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G round-State Energy of a D ilute Ferm iG as

E lliott H . Lieb, R obert Seiringer, and Jan Philip Solove]j

Abstract. Recent developm ents in the physics of low density trapped gases
m ake it w orthw hile to verify old, wellknow n results that, while plausible, 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 jons interacting w ith a short-range, positive potential of scattering length
a. For spin 1=2 ferm ions, this is E E°+ (~?=2m )2 N a, whereE ° is the
energy of the non-interacting system and is the density.

1. Introduction

Our goalis to nd the ground state energy of a low density gas of fermm ions
Interacting w ith short range pair potentials. E arlier @1', :_2, :3:, El:], the corresponding
problem for bosons had been solved In the sense that the Well known’ ancient
Pmula E=V = 4 2a in 3D was proved rigorously as an asym ptotic om ula for
anall in the them odynam ic lin it. Here, = N=V, where N is the particle
number, V is the volum e and a is the scattering length of the pair potential.

O w Ing to the recent interest in low density, cold gases of ferm Jonic atom s, the
natural question arose: Is a sim ilar form ula valid for spjn—i ferm jons? O f course
there w illbe di erences, which we can list as follow s:

1. W e can expect that the interaction energy between pairs of ferm ions of the
sam e spin vanishesto kadingorderin . ThePauliprinciple (antisym m etry)
In plies that the wave function is tiny w thin the range of the pairpotential.
2. The Interaction between pairs of ferm ions of opposite spin should be the
sam e as for bosons. Ie., we expect this energy to be 4 aN«N 4=V , where
N » and N 4 are the num bers of spin up and spin dow n particles, resoectively.
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3. A maprdierence 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 oxder
temm is jast the kinetic energy of the ideal Fem i gas, which is E(=V =
% 6 2 2=3 N =V )53 + 4=V )53

4. F inding an upper bound to the energy in the ferm ionic case ism ore di cult
than In the bosonic case. T here, one uses the fact that it is not necessary to
ook for trial states in the bosonic (symm etric) sector because the bosonic
energy agrees w ith the absolute m ininum energy and, consequently, any
variational state w ithout sym m etry restriction gives an upper bound to the
bosonic ground state energy. T he sam e is obviously not true for ferm ions,
w hich m eansthat wem ust rigorously enforce antisym m etry ofourtrial state.

The third item gives rise to two problem s that did not have to be faced In the
bosonic case. The rst is that we will have to be carefulnot to Yive up’ any low
m om entum kinetic energy in order to controlthe interaction potential. T hat kinetic
energy is part ofthem ain term in the energy and, therefore, has to be left intact.
Since the interaction range a is very sm all com pared to the Ferm i m om entum ,
which is proportionalto '3, there is hope that in the low density regin e this
decom position of the kinetic energy into low and high density parts can be cleanly
achieved. T his is one of the m ain technical acoom plishm ents of our work.

T he second m ain problem is closely related to this kinetic energy consideration.
Tt is that the typical particle m om entum is of the order of the Ferm im om entum ,
w hich isnot zero. T herefore, one could question w hether the %ero energy scattering
length’ contains all the necessary inform ation about the interaction. T hat it does
0 is a consequence of the good separation ofm om entum scales m entioned above,
but proving this fact m athem atically requires som e thought.

In the next section we explain the problem and our resuls in m ore detail. The
com plete details can be found in -g] and the present note can be regarded asa guide
to the overall structure of [_5].

2. The M odel

O urm odeldescribes ferm ions interacting through a short range pairpotentialv.
The H am iltonian (in unitsin which ~= 2m = 1) is

b X
Hy = it v %)
i=1 1 i<y N

The nonnegative pairpotential, v 0, isradial (ie., dependsonly on % %7 and
has nite range (ie., has com pact support). A favorite physical exam ple is a hard
core, vx) = 1 for kj< a and v= 0 otherw ise.

W e generalize the physical problem a little by treating higher spins than %,
since we Jet the Ham iltonian Hy act on the ferm ionic H ibert space wih g spin
states. Spin £ corresponds to g= 2.

The particles are restricted to abox = [D;L]1° ofvolumeV = L3. TheH ibert
space descrbbing N ferm ions w ith g-spin states in this box is

N
H= L*(;Cc9;
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W e use D irichlet boundary conditions. Since the Ham iltonian does not depend on
the soin degrees of freedom , we m ay think of the system as consisting of g species
of spinless ferm ions.

W e are Interested in the ground state energy E NN ;L) = inf specy; Hy in the
them odynam ic lim i, m ore precisely the energy per unit volum e de ned by
E NN ;L)
e( ) - NGL! 1 T:

N=L3=

This lim it is known to exist by very general argum ents dating back to the 50’s.

3. The M ain Result

Theorem 31 (Low density asym ptotics). For ! 0them ininum energy
is achieved (to the two Jading orders in N =V ) by having equalnum bers of partickes
(nam ely N =q) in each spin state. This energy is

3 2
31) e()== — +4 1 = a, “+o(?);
5 q

where the rstterm is the energy of a free Ferm i gas and the second term depends
on the pair potential through its scattering ength ay, .

The scattering length a, ofthe spherically sym m etric potentialv is de ned
as the constant such that the spherically sym m etric zero-energy scattering solution
1
+ —v =0 wih Im x)=1
2 ®i 1
satis es
Ay
®)=1 —
XJ
for all x outside the range ofv.
The proofof Theorem 3., isgiven in B.

R em arks: () T he relevant din ensionlessparam eter is af, Low density m eans
that & lorthat ! 0,when a iskept xed.

(i) For a hard core potential a, is sin ply the hard core size.

(iil) From the de nition of the scattering length we see, by an integration by

parts, that
Z Z

1
(32) I f+§ vif=4 a:

H euristically, wem ay interpret this result as saying that for jist one pairofparticles
In a large volum e the energy is 4 a,=volper particke or altogether 8 a,=vol The
num ber of \interacting" ferm jon pairs is N ? (1 %l). T he Interaction of identical
ferm jons can be ignored for low density, as explained earlier.

4. The Bosonic C ase

The low density energy asym ptotics forbosons (or even w ithout any sym m etry
restrictions, ie., if H = " L2 ®?)) was proved by Lib and Yngvason in [L].
Som e subsequent deve]op_m entsare in [_6]{ Ef]:]. For an up-to-date survey of rigorous

resuls on the Bose gas [fl:] is recom m ended.
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Theorem 41 O ilute Bose gas). For ! 0

41) € ()=423a *+o0(?);

N ote that the correlation termm is the leading term here.

In 1957 D yson t_L-g] proved the asym ptotically correct upperbound. This is far
from trivial since one cannot use a sim ple product trial finction, which would give
in niy in the hard core case.

D yson also gave a lower bound for bosons, which however was not asym ptoti-
cally exact. D yson’s lower bound relied on the follow ing lemm a, which, In fact, was
also a key ingredient in the rigorous lower bound in EL:].

Lemma 42 Dyson’sLemm a). Assume v supported In £kj< Rgg. Let y
ke the characteristic function of fj< Rg. Then for any positive radial finction

U supported in R Xj R wih U =4 we have the operator inequality
Z Z
1 1
rRr+§v a,u or R ¥ f+§vjf a Ujf:

Dyson’s Lemm a states that onem ay, as a ]owerboRnd, replace xkby a much
softer potentialw = a,U with the property that ¢ ) ' w= @4 ) ' a,U = a,.
H owever, one has to use all of the kinetic energy to do this.

In the rigorous argum ent in EL:] only alm ost all the kinetic energy is used w ith
the Dyson Lemm a. The rest is used to carry through a perturbation argum ent.

A s explained In the introduction we cannot a ord to give up even a fraction
of the low m om entum part of the kinetic energy in the ferm ionic case, since it is
responsble for the leading free Ferm i term . W e therefore need a generalization of
D yson’s lemm a, which we describe below .

Early H istory ofthe B osonic P roblem . Lenz ir}-ﬁ]wasthe rst to calculate
the energy Cfl-j,'), using the heuristic pair argum ent given in Rem ark (il after
T heorem 'g:j,' _ R

B ogoliibov f_lj:] did a perturbative expansion, but got 8 ) 1 v instead of
ay . He realized, of course, that this wasm eaningless (eg. for the hard core). As
B ogoliubov points out in hisgaper, Landau realized the connection to the scattering
]:er}gﬂq. Nam ely, that 8 ) 1 v isthe rsttem i theBom serdes or a, . See also
L8

U sihg B ogoliibov’sm ethod, the next term in the expansion beyond 4 a, 2 has
been calculated to be

2128P—3
4 a, Ep: a .

An in portant open problem is to prove this form ula rigorously. A s iIn the lkading
tem , this correction depends on v only through the scattering length.

5. The G eneralized D yson Lem m a

The solution to the problem that we cannot give up any fraction of the low
m om entum kinetic energy isto give up alm ost allthe energy in the lJargem om entum
regin e only. Large here m eansm om enta m uch greater than the Ferm im om entum .
If we give up kinetic energy corresponding to m om enta greater than the Fem i
mom entum only, and in such a way that as a function of m om entum the kinetic
energy is still m onotone, we do not a ect the lading free Ferm i gas term . The
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follow ing Jemm a, which allow s us to do this, is the m ain technical advance In our
work.

Lemma 5.1 G eneralized D yson Lem m a). A ssum e v to be supported in £ k<
Ropg. Let r be the characteristic function of fkj< Rg. Let be a radial function,

0 ©) 1, such that the Fourier transform h (x) A (x) is bounded and
integrablk. De ne .
2
fr®X)= sup hix y) hE)J and w &)= iR &) fr )dy:
¥i R R3

Theanr any " > 0 and any positive radial finction U supported in R Xj R
with U = 4 we have the operator inequality

r PR & O +ive) @ MU &) s &)

R isaparam eterwe shallchoose such thata, R 1=3 W ewillchoose the
function to be approxin ately the characteristic function for the set ofm om enta
greaterthan the Ferm im om entum , which is proportionalto '=3. This corresponds
to decom posing the kinetic energy into low and high m om entum parts as shown in
the guresbelow .

PPl ) ’ ©)
Low momentum regin e High m om entum regin e

6. A Lower Bound to the Energy

To explain how the generalized D yson Lemm a is used to get a lower bound to
the energy we consider, for sin plicity, thecasegq= 2andwriteX = (X1;X5 :::;Xyn. ),
Y = (y1/¥2 :::vn, ) ©orthe coordinates ofthe tw o species of ferm ions. W ithout loss
of generality we may assum e that Ny = Nn». The reason is that the system is
SU (2) symm etric and every state oftotal spin S can be rotated to a state of total
S, = 0. Nevertheless we w ill keep the particle num bers arbirary for the m om ent
for pedagogical clarity.

W e rst considertheY particksas xed. Fora lowerbound wem ay ignore the
repulsion between lke ferm ions since v 0. From the generalized D yson Lemm a
we obtain the follow ng resut.

Corollary 6.1 G eneralized D yson Lem m a in m ulti-centered case).
Let R > 0 ke bigger than the range of the potentialRo. If 73 yJ 2R forall
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i% 1, then
X X
)2 1 n av
r efr+35; vk W)  Mal&x ¥ —wr& ¥
i=1 i=1

To use this we m ust ignore y-particles that are closer than 2R apart. This can
be controlled by the follow ing a-prioribound.

Lemma 62. Let Iy (Y ) ke the number of y’s that are kss than 2R > 0 from

their nearest neighlbor. Then for any ferm ionic wave function (Y )
X
h;Ig i CT ()R ?; where T ()= hry, jry i

and C is a constant.

This lemm a is an easy consequence of a theorem 1:1:95, Theorem 5] relating
nearest neighbor distance to kinetic energy.

For an approxin ate ground state we can assume T () AN 3. Recall
that wewillchooseR ™3 1,and thush;Ix (Y¥) i N.

The soft potential can now be studied wih the rem aining low m om entum
kinetic energy.

¥+ h X o a, i
ri ©))r;+ T MalU&: vy —wr& ¥ 7
i=1
P
where ° refers to the sum over the N 4 % (¥ ) yparticks that are a distance

greater than 2R from their nearest neighbor. Since we can ignore Iz (Y ) the sum
ofthe N » lowest eigenvalues of the operator in [ ] is approxin ately
Z

3 = -

S 6277 N.3L 24 NyN.L %a, U:
W e get a sin ilar contrbution when we cgns:iderthe Y particles asm ovable and the
X particlesas xed. Ifwealsousethat U = 4 thesum ofthe two contributions
willbe

2 2=3

N #5=3

3 = -
_6223 5=3

5

Here we see again that them nimum occurs orN 4 = N, and is given by @;]:)

3
Nn L2+g6 L 248 N4N+L 3ay :

7. The Upper Bound

For an upper bound we rst construct a B ijtD ingle-Jastrow function for par-
ticles of the sam e spin:

Y
G X)= gxi  x);
i< j
where g(x) = 0 if kKj< Ry, gx) = 1 if kKj> s,and Ry s =3 The role of

G isto ensure that like fermm ions do not Interact.

N ext, we construct a B ijtD ingle-Jastrow fiinction for particles of opposie spin:
Y
(71) FX;Y)= T 9

i3
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where £ which isnot nom alized, sihce it, ke g, satis esf (x) ! lasxkj! 1) is

chosen so that
Z Z

1
j:ff+E viE¥ 4 a:

(Compare with @;2).) The ok of F is to give the correct pair energy between
di erent ferm ions.
F inally, the trdal state we shalluse is

X;i;Y)=D X )D (¥ )G X)G ¥ )F X;Y);

whereD = u k6 * O s a Slater detemm inant of eigenfunctions u of the
D irichlet Laplacian. T he choice of this is quite obvious. The problem is that it
isnot nom alized. T he nom alization problem can be addressed w ith the aid ofthe
follow ing com binatorial lemm a, for which we clain no originality.

Lemma 7.1 K ey combinatoriallemma). Let = 17 n "denote a
Shter determ inant of n linearly independent fiinctions x). Let M denote the

n n m atrix .

(72) M = x) &)dx:

(i) The nom of isgiven by h ji= detM
(i) Forl m n, the nom alized m —particke density of is given by

1 1
&ijiiiizn )T [ &1)]7 "m[)](xM— v [ ®)17° “m D1

Here, [ (x1)] denotes the n-dim ensional vector with com ponents x) .

Q
Weusethislemma, or xed Y, wih x®x)=u ) jf(x ¥) . The m atrix
M I {_7;2) then depends on Y and isdenoted by M (Y ). The follow Ing estin ate
show sthat although the arenotorthonom al,M (Y ) iscloseto I ifthe separation

between the Y -particles is not too sm all.

Lemma 72 K ey estim ate). Assume that Jy; yJ s forallié j. Then
kI M (Y)k! Oass=a ! 1 andN'3s=L ! 0, uniomly n N andY.

Note that if £ were dentically 1, then M would be equal to the identity.
The proofof Lemm a ,'_7;2 uses the Poincare inequality to estin ate the e ect of the
deviation of £ from 1 on the integralin {73). N

The assum ption that %] S In Lemm a:_7_.2 is satis ed__s:noe our trial
function vanishes otherw ise, thanks to the property ofG . Lenm a ,'_7;2 is concemed
only wih the e ect of F on the nom of . The e ect 0ofG on the nom of
has to be controlled by di erent m eans. For this purpose we nd it necessary to
break space up into boxes Whose size is large but Independent of L) and con ne
the particles to these boxes, ie., regard particles in di erent boxes as independent.
W e referto ] Hor details.
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