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5 G round-State Energy ofa D ilute Ferm iG as

ElliottH.Lieb,RobertSeiringer,and Jan Philip Solovej

A bstract. R ecent developm ents in the physics oflow density trapped gases

m ake itworthwhileto verify old,wellknown resultsthat,whileplausible,were

based on perturbation theory and assum ptions about pseudopotentials. W e

use and extend recently developed techniques to give a rigorous derivation

of the asym ptotic form ula for the ground state energy of a dilute gas of N

ferm ionsinteracting with a short-range,positive potentialofscattering length

a. For spin 1=2 ferm ions,this is E � E
0 + (~2=2m )2�N �a,where E 0 is the

energy ofthe non-interacting system and � isthe density.

1. Introduction

O ur goalis to �nd the ground state energy ofa low density gas offerm ions

interacting with shortrangepairpotentials.Earlier[1,2,3,4],thecorresponding

problem for bosons had been solved in the sense that the ‘wellknown’ancient

form ula E =V = 4��2a in 3D wasproved rigorously asan asym ptotic form ula for

sm all� in the therm odynam ic lim it. Here,� = N =V ,where N is the particle

num ber,V isthe volum eand a isthe scattering length ofthe pairpotential.

O wing to the recentinterestin low density,cold gasesofferm ionic atom s,the

naturalquestion arose: Is a sim ilar form ula valid for spin-1
2
ferm ions? O fcourse

therewillbe di�erences,which wecan listasfollows:

1.W e can expectthatthe interaction energy between pairsofferm ionsofthe

sam espin vanishestoleadingorderin �.ThePauliprinciple(antisym m etry)

im pliesthatthewavefunction istiny within therangeofthepairpotential.

2.The interaction between pairs offerm ions ofopposite spin should be the

sam e asforbosons. I.e.,we expectthisenergy to be 4�aN "N #=V ,where

N " and N # arethenum bersofspin up and spin down particles,respectively.
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3.A m ajordi�erence from the bosonic case is that the energy we are trying

to com pute is only the second order term in the density. The �rst order

term is just the kinetic energy ofthe idealFerm igas,which is E 0=V =

3

5

�
6�2

�2=3 �
(N "=V )

5=3 + (N #=V )
5=3

	
.

4.Finding an upperbound to theenergy in theferm ioniccaseism oredi�cult

than in thebosoniccase.There,oneusesthefactthatitisnotnecessary to

look fortrialstatesin the bosonic (sym m etric)sectorbecause the bosonic

energy agrees with the absolute m inim um energy and,consequently,any

variationalstatewithoutsym m etry restriction givesan upperbound to the

bosonic ground state energy. The sam e isobviously nottrue forferm ions,

which m eansthatwem ustrigorouslyenforceantisym m etryofourtrialstate.

The third item givesriseto two problem sthatdid nothaveto be faced in the

bosonic case. The �rstisthatwe willhave to be carefulnotto ‘give up’any low

m om entum kineticenergyin ordertocontroltheinteraction potential.Thatkinetic

energy ispartofthe m ain term in the energy and,therefore,hasto be leftintact.

Since the interaction range a is very sm allcom pared to the Ferm im om entum ,

which is proportionalto �1=3,there is hope that in the low density regim e this

decom position ofthe kineticenergy into low and high density partscan becleanly

achieved.This isone ofthe m ain technicalaccom plishm ents ofour work.

Thesecond m ain problem isclosely related to thiskineticenergy consideration.

Itisthatthe typicalparticle m om entum isofthe orderofthe Ferm im om entum ,

which isnotzero.Therefore,onecould question whetherthe‘zeroenergyscattering

length’containsallthe necessary inform ation aboutthe interaction. Thatitdoes

so isa consequence ofthe good separation ofm om entum scalesm entioned above,

butproving thisfactm athem atically requiressom ethought.

In thenextsection weexplain theproblem and ourresultsin m oredetail.The

com pletedetailscan befound in [5]and thepresentnotecan beregarded asaguide

to the overallstructure of[5].

2. T he M odel

O urm odeldescribesferm ionsinteractingthrough ashortrangepairpotentialv.

TheH am iltonian (in unitsin which ~ = 2m = 1)is

H N =

NX

i= 1

� �i+
X

1� i< j� N

v(xi� xj)

Thenonnegativepair-potential,v � 0,isradial(i.e.,dependsonly on jxi� xjj)and

has�nite range(i.e.,hascom pactsupport).A favoritephysicalexam pleisa hard

core,v(x)= 1 forjxj< a and v = 0 otherwise.

W e generalize the physicalproblem a little by treating higher spins than 1

2
,

since we let the Ham iltonian H N act on the ferm ionic Hilbert space with q spin

states.Spin 1

2
correspondsto q= 2.

Theparticlesarerestricted toabox � = [0;L]3 ofvolum eV = L3.TheHilbert

spacedescribing N ferm ionswith q-spin statesin thisbox is

H =

N^
L
2(�;C q);
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W e use Dirichletboundary conditions.Since the Ham iltonian doesnotdepend on

the spin degreesoffreedom ,we m ay think ofthe system asconsisting ofq species

ofspinlessferm ions.

W e are interested in the ground state energy E (N ;L)= infspecH H N in the

therm odynam iclim it,m oreprecisely the energy perunitvolum ede�ned by

e(�)= lim
N ;L ! 1

N =L 3= �

E (N ;L)

L3
:

Thislim itisknown to existby very generalargum entsdating back to the 50’s.

3. T he M ain R esult

T heorem 3.1 (Low density asym ptotics). For� ! 0 them inim um energy

isachieved (to the two leading ordersin N =V )by having equalnum bersofparticles

(nam ely N =q)in each spin state.This energy is

e(�)=
3

5

�
6�2

q

� 2=3

�
5=3 + 4�

�

1�
1

q

�

av�
2 + o(�2);(3.1)

where the �rstterm isthe energy ofa free Ferm igasand the second term depends

on the pair potentialthrough itsscattering length av.

The scattering length av ofthe spherically sym m etric potentialv isde�ned

astheconstantsuch thatthespherically sym m etriczero-energy scattering solution

� �� +
1

2
v� = 0 with lim

jxj! 1
�(x)= 1

satis�es

�(x)= 1�
av

jxj

forallx outside the rangeofv.

The proofofTheorem 3.1 isgiven in [5].

R em arks:(i)Therelevantdim ensionlessparam eteris�a3v.Low densitym eans

that�a3v � 1 orthat� ! 0,when av iskept�xed.

(ii)Fora hard corepotentialav issim ply the hard coresize.

(iii)From the de�nition ofthe scattering length we see,by an integration by

parts,that
Z

jr �j
2 +

1

2

Z

vj�j
2 = 4�av:(3.2)

Heuristically,wem ayinterpretthisresultassayingthatforjustonepairofparticles

in a large volum e the energy is4�av=volperparticle oraltogether8�av=vol. The

num berof\interacting" ferm ion pairsis 1

2
N 2(1� 1

q
). The interaction ofidentical

ferm ionscan be ignored forlow density,asexplained earlier.

4. T he B osonic C ase

Thelow density energy asym ptoticsforbosons(oreven withoutany sym m etry

restrictions,i.e.,ifH =
N N

L2(R3)) was proved by Lieb and Yngvason in [1].

Som esubsequentdevelopm entsarein [6]{[14].Foran up-to-datesurveyofrigorous

resultson the Bosegas[4]isrecom m ended.
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T heorem 4.1 (D ilute B ose gas). For � ! 0

e
B (�)= 4�av�

2 + o(�2);(4.1)

Note thatthe correlation term isthe leading term here.

In 1957 Dyson [15]proved theasym ptotically correctupperbound.Thisisfar

from trivialsinceonecannotusea sim pleproducttrialfunction,which would give

in�nity in the hard corecase.

Dyson also gavea lowerbound forbosons,which howeverwasnotasym ptoti-

cally exact.Dyson’slowerbound relied on thefollowing lem m a,which,in fact,was

also a key ingredientin the rigorouslowerbound in [1].

Lemma 4.2 (D yson’s Lem m a). Assum e v supported in fjxj< R 0g. Let�R

be the characteristic function offjxj< Rg. Then for any positive radialfunction

U supported in R 0 � jxj� R with
R
U = 4� we have the operator inequality

� r �R r +
1

2
v � avU or

Z

�R

�

jr �j
2 +

1

2
vj�j

2

�

� av

Z

U j�j
2
:

Dyson’s Lem m a states that one m ay,as a lowerbound,replace v by a m uch

softerpotentialw = avU with the property that(4�)� 1
R
w = (4�)� 1

R
avU = av.

However,onehasto useallofthe kinetic energy to do this.

In the rigorousargum entin [1]only alm ostallthe kinetic energy isused with

the Dyson Lem m a.Therestisused to carry through a perturbation argum ent.

As explained in the introduction we cannota�ord to give up even a fraction

ofthe low m om entum partofthe kinetic energy in the ferm ionic case,since it is

responsible forthe leading free Ferm iterm . W e therefore need a generalization of

Dyson’slem m a,which wedescribebelow.

Early H istory ofthe B osonic P roblem . Lenz[16]wasthe�rsttocalculate

the energy (4.1), using the heuristic pair argum ent given in Rem ark (iii) after

Theorem 3.1.

Bogoliubov [17]did a perturbative expansion,but got (8�)� 1
R
v instead of

av. He realized,ofcourse,thatthiswasm eaningless(e.g. forthe hard core). As

Bogoliubovpointsoutin hispaper,Landau realized theconnection tothescattering

length.Nam ely,that(8�)� 1
R
v isthe�rstterm in theBorn seriesforav.Seealso

[18].

UsingBogoliubov’sm ethod,thenextterm in theexpansion beyond 4�av�
2 has

been calculated to be

4�av�
2 128

15
p
�

p
�a3v:

An im portantopen problem isto prove thisform ula rigorously.Asin the leading

term ,thiscorrection dependson v only through the scattering length.

5. T he G eneralized D yson Lem m a

The solution to the problem that we cannot give up any fraction ofthe low

m om entum kineticenergyistogiveup alm ostalltheenergyin thelargem om entum

regim eonly.Largeherem eansm om enta m uch greaterthan theFerm im om entum .

Ifwe give up kinetic energy corresponding to m om enta greater than the Ferm i

m om entum only,and in such a way that as a function ofm om entum the kinetic

energy is stillm onotone,we do not a�ect the leading free Ferm igas term . The
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following lem m a,which allowsusto do this,isthe m ain technicaladvance in our

work.

Lemma 5.1 (G eneralized D yson Lem m a). Assum evtobesupportedin fjxj<

R 0g.Let�R be the characteristic function offjxj< Rg.Let� be a radialfunction,

0 � �(p) � 1,such that the Fourier transform h(x) � \1� �(x) is bounded and

integrable.De�ne

fR (x)= sup
jyj� R

jh(x � y)� h(x)j and wR (x)=
2

�2
fR (x)

Z

R3

fR (y)dy:

Then for any "> 0 and any positive radialfunction U supported in R 0 � jxj� R

with
R
U = 4� we have the operator inequality

� r �(p)�R (x)�(p)r + 1

2
v(x)� (1� ")avU (x)�

av

"
wR (x):

R isaparam eterweshallchoosesuch thatav � R � �� 1=3.W ewillchoosethe

function � to be approxim ately the characteristicfunction forthe setofm om enta

greaterthan theFerm im om entum ,which isproportionalto�1=3.Thiscorresponds

to decom posing thekineticenergy into low and high m om entum partsasshown in

the �guresbelow.

p2(1� �(p))

Low m om entum regim e

1/3ρ
p

p2�(p)

High m om entum regim e

1/3ρ
p

6. A Low er B ound to the Energy

To explain how the generalized Dyson Lem m a isused to geta lowerbound to

theenergyweconsider,forsim plicity,thecaseq= 2andwriteX = (x1;x2 :::;xN "
),

Y = (y1;y2 :::yN #
)forthecoordinatesofthetwo speciesofferm ions.W ithoutloss

ofgenerality we m ay assum e that N # = N ". The reason is that the system is

SU (2)sym m etricand every state oftotalspin S can be rotated to a stateoftotal

Sz = 0. Neverthelesswe willkeep the particle num bersarbitrary forthe m om ent

forpedagogicalclarity.

W e�rstconsidertheY particlesas�xed.Fora lowerbound wem ay ignorethe

repulsion between like ferm ionssince v � 0. From the generalized Dyson Lem m a

weobtain the following result.

C orollary 6.1 (G eneralized D yson Lem m a in m ulti-centered case).

LetR > 0 be bigger than the range ofthe potentialR 0. Ifjyi� yjj� 2R for all
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i6= j,then

� r �(p)2r + 1

2

N #X

i= 1

v(x � yi)�

N #X

i= 1

�

(1� ")avU (x � yi)�
av

"
wR (x � yi)

�

:

To usethiswem ustignorey-particlesthatarecloserthan 2R apart.Thiscan

be controlled by the following a-prioribound.

Lemma 6.2. LetIR (Y ) be the num ber ofy’s thatare less than 2R > 0 from

their nearestneighbor. Then for any ferm ionic wave function 	(Y )

h	;IR 	i� C T(	)R 2
; where T(	)=

X

i

hr yi	;r yi	i

and C isa constant.

This lem m a is an easy consequence of a theorem [19, Theorem 5]relating

nearestneighbordistanceto kineticenergy.

For an approxim ate ground state 	 we can assum e T(	) � cN � 2=3. Recall

thatwe willchooseR�1=3 � 1,and thush	;IR (Y )	i� N .

The soft potentialcan now be studied with the rem aining low m om entum

kineticenergy.

N #X

i= 1

h

� ri(1� �(p))ri+
X 0

�

(1� ")avU (xi� yj)�
av

"
wR (xi� yj)

�i

;

where
P 0

refers to the sum over the N # � IR (Y ) y-particles that are a distance

greaterthan 2R from theirnearestneighbor. Since we can ignore IR (Y )the sum

ofthe N " lowesteigenvaluesofthe operatorin []isapproxim ately

3

5

�
6�2

�2=3
N "

5=3
L
� 2 + N #N "L

� 3
av

Z

U :

W egeta sim ilarcontribution when weconsidertheY particlesasm ovableand the

X particlesas�xed.Ifwealso usethat
R
U = 4� thesum ofthetwo contributions

willbe

3

5

�
6�2

�2=3
N "

5=3
L
� 2 +

3

5

�
6�2

�2=3
N #

5=3
L
� 2 + 8�N #N "L

� 3
av :

Hereweseeagain thatthe m inim um occursforN # = N ",and isgiven by (3.1).

7. T he U pper B ound

Foran upperbound we �rstconstructa Bijl-Dingle-Jastrow function forpar-

ticlesofthe sam espin:

G (X )=
Y

i< j

g(xi� xj);

where g(x)= 0 ifjxj< R 0,g(x)= 1 ifjxj> s,and R 0 � s � �� 1=3. The role of

G isto ensurethatlike ferm ionsdo notinteract.

Next,weconstructaBijl-Dingle-Jastrow function forparticlesofoppositespin:

F (X ;Y )=
Y

i;j

f(xi� yj);(7.1)
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wheref (which isnotnorm alized,sinceit,likeg,satis�esf(x)! 1 asjxj! 1 )is

chosen so that
Z

jr fj
2 +

1

2

Z

vjfj
2
� 4�av :

(Com pare with (3.2).) The role ofF is to give the correct pair energy between

di�erentferm ions.

Finally,the trialstateweshalluseis

	(X ;Y )= D (X )D (Y )G (X )G (Y )F (X ;Y );

where D = u� 1
^ � � � ^ u� N

is a Slater determ inant ofeigenfunctions u� ofthe

DirichletLaplacian.The choice ofthis	 isquite obvious.The problem isthatit

isnotnorm alized.Thenorm alization problem can beaddressed with theaid ofthe

following com binatoriallem m a,forwhich weclaim no originality.

Lemma 7.1 (K ey com binatoriallem m a). Let� = � 1 ^ � � � ^ �n denote a

Slater determ inantofn linearly independentfunctions ��(x). LetM denote the

n � n m atrix

M �� =

Z

�
�
�(x)��(x)dx:(7.2)

(i) The norm of� isgiven by h�j�i= detM .

(ii) For 1 � m � n,the norm alized m -particle density of� isgiven by

(x1;:::;xm )7!

�

[�(x1)]̂ � � � ^ [�(xm )]

�
�
�
�

1

M

 � � � 


1

M

�
�
�
�[�(x)]^ � � � ^ [�(xm )]

�

:

Here,[�(x1)]denotesthe n-dim ensionalvector with com ponents��(x).

W eusethislem m a,for�xed Y ,with ��(x)= u�(x)
Q

j
f(x� yj).Them atrix

M in (7.2)then depends on Y and isdenoted by M (Y ). The following estim ate

showsthatalthoughthe�� arenotorthonorm al,M (Y )isclosetoIiftheseparation

between the Y -particlesisnottoo sm all.

Lemma 7.2 (K ey estim ate). Assum e thatjyi� yjj� s for alli6= j. Then

kI� M (Y )k ! 0 ass=av ! 1 and N 1=3s=L ! 0,uniform ly in N and Y .

Note that if f were identically 1, then M would be equalto the identity.

The proofofLem m a 7.2 usesthe Poincar�einequality to estim ate the e�ectofthe

deviation off from 1 on the integralin (7.2).

The assum ption that jyi � yjj� s in Lem m a 7.2 is satis�ed since our trial

function vanishesotherwise,thanksto the property ofG .Lem m a 7.2 isconcerned

only with the e�ect ofF on the norm of	. The e�ect ofG on the norm of	

hasto be controlled by di�erent m eans. For this purpose we �nd it necessary to

break space up into boxes(whose size islarge butindependentofL)and con�ne

theparticlesto theseboxes,i.e.,regard particlesin di�erentboxesasindependent.

W e referto [5]fordetails.
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