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Asymptotic analysis of the weakly interacting Bose gas:
A collection of recent results and applications
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To Detlef Diirr,
a great teacher and wonderful person.

Abstract

We consider a gas of N bosons with interactions in the mean-field scaling regime.
We review a recent proof of the asymptotic expansion of its spectrum and eigenstates
and two applications of this result, namely the derivation of an Edgeworth expansion
for fluctuations of one-body operators and the computation of the binding energy of an
inhomogeneous Bose gas to any order. Finally, we collect related results for the dynamics
of the weakly interacting Bose gas and for the regularized Nelson model.

1 Introduction

Bose gases have been studied from many different perspectives since the discovery of Bose—
Einstein condensation (BEC), which, after the theoretical prediction in 1924 by Bose [8] and
Einstein [17, 18], was first experimentally realized in 1995 by the groups of Cornell/Wieman
[5] and Ketterle [16]. In a typical experiment, the bosons are initially caught in an external
trap, where they are cooled down to a superposition of low-energy eigenstates; subsequently,
they are released and their behavior is observed. If the number of particles in the gas is large,
neither an analytical nor a numerical analysis of the system is feasible, which makes the use
of appropriate approximations indispensable.

The resulting evolution equations are sometimes broadly called effective equations. The
study of their emergence from a microscopic theory of interacting particles is a typical question
in mathematical and statistical physics. In a different context, namely that of conductivity,
and also of Brownian motion, this field is where Detlef started his career as a mathematical
physicist. We therefore like to think that he would have enjoyed the kind of results we are
presenting here, and we dedicate this article to him.
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Over the last two decades in particular, there have been many contributions in the mathe-
matical physics community devoted to a rigorous derivation of suitable effective equations for
different models of BEC. In this review, we restrict ourselves to the weakly interacting Bose
gas, also known as the mean-field or Hartree regime, which describes trapped bosons with
weak and long-range interactions. The corresponding Hamiltonian for the N-body system is
given by

N
1
HN = Z (—Aj + Vtrap(l'j)) + 7]\7 1 Z U(l’i - .’L‘j) > (1)
j=1 1<i<j<N

2
sym

on (R%)V. We assume the two-body interaction potential v : R? — R to be bounded, symmetric
and—for our spectral results—of positive type, i.e., to have a non-negative Fourier transform.
The confining potential V%P : R — R is assumed to be measurable, locally bounded, non-
negative, and such that V% (z) tends to infinity as |z| — oo. Instead of using an external
potential in R%, one often restricts the particles to the d-dimensional unit torus T¢, which
usually simplifies the analysis since the resulting system is homogeneous.

The spectral and dynamical properties of the model (1) have been subject to extensive re-
search; for more recent results, see, e.g., [51, 27, 34, 36, 38| and [28, 29, 35, 41, 39], respectively.
Let us also refer to [37] for a more general review of BEC.

In this article, we start in Section 2 by reviewing results related to the spectrum and
eigenfunctions based on [14]. In Section 3, we review the Edgeworth expansion from [12] and
the binding energy expansion from [10]. Finally, in Section 4, we review the dynamical results
from [13] and [21].

In the following Sections 2 and 3, we consider the ground state ¥ of Hy and the ground
state energy &, i.e.,

acting on the Hilbert space L2, ((R?)") of square integrable, permutation symmetric functions

(o@N :infspec(HN), HN\I/N :éaN\I/N. (2)

Under appropriate conditions on v and V2P it is well known that ¥y is unique and exhibits
complete asymptotic BEC in the minimizer ¢ € L?(R?) of the Hartree energy functional,
which is given by

Enlé] == / (IVo(@)P? + VP (@) () [2) da + L / o(z — 9)|6@)Plé(y) Pdedy.  (3)
R4 R2d

We denote its minimum under the constraint ||¢|| = 1 by ey := Enlp|. Complete asymptotic
BEC in the state ¢ means that Wy is determined by ¢ in the sense of reduced densities, i.e.,

Jim T [y~ el = 0, ()

where ’y](;) = Tro .. N|UNn)(¥n| denotes the one-particle reduced density matrix of Wy.

Heuristically, this implies that N — o(N) particles occupy the condensate state . Conse-
quently, the leading order of &y is given by the condensate energy Ney.

2 Asymptotic expansion of the ground state

2.1 Main result

The first result we review in these notes is an expansion of the N-body ground state ¥ and
of the ground state energy &y in powers of N~1/2, which is proven in [14].



Theorem 1. Let a € Ny and let N be sufficiently large. Then there exists a constant C(a)
such that

a 4 a+1
Uy = >Ny Cla)N—"F"
o zz—% VN o gy = CLONT ©)
and
Ev—New— Y N7'Ey| < Cla)N~*D). (6)
£=0
The coefficients Yy € Lgym((Rd)N) and Ey € R are computed in [14] in full generality. As

an example, Yy and Ey are given in (16) and (18).

To leading order (a = 0), this was proven in [51, 27, 36, 38]. The higher orders (a > 0)
were rigorously derived in [14], and related results were obtained in [45, 46, 47].

The coefficients ey and Ey are independent of V. The N-body wave functions 1y ¢ nat-
urally depend on N; however, this N-dependence is trivial, which is explained below. As a
result, the computational effort to obtain physical quantities such as expectation values with
respect to the N-body state, does not scale with V.

The constants C(a) grow rapidly in a, which means that (5) and (6) are asymptotic ex-
pansions (and not converging series): given any order a of the approximation, one can choose
N sufficiently large that the estimates are meaningful.

Theorem 1 extends to the low-energy excitation spectrum of Hy and to a certain class
of unbounded interaction potentials v, including the repulsive three-dimensional Coulomb
potential (see [14] for the full statement). Moreover, it implies an asymptotic expansion of the
corresponding one-body reduced density matrices [9].

2.2 1Idea of proof

The contributions to the ground state energy beyond the leading order are caused by particles
which are excited from the condensate due to the interactions. To describe these excitations,
one decomposes ¥y as

N k
_ N
Uy = ®V R ™ B e@{er,  xi=0W)oeFiN CFL (T)
k=0 sym

with ®, the symmetric tensor product and where {¢}* denotes the orthogonal complement
of ¢ in L2(R?) [36]. The excitations form a vector in the (truncated) excitation Fock space
over {p}*, which is denoted by F,, (resp. fiiv). The creation/annihilation operators a*/a
and the number operator N, on this Fock space are defined in the usual way. The relation
between Wy and the corresponding excitation vector x is given by the unitary map

Ung : (RDON) = FT, Uy = Unp¥y = x. (8)
Conjugating Hy with Uy, and subtracting the condensate energy Ney yields the operator
H := Ungy(Hn — Nen) Uy, (9)
on ffg , whose ground state is denoted by x. Hence, the ground state energy E of H,

E = (x,Hx)z<v = én — Nen, (10)

Lo
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gives us precisely the corrections to the condensate energy Ney in (6). After extending H
trivially to the full excitation Fock space F |, computing (9) as in [36, Proposition 4.2] yields
an expansion of H in powers of N~1/2,

a .
H=Ho+Y N 3H;+ N ¥R, (11)
j=1

for any a € Ng. The coefficients H; and the remainders R, in this expansion are unbounded
operators on F |, which depend on v, V¥ and ¢. The operators H; are independent of N.

The leading order term Hy in (11) is the well-known Bogoliubov Hamiltonian, which is a
very useful approximation of H because it is quadratic in the number of creation/annihilation
operators. Under the given assumptions on v, it can therefore be diagonalized by a Bogoliubov
transformation Uy, in the sense that UgHyUj = Ep + f dz a}D(x,y)a, for some positive one-
body operator D. The unique ground state of Hy is thus given by

Xo = Upl®) , (12)

where |Q2) is the vacuum state, and its ground state energy is Fy. It is well known [51, 27, 36, 38]
that
lim £ = lim (Neg — én) = Ep, lim ||x — xollr,, =0, (13)
N—oo @

N—o0 N—o00
where we trivially extended x to a vector in . Consequently, Ey gives the leading order
(a = 0) correction to Ey — Ney in (6); analogously, the leading order contribution in (5) is

i b = Uy .
given by ¥n0 = Uy, Xol FEN
Assuming that x and E have expansions in N~1/2
yields

, an expansion of the eigenvalue equation

(Ho — Eo)x1 + (H1 — Ey/2)x0 = 0, (14)

where Ey/; is the coefficient of N —1/2 in the expansion of E. Projecting this equation on X0

with the projector Py := |x) (x| and then using Hox, = EoXg, we find

Ey/p = (X0, Hixp) = 0, (15)

where the last equality follows since H; is cubic in the number of creation and annihilation
operators and Uy is a Bogoliubov transformation, i.e., it maps linear combinations of a*/a
into linear combinations of a*/a. (Alternatively, one can argue that x is quasi-free, and thus
the left-hand side of (15) vanishes due to Wick’s rule.) Therefore, no N —1/2 order appears
in the energy expansion (6); in fact, similar arguments can be used to show that every half-
integer power of N~! vanishes. Projecting Equation (14) on the orthogonal complement using
@0 =1- ]Po, we find

%US) UoH, UZ|)

0 0

Qo
= 7H = *
By — iy X0 = o | Uog

=T < / dz Oy (x)a’|Q) + / dx<3>@3(x<3>)a;1a;2a;3|Q>>,
Rd RSd

X1
(16)

where we abbreviate 2 = (21,22, x3). Note that the last equality follows again from the facts
that Hj is cubic in a*/a and that Uy is a Bogoliubov transformation, as well as using that
Uo EOQLOHO Up is particle-number conserving; the functions ©; € L?(R%) and ©3 € L?((R%)?) can




then be explicitly computed. Finally, the coefficients 1 ¢ in the expansion (5) of the N-body
ground state Wy (Theorem 1) are constructed from (16) by (7). The functions ¢y, depend
on N by construction. However, this IN-dependence is trivial, since it comes only from the
splitting into condensate ¢ and excitations x. The coefficients x, in the expansion of x are
completely independent of N.

To prove Theorem 1, we follow a different route than using the eigenvalue equation: we
expand P := |x)(x| around Py in a (Rayleigh-Schrodinger) perturbation series. By (13), the
projectors P and Py can be expressed as

1 1 1 1
]P’O—2—7ri WZ—HodZ’ P—zmygz_Hdz, (17)
for any O(1)-contour  whose interior contains both E and Ejy but no other point from the
spectra of H and Hy; this is possible by (13) and since H and Hy have a spectral gap of O(1).
Now, one uses the expansion (11) of H to expand (z — H)~! around (z — Hp)~!. Since P is
a rank-one projector, this immediately implies an expansion of the corresponding vector x.
After some lengthy computations using (11), the identity (12), the fact that H; for j odd
(even) is odd (even) in the number of creation and annihilation operators, and that Uy is a
Bogoliubov transformation diagonalizing Hy, one obtains the expansion (16) and the higher
orders by using Cauchy’s integral formula.

The main work in the proof of Theorem 1 is to estimate the error terms in the expansions
above. For example, to control the error for ¢ = 1, we bound Hy, Ry and Ry by powers of
(Niy + 1), prove a uniform bound on finite moments of the number operator with respect to
X, and provide suitable estimates for the commutators of powers of N} , with resolvents of Hp.
The expansion of the ground state energy En is then another consequence of the expansion of
P. For example, the next order term after the Bogoliubov energy is given by

Er = (x0, Haxo) + XOaHl&Hl)(o . (18)
Ey —Hy

3 Applications

3.1 Edgeworth expansion

Let the Bose gas be in its ground state W and consider the statistics of experiments described
by self-adjoint one-body operators on L2((R%)Y), i.e., operators of the form
Bi=19®19B1l®- 1. (19)
———— ———
Jj—1 N—j
By the Born rule and since ¥y is permutation symmetric, the family {B; };VZI defines a family

of identically distributed random variables: the probability that the random variable B; takes
values in A C R is given by

Puy(Bj € A) = (¥Yn,1a(B;j)¥N) , (20)

where 1 4 denotes the characteristic function of the set A. Since we consider N indistinguishable
bosons, we are interested in describing the statistics of experiments described by symmetrized
operators Zjvzl Bj. Centering and rescaling leads us to consider operators

N

> (Bj —Euy[B)), (21)

j=1

1
By = —
N \/N



where Ey [B] = (Un, B1¥y). From Theorem 1 we know that Wy is not a product state,
which implies that the random variables B; are not independent. However, their dependency
is weak, and on the level of the excitation Fock space, the correlations are described to leading
order by a quasi-free state, i.e., a Bogoliubov transformation acting on the vacuum as in (12).
Quasi-free states satisfy a Wick rule in analogy to Gaussian random variables, hence to leading
order the statistics of (21) can be expected to be Gaussian. Indeed, it is shown in [12] that
the fluctuations satisfy a weak Edgeworth expansion:

Theorem 2. Let a € Ny and g € LY(R) such that its Fourier transform § € L*(R, (1 +
|k|3%+4)). Then, for any self-adjoint bounded operator B on L?(RY), there exists Cp(a,g) > 0
such that

¢ 1 2 _atl
Euy ()] = 3N [ dwat@n(e) == i < CoaNTH L 22

The functions p; are real polynomials of degree 3j which are even/odd for j even/odd. In
particular,

po(z) = 1, (23a)
m) = M (%), (23b)

603 ° \o
where H3(x) = 23 — 3 is the third Hermite polynomial. The N -independent parameters o,a €
R are given in (25) and in [12].

The leading order (a = 0) of the expansion is a central limit theorem, which was proven
in [48] (see also [7] for the related dynamical result). Analogously to Theorem 1, the constant
Cp(g,a) in Theorem 2 grows in a, hence (22) is an asymptotic expansion. It constitues a weak
Edgeworth expansion in the sense of [22], which, in particular, does not imply an asymptotic
expansion of the probability Py, (By € A) for A C R. Also note that Edgeworth expansions
give us a detailed picture of the probability distribution near the expectation value. A more
detailed description of the tails are large deviation results, see, e.g., [31, 49].

Theorem 2 extends to a class of low-energy excited states of Hy. In this case, one does
not obtain a Gaussian central limit theorem, because these excited states are not quasi-free.
However, they are still given by some polynomial of creation operators acting on a quasi-free
state, hence the limiting distribution is a Gaussian multiplied with a polynomial. This leads
to a generalized Edgeworth-type expansion with different polynomials of higher degree (see
[12] for the details).

To prove Theorem 2, we show an expansion of the characteristic function of the random
variable By. Making use of the expansion x = xo + O(N~/2) from Theorem 1, we obtain

<\IJN7eikBN‘I,N> _ <X7eikUN,¢BNU;WX> _ <Q’eika(a*(qua)—l-a(chp))UgQ> i O(N‘%)
— 7ML O(NTT) (24)
with ¢ := 1 — |¢)(p| and where
o:=|v|, v = UyqByp + VoqBy. (25)
for certain bounded operators Up, Vp on {p}+ C L?(RY). Here, we used that

Uo (a*(¢Byp) + a(¢Byp)) Uy = a”(v) + a(v) (26)



since Uy from (12) is a Bogoliubov transformation. By Fourier transformation, this yields (22)
for a = 0. The higher orders in (22) are computed along the same lines, making use of higher
orders in Theorem 1.

Finally, let us compare Theorem 2 (which concerns the fluctations By of dependent random
variables distributed according to W) with the corresponding result for the fluctuations B“d
of i.i.d. random variables distributed according to the product state ¢®V. Standard probablhty
theory (e.g. [43]) yields for Bi¢ an Edgeworth expansion which is of the same structure as (22),
i.e., a Gaussian multiplied Wlth polynomials of degree 35 with the same even/odd structure.
However, there are important differences: First, the variance of the Gaussian in the i.i.d. case
is given by o3, = [|¢Be|* = (¢, B*p) — (¢, By)? # 02, which can be seen analogously to (24)
noting that Un,,¢® ©N = |Q2). Moreover, the first polynomial pi¢ is of the same functional form
as p1, but ayq # «. In the higher orders, also the functional form of the polynomials p“d
different from p;; for example, p”d contains the Hermite polynomials H4 and Hg while po has an
additional contribution from Hs. This can be understood as follows: an Edgeworth expansion
is an expansion in terms of the cumulants k; of the distribution. In the i.i.d. situation, the
cumulants satisfy the scaling relation x[Bid] = N'=3x, [B] for B = B — (¢, Bo)]. In contrast,
in the interacting case, each cumulant has a full series expansion, which leads to the additional
contributions (see [12] for a detailed discussion).

3.2 Binding energy

Another application of Theorem 1 concerns the binding energy, i.e., the energy it takes to
remove one particle from the Bose gas in its ground state. Let us introduce the unscaled

Hamiltonian
N

H(N,v) = Z (—Aj 4 Vtrap(xj)) + Z v(x; — ). (27)

j=1 1<i<j<N

We now consider this Hamiltonian for IV particles and for N — 1 particles, both with the same
weak interaction (N — 1)~!v =: Ayw, i.e., we consider the N-body Hamiltonian

N
H(NAnv) =Y (85 + V5™ (@))) +An > vz — ), (28)
= 1<i<j<N

which is the Hamiltonian from (1), and the (N — 1)-body Hamiltonian

N-1

H(N = 1LAxv) = > (=8 + V™ (@) + Ay > vla — ). (29)
j=1 1<i<j<N-1

If we denote the corresponding ground state energies by E(N) and E(N — 1), the binding
energy is defined as B
AE(N) := E(N) — BE(N - 1). (30)

Theorem 1 gives us an expansion of E(N). But note that in our expansion we have not
separated the contributions in N coming from the number of particles and those from the
coupling constant Ay = (N — 1)~!. Hence, in order to obtain an expansion of E(N —1), w

need to replace in Ey first the N by N — 1 and then v by 1“ The resulting series for

E(N — 1) then needs to be rewritten as a power series in N~ 1, just as in Theorem 1. The
result is a power series expansion of AE(N) in powers of N1,



Theorem 3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1, the binding energy AE(N) can be expanded
as

AB(N) =3 NTEB 4 O(NTet) (31)
£=0

for any a € N. The coefficients E;inding are stated explicitly in [10].

We know from [27] (or from Theorem 1 for a = 0) that the leading order contribution is
given by

indi _ 1
Ey"™ = Neg(v) — (N — Den((N —2)(N —1)710) = e + (s (v ll?)e),  (32)
where ep(v) is the Hartree energy with potential v. The next order E})inding was derived in

[40] for the Bose gas on the torus. Note that [40] discusses the extension to the inhomogeneous
case as a conjecture, which we address here with Theorem 3 for a = 1. For a = 2 we compute
the coefficient ES inding o plicitly on the torus in [10].

4 Dynamics

4.1 Two-body interaction

Let us assume that the Bose gas has initially been prepared in the ground state ¥y of Hy.
Now we switch off the trap and let the gas propagate. Hence, the N-body wave function ¥y (t)
at time ¢ > 0 is given by the solution of the time-dependent Schrodinger equation, generated by
Hy with V%P = (. It is well known (see, e.g., [30, 25, 26, 52, 19, 6, 23, 24, 50, 32, 44, 15, 2, 3, 4])
that the property of BEC is preserved by the time evolution, and that the time evolved
condensate wave function ¢(t) is a solution of the Hartree equation,

i00(t) = (= + v [p(®) — 1) (1), (33)

for some conveniently chosen phase p#(Y) € R. The main result of [13] is an asymptotic expan-
sion of the resulting dynamics.

Theorem 4. Let a € Ng and t € R. Then there exists C(a) > 0 such that

< L@t N=5" (34)
L2((R)N)

[t = >0 5 Fum 1)
=0

The coefficients 1y ¢(t) € L2, (RYN) are given in [13] in full generality.

sym

The leading order (a = 0) of (34) was proven in [35, 39]. Related results for the higher
orders (a > 0) were obtained in [25, 26, 42, 11]. Theorem 4 extends to a more general class of
initial data. Besides, it implies an expansion of the reduced densities as well as a generalized
Wick rule for the correlation functions (see [13] for the full statement).

Analogously to (7), the N-body wave functions Wy ¢(t) are constructed by combining the
time-evolved condensate o(t) with orthogonal excitations x(t) € F| () and deriving a series
expansion

< Ol =3 (35)
Flow

OS]
£=0
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for the time-evolved excitations. The leading order x(t) is given by the solution of the Bogoli-
ubov equation, i.e., the time-dependent Schrédinger equation generated by the time-dependent
analogue Hy(t) of the leading operator in (11). This is a very useful approximation because the
time evolution Uy(t,t0) : F1y(tg) — FLe(r) generated by Hy(t) acts as a Bogoliubov transfor-
mation. As a consequence, solving the Bogoliubov equation essentially reduces to the problem
of solving a 2 x 2 matrix differential equation, which is a huge simplification in complexity
compared to the full N-body problem. Given the solution of the Bogoliubov equation, the first
order correction is

Z / deﬁJ) txamxo()

je{-1,1}

o / e e (2 ®)alt 0l i xo 1),
(j1.j2.g3)ef—1,133 7 B

(36)

where we denoted a*' := a* and a*-! := a. The N-independent functions (’:gj )(t) € L?(R%) and

(’:gj 1’j2’j3)(t) € L?((R®)?) are explicitly given in terms of the initial data and the solution of
the 2 x 2 matrix differential equation mentioned above (see, e.g., [9, Equations (3.22)]).

4.2 Regularized Nelson model

The techniques from the previous subsection can also be applied to non-relativistic quantum
field models such as the regularized Nelson model in a many-particle mean-field limit. This
model describes N bosons that are linearly coupled to a quantized scalar (Klein-Gordon) field.
The wave function Uy (t) € Lgym((]RS)N ) ® F evolves according to the Schrodinger equation
with Hamiltonian

N
H]l:l[elson _ Z <_Aj + N_l/Q‘/I\)(ZL'j)) +/ dkw(k’)azak (37)

j=1 R

Here, w(k) = V% + m?, with mass m > 0, is the dispersion relation of the field bosons, aj /ax
are the bosonic pointwise creation/annihilation operators, and

()= [ dk 9k e 2R (aF + a_y,) (38)

V2w(k)

denotes the field operator with even cutoff function g : R* — R such that g/\/w and g/w are
square integrable. If the particle-field state is initially prepared as a Bose—Einstein condensate
of N particles with condensate wave function ¢y € L?(R3) and a coherent state of field
bosons with classical field v/ Nag € L?(R?), then the condensation/coherent state structure
is preserved under the time evolution generated by (37), see [20, 1, 33]. The corresponding
mean-field equations describe the coupled evolution of the condensate wave function ¢(t) and
the classical field a(t). They are known as Schrodinger—Klein—Gordon equations and given by

() = (= A+ (1) = He (), 2(e()) ) o1

i0ra(t) = wa(t) + A=le(t)? (39)
D(t,7) = [ Ak A2k (a(t, k) + aft, —k;))



with initial datum (o, o), where ]W is the Fourier transform of |o(t)|?. In [21] it was
shown that (for suitably chosen initial states) the time evolution of the regularized Nelson
model satisfies an asymptotic expansion in the spirit of Theorem 4. The main difference to the
previous subsection, where N bosons interact via pair potentials, is that the system consists
now of two types of particles. In order to study the fluctuations around the mean-field dynamics
it is therefore necessary to factor out the Bose—Einstein condensate as well as the coherent state
of the field bosons, which can be done in a similar manner as in (7). The resulting orthogonal
excitations x(t) are elements of the double Fock space F |, ® F and the corresponding
quadratic Bogoliubov Hamiltonian Hy(¢) (and its higher-order corrections) are operators on
this space. The Bogoliubov dynamics captures not only correlations among the particles and
the field excitations themselves but also between the particles and field excitations.
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