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A bstract

W e consider the low-energy collective excitations at �nite tem perature ofBose{

Einstein condensed gases (and liquids as well). A m ost generalm odel-independent

e�ective Lagrangian is written down according to a prescription obtained from the

breakdown ofthe globalsym m etry U (1). To show how the theory predictseasily,we

derive the m om entum and tem perature dependence ofthe dam ping ofexcitations by

m eansofpowercounting asan exam ple.
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1 Introduction

Bose{Einstein condensation (BEC) was achieved in 1995 in a rem arkable series ofexperi-

m entson atom ic vapors[1,2],and hastrem endously boosted both theoreticaland experi-

m entalstudies(foran up-to-date review,see,e. g.,Dalfovo etal. [3]). Am ong others,the

study ofcollectiveexcitationsin BEC givesusa greatteston the�nite-tem peraturem any-

body theory ofinteracting Bosegasesthathasbeen developed overlastseveraldecades.It

iswellknown thatexcitationsassociated with BEC havebeen wellstudied in thecontextof

liquid 4He[4].Thesem i-phenom enologicalLandau hydrodynam ic theory isvery successful,

butitessentially leanson an ad hoc postulated Ham iltonian and the rolesofBose conden-

sation and broken sym m etry are not clear there [5]. This theory was justi�ed in a sense

ofm icroscopic argum entsby Feynm an [6]. On the otherhand,beginning with the work of

London [7],a m icroscopic theory ofsuperuid 4He using �eld theoreticalm ethodshasalso

been extensively investigated through a weakly interacting gasm odel[4].Them ostim por-

tantresultsobtained from thism odelarebased on thepresenceofa Bosecondensate,which

breaksdown the globalsym m etry U(1)ofthe system . In fact,the conceptofbroken sym -

m etry originated in particlephysicshasbeen broughtinto thelow tem peraturephenom ena

ofsuperuidity and superconductivity �rstby Anderson [8],and now itisbelieved thatit

controlsm uch ofdynam icsofm any-body system s.

In the m icroscopic study ofa Bose condensed gas,one usually needs a detailed m odel

likethatofBogoliubov,Beliaev [9],orGross-Pitaevskiito explain them echanism fora Bose

condensate,and asa basisforapproxim ate quantitative calculations,butnotto derive the

m ostim portantexactconsequences ofthe spontaneous sym m etry breakdown. (Ofcourse,

such a m icroscopic m odelitselfis an approxim ation.) Yet,ifthe generalfeatures are in

factm odelindependentconsequencesofthespontaneousbreakdown oftheU(1)sym m etry,

why can’twederivethem directly from thisbreakdown by �nding them ostgenerale�ective

Lagrangian ofthesystem ? An answertothisquestion isprovided by astandard techniqueof

m odern quantum �eld theory [10],called thee�ective�eld theory approach tothesym m etry

breaking. It was applied to superconductivity [11,12]where the fundam entalproperties

ofconventionalsuperconductors such as M eissner e�ect and ux quantization are derived

directly from thespontaneousbreakdown ofelectrom agneticgaugeinvariancewithoutusing

a detailed m odellikethatofBardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)theory.

Thispaperaim sto show thatm any im portantpropertiesoflow-energy excitationsin a

generichom ogeneousBosesystem can beessentially determ ined astheexactconsequenceof

spontaneously broken sym m etry withoutintroducing unnecessary approxim ations. Assum -

ing the U(1)invariance isspontaneously broken,we shallderive the m ostgenerale�ective

Lagrangian ofthe system by perform ing procedures very m uch analogousto thatofpion-

nucleon e�ective �eld theory [13]in quantum chrom odynam ics. The present paper gives

an alternativederivation ofthePopov e�ective Lagrangian thatweused forcalculating the

dam ping rate ofthe excitation [14,15]. Aswe shallsee,the whole procedure isincredibly

sim ple and straightforward,but also gives a feasible way ofpredicting som e experim ental

observables.An exam pleon thedam ping rateshallbegiven to show how thetheory works

easily. The purpose ofthe presentwork istwofold. First,ito�ersa deep way ofjustifying

theLandau theory ofquantum hydrodynam icsand explaining why a weakly interacting gas
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m odelcan yield som e m eaningfulresults for strongly interacting superuid 4He. Second,

it shows a sim ple,powerfule�ective �eld theory approach to investigating the excitation

dynam icsofa hom ogeneousBosecondensed system .

2 E�ective Lagrangian

W e start by considering a sim ple nonrelativistic m any-body problem ofspinless bosonic

particlesat�nitetem perature.In unitsof�h � 1 and kB � 1,itsEuclidean action functional

isgiven by [16,17]

I[ ; y]=

Z
�

0

d�

Z 1

�1

d
3
xL (1)

with theLagrangian density

L =
1

2

h

 
y(x)@� (x)�  (x)@� 

y(x)
i

�
1

2m
r  y(x)� r  (x)� �

h

 (x)y (x)
i2

(2)

where � = 1=T denotes the inverse of tem perature. Here, we write x = (x;�) and �

is the im aginary \tim e". All�elds ful�llthe boundary conditions as of  (x;� + �) =

 (x;�). Obviously,the action (1) is Galilean-invariant,and is invariant under the global

phasetransform ationsofgroup U(1),

 (x)! exp(i�) (x);

with � an arbitrary constant.Thissym m etry isknown to becom pletely broken below som e

criticaltem perature Tc,i.e.,a Bose{Einstein condensate appears with h i 6= 0 [18]. The

particledensity and currentassociated with thesym m etry areJ = (i=2m )( yr  �  r  y),

J4 = i y � i�,with thecurrentconservation i@�� + r � J = 0:

According to our generalunderstanding ofspontaneously broken sym m etries [10],any

system described by an action with sym m etry group G,when in a phase in which G is

spontaneously broken to a subgroup H ,willpossess a set ofGoldstone m odes,described

by �eldsthattransform underG like the coordinatesofthe cosetspace G=H .In ourcase,

there willbe a single Goldstone m ode described by a (m assless) realscalar�eld �(x)that

transform sunderG = U(1)like the phase � itself. The group U(1)hasthe m ultiplication

rule g(�1)g(�2)= g(�1 + �2),so undera phase transform ation with param eter� the �eld

�(x)willundergo thetransform ation

�(x)! �(x)+ �: (3)

In low tem peraturephysics,theGoldstonem odeisaccom panied with anotherexcitation,

known asthe density (orderparam eter)uctuation,which we willsee to have nearly zero

frequency in the long-wavelength lim it. Both togetherform a non-trivialirreducible linear

representation ofthe group U(1). To see the theory m ustinvolve the Goldstone �elds,we

m ay writeallordinary com plex �eldsas[19]

 (x)=
q

�(x)exp(i�(x)) (4)
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where the � is the density �eld. Under phase transform ation,the � is invariant while �

transform saccordingtotherule(3).Now,rewritteninterm sof�elds� and�,theLagrangian

(2)becom es

L = �i@�� �
(r �)2

8m �
�
�(r �)2

2m
� ��

2
: (5)

IftheU(1)sym m etry isbroken,wehave�0 � jh i0j
2 6= 0whereh� � � i0 indicatestheexpecta-

tion valueovertheground state.Itfollowsthatwem ay write�(x)= �0+ �(x),wherethe�

�eld describesdensity uctuations,known alsoascollectivem odes.Thee�ectiveLagrangian

for� and � then reads

Le� = �i@�� �
(r �)2

8m (�0 + �)
�
(�0 + �)(r �)2

2m
� �(�0 + �)2; (6)

wherewehaveignored alltotalderivatives.Forlateruse,werecord thecurrentconservation

in term sof� and � explicitly:

i@�� �
r � [(�0 + �)r �]

m
= 0: (7)

Here isan im portantpoint: to derive Eq.(6)itwasnotreally necessary to startwith

them odelLagrangian (2).Indeed,according to ourunderstanding ofspontaneously broken

sym m etry,wedid notneed to startwith any speci�ctheory.A fam iliarexam plein particle

physicsisthee�ectivetheory ofpion-nucleon interaction with SU(2)� SU(2)spontaneously

broken to SU(2). The im portant thing is that Eq.(6) is invariant under the U(1) trans-

form ation.The generaltheory ofbroken sym m etries(see,forexam ple,W einberg [10])tells

us that,for sym m etry group U(1),the m ost generalform ofthe e�ective Lagrangian for

the density uctuation �eld and the Goldstone �eld m ust be constructed solely from the

ingredients�,r �,@��,r � and @�� togetherwith higherderivativesoftheseobjects.There

are also two additionalrulesthatthe Lagrangian m ustobey. The �rstrule isthe Galilean

invariancefora non-relativisticsystem such thatthecom bination ofi@��� (r �)2=2m m ust

alwaysappeartogetherin the e�ective Lagrangian and likewise i@�� � (1=m )r � � r � [20].

Thishasbeen understood through investigationsby Takahashi[21]and Greiteretal. [22].

The second rule isthe tim e-reversalsym m etry such thatthe action isinvariantunderthe

transform ation

� ! � �; � ! � �:

Thisisobserved from the action (1).Thissym m etry requiresthatonly the even powersof

the Galilean invariant[i@�� � (1=m )r � � r �]be included in the Lagrangian.Forinstance,

thepossible lowestpowerofitis[i@�� � (1=m )r � � r �]2.Thisisequivalentto have term s

of[(�0 + �)r 2�=m ]2 by m aking useofthecurrentconservation (7)[23].

Hence,according to theaboveprescription them ostgeneralU(1)-invariantaction func-

tionaltakesthefollowing form

Ie�[�;�]=

Z
�

0

d�

Z
1

�1

d
3
xLe� (8)
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with

Le� = �

"

i@�� �
(r �)2

2m

#

�
F�

2m
(r �)2 �

F 0
�m

2

"

i@�� �
(r �)2

2m

#2

�
F 00
�m

2

3!

"

i@�� �
(r �)2

2m

#3

�
F�

2m
(r �)2 �

c2

2m
�
2 �

c3

3!m
�
3

�
c03m

2
�

"

i@�� �
(r �)2

2m

#2

�
c003

2
�
2

"

i@�� �
(r �)2

2m

#

+ � � � : (9)

Theterm sindicated by � � � willcontain higherpowersand/orderivativesofthe� and/or�

�elds.Anyterm ofatotalderivativehasbeenignored.Thecoe�cientsF �;F
0
�;F

00
�;F�;c2;c3;c

0
3

and c00
3
havethedim ensionsofK 3;K ;K �1 ;K �3 ;K �1 ;K �4 ;K �2 and K �3 ,respectively,where

K representsatypicalm om entum scalethatshallbediscussed in thenextsection.(Here,we

adopta norm alization such that� isdim ensionlessand � hasthedim ension ofK 3.) Sim ilar

e�ectiveLagrangiansappeared in di�erentcontexts,butwereallbased on som em icroscopic

m odel.Forinstance,Popov [19]derived itby m eansofthepowerexpansion ofthepressure

(orequivalently grand potential)in term sofinhom ogeneity forBosegases,Aitchison etal.

[24]found itequivalentto a tim e-dependentnon-linearSchr�odingerLagrangian forBCS su-

perconductorsatT = 0,and Dem ircan etal.[25]im plied thatitcould beobtained from the

Feynm an wave function ofsuperuids. If� (1=m )r � and � are identi�ed with the phonon

velocity �eld v and thedensity variation �0ofRef.[5],respectively,one�ndstheaction (8)

correspondsto a Ham iltonian

Z

d
3
x

�
F�

2
m v

2 +
F�

2m
(r �0)2 +

c2

2m
�
02 +

c3

3!m
�
03 +

1

2
m �

0
v
2 + � � �

�

; (10)

which isone form ofthe Landau-Khalatnikov hydrodynam ic Ham iltonian [26]. Hence,the

Landau quantum hydrodynam ics is the exact consequence ofthe breakdown ofthe U(1)

sym m etry.

3 Pow er C ounting

M any-body properties can be studied through propagators(or Green’s functions). In the

following,wewrite� and � �eldsinto a real2-com ponentscalar

�=

 
�

�

!

with Greek indices �;�;� � � (= 1;2)labeling itscom ponents. The propagatorsare de�ned

by them atrix

� ��(x� x
0)= hTf��(x)��(x

0)gi=

R
[
Q

x d�(x)d�(x)]��(x)��(x
0)expIe�[�;�]R

[
Q

x d�(x)d�(x)]expIe�[�;�]
;
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whereT denotesatim e-ordered producton �;�0.Considerthequadraticpartofthee�ective

action

I
quad
e�

=

Z
�

0

d�

Z
1

�1

d
3
x

"

�i@�� �
F�

2m
(r �)2 +

F 0
�m

2
(@��)

2 �
F�

2m
(r �)2 �

c2

2m
�
2

#

� �
1

2

Z

d
4
xd

4
x
0�y(x)D (x;x0)�(x 0); (11)

where

D (x;x0)=

 

[�
F�

m
r 2

x + F 0
�m @

2
�]�

4(x� x0) i@��
4(x� x0)

� i@��
4(x� x0) [� F�

m
r 2

x +
c2

m
]�4(x� x0)

!

: (12)

Thefreepropagatorsaregiven by theinverse ofthem atrix D :

�(x;x 0)= D �1 (x;x0): (13)

The calculation ofpropagators is sim pli�ed by transform ing to m om entum basis via the

following Fouriertransform ation

�(x;x 0)=
1

�(2�)3

X

�

Z

d
3
k�(k)e ik�(x�x0)�i! �(���

0)
; (14)

whereM atsubarafrequencies!� � 2��=� (� = 0;� 1;� 2;� � � )and the4-m om entum notation

k = (k;!�)isused.W ethen have

� �1 (k)= D (k)=

 
F�k

2=m � F0�m !
2
� !�

� !� (F�k
2 + c2)=m

!

: (15)

By �nding itsinverse m atrix,thefreepropagators(seeFig.1)are

�(k)=
[1� F0�(F�k

2 + c2)]
�1

!2
� + �2(k)

 
(F�k

2 + c2)=m � !�

!� F�k
2=m � F0�m !

2
�

!

(16)

with theenergy spectrum

�(k)=
1

m

v
u
u
t

F�k
2(F�k

2 + c2)

1� F0�(F�k
2 + c2)

: (17)

W e shallconsiderthe low m om entum -energy region such thatk � jkj� k0 �
q

c2=F�,in

which thespectrum reducesto thephonon type

�(k)’ ck

with the phonon velocity c� (1=m )
q

F�c2=(1� F0�c2). Notice thatthe energy spectrum is

linearin k,vanishing ask ! 0.

In thecalculation ofFeynm an diagram sat�nitetem peraturesin Euclidean �eld theory,

one encountersthe sum m ation overdiscrete M atsubara frequencies. A standard technique

(see,forexam ple,[27])isavailable to perform such a M atsubara sum m ation. The trick is
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to use a contourintegralin the com plex energy plane. Leth(!)be a function ofcom plex

variable !,analyticalon the line Re! = 0,which decreasesfasterthan 1=j!jasj!j! 1 .

W ethen have
1

�

X

�

h(i!�)= �

I

C

d!

2�i
f(!)h(!); (18)

where

f(!)=
1

e�! � 1
;

and theC isa contourin com plex !-planeencircling allpolesoffunction h(!)in a positive

sense(butthoseoffunction f(!)in a negativesense).

Now consider a generalprocess involving arbitrary num bers ofthe Goldstone �eld �

and the density uctuation �eld �. W e suppose thattheirenergiesand m om enta and the

therm alenergy (� T)are allat m ost ofsom e order K ,which is sm allcom pared with k0

de�ned above.Even though Lagrangianslike (9)arenotrenorm alizable in theusualsense,

we saw in,forexam ple,the pion-nucleon theory [10]thatsuch Lagrangianscan yield �nite

resultsaslong asthey contain allpossibleterm sallowed by sym m etries,forthen therewill

be a counterterm available to cancelevery in�nity. Ifwe de�ne the renorm alized values

ofthe constants F�;F
0
�;F

00
�;F�;c2;c3;c

0
3;� � � in Le� by specifying the values at energies of

orderK ,then the integrals in m om entum -space Feynm an diagram s willbe dom inated by

contributions from virtualm om enta which are also oforder K (because renorm alization

m akes them �nite,and there is no other possible e�ective cut-o� in the theory). W e can

then develop perturbation theory asa powerseriesexpansion in K .

Each derivative in each interaction vertex contributes one factor ofK to the order of

m agnitude ofthe diagram ;internalpropagators� 11(k),� 12(k) (= � �21(k)),and � 22(k)

contribute factorsofK �2 ,K �1 and a unit,respectively;and each integration volum e d4k

(� d3kd!)associated with theloopsofthediagram contributesa factorofK 4.So a general

connected diagram m akea contribution oforderK �,where

� = � 2I� � I� +
X

i

diVi+ 4L: (19)

Herediisthenum berofderivativesin an interaction oftypei,Viisthenum berofinteraction

verticesoftypeiin thediagram ,I� and I� arethenum bersofinternal� linesand �-� cross

lines,respectively,and L isthenum berofloops.Thereisa fam iliartopologicalrelation for

connected graphs:

2I� + I� + E � =
X

i

�iVi; (20)

where�i isthenum berofGoldstone�elds� in interactionsoftypeiand E � isthenum ber

ofexternal� lines.Elim inating thequantity I�,thetwo topologicalequationsabovegive

� =
X

i

(di� �i)Vi+ E � + 4L: (21)

The im portantpointhere isthatthe coe�cientd i� �i in the �rstterm isalwayspositive

orzero.Hence,with thenum bersofloopsand external�-lines�xed,theleading term sare

thosegraphsofdi� �i= 0.Theinteractionsthatsatisfy thiscondition areofno derivatives
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Figure 1: Feynm an diagram s ofpropagators,vertices,and the one-loop selfenergy �. Notations

are k = (k;!�)and �
y
� = (�;�)with G reek indices�;�;���= 1;2.

ofthe � �eld,noticing thatthe Goldstone �eldsalwaysappearwith derivatives. Next,we

shallseethepowercounting (21)providesusa toolthatensuresthatonly �nitenum berof

term sofLe� arenecessary.

4 Low -energy Excitation Spectrum

Letusnow applythism ethod tothecalculation ofhigherordercorrectionstothepropagator,

� 0(k)= �(k)+ �(k)�(k)� 0(k)

wherethem atrix�(k)denotestheself-energyconnected graphs.Thelowestordercorrection

shallbefrom thegraphsofoneloop with L = 1in Eq.(21),towhich only cubicinteractions

oftheLagrangian (9)contribute.Thefollowing areallcubicinteractionsthatconcern us:

�
�(r �)2

2m
;
F 0
�

2
i@��(r �)

2
;�

F 00
�m

2

3!
(i@��)

3
;�

c3

3!m
�
3
;
c0
3
m

2
�(@��)

2
;and �

c00
3

2
�
2
i@��;

which givethefollowing vertices

�4(k+ k0+ k00)

8
><

>:

X

P f
�! � 0! � 00! �

k! k0! k00! k
g

"

��;1��0;1��00;2

 
(k � k0)

m
� c

0
3
m !�!�0

!

� ��;1��0;2��00;2c
00
3
!�

#

� ��;1��0;1��00;1

2

4
X

P fk! k0! k00! kg

F
0
�(k � k

0)!�00 + F
00
�m

2
!�!�0!�00

3

5 � ��;2��0;2��00;2
c3

m

9
=

;
;

(22)

where we de�ne �4(k + k0+ k00)= �3(k + k0+ k00)��+ �0+ �00;0 ,and
P

P f���gindicatesthe sum

overthreecyclicperm utations.(Theverticesand theone-loop diagram of� aredepicted in

Fig.1.) In thefollowing,wewillshow how som efundam entallow tem peraturepropertiesof

low energy excitationscan beeasily derived withoutcom plicated calculations.

The spectrum ofexcitations is given by the poles ofthe exact propagators (Green’s

functions)thataresolutionsto thefollowing equation

det� 0�1 (k)= det(� �1 (k)� �(k))= 0: (23)
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From thisexpression,the spectrum can be obtained by analytically continuing itto values

of!� thatarenotM atsubara frequenciesby doing i!� ! ! + i� (� � 0+ ),butofcoursethis

shallonly bedoneaftertheM atsubara frequency sum .From thefreepropagatorexpression

(16),the (real)leading term ofthe spectrum isobviously given by ! = �(k),and we shall

approxim ate Re! = �(k) as far as only the lowest corrections are concerned. Thus the

spectrum isgiven in thefollowing form

! = �(k)� i(k): (24)

Now ourtask isto �nd the leading orderofthe im aginary partofthe spectrum ,called the

dam ping rate.Aftersom eelem entary algebras,keeping only leading orderin k,Eqs.(15)

and (23)yield

(k) =

(
c2

2m �(k)
Im � 11(k;� i! + �)+

F�k
2 + F 0

�m
2�2(k)

2m �(k)
Im � 22(k;� i! + �)

�
1

2
Re[� 12(k;� i! + �)� �21(k;� i! + �)]

�

(1� F
0
�c2)

�1 (25)

with � 12(k) = � �21(k). One can verify that Eq.(25) can reduce to the speci�c form s

previously presented in Refs.[19,14]. Rather than go on to really calculate allelem ents

ofthe self-energy m atrix,we shalltry to quickly derive the tem perature and m om entum

dependencesofthedam ping by using thepowercounting form ula (21).

AtT = 0,thetypicalm om entum scaleK isjustthem om entum k ofa excitation thatis

carried into � graphsthrough externallines.From theexpression (21),we�nd

� 11(k)� k
6
; � 12(k)= � �21(k)� k

5
; and � 22(k)� k

4
;

so thatEq.(25)im m ediately yields

T= 0(k)/ k
5
: (26)

W e therefore have determ ined (k)up to som e coe�cientthatonly dependson som ething

other than k (e.g.,the interaction strength). Expression (26) agrees with the well-known

result�rstderived by Beliaev in 1958 [9]fora weakly interacting dilute gasm odelby cal-

culating the Green’sfunction tillthe second orderapproxim ation. However,ourresulthas

been derived without assum ing a weak coupling,so it is valid forgeneralBose condensed

liquidsincluding superuid 4He.

Fortem perature such thatck � T � ck0,wecan follow thesam eargum entsaswe had

forT = 0,butsom e additionalexam ination on diagram sisdem anded in orderto getthe

correctk and T dependences of. Each self-energy elem ent��� carrying a m om entum k

yields a contribution oforderK �,which forT 6= 0 can be decom posed into K � = klT��l

(l= 0;1;� � � ;�). Fortem perature regim e concerned here,the k-dependence ofthe � arises

only from thoseverticesthatareassociated with external(input)m om enta aftertaking o�

the�-function dependencefrom thevertex expression (22).Hence,klcan bedeterm ined by

sim ply counting thepowerofexternal(input)m om enta from each vertex.In otherwords,l

isequalto thenum berofexternal� linesattached to each � graph.Thus,

� 11(k)� k
2
T
4
; � 12(k)= � �21(k)� kT

4
; and � 22(k)� T

4
;
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in com parison with thoseofT = 0.From Eq.(25),we�nd thedam ping ratesatisfying

(k)/ kT
4
: (27)

Again,in the contextofa weakly interacting dilute Bose gasm odel,thisrem arkable result

was �rst im plied by M ohling and M orita [28]and explicitly obtained by Hohenberg and

M artin [29]and by Popov [19].However,ourresultisuniversally true fora generic system

ofscalarbosonsin low tem peratureand low energy,freeoftheassum ption ofweak coupling

and low density.Thatim pliesthattheresult(27)also holdsforliquid 4He.

The low-energy excitation spectrum (24)iscalled phonon spectrum and hasan im por-

tantproperty:theexcitation frequency isequalto zero forzero m om entum to allordersin

interactions,which m eansthatthespectrum doesnotexhibitan energy gap.Thisisknown

astheHugenholtz-Pinestheorem [30]thatwasproved in perturbation �eld theoreticalanal-

ysis. Ithasplayed a crucialrole in the early study ofsuperuidity. Here we gain another

understanding ofthis property. It is known from both m icroscopic theories [31,32]and

superuid hydrodynam ics[29]that,ifT < Tc,thequasiparticleexcitationshaveexactly the

sam espectra ascollectiveexcitations(described hereby the� �eld)in thelong wavelength

lim it. Further,the e�ective Lagrangian (9) dictates that the Goldstone m ode � and the

collectivem ode� possessthesam epolestructureup to allordersin allinteractionsallowed

by sym m etries.Thisstatem entisim plied by Eq.(23).FortheGoldstonetheorem protects

allkinds ofexcitations in low tem perature and low m om entum lim it from having energy

gap,theirspectrum m ustbe ofphonon type. In thispointofview,the Hugenholtz-Pines

theorem can besim ply understood astheequivalentstatem entofthenonrelativisticversion

oftheGoldstonetheorem [33,34]forthespecialcaseofa diluteBosegas.

W econcludeherethatthee�ective�eld theory approach to thestudy ofcollectiveexci-

tationsin BEC m akestheroleoftheBose{Einstein condensate(orbroken U(1)sym m etry)

evident,and givesusa m odel-independente�ective action thatcan im m ediately predictre-

sults for experim ents. W e expect the approach to be very productive and fundam entalif

onecan conductitfortrapped alkalivaporsthatarecurrently underextensiveinvestigation.

Yet,theinhom ogeneity ofthesystem sdueto a trap potentialshallalterourresults.
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