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Abstract. The weakly interacting trapped Bose gases have been cudlpdescribed using the mean-field approximation
in the form of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation. The mean-figdgroximation, however, has certain limitations, in gargr it
can not describe correlations between particles. We intredhere an alternative variational approach, based orothelated
Gaussian method, which in its simplest form is as fast anglsiis the mean-field approximation, but which allows swgiees
improvements of the trial wave-function by including cdate®ns between particles.

INTRODUCTION

Dilute Bose systems trapped in external fields have beenidlyafeveloping field since the Bose-Einstein conden-
sation was observed almost a decade ago. Theoretically ¢hafield approach in the form of the Gross-Pitaevskii
equationl[il] has been widely and successfully applied tedlsgstems. The computational complexity of the method,
and thus the computational time, is independent of the numbparticlesN, in other words it is of the order of
O(1).Therefore the method can be applied for large (mesoscbpannic systems, especially when combined with a
pseudo-potential (in the form of tlefunction potential) approximation for the interactiortgatial between particles.

However, the mean-field method has certain limitations, antipular it cannot be easily extended to include
correlations between particles. Correlations become itapb for systems with higher densities and/or stronger
effective interactions. Such strong interacting regind®re the mean-field theory breaks down [2], are now routinel
achieved experimentally by use of Feshbach resonances.

Rigorous many-body methods, like the diffusion Monte-Garlethod[2] 3], which include all correlations, has
computational complexity of the ord@®(N?) and therefore can only be applied for smaller systems. Adain
relatively dilute gases only few simple types of correlatire expected to be important, and including the full
machinery of rigorous few-body methods is perhaps by faneemkill for these systems.

Recently, several methods with computational compleRity) have been proposed for finite-rangel 14, 6], and zero-
range [] interactions, where the trial wave-function aacorporate two-body correlations. However, these methods
can not be easily extended to include higher order coroglati

We introduce here yet another approach which has an imgatwantage over the existing methods. Namely the
approach can incorporate any desired number and type daflations — from an uncorrelated wave-function with
computational complexity oD(1) at one end, to fully correlated wave-function with compistaél complexity of
O(N?) and higher at the other end. Thus, depending upon the praoférand one has a possibility to negotiate a
reasonable trade off between the sophistication of thbwdge-function and the computational time.

For dilute gases only few types of lowest order correlatgimsuld be of importance, and it turns out that for these
types of correlations the method is yet®@f1) order of complexity.

The method is based on correlated Gaussians and amountdeciiis choice of the nonlinear parameters of the
basis Gaussians.

METHOD

Jacobi coordinates

Consider a system & particles with massea®;, coordinates;, i = 1..N, and the Hamiltonian

H= 5 L2 Vij(ri —rj) + V. 1
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whereVj; is the potential between particleand j andVey is the external confining potential (a trap). Usually th@tra
is assumed to be harmonic,
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It is of advantage to introduce the scaled coordinages; ‘/%ri, wherem is an arbitrary mass scale. Indeed the
kinetic energy operatdr and also the harmonic trap potend@): have then a more symmetric form,
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The Jacobian of the transformation frano the scaled coordinatesis equal to
J(qr..an) m;\ 3/2
0(r1..rN) B |T| (m) ' (4)

If all particles have the same massthere is no difference between coordinatesmdq.
One can make a further suitable linear transformation toraget of coordinates,

Xi=§UiquA (5)

or, in matrix notatiorx = U g, where the matrik is independent af. The new system of coordinates is called Jacobi if

i) one of the coordinates, say thih, is proportional to the center of mass coordirataf the systemxy = 4/ ZimﬂR;

ii) the otherN — 1 coordinates are translation invariant; and iii) the tfarmaation preserves the “diagonal” forid (3)
of the kinetic energy operator.

The last property implies that the transformatibh (5) arsth @ny transformation between different Jacobi coordi-
nates is unitar}JUT = 1 (where" denotes transposition), with the corresponding Jacoksamgequal to unity. The
unitarity means that the so-called hyper-ragiusiefined ap? = 5 g2, is invariant under these transformations,

PP=y - yx= Ty miE. ©

With Jacobi coordinates the center of mass coordinate gde®@and the hyper-radius it therefore often defined
without the contribution from the center of mass coordinate
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One of the possible choices of the Jacobi coordinates is

Xi—1.N = \/%(Ri —rit1), (8)

whereR; is the coordinate of the center of mass of the fipsrticlesy .1 = 0, andy; is the reduced mass

M.
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whereM; = S1_, my.
In the following we shall only consider identical particlegh my = m.
Hyper-radial approximation
Non-interacting bosons in a harmonic trap

Let us consider a system of non-interacting bosons in a haiowi@p. This should be a good first approximation to
a system of weakly interacting bosons in a trap which is simabthe bottom and spherically symmetric.



The ground-state wave-functidi of a system of non-interacting bosons is a product

W=7 vo(a). (10)

where Yp(q) is the lowest $wave) single-particle state of the trap. If the trap is hamin, Yo(q) is a Gaussian,

Yo(q) O g 3000 Where(J((;l/2 is the (scaled) oscillator length, and the ground-stateswiemctions simplifies to a

single Gaussian depending only on the hyper-radius
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A single Gaussiare 2%’ is thus an exact solution for a system of non-interactingphesn a harmonic trap.
Generally speaking a function of hyper-radius will provadeexact solution to the many-body system in cases where
the potential energy of the system depends only on the hygakus. The harmonic trap is precisely this type of
potential.

Weakly interacting bosons

If the particles in the trap interact only weakly one can assufollowing the ideas from the mean-field theory,
that the inter-particle interactions will effectively #o a certain modification of the field. The solution will thiea
some square-integrable function of hyper-radiysr(p), which can be represented as a linear combination ofpsay,
Gaussians,

n
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whereC; are variational parameters, and the range parametefs= 1..n) are assumed to be fixed and chosen to
span the necessary functional space. This trial waveifumct called ahyper-radial approximationin practice the
parametersis are chosen and then optimized in a stochastic procedurg tisrideas from the stochastic variational
method [8].

Hyper-radial vs. mean-field

The variational mean-field approach is based on an assumbiéd a product wave-function can provide a good
description of an interacting system. The trial wave-fiorc¥yg is taken as a product of single-particle functighs

Wnr =[] @ (@), (13)

where the functional form ofy(q) is varied to reach the minimum of the expectation value ofHaeniltonian.
Assuming thatp is a square integrable function, one can represent it agarlzombination of Gaussians,

Wio) = cse 30T, (14)
S
where the coefficients; are the variational parameters. The trial mean-field wavetion then becomes
1 2
Wk = cse 29U, (15)
ns
which should be compared with the hyper-radial trial waweetion
1 2
Prr(p) = Y []Cee 2% (16)
S i

The two trial functiond[(15) an@{l6) are similar but not eqient since the sum and the product operators generally
do not commute. Note that the hyper-radial variational peter<Cs are linear, while the mean-field parameteyare



non-lineat. In practice, however, as we shall show by numerical cafmria, both trial functions give rather similar
results.
Both functions are totally symmetric and thus do not regaineexplicit symmetrization. The computational time
for the variational minimization of the Hamiltonian with thofunctions is independent of the number of particles.
The hyper-radial function has an advantage that the cehteass motion can be easily decoupled by a (unitary)
transformation to relative Jacobi coordinates. Again,fean-field function cannot be easily improved, while the
hyper-radial function is only the basis for further improvents.

Correlations
Two-body correlations

The correlation between a pair of particles can be deschigedbasis function in the form
Py = e 20P*3B(0-02)?. (17)

where there are now two independent parameter@nd 3. The trial wave-function is then a linear combination of
®,,'s with different parameterg and3,

W chueféaspzf%ﬁu(Qr(mz’ (18)
ST

whereCg, are linear variational parameters. The nonlinear parameteand 3 are again chosen and optimized
stochastically.

The basis function is no longer automatically symmetric@fgermutations. It has to be symmetrized with respect
to particles number 1 and 2 and therefore the symmetrizag@natorS, has to be included when calculating matrix
elements,

%n—<§)lgmy 19)

This is the same type of Faddeev-like decomposition of thesvianction as used inl[4} [7, 8].

Fortunately, only a finite number of different terms app@acalculations of the matrix elements, and the compu-
tational time is therefore still independent of the numbguarticles. Indeed the kinetic energy and the external field
operators are fully symmetric and therefore the explicihsyetrization of the wave-function is not needed for their
matrix elements. The matrix element for the inter-partpiéentials reduces to a finite number of terms,

< '; ><CD12 | SicjVijS| ®12) = (20)

(15| (v12+ 2(N— 2)Vi3+ WVM) | ®y2)
+2(N—2)(P12 |
(V:LZ +Viz+Vaz+ (N —3)(Via+Vag+Vag) + WV%)
| P13)
+ (M5 - 1-2(N-2)) (@
(Vlz +4V13+Vo4+Vas+ 2(N — 4)(Vis5+V3s) + WV%)
| P34)

Each individual matrix element in this expression is readdlculated using the expressi@nl(28) in the appendix. The
structure of the expression basically corresponds to thid] avhere hyper-spherical coordinates were used instead

1 indeed the Gross-Pitaevskii mean-field equation is ncgalin



of the Jacobi coordinates used here. Hyper-spherical owisas allow an easy implementation of a powerful hyper-
spheric adiabatic expansion method but, on the other hamapotl allow an easy implementation of higher order
correlations.

Three-body correlations
The three-body correlations can be accounted for by a bastién of the form
Phijpz— e 20P* 3B(01-62)*~ 3¥(d1-03)? (21)

wherea, 8 andy are independent parameters. The trial wave-function is thenear combination of123's with
different parameterg andf andy,

Y=y Cope 295P%~ 3Pul@1-02)?~ 3 %(d1-0s)? (22)
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whereCgyy are linear variational parameters, and where the nonlipaeametersr, 8 andy are again chosen and
optimized stochastically.

This function must be explicitly symmetrized with respexcparticles 1, 2, and 3. This symmetrization again results
in a finite number of different terms as it did for two-body idations. There are in total 34 different terms and it is
therefore not practical to write them down here. The computegram can easily catch the identical terms and thus
reduce the computational complexity down to the orded(f), that is, independent of the number of particles.

NUMERICAL ILLUSTRATIONS

The Bose system

We use®’Rb condensate parameters corresponding to fixed scatterigthas = 100 a.u. and trapping frequency
w = 21 77.87 Hz, and vary the number of atorNs= 10" — 10%. In all cases, the inverse square root of the nonlinear
parameterg, andy are optimized from the random value interya0—by; 10b] (whereb; = /h/(mw) ~ 23095 a.u.
is the trap length), while for the parametershe interval wasby; 10°by]. In practice only one parameteg was needed
to achieve the chosen accuracy goal of three digits on tkediction energy per particle.

The mean-field validity conditiomad < 1, wheren s the particle density, is fulfilled for all values b Therefore
the Gross-Pitaevskii results from the literature shouldjbiée accurate and we shall use them as the reference point.
The other regimenad >> 1, shall be investigated separately.

Two-body potentials

We consider only dilute bosonic systems where the propeldigely depend upon the low-energy/large-distance
properties of the two-body interaction, that is the s-was@ttering lengthas. In this regime a zero-range pseudo-
potential given by a delta function,

2
Vs (r) = 4rihrag

is proven to provide within a mean-field theory a good appration to the energy of the system. Applying the
delta-function interaction with a Hilbert space of a beyandan-field theory, however, requires an appropriate
renormalizationl[7]. The physical scattering lengthlin)(&8Bould be substituted by its first-order Born approxintatio
of the given finite-range potential.

We shall use the delta-function potential for calculatiatnvhe uncorrelated hyper-radial trial wave-function.

For correlated calculations we shall use four differentdéimange potentials of the form

o(r), (23)

V(1) = Voe "/?* £ Uge "/, (24)



TABLE 1. The parameters (in atomic units) of the finite-range Ganssia
two-body potentials of the forid (r) = Voe /Y £ Uge ™/ used in the
calculationsNy, is the number of bound states in the potential. Theave
scattering lengtlas is equal 100 a.u. for all potentials.

Designation b Vo c Uo Np
H (hard) 5869 1906x 107 0O 0 0
S (soft) 5500 1x1011 0 0 0

A (attractive) 10 —1.906x10°7 0 0 1
W (well) 4.4 5566x 107> 10 -1.125x10°% 1

TABLE 2. The interaction energy per particl%,— %h‘w, whereE is the total energy,
for the system described in the text. Results are given ®htrd-core (H) and soft-
core (S) potential from Tabld 1 with different trial wave @tions (1b — uncorrelated,
2b — two-body correlations, 3b — three-body correlatiossyell as for the -function
potential with uncorrelated wave-function. The last caishows the Gross-Pitaevskii
(mean-field) results from_[ILO] and [11].

hard-core potential soft-core potential d-function
N 1b 2b 3b 1b 2b 3b 1b GP

10 329 .0155 .0154 .0179 .0154 .0154 .0154 .0154
20 599  .0326 .0325 .0373 .0320 .0320 .0320 .0320
50 118 .0832 .0828 .0923 .0795 .0794 .0798 .0792
100 | 1.83 .165 64| 177 153 .153 .153 151
1000 | 6.29 1.32 1.32| 1.09 1.00 .999 .978 .930
5000 | 13.2 448 4.47| 2.88 2.75 2.75 2.64 2.45
10000 | 17.8 7.27 7.26| 415 4.02 4.02 3.83 3.58

where the parameters of the potentials are specified in ThAlke first potential, marked H, is a hard repulsive core,
the second, S, is a soft repulsive core, the third, A, is aactive well, and the fourth, W, is a semi-realistic well kit

a repulsive core and an attractive pocket. All potentialeltae same scattering lengt3,= 100 a.u., and in the dilute
regime should therefore provide identical energies if&ations are appropriately included.

Results

The results are collected in Tablds 2 &hd 3, where we showtlrattion energy per particlﬁ,— %h‘w (whereE is
the total energy of the system), for different combinatiohsumbers of particles, potentials, and trial wave-fuorcs.
The absence of a number for the attractive and realisticyiateneans that there are many strongly bound (collapsed)

states and an analog of the condensate state located imph@des not exist.

TABLE 3. The same as Tabl@ 2 for the attractive (A), and realistic
(W) potentials from Tabl&ll. For larger number of particlesl a
higher correlations the potentials produce a large numib&rangly
bound (collapsed) states and thus no condensate state ltaved
been traced.

attractive potential realistic potential
N 1b 2b 1b 2b 3b GP

10 -.0021 .0147 | .0383 .0154 .0154 .0154
20 -.0044 .0264 | .0599 .0320 .032Q .0320
50 -.0114 .0228 | .188 .0804 .0802 .0792
100 | -.0233 -.0042 | .344 .156 .155| 151
1000 1.78 1.07 .930
5000 4.33 3.27 2.45
10000 6.11 5.09 3.58
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FIGURE 1. Interaction energy per particle as function of the numberasficlesN for the uncorrelated trial wave-function.

Uncorrelated wave-function

The results for different potentials with the uncorrelatgger-radial trial wave-function are given in Tabég2-8an
also represented on Hify.1.

Importantly, the combination of delta-function pseuddgmial with the uncorrelated hyper-radial wave-function
give results within a few per cent of the mean-field theorye Pseudo-potential therefore seems to be equally well
suited for both mean-field and hyper-radial approximations

One can use this very fast uncorrelated pseudo-potentimbajmation to a great effect as a tool to optimize the
parameters of the Gaussians to be used in the more demamdietated calculations with finite-range potentials.

The finite-range potentials show large deviations sincautterrelated wave-function is not suited for them. The
hard-core potential, as could be expected, is especiallydrahe uncorrelated wave-function. The attractive ptiédén
produces for larger number of particles a strongly bountlgpsed) ground-state and is therefore not shown on the
figure.

Two-body correlations

The results with the two-body correlated trial wave-fuaatare given in Tabldd[2-3 and also represented oriFig. 2.

Apparently, inclusion of two-body correlations dramalficamproves the results. This seems to support the assertio
in [4,7,i8] that the two-body correlations are of the utmagportance for the dilute gases.

The hard-core potential, although doing much better wighttto-body correlated wave-function, is still the farthest
off especially for large number of particles. The soft-cpogential on the other hand is now very close to the mean-
field results.

Three-body correlations

We do not show a separate figure for the three-body corrakatie they turn out not to produce large effects on the
energies apart from potentials with attraction, where lthed-body correlations quite expectedly straight awag tea
a large number of strongly bound (collapsed) states.

Thus, for model repulsive finite-range potentials and dilsystems the three-body correlations are of much less
importance that two-body correlations.
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FIGURE 2. Interaction energy per particle as function of the numbepanticlesN for the trial wave-function with two-body
correlations.

CONCLUSION

We have introduced a new approach, based on correlated i@auwmssthod, to investigate dilute Bose systems. The
approach allows to include consecutively correlations iffedent orders in the trial wave-function. In its lowest
(uncorrelated) order with zero-range pseudo-potentialapproach is comparable to the mean-field (Gross-Pit&evsk
theory.

We have performed an exploratory numerical investigatibbwe- and three-body correlation in a dilute Bose
system with different number of particles and differenttériange potentials. For the condensate state the two-body
correlations turn out to be by far the most important and seiffo provide a quantitative description of the system with
soft-core potentials.
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APPENDIX: CORRELATED GAUSSIAN METHOD

The trial wave-function is represented as a linear comtuinaif correlated Gaussiamg), which have the form

1 X 1
A=exp| —= Xi-Xj)Ai | =exp( —=xTAx 25
% %gﬁ.n%> p(-5x7A%) (25)
whereA is a positively definite symmetric matrix amxds a set of (scaled Jacobi) coordinates. Correlated Gasssia
form a full basis since any square-integrable function camepresented as a linear combination of Gaussians with
arbitrary precision. The elements of the parameter matdan be optimize using the stochastic method [9].

The important matrix elements which are used in the caliuiatare the overlap of two Gaussians,

N 3/2
W)= (o) 26)



the matrix element of the kinetic energy operator,

(Al — i ‘9—2|A/> = EZ3tr((A+ A)TIAN) (A KX) (27)
ZmZ ox? ' 2m ’

and the matrix element of the two-body potentidt; —r ),
00
V=) [A) = [ dV (A S(bx—1) | K) = G, VI(A| A), 29)

wherer; —rj = bizj, cﬁl = bﬁ (A+A)~1bjj, andG¢[V] is the Gaussian transform of the potential

c\3/2
GVl = () [ et (29)
21
Other useful integrals
(A|X"Bx | A) =3tr(A+A)1B) (A| A} ; (30)
B 32
(A|3(bTx—q)|A) = <Zr> e 2P (A|A'), whereB 1 =bT(A+A)"1b; (31)
1 c
Gel-]1=2y/—; 32
d51=2/~. (32
c \3/2
Ge[8(r)] = (—) : 33
80 = (5= (33)
3/2
1112 Cc
Gele 2K = [ — : 34
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