm al,depending on thechosen procedure,

forallensem bles,whethercanonical,grand canonical,orm icrocanonical[31].

It is worth em phasizing that such �ctitious anom alous 
uctuations arise notjust at a

phase transition point,which would not be surprising,but everywhere below this point,

in the whole region ofexistence ofthe considered system . Thatis,everywhere below the

phase transition points such system s would not be stable. As is evident,such a strange

conclusion is physically unreasonable. Fortunately,the explanation for the occurrence of

anom alous
uctuationsisrathersim ple:They arisesolely dueto an incorrectcalculational

procedure,when the fourth-orderterm s are treated by a second-order theory,such asthe

hydrodynam ic approxim ation. No anom alous 
uctuations happen,ifallcalculations are

doneself-consistently,being de�ned in thefram eofthegiven approxim ation.

Another popular way ofincorrectly obtaining therm odynam ically anom alous particle


uctuationsforsystem swith continuoussym m etry isasfollows.Oneusestherepresentation

 (r)= e
i’̂(r)

q

n̂(r) (63)

forthe�eld operator,in which n̂(r)�  y(r) (r)istheoperatorofparticledensity and ’̂(r)

isthephaseoperator.Thelatterisassum ed tobeHerm itian in ordertopreservethecorrect

de�nition ofthedensity operator,

 
y
(r) (r)=

q

n̂(r)e
�i’̂ + (r)+ i’̂(r)

q

n̂(r)= n̂(r):

Itiseasy to show thatfrom the representation (63)itfollowsthatthe density and phase

operatorsarecanonically conjugated,satisfying thecom m utation relation

[̂n(r);’̂(r
0
)]= i�(r� r

0
):

Forthe�rst-ordercorrelation function,onehas

<  
y
(r) (0)> = <

q

n̂(r)̂n(0) expf� i[̂’(r)� ’̂(0)]g > :

Then oneassum esthatthetem peratureisasym ptotically low,T ! 0,such thatthereareno

density 
uctuations,and onecan replace theoperator n̂(r)by itsaverage �(r)� < n̂(r)>.

Thisisequivalentto theusage,instead oftherepresentation (63),oftherepresentation

 (r)=

q

�(r)e
i’̂(r)

: (64)
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One also supposesthatthe phase 
uctuationsare very sm all,so thatone can em ploy the

following averaging:

< expf� i[̂’(r)� ’̂(0)]g > = exp

�

�
1

2
< [̂’(r)� ’̂(0)]

2
>

�

: (65)

Asa result,the�rst-ordercorrelation function reducesto

<  
y
(r) (0)> = �(r)exp

�

�
1

2
< [̂’(r)� ’̂(0)]

2
>

�

:

Treating ’̂(r) as a sm allquantity,one also expands the exponentials in powers of ’̂(r).

Sim ilarly,onetreatsthesecond-ordercorrelation functions.Finally,onecom esto thesam e

expressionsasin Eqs. (61)and (62),with the therm odynam ically anom alous
uctuations,

� 2(N̂ 1)/ N 4=3,forthethree-dim ensionalspace.

Them ain m istakein such calculationsisthesam eashasbeen m adeabove.Allcalcula-

tionshavebeen based on theassum ption thatboth thedensity a and phase
uctuationsare

ratherweak,so thatthehydrodynam icapproxim ation could beinvoked.Thelatterim plies

thatallstatisticalaveragesaretreated in thehydrodynam ic approxim ation,with a Ham il-

tonian quadratic in theoperators.Forinstance,itiswellknown [32]thatEq.(65)isvalid

solely for quadratic Ham iltonians. For �nding � 2(N̂ 1),one needs to consider the fourth-

orderterm sin phase operators. Ofcourse,there isno sense in calculating the forth-order

term sin thefram eofa second-ordertheory,such asthehydrodynam icapproxim ation.

M oreover,the representations (63) and (64),as such,are principally incorrect. This

is shown in the Appendix B.A correct de�nition ofthe phase operator requires a m uch

m ore elaborate technique,as can be inferred from the review articles [33{36]. Since the

representations(63)and (64),actually,do notexist,allconclusionsderived on theirbasis,

even involving no furtherapproxim ations,arenotreliable.

V II.B R EA K IN G O F G A U G E SY M M ET RY

In Section IV,considering theidealuniform Bosegas,wefound thatitsparticle
uctu-

ationsaretherm odynam ically anom alous,with the corresponding dispersion � 2(N̂ )/ N 2.

Thisanom aly isduetothecondensate
uctuations,since� 2(N̂ 0)/ N 2.Really,foran ideal

uniform gas,onehas

�
2
(N̂ )=

X

k

nk(1+ nk): (66)

From here,separating theterm swith k = 0 and k 6= 0,weget

�
2
(N̂ 0)= N 0(1+ N 0); �

2
(N̂ 1)=

X

k6= 0

nk(1+ nk):

SinceN 0 / N ,we�nd � 2(N̂ 0)/ N 2.

The situation can be m ade even m ore dram atic by generalizing itto the case ofinter-

acting particles. To this end,let us consider an interacting system that can be treated

by perturbation theory starting with a m ean-�eld approxim ation,such astheHartree-Fock

18



approxim ation.In thefram eofthelatter,theparticledispersion can beshown [37]to have

the sam e form asin Eq. (66). Then,irrespectively ofthe concrete expression forthe m o-

m entum distribution ofparticlesnk,theglobaldispersion �
2(N̂ )willbetherm odynam ically

anom alousbecause ofthe anom alousterm � 2(N̂ 0)/ N 2. Hence,one could conclude that

allsystem swith theBose-Einstein condensatewould beunstable.

Oneoften statesthattheappearanceofthisanom aly isthedefectofthegrand canonical

ensem ble. However, this is not correct. As is m entioned in Section IV,the anom alous

condensate
uctuationsare�ctitiousand can berem oved by breaking thegaugesym m etry.

Hohenberg and M artin [38]noticed that the appearance ofsuch �ctitious divergences

isa com m on feature oftheoriespossessing gauge sym m etry,butbreaking the latterwould

elim inatethedivergencesresulting from thecondensate 
uctuations.TerHaar[25]showed

explicitly how the anom alous condensate 
uctuations can be rem oved after breaking the

gaugesym m etry foran idealuniform Bosegas.In thepresentsection,wedem onstratethat,

in general,thegauge-sym m etry breaking elim inatestheanom alouscondensate
uctuations

forarbitrary system s,whetherinteracting ornot.

A known m ethod forlifting a system sym m etry ofany natureisthem ethod ofin�nites-

im alsources,introduced by Bogolubov [29,39]. There are also severalother m ethods of

sym m etry breaking,asisreviewed in Ref.[40].In thecase ofgaugesym m etry,one hasto

becautiousby chosingtheway ofitsbreaking.Thestandard m ethod ofin�nitesim alsources

m ay notalwayslead to thedesired sym m etry breaking,asisshown by a counterexam plein

theAppendix C.

To break thegaugesym m etry in a Bosesystem ,onehasto resortto theBogolubov shift

[29,39].Thelatter,keepingin m ind them ostgeneralstatisticalsystem ,whetherequilibrium

ornonequilibrium ,uniform ornonuniform ,writesas

 (r;t)= �(r;t)+  1(r;t); (67)

wheretistim e.The�rstterm hereisthecondensatewavefunction,assum ed tobenotiden-

tically zero in thepresenseoftheBose-Einstein condensate.Thesecond term in Eq.(67)is

the�eld operatorofnoncondensed particles,satisfyingthesam eBosecom m utation relations

as (r;t).Thecorrectseparation ofcondensed and noncondensed particlespresupposesthe

orthogonality condition
Z

�
�
(r;t) 1(r;t)dr= 0; (68)

which exculdes the double counting ofthe degrees offreedom . In what follows,just for

brevity,weshallwrite (r)insteadof (r;t),understandingthat,generally,thetim evariable

tdoesenterthedependence ofthe�eld operator, (r)=  (r;t).

Forthetheory ofBosesystem s,itisextrem ely im portantto specify thespacesofstates,

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 following [41].

Thereexistsa vacuum statej0>,forwhich

 (r)j0> = 0: (69)

TheFock spaceF ( )isthespaceofallstates

’ =

1X

n= 0

1
p
n!

Z

fn(r1;:::;rn)

nY

i= 1

 
y
(r1)drij0> ;
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in which fn(r1;:::;rn)isa square-integrablefunction sym m etricwith respecttotheperm u-

tation ofany pairofitsvariables.

Itiseasy tonoticethatthestatej0>,which isavacuum statefor (r),isnotavacuum

for 1(r),since

 1(r)j0> = � �(r)j0> 6� 0:

Consequently,thereshould existanotherstatej0> 1 satisfying thecondition

 1(r)j0> 1= 0; (70)

being a vacuum for 1(r). In turn,the state j0 > 1,which isa vacuum for 1(r),isnota

vacuum for (r),asfaras

 (r)j0> 1= �(r)j0>16� 0:

The Bogolubov shift (67) is a particular case ofcanonicaltransform ations [42]. The

operators (r)and  1(r)can beconnected with each otherby m eansofthetransform ation

Ĉ � exp

�Z h

�
�
(r) (r)� �(r) 

y
(r)

i

dr

�

(71)

and itsinverse

Ĉ
�1

= exp

�

�

Z h

�
�
(r) (r)� �(r) 

y
(r)

i

dr

�

: (72)

Using thesetransform ations,onehas

 (r)= Ĉ  1(r)Ĉ
�1

(73)

and

 1(r)= Ĉ
�1
 (r)Ĉ : (74)

Then itbecom esclearthatthevacuum for 1(r)is

j0> 1 = Ĉ
�1 j0> : (75)

The vacua j0 > and j0 > 1 are m utually orthogonal. This can be shown by em ploying

the Baker-Hausdor� form ula,which fortwo operators Â and B̂ ,whose com m utator[Â;B̂ ]

isproportionalto theunity operator,readsas

e
Â + B̂

= e
Â
e
B̂
exp

�

�
1

2

h

Â; B̂
i�

:

Using thisfortransform ation (72),wehave

Ĉ
�1

= exp

�Z

�(r) 
y
(r)dr

�

exp

�

�

Z

�
�
(r) (r)dr

�

exp

�

�
1

2

Z

j�(r)j2 dr

�

: (76)

Acting on thevacuum j0>,we�nd

Ĉ
�1 j0> = exp

�

�
1

2

Z

j�(r)j2 dr

�

exp

�Z

�(r) 
y
(r)dr

�

j0> : (77)
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Thisisnothing butthecoherentstate[43],being theeigenstateofthedestruction operator,

 (r)j� > = �(r)j� > ; (78)

and having in thecoordinaterepresentation [44]theform

j� > = �0exp

�Z

�(r) 
y
(r)dr

�

j0> ; (79)

with thenorm alization factor

j�0j= exp

�

�
1

2

Z

j�(r)j2 dr

�

:

Respectively,thecondensate wavefunction

�(r)= < �j (r)j� >

isnothing butthecoherent�eld related to thecoherentstatej� >.

In thisway,thevacuum (75)isthecoherentstate(79),

j0> 1 = Ĉ
�1 j0> = j� > : (80)

Thescalarproductofthevacua j0> and j0> 1 is

< 0j0> 1 = < 0j� > = exp

�

�
1

2

Z

j�(r)j2 dr

�

: (81)

By itsde�nition,thecondensatewavefunction givesthecondensate density

�0(r)� j�(r)j2 : (82)

Thenum berofcondensed particles

N 0 =

Z

�0(r)dr; (83)

in the presence ofthe condensate,is notzero,butism acroscopic in the sense thatN 0 /

N ! 1 .Thereforethescalarproduct

< 0j0> 1 = exp

�

�
1

2
N 0

�

(84)

becom eszero in thetherm odynam iclim it,

< 0j0> 1 ’ 0 (N ! 1 ): (85)

Thistells thatthe vacua j0 > and j0 > 1 are asym ptotically orthogonal. The Fock spaces

F ( )and F ( 1),generated from therelated vacua,areorthogonaltoeach other,exceptjust

the sole state j0 > 1= j� >,which isthe vacuum forF ( 1)and the coherentstate,de�ned

by Eq.(78),in F ( ).However,having the sole com m on state fortwo in�nite-dim ensional

spacesm eansthe intersection ofzero m easure. M oreover,the in
uence ofthisintersection

iselim inated by m eansoftheorthogonality condition (68).
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Thus,there are two di�erentvacua j0 > and j0 > 1 and two m utually orthogonalFock

spaces F ( ) and F ( 1),generated by the �eld operators  y and  
y

1,respectively. The

operator (71) transform s F ( 1) into F ( ),while the operator (72)transform s F ( ) into

F ( 1). There is no self-adjoint operator Ĉ + thatwould be de�ned on the sam e space as

Ĉ. Therefore the operator Ĉ isnonunitary and the transform ations(73)and (74)cannot

be treated asunitary. The �eld operators and  1 are de�ned on di�erent spaces. One

saysthatsuch operatorsrealizeunitary nonequivalentoperatorrepresentationsofcanonical

com m utation relations[45].

Breaking the gauge sym m etry by the Bogolubov shift (67),one,actually,passes from

the Fock space F ( )to the space F ( 1). Since the left-hand and right-hand sides ofEq.

(67)arede�ned on di�erentspaces,thisequation should beunderstood asa transform ation

 (r) � ! �(r)+  1(r):

Separating thezero-m om entum m odefora uniform Bosegas,with replacing thisterm by a

nonoperatorquantity,

 0 =
a0
p
V

!
p
�0 ;

as has been done in Section V,is m athem atically equivalent to the Bogolubov shift [46].

Therepresentation oftheoperatorsofobservables,expressed through the�eld operators 1,

and de�ned on theFock spaceF ( 1),can becalled theBogolubov representation.

In theBogolubov representation,theoperatorofcondensed particles,according to Eqs.

(82)and (83),is a nonoperatorquantity, N̂ 0 = N 0. Hence,the dispersion ofthe latteris

zero,� 2(N 0)= 0.Consequently,thedispersion ofthetotalnum ber-of-particleoperator

�
2
(N̂ )= �

2
(N̂ 1)

iscom pletely de�ned by thedispersion oftheoperator N̂ 1 ofnoncondensed particles.Thus,

the anom alousN 2 dispersion ofthe condensate particlesisrem oved in the Bogolubov rep-

resentation.

Consideringtheidealuniform BosegasofSection IV in theBogolubovrepresentation,we

do notm eettheN 2-anom alouscondensate
uctuations.Nevertheless,particle
uctuations,

characterized by the dispersion � 2(N̂ 1) / N 4=3, rem ain therm odynam ically anom alous.

That is,this gas,anyway,is unstable. This conclusion does not depend on whether the

grand canonicalorcanonicalensem ble hasbeen used. Ofcourse,in the latter,where the

totalnum berofparticlesis�xed,the related dispersion isnotde�ned. However,one can

calculatethecom pressibility

�T = �
1

V

 
@P

@V

! �1

TN

=
1

V

 
@2F

@V 2

! �1

TN

;

where F isfree energy. Forthe idealuniform Bose gasbelow Tc,one has[2]@P=@V = 0,

hence,�T ! 1 ,which im pliesinstability. The latterisan intrinsic feature ofthe uniform

idealBosegas[13].Includingparticleinteractionsstabilizesthegas,asisshown inSection V.

The idealBose gascan also be stabilized by trapping itin an externalcon�ning potential,

such as the harm onic potential[47,48],though not allpower-law potentials are able to

stabilizethesystem [49].
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The m essage ofthissection isthataccurately de�ning the sym m etry propertiesofthe

given system helpsto avoid theappearanceofunphysicalinstabilities.Although therealso

existsystem s,such astheidealuniform Bose-condensed gas,which areintrinsicallyunstable.

V III.N O T IO N O F R EP R ESEN TAT IV E EN SEM B LES

Theconsideration ofthepreviousSection VIIdem onstratestheim portanceofaccurately

de�ning the system underinvestigation. Itisnotsu�cientto chose a statisticalensem ble,

butoften itisalso necessary to form ulate additionalconditions specifying the features of

thegiven system ,thus,avoiding the appearanceofspuriousinstabilities.Forinstance,one

can take the grand canonicalensem ble withoutbreaking the gauge sym m etry orone m ay

em ploy thegrand canonicalensem blewith thegaugesym m etry breaking.Thism eansthat,

in general,therem ay existnotjustthesolegrand canonicalensem ble orthesolecanonical

one,buttherecan existseveralsuch ensem bles.Thisproblem oftheensem blenonuniqueness

isjustanotherway ofform ulating theproblem ofthenonuniquenessoftheFock spaceand

oftheexistenceofunitary nonequivalentoperatorrepresentations,which isexplained in the

previousSection VII.

Thus,forthecorrectdescription ofaphysicalsystem ,itisnecessary to equip thechosen

statisticalensem ble by additionalconditionsrequired foraccurately taking accountofthe

system features. Only such an equipped ensem ble willcorrectly represent the considered

system ,thatis,willbea representative ensem ble.

Theideaoftherepresentativeensem blesgoesback toGibbshim self[50],whom entioned

thenecessity oftaking into accountalladditionalinform ation known abouttheconsidered

system ,such asthe system sym m etry,theexistence ofintegralsofm otion,and so on.The

im portanceofem ploying representative ensem blesforan adequatedescription ofstatistical

system s wasem phasized by terHaar[51,52]. A detailed discussion ofm athem aticaltech-

niques,required forthe correctde�nition ofrepresentative ensem bles,can be found in the

review papers[40,53].In thelanguageofreduced density m atrices,thelatterhavetosatisfy

speci�cconstraintsin orderto correctly representa given statisticalsystem [54].

System s,exhibiting Bose-Einstein condensation,serve asa very good exam ple dem on-

strating the im portance oftaking into accounttheirspeci�c featuresin orderto correctly

describetheirbehaviour.Rich propertiesofthesesystem srequiretobevery attentivein for-

m ulating the corresponding representative ensem ble. Forgetting to im pose the appropriate

constraints,specifying thesystem properties,m ay lead to self-inconsistentcalculationsand

the appearance ofspuriousinstabilities. In Section V,the exam ple wasgiven ofa weakly-

interacting equilibrium uniform Bose gas. Now we shallform ulate a generalapproach to

Bose system s with arbitrarily strong interactions,being,in general,nonuniform and not

necessarily equilibrium . W e shallstressthe constraintsthatare com pulsory forde�ning a

self-consistenttheory,which,forequilibrium system s,resultsin a representative ensem ble,

freeof�ctitiousinstabilities.

First ofall,as is explained in Section VII,we have to break the gauge sym m etry by

m eansofthe Bogolubov shift,replacing the �eld operator (r;t),acting in the Fock space

F ( ),by theoperator

~ (r;t)� �(r;t)+  1(r;t); (86)
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de�ned on the Fock space F ( 1). In what follows,we shallagain om it the tim e variable

in orderto sim plify the notation. The �rstterm in the right-hand side ofEq. (86)isthe

condensate wave function and the second term isthe �eld operatorofnoncondensed parti-

cles. The replacem ent (r)! ~ (r)yieldsto the passage from the operatorrepresentation

on the Fock space F ( )to the unitary nonequivalent operatorrepresentation,the Bogol-

ubov representation,on thespace F ( 1)only ifthecondensate wave function �(r;t)isnot

identically zero.

The energy operator has now to be expressed through the �eld operators (86),which

yieldstheHam iltonian

Ĥ =

Z

~ 
y
(r)

 

�
r 2

2m
+ U

!

~ (r)dr+

+
1

2

Z

~ 
y
(r)~ 

y
(r

0
)�(r� r

0
)~ (r

0
)~ (r)drdr

0
; (87)

in which U = U(r;t)isan external�eld.Thecorresponding Lagrangian is

L̂ �

Z

~ 
y
(r)i

@

@t
~ (r)dr � Ĥ : (88)

Itisim portantto stressthat,contrary to a system withoutcondensate,where there is

justone �eld operatorvariable  ,in a Bose-condensed system ,there appeartwo variables

� and  1,oronecan take astwo variables� and ~ .The condensate wave function de�nes

thecondensatedensity (82).Theoperatorofthetotalnum berofparticles

N̂ =

Z

~ 
y
(r)~ (r)dr (89)

isexpressed through ~ .Respectively,therearetwonorm alization conditions.Onecondition

isforthecondensatewave function norm alized to thenum berofcondensed particles

N 0 =

Z

j�(r)j2 dr: (90)

And anothernorm alization condition isfor ~ norm alized to the totalnum ber ofparticles

N =< N̂ >,i.e.,

N =

Z

< ~ 
y
(r)~ (r)> dr: (91)

Here and everywhere in thissection,the angle bracketsim ply the averaging overthe Fock

spaceF ( 1).

Ham iltonian (87),with the �eld operator(86),containstheterm slinearin  1,because

ofwhich theaverage<  1 > m ay benonzero.However,anonzero<  1 > would,in general,

lead tothenonconservation ofquantum num bers,such asspin and m om entum ,which would

be unphysical. Therefore,it is necessary to im pose the constraint forthe conservation of

quantum num bers,

<  1(r)> = 0: (92)

24



In thisway,threeconditionsaretobevalid foraBose-condensed system ,two norm alization

conditions(90)and (91),and thequantum -num berconservation constraint(92).

The m ost generalprocedure ofderiving the equations ofm otion is by looking at the

extrem a ofthe action,under the given additionalconditions. In our case,the e�ective

action is

A[�; 1]=

Z �

L̂ + �0N 0 + �N̂ + �̂
�

dt: (93)

Here,L̂ isthe Lagrangian (88). The second and third term s in the integral(93)preserve

thenorm alization conditions(90)and (91).And theroleoftheterm

�̂�

Z h

�(r) 
y

1(r)+ �
�
(r) 1(r)

i

dr (94)

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

�(r)have to be chosen so thatto cancelin Eq. (87)the term slinearin  1. The absence

ofsuch linearterm sin theHam iltonian,asisknown [42],isnecessary and su�cientforthe

validity ofcondition (92).By introducing thee�ective grand Ham iltonian

H [�; 1]� Ĥ � �0N 0 � �N̂ � �̂ (95)

and theresulting Lagrangian

L[�; 1]=

Z "

�
�
(r)i

@

@t
�(r)+  

y

1(r)i
@

@t
 1(r)

#

dr� H [�; 1]; (96)

thee�ective action (93)can berewritten as

A[�; 1]=

Z

L[�; 1]dt: (97)

According to thestandard prescription,theequationsofm otion areobtained from thevari-

ationalprincipledeterm ining theextrem um oftheaction functional(97).Thesevariational

equationsare

�A[�; 1]

���(r;t)
= 0; (98)

where,forgenerality,thetim evariableiswritten explicitly,and

�A[�; 1]

� 
y

1(r;t)
= 0: (99)

From Eqs. (95),(96),and (97),it follows that Eqs. (98) and (99) are identicalto the

variationalequations

i
@

@t
�(r;t)=

�H [�; 1]

���(r;t)
; (100)

with thee�ective grand Ham iltonian (95),and
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i
@

@t
 1(r;t)=

�H [�; 1]

� 
y

1(r;t)
: (101)

Explicitly,Eq.(100)is

i
@

@t
�(r;t)=

 

�
r 2

2m
+ U � "

!

�(r)+

+

Z

�(r� r
0
)
h

j�(r0)j2�(r)+ X̂ (r;r0)
i

dr
0
; (102)

where " � �0 + � and again,for short,the tim e dependence is om itted. Equation (101)

yields

i
@

@t
 1(r;t)=

 

�
r 2

2m
+ U � �

!

 1(r)+

+

Z

�(r� r
0
)
h

j�(r0)j2 1(r)+ �
�
(r

0
)�(r) 1(r

0
)+ �(r

0
)�(r) 

y

1(r
0
)+ X̂ (r;r

0
)
i

dr
0
: (103)

Herethenotation

X̂ (r;r
0
)�  

y

1(r
0
) 1(r

0
)�(r)+  

y

1(r
0
)�(r

0
) 1(r)+

+ �
�
(r

0
) 1(r

0
) 1(r)+  

y

1(r
0
) 1(r

0
) 1(r) (104)

isused.Averaging Eq.(102),weobtain theequation forthecondensatewavefunction

i
@

@t
�(r;t)=

 

�
r 2

2m
+ U � "

!

�(r)+

+

Z

�(r� r
0
)
h

�(r
0
)�(r)+ �1(r;r

0
)�(r

0
)+ �1(r;r

0
)�

�
(r

0
)+ <  

y

1(r
0
) 1(r

0
) 1(r)>

i

dr
0
;

(105)

in which thetotaldensity ofparticles

�(r)= �0(r)+ �1(r)

isthesum ofthecondensatedensity (82)and ofthedensity ofnoncondensed particles

�1(r)� <  
y

1(r) 1(r)> ;

also thenotation isused forthenorm aldensity m atrix

�1(r;r
0
)� <  

y

1(r
0
) 1(r)> ;

and theso-called anom alousdensity m atrix

�1(r;r
0
)� <  1(r

0
) 1(r)> ;

which isnonzero becauseofthebroken gaugesym m etry.
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Itisnotourgoalto study hereparticularconsequenciesoftheapproach sketched above.

The sole aim ofthe exam ple ofthissection isto illustrate the way ofconstructing a rep-

resentative ensem ble fora rathernontrivialsystem . Thisisdone by accurately specifying

thebasicsystem properties,such asthebroken gaugesym m etry,norm alization conditions,

and the quantum -num ber conservation condition. Following the m ost generalprocedure

ofaction variation,under the speci�ed conditions,one autom atically obtains an e�ective

Ham iltonian and therelated exactequationsofm otion.Itispossibleto show [37]thatthe

latterguaranteethecorrectbehaviourforthespectrum ofcollectiveexcitations,thevalidity

ofallconservation laws,and theabsence ofunphysicalinstabilities.

Itm ay happen in som elower-orderapproxim ationsthatthereisno need to invokeallof

the conditionsdiscussed above.This,forinstance,occursin theBogolubov approxim ation

ofSection IV.In this approxim ation,one assum es that N 0 ! N ,hence �0 ! 0. Also,

fora uniform gas,the Ham iltonian term ofthe �rst orderin  1 vanishes itself,while the

term s ofthe third and fourth order in  1 are neglected in the Bogolubov second-order

approxim ation.Becauseofthis,thereisnonecessity ofintroducingtheterm (94).However,

alltheseconditionsaretobetaken intoaccountwhen goingtohigher-orderapproxim ations.

In theothercase,thede�ned ensem blem ay occurto benonrepresentative,which can result

in physicalinconsistencesand �ctitiousinstabilities.

Correctly de�ning a representative ensem ble isalso crucially im portantfortheproblem

ofequivalence ofstatisticalensem bles,which isdiscussed in thenextsection.

IX .P R O B LEM O F EN SEM B LE EQ U IVA LEN C E

The exam ples ofthe previous sections show that the stability properties ofa system

can be di�erent in di�erent ensem bles. M ore general,the sam e physicalquantity m ay be

di�erent,beingcalculated in twodi�erentensem bles.Doesthism ean thefailureofthebasic

principle ofstatisticalm echanics,stating the equivalence ofensem bles for large system s?

Thisquestion isanalyzed in thepresentsection.

Firstofall,letusstressthat,asisclearfrom the previoussections,a physicalsystem

and a describing itensem ble do notexistseparately,butthey areintim ately connected.A

correctform ulation ofan ensem ble doespresuppose thatitincludestheinform ation on the

m ain system features. An ensem ble,which is adequate for the given physicalsystem ,is

only that,which properly representsthe system ,thatis,a representative ensem ble. Butif

there aretwo representative ensem blesforthe sam e system ,then,by theirde�nition,they

m ust yield identicalresults for the sam e physicalquantities. In the other case,at least

oneofthese ensem blesdoesnotcorrectly describe thesystem ,hence,isnotrepresentative.

Also,in the case ofequilibrium ,itism eaningfulto talk only aboutstable system s,asfar

asan unstable system cannotbe in absolute equilibrium . Thus,in term sofrepresentative

ensem bles,thefollowing statem entisstraightforward:Two ensem blesare equivalentifand

only ifboth ofthem are representative for the given stable system . Conversely,when two

ensem blesarenotequivalent,then atleastoneofthem isnotrepresentative.An ensem ble

thatisnotrepresentativeforthegiven system m ay berepresentativeforsom eothersystem .

However, there is no any reason to require that two ensem bles applied to two di�erent

physicalsystem s be equivalent. Ensem ble nonequivalence,vaguely form ulated,isa rather
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arti�cialnonphysicalproblem caused by an im properusage ofensem bles notrepresenting

theconsidered system .

To be m ore correct,letusrecallthat,generally,one distinguishestwo typesofensem -

ble equivalence,therm odynam ic and statistical. In therm odynam ics,a physicalsystem is

characterized by therm odynam ic potentials,each ofwhich isa function ofitsnaturalther-

m odynam icvariables[1{7].Thesystem isstable,when therm odynam icpotentialsenjoy the

property ofconvexity orconcavity with respecttotheappropriatevariables.Thetherm ody-

nam icpotentials,expressed through di�erenttherm odynam icvariables,areconnected with

each otherby Legendre transform s[1{7].Alltherm odynam ic characteristicsarede�ned as

derivativesoftherm odynam icpotentials.W hen thelatterareconnected by Legendretrans-

form sand correspond to a stable(in thesenseoftheconvexity orconcavity property ofthe

potentials)system ,then the therm odynam ic characteristics,calculated in di�erentensem -

bles,coincidewith each other.Sum m arizing,theconceptoftherm odynam icequivalencecan

beform ulated asfollows:

Therm odynam icequivalence.Two ensem bles,representing a stablephysicalsystem ,are

therm odynam ically equivalent ifand only iftheir therm odynam ic potentialsare m utually

connected by Legendretransform s.

A rigorous proofofthis statem ent for the case ofthe m acrocanonicaland canonical

ensem bles can be found in Refs. [55,56]. Severalexam ples ofsystem s with long-range

interactionshavebeen considered,whosem icrocanonicalentropyisnotaconcavefunction of

energy [55{58].Theinternalenergy ofsuch system s,though beingnonadditive,can bem ade

extensiveby m eansoftheKac-Uhlenbeck-Hem m ernorm alization [59]yieldingawellde�ned

therm odynam iclim it.Thecanonicalfreeenergyisaconcavefunctionofinversetem perature,

butthem icrocanonicalentropyisnotaconcavefunctionofenergy.Thisdoesnotallow touse

theLegendretransform in both directions[55,56].Thenonconcavity ofthem icrocanonical

entropy resultsin theappearance,forsom erangeofenergies,ofnegativespeci�cheat,while

in thecanonicalensem blespeci�cheatisalwayspositive.Becauseofthis,onetellsthat,for

such m odelswith long-range interactions,the m icrocanonicaland canonicalensem blesare

notequivalent. However,a m icrocanonicalensem ble with a nonconcave entropy does not

representa stablephysicalsystem ,i.e.,thisensem ble isnotrepresentative.Asisexplained

above,thereisnosensetocom parenonrepresentativeensem bles,which arenotobliged tobe

equivalent.To m akethe m icrocanonicalensem ble representative,itm ustbecom plim ented

bytheconcavity construction renderingstability again.Afterthis,itbecom esrepresentative

and com pletely equivalentto thecanonicalensem ble.

Nonconcave m icrocanonicalentropy and negative speci�c heatarealso known forgrav-

itating system s,as is reviewed in Refs. [60,61]. To avoid the negative speci�c heat,one

can again invoke a concavity construction orto usethe canonicalensem ble.However,con-

trary to otherm odelswith long-rangeinteractions,theenergy ofgravitating system s,being

proportionalto N 5=3,cannotbe m ade extensive,which doesnotallow the existence ofthe

therm odynam iclim it.Forgravitating system s,thecondition ofglobalequilibrium [62]

E

N
� const < 0 (106)

is notvalid. Therefore,they m ay be in principle unstable,which m akes questionable the

application fortheirdescription ofequilibrium statisticalm echanics.
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The notion ofstatisticalequivalence ofensem bles is based on the com parison ofthe

averages ofobservable quantities calculated in di�erent ensem bles. To concretize this,let

usconsiderthe operatorsofobservables Â de�ned on a Fock space F .The setofallthese

operatorsform sthealgebraofobservablesA � fÂg.Thestatisticalstateisde�ned [44,63]as

theset< A >� f< Â >g com posed ofallstatisticalaveragesforthealgebra ofobservables.

The calculation ofthe averages is de�ned in the standard way as the trace of Â,with a

statisticaloperator corresponding to the chosen ensem ble. Let us de�ne as < A > � the

statisticalstate related to the grand canonicalensem ble,with a chem icalpotential�. For

short,thedependenceofthestateon tem peratureT and volum eV isnotshown explicitly.

Forinstance,theaveragedensity is

� =
N

V
; N = < N̂ > � : (107)

Suppose,wewish to com parethegrand canonicaland canonicalensem bles.Recallthat

thegeneralstructureoftheFock spaceisa directsum

F = � 1
n= 0H n (108)

ofthe n-particle Hilbert spaces H n. The pertinent m athem aticaldetails can be found in

Refs.[41,42,44,63].De�nea restriction oftheoperator Â on H n asÂ n.Then thestatistical

statein thecanonicalensem blecan bedenoted as< A N > �,with a �xed density � and the

num berofparticlesN .In view ofthestructure(108),thestates< A > � and < A N > � are

related through theintegral

< A > �(�) =

Z
1

0

K (�;x)< AN (x) > � dx ; (109)

in which � = �(�)isa solution ofEq. (107)and N (x)� xV . The kernelK (�;x)iscalled

theKacdensity.Thecorresponding statescoincide,when in thetherm odynam iclim it

K (�;x) ! �(� � x):

Then onehas

< A > �(�) = < A N > � ; (110)

which signi�esthestatisticalequivalenceofgrand canonicaland canonicalensem bles.

Com paring thestatisticalstates,onehasto bevery cautious,rem em bering thatitm ay

happen thatthereisnotjustthesolecanonicalorgrand canonicalensem ble,buttherecould

be severalsuch ensem blesdepending on additionalconstraintsspecifying the propertiesof

the considered system . This is related to the nonuniqueness ofthe Fock space (108)and

theexistence ofnonequivalentoperatorrepresentations,asisdiscussed in SectionsVIIand

VIII.Therefore,onehas,�rstofall,to de�netheappropriaterepresentative ensem blesand

only afterthisonecan com paretherelated averages.Ifatleastoneoftheensem blesisnot

representative,then there isno sense to com pare the averagesand equality (110)doesnot

need to bevalid.

Asan exam ple,letustake a Bose-condensed system ,which,according to the previous

sections,can beconsidered eitherusing an operatorrepresentation on thegauge-sym m etric
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space F ( ) or em ploying the Bogolubov representation on the space F ( 1),with broken

gauge sym m etry. In the form ercase,som e �ctitiousinstabilitiesm ay arise and Eq. (110)

m ay becom e invalid. However,thiswould notim ply nonequivalence ofthe ensem bles,but

would sim ply m ean thatnonrepresentative ensem blesareinvolved.

Recallaswellthata representative ensem ble isassum ed to represent a stable system .

Forunstablem odels,Eq.(110)doesnothavetobealwaysvalid.Forinstance,ifweconsider

theidealBosegasin a box,which,ashasbeen explained above,isnotstable,then thereis

no reason to requirethatEq.(110)betrue.Thisisreally so below thecondensation point

[64,65],where the Bose-condensed gasbecom esunstable. Thisinstability ism anifested by

therm odynam ically anom alousdensity 
uctuations.TheidealBosegasisalsoshown [65]to

beunstablewith respectto boundary conditions,whoseslightvariation leadsto a dram atic

changeofthespatialparticledistribution,even in thetherm odynam iclim it.Thisiscontrary

to thebehaviourofrealisticstable system s,forwhich thein
uence ofboundary conditions

disappears in the therm odynam ic lim it. Changing,for the idealBose gas,the boundary

conditionsfrom repulsiveto attractive[65]transform stheBose-Einstein condensation from

thebulkphenom enon toastrangesurfacee�ect,when thecondensateislocalized in anarrow

dom ain in the vicinity ofthe system surface,being m ainly concentrated atthe corners of

an in�nitebox.Itisclearthata system ,in which thecondensateislocalized som ewhereat

thecornersofan in�nitevolum e,isa ratherunphysicalobject.

Thus,form ally com paring two ensem bles, one som etim es can arrive at their seem ing

nonequivalence. This,however,in no way invalidatesthe basic principle ofstatisticalm e-

chanicsstatingtheensem bleequivalence.Thisjustm eansthatatleastoneofthecom pared

ensem blesisnotrepresentative,which alsoincludesthatthesystem m ay beintrinsically un-

stable.Theprincipleofequivalenceholdsonly forrepresentativeensem bles,which represent

stable system s.

X .C O N C LU SIO N

Theanalysisisgiven oftherelation between thestability propertiesofstatisticalsystem s

and the 
uctuations of observable quantities. The em phasis is m ade on the com posite

observables that are represented by the sum s ofseveralterm s. The m ain result ofthe

paper is the theorem connecting the global
uctuations ofan observable with the partial


uctuationsofitscom ponents. The theorem isgeneral,being form ulated foran arbitrary

operatorrepresented asasum oflinearlyindependentself-adjointoperators.Theseoperators

can beassociated with thetotaland partialobservablequantitiesofastatisticalsystem .The

theorem tellsthat:Thetotaldispersion ofan operator,being a sum oflinearly independent

self-adjoint operators,is therm odynam ically anom alous ifand only ifat least one ofthe

partialdispersionsisanom alous,with thepowerofN in thetotaldispersion de�ned by the

largestpartialdispersion. Conversely,the totaldispersion istherm odynam ically norm alif

and only ifallpartialdispersionsarenorm al.

Thetheorem allowsustounderstand therelation between the
uctuationsofpartialob-

servablesand the
uctuationsofthetotalobservable.Respectively,thecharacterofpartial


uctuationsturnsoutto be directly related to the stability ofstatisticalsystem s. Several

exam plesillustratethepracticality ofthetheorem ,helping to avoid wrong conclusionsthat

could happen when studying the behaviourofpartialobservables. In particular,the 
uc-
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tuationsofcondensed,aswellasnoncondensed particles,in a Bose-condensed system m ust

be norm al,ifthe system isassum ed to be stable. In the sam e way,
uctuationsissystem s

with continuoussym m etry arealso therm odynam ically norm al.

Breaking ofgauge sym m etry helps to elim inate �ctitious instabilities arising in Bose-

condensed system s. Generally,itiscrucially im portantthata system be characterized by

itsrepresentative ensem ble. Thism akesitpossible to avoid arti�cialcontradictionsin the

theory and the related unphysicalinstabilities. One ofthe basic principles ofstatistical

m echanics,the principle ofensem bles equivalence,holdsonly forrepresentative ensem bles

correctly representing stablestatisticalsystem s.
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A ppendix A .N oncom m utativity ofB ogolubov Shift

ThisAppendix illustratesthenoncom m utativity oftheBogolubov shiftand theHartree-

Fock-Bogolubov approxim ation (HFB approxim ation).W hen oneaccom plishesin function

(52),�rst,the Bogolubov shift(53)and then the HFB approxim ation for 1(r),one gets

expression (55),with thecorrectlim itingbehaviour.Butin theotherway round,em ploying,

�rst,theHFB approxim ation for (r)and,afterthis,substituting theBogolubov shift(53),

onegets

g(r12)= 1+
2�20

�
+
2�0

�2
Re[�1(r1;r2)+ �1(r1;r2)]+

1

�2

n

j�1(r1;r2)j
2
+ j�1(r1;r2)j

2
o

:

Thelim iting behaviourofthispaircorrelation function isnotcorrect,sincehere

lim
r12! 1

g(r12)= 1+
2�2

0

�2
;

which would be true only when �0 � 0. Butwhen �0 6= 0,we confrontthe problem ofthe

condensateovercounting.Thence,theseproceduresarenotcom m utable.And onehas,�rst,

tointroducetheBogolubovshift(53)and onlyafterthistoresorttotheHFB approxim ation.
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A ppendix B .N onexistence ofPhase O perator
Toshow thattherepresentation (63)doesnotexist,wem ay usethem ethod ofreduction

to absurdity. Suppose that this representation is correct. Then,from the com m utation

relation

[̂n(r);’̂(r
0
)]= i�(r� r

0
);

weobtain forthenum ber-of-particleoperator

N̂ �

Z

n̂(r)dr

thecom m utaton relation h

N̂ ; ’̂(r)
i

= i:

From here,taking the m atrix elem entwith respectto the num berbasisfjn >g,forwhich

N̂ jn >= njn >,we�nd

(n � n
0
)< nj’(r)jn0> = i�nn0 :

Setting heren = n0,wegetthesenselessequality i= 0.Thus,therepresentation (63)does

notexist.

Now,supposethattherepresentation (64)iscorrect.Then forthedensity operator,we

have

n̂(r)�  
y
(r) (r)= �(r):

Hence,thenum ber-of-particleoperatorbecom esidenticalto thetotalnum berofparticles,

N̂ =

Z

�(r)dr= N :

Atthesam etim e,thereisan exactrelation

h

 (r);N̂
i

=  (r):

Using this for N̂ = N ,we getthe senseless equality  (r)= 0. Hence,the representation

(64)iswrong.

In thisway,neitherrepresentation (63)norrepresentation (64)are correct. The phase

operator,de�ned through these representations,does not exist. To introduce correctly a

kind ofa quasi-phaseoperator,oneshould em ploy thePegg-Barnetttechnique [36].
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A ppendix C .G auge-Sym m etry B reaking

The sim ple m ethod ofin�nitesim alsourcesm ay notalwaysbreak gauge sym m etry. To

illustrate this,itissu�cientto give atleastone counterexam ple. Forthispurpose,letus

considertheHam iltonian

H =

Z

 
y
(r)!(r) (r)dr;

with a positive function !(r)> 0.ThisHam iltonian isinvariantunderthegaugetransfor-

m ation

 (r) � ! e
i�
 (r);

where � is any real-valued num ber. Hence <  (r)>= 0. To break the gauge sym m etry,

following the standard m ethod ofin�nitesim alsources,one adds to the Ham iltonian H a

term lifting thesym m etry.Forinstance,theHam iltonian

H " � H � "

Z h

�
�
(r) (r)+ �(r) 

y
(r)

i

dr;

where�(r)isacom plex-valued function,isnotgaugeinvariant.ThelatterHam iltonian can

bediagonalized by m eansofthecanonicaltransform ation

 (r)= "
�(r)

!(r)
+  (r);

in which thenew �eld operator (r)enjoysthesam ecom m utation relationsas (r).Then

wehave

H " = E " +

Z

 
y
(r)!(r) (r)dr;

with thenotation

E " � � "
2

Z
j�(r)j2

!(r)
dr:

Forthediagonalin  (r)Ham iltonian H ",onehas<  (r)>= 0.Therefore

<  (r)> = "
�(r)

!(r)
:

According to them ethod ofin�nitesim alsources,aftercalculating theaverages,oneshould

set"! 0.Butthen

<  (r)> ! 0 ("! 0);

becauseofwhich thegaugesym m etry hasnotbeen broken.Contrary tothis,theBogolubov

shift(67)isa su�cientcondition forgauge-sym m etry breaking.
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