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A bstract

T heproperties of system sw ith B oseE instein condensate in externaltin e-independent

random potentials are investigated in the fram e of a selfoconsistent stochastic m ean—

eld approxin ation. G eneral considerations are presented, which are valid for nie
tem peratures, arbitrary strengths ofthe interaction potential, and for arbitrarily strong
disorder potentials. T he special case of a spatially uncorrelated random eld is then
treated In m ore detail. It is shown that the system oonsists of three com ponents,
condensed particles, uncondensed particles and a glassy density fraction, but that the
pure Bose glass phase w ith only a glassy density does not appear. T he theory predicts
a rst-order phase transition for increasing disorder param eter, w here the condensate
fraction and the super uid fraction simultaneously jump to zero. The in uence of
disorder on the ground-state energy, the stability conditions, the com pressibility, the
structure factor, and the sound velociy are analyzed. The uniform ideal condensed
gas is shown to be always stochastically unstable, In the sense that an in nitesin ally
weak disorder destroys the BoseE instein condensate, retuming the system to the nor—
m al state. But the uniform Bosecondensed system wih nite repulsive interactions
becom es stochastically stable and exists in a nite Interval of the disorder param eter.
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1 Introduction

T he existence of the condensate fraction and its relation to the super uid fraction in random
Bose m edia have been an intriguing research sub fct for m any years. F irst, the ob Ects of
interest have been “H e~ lled porousm edia, such asV ycor glasses, aerogelglasses, and grained
powders [1,2]. Recently, the physics of dilute B ose gases has gained much Interest (see the
books B] and review articles [A{7]). Several experim ents w ith BoseE instein condensates
In random potentials have been acoom plished, and di erent techniques of creating random

elds have been proposed. For exam ple, random potentials can be form ed by laser speckles
B,9] or by random ly-varying m agnetic elds in the close proxim ity of a current-carrying
wire [L10]. Quasirandom potentials can also be created by using two-color quasiperiodic
noncom m ensurate optical lattices [11].

In the theory of disordered Bose system s, one considers two types of m odels. O f one
type are the lattice m odels characterized by a boson Hubbard H am iltonian w ith random site
potentials. Such random potentials suppress orm ay even can com pltely destroy the long-
range order related to BoseE instein condensates [L2]. Fisher et al. [13] have suggested that
su ciently strong disorder in a lattice leads to the appearance ofa new phase, di erent from
Insulating and super uid phases. This is the B ose glass phase, which is characterized by a

nite com pressibility, the absence ofa gap In the singlk particlke soectrum , and a nonvanishing
density of states at zero energy. T he phases in these lattice m odels can be classi ed [14] on
the basis of two order param eters, the condensate fraction ny and the super uid fraction ng.
In the Insulting phase, ng = 0 and ng = 0. For the super uid phase, both order param eters
are nonzero, ng & 0 and ng § 0. And for the Bose glass phase, there isng 6 0, but there
is no super uidiyy, ng = 0. The occurrence of the Jattice Bose glass, arising between the
Insulating and super uid phases, has been investigated in several theoretical papers [15{21]
and con m ed In a recent experim ent [L1].

In a second class ofm odels the disordered bosons can be thought ofasbeing Inm ersed In
an initially uniform system in a random extemalpotential, w ith no regular Jattices in posed.
This type of models was rst studied by Huang and M eng R2], who considered the case
of asym ptotically weak interactions and of asym ptotically weak disorder In the Bogolubov
approxin ation. Their results were recovered by G lorgini et al. R3] using the hydrody—
nam ic approxin ation, which ism athem atically equivalent to the B ogolibov approxin ation.
Lopatin and V Inokur R4]estin ated the shift of the critical tem perature due to weak disor-
der In a weakly interacting gas, which also was studied by Zobay R5], using renom alization
group techniques. If the resuls obtained for asym ptotically weak disorder are form ally ex—
tended to strong disorder, then one comes R2,26] to the state, where ng § 0 but ng = 0,
which corresoonds to the Bose glass phase. However, M onte Carlo smulations R7] for a
gas w ith strong disorder, although it con m ed that the super uid fraction can be sn aller
than the condensate fraction, found no presence of the Bose glass phase. A lso, no Bose
glsswas found in the random -phase approxin ation at zero tem perature and asym ptotically
weak Interactions R8]. Instead, Increasing disorder led to a rst-order transition from the
super uid to the nom alphase. T hus, the situation w ith B ose-condensad system s in random
potentials is well understood for the lin it of weak interactions and weak disorder. H owever,
it rem ains controversial when the Interactions and/or the disorder becom e larger.

The aimn of the present paper is to develop a new approach for treating B ose-condens=d
system s in random potentials, when particlke interactions and strength of disorder can be



arbitrary. W e analyze the m ain properties of the system and the In uence of disorder and
the Interaction strength on these properties. In particular, the dealuniform gasw ith Bose—
E instein condensate is shown to be stochastically unstable, In the sense thatan in niesim ally
weak random noise destroys the condensate, tuming the system to the nomm alnoncondens=d
state. T he stochastic instability could be one ofthe reasonswhy the idealB oseFE instein con-
densation is not experin entally possble, and con ning potentials and atom ic interactions
are necessary for the BoseE instein condensation to be realized In the laboratory. N onvan—
ishing repulsive atom ic interactions stabilize the condensate, which can then exist in a nite
dom ain of tem peratures and of the disorder strength. At a tem perature-dependent value of
the Jatter the B ose-condensed system undergoesa rst-orderphase transition and transform s
to the nom alphase.
T hroughout the paper a system ofunits isused, whereh= 1l and kg = 1.

2 System H am iltonian

T he H am iltonian energy operator is taken in the standard fomm
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Inwhich ()= (r;t) isthe Boss eld operator, (r) is a random extemal potential, and
the particlke interaction strength
aS
024E @)

is expressed through the scattering length ag and particke m assm .
T he averaging over the random potentials w ill be denoted by the doubl anglk bradkets
. The distrbution over the random elds is assum ed to be zero-centered, so that

@ = 0: 3)

T he stochastic average
W @ =R@ B ()

de nesthe correlation function R (r). The random potentialand the correlation fiinction are
supposed to be real and the latter is also sym m etric, such that

= ©:; R @=R( =R (@ : )
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The Fourier transform  possesses also the in portant property ! 0O, whenk ! 1 as
explained in the Appendix A . In the Fourder representation, Eq. (4) reduces to

kp = kpRkV © (7)
For the particular case of white noise, when

R@=Ry @©; (8)



one has
xkp — xpRoV : ©)

The m ain part of the present paper w ill not depend on the particular type of the dis—
tribution over the random potentials, and hence on the concrete choice of the correlation
functions (4) and (7). But at the nalstage, In order to illustrate practical calculations, we
shall specialize to the white noise characterized by Egs. (8) and (9).

A 1l operators from the algebra of Jocal observables are fiinctionals of the eld operators

(r) and Y (r) and of the random varable (r). This inplies that there are two kinds of
averages. O ne kind is the stochastic average £ over the distrdbution of the random
potentials. A nd another one isthe quantum average w ith resoect to a Ham ittonian H , which
is denoted as

< K>y TrX ; (10)

w ith the statistical operator
~_ p( H)

= . (11)
Trexp ( H)

Here the Ham iltonian H includes, but is, in general, di erent from H and rem ains to be
goeci ed below . 1=T is the Inverse tem perature and the trace is over the Fodk space
F ( ) generated by the related eld operators 29,30]. T he total average w ill be denoted as

A

<K> Tr A : 12)

To describe a Bosscondensed system , where the global gauge sym m etry is broken, one
em ploys the Bogolubov shift

A

(x) ! (x) ®+ 1@ 13)
where (r) is the condensate wave finction. The eld variable (r) and the cperator ; (v)
are taken as linearly independent and orthogonal to each other,

Z
(r) 1()dr= 0: (14)

1 (¥) is the operator of uncondensed particlks, satisfying the Bose comm utation relations
B1{33]. The condensate function isnom alized to a xed, still undetemm ined, positive value
N o, the num ber of condensed particles
z
No= J ©Ffdr: (15)

T he physical value ofN o m ust then be chosen by m Inin izing the them odynam ic potential.
T he num ber of uncondensed particlesN; = N Ny is given by the average

N, = < N; > 16)
of the num ber-ofparticle operator

Ny V@) (@) dr: a7)



T he total num ber of particles in the system is
N =< N >= Ng+ N;; 18)

w ith the operator 7
N ()" () dr= N, + N ; 19)

in which " (r) is the shifted eld operator (13).

A ccording to these de nitions, for the correct description of a Bosecondensed system ,
which would be sslfconsistent in any approxin ation, one therefore has to em ploy a repre—
sentative ensamble [B4] taking into acoount the nom alization conditions (15) and (16) or
(18). This requires [34{36] to use the grand H am iltonian

N - S \ S \ P 20)

where = H [7], whike o and ; are the Lagrange m ultipliers guaranteeing the validity
of nom alizations (15) and (16). Here we shall consider an equilibbrium system , but a sim
lar representative ensam ble can also be de ned for nonequilbriim B ossecondensed system s
B34,37].

3 Them odynam ic P otential
For the frozen disorder, the grand them odynam ic potential is
= T hTre® : @1)

To provide them odynam ic stability, potential 1) is to be m inim al w ith respect to the
num ber of condens=d particles,
@ @2

_0; >0 (22)
N,

The system free energy can be de ned as
F = + ON0+ lNl: (23)

At the sam e tin e, kesping In m Ind that in standard experin ents only the total num ber of
particlesN is xed, but not Ny and N ; separately, wem ay w rite

F= 4+ N : (24)
Comparing Egs. (23) and (24) yilds the de nition of the systam chem ical potential
oo+ 1Ny ; @5)

Inwhichng Ng=N,n; N;=N are the corresponding fractions of particks, satisfying the
nom alization condition ny + n; = 1.

Tt is worth noting that, instead of working with the grand ensamble containing two
Lagrangem ulipliers, we could resort to the canonicalensam ble w ith no Lagrange m ultipliers



but w ith two constraints that are to be satis ed at each step of any calculational procedure.
O ne constraint is that the num ber of condensed particlesN = N (T;N ) be xed by stability
conditions, while the total num ber of particles N be kept xed at each step, but not sokly
on average. Such a canonical ensamble could, probably, be realized with the help of the
G irardeau-A mow itt representation [38]. However, a weak point of the latter is not only
that i leads to rather cumbersom e calculations but, m ost in portantly, that i does not
allow sin ple selfoconsistent approxin ations. For Instance, it iswellknown that the H artree—
Fock-Bogolibov HEB) approxin ation is not selfconsistent in the fram e of the G irardeau—
A mow it representation, yielding an unphysical gap in the spectrum [(38] fora uniform Bose
system . G irardeau [39] stressed the necessity to dealw ith the com plete H am iltonian in order
to m ake the canonicalensam ble approach selfconsistent and to rem ove the unphysical gap.
Indeed, Takano showed [40] that this could really be done at least in principle, if one would
use all temm s of the Ham iltonian. However this necessity m akes the problem practically
unsolvable: In general, an exact solution for the problem is not known, and as soon as an
approxin ation is nvolved, one confronts the danger of getting not selfconsistent results
[41]. Contrary to this, relaxing the in posed constraints, by introducing the corresponding
Lagrangem ultipliers, being m athem atically equivalent, m akes all calculationsm uch sin pkr,
at the sam e tin e preserving the theory selfconsistency for any given approxin ation [34{37].
In order to calculate the therm odynam ic potential 1) for the frozen disorder, one often
takes recource to the so-called replica trick, as isused in the theory of soinh glasses [A2]. Here
we shallem ploy another approach, based on the m ethod of ssparation of variables. T he idea
of thism ethod is as ©llows. The man ain is to transform the given Ham itonian H to a
separable form
Hep=Hq+H ; (26)

nwhich H 4 dependsonly on quantum variables,whileH dependsonly on classicalstochastic
variables. Sudh a transfom ation can be achieved by m eans of canonical transform ations and
som e sin pli cations. T hen the corresgoonding them odynam ic potential

sep T ThTre® @7)

reduces to the sum
sp= ThTre®s+ H ; 28)

In which the m anjpulations w ith quantum and stochastic varables are ssparated. If the
separable H am iltonian (26) does not exactly represent the initialH , so that
H=Hepth G H Hej 29)

then corrections to the them odynam ic potential can be obtained by perturbation theory
w ith respect to f, giving In the second order

= sep T <ﬁ> 2(8); (30)

where 2 () isthedispersion 2(t) <h?> <H>?. In agreement with Eq. (30), one
has sept < f> , which is the G bbsB ogolubov nequality.

Them ethod of separation of variables hasno need for the replica tridk . T he derivation of
the separable H am iltonian (26) can be accom plished by m eans of decouplings and canonical



transfom ations and does not require the existence of an all param eters. A 1l essential non—
linearties w ith respect to particlke interactions and disorder strength can be pressrved in the
Ham ittonian 26). The use ofthe G bbsB ogolubov inequality, m entioned above, can be done
in the standard variationalway, by m inin izing the right-hand side of this inequality, which
again does not require the existence of an all param eters. T herefore this m ethod m akes it
possble to consider strong interactions and strong disorder.

4 Stochastic Q uantization

A ccording to Eq. (3), the extermmal random potential is zero on average. This allow s us to
treat the condensate wave function, which is the system order param eter, as unifom , so
that R2]

©=<"w>="7; @31
where " (r) is the shifted ed operator, No=V is the condensate density, and the total
average (12) isassum ed. In agreem ent w ith Eqg. (13), one has

< 1@>= 0: (32)

Expanding the eld operators of uncondensed particles n plane waves, we represent the
grand Ham iltonian (20) as the sum

%4
H = H® + Hg: (33)
n=0
H ere the zero-order tem 1

H9= 5 00 o No (34)

does not contain the operators of uncondensed particles. For the rst-order tem , because
of the property (14), we get
HY=0: (35)

The tem of second order, w ith respect to the operators a, , becom es

@ _ X k? 1x
H = —+ 2 4 1 aiak + = 0 0 aiayk +arae @ (36)
keo M 2 v60
For the third-order tem , we have
r
X
3 0 0
H® = - o ayaxipap + apar, A i 37)
kip

where the prim e on the summ ation symbol mpliesthat k & 0,p & 0, k+ p & 0. The

fourth-order term is
1 X X g

AY

H @ = Oaiagak qap+q 7 (38)

9 kp



where the prin e on the summ ation sign meansthatk € 0,p 6 0,k g6 0,p+ g#6 0.
The last tetn In Eq. (33) corresponds to the action of the extemal random eld, given by
the expression
t—x . 1 X .
& kt rax t+ — Q(ap kp - (39)
k6 0 kip (6 0)

0
Hexe= o0t v

W hen one assum es asym ptotically weak interactions, one om itstheterm sH @ and H @,
thus, com Ing to the Bogolubov approxin ation B1{33]. Shcewe ain at considering arbitrar-
ily strong interactions, we have to kesp alltem s of H am iltonian (33). But wem ay sim plify
the tetms H © and H ® by means of the HartreeFock-Bogolubov HFB) approxin ation
[35,36]. Then, we get

H®=0: (40)

To express the result orthetem H “ in a com pact m , we introduce the nom al average
Ny < dag > ; 41)
which isthem om entum distrbution of atom s, and the anom alous average
" <gayg > : 42)

The quantity j x jcan be interpreted as the m om entum distrioution of paired particles [B35].
T hen the density of uncondensed particles is

1 X
1= = Ny ; 43)
V. so
while the sum
1 X
= — 44
1= 3 k (44)

k60

gives the density j ;jof paired particlkes. Applying the m ean— eld approxin ation we nd
from Eqg. (38)
4 X 1
H @ - 1 0 aiak —n +
k6 0 2
1 X y Y.y 1
+ = 0 NMk+p@pdp t =  kip&p@p t xip@pdp = Dgeplp+ xep , ¢ @5)
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A special care has to be taken In reorganizing expression (39) describing the interaction
of atom s w th extemal random elds. The ssocond tem in Eq. (39) corresponds to linear
interactions between random elds and atom s, whilke the third temrm describbes nonlinear
Interactions. If one om is the third tem , as has been done by Huang and M eng 2], thus,
kesping sokly the lnear interactions, then one lin is oneself by weak disorder. Since our
ain isto consider arbitrarly strong disorder, we need to keep thistem . The di culty w ith
treating the nonlinear term In Eq. (39) is that, in the m ean— eld approxim ation, it is zero
on the average, as far as

<alaykp > <dap>< xp>= 0: (46)



Ifwe would treat this term in the sin ple m ean— eld m anner replacing a;a, « p Y
< ala, > + ala, < > < da,>< > = Ny o;
3y 3p kp T 33p k p A k p kpllk 0 7

wewould killallquantum e ects, reducing the temm to the trivial form . The way out of this
problem is to em ploy a m ore re ned approxin ation.

W e shalluse the ideas ofthe stochastic m ean— eld approxim ation, which hasbeen applied
to accurately treat quantum and stochastic e ects In system s interacting w ith electrom ag—
netic elds @3] and In soIn system s #4,45]. In considering these system s, one encounters
the sam e type of the di culty. If one uses the sinpl mean— eld approxin ation, often
called sam iclassical, then quantum and random e ects are washed out, which may lead to
principally wrong results. To accurately take acoount of the latter e ects, the m ean— eld
approxin ation is to bem odi ed B3{45].

Let us ram em ber that we have two types of averages for any opeJ:atorAA . The stochastic
average x and the quantum average < x> gy de ned n Eq. (10). The operators of
uncondensed particks a, and a; are, strictly speaking, functions ofthe random elds x.W e
m ay ssparate the quantum and stochastic averages and consider the quantum average

k < &>u i @7)

which is a function ofthe random elds. Thisquantity  isnot zero, even though its total
average

is of course zero, according to Eq. (32). In the nonlinear tem ofEq. (39), in the spirit of
the stochastic m ean— eld approxin ation A3{45], we now m ake a m ean— eld type decoupling
w ith respect to the quantum averaging only, not w ith respect to the stochastic average, that
is, we w rite

y _ y Y .
& kp = ¥ <>yt <@y >y a <g>s<a>y kp ¢ 49)

Onem ay notice that ifwe would em ploy in decoupling (49) the total averages of type (12),
Instead of the quantum averages of type (10), then the left-hand side ofEqg. (49), according
to Egq. (48), would be reduced to zero, sin ilar to Eq. (46). In order to retain the In uence
of the keft-hand side term ofEqg. (49), we invoke here not the totalbut only the quantum
averages. U sing the latter, nstead of the total averages (12), m akes decoupling (49) m ore
general, thus, allow Ing us to retain the in uence of nonlinear stochastic tem s [43{45]. Let
us also de ne the stochastic eld

P__
' No 1° (50)
k kT pkp *
\Y4 Vp60
T hen the random — eld H am iltonian (39) transfom s to
X v 1 X
Hext= o0t ak’k'l"kak ? k pkp 7 (1)
k6 0 ki (6 0)

R
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F inally, introducing the notation

k2
'y —+2 17 52)
2m
where ot 1 isthe totalparticke density, and de ning
(o+ 1) o7 (63)
we obtain for Ham itonian (33) the fom
X 1X
H=Eypg + 'yajax + = aal, tayax * Hews (54)
k6 0 2160
in which 1
Eyrg H® 5 2 + 2 N (55)

and H ¢ isgiven by Eq. (51). It isworth em phasizing that Ham iltonian (54) has them ean—

eld form with respect to the eld operators ay, but it contains, via H o+, the nonlinear
termm s w ith respect to the random variables , y,and 'y . The Jatter allow s us to consider
disorder of arbitrary strength.

5 Separation ofVariables

Quantum and stochastic variables in the H am ittonian (54) are yet Interm ixed. To sgparate
them , we shall use the m ethod of canonical transfom ations. First, we em ploy the usual
B ogolubov canonical transform ation

ax = wh + v, b, ; a=ul+viby : (56)

U sing these In Eqgq. (54), we get

X
H = EB + "khzbc + Hext; (57)
k6 0
where
1X
Esg Egpp t+ > (" ) (58)

k60

and ", is the Bogolubov spectrum
= 12 2 (59)

Equation (51), containing random elds, now becom es
X X

1
Hext= o0t }quk"'th( - k pkp 7 (60)
k6 0 kip 6 0)

where
Dx G+ wv) x: (61)
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The ooe cient functions in transform ation (56) are de ned by the equations

4 n}2{ + 2 4 "k !k + "k 4 n}2{ + 2 v}v{ !
o - - R - I
2", 2", 2", 2",

Then we apply another canonical transform ation

D D
=68 —; HB=08 =X; (63)
k

w
k
which transform s H am ittonian (60) into

X
H=Eg+ "Bh +H ; (64)
k60

where Ey is the nonoperator part (58), the ssocond tem does not depend on stochastic
variables, while the last tem

1 X
H = o509 - kK pkp 65)
: Vom0

contains only stochastic elds, but no quantum variables.

In that way, the quantum operator variables Bﬂ and ﬁ{ and the stochastic elds y, «,
and ' are ssparated In Ham iltonian (64). Thiswill allow us to calculate di erent averages
and to analyze the n uence of andom elds on the system .

6 Random Fields

Letus, rst, consider the Bogolubov spectrum  (59) . A s is seen, it does not explicitly depend
on the random elds, thus, representing the spectrum of collective excitations for a system

that is uniform on the average. For a uniform system , there exists the Hugenholtz-P ines
theorem [46,47] requiring that the spectrum be gapless, so that

Im ", = 0; " 0: (66)
k!0

Then, from Egs. (52), 63), and (59), i follow s that

1= (+ 1 1) o ©7)
Asaresult, Eq. (52) reduces to
k2
Tt ©

The Bogolubov spectrum  (59) acquires the fom

k= (k)2 + — 7 (©9)
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In which the sound velocity

(70)
is expressed through the quantity
mc = (g+ 1) o3 (71)

follow Ing from Eqg. (53).

Anocther way of deriving Eq. (67) and, respectively, the Bogolibov spectrum (69)
is as Pllows. W e may consider the equations of m otion for the m atrix G reen finction
Gk;')= G (;!)]ashasbeen doneby Bogolubov #A8]. T he presence of the random — eld
Ham iltonian (39) contrlbutes to these equations w ith the tem s all of which, In the m ean—

eld approxin ation, can be set zero, In agreem ent with Eq. (46). For the G reen functions,
one has the Bogolubov theoram [48]

No
k2

$11k;0) Gi2k;0)] ;
from which the HugenholtzP nesrelation ;= 11 (0;0) 12 (0;0) llows, where (;!) =
[ (k;!)] is the m atrix s=lfenergy. In the HFB approxin ation, we have 1, (0;0)= 2
and 1,0;0)= (o+ 1) o.Thisgivesus exactly the sam e equation (67).

Combihing the canonical transform ations (56) and (63), we get

Ja + i e+ i S
ac=ub+v, B, 7" ; a=ulf+v,b, "= : (72)

" "
k

AN A

Because of the fom of the Ham iltonian (64), one has < & >=< BB, >= 0. Then, from
Egs. @7) and (72),we nd

= 73
k e (73)
Henos,
. 3.7
ik = Ut )2 (74)
By Eqg. 48),wealsohave< ' >= " = 0. Substituting relation (73) into Eq. (50),
we com e to the equation
°N, 1X
ro= . - " p b (75)
\Y4 \Y% 560 ot

de ning the random eld ’ . Thisisa Fredholn equation of the second kind.
U sing H am iltonian (64), it is straightforw ard to get them om entum distrdbution of quasi—
particles

<HB>= e 1 = Zlcoth = 1 76)
= e = —O — —
. 2 2T
For the m om entum distrbbution ofatom s 41), we nd
ne= ut v okt Vet xS 77)
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and for the anom alous average (42), we have
= 0+ 2 wewt Jxf s (78)

W ih Egs. (62) and (76), we nally obtain the nom al average

L " 1
coth — -+ j 79
o = > T (79)

ny =
and the anom alous average

K :
coth — + : 80
o oT DS ®0)

T he contrdbution of the random potential com es through the last tem s in Egs. (79) and
(80). These tem s are related to the random eld ' by means ofEgs. (73) and (74). And
the random eld '’ isde ned asthe solution of the Fredholn equation (75).

7 G lassy Fraction

In oxder to elucidate the physical m eaning of the temm s, induced by the random potential,
et usdraw som e analogiesw ith the theory of spoin glasses B2]. Forthe Bose system , wem ay
de ne an order param eter, whic isthe analogue of the E dwardsA nderson order param eter
In spin glasses [42]. To thisend, we recallthat the totalaverage< | >= 0, according to Eq.
(32) . But, ssparating the quantum and stochastic averages, we can Introduce the density of
the glassy fraction

c = i< 1>y § dr: 81)

Passing to the Fourier transform of ; (r) and ushg Egs. (72), we reduce Egq. (81) to

L ¥ 82)
¢ = = Jx : (
\4 k60
C ons=equently, the m eaning of the quantity
. ~ ')
ng k) iF = Ut ma)e (83)

is the m om entum distrdbution of the glassy fraction. W e m ay assum e that the nom inator
of Eq. (83) is not Increasing wih k. However, is denom inator, according to Eqg. (68),
increases w ith k as k. Henoce, distrbution (83) is a rapidly decreasing fiinction of k, w ith
itsmaximum atk = 0, where

7 oF
= __=2°- . 4
ng (0) 1 Q)2 (84)
T he glassy density (82), using relation (74), can be represented as
z ,
dk
- 75 : 5)

(et )2 @)
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Since the ntegrand In Eq. 85) allso mpidly and T F is slow Iy varying with k, we
may substitute  §,F dstead of J,F ,which gives

fm o)’

ng ©O) : (86)

G =
For the din ensionlss glassy fraction, we then have

3
ne — = o) ng ©) : 87)

Let us consider the glassy density m atrix
z

ik m»
;T n e ; 38
¢ (r;12) c k) 2 ) (88)
in which 1y, B 5. This, with the glassy distribution (83), gives
z ,
. dk
¢ (r;0) = I F e (89)

(1 + )2 PRER

Taking Into acoount that the m ain contrdbution to Integral (89) comes from anallk, and
using the equality

Z1 X sin (@x) _a
o (F+ x?)2 4b ’
we obtain the glassy density m atrix
¢ 0= ge " kg 2mo): (90)

T his dem onstrates that the localized short—range order of the glassy fraction has the decay
length 1=k,, which coincides w ith the healing length.

Tt is In portant to stress that the presence of the glassy fraction In the type of system s
under consideration here does not tum the whole system into a Bose glass. This isbecause
by the comm only acospted classi cation, the Bose glass phase requires that the super uid
fraction ng be zero, which is not the case here. A Iso, the density of states

) 4 k2 (1) dk(!)
' @) a '
In which k(! ) isde ned by the equation ", = !, wih ", from Eqgq. (59) or equivalently Eqg.
(69), yields
m 32 pm = !
()= P P

2 2 124 2
Thistendsto zero at small! as
1 2
2 233
T hus, the system does not represent a Bose glass, orwhich (0) must be nite.
To conclude, the action ofextemal random elds on the Bose system nduces the appear-

ance in the latter of the glassy fraction but need not transform the system as a whole Into
the Bose glass phase.

()’ (N O) B
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8 Them odynam ic Stability

Tt is Interesting to study the In uence of random potentials on the them odynam ic stability
condition (22). Forthe Lagrange param eter , ofthe condensate fraction, introduced in Eq.
(20), we have from the st ofEgs. (22)

o= (+ 1+ 1) ot i (91)
T he last tem 1 <
. <a .+ a > (92)
R

is caused by the direct action of the random potential. From the second of Egs. (22), we
nd
0 > — 93)
29
T hus, the stability condition (93) for the particlke interaction strength o ofEqg. (2) depends
on the value .

Equations (72) and (73) show that

y _ _ k k
<akk>_ k k = 'k+
T hus, the glassy term (92) takes the formm
X ,kk+ k,k

1
o (94)
2 NoV e +
O ne has to exercise considerable caution when analyzing Eq. (94). To stress this, ket us
start with the attem pt of calculating ¢ by m eans of perturbation theory w ith respect to
weak disorder. Under asym ptotically weak disorder, the lim iting approxin ate solution of
Eqg. (75) is p__
Ny
A%

Substituting this into Eq. (94) yields the perturbative expression

ror
k

k *

o 1 X 53
G_ - - e
V2 oo  txT
W ith the de nition of Ry In (7), we get
o ° Ry ok
¢ e+t @37

which isexactly the form obtained in Ref. R4]. Since the correlation fiinction Ry isassum ed
to be positive, one has g < 0. Then condition (93) tells us that the action of the random
potential stabilizes the systam , which does not appear plausibl, physically, how ever.

O n the otherhand, ifone interprets the random potentialasbeing caused by the presence
of random ly distributed in purties, which then jasti es the use of analytic regularization
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procedures for physical integrals, and if one takes the 1lim it of the uncorrelated spatialwhite
noise potential, de ned in Eq. (9), then one gets from Eqg. (94) the di erent perturbative

value
2

g=-—m’Ry:

T he latter is positive, contrary to g < 0. In thisway, the sign ofthe glassy term (94), In a
perturbative evaluation, is not independent of the m ethod of calculation. In other words, it
rem ains unclkar whether the random potential stabilizes or rather destabilizes the system .
This gives a strong hint that the application of perturbation theory w ith respect to weak
disorderm ay notbe jasti ed forthe considered case. Thiswould show up via noconsistencies,
such as divergencies, when going to higher order In the perturbative calculationswe sketched
here.

Fortunately, we are abl to caloulate Eq. (94) w ithout resorting to the weak-disorder
approxin ation, but by considering instead the whole Eq. (75) exactly. W e inm ediately
obtain then F oy N

¢ = 2°pN_0° o = 0 95)
Thus,we nd g 0 forany type ofthe random potentialand any strength ofdisorder. So,
the stability condition (93) acquires the sinplk form ¢ > 0.

This result teaches us that the action of random potentials on Bose system s m ay lad
to nonperturbative e ects, when calculations for asym ptotically weak disorder can yield
Incorrect conclusions.

9 Energy Contribution

T he direct contrlbution ofthe random elds to the intemalenergy ofthe system is given by
the average of term  (65) entering the H am iltonian (64), that is, by

E <H > = H : (96)
W ith relation (73), the latter gives

X 7«7

1 X
L 2

14 14 K
k PRP : 97)

E =
e+ N p+ )

k60 kip 6 0)

Exercising now the required caution when dealing with random elds, we shall not use
perturbation theory for weak disorder, but shall Instead take into acoount the exact Eqg.
(75) and use the properties , = ¢, = o In Inewih Egs. (6). Employing once Eq.
(75), we have

p_— y
1X Ny "y ok I«
7 k p kp -
VpéO \Y% T + T +

This allow s us to transform Eqg. (97) into

E = : (98)



Invoking once m ore Eqg. (75) In the form

1X p’P _ _No ’
?péo e+ v ° o
we reduce Eqg. (98) to q__
E = No ' 0 o 99)
which resuls in
E =0 (100)

for any kind of the random potentials and any strength of disorder.

Tt is instructive to stress again that the usage of perturbation theory with respect to
weak qusorder is not appropriate here. Really, if we substitute the approxin ate solition
r ! 0=V , corresponding to weak disorder, into Eg. (98), we get the perturbative
energy

noR dk
T + @)’
In the sam e form as has been obtained by all other authors using the weak-disorder lim it.
This result would seem to tell us that the presence of random potentials dim Inishes the
Intemal energy.

H ow ever, ifwe Interpret the presence ofthe random potentialasthe existence of random Iy
distributed scatterers, use the analytic regularization of Integrals, and treat the case ofwhite
noiss, then we nd

E%=

2
o 2
E"= —Nm "meRy :

Hence, the Intemal energy would now seem to Increase with Ry. However, both m utually
con icting perturbative resuls are at variance w ith the exact value (100), which is always
Zero.

A galn, as In the previous Sec. V IIT, we com e to the conclusion that perturbation theory
w ith respect to weak disorder can lead to ncorrect resuls.

10 Uncondensed P articles

T he properties of uncondensad particles are characterized, rst ofall, by their density | of
Eqg. 43) and the anom alous average ; ofEqg. (44). Using Eqg. (79), the density ; can be
presented as the sum

dk + (101)
= n =
1 k 2 )’ N G
of the nom aldensity .
1 ' " dk
w= > footh £ 1 (102)
2 " 2T @ )3
and of the glassy density 7
G ng k) ; (103)
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which can be wrtten asin Eqg. (85). The nom aldensity (102) can be represented as

3 ¢ z " ! )

m c) 3 1 p 1=2 mc

1+ p= 1+ x2 1 owoth — x 1 dx (104)
32 2 2 o0 2T

W ith the help ofEqg. (80), the anom alous average 1, whose absolute value is the density
of paired particks, can sin ilarly be w ritten as the sum

_ dk (105)
1 k (2 )3 N G
oftwo temm s. The st tem is
lZ "k dk
= Y oth x ; (106)
2 "™ 2T @ )

w hile the seocond tem  is the sam e glassy density (103). Equation (106) can be rew ritten as

1 " dk
N = o0 - — ooth — 11— 107)
2 " 2T e )3
w here 7
1 ok (108)
0 2 "k (2 )3

The integral in Eq. (108) is ultraviolet divergent. This divergence is well known to be
unphysical, since it is caused by the usage of the contact Interaction potential. A general
way of treating such Integrals is as ollows. First, one restricts to asym ptotically weak
coupling and applies the technique of din ensional regularization , which is an accurately
de ned m athem atical procedure In that Ilin i B]. Then one analytically continues the result
to nite coupling. T he dim ensional regularization gives

z

1 d  o2m ¢
neyp oz T

In thisway, we nd orEqg. (108)

0= m o o: (109)

Changing the variables of integration, Eq. (107) can be represented in the fom

p____ " |
o’ o1y 17 m B 1 dx (110)
= — P @ x :
A i B 1t 22 2T

At low tem peratures, when T=m & 1,Eq. (104) gives

(mc>3+<mc>3 T
32 12 m &

’

(111)

N

and Eq. (110) yields
2

no' T
12 m &

112)
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In the case of weak interactions, such that m ¢®=T. 1, where T, is the critical tem per-
ature n

2
T z . 113
- G=2) ; (113)
Egs. (104) and (110) Jead to
T 32 (mc)3
’ — + 114
N T. 32 (114)
and, resgoectively, to
2
m “cT
N0 > : (115)

The analysis of the behavior of y and y shows that these quantities are characteristic
of the Bose system w ithout disorder, whik the explicit In uence of the random potential is
contained in the glassy density (103).

11 Super uid Fraction

By a generalde nition, the super uid density is the partial density appearing as a regponse
to a velocity boost,

1 @ A
— lim — P,>,; (116)
3mV vio Qv
w here the average of the system m om entum E”\V =P + Nmv is calculated w ith the Ham it

tonian 7 !

A\ m A
H,=H + Y (r) iv rT (r) dr

s

of the liquid m oving w ith velocity v.
T he din ension less super uid fraction can be represented as

2
ng —=1 %; 117)

where Q is the dissipated heat, having for an equillbbrium system the form

<P?>

118
o N 118)

A detailed derivation ofEgs. (117) and (118) can be found, 9 n Ref. H].
Passing to the Fourer transform s, we have < P2 >= k,p(k p) < M, >, where
N, dax. In the HFB approxin ation,

2

< ﬁkﬁp> = nknp+ kplk €+ nk)+ kp k -

Then Eq. (118) assum es the form

119)
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Taking into account Egs. (79) and (80), we m ay represent the dissipated heat (119) as the

sum
Q =0Qy *+ Q¢ (120)

oftwo tem s. Here the 1st tem

0n = ’ K? dk (121)
Y am sih? (".=2T) @ )3

is the heat dissipated by nom aluncondensed particlks. A nd the second term

Z 2 .
1 k " dk
Q¢ = g3 coth — 122)
Zm "+ ) 2T @)
is the heat dissipated by the glassy fraction.
Equation (121) can be rew ritten as
P—
mo)® 1 (1+x 1/ 2xdx
Qn = P=—7— P : (123)
4 2 2@ 0 1+ x2 sinh” (m &*x=2T)
At low tem peratures, such that T=m & 1, we get
2 5 5
m ) T
! : 124
Qw 15m mc 124)
And in the lin i of weak Interactions, when m &=T. 1,we nd
nw #
3 T 72 1=2) T *“md
QN r _ T - — ’ (125)
2 Tc (3=2) Tc TC
where ( ) isa Rimm ann zeta function.

12 Sound Velocity

T he sound velocity ¢ enters in the m a prity of the above expressions. The velocity itself is
de ned through Eqg. (71), which can be w ritten as

m&=( 1t 1) o (126)
taking into acoount that = 1. Acocording to Egs. (101) and (105), we have
1= vt 6 1= vt G 127)
T herefore Eq. (126) becom es
mc = ( Nt on) oo (128)

It is convenient to work w ith the din ensionless fractions

ny — ; LI 129)
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Sihceng+ n; = 1 and n; = ny + ng, the nom alization
n0+ Ny + ng = 1 (130)

holds true.
Let us de ne the gas param eter
=g, 131)

and the din ensionless sound velocity

s —=: 132)

Then, taking Into consideration the interaction strength (2), equation (128) for the sound
velocity can be reduced to the din ensionless form

f=4 1 n+ ): (133)

At st glance i m ight seem that the sound velocity, being the solution of Eq. (133),
does not depend on the glassy fraction ng induced by the random elds. That fraction is
de ned by Egs. (85) and (87) which give combined
{ ] dk
ng = - 75 : (134)

(y+ )2 @)

However, through nom alization (130), ng in uences the condensate fraction ny, and the
latter enters the anom alous fraction , thus, In uencing the sound velocity through Eq.
(133). For exam pl, at zero tem perature, according to Egs. (104) to (112), we have

= 2 _ o e o S T=0: (35
N 321 3= 0r 0 32 Iy .

Increasing disorder increases the glassy fraction ng, so, decreases the condensate fraction
ng, which decreases . At the sam e tin ¢, the nom al fraction ny also decreases. Since ny
and enter Eq. (133) wih opposite signs, their changes aln ost com pensate each other.
N um erical calculations show that the sound velocity s as a function ofthe disorder strength
slightly decreases w ith the latter.

13 Structure Factor
T he structure factor of a random system is de ned as the stochastic average

S k) S k) (136)

of the frozen factor
Z
1 0 0 ik @9 0
Sk (k)=N— Kn@pnEe) >y <A@E><A@E)>yzle drdr; 137)
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expressed through the quantum averages, in which 7 (r) "y (r) A (r). Note that Eq. (136),
In the theory of random system s, is called the connected structure factor. W ith the Fourer
transform Z

N= A@e™ T dr; (138)

Eg. (137) becom es
l AT A A A
SH(]<)=N—< x> n < 2 >p< N>y (139)

Invoking the Bogolubov shift (13), forEqg. (138), we have
X q—
%= wNot+ al,a + Ny a') +a : (140)
p6 0

The quantum averaging ofEq. (140) gives

X 9 —
_ y .
< N%>p = Ng+t < &3> Tt Ny r tox g (141)
P60

where  isde ned In Eq. (47). Caloulating the rst temm in Eqg. (139), we arrange the
operator product in the nom al form and use the second-order procedure, follow ing the
standard calculations, the sam e as for Bose system s w ithout disorder [7,35]. Then for the
structure factor (136), we nd

Sk)=1+2mc+ ) 4 JxF (142)
Substituting here Egs. (79) and (80), we obtain

k2 "k
S k)= coth — (143)
2m ", 2T

T he central value of the structure factor is known to be rlated to the isothem al com press-

bility ! !
1 ev 1 5 (0
T — @_ = — @_ = L ; (144)
v oep | ep , T

where P is pressure. To aem phasize the rok of the glassy fraction, the central structural
factor can be w ritten as

T
S0)= — + Ang ; (145)
m G
where A 2Tm c}; o is the sound velocity in a system w ithout disorder, and o

Qc=@ng atthevaluieng = 0. From num erical calculations it follow s that the coe cient of A
ispositive. T hus, the above expressions show that the random eld, via Inducing the glassy
fraction ng, leads to an increase of the density uctuations, the isothem al com pressibility,
and the structure factor. The physics of these results seem s to be clear. An additional
extemal random potential should lead to the increased scattering of either light or neutrons,
which is characterized by an Increase of the structure factor.
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14 W hite N oise

The In uence of the random potential on physical characteristics com es through the corre-
lator ¥ . To calkulate the latter explicitly, we need, rst, to solve the random — eld
equation (75) and, second, to specify the type of the random potential, which tillnow has
been arbitrary.

Letusconsider Eqg. (75) assum ing that in the sum of its second tem them ain contribu—
tion com es from the region of anallm om enta (see Appendix A ), so that this equation can

be represented as

N, 1X ’
re= —2 = P (146)

This isthe Fredholn equation of the seocond kind w ith a ssparablk kemel. Such an equation
can be solved exactly. T he corresponding exact solution is

PN
ro— Mo ok : 147)

1 P
Vi 1+ 3 ot

Calulatihg J«F wih Eqg. (147), we can use the expansion

1 b
m: n+ 1)x";

n=20

which requires the know ledge of the stochastic correlators such as ki ky 5% kn
To de ne these correlators explicitely, we consider the case of the G aussian whlte noise
[49]. Then we obtain

R
JxF = oRo @n+ 1)”2 ; (148)

w here the integral

(x+ )2 @) 4c

hasbeen usad. N ote that the right-hand side ofEq. (148) doesnot depend on k. Thisallow s
usto nd the explicit expression for the glassy density (85), which becom es
c=—— 9.5 149)
c
w here the right-hand side is given by the series (148).

As is clear from its fomm , series (148) is asym ptotic with respect to the param eter
mRy=4 c. In order to de ne the quantity I 7 for nie values of the latter pa—
ram eter, it is necessary to em ploy a resumm ation procedure for series (148). For exam pl,
we could resort to the Pade summ ation [0]. Here we shall use another, m ore general and
accurate m ethod, based on the selfsim ilar approxin ation theory [B1l{53]. W e shallm ake
use of the m ethod of selfsim ilar factor approxim ants [B4{56]. This m ethod was shown to
be m ore general than that of P ade approxin ants and, contrary to the latter, being unigquely
de ned. Them ethod we use is sketched In the Appendix B.
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For convenience, we introduce the din ensionless noise param eter

m 2R 0 .
7 15 (150)
Then, representing the sum of serdes (148) by the selfsim ilar factor approxin ant of sscond
order, we cbtain for the glassy density (149) the expression

0

= Tee (151)

In which s is the din ensionless sound velocity (132).
Taking into account nom alization (130), we nd the condensate fraction

ng = L R a ) (152)
° + 787 (s &

and the glassy fraction
T n)
ng = ; 153
¢ + 78 7 (453)
which are expressed through the nom al fraction ny = ,wih y given by Eq. (104).
The case of weak disorder correspoonds to a am all noise param eter (150). Then the
condensate fraction (152) is

2 2
ng’ 1 — 1 154
0 75 4022 ( ny ) (154)
and the glassy fraction (153) becom es
ng’ — 1+ 2— @ ) ; (155)
N Ts Ts )

when 1.
If, in addition, atom ic interactions are asym ptotically weak, such that ag ! 0, then the
glassy fraction (155) tendsto
m noR 0
— ng = : 156)
Ts 4 c
In this Iin i, the sound velocity acquires the B ogolubov form

5]

ng ’

2
cr Lo0_ 2P—p0p. 157)
m m
Asa resul, the glassy fraction (156) transfom s to
s
mZRO Nop
ng ' —; (158)

g8 3=2 as

which exactly coincides w ith the expression found by Huang and M eng R2] in the 1m it of
asym ptotically weak Interactions and weak disorder.
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W em ay notice that the noise param eter entersEgs. (151) to (155) in the com bination

7mRO.
s 4 ¢

&t would, therefore, be tem pting to consider the ratioc =s as a new param eter. However,
this ratio beoom es really a param eter solkely for asym ptotically weak interactions, when
_r m°Rg @ ! 0):

But at nite interactions, the sound velocity ¢ = c(T; ;as) is a com plicated function of
tem perature, density, and scattering length. R espectively, the dim ensionless sound velocity
s= s(I; ; ) isa function of tem perature, density, and the gas param eter, de ned by Eqg.
(133). Hence, at nite interactions, tem peratures, and disorder strength, the situation is
m ore involved and one cannot reduce the consideration to dealing w ith the ratioc =s, which
is not anym ore a param eter.

Equations (152) and (153) show that when atom ic Interactions are sw itched o , so that
s ! 0, then there are no positive solutions for the fractions ny and ng for any nie noise
param eter . Thism eans that the ideal B ose-condensad gas is stochastically unstablk, in the
sense that any in nitesim ally weak disorder com pletely destroys the B oseE instein conden-—
sate, rendering the systam to the nom al state.

In the case of an interacting Bosecondensed system with a nite gas parameter , the
system is stabl below a critical noise parameter .= .(T; ; ). Increasing din inishes
the condensate fraction but increases the glassy fraction. Reaching the crtical value ., the
system undergoesa rstorder phase transition, when ny and ng jim p to zero, afterwhich the
nom alphase prevailswih ny = 1. Thisis h agreement with a rst-order phase transition
found in the particular case of zero tem perature and asym ptotically weak interactions R8].
A ccording to our num erical estin ates, the Jum ps of ng and ng are close to those found in
Ref. R8] at the transition poInt ..

W hen disorder is absent, the system digplays the sscond-order phase transition at the
critical tem perature (113) coinciding w ith that of the ideal Bose gas, which follow s from ex—
pansions (114) and (125). A s soon as there appears disorder, w th any nite noise param eter

, the phase transition becom es of rst order. At asym ptotically anall ! 0, num erical
estin ates give the shift of the critical tem perature T, 2 =9 ,which is close to the shift
found in Refs. 24,25].

To analyze the behavior of the super uid fraction (117), we need to know the dissipated
heat (120). T he part ofthis quantity, due to nomm alparticles, isgiven by Eq. (123). Another
part, caused by the heat digpersed by the glassy fraction, isde ned by Eqg. (122). W ith the
whienoise relation (149), expression (122) can be represented as

8 mc2!

Qc=—mcngI - 159)
w here the notation 7
™M ooth "k 14 _edx (160)
0 1+ x2)3=2

is Introduced.
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Integral (160) diverges for any nite ", so that one has to Invoke som e reqularization of
this integral. There are several ways to regularize the integral, all of which yield the sam e
resukt.

First of all, we understand that the divergence of the above integral is caused by the
w hite noise. Fora colored noise, we should go back to Eq. (122), n which T F would
be a din nishing function ofk, but not a constant In k, as for the white noise n Eqg. (148).
Then integral (122) would be convergent. For such a colored noise, we could approxin ate
Eqgq. (122) as

Z Z

1 k? I 7 "y dk T k? I 7 dk
n coth — 3 = "2 3 :
2m (e + ) 2T @) m e+ ) @)
P assing after this to the whitenoise relation (149), we obtain
Qg = 2ngT : (161)

Another way of reqularizing Eqg. (160) is a kind of analytic reqularization, where one,
rst, takes the Integral for that region of the param eter ", where the ntegral converges, and
then analytically continues the result to arbitrary values of this param eter. T he sole dom ain
of ", where integral (160) converges, is the region of asym ptotically snall" ! 0. Then
21 x? dx

1
IO S i T (162)

Substituting this nto Eq. (159) gives again Eq. (161).

W e can also apply for ntegral (160) a resum m ation reqularization, when the integral, rst,
is represented as a series, afterwhich the serdes is reorganized w ith the help ofa resum m ation
procedure. T wo variants of the selfsin ilar reqularization are described in the Appendix C,
both ofwhich lead to the sam eanswer (161) astw o previous regularizations considered above.
Tt is in portant to stress that we have acoom plished severalw ays of reqularizing Integral (160)
In order to prove that the result does not depend on the regularization procedure nvolved.

Thus, combining Egs. (117), (120), and (161), we nd the expression for the super uid
fraction

4 20y

ng=1 - n
3°° 3T

In which ng isde ned In Eqgq. (153) and Qy , In Eq. (123). &t isworth stressing that, though
the super uid fraction (163) is linear w ith respect to the glassy fraction ng, it is far from
being linear w ith respect to the strength of disorder , as follow s from expression (153) for
the glassy fraction.
At low temperatures, when T m &, the super uid fraction (163) is
4 =3 s s T 2t 22 1T ¢ _

n,’ 1 1 = = = —
+ 747 (s §=7 3 2 12 mc 45 m ¢

7 163)

(164)

And i the case of weak interactions, when m ¢ T., the fraction (163) has the fomm

T 32 1=2) =2 n &
Ng r1 T—

T
c (3=2) Tc Te



4 =3 . s® T 2t . 65
+ 78 (s 32 T, : 1es)
The super uid fraction ng can be either larger or an aller than the condensate fraction ng,
depending on tem perature, the strength of interactions, that is, on the gas param eter ,
and on the strength ofdisorder . Increasing Jleads to the sin ultaneous disappearance of
the super uid and condensate fractions at the sam e critical . through a rstorder phase
transition. This transition takes place between the super uid phass, with ng 6 0, ng € 0,
ng 6 0,and ny < 1, and thenom alphasewih ng= 0,ng= 0,ng = 0,andny = 1.

15 Conclusion

A selfoonsistent m ean— eld theory hasbeen developed for Bose systam s In random extemal
potentials. The suggested approach m akes it possibl to consider arbitrarily strong inter—
actions and an arbitrary strength of disorder. In general, the Bose system oonsists of the
follow ing com ponents: the condensate fraction ngy, the nom al fraction ny , the glassy frac-
tion ng, and the super uid fraction ng. In the lin it of asym ptotically weak interactions
and disorder, the known results are reproduced. W hen Increasing the strength of disorder,
a rstorder phase transition occurs from the super uid phase to the nom alphase. For the
class of m odels we considered we have found no pure Bose glass phase. The tem perature
for the occurrence of the rst-order phase transition tums out to be lower than the critical
tam perature T ofthe second-order phase transition fora B ose system w ithout disorder. T he
presence of disorder slightly low ers the sound velocity, but Increases the density uctuations,
the isothem al com pressibility, and the structure factor.

It is Interesting that switching on disorder m ay lad to nonperturbative e ects. For
Instance, the uniform idealB ose gas is stochastically unstable w ith respect to In nitesim ally
an allnoise. Perturbation theory cannot be used to calculate the Intemal energy contributed
by random elds. N or isperturbation theory su cient when analyzing the stability condition
related to the m Inim ization of the them odynam ic potential.

The aim ofpresent paper hasbeen to develop an approach for considering B ose system s
w ith any interaction strength and arbitrary strength of disorder and to describe the general
properties of such system s. W e have restricted oursslves to Investigating those results that
could be derived by analyticm eans. T he overall quantitative study ofthe system properties
requires to solve the intricate system of equations for finctions of tem perature T, density

, gas param eter , and noise param eter . Such an Investigation can be accom plished only
num erically. In view of the length of the present paper, we prefer not to overload it fiirther
by these num erical calculations. T hey w ill be presented In separate publications.
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A ppendix A

T hroughout the paper, we have assum ed that the extemal potential (r) possesses the
Fourier transform  forallk. T he zero-m om entum transform
z
0= (r) dr

exists In the sense that it is nite. This in plies that the function (r) is Integrable, such
that 7
r)dr< 1

Fora function (r) ntegrable in that sense, the R iem ann-Lebesgue theoram (for details see
eg. Refs. [(7,58]) states that the related Fourer transform s  is nite for allk and tends
to zero as k kjtendsto In niy, i< 1 ,

x ! 0 k! 1):

How  tendsto zero depends on further properties of (r). For instance, if we can use that
the fuinction (r) is nite atr= 0, that is,

j@3I<1 ;
then we have

1 X

— <1

v k

k
Replacing summ ation by integration in the standard m anner, we get
z
rdk < 1

It ollow s from here that,when k! 1 ,then , tendsto zero at least as
o 1
Jxd/ © (>23):

In three orm ore dimensions. The eld ’ ¢ isrwlated to by Eg. (75). A ssum ing that "
has the sam e asym ptotic behavioras , so that ’  tendsto zero at hrgek ! 1 not slower
than

1
f{kj/k— (>23);

we nd solution (147), which con m s this assum ption. W ih the eld ’  possessing this
asym ptotic behavior and the form of !y de ned n Eq. (68),theratio ' y=('x + ) tendsto
zero at large k not slower than

1
k
w85

This justi es the transfom ation ofEq. (75) into Eq. (146).
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A ppendix B

Forthe summ ation of series (148), we used them ethod of selfsin ilar factor approxim ants
B4{56], which was shown to be m ore general and m ore accurate than the m ethod of Pade
approxin ants. In addition, the latter m ethod is known to be not unigquely de ned, in the
sense that reach nite serdes of order k, there exists a table ofP ade approxin ants P y oy 1,
with M + N = k. Contrary to this, or each nite series of order k, there is Jjust one
factor approxin ant. This is why we prefer here to use the m ethod of selfsim ilar factor
approxin ants. The construction of the factor approxin ants is done in the follow Ing way.

A ssum e that for a function f (x), there is an asym ptotic expansion at x ! 0, so that
f (x) can be represented by

Xk
fx ®) = fH &) apx" :
n=0
Sihce ag can always be included In £ (x), we m ay set, without the loss of generality, that
ag = 1. The selfsim ilar factor approxin ant, extrapolating the nite serdes £, (x) to the
region of arbitrary x, is de ned as

where

N, = k=2 ; k= 2;4;:::
8 k+ 1)=2; k= 3;5;::: "

The coe cients A ; and exponents n; are given by the equations

in which 1

1 a f
( 1y Tim p 1x x)
h 1)!xto dxn fo &)
and A; isset to one forodd k. A s isevident, the param eters A ;, n;, and B, being calculated
for each given k-th order approxin ation, depend on the approxin ation order k, so that
A, = Ayg,n; = nyg, and B, = B,x. However, for the sim plicity of notations, this order
dependence is not shown explicitly. A detailed description of the m ethod of selfsim ilar
factor approxin ants is given In Refs. B4{56].

By
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A ppendix C

Integral (160) can be regularized by m eans of the resumm ation regularization based
on the selfsin ilar approxin ation theory B1{53]. The procedure is as ollows. One, rst,
Introduces a cuto L m aking the Integral always converging,

21 P x® dx

I " th " 1+ x2 — ¢
r (") 0 o x x 1+ x2)3=2

Rem oving this cuto would retum us badk to the Integral
I(M")= Ilm I, (") :
L1
Instead, we m ay represent the integral I;, (") as a serdes w ith the help of the expansion

cothz = ¥ 27Ba z? .
©n)! !

n=0
yielding the series
1%

w
n=0

n2n .
’

L™= Az2n

w ith the coe cients 7
221’1B on L X2+ an.}i

@n)! o @+ x?)?n

don

where B, areBemoullinumbers. W hen L. ! 1 , then

L! 1 4
and other coe cients behave as
ZZHB 2n 4n 1
agy, | ——— ;
z en)!@n 1) ’

withn= 1;2;:::.

The series for I, (") can be represented w ith the help of the selfsm ilar factor approxi-
m ants B4{56] as

ag ¥ -
L "=~ 1+A," 7
n=1

w here the param eters A, and powers , are uniguely de ned from the reexpansion proce—
dure, when I, (") is expanded In powers of "2 and com pared w ith the hitial series for I, ().
Then allA, and , are unigquely expressed through the coe cients a ,,. For exam ple, In

Jower orders, we have

where




Then

b, ’ £L3 by’ i 7
9 ’ 315 ’
etc. Because of this,
R Y
35 9 L

and so on.
Removing the cuto in the selfsim ibr gpproximant I; (") by settingL ! 1 ,weusethe
lim it
Im @+ 1) =1;

L!1

vald foranym > 0Oand n > 0.Asa resul, we have

= g

Substituting this nto Eq. (159), we com e to the sam e form of the dispersed heat (161) as
obtained earlier.

A nother variant of the resum m ation regularization would be by summ ing the series for
I, (M) In the form ofthe selfsim ilar exponential approxin ants [59,60]. T his procedure gives

"y — 3o n2 n2
L ("= ep b" exp by ;
where again Iy, a=ap.W hen sstting L ! 1 , we use the fact that the Bemoulli num bers
are altemating in sign, so that by, by, by, and so on tend, polynom ially in L, to plus in nity,
whike by, Iy, b, and lke that tend polynom ially to m Inus in nity. Then we cbtain

do
L M=T=

which again lkeadsto the same form (161). In thisway, all considered variants of reqularizing
Integral (160) give us the sam e expression (161), which con m s its general validity.
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