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The functional determinant approach (FDA) is a simple method to compute exactly certain
observables for ideal quantum systems and has been successfully applied to the Fermi polaron
problem to obtain the dynamical overlap and spectral function. Unfortunately, its application to
Bosonic ultracold gases is prohibited by the failure of the grand canonical ensemble for these systems.
In this paper, we show how to circumvent this problem and develop a Bosonic FDA. This yields exact
injection and ejection spectra for ideal Bose polarons at arbitrary temperatures. While coherent
features visible at absolute zero quickly smear out with rising temperature as expected, the line width
of the main peak is, counterintuitively, found to decrease near unitarity. Furthermore, we provide
explicit formulas for the overlap operator, which allow to compute the necessary determinants for
both Bose and Fermi polarons more efficiently than previously possible.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ideal quantum systems exhibit interesting many-body
physics while remaining simple enough for exact treat-
ment in many aspects. The Bose and Fermi gas are
among the canonical examples. The insertion of an impu-
rity atom into these systems allows to study their reac-
tion to strongly localized perturbations and constitutes a
paradigmatic instance of the formation of a quasi-particle,
a polaron.

Progress in experiments with ultracold gases has al-
lowed to realize polarons in Bose-Einstein condensates
[1–7] and much of their rich behaviour can be understood
already at the level of ideal gas models. Many theoretical
works have studied the Bose polaron problem in the gen-
eral setting of an interacting gas and mobile impurities
using variational Ansätze; we refer exemplarily to [8–16].
Most of these methods are limited to zero temperature,
two particularly noteworthy exceptions being [17, 18]. In
the case of an ideal gas and immobile impurity, the “ideal
Bose polaron”, the knowledge of the single-particle wave
functions has allowed to obtain exact results at non-zero
temperature, but only for single-particle observables like
energy or Tan’s contact [19]. For the Fermi polaron prob-
lem, on the other hand, even many-particle observables
like the dynamical overlap and spectral function, both
of particular experimental relevance, could be computed
exactly using a technique called functional determinant
approach (FDA) [20–22].

The FDA is a simple method which allows to express
certain many-body observables of ideal quantum systems
in terms of their single-particle eigenstates. However, it
requires a priori the use of the grand canonical ensemble
(GCE). Unfortunately, the GCE is not valid for a Bose
gas below critical temperature, as it predicts macroscopic
fluctuations of the condensate density [23] – this is the
so-called grand-canonical catastrophe.

In this paper, it is shown how this difficulty can be
circumvented and thus how the FDA can be extended to
Bosonic systems. It is then applied to compute overlaps
and spectra of ideal Bose polarons at arbitrary temper-
atures. We study in particular how the peak positions

and widths depend on temperature and find that, at
strong coupling, the peaks become sharper for hotter sys-
tems. The relevance of correlations between condensate
and thermal gas is investigated and found to provide the
leading-order correction near zero and the critical temper-
ature when compared to considering only the dominant
component.

Compared to earlier finite-temperature works, our ap-
proach is exact but limited to ideal Polarons. In con-
trast, [17, 18] employ variational Ansätze while [24] uses
a heuristic extension of the FDA that neglects correlations
between condensate and thermal gas. [19] is also an exact
study of the ideal Bose Polaron, but its finite-temperature
results are limited to single-particle observables.

Outline First, the general method is described briefly
in Section II and it is shown how to apply it to the
problem at hand. The resulting Bose polaron spectra are
discussed in Section III. We conclude with a discussion of
how the method might be generalized in the future. Three
appendices contain the full derivation of the Bosonic FDA,
some general determinant expansion formulas required for
it, and analytical formulas for the matrix elements needed
for an efficient computation of the dynamical overlap for
Bose and Fermi polarons.

II. METHOD

In this section, we describe the method, the Bosonic
functional determinant approach. We start by reviewing
the usual FDA, then outline its extension to condensates.
The full derivation can be found in the appendix.

A. Klich’s Formula and the FDA

Klich’s formula [25] is concerned with exponentials of
one-particle operators in Fock space. If A is an operator
on single-particle Hilbert space, we denote by

A =

∫
d3r a†r(Aa)r
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its corresponding one-particle operator on Fock space
where a(†)r are the bosonic or fermionic creation and anni-
hilation operators.

Klich’s formula then states that

tr eA eB =

{
det(1 + eAeB) Fermions
det(1− eAeB)−1 Bosons

(1)

and likewise for more than two operators.
In the grand canonical ensemble (GCE), the density

operator itself is of the exponential form with the trace
running over the entire Fock space. This yields the so-
called functional determinant approach (FDA):

⟨eA eB⟩gc =

{
det(1 +MnF ) Fermions
det(1−MnB)

−1 Bosons,
(2)

where

M = eAeB − 1,

nF/B =
1

eβ(H−µ) ± 1
.

This has been successfully applied to the Fermi polaron
problem [20–22] to compute exactly the dynamical overlap

S(t) = ⟨eitHie−itHf ⟩,

where Hi and Hf are initial and final Hamiltonians of a
sudden change (a quench) in coupling strength. From S,
one could then obtain its Fourier transform, the spectral
function A. For Bosons, on the other hand, (2) can-
not be applied below the critical temperature because
of the grand-canonical catastrophe: in the GCE, the
condensate density n0 does not assume a well-defined
value, but follows an exponential distribution. If we
tried to compute an expectation value ⟨O⟩ using the
GCE, we would instead obtain its Laplace transform
in n0, ⟨O⟩gc =

1
⟨n0⟩gc

∫
e−n0/⟨n0⟩gc ⟨O⟩n0

dn0, which does
not correspond to the experimental situation of fixed n0
[26, 27].

B. Bosonic FDA

We have found a replacement for (2) that works below
the critical temperature. Instead of the GCE, we use an
ensemble that is grand canonical for the non-zero modes
but has a fixed number N0 of condensed particles. Its
density operator and partition function are given by

ρ =
δN0,N0

e−βH ′
gc

Z
,

Z = tr′ e−βH ′
gc = det′(1− e−βH′

gc)−1.

where A′ denotes the operator A acting only on the space
orthogonal to the zero mode, det′ the determinant over
this space, A ′ the fock space operator corresponding

to A′, which thus acts only on the subspace with zero
particles in the zero mode, and tr′ the trace over this
space. Finally, Hgc = H − µ, so Hgc = H − µN . This
and similar ensembles have been used to study the particle
number fluctuations of the Bose gas [28–30].

With this, we obtain the following Bosonic FDA (deriva-
tion in the appendix):

⟨eA eB⟩ = S0StSc (3)

where

S0 = exp ⟨Φ0|M |Φ0⟩
St = det(1−MnB)

−1

Sc = exp

(
det(1−MnB +M |Φ0⟩ ⟨Φ0|MnB)

det(1−MnB)
− 1

)
and likewise for more than two operators. Here, Φ0 =√
N0ϕ0 is the condensate wave function where ϕ0 is the

single-particle ground state, usually constant. The ex-
pressions hold in the thermodynamic limit; in particular
ϕ0 is not included in the determinants because it is not a
normalizable vector.1

The result consists of three factors: S0 is related to
the condensate and the only factor present at zero tem-
perature. St captures the effect of the thermally excited
modes and is the only term above the critical temperature,
where it is equal to (2). Sc, finally, captures correlations
between zero and thermal modes if 0 < T < Tc.

C. Application to Polaron Spectra

For impurities in ultracold gases, an important observ-
able is the spectral function, which may be measured by
rf spectroscopy: A hyperfine state of the impurity, which
is initially non-interacting with the bath, is transferred by
an rf pulse to an interacting state (injection) or vice versa
(ejection) [22]. The fraction of impurity atoms transferred
is then measured as a function of the detuning ω of the
pulse’s frequency compared to the bare transition without
a bath. The measured response is proportional to the
spectral function A(ω), which is the Fourier transform of
the dynamical overlap S(t):

S(t) = ⟨eitHie−itHf ⟩

A(ω) =
1

π
Re

∫ ∞

0

dt eitωS(t)

where Hi and Hf are the Hamiltonians corresponding to
initial and transferred hyperfine states (thus one of them
with an interacting, the other one with a non-interacting
impurity) and the density matrix is determined by Hi.

1 But
√
N0ϕ0 converges pointwise in the thermodynamic limit and

expressions involving |Φ0⟩, ⟨Φ0| are well-defined as position space
integrals.
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If the medium is non-interacting and the impurity of
infinite mass, the Hamiltonians are one-particle operators
and the dynamical overlap can thus be computed with
the FDA. This has been done successfully for Fermions
[20–22], while for Bosons, only a heuristic approach using
only the factors S0St was available [24, 31]. A different
approach using Bogoliubov theory [17], however, correctly
predicted the necessity of the correlation factor and be-
comes equivalent to our approach in the case of ideal
polarons. Here, we have obtained this result from a gen-
eral bosonic FDA and thus treat the Bose polaron in the
same way as the Fermi polaron.

We consider the case where the impurity interacts via
a contact potential:

Ha =
p2

2mB
+ Va(x)

where p, x are a bath particle’s momentum and position
operators, mB its mass and Va the contact potential of
scattering length a, defined through

Va(r)ϕ(r) =
4πa

2mB
δ3(r)

∂

∂r
rϕ(r).

For injection spectroscopy, we have Hi = H0 = p2/2mB

and Hf = Ha, for ejection spectroscopy, the other way
round. The (generalized) s-wave eigenstates read

ψa
k(r) =

sin(kr)− ak cos(kr)

rπ
√
2(1 + a2k2)

for k > 0 (continuum)

ψa
b(r) =

exp(−r/a)
r
√
2πa

if a > 0 (bound state)

Φa
0(r) =

√
n0

(
1− a

r

)
(condensate)

where n0 is the condensate density, given by n0 = n(1−
(T/Tc)

3/2) if T ≤ Tc in terms of total bath density n
and critical temperature Tc. The normalization of the
continuum modes is such that

∫
R3 ψ

a
kψ

a
q = δ1(k − q).

The energies are Ek = k2/2mB , Eb = −a−2/2mB and
E0 = 0. In the case of the zero mode, we will also need
the energy in finite volume E0 ≃ 4πa

2mBΩ because it doesn’t
vanish when multiplied with a macroscopic number of
occupying particles2.

1. Overlap Operator

To compute the determinants, we need the matrix ele-
ments of M and of M |Φ0⟩ ⟨Φ0|M as well as ⟨Φ0|M |Φ0⟩.

2 Actually, this formula for E0 is true only for Neumann boundary
conditions. These seem the most appropiate to describe an
ultracold gas in a box, which in reality has a healing length
smaller than the system size and thus assumes a rather flat shape
with center density ≈ N/Ω. But also for Dirichlet boundary
conditions, the difference in energy to the impurity-free system
obeys N0(E

(a)
0 − E

(0)
0 ) ≈ 4πa

2mB
n0 if n0 is taken to be the local

density at the box center in the impurity-free system [32].

To have the operator nB(Hi) in diagonal form, we use
the eigenbasis of Hi. Since the contact potential acts
only on s-wave states, also M acts only on s-wave states.
We will find it more convenient to use M̃ = e−itHiM =
e−itHf − e−itHi instead of M , since it has symmetric
integral kernel (this is because the ψa

k were chosen real).
We proceed as in Ref. [19] and expand the eigenstates

of the initial Hamiltonian in those of the final one:

ψi
k = αkbψ

f
b +

∫
R+

dq αkqψ
f
q

ψi
b =

∫
R+

dk αbkψ
f
k

Φi
0 = Φf

0 + α0bψ
f
b +

∫
R+

dk α0kψ
f
k

where terms with ψf
b apply only to injection and a > 0

and ψi
b only to ejection and a > 0 in a Fermionic bath.

The coefficients α are listed in appendix C.
This expansion leads to formulas like the following:

⟨ψi
k|M̃ |ψi

k′⟩ =
∫
R+

dq αkqαk′q

(
e−itq2/2mB − e−itk2/2mB

)
+ αkbαk′b

(
eita

−2/2mB − e−itk2/2mB

)
.

The results of solving these integrals can be found in
appendix C. These analytical expressions for the matrix
elements lead to a significant speedup when computing
the spectra.

III. RESULTS

With the explicit formulas for the overlap matrix el-
ements, we can compute the dynamical overlap by dis-
cretizing k-space, and then obtain the spectra by Fourier
transform. The results are shown in Fig. 1. Also spectra
for a spin-polarized Fermi gas obtained with the usual
FDA are included here, both to facilitate direct compar-
ison and because the explicit formulas for M allow us
to compute them efficiently for more parameter values
than previously available. Quantities are given in the
units of a single-component Fermi gas, kF = (6π2n)1/3,
EF = TF = k2F /2mB, tF = 1/EF , even for the Bose gas,
except for its temperature, which is given in terms of the
critical temperature Tc ≈ 0.44TF .

A. Zero temperature

At zero temperature, the formulas for ⟨Φ0|M |Φ0⟩ in
the appendix yield an explicit formula for the dynamical
overlap.

The case of injection is discussed in detail in Ref. [19]:
The spectrum may be understood as emerging from dis-
crete lines associated to zero mode and bound state, which
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FIG. 1. Spectral function of ideal polarons. For better comparison, the y axis of the ejection spectra is flipped. For Bose
ejection, a−1 > 0 is impossible, since an ideal Bose gas would collapse onto the bound state. Note the different temperature
units for Bosons and Fermions, so the temperature is not the same in the same row.
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are subsequently broadened by the continuum. The dis-
crete lines are located at the zero mode energy 4πan/2mB ,
plus multiples of the binding energy in the case of a > 0.
The continuum leads to broadening but also to a shift,
such that near the resonance, the peak position does not
diverge (as the zero mode energy would), but remains
close to zero – this must be the case due to the sum rule∫
dω ωA(ω) = 0. For weak coupling, the spectrum is

broadenend and shifted less and follows a Lévy distribu-
tion:

Ainj(ω) ≈ L

(
ω;ω0 =

4πan

2mB
, c =

32πa4n2

2mB

)
where

L(ω;ω0, c) = (ω > ω0)

√
c

2π

1

(ω − ω0)3/2
e
− c

2(ω−ω0)

is the Lévy probability density. This leads to peak posi-
tion, peak height and full width at half maximum

ωmax = ω0 +
c

3
= ω0 +

(
2

3π

)3

(akF )
4EF

A(ωmax) ≈
0.46

c
=

16.13

(akF )4EF

FWHM ≈ 0.900c = 0.39(akF )
4EF .

In particular, both the offset ωmax − ω0 between peak po-
sition and zero mode energy and the peak width decrease
as a4 and thus much faster than ω0 ∼ a itself.

For ejection spectroscopy, remarkably, the Lévy formula
holds, with opposite sign for ω0, not only for weak but
for arbitrary coupling: here, overlap and spectrum are
given exactly by

Sej(t) = exp

(
it
4πan

2m
− 8a2n

√
πit

2m

)

Aej(ω) = L

(
ω;ω0 = −4πan

2m
, c =

32πa4n2

2m

)
.

Near the resonance, the peak position ωmax and width
thus diverge as a4. For a real gas, a stabilizing effect of
the Boson repulsion will eventually set in and prevent the
divergence.

B. Non-zero temperature

Both for Fermions and Bosons, the sharp peaks at zero
temperature and weak coupling quickly broaden with
temperature and are already significantly less sharp at
0.2Tc or 0.2TF , respectively. For injection spectroscopy
of Bosons near unitarity, however, the zero temperature
peaks are very broad and actually become sharper as
temperature is increased. This behaviour is shown in
more detail in Fig. 2.

The effect may be understood as follows: The spectral
function measures, essentially, the overlap of states ini-
tially present in the system with the eigenstates of the
final Hamiltonian. At strong coupling, the low-energy
eigenstates of non-interacting and interacting Hamilto-
nian are very different, which leads to the broad peaks at
low temperature. As temperature increases, two effects
compete: On the one hand, the initial state becomes a
mixture of many modes, and the spectrum can be con-
sidered a combination of their respective spectra. This
is the usual temperature broadening. On the other hand,
the high-energy states of the initial and final systems are
not as different as the low-energy states. The spectrum
may thus be understood as a combination of more, but
narrower peaks as temperature increases. This latter ef-
fect is thus found to be dominant near unitarity and for
sub-critical temperatures.

C. Comparison with the Fermi polaron

Comparing the Bosonic with the Fermionic injection
spectra in Fig. 1, the main differences are the following:

(i) The Bosonic system allows for multiply occupied
bound states, leading to a hierarchy of peaks on
the repulsive side. For a Fermionic bath, the Pauli
principle allows only one bath atom to enter the
bound state, and only two lines result.

(ii) As the resonance is crossed from attractive to re-
pulsive coupling, the Bosonic spectrum becomes
one very broad peak which then dissects into the
hierarchy of bound states. The Fermionic spectrum
remains a sharp peak, that eventually approaches
the molecular binding energy.

(iii) For Fermions, the peak position ωmax at zero tem-
perature is in excellent agreement with the ground-
state energy difference ∆E between final and initial
system. For Bosons, as demonstrated in section
IIIA, A(ω) is non-zero only for ω > ∆E and there
is a shift between ωmax and ∆E, which becomes
negligible only for weak attractive coupling.

Due to the Pauli blocking principle, the number of rel-
evant bath excitations is much smaller for Fermions than
for Bosons and the former system can be well-described by
a variational wave function allowing for a single particle-
hole excitation in the Fermi sea [33]. For Bosons, however,
few-excitation approaches do not reproduce the observed
broad peaks near unitarity and lead to spectra more simi-
lar to the Fermionic ones [10].

D. Relevance of correlations

The bosonic FDA consists of three factors, and while
one can expect that close to zero temperature, the zero
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FIG. 2. Peak shape of bosonic injection spectra. (a) Weak coupling. The sharp and asymmetric peak at absolute zero quickly
broadens with temperature. At the same time, it shifts towards zero. (b) Strong coupling. Here, the situation is reversed: the
broad zero temperature peak (note the different axis scale) becomes narrower for hotter systems. (c) Intermediate repulsive
coupling. Here, the zero temperature peaks are sharp again and exhibit the hierarchy of different occupations of the bound state
[19]. As temperature increases, more weight is transferred to the main peak, which corresponds to the repulsive polaron with no
occupation of the bound state. (d) Full width near half maximum (we average over a region of 25–75% of the maximum) of the
main peak. The narrowing with increasing temperature observed in (b) takes place in a region around unitarity of size ∼ kF . (e)
Peak width vs temperature. At weak coupling, most of the broadening takes place at low temperatures T ≲ 0.3Tc and the width
stays constant afterwards. At strong coupling, the width decreases until ∼ Tc, then again at higher temperatures.

mode factor is dominant, and close to critical temperature,
the thermal factor is, it is less clear, which of the other two
provides the leading correction in both cases, and if any
of them can be neglected altogether in certain regimes.

We cannot proceed in analogy to the discussion of [19]
and regard the spectral function as a folding of the Fourier
transforms of the three factors, because they fail to be
Fourier transformable individually. Also the product StSc

fails to be so, hence the zero mode cannot be neglected
without also neglecting the correlation term. But the
combinations S0Sc and S0St are transformable, so we
can investigate what happens if either the thermal or
correlation factor is missing. Fig. 3 shows the results for
three temperatures.

At 0.2Tc, the correlation term is dominant: leaving
away the thermal term has little effect, while leaving
away the correlation term makes for a significant change.

At 0.5Tc, both deviate similarly and all terms are im-
portant.

At 0.8Tc, neglecting correlations causes an error of
similar magnitude as considering thermal states alone.

We conclude that zero mode and correlations must
be taken into account in the entire temperature range
between 0 and Tc, while the thermal factor becomes neg-
ligible near zero temperature.

IV. OUTLOOK

We have formulated a general method for studying cer-
tain many-body observables of ideal quantum systems
undergoing Bose-Einstein condensation and applied it to
compute spectral functions of polarons in ultracold gases.
A simple derivation of Klich’s formula in terms of Gaus-
sian integrals suggests that it may be possible to find
analogous expressions for exponentials of other operators
involving at most two creation and annihilation operators.
Such a generalization would provide a systematic way
to study many-body observables of the kind considered
here for systems described by Bogoliubov-like Hamiltoni-
ans. It would also facilitate the application of coherent,
squeezed and Gaussian state variational approaches to
such systems. In the context of ultracold polarons, these
methods are widely employed, but are either restricted
to zero temperature (e.g. [11] and many later works) or
require additional approximations [17].
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from taking into account only some of the three factors in
eq. (3). (a) At low temperature, the thermal factor has little
relevance for the spectrum. Removing the correlation factor,
however, causes a drastic change. In the time evolution, the
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correlation or thermal term has a significant effect. Their
absolute values are similar in the time evolution while the
zero mode term is relevant at very short times. (c) Close to
critical temperature, the thermal part alone constitutes a crude
approximation. Adding the zero mode but no correlations
does not constitute a significant improvement. It should be
noted that different values of a−1 can lead to quite different
behaviour; e.g. the correlation term need not stay below 1 but
may actually diverge at long times.

Appendix A: Derivation of the Bosonic FDA

As mentioned in the main text, we use the following
ensemble with a fixed number of particles in the zero
mode:

ρ =
δN0,N0

e−βH ′
gc

Z
,

Z = tr′ e−βH ′
gc = det′(1− e−βH′

gc)−1.

To be able to apply Klich’s formula, we need to bring
the Kronecker delta to exponential form by a Fourier
transform,

δN0,N0 =

∫ 2π−iα

−iα

dν

2π
eiν(N0−N0) =

∫
γ

dz

2πi

zN0−N0

z

where α > 0 does not affect the integral but ensures its
exchangeability with the trace, and γ is a circle around 0
of radius > 1.

Applying Klich’s formula, we obtain the following ex-
pression where the single-particle operator corresponding
to N0 is denoted P0, because it is the projector onto the
ground state and because the symbol N0 is already used
up for the number of condensed particles:

⟨eA eB⟩ =
∫
γ

dz

2πi

zN0 det′(1− e−βH′
gc)

z det(1− z−P0e−βH′
gceAeB)

.

In the denominator, we use z = det zP0 and zP0 = zP0 +
1′ = (z − 1)P0 + 1. In the numerator, det′(1 − X) =
det(1−X ′):

⟨eA eB⟩ =
∫
γ

dz

2πi

zN0 det
(
1−

(
e−βH′

gc
)′)

det
(
(z − 1)P0 + 1− e−βH′

gceAeB
) .

Note that z appears now only in the diagonal element asso-
ciated to the zero mode. With e−βH′

gc
(
1−
(
e−βH′

gc
)′)−1

=
P0 + n′B , we arrive at

⟨eA eB⟩ =
∫
γ

dz

2πi

zN0

det((z − 1)P0 +X)
,

X = 1′ − (P0 + n′B)(e
AeB − 1).

To separate z from the determinant, we use the fol-
lowing formula for rank-one perturbations (see next ap-
pendix): For any operator A and scalar α,

det(αP0 +A) = α det′A+ detA.

Applying this formula takes out the z from the determi-
nant such that the contour integral can be performed:

⟨eA eB⟩ =
∫
γ

dz

2πi

zN0

(z − 1) det′X + detX

=
1

det′X

(
1− detX

det′X

)N0

≃ 1

det′X
e−N0

detX
det′ X

where we assumed the thermodynamic limit N0 ≃ ∞ and
used that detX/ det′X ∼ 1/N0 if the thermodynamic
limit is supposed to exist.

We now use one more determinant expansion formula
to split off the zero mode (again, see next appendix): For
every α,

detA = (α+⟨ϕ0|A |ϕ0⟩) det′A−α det′(A+α−1A |ϕ0⟩ ⟨ϕ0|A).

Applying this formula with α = N−1
0 yields

e−N0
detX
det′ X = e−N0⟨ϕ0|X|ϕ0⟩−1+

det′(X+N0X|ϕ0⟩⟨ϕ0|X)

det′ X .

We have now removed the zero mode from all deter-
minants and may take the thermodynamic limit: We
introduce the condensate wave function Φ0 =

√
N0ϕ0,

which converges pointwise in position space in the ther-
modynamic limit. Also, we drop the primes as the zero
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mode is no element of the Hilbert space in infinite volume.
We then arrive at the Bosonic FDA:

⟨eA eB⟩ = S0StSc

S0 = exp ⟨Φ0|M |Φ0⟩

St =
1

det(1− nBM)

Sc = exp

(
det(1− nB(M −M |Φ0⟩ ⟨Φ0|M))

det(1− nBM)
− 1

)
M = eAeB − 1

and likewise for more than two operators. Here, expres-
sions involving |Φ0⟩, ⟨Φ0| are defined via position space
integrals.

Appendix B: Determinant Expansion Formulas

Here, the determinant expansion formulas used in ap-
pendix A to split off the zero mode are derived. We first
consider a finite-dimensional Hilbert space, then extend
to infinite dimensions.

1. Finite-dimensional case

Consider a normalized vector v and a linear map A,
which we decompose as

A = a0vv
† + ϕv† + vψ† +A′

with ϕ, ψ orthogonal to v and A′v = v†A′ = 0. Then, for
every scalar α,

det(αvv† +A) = detA+ α det′A (B1)

detA = (a0 + α) det′A− α det′(α−1ϕψ† +A) (B2)

where det′ denotes the determinant over the subspace
orthogonal to v, i.e. det′(1 + X) = det(1 + X ′). The
first formula splits off a rank-one projector, but keeps
a d-dimensional determinant, the second one reduces a
d-dimensional determinant to two d− 1-dimensional ones.

a. Notation For the proof, we make use of multivec-
tors, i.e. elements of the Grassmann outer algebra of the
vector space. Multivectors of maximal grade d (i.e. of the
form v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vd) are called volume vectors. Between lin-
ear maps A1, A2, . . . on our vector space, we introduce the
following symmetric, associative and distributive product:

(A1×. . . Ak)(v1∧. . . vk) :=
1

k!

∑
σ

Aσ(1)(v1)∧. . . Aσ(k)(vk)

for a basis k-vector v1 ∧ . . . vk and linearly extended to
arbitrary vectors (the sum runs over permutations of
(1, ...k)). In particular, A×k := A× · · · ×A is the natural
action of A on k-vectors,

A×k(v1 ∧ . . . vk) = A(v1) ∧ . . . A(vk).

Note that this is zero if k > rankA. The determinant is
the eigenvalue of the action on volume vectors:

A×d(V ) = det(A)V

for every volume vector V . The contraction of a vector
and a multivector is

a · (v1 ∧ . . . vk) =
∑
i

(−1)i−1(a · vi)v1 ∧ . . . v̂i ∧ . . . vk

and linearly, the hat denoting omission. The result is a
k − 1 vector orthogonal to a, i.e. one whose contraction
with a is zero.

b. Proof With this notation, one easily checks that
for vectors a, b and B = A2 × . . . Ak, and any k-vector V ,

(ab† ×B)(V ) =
1

k
a ∧B(b · V ).

Combining this with the binomial theorem and the rank
property yields

(ab† +A)×k(V ) = A×k(V ) + a ∧A×k−1(b · V ).

To derive the first determinant formula, we apply this
with v = a = b and k = d. Let d′ = d− 1 and V ′ = v · V ,
such that V = v ∧ V ′ with V ′ orthogonal to v. Then,

(αvv† +A)×d(V ) = A×d(V ) + αv ∧A×d′
(V ′).

In the last expression, V ′ is a maximum grade vector on
the subspace orthogonal to v, so A×d′

(V ′) = det′(A)V ′

and we obtain (B1).
For the second formula, we compute detA by inserting

the expansion of A in the definition of the determinant:

A×d(V ) = A(v) ∧A×d′
(V ′)

= (a0v + ϕ) ∧ (vψ† +A′)×d′
(V ′)

= (a0v + ϕ) ∧ (A′×d′

(V ′) + v ∧A′×d′−1
(ψ · V ′)

= a0v ∧A′×d′
(V ′)

+ ϕ ∧ v ∧A′×d′−1
(ψ · V ′)

= a0v ∧A′×d′
(V ′)

− v ∧ ((ϕψ† +A′)×d′
−A′×d′

)(V ′)

= (a0 + 1) det′(A′)V − det′(ϕψ† +A′)V,

i.e.

detA = (a0 + 1) det′A− det′(ϕψ† +A),

By scaling A (including a0, ϕ, ψ) with a factor α−1, this
generalizes to (B2).

2. Infinite-dimensional case

For an infinite-dimensional space, the determinant is
defined as Fredholm determinant (see e.g. [34]). Then,
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det(1+T ) is defined if and only if T is trace class and this
expression is trace-norm-continuous. For formulas (B1),
(B2), every trace class operator T can be approximated
in the trace norm by a finite-rank operator N . If we have
A′ = 1+N , the determinants reduce to finite-dimensional
ones and the formulas apply. By continuity, they also
apply to A′ = 1 + T .

The determinants appearing in the main text are in-
deed well-defined: As can be seen from the formulas in
appendix C, the integral kernels of M and M |Φ0⟩ ⟨Φ0|M
are symmetric, continuous and increasing at most poly-
nomially as k, k′ → ∞. Since nB/F are diagonal and
decaying exponentially in the same basis, n1/2Mn1/2 and
n1/2M |Φ0⟩ ⟨Φ0|Mn1/2 have symmetric and continuous
integral kernels decaying sufficiently fast and thus are
trace class. Numerically, the determinants can be eval-
uated by approximation with finite-rank operators, for
instance by writing operators as integral operators and
discretizing the integrals.

Appendix C: Overlap Operator

For this appendix, we set 2mB = n0 = 1.
The coefficients of expanding the eigenstates of the ini-

tial Hamiltonian in those of the final one are, for injection
and ejection respectively (c.f. [19]),

αinj
k,q =

1√
1 + a2q2

(
δ(k − q) + P

2akq

π(q2 − k2)

)
= αej

q,k

αinj
k,b =

2ka3/2√
π(1 + a2k2)

= αej
b,k

αinj
0,k = P

2a
√
2

k
√
1 + a2k2

; −P
2a

√
2

k
= αej

0,k

αinj
0,b = 2a

√
2πa

The calculation of the matrix elements for the over-
lap operator M̃ proceeds as in Ref. [19], leading to the
following results. There, erfcx z = ez

2

(1 − erf z) is the
scaled complementary error function and Sk↔k′ f(k, k′) =
f(k, k′) + f(k′, k).

a. Injection

⟨ψ0
k|M̃ |ψ0

k′⟩ =
2kk′

π

[
a−1

(k2 + a−2)(k′2 + a−2)
erfcx(−a−1

√
it) + S

k↔k′

1

(k2 − k′2)(k2 + a−2)
e−itk2

(
ik erf(ik

√
it) + a−1

)]

⟨ψ0
k|M̃ |Φ0

0⟩ =
2
√
2a

1 + a2k2

[
a2k erfcx(−a−1

√
it) + e−itk2

(
ia erf(ik

√
it) +

1

k

)
− 1 + a2k2

k

]

⟨Φ0
0|M̃ |Φ0

0⟩ = −it4πa+ 4πa3
(
erfcx(−a−1

√
it)− 1− 2√

π
a−1

√
it
)
.

The last expression was already derived in [19] and yields the exact injection overlap for Bosons at zero temperature.

b. Ejection

⟨ψa
q |M̃ |ψa

q′⟩ =
2

π

qq′√
q2 + a−2

√
q′2 + a−2 S

q↔q′

e−itq2

q2 − q′2

(
iq erf(iq

√
it)− a−1

)
⟨ψa

b |M̃ |ψa
q ⟩ =

2
√
a−1q√

π(a−2 + q2)−3/2

[
−a−1 erfcx(a−1

√
it) + e−itq2

(
a−1 − iq erf(iq

√
it)
)]

⟨ψa
b |M̃ |ψa

b ⟩ = (1 + 2ita−2) erfcx(a−1
√
it)− 2a−1

√
π

√
it− eita

−2

⟨Φa
0 |M̃ |ψa

q ⟩ =
2a

√
2

q
√
1 + a2q2

[
1− e−itq2 + iaqe−itq2 erf(iq

√
it)

]
⟨Φa

0 |M̃ |Φa
0⟩ = it4πa− 8a2

√
πit.

⟨Φa
0 |M̃ |ψa

b ⟩ is not computed because it is irrelevant: For ideal Bosons and a > 0, ejection spectroscopy does not make
sense as the initial state would be collapsed.
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