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R esponse fiinctions and super uid density in a weakly interacting B ose gas w ith
non-quadratic dispersion.

Jonathan K eeling
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M otivated by the experin ental search for B ose condensation of quasiparticles in sem iconductors,
the response fiinctions ofa weakly interacting B ose gas, w ith isotropic but non-quadratic dispersion,
are considered. N on-quadratic dispersion m odi es the de nition of particle current, and leads to
modi ed sum rules for the current-current response fiinction. The e ect of these m odi cations on
the B erezhinskiK osterlitz-T houless transition is discussed.

PACS numbers: 03.75Hh,47.37+ q,71.35Lk

Recently, there has been increasing interest in Bose
condensation of quasiparticles n solid state system s.
Exampls inclyde indirect excitons in sem iconductor
quantum wellg, exciton-polaritons in  sem icopguctor
m icrocavitie??, quantum hall bilayer exciton=®?, and
spin \triplons" i copper com poundd’€2, In many of
these cases, the com posite nature of the quasiparticle
Jeads to signi cant deviations from a quadratic disper-
sion. Such deviations mean that a current de ned by
Jx) = Y(x)ir (X) is no longer correct: such a cur—
rent is not conserved, and so its correlation finctions do
not obey sinpl sum rules. Neither can this problem
be extricated by working in tem s of m ore findam en—
tal elds, eg.the photon/exciton elds for the polariton
problem , as In such an exam ple the photon current isnot
conserved, the Ham iltonian has temm s by which photon
current is transfered to exciton current and back again.

T here is an obvious solution to this problem : the cor-
rect de nition of current is the N oether current associ-
ated w ith invariance of the action under global phase
rotations. Such a de nition autom atically leads to a
conserved current, which for quadratic dispersion is just
the standard de niion. The de nition of current and
is response functions are of particular im portance due
to another comm on feature of these solid state system s
In which condensation is sought: they are two din en—
sional, and therefore the transitipn, is of the B erezhinski-
K osterlitz-T houless BK T) clas®d”l. Therefore, to nd
the critical conditions at which the transition should oc—
cur, i is necessary to
cluding e ects ofdepletion by density uctuations. This
is most naturally achieved by nding the current re-
soonse functions, and thus separating the cument re—
sponse Into nom al and super uid com ponent&Ztitd.
For the weakly interacting case, one m ay then pertur-
batively evalnate the current response functions. Such
a perturbative evaluation relies on two properties of the
current response: a sum rule on the longitudinalresponse
function (@ consequence of using a conserved cur:cent)EE:,
and an understanding of the e ect af,vertex corrections
on the transverse response fanctiondl4a1nq |

The ain of this article is to discuss the correct gen—
eralisation of response functions for non-quadratic, but
isotropic, quasiparticle dispersion . P reviousw ork on the

nd the super uid sti ness, in—

BKT transition in a m odel of,weakly interacting bosons
w ith non-quadratic dispersiont %24 did not generalise the
current in thism anner. A s a resul, the current in that
work wasnot conserved, and so there isno sum rule relat—
ing the lIongiudinal response finction to density. A s the
spectrum considered there was quadratic for an allm o—
m enta, any form alisn which recovers the standard form
at low densities (ie. when only low momentum parti-
cles are excited) will agree. However, at higher den-
sities, when particles beyond the quadratic dispersion
contrbute to the current response, there are di erences
between the m ethod described here, and the m ethod in
those previous works, as w illbe shown below .

T o be precise, consider the follow ngm odelofa weakly
Interacting B ose gas:

X y g X y y
H = kkk+5 k+q ko q k¢ ki @)
k k kg

where  is isotropic, and has a quadraticpartask ! O,
but is otherw ise general. This Ham iltonian is invariant
under global phase rotations, and so there is an associ
ated N oether current J given by24:

Ji &) = Y () i ®); @)
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where S is the action from the Ham ilftonian in eg. i_]:).
By de nition, this current is conserved, so:
X
@) =
k

]Z+q:2 k gq=2° €)

H; @l=a J@;
In the llow ing, we will be interested in the static re-
soonse of the system to an applied force that couples to
such a current, described by the response finction:

Z

d mhi@;
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w here double anglk brackets Indicate quantum and ther-
m alaveraging. For an isotropic system , the m ost general
form of the response finction is:

Siiey G
Q@)= @ ?j + L(q)?j: (5)


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605494v1

T he standard rotating bucket argum ent still applies in

dividing the response into a super uid part that con—
trbutes only to 1 and a nom alpart that contributes

toboth ; and r .W ih a quadratic dispersion, the rel-
evant quantity is s=m = ling o [ L @ r @]. W ih

non-quadratic dispersion m ass isnow g dependent, so the

denti cation of ¢ and m separately isnot possble, but

it is not necessary; the e ective vortex action depends
only on the wellde ned quantity:

(6)

Since the current used isby de nition conserved, p will
be sub®ct to a sum rul; a generalisation of the sum
rule that would for quadratic dispersion relate 1 to the
density. Below , this sum rule is evaluated, and thus 1,
and rt are calculated In a perturbative expansion.
Before evaluating this sum rule, £ is rst worth stress—
Ing why the above generalisation gives the quantity ap-—
propriate to the BKT transition. The BKT transition
is associated w ith the unbinding of vortex pairs. The
conditions at which the transition occurs are therefore
described by the e ective vortex-vortex interaction, and
the vortex fiigacity. Starting from a m icroscopic m odel,
these quantities both depend on the phase sti ness: the
coe cientof (r (X)) ¢ 7 inthee ectiveaction. Itis
only this quadratic phase dispersion which m atters: non—
quadratic tem s in the phase dispersion lead only to short
range vortex Interactions, whilke the quadratic tem leads
to a logarithm ic con ning potential. H ow ever, the phase

sti nessismodi ed by density uctuations, and the non—

quadratic dispersion of density uctuations can m odify
the phase sti ness. Non-quadratic digpersion m atters
because after ntegrating out density uctuations, non-
quadratic dispersion of density uctuationsm odi es the
coe clent of quadratic disgpersion of phase uctuations.
Tt is technically easier to evaluate the current response
functions than to directly integrate out density uctua—
tions, and the associated de nitionsofsuper uid sti ness
are equivalentt.
The sim mk Hr 1 @ = qg i @)= Dlows from

(4) and eq. B), and the standard procedure, as de—

scr_l'bed for exam ple in refl15:
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e "mjil @i;a J@Ilhi; @)

w here one use hasbeen m ade ofthe com m utation relation
eq. 6_3) . W rting the com m utation relations explicitly in
term s ofthe Y; operators, one has:

— y .
q J(q)_ k+ g=2 k g=2 k+qg=2 k qg=27

Y .
(k+q+ k g 2k) k+qg=2 k g=2°

Inthelimit g! 0, thetem s in parentheses are indepen—
dent of the direction ofk, so we m ay average over solid
anglesd and thus have:
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Since dispersion is isotropic, we may write it as x =
f &%), thus g = @=d)k*’fPx?) + 2f°k?), and as ex—
pected a quadratic dJspeJ:s:lon, (x) = x=2m reduces to
gk = 1=m . In general, eq. (3) can be considered as den—
sity weighted by e ective Inversem ass ofeach m om entum
com ponent. T he ongiudinal response is thus reduced to

nding an approxin ation schem e for the occupation of
each nite k m ode, which willbe discussed below .

A syet we have only w ritten explicitly the longitudinal
com ponent of the current. To nd correlations of the
transverse com ponent, it is convenient to w rite:

X
Ji@) = biq ik T Qik) ;o = v
k
(10)

and from conservation of current, we have:
(11)

G i1k+ gjk)= 3 (k+qg k) :

Thus, we know the proction of the vector ; onto one
axis; what rem ains isto nd its direction. This follow s
from thede nition in eq. -'_(.'2),whjdﬁ. chow sthat under the
interchange , $ [ the cumrent changesasJ; ! Jj.
W ith a little algebra, i can be seen that this directly
mples i(;q) = @i+ @wfPiq) 3 where £ ;q) sa
scalar finction chosen to satisfy eq. {l]:)

From thisde nition ofcurrent, it isnow possibleto cal-
culate the current response finction perturbatively. As
In the quadratic digpersion case, the leading orderpertur-
bative calculation relies on properties of the corrections
to the current vertex ; that resulffrom interactions. For
clarity, the standard argum ent!324 is summ arised here.
A full calculation of the response would be given by
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where G (k) is the G reen’s function in the Nam bu repre—
sentation indicated i eq. {10), and ; is the vertex ;
including corrections. At one ]oop order, vertex correc-
tions are necessary to m ake eg. 612 ) satisfy the sum rule,
. @) However, it can be seen that these requ::ced ver—
tex corrections are of the orm shown In Fig. -]. Since
these involve a vertex where current couples directly to
the condensate, they involve ;(g;0), which, due to the
previous discussion of the direction of ;, is proportional
to . Such a correction therefore only changes the lon—
gitudinal response. Therefore, we m ay safely evaluate
the transverse response at one-loop order w ithout such
corrections.



ik+ g;k)= ik+ gjk)+

FIG . 1: Vertex corrections required at one-loop order.

H aving understood why vertex corrections can be ig—
nored, the perturbative calculation of r now follow sdi-

rectly; w riting:

skik)= kg n  —972 X 92 - opir0k?);
ql 0 k g
@13)

with £ k%)= y asbefbre for an isotropicm ass, we thus
have:

Z d
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To com plete the evaluation of 1 then requiresan explicit
form for the G reen’s function. T he B ogoliubov one-loop
approxin ation for the condensed G reen’s function is:

1 i+ g+

15)
P

where | = x (x ¥ 2 ) isthe Bogoliubov quasiparticle
energy. Thus, eq. (14) becom es:
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Finally, to nd 1 requires eva]uat"jon of the average

occupation of each k mode in eg. (§') . In evaliating
eq. (Tgé), asthee ectsof uctuations n the presence ofa
condensate are required, the condensate depletion due to
uctuations must be Included in ordemipy derigg a con—
sistent answe?323. Thismeans o = Y must

00
Inclide uctuation corrections, determ ined by consider—
ing a chem icalpotential coupled only to k = 0 m odes, or
equivalently by using the Hugenholtz-P ines relation at
one loop order:
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Inserting this n eq. (@') vieldsthe nalfom :
Tin = gy ——
ER @ = quZB
d%k 2+ w +
2R ng (x) 9o N Gk -
k t k J k k
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(To avoid the ultraviolet divergence associated w ith
a delta-finction interaction, the standard T -m atrix
renom alisation®? has been perform ed, thus Ts is the
renom alised two-body T-m atrix corresponding to the
bare Interaction g).

In two din ensions, the BK T transition is found, as
discussed above, by evaluating eq. {11) and eq. {L9) at a

xed tem perature, and nding the value of which sat-
is esling o[ 1 @ r @]1= ks T=2. The discussion
up to now hasbeen for a generic isotropic dispersion. For
illustration, F jg.:g show s the results of such a calculation
w ith a dispersion appropriate to exciton-polarions:

2 s 3

1, K .
f + ; 20
o) = 2 2m1 2m , R €0
withl=mi;= 1=mg + 1=mp,andl=m,= 1l=my 1l=mp.

P aram eters are chosen close to those of the experin ents
ofref.:ff In CdTe: excton massmy = 0:08m . , photon
massmp = 2:58 10 ®m., r = 26meV, and Tys =
13mev=10"an 2.
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FIG .2: Comparison of calculation of BK T critical density vs
tem perature for them ethod discussed here and them ethod in
ref. ,19 '20 At low densities, both calculations agree, as non-—
q'uadratzc e ects are irrelevant, but where such e ectsm atter,
their predictions di er.

In the nom al state, the transverse and longiudinal
response finctions should becom e equal. It is instructive
to see how the expression for e ective m ass, weighting
the density, appears In such a calculation. In the nom al
state, there are no condensate depletion e ects to worry
about, and so:

d

k 2
—— s (€ K?));
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T he one-loop transverse response is as In eg. C_l-]‘), but
with ! = £ k?). Toseethatthey agree, i is conve-
nient to rew rite eq. I;L]) w ith a change of integration vari-
abls.We rstintroducex = ¥,s0d% = S4x%? ldx=2,



wih S4 the surface of the d-dim ensional hypersphere,
and then change integration variable agann to f (x), w ith
dx = of=f’x), giving:

2% Sudf % 1 x @E9x))? dns (£)
T (0) = -
d @ Y2fix) 2 o
_ EZ Sqdf 1 ihd:szO(x)i ng (£)
T4 e ¥ 2madx ®
B 2a? @k 2
= aa ngn}a (£ &*)); @2)

w here the second line is integration by parts, and the last
used @, 2x9?f0x)) = (@=2)x%? lgx).

In conclusion, a form alism for calculating the trans—
verse and longiudinal response functions of a Bose gas
w ith arbitrary isotropic dispersion has been presented.

A sum rule relates the longitudinal response to density
welghted by e ective Inverse m ass at a given m om en—
tum . Ushhg such a form alisn recovers the equivalence
of transverse and longiudinal responses In the nom al
state. This form alisn allow s a consistent form ulation of
the critical conditions for the BK T transition in a two—
din ensional B ose gas.
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