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The Bogoliubov-Zubarev (BZ) formulation of the superfluid Bose liquid in terms of density as a
collective variable leads to a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (H g;) for describing the elementary
excitations. An appropriate mathematical framework for dealing with non-Hermitian operators is here
employed for the first time to develop schemes for studying the elementary excitations of the Bose
liquid. The energies of the ground and the first excited states associated with Hpy; in “perturbation”
theory are derived. A consistent scattering theory appropriate to H y; is also given from which the
two-roton scattering amplitude in the leading order of “perturbation” theory is explicitly deduced. A
finite-temperature Green’s-function theory is also presented. These results are shown to be equivalent to
those based on the Sunakawa Hamiltonian. Results for the energy spectrum are also shown to be
equivalent with those evaluated by means of a variation-perturbation procedure based on the method of

correlated basis functions in the uniform limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1941, with remarkable insight, Landau' pro-
posed the now well-known excitation spectrum of
superfluid liquid helium as a microscopic explana-
tion of the two-fluid model.? The experimental ob-
servations® are in qualitative agreement with Lan-
dau’s conjecture for all momenta up to the roton
region, while for larger momenta the spectrum
flattens out into a plateau region as was proposed
by Pitaevskii,* instead of following a free-parti-
cle-like spectrum. Also, it was found that there
are two branches in the spectrum of excitations.®
There are several first-principles microscopic
theories all of whose aim is to derive the Landau
spectrum; they may broadly be classified into two
types. One, which employs a particle description,
was initiated by Bogoliubov® in 1947. This theory
was based on a weakly interacting system of Bose
particles as a model for the liquid and deduced
essentially the Landau spectrum by assuming that
there is a finite fraction of the atoms in the zero
momentum condensate. The second class of theo-
ries employs a collective description of the fluid,
using density as a variable. Here, we may divide
such theories into two subclasses. Feynman and
Cohen® in 1956 suggested a variational procedure
for computing the Landau spectrum, which brought
forth important ideas about the structure of the
wave function for a strongly correlated system
such as liquid helium. This led to the concept of
“back flow” as a physical description of the spec-
trum near the roton region, even though the actual
comparison with the experimental result near this
region is not satisfactory. The principles of the
Feynman-Cohen theory have culminated into a very
sophisticated formalism pioneered by Feenberg,’
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known as the “correlated-basis-function” approach.
The other subclass of theories is a field theory
which employs density as a collective variable to
describe a liquid; such a theory was first advanced
by Bogoliubov and Zubarev® (BZ) in 1955. This
theory obtained the same spectrum as was derived
by Bogoliubov before,® but without the appearance
of the number of atoms in the zero momentum con-
densate in the expression for the Landau spectrum.
But the unpalatable feature of this theory (which
perhaps also explains why not much development
in this direction took place) is that it led to a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian for describing the collective
excitations of the system. This work is, however,
remarkable in that the associated wave function in
this description was shown by these authors to
have the same appearance as Feynman-Cohen’s
variational wave function. Also, they explained
how to reconcile the result that the single-particle
spectrum® and the density-fluctuation spectrum?®
could be the same for long wavelengths. Later,
Gavoret and Nozieres® proved that the one-particle
spectrum and the density-fluctuation spectrum for
-a superfluid liquid are identical to all orders in
perturbation theory, in the long-wavelength limit.

While all these theories are in qualitative agree-
ment with the experimental spectrum up to the
roton region,® none of them could explain the pla-
teau region and the second branch, until 1970 when
Ruvalds and Zawadowski'® advanced an ingenious
explanation involving two-roton bound states. In
the Feynman language, for momenta larger than
the roton momentum, multiple-roton excitations
ought to become an important process; Ruvalds
and Zawadowski gave a procedure to deal with such
processes, including final-state interactions.

The first attempt at connecting the various dif-
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ferent approaches to the theory of a many-boson
system was made in particular for a charged Bose
gas. Brueckner!! evaluated the ground-state ener-
gy through second order by summing one- and two-
ring diagrams in the Bogoliubov occupation-num-
ber representation.® Lee!? showed this to be equiv-
alent to that obtained by the method of correlated
basis functions (CBF) in the uniform limit.” This
fact is remarkable in that the CBF result, which
relies on a variational description of the ground
state in the Bijl-Dingle-Jastrow (BDJ) type wave
function, is thus non-field-theoretic in approach
while the occupation number.representation is
field theoretic in nature. While the CBF result is
valid in the uniform limit (the radial distribution
function at the origin is not far from unity), the
other result is valid in the weak-coupling limit.

By calculating the leading order corrections to the
variational energy by a perturbation theory which
takes into account the three phonon contributions
absent in the BDJ wave functions,!® Lee!? has ex-
tended this analysis to other many-boson systems.

Connections with the collective-variable approach
of Bogoliubov and Zubarev® to the CBF results was
first considered by Berdahl and Lee.!* They ex-
plicitly showed the equivalence of the second-order
corrections to the ground-state energy obtained by
BZ® with the results obtained from a variational
perturbation formalism in the uniform limit. They
also compared the wave functions obtained from
these two methods, but since they did not take into
account the non-Hermiticity of the BZ Hamilto-
nian, the connection seems less than satisfying.
Lee!® has also considered the extension of the BZ
formalism to the energy spectrum for elementary
excitations. He has, by an incorrect formalism,
attempted to calculate the second-order correc-
tions to the Bogoliubov excitation spectrum. He
does write what seems to be the correct second-
order energy shift but its derivation is incorrect
as shown here. Using this energy shift, he has
shown that the results agree completely with a
CBF variational-perturbation theory in the uniform
limit. Thus with our demonstration of the connec-
tion of the Sunakawa results to those of BZ, we
deduce their equivalence to the CBF theories.

It should be noted that all previous attempts to
show equivalence between various theories have
been concerned with calculating the ground and
first excited states through second order in per-
turbation theory. In view of the recent discussion
of the existence of the bound-roton pairs by Ru-
valds and Zawadowski,'° it is important to consider
also the equivalence of the two-roton scattering
amplitude, calculated by the use of different for-
malisms. This has in fact been done in this paper
for the BZ and Sunakawa Hamiltonians.

Our concern in the present paper is to develop a
practical mathematical procedure for dealing with
the Bogoliubov-Zubarev Hamiltonian. The reasons
for this are best explained by reviewing briefly
the theories of superfluid liquid helium, using the
collective description. The Bogoliubov and Zuba-
rev® paper contains many new concepts, both math-
ematical and physical. The idea of using density
as a variable for describing the superfluid is very
physical but this means in mathematical terms
the introduction of a “wave functional” of density.
Chan and Valatin'® published an account of how one
can deal with such new functionals. The origin of
the non-Hermitian nature of the Hamiltonian was
explained by Bogoliubov and Zubarev as due to
their not employing a variable canonically conju-
gate to density. This immediately raised the ques-
tion whether one could introduce such a canonical-
ly conjugate variable or whether one should refor-
mulate the collective-variable approach differently.
Hiroike'” reformulated the BZ approach and suc-
cessfully obtained a Hermitian Hamiltonian which
contained an infinite series of interaction terms in
contrast to the BZ Hamiltonian and with an arbi-
trary cutoff wave-vector to ensure conservation
of particle density. A more successful approach
was proposed by Sunakawa and co-workers'® who
sought a canonical conjugate variable to density.
This formulation also led to a Hermitian Hamil-
tonian but with an infinite series of interaction
terms. It turns out that the conjugate variable is
the “velocity operator” for the fluid' but the math-
ematical existence of such an operator has been
seriously questioned by many. See, for instance,
a recent discussion of this aspect by Kobe and
Coomer.'® Inthe more recent works, Sunakawa
uses a projection operator to derive the Hamil-
tonian in terms of the density and the velocity
operators. The success of the Sunakawa theory
(S) is that by using a model for the potential of
interaction between two helium atoms, the spec-
trum of the excitations in liquid helium has been
numerically computed and seems to be in fair
agreement with the experimental results including
the multibranch spectrum. Similar numerical
agreement with experimental results is obtained
also by the Feenberg school. Moreover, the theo-
ry of two-roton scattering amplitude based on the
S formalism has been developed by Rajagopal,
Bagchi, and Ruvalds?® and they find some evidence
for the attractive two-roton interaction postulated
by Ruvalds and Zawadowski'® earlier as a mech-
anism to explain the spectrum beyond the roton
momentum region. Straley®! has recently reviewed
many of these theories and concluded that the BZ
approach is perhaps the best collective-variable
approach but pointed out that there seems to be no



available mathematical method of dealing with the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. He argued that the
BZ theory is similar in some respects to the Dy-
son theory? of spin-wave interactions in the theo-
ry of the Heisenberg ferromagnet, where also a
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian plays a significant role.
We may add here in this connection that a Hermi-
tian Hamiltonian was derived by Holstein and
Primakoff?® which contained an infinite series of
interactions. In a sense, the S theory parallels
that of Holstein-Primakoff theory while the BZ
formalism parallels Dyson’s. Dyson developed a
mathematical method for dealing with his non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian by introducing an indefinite
metric. An essentially similar method is em-
ployed in the present paper, except that it has a
simpler structure because of the nature of the BZ
Hamiltonian.

Berdahl®** has developed another collective-vari-
able theory employing density as a variable but
phase as its conjugate. He has shown that in par-
ticular there are two equivalent combinations of
these, one leading to the non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian. The latter, he finds is identical to the S Ham-
iltonian, since the gradient of the phase operator
turns out to be velocity operator of S. We may also
point out that the density and phase operators lead-
ing to a Hermitian Hamiltonian was developed
earlier by Nishiyama.?® Berdahl related the two
Hamiltonians by a canonical, nonunitary trans-
formation, which he finds to be the “weight fac-
tor” derived by Chan and Valatin'® required to
make Hyz Hermitian. Using his Hermitian Hamil-
tonian, which is also an infinite series, Berdahl
proved through second order that the ground-state
energy of the system is identical to those obtained
by BZ, CBF, and Bogoliubov’s original formula-
tion. We may remark here that the Hermitian
formulation leads to apparent divergences in all
orders of perturbation theory whereas no such di-
vergences appear in our approach presented in this
paper.

The method employed in the present paper exists
in the mathematical literature?® and has been for-
mally employed on two occasions that we know of
in many-body physics.*"?®* We give an outline of
the formalism in Sec. IT and develop “perturbation”
theory appropriate to H;,. We compute the ground-
state energy and the spectrum of the one excitation
up to “second order.” The latter was computed by
BZ® and more recently again by Berdahl and Lee'¥;
the former by Lee.'®* Lee used a trick employed
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by BZ and we show how this works only for the
ground state and not for the excited states. Our
results for the ground state agree with the BZ
method'* and disagree with Lee’s!® for the first
excited state. In Sec. III we develop an appropriate
scattering theory and deduce from it to leading
order, the roton-roton scattering amplitude, as
this quantity is of importance in any theory of
superfluid liquid helium. In Sec. IV, a finite-tem-
perature theory is outlined. Lee in Refs. 14 and
15 tried to relate the BZ results with the correlat-
ed-basis-function (CBF) approach, and similar
results based on other theories, by comparing
only the ground- and excited-state energies. In
Sec. V we compare our results with those obtained
in the S formalism. Section VI contains explicit
proofs of the equivalence of both the energy spec-
trum and the scattering amplitude. In Sec. VII we
discuss the relationship with CBF results. We
summarize our results in Sec. VIII. In an Appen-
dix, a formal attempt to relate the S approach and
the BZ approach is outlined, which may elucidate
some of the features of the two theories.

II. METHOD OF ANALYSIS FOR THE SPECTRUM OF Hy;

Following Berdahl and Lee,'* we write Hg; in the
following form:

Hy, =H,+H, . 1)
Here
H,=E5+)  E()b}b,, (a)
k

EB:=1 -1)pV(E =0 _E f (l-l )2 a’k
0=z -1)pV(e =0) P Egk) _ka en®’

(2b)

~‘;izkz _ 4mpV(k)\ -1/2

EB(k)-zmAk, >t,,_<1+—ﬁzk2 ) , @c)

in their notation. p=N/Q, the number density, and
V() is the Fourier transform of the interatomic
(He*) potential. A, is the lowest-order approxima-
tion to the experimentally measured structure fac-
tor S().!* The b,, b} are operators obeying the
usual boson commutation rules. The interacting
part of Hyz;, namely, H,, is written in 2 more sym-
metric form than those given elsewhere, and is
non-Hermitian:

H, = Z 6i1+ kp+ k3,0 [Ygs)oexkzks) bklbkzbk3 + 7(bs) (oyke k) b'lrublzb‘;aa + Yg)(klkzks) bllb -k2b -rg T 7{13)(k1k2k3) bt—kg,btkzbkl] ’

R1,k2,k3
(ki s =0)

®)
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with
n2 > >
Y ik k) “%4m (Nx'hlhkzhh3)-l/2 E (&, - kp) (4 +1) (A, + 1)7‘»3 ’ @3a)
P(123)
h—2 - -
)Xba)(klkzka) =m (,lellkzhks)-l/z Z: (k1 ° kg)(}‘-kl = 1)(Ah2 - 1))‘1:3 ) (3b)
P(123)

[P(123) here stands for the three cyclic permutation of (¢, ks, %3]

POk k) =:7 VA hph )™/ (g O 1) O + D+ [, - T, (4, +1) + g KDy, O + 1104, = 10}

=symmetric in (kz, k3) ’

and

B3c)

vk koks) =§ﬁr—; Vg 2 2 ) 2 Ry T) O = 1) gy = D, +[ (&, =TI (1, = 1) + i T My, (g — 1], +1)}

=symmetric in (,, ;) .

Note that this Hamiltonian is complete and does
not contain higher-order interaction terms in con-
trast to the Sunakawa'® theory.

An outline of the derivation of this Hamiltonian
is not given here as they may be found in the re-
cent papers of Straley? and Berdahl and Lee.!*
The latter authors calculated the ground-state en-
ergy and Lee!® calculated the energy of the first
excited state of Hg; up to second order in H,, in
perturbation theory, by a procedure outlined origi-
nally by Bogoliubov and Zubarev.® This procedure
is questionable in view of the non-Hermitian char-
acter of H,, and so we here give a formulation
appropriate to this problem. The basis for this
formulation may be found in Ref. 26 (to which the
reader is referred to for details), and we quote
here only the relevant parts of the formal theory.
One may also refer to Schwinger?® for an applica-
tion of this to quantum mechanics in general. Ac-
cording to this, if the eigenfunctions of Hy, and
H}, are “simple,” i.e., obey the equations

Hgy, |¥) =E|¥), or equivalently, (¥|H], =(¥|E*,
and 4)
($|Hy, =(B|E*, or equivalently, H},|®)=E|®),

(the star denoting complex conjugate) and if the
ranges of (Hy, —E) and (H), -E) are closed, then,
the set of eigenvalues E,E,, ... of Hy, are also
the eigenvalues of HJZ and the corresponding eigen-
functions |¥)), [¥,), ... and (&,],(3,],... of H;
together form a biorthogonal, complete set, i.e.,
(ém"pn> =6m._n’ 1 =Z>n I\II"> (6'!" a'nd <‘I;nlém> =6m.ﬂ’
1= |2, (¥,|. This is a simpler version of the
general theory of non-Hermitian operators, which

(3d)

r

seemed to us to suffice for our purposes. We
assume that the ranges of (Hy, —E) and HJ,-E)
are closed and also seek only “simple” eigenfunc-
tions as above. These assumptions seem reason-
able to us, as they parallel closely the theory of
the Hermitian operators. Moreover, based on
these assumptions, we develop a method of com-
puting the eigenvalues of both Hy, and Hy, which
we will show explicitly to be equal,confirming
post facto the correctness of the assumption.
Also, the eigenvalues then admit of the usual in-
terpretation of being “energy eigenvalues.”

We thus see that a complete theory can be devel-
oped either by using |¥) and Hy, in conjunction
with (8|, or by using |®) and HJ, in conjunction
with (¥|. This aspect also leads to a consistent
definition of the Heisenberg representation for op-
erators acting in the appropriate spaces. We shall
make use of this in Sec. IV for developing a
Green’s-function theory based on A, .

The scheme is almost suggestive at once because
the H, part of Hg; is Hermitian with the structure
of the Hamiltonian for the uncoupled set of oscil-
lators. Hence, we have a vacuum state |0) with
energy EZ and such that

b,|0)=0. ®)
Its adjoint is of course (0|=(0| because H, is
Hermitian and has the property

(0] =0. ©)

Also, the set of states of H, form a complete set
which we shall therefore use to set up a perturba-
tion scheme for Hz, . We have the following well-
known facts:

(0[b, 5,110y =35, 4, (7a)
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( OIb»IbazbJIb{glO) = 0y, 5100505 + 6k1,k56k2,k() s
(o)

etc.
We note that

<0|an|0>=<ongle> =Eg . 8)

We first develop perturbation theories of both the
Rayleigh-Schrédinger (RS) and the Brillouin-Wig-
ner (BW) types in a general fashion. It is impor-
tant to note that our result should lead to the same
value of E and E in any given order, so that our
assumption is borne out.

A. Modified Rayleigh-Schrodinger perturbation
method for Hgz

Consider the equations

HBZ ,‘I‘n) =En,‘1’n> ’
i ©)
ng [¢n> =Eu|(bn> )

Here n stands for the nth excited state. We treat
H, as a perturbation on H, and so we write
o) = )+ )+ - (10)
E,=EQ+ED 4+ ;
&) =[80) +|&)+- -+, 1)
E,=E@+E® 4+ ;

and we obtain from (9), (10) and (11) the equations:

Hy-EDNED) =0,
H, -EDIND) + @, ~ED)¥ D) =0,
Hy-EPNP) + @, -ED)E D) ~EP|¥() =0,
12)
etc.
H,-ED2D) =0,
(Ho ~ED)|2D) + (] -ED)|@D) =0,
Ho ~ED)[@D) + @] -ED)|2Y) ~ED|@D ) =0,
13)
ete.
From the first of Eqs. (12) and (13), since H, is
Hermitian, |¢'”) and ($.?| are just n free-oscil-
lator states with their energies equal:
n
e = n b},10)[Permfs, , }/2=|2Q),
=1
14)

n -~
(&,21=(0] ] &y, [Perm{,, , /2 =¥,
=1

and

E©=EO* = ile,,(k,) +E2.

Clearly (${?| is the adjoint state of [¥{?) and this
enables further simplification, as will be seen be-
low. Perm{ék‘_'k j} stands for the permanent of the
Kronecker delta’s Bki_kj. From (12) and (13), we
immediately obtain

EM =(37H, ¥ (),
E®=(¥0| ]| 15)
=E’(.l)* :
the last statement follows in view of the above ob-
servation. Since H, (and H ;‘ ) is a cubic polynomial
in b and b7, and since the oscillator states of dif-

ferent occupation of levels are mutually orthogo-
nal, we see that

EM=0=EM. (16)
Also,
P .
&) “EO -H, H,|¥(), (17a)
n
FAOIIESC)! P
<@n "(Qn |H1 Eioi_ ’ (17b)
n 0

where P stands for a projection operator which
excludes the [¥(?), (3] states:

P=1-|u{y (o). (18)
The second-order “energy”’ can now be obtained:
- P

EP =(&"H, zror - Hal¥i”), (192)
n 1]

5@ =30 gt — £ 1160

En _< n IHI EJOS -H 1 lén )
n 0

=E*. (19p)

The last equation follows because of the simple

structure of (®{”| and [¥{?). Since the entire p
oscillator states form a complete set, one could
write these explicitly:

EP =2 (R0, M) (8 |6,]¥D)
{2}

xE® -E)T, (20)

where the primes indicate exclusion of the z-par-
ticle intermediate states. Two examples should
suffice to display these results.

a. Ground-state enevgy. Here n =0, and so

P
E =(0|H, g =g, 110 -

From (3) we know that p can only be a three-par-
ticle state arising from the 56756761 and 665 terms
in H,. Since E{® =EZ we obtain
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EF =(0] D Ofuirfo,50p,baghag?s lrkeoks) €F = Ho) ™ 3 8frfisky s Ol BBLotY (iki)|0)

g s
=-6 Z 6§1+Fg+‘§3.374(13) (k1k2k3)71(:3) (oykeoks)[E 5 (k,) +E 5(k,) "’Ea(ks)]-l . @1)
Ry .k .kg
—

Explicitly this is seen to be E{?), as well as real.

This result is in agreement with Berdahl and Lee.!*
b. First excited state. Here
() =5710), (2|=(0lp,,
E=EZ+E k),

B T T

R1,R3,R3 B, ko.kg

Egz) =<0|ka1 —(U)l)_'_be;rIO) .
E” -H,

Carrying this out explicitly, we observe that

H 5|0y would involve only the ¥{® and y{® terms
in H,, whereas (0|b,H, would involve only the ¥*
and ¥» terms in H,. We obtain finally:

0% kgt 5 5 R Lo R ae ks, 3V (R1REIVEY (o oR ) E g R) +E 5 ;) +E g (k)] ™

x (0Ibkbkibhébkéb;,bgzblabﬂm +P Z Z OF + T+ KO OT 14T 4TS

’ ’

Ry k3 kysky

XY DY (b e )E () ~E 5 1) = E ko) (0l _ygb_y0T,,1,,10)

In view of the symmetry properties of the ¥’s and the inner products, we obtain finally,

E@=-6 >

R1.k2
(ky+Ry%0)

yfl3)[klk2 - (k], +k2)] 'ygS)[klkZ - @l +k2)][EB(kl) +EB(k2) +EB (kl +k2)]—l

+2P ), vV I[kk, - (& +k) ]V [kE, ~ (& +E,)[E (k) ~E ;) —E gk +k,)]™*

Ry (=-R)

—18 Y ¥ I[kk, - & +k))]¥®[kk, — (& +k,)][E () +E 5 ,) +E gk +£,)] ",
ky

=E{ +e,(k).

In the above equations, P stands for the principal
value.

A similar procedure leads to the result that
E®=E®. It should be pointed out that in view of
the structures of ¥(3’s, these expressions are con-
vergent because A, ~1 for k- .

Lee'? missed the last term because the BZ
scheme® cannot be applied in a straightforward
manner to [¥,). This is because he substituted
|w{y from the second equation in (12), into the
third equation and then equated coefficients of |k)
instead of taking its inner product with (&|; but
then he incorrectly supplied the last term from the
first double sum by extracting the terms for which
ky, ky — (e, +k,) equal 2. A comparison of (21) and
(22) shows that the first term here is just E{?.

(22)

B. Modified Brillouin-Wigner perturbation
method for Hgz

For the sake of future development we will here
outline a Brillouin-Wigner type of perturbation
method for Hy,. We first write Eq. (9) in the form

(HO—En)I‘I’n>=—H1|'I’n>’ (9')
(I{O _E~n)|¢n> = —H;rl@") .
Let us take the inner product of these equations
with the appropriate p-particle states of the “non-
interacting” bosons governed by H:

EP" ~E X8 |¥,) == (' |H,|¥,)

- and
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E ~E)(F|8,) =~ (¥ |H]|2,) . (23)

Here (&{”| and (¥| are p-particle states with
different momenta % labels than those in |¥,) and
|®,), respectively. If the k labels are the same,
we denote them by covresponding symbols without
the prime. Let us choose the normalization

(3N =1=(F0l2,) . (24)
Then we obtain, from (23),
E,=E{” +(27|H,|¥,),
E,=EQ +(¥D|H]|2,) .

25)

Now, we use the completeness of {p}-oscillator
states to write |¥,) in the following form:

[Ty =" [E50") (252" W,
{»}

=[w(+ 3 ) (25|,
{p}=n

and from (23), we obtain

[y =+ > 1w
{p}=n

x(3'|H, ¥ ) E, - E"), (262)
E,=E;” +(3,7|H,|¥;7)

+ E (“i"(.O)IHll‘I’;O)')(‘I’;o)'lHll\Il") (E"_Ego):)-l i

{p}=n
(26b)

The sum here on{p} indicates integration over the
corresponding momenta variables also. One may
iterate (26a) to obtain the usual type BW series in
H,. Exactly similar analysis leads to an equation
for |®,) involving HS. To second order, for ex-
ample, one has the BW equation for the eigenval-
ues:

E,=E +(3O|H W)+ 3 (21H,|¥")

{p}=n
X(®§ |H, ¥ OVE, -ES")?, @7)
B, =EQ +(¥O\H][8®y+ > (¥O|H]|8")
{P }#n
x (| HT |8P) E, -E{)1. @8)

As shown in the previous discussion, (&{ |H,|¥{”)
=0=(¥O|H]|®©), and because of the other prop-
erties, noted earlier, one can only deduce that

E¥ and E, obey the same transcendental equation.
To second order in H,, using the properties of the
matrix elements, one can write down the equa-

tions for the ground- and excited-state energies
E,and E, as before, and because of the structure
of ¥3’s we may note that E, and E, may indeed be
the same as E, and E,. We shall not discuss this
formulation any further.

III. SCATTERING THEORY BASED ON Hpz

An elegant formulation of scattering theory in a
general fashion may be given via the Lippmann-
Schwinger (LS) equation for the T matrix.®® A
suitable modification of this theory is given here
for our purposes. The fact that one has a “bi-
orthogonal expansion” in terms of {|¥), (8|} or
{|®), (¥[} for a simple operator (with closed ranges)
enables us to express the resolvent operator
associated with Hy, or H, in the form

Ge)=Y o) Eo—2)(8al,
: (29)
Ge)= ) |%a) Eq-2) ¥l ,
o
where z is a complex number, and a stands for a

set of labels characterizing the “eigenstates” of
Hgy; or HY, . Equivalently, we have,

(HBZ_Z)G(Z)=1 =G(Z)(Haz—2),
Hl, -2)66)=1=Ce)W}, -2).

Let us introduce the resolvent operator associated
with the Hermitian-part H:

(30)

Hy=2)Gole)=1=G,)H,-2). (31)
Rewriting Hg;=H,+H,, we have an equation for G:

G@)=Gok)+Go)H,G) . 32)
Introduce a T operator in the usual way,

G@)=G,()+G,(e) T ) Gole), 33)

so that if |¥,) is an initial state and_(@,l is a final
state, the scattering amplitude is (®,|T|¥,) with
z taken to be the energy of the initial (or the final)
state. From (33) and (32) one has a LS equation:

T(z)=H,+H,G,(z)T (). 34)

Had we used the right-hand side of the Eq. (30) we
would have an equivalent T operator, denoted for

the sake of clarity T, which would obey the equa-

tion

T@)=H} +T@)G,k)H], (34')
corresponding to
and

GE)=G,)+Goz)T2)G,oe) - 33")
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These two formulations should yield the same phys-
ical scattering amplitude for this theory to be of
any physical significance for our problem, when
one calculates (\I7f|1~’i<b,>. As in our perturbation
scheme, this can be verified term by term for the
Born-type series for T and 7.3

As an example, we compute the two-roton scat-
tering amplitude?® from 7 (z). The initial state is

¥,y =b1b].10), (35a)
and the final state is
(841 =(0[byyodpr s q#0,(k" ~k) and k+E’ (35b)

Since H, is cubic in b, bT operators, the first term
in (34) would yield zero. So, we iterate (34) once

J

and consider the new equation as our starting
point:

T=H,+H,Gy+H,)+H,G,H,)G,T . (35¢)

In Ref. 20, ($,|H, G H,[¥;) was calculated based
on a Hamiltonian due to Sunakawa etal.'® This ef-
fort is motivated by recent conjectures on the na-
ture of the roton-roton coupling, especially since
it has been demonstrated!® that an arbitrarily weak
attractive coupling gives a bound state of two ro-
tons.

In Sec. V, this expression will be shown to be
identical to that derived in Ref. 20. We give here
the expression for (&,|H,G,H,|¥,) whose deriva-
tion is straightforward:

(B4 H,2oH W) = iA?’Z), (36a)
i=1
APD =4y +k'  —k,=F')YD (B +R =k —q,~F +q)[Eg(R) +Ey(t') =E (& +£')] ™, (36b)
AP =4Ok’ ~q,q,~ k' )Y (b, g, -k =q)[Egk) ~E 5k +q) ~E ()], (36¢)
AB2= 4O ('~ g, =k +q)Yk +q,~ g, ~R)E (') ~E5 (&' —q) ~E 5(g)]™", (36d)
AB2=4/D @)~k —q, k' +k +q)yDE —q, =k, —k' +q+R)Ezk')~Egt +q) —E g =k +q)]7*, (36e)
APP=4Dp, q k', ~k+k =q)YPk +q, =k, k=g +k')Egk) =E(t’ —q) ~Ep(k -k +¢)], (361)
and
AP =36y Pk —q,k+q, =k =k )Y e, k', ~k —E")Eg(k +k') +Ep(k +q) +E &' —q)]™* . (36g)

Here we have made use of the permutation symmetries of )/3)’s.

IV. FINITE-TEMPERATURE THEORY BASED ON Hpz

In order to develop a finite-temperature theory,
we must define the statistical operator P, as-
sociated with Hy,. Formally this can be done be-
cause we have assumed that the ranges of (Hp;
-E) and (H}, - E) are closed, so that we have the
eigenvalues of Hy, and H}, the same. Thus,

Poy=3 [¥,)e @, |, B=1/kT. (37)

n

With respect to this P,,, the thermodynamic aver-

ages of physical quantities may be defined:
(X) =TrPy,X/TrP,,, (38a)

where

TrA= ) (%,]A[¥,). (38b)

It should again be stressed that the biorthogonal

i
set of states must be used consistently, as in the
definition (38b) of the trace. Henceforth we shall
use the set {|¥,), (&,|}; we could of course use the
equivalent set {|®,), (¥, [}.

The finite-temperature theory is best developed
via the introduction of the temperature-dependent
Green’s function. We will first define the “Heisen-
berg representation” of b, and b} introduced in
Sec. II by observing that in the Schrddinger rep-
resentation, the equations of motion of a one-
particle state are

i 5 1 0) = Hyg [¥,0),
(39a)
. d = -
~ih 3 (8,8)| =(&,t)|Hy, -

Equivalently,
¥, @)y =e =Bzt M| GO . (& ()] =(3,(0)| e #B2t/,

(39Db)
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Proceeding in the usual way to construct opera-
tors in the Heisenberg representation, we obtain
the time dependence of an arbitrary operator in
the {|¥), (2|} space:

.. d ., 9

lh'd—i O”(t) =Zh_3—t O”(t) +[O”(t)’ Hy; ]- s (40)
where

0, (t)=e'BzthQ () ~tHBZt M| (41)

with O,(t), the operator in the Schrédinger repre-
sentation. [A, B]_ in (40) represents the commu-
tator, (AB -~ BA). Had we chosen to employ the
operator defined in the complementary space,

{|®), (¥]}, the equations (40) and (41) would contain
Hy, instead of Hy; . As stated in Sec. II, the final
results in either development should be equivalent.
We can now define the Green’s functions in a con-
sistent fashion, for example, the one-boson
Green’s function may be defined as

- |

Ok, ka, =k = ka)y Ok, ke, =k — ky)

y 147 = Il{lo [b (t)b‘r’(t')]i,}
kty k PL & R R 42
th—g( t t ) T { op} ( )

where [ ], indicates the time-ordering symbol. In
a fairly straightforward way, we can show [by
working in terms of the states of Hy,, {IQ), (\I'/'I} or
H}, {|¥), (3]} if one employed the operators acting
on the appropriate space], the usual properties

of § (kt; k’t’) indicate that it is a function of (¢ —=#')
and that it obeys the periodicity condition in the
complex time domain. One can then proceed to de-
velop the Fourier-series representation, etc., as
for the usual temperature-dependent Green’s func-
tion.** The Dyson equations obeyed by g follows
by using (40). We must bear in mind the state-
ments made in Sec. II concerning the properties of
|,y and ($,|. As an illustration we shall write
down here, without derivation, the expression for
the excitation energy for the uniform system in
second order in (V)~1/2;

ZOk; E (k)= 18 3 L2
k2

E g(k) +E g(k,) +E g(k +k,)

[1 +ng(k,) +n5(k +E,)]

(3) (3)
ye(k, k2, —k — ka)ys(k, k2, —k = k»
*2p kzz: Ep(k) —Ep(k;) — E 5k +F)

L[t 4,0k 4,k +2,)]

(3) b - (3) -k -
—4p Z Ye (kZ, k) R kz))’d (k2, k’ k kz) [na(kz) —nB(k +k2)] . (43)
k2

Eg(k) +Eg(k +Ek,) - E g(k,)

This is the finite-temperature version of Eq. (22).
Here n4(k)=[expBE (k) - 1]". Straley®! has writ-
ten down “formally” a Green’s-function theory of
Hg, for T=0°K. The analysis given above is not
only a derivation of it but also an extension for

T +#0 °K. As the Hamiltonian describes only irrota-
tional flow, the finite-temperature extension given
here is only valid when the superfluid density is
much greater than the normal fluid density, i.e.,
T<0.5°K.'" 3%

V. THE SUNAKAWA HAMILTONIAN

In the BZ formalism, one introduced the collec-
tive coordinate

N - -
p=N"V23 7 et i (k+0), (44)

i=1

and expressed the Hamiltonian in terms of p,.
Finally, creation and destruction operators are
defined and the Hamiltonian is expressed in the
form of Eqs. (1)-(3). Because of the problems
that arise due to the non-Hermiticity of the Hamil-
tonian, several authors have considered alternate
derivations of the Hamiltonian.

Sunakawa etf al.'® have obtained a completely

F

Hermitian, but an infinite-series Hamiltonian by
introducing a “velocity operator” v, which is
canonically conjugate to p,. By introducing a
projection operator, Sunakawa was able to write
the Hamiltonian in terms of these canonically
conjugate pair of operators. One then introduces
the boson creation and annihilation operators, B,
and B¥*, for the “excitations” of the He* liquid,
when the fluid is assumed to be irrotational,

Pr= (Ak)l/z(Bk +BY,),

v, =4nk(,)"V%(B_, - BY). (45)
The Hamiltonian can then be written as (following
notation introduced in Ref. 20):

H=H,+H,, (46)

H,=EB+ 3" E,(k)B%B,. (47)
k

From the manner in which b, and b were intro-
duced in the BZ formalism, it is evident that the
BZ Hamiltonian also describes an irrotational
Bose fluid.

The interaction Hamiltonian A, is an infinite
series in powers of N™V2 in this formalism. The
first two terms are of importance here and are
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given by

3)
HY= 3 [e9(kk,)B} BY B, _,.
k)1 Ry (%0)
ﬁ(’l*k.z #0)

+g9(k,k,)B* B, ]+[H.c.],

(48)

where we observe that the g, are related to the

B*
"‘2 kytky

H(q)- Z {[gm(k kzq)(Bk1+G kz—aBtsz* +4B’:1+q

-rg+aBryBr,)] +[H.

AND G. S. GREST 10

Y ’s of Hy,:

Dk ,k,) = [y Ryky) +Y R Rykes)] (49a)

g9k ky) = L [YE R kyks) +y PR RoES)] (49Db)
with

ky=—k, —k,. (49¢)

The biquadratic interaction can be written as

c.] +6g5)(k,k,q) B *ia :E-UBszk‘}

ki kg4
(=0)
+h§2 {(Bme M, +1)(B, B_, B,ZB,,2+§)>+[H.¢.]], (50)
where
g9k k,q) =% gy Aagmarighe) 2[RE + B2+ +3 - (K, -K;)]. (51)

One property of this Hamiltonian is worth noting
here. HY has the interesting property that, for-
mally,

HY=4(H, +H]), (52)

where H, is the interaction part of Hy,, and H{ is
the Hermitian conjugate of H,. This property will
be very useful in proving equivalences in Sec. VI.
In Eq. (50) the terms BB, B*B*, B*B arise from
normal ordering of operators, and their coeffi-
cients are seen to be divergent. In actual calcula-

tions of physical quantities, we will
J

lgQ@upa)

later show that these are canceled by similar

divergences arising from terms elsewhere. The
zeroth-order eigenfunctions and eigenvalues for
the low-lying excited state with a single elementary
excitation are given by

[¥9) = |ky=B*|0), (53)
EQ) =EB+Eg (k). (54)

Using standard Rayleigh-Schrddinger perturbation
theory, the first-order shift in the energy is zero
but the second-order shift is

(g9 (kk,)]?

@) = _ -
P80 L B B+ 8D 2 B Eglly) +Eph Ry

) —Eg(kz) —Ea(k +k2)

(3) kkz) 2
+2P E R0 (LY
3

where

+(k|HP R,

(55a)

<k|Hm'k>'M Z (oA ph + 25 00,05 +1p Xy P3) + h_ M Z P, & +Kp)? #0000 B3] (05 ==p1 = P2) - (55b)

Eq. (55b) has been written in a completely sym-
metric form which will be more convenient for
later calculations. Separating out the second-
order shift to the ground-state energy, E® one
can write down the 2-dependent second-order
shift to the Bogoliubov excitation spectrum,

E? =E®@ +¢, (k). (56)

@)= _ [e&pipa)
ER=0  E G0 +Eon) + £y 752

hz 2 2 2
*18mN ?—:é()‘h)‘»zp 3t A A1t R0, 07)
.

(57a)
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. [gkk,)
€,u(k) = -18 Z Eo(8) +E (k) + Bk 755)
lg (k)

2P
* é: Ey(k) = Eplk;) — Ep(k +k;)
it -
+m A, kz: [)Lhz(ﬁ +k,)? +)‘h+kzk§] . (57b)
2

It should be noted that Kebukawa'® has recently
obtained the second-order correction to the ele-
mentary excitation energy using RS perturbation
theory involving H(Ia) only and obtained a divergent
result. The last term in (57b) arises from the
normal-ordering terms in HY, and as will be
soon evident, these are necessary to cancel the
divergence found by Kebukawa.

By similar means, it is possible to calculate the
scattering amplitude for two rotons which have
initial momenta % and 2’ going into a final state
with momenta & +q and &’ —g. HY is treated in
first order while H®, in second order, and one
thus keeps track of the equivalent processes com-
pletely. The initial state is

|¥;)=B}B} [0)= |k, k') (58a)

J

and final state is
|¥,)=B%, Bt _|0)=|k+q,k" - q), (58b)

where q#(0,k -k’), and 2#%’. To lowest order,
the scattering amplitude for the two-roton scatter-
ing is given by

(k+q, k' —q|T|k, k)=, |HY +HNE - H,)'HP|¥,)
=(¥, [T,®,) +(‘I’f|Ts [, .

(59)

Here, E=E (k) +Ey(k’)=Eg(k +q) +Egz(k' —q). The
calculation was done in Ref. 20, and one may refer
to this paper for the final expression.

As an interesting example of the usefulness of
this last formulation, consider the special case
of two-roton scattering into two rotons. In center-
of-mass frame where k +k’ =0 and ¢ is such that
|k+4| = |k’ -q| =k,, where k, is the momentum at
the roton minimum, we have A;=0=A4, and

(& +a, k' ~q| Ty |k, k') =22 I*K/mN, (60)

where |k +d| =k, implies 2k -q +¢>=0. After some
algebra, it can be shown that the total scattering
amplitude is

B\opra

mN

- <A§oh'2k§> l:l B2, /kf,+%q2 (-3 qz))z

" BmEEE (0) \ X%

If one now follows Ref. 20, and uses the experi-
mental excitation energy and structure factor,

T is in fact less than zero for all values of ¢ and
therefore this process has an attractive com-
ponent. This is quite suggestive of a bound state
for the process as was first surmised by Ruvalds
and Zawadowski.!® The actual strength of the in-
teraction is in fact too strong and renormalization
of vertices and roton propagators become impor-
tant. For a complete discussion of this point see
Ref. 20.

V1. PROOF OF EQUIVALENCE
A. Energy spectrum

In this section, we compare the results for the

energy spectrum of elementary excitations derived

from the BZ Hamiltonian in Sec. II with those de-

- 2 1 (
8mEZE (2L +q) (3"’0‘2‘12 MY

GeiOY)

]

—

rived in Sec. V for the Sunakawa Hamiltonian. The
second-order shift to the ground-state energy,

Eq. (57a) can be shown to be equal to the BZ re-
sult, Eq. (21), but this proof is similar to the
proof of equivalence of the shift in the Bogoliubov
excitation spectrum and therefore will not be
shown. Substituting Eq. (49a) and (49b) into (57b)
and identifying €,;,(k) of Eq. (22), we have

(3), 2 [ (3), ]z
€2s(k)=%fznz(k) —% Z [Ya (k ey, )] e (k ey, )
k2

E g(k) +E g(ky) +E y(ks)

1 [’)’23)(,2, kz; ks)]z +7§3)(k7 kzz k&)]z
*+2P Af‘; Epk) —E (k) — E (k)

2
-
T8mN %: (g 5 +0, R2), with kg=—k, —F.
(62)

This result can be simplified using the following identities which can be proved after some straightforward

algebra:

YOk, by, k)T +[¥ A, Ry, k3) TP =29k, kg, Rg)y AR, ko, B5)

h—z
Tom

¥ [Ep(k) +E g(k,) + E g(ks) |00, B3 + 1,0, B3 + 0, 0, FP) (63a)
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YOk, kg, k3) P + [vS R, gy 3) T =

n?
+8mN (E
Substituting (63a) and (63b) into (62), we obtain

2y, by, ka) YAk, Ry, k)

(k) = Ep(ky) — Eg(Rs)|(0, A, B* = N2, RS = 0, K3) - (63b)

i n?
€a4(R) = €an (B) — 1o D A B AN B A, D) TomN D M P = A0, B = A0, D)
ky Ry

ﬁz
T8mN E ()t’*k’*zkg +Akkk3k§) ’
ko

and thus we clearly obtain
€5,(R) = €,5,(R) . (65)

This demonstrates the explicit equivalence of the
second-order corrections to the Bogoliubov ex-
citation energy. Since Hy; is non-Hermitian, it
is worth noting that no such equivalence for the
wave functions is expected. Moreover, in view
of the remarks made earlier, ¢, (k) is conver-
gent.’® By a similar analysis, it can be shown
that the self-energy calculated to second order
for finite temperatures in both the BZ and S
theories are equivalent.

B. Scattering amplitude

As shown in Sec. III, if the BZ Hamiltonian is to
describe a real system, then the scattering ampli-
tude must satisfy the property that

(k+q, k' = q|HYGHY |k, k')
=(k+q, k'~ q|HY G HP" |k, k') . (86)

It is the intent of this subsection to not only prove

J

3 A EA .

i=1

(64)

r

Eq. (66) but also show its equivalence with the
corresponding result obtained in Ref. 20 for the
Sunakawa Hamiltonian. We will in fact show that
Egs. (362)—(36g) and this expression are equivalent
and the proof of (66) will then become self-evident.
Two identities are needed:

y,; (k by, ky) = g(a)(k, k,) £ %(N-lkkxkzkks)yz

X[Eg(k) = Egll,) = Eg(ky)],
(67a)
(k by, ks) = g9k, By) FH (N TN, N, )Y 2
X[Eg(k) +Eg(ky) +E z(kj)].
(67b)

When these two expressions are substituted into
Eq. (36) and use is made of energy conservation
it is found that after a great deal of algebra, that
each A?? can be written in terms of A, given in
Ref. 20 plus other terms. When the sum over all
the six A®? is performed, many terms cancel
and one is left with the following result:

o O sty <0 VNGB (@) Xy Bk =B +0) #3564 R)]

=Z (mmm VR R+ 4G & -]

6
=Y A +24g9k, k', q);
i=1

therefore the scattering amplitude for two-roton
scattering through second order computed from
the two Hamiltonians is equivalent. Equation (66)
can be proved by a similar process and will not
be shown here.

VII. COMPARISON WITH CBF RESULTS

The present analysis of the two collective-
variable approaches to the theory of many-boson

(68)

r

systems is of particular interest in that further

connections to other theories are also possible.

The other major technique for many-boson sys-
tems is the theory of correlated basis functions.
When perturbative corrections are added to the

BDJ wave functions to take into account the sec-
ond-order energy generated by the three-phonon
components, Lee'® has shown that the excitation
energy is given by
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ED(k)=Ep(k) + €, (k) +€,,(k) (69a)

2E5(k) [ s 2%
u(h)=-§ied) [ a, ( o)1 -n,),
(69b)

__N Ak, | (=ky, =k | OH |R) |2
elp("’)'2(2103@ P f EB(zk)—EB(kj—EE(ka)

N d’ky |k, by, ks | 8H [0) ]2

T2@2m)%p Y/ E (k) +E (k) +E (k) ’
(69¢)
and Lee made the observation
(=kyy —ky | OH | k) = 2k, by, ks) (70a)
(k, by, by | 6H |0) = 6Y0)k, ko, 3) (70b)

where the matrix elements have been evaluated
with use of the convolution approximation for the
three-particle distribution function. Lee' has
shown that (69a)-(69¢c) and the k-dependent part
of (22) are equivalent.

VIII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

The main objective of this paper was to set up a
mathematical procedure for calculating physical
quantities of interest from the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian derived by Bogoliubov and Zubarev.?
We have set up a perturbation scheme for cal-
culating both the energies and scattering ampli-
tudes using the complete, orthonormal states of
the Hermitian part of H,,, treating the non-
Hermitian part as a perturbation. We have also
set up a finite-temperature Green’s-function

J

9Ok, p, ~k =)Dk, p, ~k = p)
[Eg(R) +E,(p) +E(p +R)T

S(k)=x,+4x, D
4

theory by suitably defining the statistical operator .
and the Heisenberg equations of motion. With
this, we hope to have answered the queries of
Hiroike!” and Straley.*!

We show that the energies for the ground-, and
first excited states, the temperature-dependent
self-energy of a boson, and two-roton scattering
amplitudes obtained in Rayleigh-Schrddinger
perturbation theory are completely equivalent to
the corresponding results computed in the second
order from the Sunakawa formalism. In the Suna-
kawa formalism, one develops the Hamiltonian
operator to a given order in N ~V2 and then carries
out the usual perturbation calculation to an ap-
propriate order in N~V2, It thus appears that our
scheme involving Hy, is simpler in its structure
because it is not an infinite series. Also the co-
efficients appearing in the interaction part of the
Hamiltonian are not divergent as in the S theory.

A major problem in these field theoretic ap-
proaches is the appearance of A,, since this de-
pends on the poorly known interaction potential,
V(k). A numerical evaluation of physical quanti-
ties of interest therefore becomes difficult. The
only hope is that ), is the lowest-order approxi-
mation to the experimentally measurable structure
factor, S(k), and this must somehow be exploited
in the actual numerical computations. S(k) is de-

fined by

S(k) = (G lpp%lGY/G1G), (71)

Where |G) is exact ground state of Hy; and (G| its
counterpart. Expanding |G), (G| to order (1/N),
we have

von, 3 2y =k = p1YPNes p, =k = p) o)
) 4

=X, +5,(R) .

This expression does not agree with the result de-
rived by Lee.?

Since it is well known that E (k) = #%k*/2m S(k)
gives the correct sound velocity for liquid helium,®
it is interesting to examine if the corrections to
EB(k) using our formalism agree with this result.
From Eq. (22),

E(k) = E (k) + €,(k) +O(1/N?)

=EF(k)+Z”}j (Al 's?%;?)) +&,(R) (13)
N 1:3
=Ep(k) +E (k) Silk) | & (k).

Ay

(k’Pa -k —P)')’:(:a)(k;P, —klﬂ) +O(-1—>
[Eg(R) +E5(p) +E5(p +R)]E 5(B)

N2

(72)

In the long-wavelength limit, the last two terms
can be reduced further using the expressions
given above, and we find

E(k) ~E.(k) +(1/N)O(®) . (74)

Thus E (k) derived from the BZ or S formalism
approaches the Feynman expression, E.(k), for
k-0, as it should. It should be noted from (72)
that A, does not have the same slope as S(k) for
k-0, as has been assumed by Sunakawa ef al.'®
The problem now reduces to finding a good model
for the helium-helium potential, or equivalently
A, so that both S(k) and E(k) can be calculated

3
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theoretically and compared with their experimen-
tal values in detail.
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APPENDIX

In this Appendix, we outline a transformation
method which to a desired order in (N"¥2) can
make the Hamiltonian Hg, Hermitian, by intro-
ducing a canonical but nonunitary transformation
of the operators b,, b} into a new set of boson op-
erators B,, Bf. b] may be considered as the
formal adjoint of b,, whereas B} is the Hermitian
conjugate of B,. With this distinction, we seek a
polynomial transformation between b,, b}, and B,,
B}:

+ P{®k,kyks) BY, B,

+P(2"3)(k1k2k3)3’,',‘23_k3 +P(2"“)(k1k2k3)3§33_k2 ] oo, (A1)

- > >

o S

t = RB* -2
b"L B"1+N Z Ep(k))

Ry, kg

[P(Zbl)(klksz)B-sz'—ka + P2k, ko) B t.BEs

+ P kykyk) BY, B + PPk ko) BY By ]+ (A2)

B,, B% are assumed to obey also the Bose commuta-
tion rules as do b,,b). It is obvious that this con-
nection must be an infinite-series relationship.
Writing

Hp; = %(HBZ +H§z) +3(Hp, -H;Z)

=Hy+Hyy,

(A3)

we seek the undetermined coefficients in (A1) and
(A2) to be such that to each order in (N“/z), the
non-Hermitian part is canceled out, leaving it to be
one order higher in (N"V?) only. For instance,
carrying this out to first order in (N~V2) is at

once easily accomplished and this leads us to the
Sunakawa Hamiltonian to order (N~¥?) in B,, B}
with the non-Hermitian residue of order (N~¥2)2,
The choice of P, B in (A1), (A2) that accom-
plishes this is

PNk, kykeg) = = POV(k, oykes)
=Yk kykg) =¥k Rks)
—Pe(k,kyky) = POk, kykes)
=y ks, k) = v ks, k,)
~Pk,kyks) = POk, by ks)

=yNkyksk,) — v koksky)

and

P(zal)(klkzks) = 'P(zbz)(k1kzk3)
=y Ok, kyks) = VO (R, Reoks) - (A4)

From (A1), (A2) and (A4) we observe that the
adjoint of (A1) differs from (A2) by terms of

order (N“/ %) and higher. Proceeding in this way
we can, in principle, obtain a Hermitian Hamil-
tonian from Hy,. This has the following conse-
quence. The commutation rules between b,, 5}

will have operator corrections of order (N -V %) and
higher, contrary to the originally proposed com-
mutation relations, but which will cancel out when
higher-order terms are included. This establishes
a point about Hy; and the other Hermitian formula-
tions, namely, thatthe Hermitianversions will all be
an infinite series and Hy; perhaps involves really
a set of more complicated operators b,, b,{ than
was originally intended. Noting that the non-Her-
miticity in the BZ formalism arises from intro-
duction’ of 8/8p,, we choose to associate b, as
being the formal adjoint of b,, to differentiate it
fromthe Hermitian adjoint operator. Hiroike!! es-
sentially tried to set upa‘“Hermitian” counterpart of
3/8p, by introducing the Jacobian of transformation

fromthe coordinates to the p, variables, andthis
turned out to be a series in W~!/2). Qur demon-
stration here indicates a basic formal reason for
Hermitian, infinite-series Hamiltonians as com-
pared to the simple, non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
of BZ.
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