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In recent years, experimental data were published which point to the possibility of the
existence of superfluidity in solid helium. To investigate this phenomenon theoretically we
employ a hierarchy of equations for reduced density matrices which describes a quantum system
that is in thermodynamic equilibrium below the Bose-Einstein condensation point, the hierarchy
being obtained earlier by the author. It is shown that the hierarchy admits solutions relevant to a
perfect crystal (immobile) in which there is a frictionless flow of atoms, which testifies to the
possibility of superfluidity in ideal solids. The solutions are studied with the help of the
bifurcation method and some their peculiarities are found out. We discuss also various physical

aspects of the problem, among them experimental ones.
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1. Introduction

The question as to the possibility of the existence of superfluidity in a crystal solid has come
under scrutiny long ago [1-3]. However, rather firm experimental evidence for this possibility in
solid “He was obtained only in recent years (for a review see [4] where the experimental as well
as theoretical aspects of the question are discussed).

In the present paper, the superfluid state of a crystalline solid is investigated with the help of
the approach in equilibrium quantum statistical mechanics proposed in [5] (see also [6] where a
systematic exposition of the approach is presented and various results achieved with its use are
discussed). The approach is based upon a hierarchy of equations for reduced density matrices
obtained in the same paper [5] which goes over, in the classical limit, into the well-known
equilibrium Bogoliubov-Born-Green-Kirkwood-Yvon (BBGKY) hierarchy. A characteristic
feature of the approach is construction of thermodynamics without use made of the Gibbs
method. In Ref. [7] that serves as starting point for the present investigation, a modification of
the hierarchy of [5] was obtained to take account of the Bose-Einstein condensation in fluids.

It should be emphasized that the superfluidity of a perfect crystal is implied in the present
paper whereas it is common practice to ascribe superfluidity in a solid to disruptions of the ideal
crystalline order (vacancies, interstitials) [4,8,9]. It is also worth adding that Balibar and Caupin
[8] conclude, upon analyzing various papers along the latter lines, that the question as to whether
a perfect crystal can be superfluid is still a matter of controversy. In the present paper, theoretical
treatment of the problem will first be carried out. In the concluding section of the paper, various

physical aspects of the problem, among them experimental ones, will be discussed as well.

2. Basic equations

We consider a system of N spinless bosons (*“He atoms, for example) enclosed in a volume V.
The particles of mass m interact via a two-body potential K(|rj — ri[). The approach developed in
[5] leans upon use of s-particle reduced density matrices Rg(Xs,X’s) with s = 1, 2, 3,... where X
denotes a set of coordinates r,r»,...,rs. For a state of thermodynamic equilibrium, it is possible

to deduce a hierarchy of equations in which figure only diagonal elements of the density matrices

Ps(Xs) = Rs(Xs,Xs). (2.1)
The following normalization for the density matrices is implied
j p,(r)dr =N. (2.2)
\Y

Let us present first those results of Ref. [7] that will be needed in the present paper and which

are valid both for homogeneous media (liquids and gases) and for crystals (see also [6] and [10]
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where the premises used are discussed in greater detail). Below the Bose-Einstein condensation

point, the density matrices break up into two parts:

Re(xs.xs) = R (xg.,x5) + R (xg,%5), (2.3)

where R{9(x,,x.) is relevant to the condensate while R{"(x,x,) to the normal fraction. The
diagonal elements ps(xs) of (2.1) are broken up analogously. We shall not write down the
equations that characterise RS(”)(xs,x’s) because they will not be required in what follows,

referring the reader to [7] and [5].
As to the condensate parts of the reduced density they are given by

R (x.,X}) = 04 (Xs) @5 (X3), (2.4)

the functions s(Xs) being found from the equations
hz S )
%Zvj (Ps(xs)+|:8(s) _Us(xs):l (ps(xs) =0. (25)
j=1
The occurring effective potentials Us(Xs) are determined by the equation

S
Ps(Xs) V1Us(xs) = ps(xs) V1 Z K ("'1 =T D + _[Ps+1(xs+1) ViK (|r1 - rs+1|)drs+1 1 (2.6)
=2

in which the full matrices ps(xs) = p© (x,) + p™ (x,) figure. Eq. (2.6) links ps(xs) and ps:1(Xs) as

well, thus yielding a hierarchy of equations for ps(Xs). The constants g¢), the normalization of
¢s(Xs) and the boundary conditions for the differential equation of (2.5) are found from the
interrelation that should be satisfied by the density matrices at s = 2, 3, ... in compliance with

their definition, namely,

(N -S+ 1) Rs_l(Xs_l,X's_l) = _[Rs (Xs—lirs’X;—l'rs )drs . (2-7)
\%

This interrelation is satisfied by R{™ (x¢,x4) [7], and therefore it should hold for R{® (x4 ,x,) as

well. Substituting (2.4) into (2.7) yields

* ' 1 *
Ps-1(Xs1) P51 (Xs-1) = j s (Xs-1:15) @5 (X4, F5)dIs (2.8)
\

where account has been taken of the fact that s << N in the case under study.
We turn now to Eq. (2.5) with s = 1:

2

V2 0,(1)+ [y ~Us (1) 0u(r) =0, (2.9)



Up to this point we have nowhere taken into explicit account the fact that we are interested in
solutions relevant to a crystal. The uniform case where Uy(r) = constant was studied in [7]. In the
case of the crystal, the potential U(r) is to be periodic. Eq. (2.9) is of the form of a Schrodinger
equation whereas the character of solutions of the Schrédinger equation for a periodic potential
is well known [11]:

ip—or
o1(r) = \Jpc e " u(r), (2.10)
where uy(r) is a periodic function with the same periods as the potential U;(r). Usually, in the

exponent one writes ikr; however it is more convenient for us to write po/# instead of k. Eq.

(2.10) contains a yet unknown normalizing factor /p. introduced with the condition that the
function uy(r) obeys the normalization

[lufdr =v. (2.12)
\

It is worth remarking that u; = 1 in the uniform case [7], which conforms to (2.11). For use later,
we also write down Eq. (2.5) at s = 2:

72
%[Vlz 0, (r.1)+V5 @, (rler):|+ [3(2) _Uz(rl’rz)} ®,(r,r)=0. (2.12)

Let us try to satisfy the condition of (2.8) at the least possible s = 2:
* r _ 1 * ’
XA FACEATACEALIS (213)
\Y

At given r; and r'y, the main contribution to the last integral in the thermodynamic limit as V —
oo results from the regions where |r1—r,| and |r'1—r,| are large. If |r1—r;] — oo, according to the
relation (4.7) of [5] and to the remark concerning (4.9) of [5] one has

Ua(r1,r2) = Us(r1) + Us(rp) — Uy, (2.14)

where U, is the constant part of U(r) (the character of the dependence of U,(ry,I) on ry and r,

in this event is evident from physical considerations as well). If (2.14) is placed in (2.12), the
variables in the resulting equation will be separated and the solution of the equation will be, in
view of Eq. (2.9), of the form

(P(zoo) (r.r) = Byoy () ey (1) (2.15)

where B, is a constant and the superscript («0) underlines that this is the limiting value of

@2(r1,r2). Simultaneously, we find that
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@) = 2gq) — U;. (2.16)
According to the foregoing, it is Eq. (2.15) that can be inserted into (2.13) in case the limit V —
o is implied. Then the integral is calculated at once on account of (2.10) and (2.11) to yield
B, = |20 (2.17)
Pc
(without loss of generality the quantity B, can be taken to be real). Hence we have found &) by
(2.16) and established that the solution of Eq. (2.16) should be subject to the limiting condition
of (2.15) that, together with (2.17), determines the normalization of ¢,(r,r>).

In a like manner, one can treat arbitrary s. The main contribution to the integral in (2.8) in the
thermodynamic limit gives the regions where |rs] — oo. In this limit, according to [5] we have,
similarly to (2.14), that

US(XS) e d Usfl(X371) + U]_(rs) - Jl . (2.18)

If this is inserted into (2.5) with account taken of (2.9) and of Eq. (2.5) written for @s-1(Xs-1), by

analogy with (2.15) and (2.16) we shall obtain
(Pgw) (Xs) = Bs(Ps—l (Xs—l)(Pl(rs) v €)= &1 T E) — LTl' (2.19)

Putting this limiting function into (2.8) yields, analogously to (2.17),

B, = 20 (2.20)
Pc

Thus, we have completely constructed the hierarchy of equations for the reduced density

matrices which describes a crystal below the Bose-Einstein condensation point that can

consequently be observed in the crystalline state as well. The normal part of the reduced density
matrices is described by the equations for Rs(”) (xS ,x's) of [7] and [5] whereas their condensate
part is determined by Egs. (2.4)-(2.5) whose solutions should be subject to the first condition of
(2.19) with Bs of (2.20). The constants g are to be found from the second equation of (2.9) that
enables one to express them via g@y. The condensate and normal parts are connected by the
effective potentials Us(xs) determined by Eq. (2.6). The hierarchy obtained contains the arbitrary
constants p. and po as well as two constants (A and t) in the formulae for RS(”) (xg,X5) [7,5].

It should be emphasized that no approximation was used when deriving the hierarchy. In
particular, the separation of the reduced density matrices into a sum of the normal and

condensate parts as given by Eq. (2.3) is exact in the representation employed in the present
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approach. The separation and the hierarchy obtained are valid only in the thermodynamic limit

(N —> o0 and V — o with N/V = constant), which is seen from the above derivation. It is also
worth adding that the equations describing the normal parts of the density matrices were
obtained in [5] in the thermodynamic limit as well.

Let us make three remarks as to the hierarchy obtained. The presence of p. in the
denominator of (2.17) and (2.20) should not cause difficulties in case the limit as p. — 0 is

considered. The fact is that Egs. (2.15) and (2.19) contain ¢1(rs) as a factor while the function
@1(rs) itself has a factor \/E in view of (2.10). As a result, the factor \/E disappears in fact

from Eq. (2.19) that relates @s(Xs) and ¢@s_1(Xs-1), S0 that all ¢s(xs)’s will have /p. as a factor

just as @(rs).

The second remark consists in the following. Equations of the type (2.9) with a periodic
potential Us(r) are used in studies of movement of particles, e. g. of an electron, in a periodic
field [11], as was mentioned above. In this case there exist an infinite set of values of g that
form energy bands if the vector po (in our notation) changes. In our case, one should take the
band that corresponds to the minimum of an appropriate thermodynamic potential while all
subsequent g¢)’s will be obtained uniquely by (2.19). The situation here is analogous with that
which occurs in the theory of an ordinary crystal. At a given interaction potential between
particles, a great diversity of crystalline lattices can exist. Realized is the lattice that corresponds

to the minimum of the relevant thermodynamic potential (see, for example, [12]).
The third remarks concerns the equations for R{™ (x,x’ ) that were not written down in this

paper. Inasmuch as the condensate and the normal fraction are linked by the common potentials
Us(Xs), those equations should also have solutions corresponding to a periodic density once Uy(r)
is periodic. Such solutions do exist and are considered in Ref. [13]. They have properties
characteristic of an ordinary crystal.

It is of interest to find the singlet density matrix. To this end, we substitute (2.4) with s =1
into (2.3) and take account of (2.10), which gives

ip—o(r—r’

R(rr) =p.en )ul(r)u*l(r’)+Rl(”>(r,r’), (2.21)

where Rl(”)(r,r’) describes the normal fraction. The first term in (2.21) exhibits off-diagonal

long range order (ODLRO) since it does not vanish in the limit as |[r — r’| — oo. It is worthy of
remark that ODLRO is characteristic of the phenomenon of superfluidity [14]. The second term

in (2.21) does not display ODLRO as in an ordinary crystal, which can be proven rigorously. In
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the uniform case, the fact that this term tends to zero as |r — r'| > o is seen from Eq. (2.32) of

[10].
In order to elucidate the physical sense of the results obtained let us calculate the momentum
of the system that is given by Eq. (2.13) of [7]:
P= —in[[VR(rr)],_ dr. (2.22)

Upon substituting the first term of (2.21) herein (the second term should not contribute to the
macroscopic momentum as in an ordinary crystal), we get

P = pepoV — ifip, j uy* (r)Vuy (r)dr, (2.23)
\

where (2.11) has been taken into account. Hence the immobile crystal (its density pi(r) is time-
independent) has a momentum that can be relevant only to a movement of the condensate. As
long as the number of particles in the condensate is N = pcV, upon dividing P by mN. we obtain
the mean velocity of the directional movement of the condensate particles although this does not
signify that all condensate particles move simultaneously. At the same time, one cannot, of
course, distinguish between the moving particles and the others owing to the principle of
indistinguishability of identical particles. It should be emphasized that the flow of particles in the
crystal is not accompanied by any dissipation for the system is in thermodynamic equilibrium.
This result is completely analogous to the one obtained for uniform media in Ref. [7] (in the case
of the uniform media the last term in (2.23) is lacking). We shall return to the physical aspect of
the result in the concluding section of the present paper.

It should be added also that it may turn out that po = 0. Then we shall have a condensate
phase (pc # 0) without superfluidity (if po = 0, the second term in (2.23) vanishes as well, see
Sec. 4). If po # 0, the condensate phase will be superfluid. Thus, formation of a condensate phase
does not necessarily leads to superfluidity just as in the case of uniform media [7].

The next step in the employed approach of [5] consists in construction of thermodynamics,

which enables one simultaneously to obtain equations for determination of the quantities p. and
po as well as of the two constants that characterize Rs(”)(xs,x’s). In the uniform case, the

thermodynamics is built up in [7]. As to a crystal, the construction of thermodynamics is
essentially complicated by an involved form of the pair correlation function in the crystal [15]
while the function enters into expressions for thermodynamic quantities. Up to the present, even
in the case of an ordinary crystal it has been possible to construct the thermodynamics in the
framework of the approach only with use made of simplifying assumptions as to the form of the
pair correlation function, and the quantum case [13] is noticeably more complicated than the
classical [16]. The presence of the condensate adds complexity to the construction of



thermodynamics. Inasmuch as in the present paper we are interested first of all in the possibility
in principle concerning the existence of superfluidity in a crystal, in what follows we shall
restrict ourselves to the case of zero temperature (T = 0) where the thermodynamics is not
required and the equilibrium state of the system is determined by the condition that its energy is

a minimum.

3. Periodic solutions

Having in mind the case of zero temperature (see the end of the preceding section) and trying
to simplify, wherever possible, the problem under study, we shall presume that all particles
pertain to the condensate, that is to say, pc = po = N/V. It should be remarked that this occurs in

the case of the Bose liquid considered in [7], although in an analogous case of the Fermi liquid
this does not happen [10]. If p. = po, the full reduced density matrices coincide with R{®(x,x%)

while the spatial number density of particles is (henceforth we shall omit the subscript 1 of p;, u;
and U;)

p(r) = polu(r)P, (3.1)

where (2.10) has been taken into account (note that (3.1) agrees with the normalization condition
of (2.2) owing to (2.11)). If (2.10) is placed in (2.9), there results the equation for u(r):

2

) .
g2 u(r)+'h%v u(r){g(l)—g—:n—u(r)}u(r):o. (3.2)

2m
The effective potential U(r) is determined by Eqg. (2.6) at s = 1 which is of the form

p(r) VU(r) = J.pz(r,r’)VK(|r—r'|)dr'. (3.3)

We introduce also the pair correlation function g(r,r’) in line with the customary relation
p2(r,r') = p(r) p(r') g(r,r'). (3.4)
The function py(r,r’) and thereby g(r,r’) should be found from the subsequent hierarchy
equations at s = 2 that contain ps(ri,ro,rs) as well. Putting aside the discussion of the problem as
to how to close the hierarchy, the problem well known from the theory of the classical BBGKY
hierarchy, for the moment we shall assume the function g(r,r’) to be given. Almost in all studies
on statistical theory of crystals, one introduces a simplifying assumption that g(r,r’) depends

only on |r — r’| as in fluids. This assumption should not essentially affect results because in the
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case of a crystal the leading role for p,(r,r’) of (3.4) is played by the periodic density p(r) while

g(r,r") plays a secondary role [12]. If g(r,r") = g(|r — r'|), Eq.(3.3) is readily integrated to give

U = [Ky(Ir=r')p(r)dr, (3.5)
where
Kg(r) = %g(r’)dr'. (3.6)

Here r = |r| and the limits of integration in (3.6) are chosen such that Ky(c0) = 0 (only in this case
the integral in (3.5) converges). It will be remarked that an arbitrary constant can de added to the
right side of (3.5), which defines another choice for the origin of the energy scale. In case g(r) is
taken to be given, one has two equations (3.2) and (3.5) that allow one to find the density in the
crystal by (3.1).
We look for periodic solutions of the equations in terms of a Fourier series:
u(r) = i i €7, (3.7)
I,m,n=-c0

where A = la; + ma, + naz with the basic reciprocal-lattice vectors a;, a, and az [16]. Eq. (2.11)

entails the following condition on the coefficients Cjmn:

>l =1 (3.8)

I,m,n

The crystal density (3.1) is given by the series

p(r) = Z Aimn e ] aimn = Po Z Cmm C*I’—I,m’—m,n’—n ' (3.9)

I,m,n I'm’,n’

The noteworthy fact is that ageo = po in view of (3.8). Substituting (3.9) into (3.5) yields
U =Y ay,o(A)e”", (3.10)

I,m,n

where

oK)= [K,(rhe* dr :%IrKg(r)sinkr dr :i—gji—fg(r)(krcoskr—sinkr)dr. (3.11)
0

0

The last expression was obtained upon inserting Kq(r) of (3.6) and carrying out one of the
integrations.
If all these series are put into (3.2), we shall arrive at the following set of equations that

contain the coefficients ¢y, alone:



2m

2
hA+p Z . , Z .
[Q-}_ pOGO — 8(1) ] Clmn —+ po G(A )lel’,m*m,,n*n, Clnmunf« C I”*I’,m"*m',n,/fn' = O B (3.12)

I"'m',n’ 1"'m"n"

Here the primed summation denotes the omission of the term with I’ = m’ = n" = 0 because this
term was separated out and gives the summand pgoo in the square brackets with use made of
(3.8) and with the notation oy = 5(0).

Let us find the expression for the momentum of the crystal in the present case. Substituting
(3.7) into (2.23) and retaining only terms that increase with the volume V yields

o5y 13 Al | @19

I,mn

It follows herefrom that in general the momentum P of the crystal is not aligned with the vector
Po.
We turn now to the energy of the crystal. In the approach used, the energy of the system is

specified by the formula [5]
E= —% [VPR(rr)]  dr + %JK(|r1—r2|)p2(r1,r2)dr1dr2. (3.14)
We substitute the first term of (2.21) here, transform the resulting expression with the help of
(3.2), and place the above Fourier series in the expression obtained. As a result, we have (cf. the
derivation of Eq. (4.3) in [16])
E= N =V B . (A), 0uk) = [ Ky (r) =3 K(Ir) g(ir) ™ dr . (3.15)
mn
In an analogous way, one can calculate the stress tensor in the present case starting from the
general formula (3.5) of [7].

It is desirable to estimate the pair correlation function g(r) that figures in the above formulae.
Beginning with the pioneering work on the statistical theory of a (classical) crystal [17] and in
theories of crystals based upon the density functional (see the reviews [18,19]), for g(r) is usually
taken the pair correlation function of the corresponding liquid. We shall proceed along these
lines. If p. = po, according to [7] the condensate part of the pair correlation function of the liquid
is g(r) = |ux(r)* where the function u,(r) is to be found from Eq. (2.11) of [7]. This last equation
contains the potential U,(r) that depends upon the triplet correlation function by virtue of Eq.
(5.33) of [5], and therefore we have to resort to an approximation. We shall start from the
guantum extension of the hypernetted-chain approximation proposed in [5]. The relevant
equation (5.36) of [5] contains the quantity T whose role goes over to T = (1 — p. /po)t below the

Bose-Einstein condensation point [7,10]. Because of this, in our case where p. = po and thereby

10



T =0, one should set t = 0 in Eq. (5.36) of [5], which gives immediately that Ux(r) = K(r) (it
may be noted in passing that one obtains the same result from the classical hypernetted-chain
equation (5.35) of [5] at T = 0). It should be added that the relation U,(r) = K(r) results also when
one neglects triplet correlations [5]. After the replacement U,(r) = K(r) in the above-mentioned

equation (2.11) of [7], in the spherically symmetric case we arrive at

du, 2du, m
+——=——K(ru,(r)=0. 3.16
dr2 r dl’ hz ( ) 2( ) ( )

This equation must be solved with the condition that uy(r) - 1 asr — .

For the atomic interaction potential we take the Lennard-Jones potential

N -
K(r) = {(_j —2(—mj } (317)
r r

in which ry, corresponds to the minimum of K(r) and K(ry,) = —¢, and which is equal to zero at r =

ro = m /2°

. The potential has a strong singularity as r — 0, which considerably complicates
numerical solution of Eq. (3.16). For this reason we shall proceed as follows. We take some r; <
ro and set K(r) = oo if r < ry, that is to say, we shall use a hard-sphere potential for r < r;. When r
> r1, we shall solve Eqg. (3.16) with the potential (3.17) and with the condition uy(ri) = 0. In
numerical calculation, we took r; = 0.85r; where the potential (3.17) is sufficiently large: K(r1) =
18¢. At lesser values of ri, the above-mentioned singularity of the potential (3.17) begins to
manifest itself markedly.

If (3.17) is put into Eq. (3.16) and the equation is reformulated in terms of dimensionless
quantities, in front of the dimensionless potential there appears the factor
mer;:

C= Y

, (3.18)

For helium, € = 10.2 K, ry, = 2.86 A [20] and thereby ¢ = 6.9. Eq. (3.16) with this ¢ was solved
numerically with the help of the well-known Runge-Kutta method. We took u,(r;) = 0 and by the
trial-and-error method we looked for a value of the derivative u’,(r1) such that uy(r) > 1asr —

o0. The results of the calculation are presented in figure 1 where ¥ =r/r, .
Now we can compute the function o(k) of (3.11) that is the sole prescribed function in the set

of equations of (3.12). The form of the function is shown in figure 2 where 6zc5/(sr,ﬁ) and

k = kr.,. The noteworthy fact is that this form of o(k) is fully analogous with the one depicted in
figure 1 of Ref. [15] in the classical case for zero temperature (that figure contains an error: in

actual fact it is the quantity c/(srrﬁ):é that is laid off on the vertical axis). The values

11



characteristic of a crystal are k ~ 2 [15]. They lie between points A and B in figure 2 where

o(k) < 0, which is necessary for the crystal to exist as will be shown in the next section.
4. Bifurcation method

One of the method employed for solving nonlinear equations describing a crystal is the
bifurcation method. Although the bifurcation point is of little physical significance, the method
enables one to find out the conditions for periodic solutions of the equations to exist and to
investigate some their peculiarities [16]. The method consists in searching for the periodic
solutions characterizing the crystal that bifurcate off the uniform one relevant to the
corresponding liquid.

In our case, the set of (3.12) has a solution coeo = 1 with the remaining cjmn = 0, which
corresponds to a liquid (this can, more simply, be seen from Egs. (3.2) and (3.5) that admit a
solution u(r) = 1, p(r) = const, U(r) = const). We now look for a solution where some Cim,
connected by the symmetry are small upon assuming the remaining cinn to be of higher order of
magnitude except for cooo ~ 1 by (3.8). If we take Eq. (3.12) at | =m =n =0 (A = 0) and discard
all small terms (such will be all terms under the summation sign), in a zeroth approximation we

shall get

¥:
€a) = ﬁﬁL PoSo - (4.1)

To obviate any confusion we note that this g differs by the last term from g written for the
uniform case in Eq. (2.8) of [7], which is due to a different choice for the origin of the energy
scale (see the remark concerning (3.5)).

In the remaining equations of (3.12), we now retain only terms of the first order of magnitude
(recall that copo ~ 1, EQ. (4.1) is also used) with the result that

h’ h
[% A2 +EpOA] Cimn + pOG(A) (C*—I,—m,—n *Cimn ) =0. (4-2)

Upon changing the sign of I, m, n we take the complex conjugate:

1 h
(% A? —EPOA] C*1 - +PoS(A) (G +C*y _n 0 ) =0 (4.3)

The set of these two homogeneous equations for ¢, and ¢*_, _, = has a nontrivial solution

only if the determinant of the set is equal to zero. Before calculating the determinant it is

12



worthwhile to establish what c,,’s are connected by the symmetry. For the sake of simplicity,

we shall imply cubic lattices (SC, FCC or BCC of the simplest symmetry) although solid “He has
a hexagonal close-packed (HCP) lattice at low pressures. However the difference in energy
between the FCC and HCP structures are small; besides, *He can have a BCC or FCC lattice at
some pressures and temperatures [20]. In addition, the Lennard-Jones potential used of (3.17)
describes the interaction between helium atoms rather roughly in order to lead to the HCP lattice
unequivocally. The aforementioned cubic lattices have a different number of basic coefficients
Cimn that correspond to the vectors a; obtainable from the basic reciprocal-lattice vectors a;, a,
and az by the relevant symmetry transformations, all these a;’s having the same magnitude |a;| =
a (see, e.g., [16,13]). We substitute this a into the set of Egs. (4.2)-(4.3) instead of A and equate
the determinant of the set to zero, so that

# o 205cos,

= +2py0(a) =0, (4.4)

where &; is the angle between the vectors po and a;. This equation is the condition of appearance

of nonzero c,,,’s, that is to say, the condition under which a periodic solution branches off from

the uniform one (the bifurcation condition).

Inasmuch as the lattice period is inversely proportional to a, the average density of the crystal

is proportional to a®, which amounts to saying that po = a’n where 1 = n'm’ with

n' =8, 6/3, 8v/2 for the SC, FCC, BCC lattices respectively. We now rewrite Eq. (4.4) as

i, pincos’s,

(@) =—
@) 2ma ma®

(4.5)

This equation is conveniently solved graphically. We consider first the case pp = 0. In this case,
from (4.5) it follows immediately that for the crystal to exist it is necessary that c(a) < 0. We are
interested in solutions between points A and B in figure 2 (see the end of the preceding section).
The right-hand side of (4.5) at po = 0 is plotted by the broken curve in this figure when the
solutions required occur. It should not be surprising that two solutions rather than one necessarily

exist in this instance. To clarify the situation, let us resort to the classical case where the

bifurcation condition has a form similar to (4.4) at po = 0 if the quantity #2am is replaced by a

quantity proportional to the temperature (see Eq. (6.3) of [16]), and thereby has two solutions as
well. Account must be taken of the fact that the different values of a correspond to different
pressures; besides, only stable solutions are of importance (the solutions that provide a minimum
for the relevant thermodynamic potential). The solutions of equations for the classical crystal
obtained in [12] not only in the vicinity of the bifurcation point but also in the entire region
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where the solutions exist show that at a given pressure and given temperature there is a unique
stable solution of a specified symmetry.

It remains now to be seen whether there are relevant solutions in the helium case as long as
the required solutions will be lacking in case the broken curve of figure 2 passes below the
minimum of o(k) between points A and B. To this end, we rewrite (4.5) at po = 0 in the

dimensionless form:

&(a) = - 46;Ta]1r , (4.6)

where the dimensionless parameter ¢ of (3.18) is used. According to the foregoing, n ~ 10x° for
the cubic lattices, arn ~ 21t between points A and B in figure 2, and ¢ = 6.9 for helium. Therefore
the right side of Eq. (4.6) between these points is of the order of —2 whereas the minimum value
of o(k) is equal to —4.5 there. Consequently, the situation in helium corresponds to that presented
in figure 2, and the required periodic solutions do exist. At the same time, it is to be remarked
that the broken curve of figure 2 for helium passes not too far from the minimum of o(k). If a
more realistic interatomic potential is used instead of (3.17) and if the function u,(r) that should
depend on the pressure is calculated with used made of more sophisticated approximations, it
may turn out that at low pressures the broken curve of figure 2 will pass below the curve for
&(k). This will explain the fact that at low pressures helium remains liquid down to zero
temperature. However, to explain the fact convincingly it needs to investigate Eq. (3.12) in case
Cimn’S are not small. As to other rare gases, the parameter ¢ of (3.18) for them is substantially
greater because their values of m, € and ry, far exceed those of helium. As a result, according to
(4.6) the broken curve of figure 2 for them will pass much closer to the abscissa and far from the
minimum of o(Kk), so that the influence of the pressure should not be so crucial. For this reason,
these rare gases solidify prior to attaining zero temperature at any pressure.

We turn now to the case po # 0. If po is small in (4.5), the broken curve of figure 2 will rise
but slightly, and the periodic solutions will exist as before. However, the magnitude of a will
now depend upon the angle &;, and the lattice will cease to be cubic. Such deformation of the
lattice at a nonzero po is quite natural. When py is sufficiently large, so that the broken curve will
rise drastically, the required solutions with cos&; = 0 may disappear at all. However, for some
directions of the vector po with respect to the vectors a;, when cos&; = 0, the periodic solutions
will remain , although the periodicity will not be three-dimensional now. Insofar as the last term
in (4.5) at pocost; = 0 tends to +oo as a — 0 (o 1/a%), there always exist solutions with po = 0 and
small a, that is, long-period structures, even if the solutions in the vicinity of the interval AB of

figure 2 are lacking. On the other hand, if the solutions in the vicinity of the interval AB are
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nonexistent at pp = 0, they may appear at po # 0 when the broken curve will rise sufficiently in
conformity with (4.5). Thus, there is a theoretical possibility of the existence of periodic
structures only with the simultaneous presence of a superflow.

In the expression for the momentum of the crystal of (3.13), in the present approximation it

needs to sum over the above-specified vectors a; alone. We express c*,

mn N terms of ¢, .

with the help of (4.2) upon changing the sign of I, m, n and substitute into the sum of (3.13).

With regard to the fact that the vectors a; and —a;, to which the coefficients ¢, and ¢, _,

correspond, are of the same magnitude because (4.4) contains cos%;, some terms in the sum

obtained will cancel out. As a result, we shall have

20V g
P= Np0+ m Z —Ipoaiclmnc—l,—m,—n! (4-7)

~ o(y)

where the primed summation signifies that only one of the two vectors a; or —a; should be taken
into account, no matter which. Eq. (4.7) shows explicitly that the vector P need not be directed
along po although its magnitude is proportional to po.

Subsequent calculation in the bifurcation method should be carried out separately for each
type of the lattice. The calculations can be performed by analogy with an ordinary crystal, the
classical [16] or quantum [13]. We shall not carry out the calculations as long as their results are
not required for the aims of the present paper.

Of importance is the question as to whether the solutions with py # 0 can correspond to a
minimum of energy, that is to say, whether they can represent the ground state of the system. If
(4.1) is substituted into (3.15), we shall see that the energy increases with increasing po at small
|aimn|- This, however, does not necessarily mean that the same will occur at |ajmn| relevant to a real
crystal. By way of example we can point out the classical crystal where the crystalline state
becomes energetically advantageous only at sufficiently large |aimn| [12]. It is quite possible that
advantageous will be superflows only with particular orientations of the vector po with respect to
the crystal axes. To answer these questions, other approaches to solving the set of equations of

(3.12) should be searched for besides the bifurcation method.
5. Concluding remarks

The present paper shows that a perfect quantum crystal can possess superfluidity. Let us
discuss how this phenomenon can be understood from the physical point of view. The
superfluidity of a crystal may be conceived as a peculiar kind of collective tunnelling of the

crystal particles when the points corresponding to the density maximums remain immobile to
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form a regular crystalline lattice though deformed by the flow. At low temperatures, macroscopic
bodies tend to have a crystalline order; on the other hand, helium tends to become superfluid.
The results of the present paper demonstrate that these two tendencies do not contradict each
other.

The approach used in the present paper enables one to treat both the superfluidity of a liquid
and the one of a crystal in perfect analogy. It all depends on whether we look for uniform or
periodic solutions of Eqg. (2.9). From the viewpoint of the approach, the superflow can exist
irrespective of whether the atoms of the substance are located at random (the liquid) or in a
perfect order (the crystal). Because of this, one can, for the crystal, utilize the analogies and
arguments from the concluding section of Ref. [7] that will not be repeated here.

Let us take a brief look at the following question alone. We considered an unbounded crystal
in the present paper. In finite crystalline specimens, the superflows must close upon themselves
somehow as in liquids [7]. It is quite possible that the specimen will break up into cells with
closed superflows. Perhaps, this explains the negative result obtained when trying to detect mass
transport in solid helium [21]. At the same time, it should be emphasized once again that the
superfuid solid does not flow like a fluid. It remains immobile and solid while the superflow
exists in the interior of the solid (analogously with the flow of electrons that move in an
immobile conductor that carries a current). When trying to detect the mass transport in a
superfluid crystal experimentally, the challenge is to bring out the superflow through the surface
of the specimen. This may be done, for example, if the supersolid is in contact with a superfluid
on two sides. A superflow from the superfluid can penetrate the supersolid in which some of the
closed superflows can open to escape through the second side. In this connection let us cite Ref.
[22] in which experimental observation of mass transport in solid “He that is in contact with
superfluid “He was reported (see, however, [23,24]).

To prove more convincingly that a superfluid state of solid helium is observed in some
experiment or other, it is desirable to investigate the crystal lattice of helium by crystallographic
methods. If, for example, the mass transport observed by Ray and Hallock [22] is due to liquid
channels in the specimen [23], the crystalline structure of solid helium should remain unchanged.
If, however, the superflow traverses the helium crystal, the crystal symmetry should change
according to Sec. 4 of the present paper.

It is not excluded also that the state with the least possible energy, that is, the ground state
will be the one with no superflow (po = 0) whereas the state with a superflow (po = 0) will be
excited (the same may occur in a liquid as well [7]). Under certain external conditions, this
excited state may be metastable and may exist for an appreciable length of time. The state may
even become ground. In rotatory movement, for example, the kinetic energy of a body is Ex =
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low?/2 where | is the moment of inertia of the body and o is its angular velocity. If a superflow
develops, the moment of inertia of the “normal” part of the body rotating with the angular
velocity o decreases, and the velocity of the “supurfluid” part decreases as well if the superflow
is opposite in direction to the rotation. As a result, the total energy of the rotating body may
become less than at po = 0. The situation here is analogous to that with a ferromagnet in which
formation of magnetic domains is energetically unfavourable from the structural point of view,
nevertheless the domains do form because this leads to a decrease in the magnetic energy of the
specimen. It is worth remarking that superfluidity in solid “He was observed for the first time
with confidence in torsional oscillator experiments [4] for which just the above considerations
are valid. It should be added that the abovementioned observation of mass transport in solid “He
that is in contact with superfluid *He [22] may be explained also in the case where the ground
state of the crystal is not superfluid. The superflow injected from the superfluid into the crystal
can cause the crystal to pass into an excited state that is superfluid.

Of interest is to discuss the possibility of superfluidity in solid *He whose atoms are fermions
as distinct from the bosons considered in this paper. The superfluidity of a fermionic liquid in the
framework of the approach proposed in [5] was considered in [10]. Although the treatment of the
problem proves to be more involved than in the case of spinless bosons, by and large the ideas of
Ref. [7] that were exploited in the present paper remain in force. In particular, Eq. (2.21) of [10]
will coincide completely with Eq. (2.9) of the present paper if account is taken of the potential
U;(r) that can be set equal to zero in the case of the liquid. Other equations will also coincide if
Ui(r) is allowed for. Therefore, there exists the possibility in principle as to the existence of
superfluidity in solid ®He as well.

It is not inconceivable that the superfluid state may occur in other crystals as well, especially
in rare gas solids other than solid helium. There is no general formula for the Bose-Einstein
condensation temperature below which superfluidity can exist even in the case of liquids, let
alone the solids. As is well known, rather a good estimate for the A-transition temperature in
liquid helium is given by the formula for the Bose-Einstein condensation temperature in an ideal
gas (3.1 K instead of the observed temperature 2.2 K):

2 2/3
i )

(5.1)

C

Vv

in which kg is the Boltzmann constant, m is the particle mass, and spinless bosons are implied. In
the case of ?Ne, for example, at zero temperature and pressure the nearest-neighbour distance in

the lattice is b = 3.16 A [20], which enables one to calculate the number density N/V =1/vy where
Vo is the volume per atom with v, = b® /2 for the FCC lattice. Now, Eqg. (5.1) yields T, =1.0K
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for neon. This temperature is not too low. It is to be observed that the estimate as given by (5.1)

may become more exact at high pressures when the role of the attractive part of the interaction

potential diminishes [20], so that the behaviour of the rare gas solids should more closely
resemble the behaviour of solid helium.
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Figure 1. Function ux(r)
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Figure 2. Function o(k); the broken curve is explained in Sec. 4



