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G enuine phase di usion of a B ose-E instein condensate in the m icrocanonical
ensem ble: A classical eld study
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W ithin the classical eld m odel, we nd that the phase of a BoseE instein condensate undergoes
a true di usive m otion in them icrocanonicalensem ble, the variance of the condensate phase change
between tin e zero and tim e t grow Ing linearly in t. The phase di usion coe cient obeys a sin ple
scaling law in the double them odynam ic and Bogoliubov lim it. W e construct an approxin ate cal-
culation ofthe di usion coe cient, in 2ir agreem ent w ith the num erical resuls over the considered
tem perature range, and we extend this approxin ate calculation to the quantum eld.

PACS numbers: 03.75K k, 03.75Pp

I. NTRODUCTION

Phase coherence is one of the m ost prom inent prop—
erties of B oseE instein condensates, relevant for applica—
tions of condensates in m etrology and quantum inform a—
tion [l]. The issue of condensate phase dynam ics and
phase spreading at zero tem perature due to Interactions
has been extensively studied In theory ] and experi-
ments [3,14,15]. There is a renewed interest in this issue
of tem poral phase coherence due to the recent studies
In low dim ensional quasi condensates, both experin en—
tally [6, 17, 8] and theoretically [@]. The present work
addressesthe problem ofthe determ nation of fiindam en—
tal lim is of phase coherence In a true three dim ensional
B oseE Instein condensates at non zero tem perature.

The e ect of nite tem perature on phase coherence In
a Josephson junction realized by a condensate trapped
In a doublk well potential has been studied in [LO] and
[L1]. T he situation is di erent when the two condensates
are separated. In this case there is no restoring force for
the relative phase which then evolves independently in
thetwo BEC s [L2]. The e ect of the tem perature in this
case, pint to the e ect of the interactions, is to provide
a spreading in tim e of the relative phase.

In a previous work [L3], we considered a condensate
prepared In an equilbrium state in the canonicalensem —
ble. In that case we could show using ergodicity that the
phase change ofthe condensate during a tin ethasa vari-
ance which grow s proportionally to 2. In other words,
the condensate phase soreading in the canonical ensem —
ble isballistic [14] and not di usive [15,116,[17,l18]. Aswe
could calculate in [L3]using an ergodic theory, the coe -
cient of this superdi usive them al spreading is propor-
tionalto the variance ofthe energy in the considered equi-
Ibrium state. Ifwe now suppress the uctuations ofen—
ergy in the initialstate, by m oving from the canonicalen—
sam ble to them icrocanonicalensam ble, the ballistic ther-
m al spreading disappears and one m ay expect that the
condensate phase undergoes a genuine di usion In tin e.
In the present work we show that this is indeed the case
and we study this genuine phase di usion num erically
w ithin the classical eld model [19, 120, 21, 22, 123, 124]

described 1 section [[. The num erical results are pre—
sented in section [II, and their analysis show s the exis—
tence of sinple scaling law s and of an universal curve
giving the phase di usion coe cient in the double ther-
modynam icallmit N ! 1 , voumeV ! 1 densiy
= constant) and Bogoliubov lm it N ! 1 , coupling
constantg ! 0,N g= constant). In section[I]we derive
an aproxin ate form ula for the di usion coe cient, that
we com pare to the num erical results and that we also
extend to the quantum eld. W e conclude in section [].

II. CLASSICAL FIELD MODEL AND
NUMERICAL PROCEDURE

W e consider a lattice m odel for a classical eld (r)
In three din ensions. The lattice spacings are 4, L, 1
along the three directions of space and dV = L L1 is
the volum e of the uni cell in the httice. W e enclose
the atom ic eld In a spatialbox of sizesL;, L,, L3 and
volimeV = L;L,Ls,wih periodicboundary conditions.
To guarantee e cient ergodicity in the system we choose
non cgmm ensugpble sqyare kengths in the ratio L2 :12%:
LZ="2:(@0+ 5)=2: 3.The lattice spacings squared
¥, 2, £ are in the sam e ratio.

The eld may be expanded over the plane waves
X eik r
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where k is restricted to the st Brillouin zone, k 2
[ =1; =1 [and Iabels the directions of space.
W e assum e that, in the realphysical system , the total
number of atom s is xed, equalto N . In the classical
eld m odel, this xes the nom squared ofthe eld:
X
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E quivalently the density of the system
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is xed for each realization ofthe eld. T he evolution of
the eld is govemed by the H am ilttonian
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where E'y is the dispersion relation ofthe non-interacting
w aves, and the binary nteraction betw een particles in the
realgas is re ected in the classical eld modelby a eld
self-interaction w ith a coupling constant

g= i ©)

where a is the s-wave scattering length oftwo atom s.

A samatter ofa fact we use here the sam e re nem ent
as in [L3] consisting In m odifying the dispersion relation
In order to ocbtain for the ideal gas the correct quantum
valies of the m ean occupation num bers at equipartition

1 kg T
h?k2=2m - ; ©)
e 1 Ey

However we do not expect this to have a large In pact
here asweputa cuto atan energy ofthe orderofky T .
M ore precisely we choose the num ber ofthe lattice points
In a tem perature dependent way, such that them axin al
B ogoliibov energy on the lattice isequalto kg T :

maxy [(0°k*=2m )@ g+ h’k?=2m )2 =ksT: (7)
T he discretized eld hasthe follow Ing P oisson brackets
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(2)g= ®)
w here the P oisson brackets are such that df=dt= ff;H g
for a tim e-independent functional £ ofthe eld . The

eld then evolves according to the non linear equation
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W e ntroduce the density and the phase of the conden-
sate m ode

P —
a0=e1 Ny : (10)

T he quantity of interest is the variance of the condensate
phase change during t:

Var’ ©) =N ©°i W @)1 (kD)
where

"= © ©): 12)

T he averages are taken over stochastic realizations ofthe
classical eld, asthe initial eld sam plesthem icrocanon-—
ical ensamble with an energy E . For convenience, we

param etrize the m icrocanonicalensem ble by the tem per-
ature T such that the mean energy of the eld in the
canonicalensem ble at tem perature T isequalto E .

To generate the stochastic iniial valies of the clas—
sical eld we proceed as follows. (i) First we generate
1000 stochastic elds in the canonicalensamble at tem -
perature T, as explained In [L3], and we com pute the
average energy of the eld HE i, and is root mean
squared uctuations = VarE . (il) W e generate other

elds, still In the canonicalensamble, and we ler them

keeping only realizations wih an energy E such that
£ MEi.,J 001 =2. (i) W e ket each eld evolve for
som e tin e intervalw ith the Eq.[d) to elin inate transients
due to the fact that the B ogoliubov approxin ation, used
In the sam pling, does not produce an exactly stationary
distrdbbution. A fter this them alization’ period we start
calculating the relevant observables, as evolres w ith
the sam e equation [d). I practice this equation is in—
tegrated num erically w ith the FFT splitting technique.
T he ensem ble of data reported here has required a CPU
tin e ofabout two yearson IntelXeon Quad Core 3GHz
Processors.

ITII. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND SCALING
LAW S

The rst inportant result that we obtain is the di u-
sive behavior of the condensate phase. Th F ig[ll we show
an exam ple of num ericaldata. From bottom to top, ve
values ofkg T= g are presented for a constant num ber of
atomsN = 2:36 10°. The wavy line w ith error bars is
the phase variance as a function of tim e obtained w ih
about 1200 stochastic realizations [2€]. T he solid line isa
Iinear t from which we deduce the valie of the di usion
coe cient,

var’ © © ' 2pt: 13)

The di usive behavior of the condensate phase is
strictly related to the long tin e behavior of the tin e cor-
relation function C of the condensate phase derivative ’_,

c P9=r i r i i; a4
where we used the fact that C depends only on ¥° %5
fora steady state classical eld. By writing ’ (t) In term s
of its tim e derivative, one obtains [13]

Z ¢ Z ¢
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IfC (t) has a non—zero lin it at long tin es, as it was the
case In the canonicalensem ble [L3], Var’ grow squadrati-
cally In tin e. Here, in them icrocanonicalensembleVar’

grow s linearly in tin e and we expect that C (t) ! O when
t ! 1 . An illustration of that, for two values of the
tem perature, is given in Figll where, for convenience,
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FIG . 1: Variance of the condensate phase change ’ (t) as a
function of tine. W avy line with error bars: Num erical re—
suls. Solid lines: A linear t. From bottom to top, the
reduced tem perature kg T= g is 9.7, 132, 15.7, 19.6, 242.
The number of atoms is xed to N = 2:37 10°. The
high energy cut-o is xed according to (@), on a grid 32°,
so that the tem perature slightly varies, from bottom to top:
ks T=(0’=m V°7°) = 16864;16411;16212;16010;15854. The
tim e is in units of m vV *73=h.

C (t) is calculated w ith a sin pli ed form ula for the phase
derivative 27]
X 2
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In [I6) theb, arethe eld am plitudes on the B ogoliubov
m odes [28].

W e now Investigate num erically how the di usion co—
e cient scales In di erent lim its. F irst we consider the
\B ogoliibov lin " introduced n R9]

N ! 1; g! 0 wih N g= constant; @17)
the other parameters (V;51;L%;k;T) being xed [30]. In
this 1im i, the num ber of non condensed particles con—
verges to a non zero value w hile the non condensed frac—
tion vanishes. The tim e evolution of the Bogoluibov
occupation numbers ny = P F is then mahly due to
term s In the interaction Ham iltonian which are cubic in
the non condensed eld am plitude and lin in the con—
densate am plitude and thus of order = g N . Physi
cally these cubic tem s describbe interactions am ong Bo—
goliubov m odes such as Landau and Beliaev processes
31,134,133, 134], which are Included in the classical eld
model [19,120,124,123,135,134,13%,138,139,[41]. They lad
to evolution rates ofthe ny oforder 2. W ethusexpect a
phase di usion coe cient of the sam e order 2, which is
/ 12N according to [[7). T his expectation is con rmed
num erically aswe show in Fig[3, wherewe nd thatD N
is constant w ithin the errorbars overa factor 5 variation
ofN and for three considered tem peratures.

W enow investigate the existence ofa therm odynam ical
Im it for the quantity D N , given that the Bogoliibov
lim i is already reached. T he them odynam ical lim it is

10° C(Y)
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FIG .2: Correlation function C (t) of the phase derivative ’_(t)
given by the non-oscillating approxin ation [I6), asa fiinction
oftim e. Solid line: Num erical results. D ashed line: Resul of
B ogoliubov theory. D ashed-dotted line: P rediction ofthe pro-
fcted G aussian approach of section [IV]. T he num berofatom s
is xedtoN = 5 10° , and the G rossP itaveskii chem icalpo—
tentialis xed to g= 700h%=m V?73. In (a) the tem perature
iskpg T=h?=m V™) = 5469, with a grid size 18°. In () the
tem perature is kg T=h?=m V%) = 14054, wih a grid size
30°.

de ned asusualas

N ! 1,;Vv! 1l wih = constant; (18)

the other param eters (g;L;k;15;T) belng xed. The re—
sult is shown in Figld where DN is constant w ithin the
error bars, over a factor 5 of variation of N and 4 con-—
sidered tem peratures.

In what follow s, using din ensional analysis, we show
that for our cut-o procedure (7), the dim ensionless
quantity hD N= g is a function of a single param eter
kg T= g once the B ogoliubov and them odynam ical lim —
is are reached. Six Independent physical quantities are
present In the m odel

fh;m ;g9;V;kgT;N g: 19)

T he Jattice spacings L1 ;L ;13 are not lndependent param —
eters since their ratios are xed and their value is deter—
m ined by [@) once the quantities [[9) are xed. Equiva—
lently we can replacegby g and the volum eV by kg T,
where T, is the transition tem perature of the ideal gas
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FIG . 3: Scaling of the phase di usion coe cient in the Bo—
goliubov lim i [I7), oor a factor 5 variation of the atom num —
ber N . The G rossP itaevskii chem ical potential is xed to

g = 700h%*=m V?=*. Poits with error bars: Sinulation re-
suks. The lines connect the points with the sam e tem per-
ature. From bottom to top: kg T = 5469h%=m V=% wih a
grid size 18%, kg T = 6606h?=m V=% with a grid size 20°,
ke T = 9231h*=m V ?™? with a grid size 24°.
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FIG .4: Scaling ofthe phase di usion coe cient in the ther—
m odynam ic lin it [I8), or a factor 5 variation of the atom
number N . Points with error bars: Sin ulation results. The
lines connect the points w ith the sam e kg T= g. The points
m ost on the keft ofthe gure,withN = 237 106,aretheones
of Figlll, w ith a grid size 32°.The other points are for a grid

size 24> N = 10°) and Pra grid size 18° N = 422 10°).
given by
2b° H— (3=2) (20)
ka Te
W e then have
hD N ks Tc kg T
=f him; gi—;—— N @1)
g g g

T he three quantitiesh;m ; g can be recom bined to form
a length, a tine and a m ass which are three indepen-
dent din ensioned quantities. Since £ and its other three
variables are din ensionless, £ doesnot depend ofits rst
three variables. In the them odynam icallm &t N ! 1

so the sixth variable of £ drops out of the problem . ITn
the Bogoluibov lm i, kg Tc=g ! 1 so that the forth
variable of £ also drops. W e thus conclude that

kB T

hD N
=f : (22)
g9 g

I Fig[Hwe show the graph of f as obtained by our clas—
sical eld m odel collecting all the sin ulation resuls of
Figld and Fig[3. W e have used a log-log scale in Fig[d to
reveal that the fiinction f is approxin ately a power law
In the considered range ofkg T= g.
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FIG . 5: Universal curve for the rescaled phase di usion co—
e cient as a function of k s T= g In log-log scale. Symbols
w ith error bars: Sin ulation results. C ircles: R esults of F ig[3.
Squares: R esults of F ig[dl. The solid line connects the points
w ith the largest valie of N of F igldl, plus the average of the
two points of Fig[d wih the lowest tem perature. D ashed-
dotted line with Iled diam onds: D °PP*™* from the profcted
G aussian approach. The  for the projcted G aussian ap-
proach are calculated on the sam e discrete grids used In the
sin ulation points connected by the solid line.

Iv. PROJECTED GAUSSIAN
APPROXIM ATION

In this section we propose an approxin ate analytical
form ula forthe phase di usion coe cient that gives som e
physicalinsight and can be extended to the quantum eld
case.

A . Classical eld

W e wish to calculate the Integralofa correlation func—
tion C () = A ©A 0)i M @ iA (0)iofan observable A
of the form
X

AchF; @3)

k60

where Iy, are the am plitudes of the eld over the B ogoli-
ubov m odes. W e thus introduce the M M covariance



m atrix Q wih m atrix elem ents
Qxxo(t) = hng @ nxo ()1 (24)

where ny = ny ny isthe uctuation ofthe occupation
num ber ofthe corresponding Bogoliubovm odeand M =
V=(01kl) 1 isthe number ofBogolitbov m odes. O ne
thus has

Ch=A2 Q@ (25)

where A is the vector of com ponents Ay . Since the sys—
tem is described in this section by the m icrocanonical
ensam ble for the B ogoliubov H am ilttonian, the m atrix Q
obeys the relation

~ Q=" and Q~=0; ©26)

w here the vector ~ collects the B ogoliubov energies.
By using them icrocanonicalclassicalaverages [40] one
directly accesses the t= 0 value ofthem atrix Q,

Ny Ngo

ork 6 k°: w0 (0)= —/—= 27

r Qx;ko ) M 71 @7)

ork=k’: Qk.k(0)=nﬁM—1: ©8)
i M + 1

Rem arkably we can express this result in tem s of the
result one would have In the canonicalensem ble w ith av—
erage energy equalto the m icrocanonical energy, adding
a pro fctor which suppresses energy uctuations:

M
0) = p YQ Gauss ()p 29
Q () M 1 Q ©) 29)
w ith
Pxxo= xx0 x ko° (30)
T he vector ~ is adpint to the vector ~ so that P~ = 0.
Tts com ponents are given by
! (31)
kT N

and Q ¢3S is the value of the covariance m atrix in the
canonicalensem ble

QFSN®0) = xxonj : (32)

The apex \G auss" rem inds the fact that the b have a
G aussian probability distribbution in the canonicalensem —
ble, contrarily to the case ofthem icrocanonicalensem ble.

For the t= 0 value of the phase derivative correlation
function one then obtains

2 0 123
X X
6 2 2 1 7
cO) = A — @ ApngA 33
() M +l4 knk k Nk 5 ( )
k60 k60
w ith

g9 2
= Vv : 34
v Uy + Vx) (34)

W e veri ed that (33), represented as a dashed line i
Figl, is in agreem ent w ith the num erical sim ulation as
one enters the Bogolubov lin it [I7). Note that within
the Bogoliibov aproxin ation by (£) 7 b (0)e ithh, the
phase derivative correlation finction rem ainsequalto is
t= Ovalue [33) atalltin es. Thisis in cleardisagreem ent
w ith the num erical sim ulation, and it would lad to a
ballistic spreading of the condensate phase.

O ur approxin ate treatm ent consists in extending the
relation [29) at positive tin es, using the fact that ;n a
G aussian theory one would have

QFS* ) = QT 0)e *t: 35)
O ne Indeed assum es in the G aussian m odel

T )b 0)ig aussJ=

and one uses W ick theoram to obtain [38). Physically
equation [36) describbes Landau Beliaev processes that
decorrelate the by . It can be derived for exam ple w ith a
m aster equation approach asdone in an appendix of [L3].

For the phase derivative correlation function one then
obtains the approxin ate expression

Lxonge *72 (36)

Capprox t) = 4 AZnZe xt
® = ¥ KTk
k60
0 10 1
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0 10 1,3
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+ F@ e atA @ Ayn® 5 : 37
q6 0 k60

W e represent [37) as a dashed-dotted line in Figl. The
resulting approxin ation on the di usion coe cient is ob—
tained by integration
Z +1

D 2PProX — CPPPT™X (t) dt : (38)
0
I FiglH we com pare the approxin ation [38) (diam onds
linked by a dashed-dotted line) to the num erical sin u—
lation results. The agreem ent is acceptable In the con—
sidered range of kg T= g. T he Landau-B eliaev dam ping
rates y are calculated on the sam e discrete grid as the
sim ulation points as explained in [41].

B. Quantum eld

In this subsection we extend the approxin ate form ula
for the phase di usion coe cient to the quantum case.
T he B ogoliubov am plitudes and occupation num bers are
now operatorsﬁ(, Ax . A s In the classical case we Intro—
duce the covariancem atrix ofthe B ogoliibov occupation
num bers

Qxxo(®) = h g (t) Nxo(0)i: (39)



To obtain the t = 0 value of Q we need to com pute
quantum averages in the m icrocanonical ensemble. To
this end we use a result derived in [L3] giving the st
deviation between the m icrocanonical expectation value
O i and the canonical one 10 iy, (T) In the lim it of a
large system for an arbitrary observable O :

1 d dO iy =dT

“kpT?— ———— 4 i
2 dT dhH i.an=dT

Wi Wi, T)=

(40)
w here the canonicaltem perature T issuch that them ean
energy i i.;, In the canonical ensamble is equalto the
m icrocanonicalenergy E .
Fork 6 k° usig dn,=dT =
nds

«Nx x + 1)=kg T?, one

ny (x + 1)ngo (go + 1
Qo 0) 7 kkOPk(kZ Jngeo ko + 1)
q60 g

ng g+ 1) 41

This scales as 1=M 1In the them odynam ic 1m . Since
the number of o diagonalterm s of Q in (29) is about
M tin es lJarger than the num ber of diagonaltem s ofQ ,
we have for consistency to calculate the diagnal tem s
of O up to order 1=M °, that is the deviation from the
canonical value ny x + 1) is not required. To exactly
obtain the energy conservation [286), it is how ever conve—
nient to include, rather than the exact deviation betw een
the canonical and m icrocanonical valies, an ad hoc ap—
proxin ate correction of order 1=M
2.2 2
ny (o + 1) Bk @kt D 42)
60 %nq g+ 1)

Qi '

Th this way, we recover the structure of 29), where the
t= 0value ofQ isdeduced from the one in the canonical
ensam ble,

QFLE® (= 0) = ni (i + 1) xpxe 43)
by the action ofa profgctor?P,
Q(t=0)" PYQE®S(t= Q)P: @4)

The profctor P still involves the dyadic structure [30),
w ith a new expression for the vector ~:
xNx Mk + 1)

k=P : 45)
a6 0 ing g+ 1)

A s a chedk, one can apply the classical eld 1m it to the
above quantum expressions. One recovers [29), apart
from the globalfactorM =M + 1), whose deviation from
uniy gives rise to tem s beyond the accuracy of the
present calculation.

At positive tin es, our quantum pro gcted G aussian ap—
proxin ation assum es that [44)) stillholds,

Q approx (t) rp yQ G auss (t)P (46)
w ith the G aussian covariance m atrix
K @7

Q Ei%ss ) = xxong My + 1)e

w here the Landau-Beliaev dam ping rate  is now the
usual one, that is for the quantum eld theory. From

[23) one obtains an approxin ate expression forthe phase
derivative correlation fiinction, and from [38) an approx—
In ate expression or the quantum eld phase di usion

coe cient [42]:

+ 1
@), PRt 48)

k60 k
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w here the pro fction of the vector & was introduced:

@K )y = Vg
" F Ug+ Vg)?ng € +1)#
ng N
U + V)2 o—Tk 2 = = = 49
460 qnq(nq+ 1)

In this expression, the m odes am plitudes Uy ;Vy and en—
ergy x have the usual expressions of the quantum eld
B ogoliibov theory,

U sy = 1 h%k2=2m 50)
k k Uk Vi 2 g+ h2k2=2m
h2k2 n?k2 7
x = 2 g+ (51)
2m 2m

In appendix Bl we give the explicit expression of the
Landau-Beliaev dam ping rates  and the approxim ate
phase di usion coe cient in the them odynam ical lim it.
T he existence of such a lim i is due to the fact that none
of the m om entum integrals involved are infrared diver-
gent, keeping n m ind that Uk + Vi)?, x and y vanish
Iinearly with k [33], while ny (hx + 1) diverges as 1=k2.
A sexpected from the analysisofthe previous section, the
scaled di usion coe cient hD ?PP™*N = g is a function of
ks T= g only, see (&16).

In Figld we show the values of D ?PP™* in the therm o—
dynam ic lin it forthe sam e values of kg T= g as in Fig[3.
To see the e ect ofan energy truncation at kg T , we also
show the values of D ®PP™* cbtained by introducing an
energy cuto 4 < ks T in A1) and the same cuto

r < kg T in the itegrals BI[AY) giving the dam ping
rate 4. Asexpected, the resulting values ofD #FP™* are
close to the values of D ®PP™* obtained for the classical

eld m odel .n Fig[d, and that we have reported in F igld
for com parison. W e conclude that the di usion coe cient
isindeed a ected by an energy cut-o , and the coe cient
obtained In the classical eld sin ulationsw ith an energy
cut-o kp T m ight di er quantitatively from the realone
by a factor of about two.

V. CONCLUSION

Using a classical eld m odel, we have shown that the
phase ofa BoseE instein condensate undergoestrue di u—
sion in tim e, when the gas is nitially prepared in them i
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FIG . 6: Approxin ate phase di usion coe cient in the ther-
m odynam ic lin i as a function of kg T= g In log-log scale.
Solid line with crosses: D *FFP™* for the quantum eld from
Eq.[A1d). Dotted Ine with crosses: E ect of an energy cut—
o equalto ks T in Eq.[A168). D ashed-dotted line with lkd
diam onds: D *PP** for the classical eld from Eq.{38) (sam e
data as in Fig[).

crocanonical ensemble. Param etrizing the m icrocanoni-
calenergy E by the tem perature T of the canonicalen-
sam ble w ith average energy E , we could show that the
rescaled di usion coe cient hD N= g, where N is the

xed num ber of particles and g is the G rossP taevskii
chem ical potential, is a function of a single variablk
kg T= g In the double them odynam ic and B ogoliibov
Iim it.

W e have derived an approxin ate form ula for the di u-
sion coe cient, n fair agreem ent w ith the classical eld
sin ulations. W e could generalize the approxin ate for-
mula to the quantum eld case, show that it also adm its
a themm odynam ic lim i and that i satis es the scaling
property found for the classical eld. W e have used the
quantum approxim ate form ula to evaluate the e ect of
an energy cuto , not required in the quantum theory
and unavoidable in the classical eld m odel.

T he perspective of using the condensate phase soread—
Ing to experim entally distinguish am ong di erent statis—
ticalensem bles is fascihating, although the m easurem ent
ofthe intrinsic phase di usion ofa B oseE instein conden—
sate discussed here rem ains a challenge and w ill be the
sub et of further Investigations.
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APPENDIX A:LANDAU-BELIAEV DAMPING
RATESAND APPROXIM ATE PHASE
DIFFUSION COEFFICIENT IN THE

THERM ODYNAM IC LIM IT

W e start with the Landau dam ping rate of a B ogoli-
ubov m ode ofwave vector g as given in [L3]

g ?
é=Th PRLior npo) (g x k) @L)
w ih

Lk;ko = UqVkUkO + (Uq + Vq) (UkUkO + VkaO) + VquVkOZ
@a2)
Them ode ofwave vector g scatters an excitation ofwave
vector k giving rise to an excitation of wave vector k°.
The nalm ode hasto satisfy m om entum conservation so
that k° = k + g. Energy conservation ¢+ = o is
ensured by the delta distrbution n [A1l). In the ntegral
over k we use spherical coordinatesofaxisq, being the
polar angle. W e introduce the m om entum g scaled by
the inverse of the healing length and the m ode energy
q Scaled by the G rossP itaevskii chem icalpotential g:

3
g @3)

g = —;= e+ 217

@A4)

A s a consequence, the m ean occupation number ng is a
function ofg and ofthe ratio ks T= g only, and them ode
am plitudes U 4;V4 are functions ofg only. Introducing the
notation u = cos , one has

at x

+ 0) = L 5
(gt x  x0) (3 uo)qu[l+ (o+ 71— A5)
where
L1H (gt 020 1+ @+ K
U, = A 6)

2kg

Onecan show thatuf isinbetween 1and 1l Prallval-
ues ofk and g, so that the angular integration is straight—
forward and leads to

Z+1
kix+ 4@ nyo)
3= hg3 dk L o T leiz ®7)
0 qll+ (gt k)]
w ith
1+ k2= 1+ (q+ )% °: @8)

A sim ilar procedure m ay be applied to the Beliaev
dam ping rate for them ode . From [L3] one has
Z
s _ T

q = > 2h d3kB]§;ko (l+ l'lk+ nko) (k+ kO

Q) @®9)



w ith

Bk;ko = UquUkO + (Uq + Vq) VxUgo + UgVygo) + VqVkao:

@ 10)
Here the m ode of wave vector g decays into an excita—
tion of wave vector k and an excitation of wave vector
k®. M om entum conservation inposesk®= q k.Enemy
conservation yo = 4 x 1is ensured by the delta dis—
trdoution in A 9), and clearly mposes k < g. W ith the
sam e scaled variables and spherical coordinates as above,
one obtains

B q k

+ o ) = ) 11)
(k k q u Ug qu[l+ (q k)2 ]1=2 @A
w here
1 k2 2 11=2
= I L+ (g 77 a12)
2kg

One can show thatuj isin between 1 and 1, whatever
the values of g and k < g, so that angular integration is
straightforw ard and gives

e k )A+ nx+n
_ dk B ]%.ko ( q x)( k2 1=2k0)
qll+ (g k)]

q 2 h 3 0 2
@13)

w ith

i
, =2

1+k%= 1+ (4 %) @14)

Finally we Introduce the rescaled totaldam ping rate,

2 %h°3
@ T at a @15

a dim ensionless fiinction ofkg T= g only. From (48) one
then obtains in the thermm odynam ic lin it an approxin ate
expression for the phase di usion coe cient depending
only on kg T= g,

Z
hD aPProxy 1 ng 1+ ng)
— = daf @5 ) —=———= @16
g 0 q
w ith
1
) kK U+ VilPn g + 1)

q Bl

o dkk? Inyg y + 1)
@a17)
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