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G enuine phase di�usion ofa B ose-Einstein condensate in the m icrocanonical

ensem ble: A classical�eld study

A. Sinatra and Y. Castin
Laboratoire K astler Brossel, Ecole Norm ale Sup�erieure,

UPM C and CNRS, 24 rue Lhom ond, 75231 Paris Cedex 05, France

W ithin the classical�eld m odel,we �nd thatthe phase ofa Bose-Einstein condensate undergoes

a truedi�usivem otion in them icrocanonicalensem ble,thevarianceofthecondensatephasechange

between tim e zero and tim e tgrowing linearly in t. The phase di�usion coe�cientobeysa sim ple

scaling law in the double therm odynam ic and Bogoliubov lim it.W e constructan approxim ate cal-

culation ofthedi�usion coe�cient,in fairagreem entwith thenum ericalresultsovertheconsidered

tem perature range,and we extend thisapproxim ate calculation to the quantum �eld.

PACS num bers:03.75.K k,03.75.Pp

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Phase coherence is one ofthe m ost prom inent prop-

ertiesofBose-Einstein condensates,relevantforapplica-

tionsofcondensatesin m etrology and quantum inform a-

tion [1]. The issue ofcondensate phase dynam ics and

phase spreading atzero tem perature due to interactions

has been extensively studied in theory [2]and experi-

m ents[3,4,5]. There isa renewed interestin thisissue

oftem poralphase coherence due to the recent studies

in low dim ensionalquasicondensates,both experim en-

tally [6, 7,8]and theoretically [9]. The present work

addressestheproblem ofthedeterm ination offundam en-

tallim itsofphasecoherencein a true threedim ensional

Bose-Einstein condensatesatnon zero tem perature.

Thee�ectof�nitetem peratureon phasecoherencein

a Josephson junction realized by a condensate trapped

in a double wellpotentialhas been studied in [10]and

[11].Thesituation isdi�erentwhen thetwo condensates

areseparated.In thiscasethere isno restoring forcefor

the relative phase which then evolves independently in

thetwo BECs[12].Thee�ectofthetem peraturein this

case,jointto the e�ectofthe interactions,isto provide

a spreading in tim e ofthe relativephase.

In a previous work [13],we considered a condensate

prepared in an equilibrium statein thecanonicalensem -

ble.In thatcasewecould show using ergodicity thatthe

phasechangeofthecondensateduringatim ethasavari-

ance which growsproportionally to t2. In other words,

the condensate phase spreading in the canonicalensem -

bleisballistic[14]and notdi�usive[15,16,17,18].Aswe

could calculatein [13]using an ergodictheory,thecoe�-

cientofthissuper-di�usivetherm alspreading ispropor-

tionaltothevarianceoftheenergyin theconsideredequi-

librium state.Ifwe now suppressthe 
uctuationsofen-

ergyin theinitialstate,by m ovingfrom thecanonicalen-

sem bletothem icrocanonicalensem ble,theballisticther-

m alspreading disappears and one m ay expect that the

condensate phase undergoesa genuine di�usion in tim e.

In the presentwork weshow thatthisisindeed thecase

and we study this genuine phase di�usion num erically

within the classical�eld m odel[19,20,21,22,23,24]

described in section II. The num ericalresults are pre-

sented in section III,and their analysis shows the exis-

tence ofsim ple scaling laws and ofan universalcurve

giving the phase di�usion coe�cientin the double ther-

m odynam icallim it (N ! 1 ,volum e V ! 1 density

� = constant)and Bogoliubov lim it (N ! 1 ,coupling

constantg ! 0,N g = constant).In section IV wederive

an aproxim ate form ula forthe di�usion coe�cient,that

we com pare to the num ericalresults and that we also

extend to the quantum �eld.W e concludein section V.

II. C LA SSIC A L FIELD M O D EL A N D

N U M ER IC A L P R O C ED U R E

W e consider a lattice m odelfor a classical�eld  (r)

in three dim ensions. The lattice spacings are l1,l2,l3
along the three directions ofspace and dV = l1l2l3 is

the volum e ofthe unit cellin the lattice. W e enclose

the atom ic �eld in a spatialbox ofsizesL 1,L2,L3 and

volum eV = L1L2L3,with periodicboundary conditions.

To guaranteee�cientergodicity in thesystem wechoose

non com m ensurablesquarelengthsin the ratio L2
1 :L

2
2 :

L2
3 =

p
2 :(1+

p
5)=2:

p
3.Thelatticespacingssquared

l21,l
2
2,l

2
3 arein the sam eratio.

The�eld  m ay be expanded overthe planewaves

 (r)=
X

k

ak
eik�r
p
V

; (1)

where k is restricted to the �rst Brillouin zone, k� 2

[� �=l�;�=l�[and �labelsthe directionsofspace.

W eassum ethat,in therealphysicalsystem ,thetotal

num ber ofatom s is �xed,equalto N . In the classical

�eld m odel,this�xesthe norm squared ofthe �eld:

dV
X

r

j (r)j2 = N : (2)

Equivalently the density ofthe system

�=
N

V
(3)
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is�xed foreach realization ofthe�eld.Theevolution of

the �eld isgoverned by the Ham iltonian

H =
X

k

~E ka
�
kak +

g

2

X

r

dV  
�(r) �(r) (r) (r); (4)

where ~E k isthedispersion relation ofthenon-interacting

waves,and thebinaryinteraction between particlesin the

realgasisre
ected in the classical�eld m odelby a �eld

self-interaction with a coupling constant

g =
4��h

2
a

m
; (5)

wherea isthe s-wavescattering length oftwo atom s.

Asa m atterofa factweuseherethesam ere�nem ent

asin [13]consisting in m odifying the dispersion relation

in orderto obtain forthe idealgasthe correctquantum

valuesofthe m ean occupation num bersatequipartition

1

e��h
2k2=2m � 1

=
kB T

~E k

: (6)

However we do not expect this to have a large im pact

hereasweputa cut-o� atan energy oftheorderofkB T.

M oreprecisely wechoosethenum berofthelatticepoints

in a tem peraturedependentway,such thatthem axim al

Bogoliubov energy on the lattice isequalto kB T:

m axk [(�h
2
k
2
=2m )(2�g+ �h

2
k
2
=2m )]1=2 = kB T : (7)

Thediscretized �eld hasthefollowingPoisson brackets

i�hf (r1); 
�(r2)g =

�r1 ;r2

dV
(8)

wherethePoisson bracketsaresuch thatdf=dt= ff;H g

fora tim e-independentfunctionalf ofthe �eld  . The

�eld then evolves according to the non linear equation

[25]

i�h@t =

�

kB T

�

exp

�

� �
�h
2

2m
�

�

� 1

�

+ gj (r;t)j2
�

 :

(9)

W eintroducethedensity and thephaseoftheconden-

satem ode

a0 = e
i�
p
N 0 : (10)

Thequantity ofinterestisthevarianceofthecondensate

phasechangeduring t:

Var’(t)= h’(t)2 i� h’(t)i2 (11)

where

’(t)= �(t)� �(0): (12)

Theaveragesaretaken overstochasticrealizationsofthe

classical�eld,astheinitial�eld sam plesthem icrocanon-

icalensem ble with an energy E . For convenience,we

param etrizethem icrocanonicalensem bleby thetem per-

ature T such that the m ean energy ofthe �eld in the

canonicalensem bleattem peratureT isequalto E .

To generate the stochastic initialvalues ofthe clas-

sical�eld we proceed as follows. (i) First we generate

1000 stochastic �eldsin the canonicalensem ble attem -

perature T, as explained in [13], and we com pute the

average energy of the �eld hE ican and its root m ean

squared 
uctuations�=
p
VarE .(ii)W egenerateother

�elds,stillin the canonicalensem ble,and we�lterthem

keeping only realizations with an energy E such that

jE � hE icanj� 0:01�=2.(iii)W eleteach �eld evolvefor

som etim eintervalwith theEq.(9)toelim inatetransients

dueto thefactthattheBogoliubov approxim ation,used

in the sam pling,doesnotproduce an exactly stationary

distribution. Afterthis‘therm alization’period we start

calculating the relevant observables,as  evolves with

the sam e equation (9). In practice this equation is in-

tegrated num erically with the FFT splitting technique.

Theensem bleofdata reported herehasrequired a CPU

tim eofabouttwo yearson IntelXeon Q uad Core3 G Hz

processors.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S A N D SC A LIN G

LAW S

The �rstim portantresultthatwe obtain isthe di�u-

sivebehaviorofthe condensatephase.In Fig.1 weshow

an exam pleofnum ericaldata.From bottom to top,�ve

valuesofkB T=�g arepresented fora constantnum berof

atom sN = 2:36� 106.The wavy line with errorbarsis

the phase variance as a function oftim e obtained with

about1200stochasticrealizations[26].Thesolid lineisa

linear�tfrom which wededucethevalueofthedi�usion

coe�cient,

Var’(t)
t! 1
� 2D t: (13)

The di�usive behavior of the condensate phase is

strictly related to thelong tim ebehaviorofthetim ecor-

relation function C ofthecondensatephasederivative _’,

C(jt0� t
00j)= h_’(t0)_’(t00)i� h_’(t0)ih_’(t00)i; (14)

where we used the factthatC dependsonly on jt0� t00j

fora steady stateclassical�eld.By writing’(t)in term s

ofitstim e derivative,oneobtains[13]

Var’(t)= 2t

Z t

0

d� C(�)� 2

Z t

0

d� �C(�): (15)

IfC(t)hasa non-zero lim it atlong tim es,asitwasthe

casein thecanonicalensem ble[13],Var’ growsquadrati-

callyin tim e.Here,in them icrocanonicalensem bleVar’

growslinearly in tim eand weexpectthatC(t)! 0 when

t ! 1 . An illustration ofthat,for two values ofthe

tem perature, is given in Fig.2 where, for convenience,
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FIG .1: Variance ofthe condensate phase change ’(t) as a

function oftim e. W avy line with error bars: Num ericalre-

sults. Solid lines: A linear �t. From bottom to top, the

reduced tem perature kB T=�g is 9.7, 13.2, 15.7, 19.6, 24.2.

The num ber of atom s is �xed to N = 2:37 � 10
6
. The

high energy cut-o� is �xed according to (7),on a grid 32
3
,

so thatthe tem perature slightly varies,from bottom to top:

kB T=(�h
2
=m V

2=3
) = 16864;16411;16212;16010;15854. The

tim e isin unitsofm V
2=3

=�h.

C(t)iscalculated with a sim pli�ed form ula forthephase

derivative[27]

�h _’ ’ � �g�
g

V

X

k6= 0

(~Uk + ~Vk)
2 jbkj

2
: (16)

In (16)thebk arethe�eld am plitudeson theBogoliubov

m odes[28].

W e now investigate num erically how the di�usion co-

e�cient scales in di�erent lim its. First we consider the

\Bogoliubov lim it" introduced in [29]

N ! 1 ; g ! 0 with N g = constant; (17)

the otherparam eters(V;l1;l2;l3;T)being �xed [30]. In

this lim it,the num ber ofnon condensed particles con-

vergesto a non zero valuewhilethenon condensed frac-

tion vanishes. The tim e evolution of the Bogoliubov

occupation num bers nk = jbkj
2 is then m ainly due to

term sin the interaction Ham iltonian which are cubic in

thenon condensed �eld am plitudeand linearin thecon-

densate am plitude and thus oforder � = g
p
N . Physi-

cally these cubic term sdescribe interactionsam ong Bo-

goliubov m odes such as Landau and Beliaev processes

[31,32,33,34],which are included in the classical�eld

m odel[19,20,22,23,35,36,37,38,39,41]. They lead

to evolution ratesofthenk oforder�
2.W ethusexpecta

phase di�usion coe�cientofthe sam e order� 2,which is

/ 1=N according to (17). Thisexpectation iscon�rm ed

num erically asweshow in Fig.3,wherewe�nd thatD N

isconstantwithin theerrorbarsovera factor5 variation

ofN and forthree considered tem peratures.

W enow investigatetheexistenceofatherm odynam ical

lim it for the quantity D N , given that the Bogoliubov

lim it is already reached. The therm odynam icallim it is

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
t [mV

2/3
/ h]

0

1

2

3

4

5

10
5  C

(t
)

(a)

0 1 2
t [mV

2/3
/ h]

0

50

100

150

10
5  C

(t
)

(b)

FIG .2:Correlation function C(t)ofthephasederivative _’(t)

given by thenon-oscillating approxim ation (16),asa function

oftim e.Solid line:Num ericalresults.D ashed line:Resultof

Bogoliubov theory.D ashed-dotted line:Prediction ofthepro-

jected G aussian approach ofsection IV.Thenum berofatom s

is�xed to N = 5� 10
6
,and theG ross-Pitaveskiichem icalpo-

tentialis�xed to �g = 700�h
2
=m V

2=3
.In (a)thetem perature

iskB T=(�h
2
=m V

2=3
)= 5469,with a grid size 18

3
. In (b)the

tem perature is kB T=(�h
2
=m V

2=3
) = 14054, with a grid size

30
3
.

de�ned asusualas

N ! 1 ; V ! 1 with �= constant; (18)

the otherparam eters(g;l1;l2;l3;T)being �xed.The re-

sultisshown in Fig.4 where D N isconstantwithin the

errorbars,overa factor5 ofvariation ofN and 4 con-

sidered tem peratures.

In what follows,using dim ensionalanalysis,we show

that for our cut-o� procedure (7), the dim ensionless

quantity �hD N =�g is a function of a single param eter

kB T=�g oncethe Bogoliubov and therm odynam icallim -

itsare reached. Six independentphysicalquantitiesare

presentin the m odel

f�h;m ;g;V ;kB T ;N g: (19)

Thelatticespacingsl1;l2;l3 arenotindependentparam -

eterssincetheirratiosare�xed and theirvalueisdeter-

m ined by (7)once the quantities(19)are�xed.Equiva-

lently wecan replaceg by �g and thevolum eV by kB Tc,

where Tc is the transition tem perature ofthe idealgas
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FIG .3: Scaling ofthe phase di�usion coe�cient in the Bo-

goliubov lim it(17),fora factor5 variation oftheatom num -

ber N . The G ross-Pitaevskiichem icalpotentialis �xed to

�g = 700�h
2
=m V

2=3
. Points with error bars: Sim ulation re-

sults. The lines connect the points with the sam e tem per-

ature. From bottom to top: kB T = 5469�h
2
=m V

2=3
with a

grid size 18
3
, kB T = 6606�h

2
=m V

2=3
with a grid size 20

3
,

kB T = 9231�h
2
=m V

2=3
with a grid size 24

3
.

0,0 5,0×10
-7

1,0×10
-6

1,5×10
-6

2,0×10
-6

2,5×10
-6

1/N

0

1

2
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2 
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D
 N

 /ρ
g

FIG .4: Scaling ofthephase di�usion coe�cientin thether-

m odynam ic lim it (18),for a factor 5 variation ofthe atom

num berN . Points with error bars: Sim ulation results. The

lines connect the points with the sam e kB T=�g. The points

m oston theleftofthe�gure,with N = 2:37� 10
6
,aretheones

ofFig.1,with a grid size 32
3
.The otherpointsare fora grid

size 24
3
(N = 10

6
)and fora grid size 18

3
(N = 4:22� 10

5
).

given by

�

�
2��h

2

m kB Tc

� 3=2

= �(3=2): (20)

W e then have

�hD N

�g
= f

�

�h;m ;�g;
kB Tc

�g
;
kB T

�g
;N

�

: (21)

Thethreequantities�h;m ;�g can berecom bined to form

a length,a tim e and a m ass which are three indepen-

dentdim ensioned quantities.Sincef and itsotherthree

variablesaredim ensionless,f doesnotdepend ofits�rst

three variables. In the therm odynam icallim it N ! 1

so the sixth variable off dropsout ofthe problem . In

the Bogoliubov lim it,kB Tc=�g ! 1 so that the forth

variableoff also drops.W e thusconclude that

�hD N

�g
= f

�
kB T

�g

�

: (22)

In Fig.5 weshow thegraph off asobtained by ourclas-

sical�eld m odelcollecting allthe sim ulation results of

Fig.4 and Fig.3.W ehaveused a log-log scalein Fig.5 to

revealthatthe function f isapproxim ately a powerlaw

in the considered rangeofkB T=�g.

10
k 

B
T / ρg

12 
h 

D
 N

 / 
ρg

208 9

5

0.5

FIG .5: Universalcurve for the rescaled phase di�usion co-

e�cient as a function ofk B T=�g in log-log scale. Sym bols

with errorbars:Sim ulation results.Circles:ResultsofFig.3.

Squares:ResultsofFig.4. The solid line connectsthe points

with the largest value ofN ofFig.4,plus the average ofthe

two points of Fig.3 with the lowest tem perature. D ashed-

dotted line with �lled diam onds:D
approx

from the projected

G aussian approach. The �k for the projected G aussian ap-

proach are calculated on the sam e discrete grids used in the

sim ulation pointsconnected by the solid line.

IV . P R O JEC T ED G A U SSIA N

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In this section we propose an approxim ate analytical

form ulaforthephasedi�usion coe�cientthatgivessom e

physicalinsightand can beextended tothequantum �eld

case.

A . C lassical�eld

W ewish to calculatetheintegralofa correlation func-

tion C(t)= hA(t)A(0)i� hA(t)ihA(0)iofan observableA

ofthe form

A =
X

k6= 0

A kjbkj
2
; (23)

wherebk aretheam plitudesofthe�eld overtheBogoli-

ubov m odes.W e thusintroduce the M � M covariance
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m atrix Q with m atrix elem ents

Q k;k0(t)= h�nk(t)�nk0(0)i (24)

where�nk = nk � �nk isthe
uctuation oftheoccupation

num berofthecorrespondingBogoliubovm odeand M =

V=(l1l2l3)� 1 isthe num berofBogoliubov m odes. O ne

thushas

C(t)= ~A � Q (t)~A (25)

where ~A isthe vectorofcom ponentsA k. Since the sys-

tem is described in this section by the m icrocanonical

ensem ble forthe Bogoliubov Ham iltonian,the m atrix Q

obeysthe relation

~�� Q =t~0 and Q~�= ~0; (26)

wherethe vector~�collectsthe Bogoliubov energies.

By usingthem icrocanonicalclassicalaverages[40]one

directly accessesthe t= 0 value ofthe m atrix Q ,

for k 6= k
0: Q k;k0(0)= �

�nk�nk0

M + 1
(27)

for k = k
0: Q k;k(0)= �n2k

M � 1

M + 1
: (28)

Rem arkably we can express this result in term s ofthe

resultonewould havein thecanonicalensem blewith av-

erageenergy equalto the m icrocanonicalenergy,adding

a projectorwhich suppressesenergy 
uctuations:

Q (0)=
M

M + 1
P
y
Q
G auss(0)P (29)

with

Pk;k0 = �k;k0 � �k�k0 : (30)

The vector ~� is adjointto the vector~� so thatP~� = ~0.

Itscom ponentsaregiven by

�k =
1

M �k
(31)

and Q G auss is the value ofthe covariance m atrix in the

canonicalensem ble

Q
G auss
k;k0 (0)= �k;k0�n2k : (32)

The apex \G auss" rem inds the fact that the bk have a

G aussian probabilitydistribution in thecanonicalensem -

ble,contrarilytothecaseofthem icrocanonicalensem ble.

Forthe t= 0 value ofthe phasederivativecorrelation

function onethen obtains

C(0)=
M

M + 1

2

6
4

X

k6= 0

A
2
k�n

2
k �

1

M

0

@
X

k6= 0

A k�nk

1

A

2
3

7
5 (33)

with

A k = �
g

V
(~Uk + ~Vk)

2
: (34)

W e veri�ed that (33), represented as a dashed line in

Fig.2,is in agreem entwith the num ericalsim ulation as

one enters the Bogoliubov lim it (17). Note that within

the Bogoliubov aproxim ation bk(t) ’ bk(0)e
�i~� k t�h,the

phasederivativecorrelation function rem ainsequalto its

t= 0value(33)atalltim es.Thisisin cleardisagreem ent

with the num ericalsim ulation,and it would lead to a

ballisticspreading ofthe condensatephase.

O urapproxim ate treatm entconsistsin extending the

relation (29) at positive tim es,using the fact that in a

G aussian theory onewould have

Q
G auss
k;k0 (t)= Q

G auss
k;k0 (0)e�� k t: (35)

O neindeed assum esin the G aussian m odel

jhb�k(t)bk0(0)iG aussj= �k;k0�nke
�� k t=2 (36)

and one uses W ick theorem to obtain (35). Physically

equation (36) describes Landau Beliaev processes that

decorrelatethe bk.Itcan be derived forexam ple with a

m asterequation approach asdonein an appendix of[13].

Forthe phasederivativecorrelation function one then

obtainsthe approxim ateexpression

Capprox(t) =
M

M + 1

2

4
X

k6= 0

A
2
k�n

2
ke

�� k t

�
2

M

0

@
X

k6= 0

A k�nk

1

A

0

@
X

k06= 0

A k0�nk0e
��

k 0
t

1

A

+
1

M 2

0

@
X

q6= 0

e
�� qt

1

A

0

@
X

k6= 0

A k�nk

1

A

2
3

7
5 :(37)

W e represent(37)asa dashed-dotted line in Fig.2.The

resultingapproxim ation on thedi�usion coe�cientisob-

tained by integration

D
approx =

Z + 1

0

Capprox(t)dt: (38)

In Fig.5 we com pare the approxim ation (38)(diam onds

linked by a dashed-dotted line) to the num ericalsim u-

lation results. The agreem entis acceptable in the con-

sidered range ofkB T=�g. The Landau-Beliaev dam ping

rates�k are calculated on the sam e discrete grid asthe

sim ulation pointsasexplained in [41].

B . Q uantum �eld

In thissubsection we extend the approxim ateform ula

for the phase di�usion coe�cient to the quantum case.

TheBogoliubov am plitudesand occupation num bersare

now operators b̂k,n̂k. Asin the classicalcase we intro-

ducethecovariancem atrix oftheBogoliubov occupation

num bers

Q k;k0(t)= h�n̂k(t)�n̂k0(0)i: (39)
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To obtain the t = 0 value of Q we need to com pute

quantum averages in the m icrocanonicalensem ble. To

this end we use a result derived in [13]giving the �rst

deviation between the m icrocanonicalexpectation value

hO i and the canonicalone hO ican(T) in the lim it ofa

largesystem foran arbitrary observableO :

hO i� hO ican(T)= �
1

2
kB T

2 d

dT

�
dhO ican=dT

dhH ican=dT

�

+ :::

(40)

wherethecanonicaltem peratureT issuch thatthem ean

energy hH ican in the canonicalensem ble isequalto the

m icrocanonicalenergy E .

Fork 6= k0,using d�nk=dT = �k�nk(�nk + 1)=kB T
2,one

�nds

Q k;k0(0)’ �
�k�k0�nk(�nk + 1)�nk0(�nk0 + 1)

P

q6= 0
�2q�nq(�nq + 1)

: (41)

This scales as 1=M in the therm odynam ic lim it. Since

the num ber ofo�-diagonalterm s ofQ in (25) is about

M tim eslargerthan thenum berofdiagonalterm sofQ ,

we have for consistency to calculate the diagnalterm s

ofQ up to order 1=M 0,that is the deviation from the

canonicalvalue �nk(�nk + 1) is not required. To exactly

obtain theenergy conservation (26),itishoweverconve-

nientto include,ratherthan theexactdeviation between

the canonicaland m icrocanonicalvalues,an ad hoc ap-

proxim atecorrection oforder1=M :

Q k;k ’ �nk(�nk + 1)�
�2
k
�n2
k
(�nk + 1)2

P

q6= 0
�2q�nq(�nq + 1)

(42)

In this way,we recoverthe structure of(29),where the

t= 0 valueofQ isdeduced from theonein thecanonical

ensem ble,

Q
G auss
k;k0 (t= 0)= �nk(�nk + 1)�k;k0 (43)

by the action ofa projectorP ,

Q (t= 0)’ P
y
Q
G auss(t= 0)P: (44)

The projectorP stillinvolvesthe dyadic structure (30),

with a new expression forthe vector~�:

�k =
�k�nk(�nk + 1)

P

q6= 0
�2q�nq(�nq + 1)

: (45)

Asa check,one can apply the classical�eld lim itto the

above quantum expressions. O ne recovers (29), apart

from theglobalfactorM =(M + 1),whosedeviation from

unity gives rise to term s beyond the accuracy of the

presentcalculation.

Atpositivetim es,ourquantum projected G aussian ap-

proxim ation assum esthat(44)stillholds,

Q
approx(t)’ P

y
Q
G auss(t)P (46)

with the G aussian covariancem atrix

Q
G auss
k;k0 (t)= �k;k0�nk(�nk + 1)e�� k t (47)

where the Landau-Beliaev dam ping rate �k is now the

usualone,that is for the quantum �eld theory. From

(25)oneobtainsan approxim ateexpression forthephase

derivativecorrelation function,and from (38)an approx-

im ate expression for the quantum �eld phase di�usion

coe�cient[42]:

D
approx =

X

k6= 0

[(P ~A )k]
2 �nk(�nk + 1)

�k
(48)

wherethe projection ofthe vector ~A wasintroduced:

(P ~A )k = �
g

V
�

"

(Uk + Vk)
2 � �k

P

q6= 0
�q(Uq + Vq)

2�nq(�nq + 1)
P

q6= 0
�2q�nq(�nq + 1)

#

: (49)

In thisexpression,the m odesam plitudesUk;Vk and en-

ergy �k have the usualexpressionsofthe quantum �eld

Bogoliubov theory,

Uk + Vk =
1

Uk � Vk
=

�
�h
2
k2=2m

2�g+ �h
2
k2=2m

� 1=4

(50)

�k =

�
�h
2
k2

2m

�

2�g+
�h
2
k2

2m

��1=2

: (51)

In appendix A we give the explicit expression of the

Landau-Beliaev dam ping rates�k and the approxim ate

phasedi�usion coe�cientin thetherm odynam icallim it.

Theexistenceofsuch a lim itisdueto thefactthatnone

ofthe m om entum integrals involved are infrared diver-

gent,keeping in m ind that(Uk + Vk)
2,�k and �k vanish

linearly with k [33],while �nk(�nk + 1) diverges as 1=k2.

Asexpected from theanalysisoftheprevioussection,the

scaled di�usion coe�cient�hD approxN =�g isa function of

kB T=�g only,see(A16).

In Fig.6 we show the valuesofD approx in the therm o-

dynam iclim itforthesam evaluesofkB T=�g asin Fig.5.

To seethee�ectofan energy truncation atkB T,wealso

show the values ofD approx obtained by introducing an

energy cut-o� �q < kB T in (A16) and the sam e cut-o�

�k < kB T in the integrals (A1,A9) giving the dam ping

rate�q.Asexpected,theresulting valuesofD
approx are

close to the values ofD approx obtained for the classical

�eld m odelin Fig.5,and thatwe have reported in Fig.6

forcom parison.W econcludethatthedi�usioncoe�cient

isindeed a�ected by an energy cut-o�,and thecoe�cient

obtained in theclassical�eld sim ulationswith an energy

cut-o� kB T m ightdi�erquantitatively from therealone

by a factorofabouttwo.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

Using a classical�eld m odel,we have shown thatthe

phaseofaBose-Einsteincondensateundergoestruedi�u-

sion in tim e,when thegasisinitially prepared in them i-
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FIG .6: Approxim ate phase di�usion coe�cient in the ther-

m odynam ic lim it as a function of kB T=�g in log-log scale.

Solid line with crosses: D
approx

for the quantum �eld from

Eq.(A16). D otted line with crosses: E�ectofan energy cut-

o� equalto kB T in Eq.(A16).D ashed-dotted line with �lled

diam onds: D
approx

for the classical�eld from Eq.(38)(sam e

data asin Fig.5).

crocanonicalensem ble. Param etrizing the m icrocanoni-

calenergy E by the tem perature T ofthe canonicalen-

sem ble with average energy E ,we could show that the

rescaled di�usion coe�cient �hD N =�g, where N is the

�xed num berofparticlesand �g isthe G ross-Pitaevskii

chem ical potential, is a function of a single variable

kB T=�g in the double therm odynam ic and Bogoliubov

lim it.

W ehavederived an approxim ateform ula forthedi�u-

sion coe�cient,in fairagreem entwith the classical�eld

sim ulations. W e could generalize the approxim ate for-

m ula to thequantum �eld case,show thatitalso adm its

a therm odynam ic lim it and that it satis�es the scaling

property found forthe classical�eld. W e have used the

quantum approxim ate form ula to evaluate the e�ect of

an energy cut-o�,not required in the quantum theory

and unavoidablein the classical�eld m odel.

Theperspectiveofusing thecondensatephasespread-

ing to experim entally distinguish am ong di�erentstatis-

ticalensem blesisfascinating,although them easurem ent

oftheintrinsicphasedi�usion ofaBose-Einstein conden-

sate discussed here rem ains a challenge and willbe the

subjectoffurtherinvestigations.
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A P P EN D IX A :LA N D A U -B ELIA EV D A M P IN G

R A T ES A N D A P P R O X IM A T E P H A SE

D IFFU SIO N C O EFFIC IEN T IN T H E

T H ER M O D Y N A M IC LIM IT

W e start with the Landau dam ping rate ofa Bogoli-

ubov m ode ofwavevectorq asgiven in [13]

�Lq =
g2�

�2�h

Z

d
3
kL

2
k;k0(�nk � �nk0)�(�q + �k � �k0) (A1)

with

Lk;k0 = UqVkUk0 + (Uq + Vq)(UkUk0 + VkVk0)+ VqUkVk0:

(A2)

Them odeofwavevectorq scattersan excitation ofwave

vector k giving rise to an excitation ofwave vector k0.

The�nalm odehasto satisfy m om entum conservation so

that k0 = k + q. Energy conservation �q + �k = �k0 is

ensured by thedelta distribution in (A1).In theintegral

overk weusesphericalcoordinatesofaxisq,�being the

polar angle. W e introduce the m om entum �q scaled by

the inverse ofthe healing length � and the m ode energy

��q scaled by the G ross-Pitaevskiichem icalpotential�g:

�q = q

�
�h
2

2m �g

� 1=2

= q�; (A3)

��q =
�q

�g
= [�q2(�q2 + 2)]1=2 : (A4)

Asa consequence,the m ean occupation num ber �nq isa

function of�qand oftheratiokB T=�gonly,and them ode

am plitudesUq;Vq arefunctionsof�qonly.Introducingthe

notation u = cos�,onehas

�(��q + ��k � ��k0)= �(u � u
L
0)

��q + ��k

2�k�q[1+ (��q + ��k)
2]1=2

(A5)

where

u
L
0 =

�
1+ (��q + ��k)

2
�1=2

�
�
1+ �q2 + �k2

�

2�k�q
: (A6)

O necan show thatuL0 isin between � 1 and 1 forallval-

uesof�k and �q,sothattheangularintegration isstraight-

forward and leadsto

�Lq =
g

��h�3

Z + 1

0

d�k L2
k;k0

�k(��k + ��q)(�nk � �nk0)

�q[1+ (��q + ��k)
2]
1=2

(A7)

with

1+ �k
0
2 =

�
1+ (��q + ��k)

2
�1=2

: (A8)

A sim ilar procedure m ay be applied to the Beliaev

dam ping rateforthe m ode q.From [13]onehas

�Bq =
g2�

2�2�h

Z

d
3
kB

2
k;k0(1+ �nk+ �nk0)�(�k+ �k0� �q) (A9)
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with

B k;k0 = UqUkUk0 + (Uq + Vq)(VkUk0 + UkVk0)+ VqVkVk0:

(A10)

Here the m ode ofwave vector q decays into an excita-

tion ofwave vector k and an excitation ofwave vector

k0.M om entum conservation im posesk0= q� k.Energy

conservation �k0 = �q � �k is ensured by the delta dis-

tribution in (A9),and clearly im posesk < q. W ith the

sam escaled variablesand sphericalcoordinatesasabove,

oneobtains

�(��k+ ��k0� ��q)= �(u� uB0 )
��q � ��k

2�k�q[1+ (��q � ��k)
2]1=2

(A11)

where

u
B
0 =

1+ �q2 + �k2 � [1+ (��q � ��k)
2]1=2

2�k�q
: (A12)

O necan show thatuB0 isin between � 1 and 1,whatever

the valuesof�q and �k < �q,so thatangularintegration is

straightforward and gives

�Bq =
g

2��h�3

Z �q

0

d�kB 2
k;k0

�k(��q � ��k)(1+ �nk + �nk0)

�q[1+ (��q � ��k)
2]1=2

(A13)

with

1+ �k
0
2 =

h

1+ (��q � ��k)
2
i1=2

: (A14)

Finally we introducethe rescaled totaldam ping rate,

��q =
2�2�h�3

g

�
�Lq + �Bq

�
; (A15)

a dim ensionlessfunction ofkB T=�g only.From (48)one

then obtainsin thetherm odynam iclim itan approxim ate

expression for the phase di�usion coe�cient depending

only on kB T=�g,

�hD approxN

�g
=

Z + 1

0

d�q�q2 (A P
q )

2 �nq(1+ �nq)

��q
(A16)

with

A P
q = (Uq+ Vq)

2� ��q

R+ 1
0

d�k�k2 ��k(Uk + Vk)
2�nk(�nk + 1)

R+ 1
0

d�k�k2 ��2
k
�nk(�nk + 1)

:

(A17)
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