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Abstract

A perturbation method is developed, and is used to obtain approximate
expressions for the expectation values of one-particle and two particle
operators in the quasi-chemical equilibrium (pair correlation) approximation
to statistical mechanics, for the case of non-extreme Bose-Einstein conden-
sation of the correlated pairs. To lowest order, the approximate results
reproduce the results obtained previously for the case of extreme Bose-
Einstein condensation.

1. Introduction

It has been shown [1, 2], that under certain conditions the quasi-chemical
equilibrium approximation exhibits a transition phenomenon closely anala-
gous to a Bose-Einstein condensation of the quasi-molecules. Furthermore,
if the particles in question are electrons in a metal, it is reasonable to expect
that the transition is one to a superconducting state, since it is well known
[3] that the condensed ideal Bose-Einstein gas exhibits a Meissner effect.

In order to carry out self consistent calculations with the quasi-chemical
equilibrium formalism, it is necessary to have simple expressions for the
expectation values of one-particle and two-particle operators. This was done
in [4] for the special case of extreme Bose-Einstein condensation, i.e. only
one pair state is occupied. Surprisingly enough, this suffices to get a
workable theory of superconductivity — there is actually Bose-Einstein
condensation [5], and thus this apparently extreme assumption is none-
theless physically reasonable. However, to carry out more detailed calcula-
tions on the theory of superconductivity (in particular, calculations for
finite temperatures), we require expectation values for the case of non-
extreme Bose-Einstein condensation, i.e. there is an infinite number of pair
states, of which only one is highly occupied.

In [6], general expressions for the expectation values of one-particle and
two-particle operators were obtained, and in sections 3 and 4 of this paper,
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we evaluate approximate expressions for these formulae using the pertur-
bation method developed in section 2.

Throughout this paper, we shall:

(a) Ignore spins,

(b) restrict the pair wavefunctions g,(k;, k;) to be real, “simple pair’”’
wavefunctions (C.1.2):

(1.1) Pelky, ko) = 0(Ry + kg — Ka)wa[3(ky — £5)]

and (c) assume that w,(k,, R,) = w_,(k,, &,) and v, = v_,, where v, are
the eigenvalues of the ‘“pair correlation matrix”’.

Assumptions (a) and (c) are reasonable but the restriction to simple
pairs requires justification; a discussion on this restriction is given in
section 5.

2. The trace of the statistical matrix

The statistical matrix # (7], in the quasi-chemical equilibrium theory
has trace (Q3.10):

(2.1) Tr(%) = Tr(¥"){0lePeP+0)
The value of Tr(¥”) is well known, so we confine our attention to (C.2.5):

(2.2) e 9 = (0|ePeP+]0> = (OlexpATrin(l — M)} exp{R+}|0)

where:

(2.3a) M =23 ¢*Vv,v;4,B,
and "

(2.3b) Rt =3 At Bt

The A, and the B, are operators operating in disjoint Hilbert spaces,
and both sets of operators obey Bose-commutation rules:

(2.4) (4., A5] = [B,, B}] = 8,4, all others zero
and the ¢ are defined by (C.2.9):
(2.62) GlALSES kZ pp(k, K)ok (R, E').

Under restriction (b), to simple pairs, this reduces to the form:
(2.5b) <RIgAIR'Y = — Ok + K, — [ + Kp))wp(k — 3K pwa(k — K + 3K).

Equation (2.2) has been evaluated for some simple cases in paper C,
namely, the case of extreme Bose-Einstein condensation, and the case of
two quantum states only. In this section we evaluate ¢-#2» approximately
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by neglecting all but a few terms in the expansion of Trln(1—M). The
final result is expressed as an integral.

First, we take “state number 0" to be the ground state, (i.e. v, is the
largest eigenvalue of the pair correlation matrix, corresponding to the con-
densed state) and separate out from M:

(2.6a) My = 2¢0v,4,B,

(2.6b) My =23 Voyva(g§40Ba + 634.By)
(2.6¢) My=23 ¢iVv,4,B,

so that 70

(2.6d) M=M,+M

where

(2.6¢) M =M, + M,.

We now expand In(1 — (M, + M’)) (formally) in a power series (M, and

M’ do not commute) thus:

In(1— (My+M')) = — (My+ M') — J(MG+ MM’ + M’ Mo+ M"?)
— 3 (M3 4+ MEM" + MM’ Mo+ M’ M2+ MM

2.7)
+ M’ M M’ + M2 M, + M)

Taking the trace of (2.7) and using Tr(4B) = Tr(BA4) we obtain:
Trin(1— (My+M'))
My Mg

=Tr(-Mo—-2—° ~ S ) ~Tr([l+ My+ M2 4 - - M)

(28)  —3To((14+My+Me+ - IM 1+ M+ ME4--- - IM')—- -

1 1 1
= 1— —_ ") — M M
Trln(l1—M,) Tr(l_MoM) %’I‘r(l_Mo i )

-—

We now neglect terms in (2.8) of degree higher than the first in v, (e.g.
v.9pe, f # Ois of order 1, 1/7,7, « # 0 is of order } etc.) and substitute into

(2.2):
1
PP ~ —_ -
(2.9) <0l]eFeF+|0) =~ Olexp {%Tr In(1 —M,) %Tr(l—Mo M1)
1 1 1
T I S
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By (2.5) <E|g)|F'> = — 8- wd(), so M, is diagonal, therefore:

where 1)
oay MR =2F Vvou, (CRlgalk) Ao B, + <klgllk) 4, By)
= 0 by (2.5Db).
Also,
2.12 T ( 1 M,) = RIM |k
(2.12) rl—Mo 2)~§‘1_—<m—>‘<| 2|k
where

CRIM kY = 2 %0<k|95|k> Vuavpda By
(213) = —2 2 (S(Ka —Kﬂ)wﬂ(k—%Kﬂ)wa(k—%Ka) \% 'UavaaBﬂ
@, f+0

= — 23 wi(k—3K,)v.4,B,

since by assumption (a) K, = K, implies « = §. So,

’ w:(k—%Ka)vaAaBa
@14 3T (I—Mo M”) =2 X 50, Ay By (B)
next,
—;‘;Tr( Lot M)=_lz L kMR
1-M, ' 1—M,"? i L—CRIM Ry M
(2.15)
R\ MyR>.

1K MR

The 4, and B, all commute so:

—1Tr( ! M ! M
(2.16) S VIS 7 i iy 78 1)
' SRIML R SR | M|k

= _%z P — ’ 4
i (L—<RIM kD) (1 — <K' |Molk"))
SRIM, IR <R[ My | = 4o, ﬂE#o Vo 0,(<RIg5IR'> Ao Ba + <EIgaR'> Ao By)

(2.17) - (K¥'|g§lk> Ao By + <F'|gjlk> A g By)
=141+ 141V

! The primed sum means summation over all & except & = 0.
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I, II, III, and IV are defined by:
I =403 Vv,0_oCklgilk—K,> <k—K.|g5% k) A2 B, B_y 0 ik

(2.18a)
= 40y 3’ VaWo(R)wy(k — K.)wz(k — $K.) A3 By B_o0y, ki,

I = 405 3" VU, 0_oCRIgolE + Ko > <k + Kol kB Ao A _aby ik,

(2.18b)
= 40y 37 v, wo(R)wo(k + Ko) wi (R + $K,) B Ao A o0y ik,

III = 4v, 3 v, Cklggle — K> <& —Ka'qg|k>AoBoAzBaak',k—K,

(2.18¢)
= 4'UO 2, vaw?)(k ~—'I{a) w:(k - %Ka)AOBOAaBa(Sk’,k—K,

IV = 40, 3" 0, Cklgolk + K> <k -+ Kolgilk> Ao BoAu Budy no,

(2.18d)
=4y, 3’ vowy(k)wy(k - 3K,) Ao BoAdo Body ik,
@

where we have used: (1) equation (2.5b); (2) assumption (c); and (3)
K, = — K, implies « = — § and K, = K implies o« = § (since we are
ignoring spins).

By substituting (2.17) into (2.16) and shifting the k-origins of the terms
corresponding to I and III to % 4 K,, the contributions from I and II,
and from III and IV combine and we obtain:

—31Tr (1 —lMo M, ] —lMo M1)
. ’ wy (k) wi(k+ %Ka) 20y4,Byv,4,B,
T ; kz (14 20,4, Bywi(k))(1 + 20,4, Byws(k + K.))
_s's wy (k) wo(k + K,) @} (k + $K.) vyva
@ % (14 20,4,Bowd(k))(1+ 2v,4,B,wi(k + K,))
* {AgBaB—a + Btz)AzA—a}'

(2.19)

Before continuing we establish a useful notation; &, y;, 7., 04, T, and %,
being defined by:

2
(2.203.) hk — 2v0AOBOwO (k)
1+ 2054, B,wy(%)
2.200) = VA Byy(8)
1+ 20,4, Bywd (k)
(2.20¢) ra = 3 (L= bR (k—3K.)
k
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(2.20d) 0s = 2 (L — i, )05 (k + 3K.)
k
(2.20e) Tg = g Vi¥erk, Wik + 3K,)
and
T,
(2.20f) fp=
AOBO

Combining (2.20), (2.19), (2.14), (2.11) and (2.9) we have:
(0lePeP+|0) = (Olexp[A Trin(l —My) + 3 (7, —0,)v, 4, B,

2.21
( ) —33 £,0,(43B.B_o + BﬁAaA-a)]eXP[Z A? B}110).

If w, = w_, and v, = v_, (which we are assuming), then:
2, (na—aa)vaAaBa_%z’ i'ava(Atz)BaB—a + BgAaA—a) + 2 A:B:

= 2 (na - Ga) (vaAzBa + v—aA_aB_a)
(2.22) 250
- z i'ava(AgBaB—a + B?;A,A_a)

a>0

+ 43 By + X (47 By + A%, BL,).

a>0
The 4, and B, satisfy the commutation relations (2.4), so we consider the
(¢, — «) terms in (2.22) separately and expand:
exp{—1%,v, 42 B, B_,}exp{—t,v, Bi A, A _.}.

Noting that the first term of (2.22) involves 4,, A_,, B, and B_, only in
the products 4, B, and A_, B_,, only equal powers in the expansions of the
above exponentials can give non-zero contribution to (2.21); thus:

{0lePeP+0) = I;[()(O]exp{%zkj In(1 4 2v,4,B,wi(%))}

. eXP{(na - 0',,,) (vaAaBa v ,4_, B—a)}
: f(rivaAaBav—aA—aB—a) exp{A;';Bj,' + AtaBia}
- exp[dg By]|0)

where f(z) is defined by:

(2.23)

00 x”
(2.24) f(x) = 'Zo (n!)z'
Using:
(2.25) COlf (A4 Bo)eAe'B410) = [~ dte* f(t)

where the 4, and B, are as in (2.4) [(2.25) will be called the “f-trick”
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henceforth: see § 3 of paper C]; we can now replace each of the (¢, — «)
terms in (2.23) by an integral, thus:

o oo _ _
J.o dta J.o dt_a e"‘tn _at (Ty—0a) (Vatatv_ ot o) f (ti U, ta V_, t_a)

(2.26)
= I'(x, 49 B,)
where Ij(«, AyB,) is defined by:
(2.27) Iy(x, AgBy) = {(1 —va[m, —0,])2 — w202 }L
Substituting (2.26) into (2.23) and using the ““¢-trick” on the 4,B, term,
we have:
(2.28) {0|ePePt]0> ~ J’:’ dty et EERIn(1+29 400" 0) TT I (a, 2,)

a>0

or finally, taking the product over all « 5% 0 instead of « > 0:

PP ~ [ —to 33 2 In( 1420, £, wy3(%))
.29 0|ePePH0) ~ fo dtye
'exp{_%zl[ln(l_va[na_aa_'ra])+ln(1_va[na_o'a+fa])3}'

Equation (2.29) is the final expression which can be reduced further only
if more details are known about the v, and the w,. It should be noted that
7., 0, and 7, are functions of #, and the X’ is itself an integral, thus the
evaluation of e~#9» is not trivial. However, for the purpose of making a self
consistent calculation, what we really need are expectation values of the
one-particle and two-particle operators which occur in the Hamiltonian,
and Tr(% In %) : e#9% is contained in the definitions of the expectation
values, but in the derivations below, an explicit evaluation of e-#9™ is not
needed.

3. Expectation values of one-particle operators

The expectation value of the one-particle operator

3.1) J =2 Jutia
is given by E; 2.8: ,

. (O|ep.7ep+|0>
(3.2) > = g e e+ W

where 7, is the average number of unpaired particles in the single particle
state &, and J is the “quenched” form of J (see § 2 of paper E;).

A reduction of the numerator of the second term in (3.2) was carried out
in paper E;;, the final result being (E;; 2.32):
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(3.3)  <0]ePJeP+|0) = (Olexp{3 Tr In(1 — M)} Tr ( AZ{ .7) exp(R+)|0>.

1—
Using the results of section 2, this becomes:

<0le? JeP+0) =~ <Olexp{3 Trin(1 — M) + X'{(m, — 0.)v. 4. B,

(3.4) —$2.0,(43 B. B_, + Btz)AaA—a)}} Tr (]__._A]ll{ J)
-exp{) 43 B;}0).

As before, we require an expansion of — (M, + M')/1 — (M, + M’) to
first order in v,. To do this, we first expand 1/1 — (M, + M’):

=1+ (My+M') + (M2 + MM’ +M' M+ M)

1— (My,+ M)
+ (M3 MEM' + MM’ Mo+ M’ M2+ M M
(3.5) M MM +M?2My+M3) 4 - -+
1 1 .1
=1=u, T 1=, 1=,
! M 1 M 1 TN
+1—Mo 1—-M, 1—M, ’
Then
TMM) 1
1— (M,+M') 1— (My,+ M)
—M, 1 1
6 - o _ ,
(3.6) 1—-M, 1—M0M 1—M,
1 1
! M M’

1M, 1=M, " 1-M,

Neglecting terms in (3.6) of degree higher than the first in v, we obtain for
the trace of — M/(1 — M)J:

T (=) = — T (e Y) — ™ (= M)

8.7) —Tr (1 —lM,,Mz ; _IMOJ)

1 1 1
—T M M, .7).
r(l——Mo '1—M, '1—-M,
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We now note that in the exponent in (3.4) the operators 4, and B, occur
only in the products:

(3.8) v,4,B,, v, B24,4_,, and v,A2B,B_,

Thus, except for Tr(— M,y/(1 — M,)J) which equals 3,4, J,, only terms of
type (3.8) in (3.7) can give non-zero contribution to (3.4).

M, contains 4, B, and A4, B, linearly, so the second term in (3.7) contri-
butes nothing.

In the third term, only the « = f term of M, can possibly give rise to
anything non-zero, thus the ‘effective” form of —Tr((1/1—My)M,
(1/1—My)J) equals:

, 1 .
—2 z 1— CkIM, |k 1—CE Mok Jer
= 2, 2 (_ 26k,k'w:(k - %Ka)vaAaBa)
a k,k
) 1 7
(1 — <RIM|ED) (1 — <K' IM k")) “**

= 2’ 2 2(1 - hk)zw: (k - %Ka)vaAaBajkk

24kl >v, A, B,

(3.9)

= 2' gﬁakjkk
where @, is defined by:
(3.10a) Far = 2(1 — B)2wi(k — }K,).
Also:
1 1 1 1
—T M M J) -y
(3.11) r(I—Mo o, T, ) T e TGRS
) 1
NN AL S P — ) VAV Je
< I 1' > 1_<k,|Molk,>< { 1| > 11— <k”]Mo|k"> 'k

and by (3.8), the “effective” form of {k|M,|k'><{%'|M,|k"")> (compare with
(2.17)) equals:

(3.12) 86w (I + I1 + III + IV)

where 1, II, III, and IV are defined by (2.18).
Substituting (3.12) into (3.11) we obtain the “effective” form of

1 1 1
—T M. :
r(l—-Mo 11—M(,M‘1—Mo'7)
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1
— 4% z 2 l[( 14 29,4, Bywj(k)) (1+ 20,4 Bywi(k—K,)) (1 + 2vvoBow§(k))]
* [wo(k _Ka)wa(k - %Ka) AoBovaAaBa ’
+wo(R)wo(k — K, )wi(k— 3K,) v, A3 B, B_,)

(3.13)

1
+ [(1 + 204 Bywy(%)) (1 + 2054 Bowp (% + K,)) (1 + 2”0AoBow:(k))]
- [wR (k)02 (k+ $K,) Ay Byv, 4, B,

wo(Rywy(f -+ Kok -+ L) v Bi4LA L) T
Combining (3.13), (3.9), and (3.7) we have finally the “effective” form of
Tr(—M/[(1—M)J):

E{hkjkk'*‘ 2’ [(ﬁak—aak)vaAaB 7(1) va.AzB B—-¢
(3.14) k a
_Tu;kvaBgAaA—a] Jkk}

where 6,5, 70 and 78, are defined by:
(8.10D)  5up = 2(1— ) o (1— )02 (b—3Ko) (1 Y2 (k- 3K.))
(3.10c) T = dvy(1—hy)2(1—hy_x ) 0o (k) wo(k—K,) w}(k—3K.,)
(8.10d) (—la)zk= 4vy(1—-hy)? (l—hk+K.) wo(k)wo(k‘*'Kz)w:(k’{'%Ka)'

We substitute (3.14) into (3.4) and observe that the “#-trick” will not work
directly: we must first rewrite the a-terms as (x, — «)-terms, as before.
The contribution from Y4;J ;. follows directly from (2.28): it is just

(3.15) EJ dtge totiTaln (It tngtow’®) f, J o TT T (, )
kJo a>0

To obtain the contribution to (3.4) of the v, 4,B, term in (3.14) we use
exactly the same procedure as we did before in going from (2.21) to (2.23)

and obtain:
go(n,,, a,,,).f,,,,r[ <0|exp(3Trin(1 — M)l (vad o Batv_0d_oB_s)
(3.16) pza

+ F(x, Ay Bo)F(B, 40 By) exp[4g By1I0>
where F(«, A9B,) is defined by:

F(a, AyB,) = exp{(mz—0z) (V2 AeBa+v_ad_sB_4)}

(3.17) - f(:2v,4,B,v_oA_,B_,)exp{d} Bt + A*, Bt }.

The relevant integral for the (x, — «) term in (3.16) is:
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f :° dt, f :° Aot (Ut + Vo)
(3.18) « exXp{(y — 04) (Vala + V_al_o) } F(P2 0,8, 0_ot_,)
= 20‘,(1 - va[na - O‘,]) I‘)?(a'r AOBO)

and the relevant integral for the (f, — g) term in (3.16) is just (2.26).
For the v,A2B,B_,(v,Bs A, A_,) term in (3.14) we use a similar proce-
dure, but now in the expansion of

exp{— £,4%v, B, B_,}exp{— %, Blv,4,4_,}

the #'®(n 4 1'*) term in the expansion of the first exponential combines
with the (#4-1)"® (#') term in the expansion of the second exponential,
and we obtain the contribution to (3.4):

Z - T((zlk)Jkk(— T(—la)w'fkk) 11 (0{exp[%Tr In(1—M,)]
(3.19) =>° b
- 22, + Fy(a, AgBo) F(B, A, B,) exp {4} By1|0)
where F,(a, A¢B,) is defined by:

Fl(aﬁ AOBO) = exp{(na'"o'a) (vaAaBa+v—aA—aB—¢)}

(3.20) - f(22v,4,B,v_yA_,B_,)exp{d} Bf + A*,B*,}
and

) s
(3.21) h@) == 2 T

and the relevant integrals are

2 (" ® ~ta—t_« —
z fo at, J; dt_,e exp{(ms — 0,) (Vala+v_at_a)}
(3.22) * f (T3 Vatav_at_a)

27202
= — 2% 2, 4,B,)

for the (x, — a) term, and (2.26):
(3.23) I3(B, 40 B,)

for the (B, — B) term.
Combining the results obtained so far and then applying the ‘““¢-trick” on
the A4,B, term, we have:
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<0l615]615+|0> =3 J * dt, gt E Tt (1+20, 8 10,2 (k)
xJo

: {hkjkkagrl(“: L) +a§o[(ﬁak — Gag)

(324) ‘ 2va(1 - va[na - 0',]) I'IZ (a" to) Jkk
2:202
+ 22 T2 )| T 208, 0)

B#a
where %, is defined by:

(3.25) Top = 7o) + 5.

In our expression for {(J> ((3.2)), we require the ratio of the integrals
(3.24) and (2.28). “State 0" is the condensed state with v, > 1, so both
integrals can be evaluated approximately by the saddle point method.
Iy («, t,) [in (2.28)], and the terms in the curly brackets [in (3.24)] are
functions of #,; however, compared with the exponential factor, these terms
are slowly varying functions of #,; therefore, to a first approximation, the
saddle point for both integrals is £y nax 2) (called ?, henceforth). With this
approximation (J) is given approximately by (taking the sum over all
a # 0 instead of « > 0):

(3.26) D= g fixJae + Tr(WJ) + Tr(h"J)
where 4’ and A" are defined by:

(3.27a) CRIB|RS = 8y whie

and

(3.27b) CRIB R Y = S4 g' Bz

where

(3.27¢) hor = (ar — Gaz) (2, 8y) + Tard(x, %)
3.279) Tles o) = = i[nj u—[y;:])zo—a]r):vﬁ
and

(3.27¢) Aoy by) = as

fa{(l - va[na - GGJ)z - TZ'I)& ’
The terms Y7y Je, Tr(#'J) and Tr(%”J) in (3.26) can be interpreted as
3 (33 In(1 + 2uplywed(R)) — 4} takes its maximum value at fy = fymax = Ny, Where N,

is the number of Bose-condensed pairs and N, is proportional to the volume of the box
(see paper C).
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the contributions from: (1) the unpaired particles, (2) the condensed
pairs (i.e. the pairs occupying ‘state 0’), and (3) the non-condensed pairs
(i.e. the pairs occupying the ‘states o’ « = 0), respectively.

We note that since a macroscopic number of particles occupy the ground
state (footnote 2), we expect that the contribution from any one non-
condensed state should be negligible compared with the contribution from
the condensed state. A simple volume dependence check in fact shows that
hy~ 1 and A, ~ 1/V, where V is the volume of the container. However,
a large number of non-condensed states (~ V') contribute, so that finally
the two contributions Tr(#'J) and Tr(k”J) are comparable.

Finally, for extreme condensation (i.e. all pairs occupy ‘state 0’), Tr (4" J)
vanishes and (3.26) reduces to E; 4.24.

4. Expectation values of two-particle operators

The expectation value of the two-particle operator

(4.1) K = z Klml’m’ a.l'- a; am; al,

i g

is given by E; 2.12;

{0jePRW ef’*lO)
<0jePeP+|0)

{0|ePReP+|0>

(0lePePH0y

<K = 2 (Ktm,lm_Kml,lm)ﬁlﬁ'm_‘l'
(4.2) i,m

where the quantities K and KW are as in E; (K is a one-particle operator,
so it is under control).

A reduction of the numerator of the last term in (4.2) was carried out in
paper Ey;, the final result being (E 3.26):

C0lePReP+|0y = <Olexp{} Tr In(1 — M)} [Try(pK)

4.3 _—
( ) + E(%, K'/)ﬂ)‘/vavﬂAaBﬁ] exp(R+)|0)
where
(4.4a) Tr,(#K) = 2 miplV m YK i
mlpllm’y = G\ — | Iy ¢m ‘_Ajflj 'y
(4.4b)

——(l

’ —M ’
| i‘__M‘l)
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(4.4c) (¥ar Kyy) = mZm}pa (& M) e pa (V' 1)

and

(44d) ol m) = o {<z

| P m— | = ).
Using the results of section 2 (4.3) becomes:
<0lePReP+0) = (Olexp{} Tr In(1—M,) + 3'{(7s — 0a)va 44 Ba
(4.5) —3%,9,(A2B,B_,+ BgAaj‘l_a)}} - [Try(pK)
+Z v Ryy)Vv.0,4.By) - exp{Z 41 BI}0).

In keeping with our approximation we desire an expansion of:

(4.6) Tro(bR) + 3 (v, Rys)V0u3, 4.5,
to first order in v,, where again, only terms of type (3.8) in (4.6) contribute
to (4.5).

For the first term in (4.6) we use the expansion (3.6) for — M/1 — M
and (3.14); and obtain the “effective’” form

S {8, (4 i +- P )

iml'm
1 1
4.7 ! M. U
@) + 4 M | 1
1 1 ! i ’
< m l—MoMll-— - m)—(le}K,,m,',m

where, %,; is defined by:
(4.8) hy = (R —6,)v.4:B,— 1R v, A B, B_, — %), v,B}A,4_,
and it is understood that the second term in (4.7) in its final form will
contain only terms of type (3.8).
For the second term in (4.6) we use the expansion (3.5) for 1/1 — M in
(4.4d) and obtain:
va(l,m) = 274 (1 —h)gu(l, m) — (1 —hp)ga(m, 1)]
+ 2'*2 [(1—2) UM, |RD (1 — hy)ga (B, )
(4.9) - (1—- P )X\ (1 — Pr) @ (£, 2)]
+ oo
=y m) +92 (1 m) + 9P (1, m) +
(2)

where ${® contains no terms in v,, ${V contains only term linear in v}, 9}
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contains only terms linear in w,, etc..... The “effective’”’ form of the
second term in (4.6) is then:

®, Ry{)v,4,B _|_z (9, Ry!9Vv,4,B,
+Z{ (0) Kw‘”)\/vov Ay B, + (v, Ry®)Vv,v,4, B,

+(,P(1) Ry®) V0,40 By + (v, Ry Vv,0,4, By}
+ (), Ry vo 4o By + (v, Ry®)vy A4 By + (pil), RyiM)vy 44 B,

(4.10)

where it is again understood that the last seven terms in (4.10) in their
final forms will contain only terms of type (3.8).

We then substitute (4.7) and (4.10) into (4.5) and using the methods
developed in section 3, we obtain finally, after an extremely tedious calcula-
tion:

K) =~ 2 (Kim,im — Kmt, tm) iy + Tr (A" KW) 4- Try(p' K)

Fouta(y, Ry) -+ Te(4"R) + Try (")
+ S0, RS+ (732, Rl?) + (o0, K

+ (Y’éi, Ry + (¢8), RO%) + (452, KQR2)}

(4.11)

where we have used the following definitions:

(4.128.) <lm|p ll,m > - (6ll'6mm lm' 6ml')hlhm
(4'12b) <lm|?"|l'm > = 2 (halm,l'm'_halm,m’l')

halm, vm = {L(e, &) tof’u) - w4 (2, to)P(l) (—llm}‘sz 1-K, O ,m+K,
(4.12c) + {T'(, t0)toP ) Dlom + A (e, 10) DX Do 00, 11k, Ot m-k.

+ (Bilomt Py 5 )0y O 2)
(412d) PR = 2V (L —h,) (1 — g )0 (0 —K,)w, (| — 3K.)
4.12¢) PP = 2V (1 —hy) (1 =k ) wo(l) wa (0 + 3K,)
(4.12f) 9O m) =6, _ 21 —h)w,()
(4.12) 9P (, m) = Sy g1 27H{(1 —h)) + (1 —hg, )} 0o (0 — $Ko)
(4.12h) i3 (l m) = DR pulk, M) Oy, 1k, — D Pulks 1)Ok, mi,
(4.12i) gL}l m) = p @a(k, m)0,1-k, — Dl Pk, 1)k, m—k,

3 p—g is obtained from p, by replacing Ky by —Kq, and ¢g,—4 is obtained from g¢g, o
by replacing pq by p-a and K4 by —Kg,.
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W5 (0 m) = Ry g0+ 50l (1, m) (o, 1) 85,0

(4.12) + g5l m)V ooty Tw, to) — g o, m) Vg A(m ) )
(G,i=12:8=0,q)

(4.12k) Pim = Voto{(Zns — I (e, 2) + T A(a, 8)301 -

(4.121) B = 274G, 45, 1) wo ()

(4.12m) T = 277, + 7, _))w,(l)

{4.12n) To= 23,4+ 7, _)we(l)

(4.120) QG (L, m) = voto{gia (1, m)[ (e, bo)to+ 95)—o (1, m)A (@, o)} %)

(G1=12)

The terms of (4.11) can be interpreted as follows (E;): The first term is
the conventional Hartree-Fock expectation value over the single particle
distribution; the second and fifth terms arise from the interactions between
single particles and particles within condensed correlated pairs, and between
single particles and particles within non-condensed correlated pairs respec-
tively; the third and fourth, and the sixth and seventh terms arise from the
interaction between particles, both of which are members of, condensed
correlated pairs, and non-condensed correlated pairs respectively.

Again, a simple volume dependence check shows that the contribution
from any one non-condensed state is negligible compared with the contri-
bution from the condensed state, but that finally, all terms in (4.11) are
comparable.

Further, for extreme condensation, the fifth, sixth and seventh terms of
(4.11) vanish and we are left with E; 5.274) as required.

5. Discussion

We start by considering a special case of (3.1), namely, [y = 64t 1€
the number operator:

(6.1) N = ata,
k

(3.26) then gives the expectation value:
(5.2) {N > =~ % h + ; ho

and we can interpret

3 See footnote on the preceding page.

¢ y in paper E; (E;5.19) is related to . through ¢ = \/votolp:)'”.
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(5.3) Ny =3 ho
)

as the number of non-condensed pairs in state «. We point out that

(5.4 Noo 20, o (%), )
va

in disagreement with remarks made in paper E;;. However, the disagree-
ment is not the result of any error in calculation but is, rather, an immediate
consequence of the fact that v, was treated differently from v, in our approx-
imation procedure. The interpretation (5.3) is nonetheless reasonable
— there is still condensation and each non-condensed pair state still contri-
butes an amount of relative order 1/V (see the remarks following (3.26)
and (4.11)) as required.

Interpreting our results within the framework of Bogoliubov’s theory [8]
we observe that the non-condensed pairs are different from Bogoliubov’s
“elementary excitations” (which are similar to our unpaired particles),
but are analogous to his ““collective excitations”. The ““collective excitations”
in Bogoliubov's original theory were found necessary to establish a gauge-
invariant Meissner effect ([9]); in the quasi-chemical equilibrium theory,
as well as in a later version of Bogoliubov’s theory, the condensed pairs
alone suffice ([10]).

The assumption of complete condensation is applicable only in the limit
of zero temperature. At any finite temperature, we expect to find some
‘normal’ pairs, as well as some unpaired particles. This paper is a step to-
wards the practical evaluation of the formalism for non-zero temperatures.
The most restrictive assumption in the present paper is that of ““simple
pairs”’, (1.1). Although this assumption is awkward, it now turns out to be
less seriously restrictive than was supposed earlier ([10}). Zumino [11]
has proved a theorem to the effect that an arbitrary pair wave function
¢(k,, ky) can be transformed into a ““simple pair’’ form by introducing trans-
formed single-particle states |m) which are linear combinations of the states
|#>. If the same transformation can also be used for the unpaired particles,
simple pairing becomes an acceptable assumption. In particular, a simple
pairing calculation can be gauge-invariant, provided we make the appro-
priate gauge transformation on the single-particle states |&).

The practical evaluation of the formalism for non-zero temperatures must
be done in a self-consistent fashion, and for this we require not only expecta-

§ It is easy to show that

9 d
Ne = [200 5 + (2050, ] (P20
within our approximation.
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tion values of one-particle and two-particle operators over the density
matrix %, but also the value of Tr(% In %). The former have been evaluated
for the general case in paper E;;, and more specific expressions have been
obtained in the present paper. But the calculation of Tr(#% In %) has not yet
been completed. It is hoped that we will be able to report on this problem
at a later date.
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