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A bstract

Quantum corrections to the properties of a hom ogeneous interacting B ose gaﬁt
zero tem perature can be calculated as a low density expansion in powers of a3,
where is the number densiy and a is the S—wavepscitter:ing length. W e calculate
the ground state energy density to second order in a3. The coe cint ofthe a
correction has a logarithm ic term that was calculated In 1959. W e present the st
calculation of the constant under the logarithm . T he constant depends not only on a,
but also on an extra param eter that describes the low energy 3 ! 3 scattering of the
bosons. In the case of akali atom s, we argue that the second order quantum correction
is dom inated by the logarithm ic term , where the argum ent of the logarithm is a ‘\2, P
and Y is the length scale set by the van der W aals potential.
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1 Introduction

T he successfil achievem ent 0of B oseE instein condensation of atom ic gases In m agnetic traps

,B,B] has created a revival of interest in Bose gases. W hike a qualitative description of the

condensation can be cbtained usingmean eld m ethods [}, a m ore quantitative treatm ent
requires ncliding corrections from quantum  uctuations around them ean— eld. T he relhtive
m agnitude of these corrections grow s as the square root of the num ber density of the atom s.

T hey w ill therefore becom e m ore in portant as higher condensate densities are achieved.

In order to develop a desper understanding ofthe quantum  uctuations, it isworthwhile
to go back to the simpler problm of a hom ogeneous gas of interacting bosons at zero
tem perature. This problem was studied intensively in the 1850'8 B, [@]. The properties
of the system can be calculated as an expansion in powers of a®, where is the number
density of atom s and a is their S-wave scattering length . For exam ple, the expansion for the
energy density has the form
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The coe cient ofp a3 was rst obtained by Lee and Yang for a hard sphere gas [Bl. The

a’® correction isthe rsttem in the expansion that is sensitive to atom ic param eters other
than the scattering Jength. The coe cient of In( ) in the a® correction was calculated by
W u, by Hugenholtz and P ines, and by Sawada in 1959 [4].

In this paper, we present the rst calculation of the constant C under the logarithm in

@) . W e express the constant In tem s of a coupling constant g; that is de ned in tem s of
the low -energy behavior of the am plitude forthe 3 ! 3 scattering of atom s In the vacuum .
T he scattering length a and the coupling constant g; are the only atom ic physics param eters
that are needed to calculate the energy density to second order in the quantum corrections.
Sihce g3 isdi cul to m easure experin entally or calculate theoretically, it m ust be treated
as a phenom enological param eter. T he dependence on this undetermm Ined param eter creates
a large uncertainty In the second order quantum correction, except In cases w here the cor-
rection is dom inated by the logarithm ic term . W e argue that this w ill typically be the case
for akali atom s, provided we take the argum ent of the logarithm to be a ‘\2, , where \ is
the length scale set by the van der W aals potential. In this case our resul reduces to
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If the logarithm is Jarge com pared to 1, this should give an accurate estin ate of the sscond
order quantum ocorrections to the energy density.

W e begin in Section [ by form ulating the problem of calulating the energy density as

a quantum el theory problkm . In Section[B, we set up a perturbative fram ework and use

it to calculate the energy density to second order in the quantum corrections. In Section [,

we calculate the second order quantum correction to the T-m atrix element orthe 3 ! 3

scattering of atom s in the vacuum . W e de ne the coupling constant g and show that the

renom alization ofg; isnecessary to ram ove a logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence from the T —

m atrix elem ent. Th Section [, we com plete the calculation of the energy density by including



the contrlbution from gz and its renom alization. W e then discuss the case of akali atom s,
and argue that the dependence on g3 can be elin nated in favor of a logarithm ic dependence
on the length scale set by the van der W aals interaction. T he two—-Joop Feynm an diagram s
that contribute to the energy density are calculated in the A ppendix.

2 Field Theory Fom ulation

W e are Interested in com puting the ground state energy density E of a hom ogeneous B ose
gas as a function of its density . O ur starting point is a local quantum eld theory that
describes atom s w ith m om enta m uch lower than the inverse of the range of the interatom ic
potential, which is severalA in the case ofalkaliatom s. At such low energies, the interactions
appear pointlke on the scale of the de B roglie wavelengths of the atom s. The m any-body
quantum m echanics of the atom s can therefore be ormulated in term s of a quantum  eld
theory whose ham iltonian density is a local function ofthe eld:
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For sin plicity, we have assum ed that the atom shave only one soin state so that they can be
represented by a sihgle complex eld  (x;t). The (¥ )? tem represents 2 ! 2 scattering
through an S-wave Interaction w ith scattering length a given by
8 Ka
m
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T his ocoupling constant contains all the inform ation about atom ic interactions that is re—
quired to caloulate the rst order quantum corrections to the propertiesofa su ciently cold
and dilute Bose gas. W e ©llow the e ective- eld-theory philosophy [[7] of including in the
ham iltonian all possible local temm s that are consistent w ith the sym m etries, which include

G alilan invariance and thephase symmetry ! € .Thetem (Y )’ i @ allows3! 3

scattering through a pointlke interaction. The ::¥s i {§) nclude allpossble tem s that are

higher order in the derivatives or in the num berof elds. In principl, the coe cients ofthese
tem s can be calculated from the n-body potentials that describbe interatom ic Interactions.

In the absence of such caloulations, they can be taken as phenom enological param eters.

The e ective- eld-theory philosophy is based on the assum ption that there is a system atic
expansion In powers of the m om entum . The relative in portance of the interactions tem s

in @) at a ow momentum scak p is then given by the din ensionless combination of the

coupling constant and p, which ism gp and m gsp* orthe ( ¥ )2 tem and the ( ¥ )3 tem,

resoectively. Ifp is su ciently sm all, the e ects of the ¢ term willbe much an aller than

those of the g term . Tem s w ith m ore derivatives or w ith higher powers of give e ects
that are suppressed by even more powers of p. O fthe n nitely many tem s in [B), there
areonly a nite number that contribute at any given order in p. In the case of the energy
density, the appropriatem om entum scalesare =3 and ( a)'™?, so them om entum expansion

becom es an expansion In powers of the density. W e will nd that the scattering length g
and the coupling constant gz are the only atom ic physics param eters that contribute to the

energy density through third order in  [].

©)



Atagiven order n p,only a nite number oftem s contribute. By tuning the coe cients
of these tem s, one can describe n ! n scattering of atom s In the vacuum w ith whatever
accuracy is desired.

Thephasssymmetry ! e oftheham iltonian in plies the conservation ofthe number
of atom s. The number density operator isN = Y . A hom ogeneous Bose gas can be
described by a eld theory with ham iltonian density H N , where is the chem ical
potential. The energy density E ( ) and the numberdensity ( ) In the ground state of this

eld theory are
E() = Hli; ©)
() = Wi; (6)

where h demnotes the expectation value in the ground state. By elin lnating from the
two equations @) and (@), we cbtain E as a function of . It is sinplr in perturbative
calculations to st calculate the fiee energy density F () of the ground state:

F() MW N i: 7

A fter nverting (§) to obtain asa function of , one can obtain the energy density from

E=F + : 8)
The partition function for the eld theory with ham iltonian density H N can be
expressed as a functional integral:
Z=Z D YD expfiS[ lg; ©)
w here the action S [ ] is given by
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W ehave set h = 1 in the action. D in ensional analysis can be used to reinsert the factors of
h at the end of the calculation. The ::7s in [[I) represents all possble tem s w ith higher
powersof ormore factorsofr . They also Inclide counterterm s that are needed to cancel
ulraviolt divergences associated w ith the param eters , g, and gs. T he free energy density

F () is related to the partition function by

Z = expf IVTF ()g; 11)

where VT is the spacetin e volum e. T he ground state expectation value of an operatorlO i
can be expressed as a functional integral:
12
i = - D ‘D O expfiS[ Ig: 12)

By di erentiating the logarithm ofboth [§) and [I]) with respect to  and using {I3), we
cbtain the relation

()= —0): 13)



Di erentiating [B) with respect to and using [1B), we obtain
— ()= (): 14)

The sinplest way to calculate the energy density isto  rst calulate F (), use [I3) to get
(), nvert to get ( ), and then integrate ([4) to getE ().

Tt is convenient to param eterize the quantum eld (r;t) in tem s of two realvalued

quantum elds and that descrbe quantum — uctuations around an arbitrary constant

badckground v:

) = v+ —oog L En, 15)
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A fter inserting the eld param eterization [1%) into the action [1P), it can be expanded in
powers of the quantum elds and . By ssparating the action into a fiee part and an
Interaction part, we can express the them odynam ic finctions as diagram m atic expansions.
T he free energy density F isthe sum ofall connected vacuum diagram s, which are Feynm an
diagram s w ith no extemal legs. This sum is lndependent of the arbitrary background v. It
is convenient to de ne the them odynam ic potential ( ;v), which is the sum of all one-
particke-irreduciblke vacuum diagram s. T he them odynam ic potential, which depends on v,
contains the infom ation required to detem ine all of the them odynam ic fiinctions. T he free
energy F () can be obtained by evaluating ( ;v) at a particular value of v given by the
tadpole condition

V()=h i : 1e)

For this value of v, those diagram s that can be disconnected by cutting a single line vanish.
Thus the sum of connected vacuum diagram reduces to the sum of oneparticle—irreducble
vacuum diagram s and we have

F()= (;v()): a7)

U sing {[3), the tadpole condition {1§) reducestoh i = h i = 0. The phase ofthe eld
can be chosen so that h i is autom atically 0. The condition h i = 0 can be conveniently
expressed In tem s of the them odynam ic potential itself:

@
—— (;¥()) = 0: (18)
Qv

D i erentiating both sides of [1]) with respect to  and using ({I8), we cbtain

dr

@ _
d—()— @—(,V())- 19)

Comparing wih ([3), we nd that the number density can be expressed as

() = (;v()): (20)
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3 G round State Energy D ensity

In this section, we calculate the ground state energy for a hom ogeneous B ose gas to second
order In the quantum ocorrections. W e 1rst st up a perturbative fram ework for carrying
out calculations in the presence of a nonzero cham ical potential. W e use the fram ework to
calculate the energy density to second order in the quantum corrections. W e then carry out
the renom alizations of and g that are necessary to rem ove power ultraviolt divergences
from the energy density.

3.1 Perturbative fram ew ork

W e can describe a Bose gas w ith nonzero density by the action {I() w ith an appropriately

chosen value ofthe chem icalpotential. Forsin plicity, we set g; = 0 and om i allterm sin (I0)

that are higher order in  or r . W e ignore for the m om ent the countertem s associated

w ith renomm alization, so the param eters and g should be regarded as bare param eters.

Inserting the eld param eterization [I}) into the action and expanding in powers of and
, the action becom es

(
VA VA
1 vX 1 1
S = dt &Fx v? Zgvi+ p= + — — + — r? 2m + X
] FEM . 2 " ) 9v
1 2 2 2 g 2 2
+— r°+X = + — + ; 21
= 338 . ; 1)
where £ & f and
1

To organize the quantum ocorrections Into a loop expansion, we ssparate the tem s in the
action @J) that depend on and into a free part and an interaction part:

S[]1= SW]+ Sgeeli ]+ Suclvi i 1t @3)

T he free part of the action consists of the term s quadratic in  and

Z  Z (
s 1

Pt mgdex) oo @PrX) e

The Fourier transform of the propagator forthe elds and isa2 2 matrx:

i &k? X )=2m il
D (!;k;v) = ; 2
(ki) = k;v)+ i il k*+ 2mgv? X )=2m ' @)
where k is the wavevector, ! is the frequency, and
1
"2(k;v)=m(k2+2mgv2 X)K X): (26)
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The diagonal elem ents of the propagator m atrix 2§) are represented by solid lines for
and dashed lnes for , as illustrated In Figs. 1 @) and 1 (). The o -diagonal elem ents are
represented by a line that is half solid and half dashed, as In Fig. 1 (¢). A 1l the ram aining
term s in the action @) are treated as interactions:

7z Z ( )
vX 2
Swelv; 5 1= dt &x 195— % 2y 2 = Z4 2 : @7)
m

The temrm proportional to  is represented by a dot at which a solid Iine tem inates as
Mustrated in Fig.1(d). The 3 and 4-point couplings are represented by points that connect
three and four lines, regpectively, as h Figs. 1 ) {1 ().

It is possble to diagonalize the propagatorm atrix £5) by applying a B ogoliubov trans-
form ation to the elds and . However, such a transform ation m akes the Interaction tem s
In the action signi cantly m ore com plicated and increases the number of diagram s that
contribute to m ost quantities. For explicit calculations, it is m ore econom ical to m inin ize
the num ber of diagram s. W e therefore prefer to use a propagatorm atrix w ith o -diagonal
elem ents. Thisperturbative fram ew ork was recently used by H augset, H augerud, and R avn—
dal @] to reproduce the ™ a3 correction in the expression () for the energy density.

3.2 Free energy density

Ifthe n—doop contrdbution to the them odynam ic potential isdenoted by , ( ;v), the loop
expansion for the free energy density {I7) is

F()= o0(i0)+ 1(;¥) + (V) + ; 28)
where ¥ is the condensate, which satis es [I$):

e
oo Ui o G = 0: 29)

The loop expansion €§) does not coincide with the expansion in the order of quantum
corrections because of its dependence on v. To obtaln the quantum expansion, we must
expand the condensate Vv around its classical value vy, which satis es

€ o9 = 0: (30)
Qv

By expanding @Y) n powersofv 5, and solving or¥, we cbtain the quantum expansion

for the condensate:
V() = Vo() + V() + V() + ; (31)

where Vv, is the n-th order quantum ocorrection. For exam ple, the rmstorder quantum ocor-
rection is

Q Bk
= (50) s

Qv @v?

vi() = (iVo) : 32)



Inserting (3]) into @§) and expanding in powers of ¥;, ¥;, ::; we cbtain the quantum
expansion for the free energy. K esping only tem s through second order, we have

@ 1, @?
—— ( ;T v (7)) B33

F ()= o(iVo)t+t 1(;Vo)+t 2(?‘70)+V1E(ivo)+évfﬁ
Them ean—- eld contrbution to ( ;v) isgiven by the term s in ) that are independent
of and
1
o 5v) = x%+2@#: (34)
O ne solution to @) isVy= 0,but it isa Jocalm axinum of , and therefore represents an
unstabl con guration. T he stable solution is

To=2=g: 35)

T he treeJevel controution to F ( ) given in (B3) is
ol ;Vo)= —: (36)

The disgpersion relation £§) sinpli es signi cantly at the point v ="y, because X = 0 at
that point. It reduces to the B ogoliubov dispersion relation:

P
k k?+ 2

k) ki) = T om 37)

where 2= 4m .The tadpolk interaction in ) also vanisheswhen v = vj.
U sing the free part of the action @) , we can obtain the oneJoop contrloution to  ( ;v):

( ;v) 17 ok d!hdaD('k ) (38)
V)= - — Likiv) i
! 2 @) 2

Z

where D (! ;k;v) isgiven n {23). By Integrating over ! , we obtain
2 Pk
@ )3

o 1
1(5v)= >

"kiv) i 39)
where " (;v) is given by ). The one-Joop contribution to the free energy is
_ 1
1(7vg) = EIO; 1 (4m ) ; (40)

where Iy, ; isa function of %= 4m de ned by the integral
Z d3p (pZ)m )
@) em"EF

Tnm( %) = (41)

D i erentiating the expression [39) with respect to v and evaluating at v = 33, we obtain

. ~
Sl = TO@EL+ Ty, ) 42)
@v 4



The rstorder quantum correction to the condensate, which is given by [32) is

_ gvo
vV, = — @B, + I, : 43
1 16 BIix ;1) 43)
T he two-Joop contrlbution to the them odynam ic potential is cbtained from the vacuum
diagram s shown In Fig.[]. The contrbutions from the individual diagram s are given in

Appendix B J. The sum of the diagram s gives

h i
_ mg g
2(i90) = ——J + — 3I%,, + 2T 1,1 Lia+ 3T, ; (44)
8 04 ! !
w here
J = 6Jo01 J1; 11 331 2J100 ¢ (45)

The integrals Ji;, , are functionsof %= 4m de ned by

Z
Jmm ()=

&Pp ¢ Eg pP=2m ") E=2m " @] P=2m @

@)y @) am [") + "@ + "(@)]

; (46)

wherer= p+ gqij.
Inserting (34), @J), 43), 43), and @4) into (33), we obtain the com plete expression or
the free energy density to second order in the quantum ocorrections:
2 1 mg gh -
F()= —+—TIp; @4m )+ —JT+ — T%, 21,1 L, 3%, : 47
() = am To; 1 ( ) 3 3 Tut 1;1 hia f,l @7)
T he free energy @) dependson through the explicit factorsof and through them om en—
tum scale of the ntegralswhich is 2 = 4m . W e have m ade the argum ent of the integral

explicit forthe I, ; tem in @).

3.3 Energy density

To calculate the energy density, weuse {I3) toget ( ), nvert that relation toget  ( ), and
integrate using {I4) to get E ( ). D i erentiating [4}) and using [13), the number density is

2 1 mg 0
()= E 511;1 (4m ) ) U+4m J°+ (Tq;: Ea1)Top+ (T + 3h1)03]15 48)
where J° = dJ=d ? and all the integrals are fiinctions of 2 = 4m . W e have m ade the
argum ent of the integral explicit for the I;; tem . W e have used the dentity @ §) to
di erentiate the integrals T, ,, . Inverting @g) to get asa function of , we obtain

1 1 m g 0
()= 29 + Zgll;l @mg )+ ET3 U+2mg I+ (Ig;1 Ea)Ton+ Ty;0 + Tl
49)
where the integrals are now fiinctions of 2 = 2m g . Using the identity @ 4), we can write
the expression as a total derivative:

( )
d 1 1 m g° gh 1
()= = Zg2+ i1 @mg )t T I°,, 2I;: Ly T, : (50)




W e can now read o the energy density using [14):

1 1 m g° gh i
E()=Bo+ 59 °+ —Toy1 @mg )+ ——J+ = Ty 251 ha L 7 6L

where E, is an integration constant and all the integrals are finctions of 2= 2mg . It is
convenient to choose the Integration constant E, so that the energy of the vacuum is zero:
E@©0)= 0.

34 Renom alization of and g

Our result §J) for the energy density can be generalized to an arbitrary num ber of spatial
dinensions D sinply by replacing the integration measure d’p=2 )°> in 1)) and {44) by
P p=02 )°. The ntegrals I, , and Ji, » I {51]) are ultraviolet divergent for any positive
num ber of din ensions D . If we Inpose a m om entum cuto uvv, then I, ; diverges lke
by?,whileT,;,; and I; diverge ke D, . The integrals J,, ,» contain subintegrals that
diverge like J,°,and, ifD > 1, they also have an overall divergence that scales lke 23, °
T here are cancellations am ong the Jy, ,, Integrals that reduce the overalldivergence to éDV 6
forD > 3and In yy forD = 3.
T he divergences can be ram oved by renom alization. A convenient way to in plem ent the

renom alization is to add countertemm s to the action @) :
VA 7

1
s = dt J&x v v g(¥ )2+ : (52)

In perturbative calculations, the countertem s and g should be treated as quantum
corrections. T hey can be expanded according to the order in the quantum ocorrection:

= 1t 2t ; (53)
g = 19t 29t : (54)
To obtain the free energy after the renom alizations of and g, we substitute ! +

andg! g+ ginto [@]) and expand in the order of the quantum ocorrection. T he com plkte
expression to sscond order in the quantum corrections is

2 ,
F() = —+ —TI),; (4m ) 2— 1 + — 19
g 4m g g’
mg g 1
+ —J+ — (I%. 2T1.1 1. 3T, )+ — 1.
8 32 ( 1; 1 1;1 41,1 f,l) 2 1;1 1 .
2 l ) 2 )
2=+t —29 —(1)°+t2=1 19 —(19° : (35)
g g g g g

By repeating each of the steps in Section including the e ects of the counterterm s, we
cbtain an expression for the energy density that takes into acoount the renomm alization of
and g:

A\l #
E() Bot =g 2+ 110 Cmg ) + i
= —_ —_— . m _
o"4g 4m i1 g 1 419 .
m g’ g 2
+ ——J+ = (5. 2T,.1 I4. ~)+ =1, + — :(56
16 32( 1; 1 1; 1 45 f,l) g 1 19 2 a 29 :(56)
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The ultraviokt divergences .n (5§) that are independent of can be cancelled by Ey. The
counterterms 1 , 2 , 19,and ,g can be detem ined by dem anding that the -dependent
power ultraviolt divergences cancel. For exam ple, the Integral appearing in the rst order
quantum oorrection can be w ritten

z

|
&p q__ m 2 2"
I,. = + 2m m +
0; 1 o)y PP g B 'g 2
Z 3 2 2"
&p 5 m %g?
+ + m : 57
2 )2 P g 20 (67)

The rst Integral converges and each term in the second Integral gives a power ultraviolt
divergence. The integral of the p* temn in the second integral of (57) is independent of
and can be cancelled by E (0). T he rem aining divergences can be cancelled in 4) by taking

Z D
g dp
1 = - o= (58)
4 @ )P
Fm? Pp 1
19 = —F 53¢ 59)
2 @)’ p

For later convenience, we have generalized the Integrals to an arbitrary num ber of spatial
dinensions D . Sim ilarly we can determm ine the counterterms , and ,g by dem anding
the cancellation of -dependent power ultraviolet divergences in the second-order quantum

corrections in E4):

I !

Z D : D
d ad 1
, - Mo P P = (60)
4 @ )P @ )P p?
m%g° z Pp 172
- - 1
29 3 C )y (61)

In D = 3 din ensions, all the power ultraviolt divergences can be ram oved by renom al-
izations of , g, and E,. However there is still a logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence com ing
from the J term in (54) . T hat divergence is the only cbstack to com pleting our calculation
of the energy density to ssocond order In the quantum oorrections. The predictive power
of quantum eld theory lies In the fact that the sam e renom alizations must rem ove the
ulraviolkt divergences from all physical quantities. T he renom alizations that rem ove the
ulraviokt divergences from the ground state energy density must also rem ove ultraviolkt
divergences from the am plitudes for the low -energy scattering ofatom s in the vacuum . In the
next Section, we calculate quantum oorrections to the am plitudes for scattering of atom s in
the vacuum . A fter dentifying the renom alization that rem oves the logarithm ic divergence
from the energy density, we w ill com plete the calculation of E in Section [§.

4 Scattering of Atom s in the Vacuum

In this Section, we calculate quantum corrections to the T-m atrix elements for 2 ! 2 scat-
tering and for3 ! 3 scattering of atom s in the vacuum . W e determ ine the renom alizations
that are necessary to ram ove ultraviolet divergences from these T -m atrix elem ents.

11



41 Perturbative fram ew ork

Atom s in the vacuum can be described by the action {L0) w ith the chem ical potential set
to 0. A perturbative fram ework for calculating their scattering am plitudes can be obtained
by ssparating the action into a fiee part and an interaction part as follow s:

z Z r2
Sﬁ:ee[ ] = dt d3X ¥ i@t+ % H (62)
z z 1 1
Sin = dt & - A E R —— v o3 SR 63
el ] X 49( ) 3693 ( ) (63)

W ecan read o the Feynm an propagator from Sge.. Its Fourer transform is

D (k)= - 1@=12m — 64)

T his propagator is represented by a solid line w ith an arrow as illustrated in Fig.f @). The
4-particle and 6-particle interactions in (63) are represented by vertices connecting 4 lines
and 6 lines, respectively, as shown in Fig.[§ ) and B (©) . These vertices have equal num ber
of arrow s entering and exiting. This re ects the conservation of the num ber of atom s, which
Pllows from the phase symmetry ! e ofthe action consisting of (67) and (63).

42 2! 2 scattering

Two atom s with m om enta k; and k, can scatter into states w ith m om enta k¢ and kJ that
are allowed by conservation of energy and m om entum . T he probability am plitude for the
scattering process is given by the T-m atrix element T (ki;k,;k%;k9).

The only term s In the action that contrbuteto 2 ! 2 scattering are those that are fourth
orderin . Iftheonly such tem is ( ¥ )?, the scattering is purely S-wave. In this case, the
T -m atrix elem ent is a function of a single variable:

T (kq;koikk3) =T (@2); (65)

where g, = k1 k3. The centerofm assenergy E is related to g, by E = f,=4m .

The T-matrix element for 2 ! 2 scattering can be expanded In the order of quantum
corrections:

T @2)= g+ TG)t+ Tolge)t+ i (66)
The rsttem comesfrom the treediagram i FigJi@). The rst quantum correction com es
from the oneJdoop diagram In Fig.[ ). Usihg contour integration to evaluate the energy
Integral, we get
ng? &p 1

L&)~ g » @Rk K 1 67)

T he integralhas a linear ultraviolt divergence, but the divergence can be rem oved by renor-
m alization of the coupling constant g. Ihcluding the countertemn s from the tree diagram in
Fig.f@), we get

STRELL s - g: (68)
2 e )P p M kdtks ok i
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To m aintain rotational sym m etry, we m ust shift the Integration variabke by p ! p+ k; +
k,)=2 before In posing an ultraviolt cuto P j< yv . The resulting integral can be evalu—
ated analytically and we obtain

m g*

4 2

m g’ 1o
T1 @2) = ov T (& 17T a9 (69)
The counterterm  ;g, whose value was determ ined in (59), precisely cancels the linear ultra-
viokt divergence n 9). The nalresulk is

T; (@2) = ig%z : (70)

16
A particularly convenient m ethod for reqularizing ultraviolet divergent integrals isdim en—
sionalregularization . T he num ber of spatialdin ensionsD is taken to be a com plex variable.
The integral is evaluated as a function of D in a region of the complx D plane where it
converges. This de nes an analytic finction of D which can be analytically continued to
D = 3. After shifting the integration variable n (6]) by p ! p+ (ki + k;)=2 and then
Integrating over the angles In D dim ensions, we obtain

mg2 Z 4 le

Ty Q)= ———— d - @ (71)
T e 2 0 T &= 4
T he Integral converges forReD < 2 and is given by
|
"D 2)=2
mg® (1 D=2) .
T (G2) = L (72)

2 @4 )p=2 4

Analytically continuing to D = 3, we recover the resul 70).
O ne of the great advantages of din ensional reqularization is that integrals that contain
no scal are set identically equalto O:

z Pp

@ )P

p = 0: (73)

This omula can be derived by st integrating over angls In D din ensions, and then
separating the integral over p into two pieces corresponding top < p andp > p . The
Integral over p < p can be evaluated for D large enough that it is convergent in the in—
frared. The Integralover p > p can be evaluated forD an all enough that it is convergent
In the ultraviokt. Upon analytically continuing the two Integralsto D = 3, we nd that
they cancelexactly. Because of the dentity (73), dim ensional regularization sets pure power
ulraviolkt divergences to 0. T hus the counterterm s and g, which are given by the inte-
grals n {5§)-{6])), vanish. W ith din ensional reqularization, the only ultraviokt divergences
that require explicit renom alization are logarithm ic divergences, which appear as poles In
D 3. Nontrivial countertermm s are therefore needed only to cancel logarithm ic ultraviolet
divergences.
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The quantum oorrections to the scattering am plitude from higher order diagram s, lke
the two-Joop diagram in Fig.[(c), ©m a geom etric series and can be summ ed up exactly.
The nth tem in the seres is

m
1

2

T, @2)= g G2t (74)

o

Summ Ing up the geom etric series, the complkte 2 ! 2 scattering am plitude is

_ g :
R e T 75)

T he in aghary part ofthis T -m atrix elem ent isprecisely that required by the opticaltheorem .

43 3! 3 Scattering

Three atom s w ith m om enta k1, k, and ks can scatter into states w ith m om enta k¢, k§ and
kg that are allowed by conservation of energy and m om entum . T he probability am plitude
for 3 ! 3 scattering processes n which all 3 atom s participate is given by the connected
T -m atrix elem ent, which we denote by T (;;k,;k3;k{;k3;k9). For sin plicity, we consider
only the center ofm ocm entum fram ¢, where k; + k, + k3 = 0 and we use the shorthand

T (123! 12%% T kikoikssk)kykd) : (76)

The connected T-m atrix element for 3 ! 3 scattering can be separated into the temm s
that Involve a singlke virtual particle n the intermm ediate state and the rem ainder, which is
called the oneparticke-irreducible (1P I) part ofT :

T (123! 12%% = T¥fa23r 12%)
X X o
+ T (Chz) 'T (%020) . (77)
(123) (102030 ki k Gtk ktkP i ’

where g, = k; kjand goo = k! K3 The sum s are over cyclic perm utations of ky,
k., and k3 and ofk{, k3, and k3. The term in the sum that is given explicitly corresponds
tothe 2 ! 2 scattering of particles 1 and 2 to produce particle 3° and a virtual particle. A
subsequent 2 ! 2 scattering of the virtual particle and particle 3 produces particles 1° and
2°. Exam ples of diagram s that contribute to the sum are the tree diagram i Fig.[§ @) and
the one-doop diagram in Fig.[§ b).

T he leading contributions to the IPI T -m atrix element for 3 ! 3 scattering com e from
one-loop diagram s like the one in F ig.[4 (@) . A fter using contour integration to Integrate over
the loop energy, we cbtain

TFTa23! 12%%) = m’g’ R g 123! 1%2%%; (78)
(123) (192039
where

2 $Pp 1

T@123! 12%% = :
( ) )P E+p k+tki k 1)B+p k+k¥} &k i)

(79)
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T his integral is ultraviolet convergent.

T he next m ost In portant quantum ocorrections to the 1P I T -m atrix elam ent com e from
two-Jdoop diagram s, such as those n Fig.f ©), [ ), and @), and from the insertion of a
counterterm ;g into the onedocp diagram In Fig.|d@). A fter using contour Integration to
Integrate over the loop energies, we obtain

T,FTa23 !t 12%%) = 29 T,FTa23 ! 12%
5 X X g
+m g’ [Ty (@2) + T1 (o)1 (123 1 1%2%39)
(123) (102039
7 Z
+ m 3 X X &’p d’q 1
123) (102030) (2 )3 (2 )3p2 + @ + r2 2mE j_
(
2
+p k+ki k i)@+qg k+k¥ %k i)

)
1

+ ;
©+p k+tks k i)B+p k+k¥ %k i)

wherer= P+ gjand E = kI + ki + k3)=2m is the totalenergy. The integral over g in
the last tem of (8Q) has a Iinear ultraviokt divergence. U sing the expression (9) for the
counterterm ;g, we can see that the rst term on the right side of [80) cancels the linear
divergence from the integralover g in the last temm .

A fter cancellation ofthe lineardivergence, there ram ains an overall logarithm ic divergence
in the integral over p and g in (8J). This is evident from scalingp ! tp and g !
tg. Ast ! 1, the integrand scales like 1=t° while the integration volime scales like
t®. The divergence is independent of the extemalm om enta and therefore corresponds to
a point interaction between the three particles. The divergence can be cancelled by the
counterterm g associated with the ( ¥ )° term in the action {1(). H owever, ifwe include
that countertemm , we m ust also for consistency include the contribution to T 123 ! 1%2%°)
from the coupling constant g;. Thus we must add to (80) the contrbution from the tree
diagram I Fig.J(©):

80)

T = @+ ®): 81)

W e choose to use din ensional regularization to regularize the integral in (8(Q). The
logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence then appears asa pok in D 3. The pok in the ntegral
overp and g In @Q) is dentical to that of the ollow ing integral, which is evaluated in the
lmiD ! 3 i Appendix A 4:

(
2 Pp? Pg 2
@ )P @) EP+F+r+22)p+ @+ %)
1 1
@+ P+ r+22)E+ 2P 2@+ P+ )2
P_
4 33 1

= 113459 2® 3 . 82)
192 3 D 3

The last tem in the integrand of {83) cancels the linear divergence in the integralover g of
the previous tem , but does not change the logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence, which gives
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thepolen D 3. Thepoktem i [8)) is therefore

h i b=
T,FT@23! 12%%) = EACHIE R, gt (83)
pole 64 3D 3)
The pokm ust be cancelled by the counterterm @ in (87) . O ne of the sim plest renom aliza-
tion schem es ism inim al subtraction [[J]. This schem e de nes a running coupling constant
gz () that depends on an arbitrary renomn alization scale . The m inim al subtraction pre-
scription is to choose the countertermm to be a pure poke in D 3 muliplied by a power of

P_
3¢ 3 3)m3g4 20 3 84)
64 30D 3)
The exponent of is chosen so that both sides of §4) have the sam e engineering din ensions
even when D & 3. W ihout such a factor, renom alized quantities would involre logarithm s
of dim ensionfi1l quantities. The power of in (B4) is detem ined by din ensional analysis.
W ith h sst equalto 1, the tem s in the action m ust be din ensionless. TRin eRhas din ensions
mL? when h = 1, where L refers to Jength. The integration measure dt & x therefore
hasdimensionsm L°*?. Sthce Y isanumberdensiy, hasdimensions[ ]= L °= .The
din ensions of the coupling constants are then gl = LP ?=m and [gz]= L 2=m . The
powerof in @4) provides the extra factor of L ¢ required for din ensional consistency.
P hysical quantities cannot depend on the arbitrary param eter introduced through the
countertemm  {84) . T he coupling constant g ( ) m ust thereforedepend on  in such away that
the com bination g3+ @ isindependent of . T his statem ent can be conveniently expressed in
the form ofa renorm alization group equation . U sing {84), the condition (d=d ) (gs+ )= 0
reducesin thelimitD ! 3 to

()=

P
d 3@ 33) ,,
dg3 5 3 m-g 85)

Sihcem and g are Independent of , the solution to the equation §5) is

P 0
SICHI BN RN (86)
—————m —:
32 3 J

FB()=g()+
This equation tells us that the param eter g; is a running coupling constant that varies
logarithm ically w ith the renom alization scale . The renom alization scale can be inter-
preted as the inverse ofthe spatial resolution. As Increases, the spatial resolution becom es
ner and part of the \pointlke" 3 ! 3 scattering am plitude represented by the diagram
in Fig.[ () is resolved into the successive 2 | 2 scatterings represented by the diagram s
in Figs.[§(c) and [§d). The contrbutions from the two individual two-loop diagram s have
opposite signs and the net e ect is that the coupling constant g increases as  increases.
The renom alized expression for T,”71(123 | 1%2% is given by the lmit asD ! 3 of
the sum of {80) and ). To take the lin i, we must extract thepole in D 3 from the
integralover p and g in @), so that it can be cancelled by the counterterm & . This can
be accom plished by subtracting the integrand on the lkeft side of (83) from the last integrand
in §0), and then adding to {8() the right side of {83) muliplied by 9m °g*. The integral
over p and g isthen convergent in D = 3, but depends logarithm ically on the scale
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W e have elin nated the logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence from T '*! by expressing it
In tem s of the renom alized coupling constant g; ( ) de ned by dim ensional regularization
and m inin al subtraction. The resulting expression r T ! can serve as a de nition of
g3 () that m akes no reference to the regularization scheme. Som eone who prefers a m ore
physical de nition of the coupling constant can de ne ggnys to be equal to the value of
T¥I123 ! 12%% at their avorite con guration of the initialand nalmomenta. Any
such coupling constant can be expressed In the fom

Psphys = P ( )+ C ()m >g*: (87)

Sihce s de nition m akes no reference to the renom alization scale , the physical coupling
constant satis es (@=d )%pnys = 0. The renom alization group equation 83) then inplies
that the coe cient C () In ( is a linear fiinction of In . It therefore vanishes for som e
valie nys and we have

93;phys = 93( phys): (88)

T hus any physical de nition of the coupling constant is equivalent to the running coupling
constant gs ( ) evaluated at a particular value of the renom alization scale . Thus there is
little to be gained by using a m ore physicalde nition of the coupling constant.
The integrals in T,/* '+ T are fanctions ofthe renom alization scal and the nitialand

nalm om enta. Form om entum con gurationsin which the squares ofthem om enta and their
inner products are all com parable in m agnitude, the only scales in the integrandsare 2 and
mE ,whereE isthetotalcenterofm assenergy. Since the Integralvaries logarithm ically w ith

, I must also depend logarithm ically on m E . If the ratio of these two scales is su  ciently
large, the ntegral is dom nated by the logarithm . However, since the dependence of the
logarithm on  is cancelled by g3 ( ), there must be a large cancelling contribution from
the gz tem . The dom inant tem s in the second order quantum correction to the T -m atrix
elem ent are therefore

P
34 33 5, mE
I m°gh———: 89)

.I.21P L T g()
The large logarithm can be avojdeg by choosing the renom alization scale of the running
coupling constant g3 ( ) tobe = mE . Thus the m ost appropriate choice for the renor—
m alization scale Inthe3 ! 3 scattering am plitude isthem agnitude ofthe typicalm om enta
of the scattering particles. T his choice w ill avoid a Jarge cancellation between the two tem s

n 9.

5 Renom alized Energy D ensity

In this Section, we com plete the calculation of the energy density in Section § by using the

renom alization ofgs to ram ove the logarithm ic ultraviolt divergences from the second-order

quantum correction. Our nalresult is expressed In tem s of param eters g and g ( ) that

can be de ned purely In tem s of the scattering of atom s. W e then discuss the case of alkali
atom s, and argue that In this case the dependence on g3 can be elim inated In favor of a

logarithm ic dependence on the length scale set by the van der W aals potential.
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5.1 First-order quantum correction

To sin plify the calculation ofthe quantum ocorrections, we use din ensional regularization to
regularize ultraviolt divergences and m inin al subtraction to carry out the renomm alization
of the param eter g;. O ne of the great advantages of din ensional regularization is that it
sets power ultraviolt divergence to 0. T he only ultraviolet divergences that require explicit
renom alization are logarithm ic divergences, which appear as pols In D 3. Since the
ulraviolkt divergences rem oved by the renom alization of and g are pow er divergences, the
explicit renomm alization of these param eters is unnecessary w ith din ensional regularization.
This can be seen from the expressions (5§){ (1) for the countertemm s, which all vanish by
the identity (73). Thus the expression (54) for the energy density after renomn alization of

and g collepses to (). The integration constant E,, which isused to sst E(Q) = 0, is
also zero In din ensional regularization. This follows from the fact that the only scale in
the din ensionally regularized integrals I, ;,, and J is2m g . T hese Integrals therefore vanish
when = 0, sihce there isno m om entum scale.

From (51)), the rstorder quantum correction to the energy density is

1
E; ()= —Iy, @ung ): (90)
4m
U sing the expression for the din ensionally reqularized integralgiven n @ 17), this becom es

1 @mg )>? ]
60 2 m )

Ei()= (91)

Using @) to express g in tem s of the scattering length a, we recover the classic result for
the rst order quantum correction given in []).

5.2 Second-order quantum correction

D In ensional reqularization elin nates the power ultraviokt divergences from the second-
order quantum correction i (51)), but the expression still contains a Jogarithm ic ultraviolkt
divergence. The renom alization of this divergence requires including the e ects of the
coupling constant gz and its counterterm at tree kevel. The term that m ust be added to the
free energy density can be read o from the integrand in the action [10):

1
F()= —(@@+ ®)%: 92
() 36 @3 ®%B)Vo 92)
Follow Ing the e ect of the correction through to the energy density, we nd

1
E() = S G+ %) 7 93)

W ith din ensional regularization, the com plkte ssocond-order quantum correction is the
sum of @3) and the correction in §1):

1 m g’ g
E = — + T+ = I, 21,1 In, 4 94
2() 3 s () ()] 16 3 Tt 1;1 Lia f,l (94)
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Thevaluesofthe integralsJ, I 1, ;1 ,and I;; in din ensional reqularization aregiven n @23),
@13),and @14) with %= 2mg .Thepokin D 3 in J is cancelled by the pok i the
countertemm & ( ) given in @4), but the cancellation kaves a Iogarithm of2m g = 2 in the
limiD ! 3.Combining allthe tem s, our expression for E, is

1 ;4 3 g
Ex() = 3—693() * g 3 h—7
where g; () isthe running coupling constant de ned by them inin alsubtraction renom aliza—
tion prescription. T he expression (99) is independent of the arbitrary renom alization scale
. T he renom alization group equation @5) in plies that the explicit logarithm ic dependence
of F) is cancelled by the -dependence ofgs( ). If % di ersby orders ofm agnitude from
2m g , there is a large cancellation between the logarithm in (93) and the tem ocontaining
as ( 10 Such a large cancellation can be avoided by choosing the renom alization scale to be
= 2mg .Thisisthem om entum scale at which the dispersion relation forthe B ogoliibov
m ode changes from linear to quadratic. Our nal resul for the energy density to second
order in the quantum corrections is obtained by adding the corrections (91) and [93) to the
m ean— eld contrbution:

1o, 1 @m g)’? .,

+ 080 m’g* ?; (95)

b #
1 34 33 _ 2mg s s
In + 080 m ; 96

2

&t would be very di cult to measure the coupling constant gs ( ) experin entally by
studying the 3-body scattering ofatom s. Tt would alsobedi cul to calculate thisparam eter
theoretically from a m icroscopic description of the interaction between atom s. Thus gz ()
m ust be treated as a phenom enological param eter. T he predictive power of the result (99)
for the energy density resides in the fact that the sam e coupling constant g3 ( ) appears in
the second order quantum corrections to other physical quantities, such as the digpersion
relation for the Bogoliibov m odes. A 1l of the low -energy observables of the Bose gas can
be calculated to second order In the quantum corrections in temm s of two phenom enological
param eters: the S-wave scattering length a and the coupling constant gz ( ) associated w ith
3! 3 scattering.

53 A lkaliatom s

Our nalresul [9f) for the energy density is of lim ited utility because it depends on the
phenom enological param eter g3 ( ). It m ay be possibl to neglect the dependence on gs if
the seocond quantum correction is dom inated by the logarithm . W e argue that this is indeed
the case for typical akali atom s, and that the dependence on gz can be elin inated In favor
of a Jogarithm ic dependence on the length scale set by the van der W aals Interaction.

T he Interaction between two atom s at low energy can be described by a potentialV (r)
that has a repulsive core at very short distances, an attractive region at short distances
com parable to the size of the atom , and a long-range behavior given by the van der W aals
potential:

VR)! me 97)
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T he scattering length a is extrem ely sensitive to the short-distance behavior ofthe potential.
Sm all variations in the depth or range of the potential can easily cause a to vary from 1
to +1 . However, given a random distribution in one of the short-distance param eters of
the potential, the distribution of a is concentrated in the region where g7jis lss than or
com parable to the van der W aals kngth de ned by [I}]
m 1=4

V= 5og : (98)
For m ost values of the short-distance param eters, a is com parabl In magniude to Yy .
However, a varies dram atically w ith the short-distance param eters near the critical values
at which a new 2-body bound state appears. As a param eter passes through is critical
value, a approaches 1 , changesdiscontinuously to 1 , and then decreases In m agnitude.
The m agnitude of a will be orders of m agniude larger than Y only if the short-distance
param eter is In a narrow range around its critical value. W e summ arize this situation by
saying that the naturalm agnitude ofa is v, and that m uch larger values require ne-tuning
of the potential.

O ne can use the concept ofnaturalm agniudes to estin ate them agnitude ofthe coupling
constants in the Jagrangian foran e ective eld theory.A coupling constant w ith din ensions
L"=m , where L. refers to length, willby din ensional analysis have the form £ Y, =m , where
f is dinensionlss. The assum ption of naturalness is that the coe cient £ is of order 1
exoept when a short-distance param eter of the potential is tuned to w thin a narrow range
ofa critical value. Since the coupling constants g and g; in the action (1) have din ensions
L=m and L*=m , respectively, the naturalestin ates for theirm agnitudes are g  y=m and
3 $=m, repectively.

One can In prove on these naive estin ates by taking into account geom etrical factors of
4 . For example, using the relation @) between the coupling constant and the scattering
length a, we obtain the estin ate

8 Vv |
m

:Igjiatural (99)
W e argue that the m agnitude of g should be com parable to this natural estin ate unless the
2-body potential is tuned so that there is a bound state near threshold.

W e next consider the coupling constant gz ( ) associated wih 3 ! 3 scattering. This
is a munning coupling constant that depends on an arbitrary renomm alization scale . An
estin ate of the m agnitude of this coupling constant m ust inclide a speci cation of the scale

at which the estin ate applies. O ur estin ates of natural values, which involre dim ensional
analysis, are based on the assum ption that Y is the only in portant length scale. Thus the
estin atemust apply form om entum scales that corresoond to the length scale v . W ewill
therefore assum e that the estim ate of the naturalvalue appliesto g; ( ) for com parable to
2 =Y .M aking a guess for the appropriate values of 4 , our estim ate for the natural value

is
. . @ ) 2
35 () daturar —  for (100)
m \%
W ew illverify that this guesspasses a sin ple consistency chedk. Ifboth g and g; have natural
values, then we would expect their values not to change dram atically under changes of the
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renom alization scale by a factor of 2 or 3. Using the solution (8) to the renom alization
group equation for gs ( ), we see that the change In g; from the evolution of by a factor of
o 3@ 33

g3 %m g - (101)
If g has the naturalm agnitude given in (89), the estin ate {100) is approxin ately equal to
{L01), which indicates that our guess of the factorsof 4 in (L00) is at least reasonable.

W e now consider an atom for which g; has the naturalm agnitude given by (00Q). &
could be much larger if the potentials describing 2-body and 3-body interactions are tuned
o that there is a 3-body bound state near threshold. W e cannot exclude such a possibility,
but if we pick an akali atom at random it is unlkely. W e prooeed to consider the three
cases where g is much sn aller than, com parabl to, and much greater than the natural
estin ate given .n {99). Ifg ismuch snaller than Piawwmy then renom alization has little
e ect on the valie of g. The m3g? term i the second order correction to the energy
density n (99) is negliglble com pared to the g; term . In this case, we cannot calculate the
second order correction w ithout know ing the value of g;. Next we consider the case where
g is com parablke to Pihammi. The gz termm In @§) is then com parabk in m agnitude to the
constant term multiplying m 3g*. These two tem s can be neglected only if the coherence
length @mg ) 2 is orders of m agnitude larger than =2 . In this case, the logarithm ic
term dom nates and we ocbtain an estin ate of the second order quantum correction that is
Independent of the unknown constant gs:

_ p_ !
() }g2+ 1 emg)y? ., 4 33  mghy

+ n
4 60 2 m 768 3 2 2

m1g* 3 102)

Finally, we consider the case where g ismuch larger than Tihaturai- In this case, gz will
quickly evolve under renom alization to a value com parablke in m agnitude to {01). Again
we nd that the g temn in (©4) is comparable in in portance to the constant under the
logarithm . If the coherence length is orders of m agniude larger than the van der W aals
Jength, these term s are negligible com pared to the logarithm ic term and the expression (94)
for the free energy density reduces again to {I07). In summ ary, the approxin ation n {02)
is valid provided that g3 is not unnaturally large com pared to the estim ate (L0Q), that a is
not unnaturally sm all com pared to Y, and also that

n(ad) 1: (103)

Under these conditions, we can elin inate the dependence on gz in favor of a logarithm ic
dependence on Y, . Ushg @) to express (I0]) in tem s of the scattering length a, we cbtain
the expression for the energy density given n ).

6 Conclusion

W e have caloulated the second order quantum correction to the energy density of a hom o—
geneous Bose gas. This isthe rst correction that depends on an atom ic physics param eter
other than the S-wave scattering length a. W e identify that param eter as a coupling con—
stant gz that speci es the point-ike contribution to the 3 ! 3 scattering of atom s In the
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vacuun . The result for the energy density in tem s of g and the running coupling constant
gs () isgiven in ©F). In the case ofakali atom s, we argued that the dependence on g; can
be elim inated In tem s ofa logarithm ic dependence on the length scale v set by the van der
W aals nteraction. The resulting expression for the energy density is given in {@).

Thus farthe only akaliatom s forwhich B oseE nstein condensation hasbeen successfiilly
carried out are ¥Rb, #*Na, and 'Li. Our calculations apply only to atom s w ith positive
scattering Jength, such as®’Rb and N a. T he scattering lengths orthese atom sare 60 157
or®Rb [31and 29 3A ©r#’Na [[J]. Theparam eter in thevan derW aalspotential (p7)
is roughly 7 keVA® or Rb and 1.8 keVA® ©rNa. The van der W aals length , de ned
in {99) is therefore about 60 A and 30 A, respectively. Th both cases, the scattering length
is com parablk In m agnitude to Y, so that one of the conditions for {104) is satis ed. The
condition {[03) depends on the density and willbe satis ed if is orders of m agnitude
lrger than 1=@ %).

The m agniude of the quantum ocorrections increases w ith the num ber density. To see
roughly how in portant these corrections are In existing m agnetic traps, we evaluate them
for the typicaldensities at the centers of the traps In the earliest experin ents [I,[31. For®’Rb
atom sw ith numberdensity = 3 10%=am 3, the correction factorin @) is1+ 0004 0:0002.
For ®Nawih = 3 10%=an?, the quantum correction factor in the energy density is
1+ 001 0002. In both cases, the second order quantum correction is an order ofm agniude
larger than one would have guessed by squaring the rstorder quantum oorrection. The
second order correction is relatively large because the Iogarithm in {f) is large, having the
valie 14 ©r*’Rb and 12 ©r?’Na. Thus the condition {{03) for the valdity of @) is
Indeed satis ed.

T he estin ates given above suggest that the num ber densities In the BoseE instein con—
densates that have been produced thus fararenot su ciently high forthee ectsofquantum

uctuationson the energy density tobem easurabl. Slhcethe st quantum correction scales
like P ~, the quantum corrections can be m ade Jarger by ncreasing the num ber of atom s in
the trap. Unfortunately, the peak density scals lke N *™ f], so N must be increased by
orders ofm agnitude before the e ects of quantum  uctuations on the energy density w illbe
m easurable. There are however other observables that m ay be m ore sensitive to the e ects
of quantum uctuations. These e ectsm ay also be m ore in portant at tem peratures near
the phase transition for BoseE Instein condensation. W e hope that our explicit calculation
of second-order quantum corrections for the energy density of a hom ogeneous Bose gas w ill
stin ulate further work on quantifying the e ectsofquantum uctuations on experin entally
m easurable observables.
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A Loop Integrals for the Energy D ensity

In this appendix, we evaluate the integrals that are needed to calculate the second order
quantum corrections to the energy density. W e also list the expressions for each of the
tw o-loop diagram s.

A .1l Energy integrals

T he energy integrals can be evaluated by contour integration. The energy integral for the
one-loop subdiagram s in Figs.[d @) {F ©©) are

? a 1 ~ i an
2 12 ")+ i 2" )

where " (o) is the Bogolitbov dispersion relation given in 7). T he energy integrals for the
two—loop diagram s in Figs.[d @) {B @) are
z Z

da, % ar, 1
2 2 [ ")+ 1103 T+ 11+ )2 ")+ 1]
1
= ; A2)
4"EP)"@Q"@ ")+ "@+ "@©)]
2% an, ',
2 2 [ ")+ 1[5 T+ 1IN+ )2 )+ 1]
1
= @A3)

A" ")+ "@+ "] :

A 2 Oneloop m om entum integrals

T he one-doop and tw o-loop corrections to the ground state energy density Involve m om entum
Integrals of the form

Z 2m n

p

o (p2_|_ 2)n:2 Z (A4)

Im;n =

w here we have Introduced the follow ing notation for the integration over a m om entum in D

Soatial din ensions: . .

Pp
o ey @)
The integrals @ 4) satisfy the identities
d n
plm;n = EIm+l;n+2; A 6)
2Im;n = Im In 2 lw%—l;n : (A7)
A fter Integrating over angls, the Integral is
z _
1 1 (pZ)m+ O n 2)=2
hn = dp” 8
T e gy o B o e



If the Integral is convergent, we can use integration by parts to derive the identity

(D + 2m n)lw;n = nIm+2;n+2: (A9)

The integral @ §) is ultravickt divergent if D 2 m) and infrared divergent if
D n 2m . Ifthe Integral converges, its value is

1 <2n2mD ) P+2mn)

Tom = _ 2 2 D+2(m n) , @ 10)
@)= g) &)

Ifthe ntegral @ §) isultraviokt or nfrared divergent, it can be reqularized using din ensional

regularization. T he reqularized integral is cbtained by analytically continuing the expression

@10) toD = 3. The resulk is

1 2n 2m 3 ) (3+2m n)

Tom = 2 2 3+2@ n) ., @11)
4 2 (%)

T he one-doop Integrals that appear In the ground state energy density are Iy, ; , I 1,1 , and
I,; . In 3 din ensions, these Integrals have power ultraviolet divergences. W ih din ensional
regularization, they are given by the nie expressions

1

Ijr = o5 ®12)
1

Iyn = =5 i @13)
1

Il;l = ; 3: (Al4)

A 3 Two-loop momentum integrals
T he tw o-Joop correction to the ground state energy density (1)) involves a linear com bination
of the integrals

n

1 _  0m r—
z 2z p=pp2+2 q=pq2+2 r= rr+ 2

P g thp2+ 2+thq2+ 2417 2+ 2

Jimn = ; @15)

wherer= Pp+gj InD = 3,these Integralshave quartic and quadratic ultraviolt divergences
that cancel in the combination of integrals J given n {5). The expression or J can be
w ritten

7 - 27 1 ﬁ _ 6p 2pp2+ 2
P qthp2+ 2+thqZ+ 24 ¥ 2+ 2 pPt 2 P ]
P
3por PPt 7 Pr ?
P= P i P 2 $8.16)
P+ T+ o+ 2 @ p°+

This integral still has linear and logarithm ic ultraviolt divergences. By subtracting and
adding appropriate tem s in the integrand of J, we can isolate the lnear and logarithm ic
divergences into ssparate tem s:

J = Jum + Jlog + Joum ° @Aa17)
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The term containing the linear uktraviolkt divergence is

" 7#
-2 2 p B _PEFC1 @ 18)
n = P — ¢
P l4102"‘ z P a
The temm in A 17) containing the logarithm ic ultraviokt divergence is
(
o 4z z 5
. pa [t D@+ NEPHTHEH2 ) )
1 1 1 @ 19)
P+t E+ki+2 2 2EF+ 2) @+ ?)?
The integral J,,, obtained by subtracting A1§) and (A 19) from @ 14) is convergent in
D = 3 dinensions and can be evaluated num erically. It is convenient to symm etrize the

Integrand over the six pem utations of p, g, and r in order to avoid cancellations between
di erent regions ofm om entum space. T he resulting expression is
( " IS
Z 7

5 3 1X 1 R _ 6p 2 pP+ 2
e P ab o pyp2+ 2+qu2+ 2y F 2+ 2 pP+ 2 P
P p #
3par p ¢+ * r‘r+ 2
) Yot 2 g+ #2”12+ 2 o P+ 2
2 P Por 2
t = 2 P
S P+ P
2 4
+
Pra+re2 Hets Has 2 )
1 1 4

20
PrF+rr+2 2 2@EF+ ?) P+ ?) ?.20)
Sihce isthe only scalke In the Integrand, din ensional analysis in plies that the integral is
proportionalto *.Evaliating the coe cient of * num erically, we obtain

Jwm = 210 10° 4 @21)

Because of the severe cancellations between the various temm s in the integral, we were only
abl to calculate it to 3 signi cant gures.

W e evaluate the ultraviokt divergent integrals Ju, I @ 1§) and Jpy In @ 19) using
din ensional reqularization. The Integralover g in @ 1§) vanishes since there is no scale in
the integrand, and therefore Jy, = 0. The integral @ 19) is evaluated in Appendix R 4 :n
thelimiD ! 3, and the resul is

s 33 1
Jpg = 113459 #20 3, 22
©9 1923 D 3 B22)
Adding @21) and @27), we cbtain the com plte result for J using dim ensional requlariza—
tion:

P_
4 33 1
J = + 057 209 23
1923 D 3 B23
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A 4 Evaluation of Jyg

Theterm @19), which contains the logarithm ic ultraviokt divergence in the integralJ, can
be w ritten
Jog = @K1+ K2); @24)

where K ; and K , are the follow Ing integrals:
Z 7 1

= ; 2
1 p g P+ X+ r+2 )PP+ @+ ?) ®.29)
zz ' 1 ! 1

p g PHF+r+272 2@+ ?) ©+ 2)2

K2 =

(A 26)

wherer= p+ gqij.

We 1rst consider the ntegralK,. Setting r* = P+ ¢ + 2p g and then introducihg

Feynm an param eters, the integral @ 23) becom es
z, Z,, 22

1
K, = dx a: H
PT0 T e Lo 41 vB+ @ xd+zp g+ 2P

@ 27)

wherez= 1 x vy.D Inensionalregularization allow susto shift and rescale them om entum
variables. W e can elin inate the dot product from the denom nator by m aking the shift

X z 2= 1=2 .
p!p ﬁq.Aﬂ:erresca]jngpby @ vy and g by %54 , the integral

factors into a Feynm an param eter integral and an integral over the m om enta:

1=2

Z, Zq, Z Z

K, = dx dyl@ =)@ y) 4177 : : (. 28)
! 0 0 pa P+ E+ 2P
T he integral over the m om enta can be evaluated analytically:
Z 7 1 _ @ D),p oy . @ 29)
p g P+ F+ ) 2@ )P ’

The gamm a function hasapok atD = 3. Toobtam K; mthelimi D ! 3, weneed to
expand the Feynm an param eter integral In powers of D 3:
8 n

3 ]3)2(]33)<zl Z 22#3:2
K, = —— dx d 1 1 —
1 2@ )P : . y @ xd vy 2
n " 9
D 321 %1k 22# 3=z 22#=
> dx dy @ x)@ y) — h d xd vy — 7 &.30)
0 0 4 4

wherez=1 x vy.The st integralin[ @ 30) can be computed analytically and has the
value 4 =3. T he second integralhasto be com puted num erically and hasthevalue 9:43698.
E xtracting the pole n D 3 from the gamm a fiinction in |A 3pD) and kegping all term s that
suwive nthelmi D ! 3, we obtain

1

1
K, = — 203 __ = 4142646+ h@ ) ; 31
1 96 2 D 3 ( ) ’ (A )
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where isEuler’s constant.
W e next consider the integralK , n (@ 2§). By introducing a Feynm an param eter, it can
be w ritten
zZ 7 Z 1 1

K, = dx (1 : 32
2 o EE® ikt a+ i 4 g+ =g+ zp - 8F

By shifting and rescaling the m om entum variables, we can reduce the Integral over the
momenta to @29). In the rsttem of [A3R), weshit p ! p g and then rescale g

1=2

by me . Th the second tem , we rescale p by @ x)¥™ and q by x ' . After
Integrating over p and ¢, we obtain
3 D) Z 4 h i
K, = ——— 23 gxq xx"? @ =x=4"2 a =xP? : @ 33)
24 )P 0

To cbtain K, in the limit D ! 3, we need to expand the integrand in @ 33) ;n powers of
D 3:

8Z 0 1
3 D < 81 X 1
, = (7]3) 20 3) ) dX@q ( ) g A
2@) fo %34  x¥ 01  x)
7 0 19
D 371 81 x) x4 x) 1 =
dx € g=——=n g——=hkl x)} : @34
2 0 x3@4 xP 4 %31 x) d

T he integrals can be evaluated analytically. E xtracting the pol in D 3 from the gamm a
function and kesping alltem s that survive n the limitD ! 3, we obtain

p_ w #
K, = _ 3 o3 7+—£119—_ }]n— 1+ n@) : @ 35)
2 64 3 D 3 33 2 4 .

A 5 Two-loop diagram s for the Free Energy D ensity

The twoJoop vacuum diagram s that contrbute to 1, ( ;) are shown in Fig.[d. These
diagram s can be reduced to m om entum integrals by Integrating over the loop energies using
the identities in Appendix B J]. Expressed in tem s of the integrals I, ,, and Jyi;, ,» de ned
in @4) and @19), the contrbutions of the individualdiagram sto , ( ;¥,) are

3
@ ang,,l @ 36)
o _ 1
2 = igl ;1 Lig @ 37)
© _ 2gp (@ 38)
2 64g 1; 1

3

2(d) = 1_6m92'\_7(2)J1;1,-1 A 39)

3
;s = émgz\_%JO;O;l @ 40)
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1

o= 1—6mg2v§J . @ 41)
1

2 = S I 100 - @ 42)

Adding up these diagram s, we get {@4).
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F igure C aptions

1.

2.

P ropagators and Interaction vertices for the realvaluied elds and

T wo—doop vacuum diagram s that contribute to the them odynam ical potential.

. P ropagator and interaction vertices for the com plexvalued eld

.Diagram sfor2 ! 2 scattering: the treeJdeveldiagram (@), a oneJoop diagram (o), and

a twoJoop diagram (c).

. Oneparticlereducbl diagram s or 3 ! 3 scattering: a treedevel diagram (@) and a

one-doop diagram (o).

. O neparticlke-irreducibl (IPI) diagram s for 3 ! 3 scattering: a one-loop diagram @)

and two-loop diagram s (), (©), and d).
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