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Abstract. We study the in uence of quantum uctuations on the phase)sity, and pair
correlations in a trapped quasicondensate after a querttie @fteraction strength. To do so,
we derive a description similar to the stochastic Grosaevikii equation (SGPE) but keeping
a fully quantum description of the low-energy elds using thositive-P representation. This
allows us to treat both the quantum and thermal uctuati@gether in an integrated way.
A plain SGPE only allows for thermal uctuations. The appebais applicable to such
situations as nite temperature quantum quenches, but gotlilerium calculations due to
the time limitations inherent in positive-P descriptiorfsirteracting gases. One sees the
appearance antibunching, the generation of counter-gatipgg atom pairs, and increased
phase uctuations. We show that the behavior can be estiviatedding thel = 0 quantum
uctuation contribution to the thermal uctuations dedwed by the plain SGPE.
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1. Introduction [16], but then describe it in a fully quantum manner with
the positive-P representation (PPR), rather than makiag th
Fluctuations of observed quantities in many-body quantu@lassical approximation.
systems arise in a variety of ways. Two classes of The Stochastic Gross-Pitaevskii equation (SGFE) [9,
a distinctly different nature are:thermal uctuations [11[15518]is a c- eld description of the dynamics that has
due to successive observations being made on differaméen used for a wide range of problems where thermal
components of the mixture that is the thermal ensembleyctuations are important. These include condensate
and the so-calleqquantum uctuations that arise as a growth [17[19], defect formatiori [20], soliton dynamics
consequence of the observation itself. Aninteracting many21], and phase uctuations[ [18, 22=24]. While the
body state is rarely, if ever, in an eigenstate of fewquantum uctuations in the c- eld modes are disregarded,
body observables such as densities or correlations, so thgt approximate description of the low-occupation modes is
a randomness appears when these are measured. Si@lrporated in the form of a thermal bath, which is not
quantum uctuations are present already in the= 0 g feature of most other c- eld approaches. A convenient
ground state. In ultracold gases they are related to effegsature of the SGPE is that the temperature of the system
such as quantum shot noise, the quantum depletion g&n be imposed directly on the equations rather than
a condensate, production of atom pairs, or spontaneogstermined post-fact on the basis of the properties of the
scattering into empty modes. At nonzero temperatures, tiyse eld [13].
two kinds of uctuations coexist, and both contribute to The positive-P representation (PPRYI[25, 26] is a full
observations. mapping of the quantum state and dynamics of the system
To include quantum uctuations other than possiblyonto a distribution of phase-space variables that thervevol
simple shot noise, one must move beyond the mean elgkochastically. It has been used for simulating e.g. pair
description of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) thaicattering and nonclassicality during condensate cofiisi
treats each atom as occupying the same orbital. At very lofg7-[35], condensate growth [36] or ber soliton dynamics
temperatures, they can be described well by Bogoliubg@7-:39], where the essence of the problem lies in correctly
theory. This separates the system into one condensatgating spontaneous scattering into a great number of
mode that accounts for the vast majority of atoms andmpty modes. Its advantage over more direct fully quantum
the remaining excited modes which are treated in a fullyhethods is that the numerical effort scales well (even
quantum manner but do notintergct[1-3]. Some extensioflfearly) with the size of the numerical lattice. It also
have included back-action onto the conden<atel[3-6]. Thigadily allows for arbitrary trapping potentials or a time
approach treats both quantum and thermal uctuations aflependence of the Hamiltonian parameters. The reason that
an equal footing. Unfortunately, the assumptions breagne cannot use the PPR directly in general cases is because
down when the condensate fractiogideviates appreciably of a nonlinear ampli cation of the noise in the equations
from 100% (as a rule of thumb, wheno . 0:9). that limits the time over which dynamics can be simulated
At higher temperatures, the c-eld methods, that treaf2g]. In particular, it is not generally possible to simaat
the system as being composed of a number of relativelgng enough to reach the equilibrium state.
low-energy modes described individually by classical A number of past works have, under various
complex elds [7+12], have been very successful (an@onditions, incorporated spontaneous processes in therma
reviewed in[13£15]). However, c- elds completely discardgases that were not amenable to the standard Bogoliubov
the quantum uctuations in the treated modes, whiclireatment. A notable one is the quasicondensate extension
makes them incapable of properly describing such effect§ Bogoliubov theory by Mora and Castifi_[40] which
as spontaneous scattering, pair formation, or quantupalies on small density uctuations. The truncated Wigner
depletion, even at the low temperatures that are apprepriahethod [4[41=44] has been widely used, one example
for Bogoliubov theory. being the thermal decay of solitons [45]46]. From
An important question, then, is how and under whaanother angle, an extension of the stochastic Bogoliubov
conditions do quantum uctuations appreciably change thgpproach treated each realization in the c- eld ensemble as
picture obtained with c- elds? Here we wish to make newa source condensate to simulate pair scattefing [31, 33]. An
inroads into these matters. What will be done is to take ﬂ'@proach built from the SGPE-precursor master equation
master equation for the low-energy degenerate boson eld hoped to alleviate some of the undesirable features
that has been used to obtain the c- eld SGPE descriptiosf those approaches and to work even at temperatures
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for which density uctuations are non-negligible. ForRefs. [9 11, 15=17]. Its relationship to other c- eld medso
example, stochastic Bogoliubov has spurious stimulataths been reviewed by Proukakis and Jacksoh [15], and the
scattering into the quantum eld where it overlaps withmethod has been benchmarked in detail in recent works
the c- eld, properly treating only the high-energy modeq22,24[50,511] and extended to multicomponent geses [52].
[47], which restrict its application to the description ofSome formulations explicitly include a projection of the c-
particles scattered there, such as in supersonic processdd evolution onto the chosen low-energy subspace at each
[27,31]33]. Our approach here should be able to instediune-step[[1l,16,58.54], which has been termed the SPGPE
treat the quantum uctuations in the complementary low{stochasticprojectedGPE). We will base what follows in
energy region ruined by stochastic Bogoliubov, wher&€ecL8 on the derivation of Gardiner and Davisl [16], which
antibunching, quantum depletion, or a dynamical Casimig of this kind.
effect [48] can occur. In truncated Wigner, on the other ~ The SGPE methods treat the system from a dynamical
hand, the virtual vacuum noise introduced into the cviewpoint, describing its state at nonzero temperatur@as a
eld to emulate spontaneous scattering is not distinguisheensemble of complex wavefunctionx; t). In a nutshell,
from the real particles. This led to spurious scatteringh€ derivation proceeds as follows: the system is divided
of the vacuum, and e.g. produces an effectively negativeto two subsystems. One of them is represented by the eld
occupation in high-energy modeés [27] 42]. b(x; t) and describes the low-lying modes of the ultracold
We will rst outline the SGPE method in Sectidd 2 gas. The second one is a thermal cloud of atoms whose
along with showing its predictions for phase and densitgnergies are well above the typical energy of the condensate
correlations in Se€_2.4 for later comparison. Subsequentgnd its excitations [11].
the PPR treatment of the master equation is derived Using a Hartree-Fock-like ansatz for the probability
in Sec.[3. Then, as a test case, we compare thdlistribution of system states leads to separate probgabilit
predictions for the dynamics of a one-dimensional trappe@stributions for high- and low-energy modes. By
quasicondensate after a quench of the interaction strendftiegrating over the low-energy modes, one nds that the
in Sec.[4. Quantum uctuations are seen to cause tHBermal cloud may be treated by a quantum Boltzmann
emergence of pairing from the initial thermal state. Dgnsitequation[[1ll, 16]. Integrating instead over the high-eyerg
correlation waves appear similar to those predicted for #ermal cloud modes can be shown to lead to a master
zero temperature quench, and they are not readily degrade@ation for the dynamics of the density matbix for the
by the thermal component. We also observe an addition&iw-energy eld b,
reduction of phase coherence. The onset of quantum
uctuation effects is related to a breaking of the usg&dl 2.2 Master equation
invariance seen in c¢- eld methods, which we will describe

in Sec[3% and show its effects in SEc]4.2. For later re-use in Se€l] 3, it is useful to present it here.
Firstly, the low-energy subspace is spanned by the set

of low-energy single-particle basis statgs ,ig, with

2. The SGPE method normalized wavefunctions, (x), so that a projector onto
this operator subspace can be de ned in the following way:
2.1. Summary of the method X
Pc = jnih nj; 1)
A feature of c- eld approaches in general is a separation n

of the system into highly and lowly occupied modes, afteyhile, correspondingly, for a spatial elfi(x),

which a detailed treatment is continued only for the highly X
occupied (low-energy) modes that are approximated by & f (x) =  dx° n(X) o (xOf (x% (2)
ensemble of complex eld amplitudes. The SGPE treats the n

effect of the remaining (high-energy) modes as a thermahd one de nes

and particle bath for the c-eld. Such an approach carb(x) -p *@ X) 3)
be contrasted to projected classical eld methods such ¢
as the Projected Gross-Pitaevskii equation (PGPE) [7, 48] terms of the full Bose eIde X).  Then, under
that remove the direct in uence of the high energy modeappropriate conditions, the master equationkpttakes the
completely. The derivation of the SGPE can be found iform:

@ ih i £ h i -
@i° = Meibe &G0 Pogbe; g+ 1 Pobke + B POThe; P +hic(4)
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Here 7 ) With such c- eld methods, one must separate out
= by h 9 by b ! bro. the low energy subspace that is to be treated using the
c = X P(X) Hep(x)+ 2 (x)P(x) %) ®) e (x), a matter that has been studied in some detail

[13,14[22] 47, 55-57]. It is common to make the simplest
) kind of split between low and high-energy modes, taking
Hep(X)=  —r 24 V(x) (6) the Iow—energy subspace to be all plane-wave _mpdes below
2m a certain momentum cutdff,ax = = X, and this is what
in an external potential/ (x). The contact inter-particle we will also do in this article. In that case, the projection i
interactions have strengghand is the chemical potential. (8) can be removed in the understanding that one works on
The growth/decay rat&(x) of the low-energy eld can, a discretized numerical lattice in space, and that the upper
in general, be spatially dependent. Finally, the low-eperghalf of the allowed momentum modes do not signi cantly

which includes the single-particle Hamiltonian density

frequency operator is _ contribute to the physics so that aliasing of the nonlirtgari
b h b b broy b ! can be ignored. One then has the familiar form of the SGPE:
PcBx) = Pc Hsp(x)P0) + g (x)P0)P0x) = (7)) @

@ _ . L P

Al this corresponds to Egs. (83), (76), and (37) |6_ﬂ[16].I @t @ 1) He g o+ 27keT (1D

The conditions imposed to obtain the above include: (i)  This equationis commonly used to obtain equilibrium
disregarding the terms corresponding to scattering betwegtates by evolving the ensemble from essentially arbitrary
condensate and thermal cloud atoms (in this context, sétarting states (e.g. ~ vacuum) to long times, when
[53]), as well as (i) the usually small repulsive potentiathe distribution stabilizes and becomes ergodic. The
for the low energy eld that comes from the thermal equilibrium particle number and energy are determined by
cloud, and (iii) assuming a suf ciently high thermal cloudthe bath parameter§ and , while affects the time
temperature [16] that the c- eld gain and decay ra@$X needed to reach equilibrium. One is able to obtain good
andG( ) in [16], respectively) differ only by a relatively results for temperatures in the quasicondensate or above-

small amount as per (82) in [1L6]. quasicondensate regimes, where the thermal uctuations in
both density and phase can be much higher than for the

2.3. SGPE equation Bogoliubov description, and the condensate fraction can be
small [22[24].

Following [16] and now treating thB eld in the truncated The time evolution of such a calculation is shown in

Wigner representation, with some auxiliary assumptiongure [l for a trapped 1D Bose gas. The simulation starts
regarding the discarding of high-order terms, leads to thieom a vacuum initial condition (x; 0) = 0, and evolves
following nonlinear Langevin equation for samplex) of  to an equilibrium trapped quasicondensate. Ensemble

a c- eld ensemble: properties of such growth were considered in detail in
. @ _ [18,22]. The gure here shows a single realization of a
I~@t_ . (®) wavefunction in the ensemble. One notable feature is the

spontaneous appearance of two deep solitons in the gas, and

p__
. I -
Pe (1 1) Hs ol * 2keT their later disappearance as an equilibrium quasicontensa

Here, is reached. Such effects have been seen previously during
~B(x) the evaporative cooling and subsequent thermalization of a
(x) = T (9) 1D gasl[58.509], or other sudden disturbances[20, 60, 61].
B

is a dimensionless decay rate that represents the coupliﬂgL Fluctuations in the SGPE
strength to the thermal bath. It can be spatially-varying,
but is usually in practice taken small and constant, whehet us consider now the predictions generated by the SGPE
equilibrium ensembles are desired. Theare delta- for density and phase uctuations in a quasicondensate,
correlated complex Gaussian stochastic noise elds, witfor comparison with the fuller equation derived in Sel. 3.
the variances Similarly to gure [I, we take the following parameters,
: 0.0 _ ) chosen to match earlier benchmarking studies of trapped 1D
h (et (A= x) ¢t (10) agases[[ZlZ]: In harmonic oscillator units € m = ap, =
In practice they are approximated by a pair of real Gaussian ~=mt! ) for a 1D trap of angular frequendy, we take an
random variables of variande=(2 t x%) in the real and interaction strength of = 0:1. The thermal cloud bath
imaginary directions that are independent at each point ffarameters are = 22:41, = 0:01, and we will use three
time andd-dimensional space discretized with time stepgsemperaturesT = 0:62; 1:24; 1:91 , which can be
t and volume elementsx®. Thus, the effect of the high compared to the characteristic phase coherence temperatur
energy modes is described by an effective temperature [63]
chemical potential , and the bath coupling strength (~1)2 4p 5 2
T N 39 pﬁ; (12)
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Figure 1. The generation of a single samplgx) of the thermal reduction of coherence length &sgrows. Dot-dashed lines show thermal

equilibrium ensemble for a harmonically trapped 1D Bose g@elor ~ quasicondensate estimatgsl(15) with an effective = x?=2.
shows the local density(x;t) = j (x;t)j2 of the gas during its time

evolution under[{T1). %I quantities are in trap harmonicitiator units Ori s )

where~=m = ay, = = ~=2m! = 1. Thermal cloud bath parameters X" lying in the center 30% of the clougkd < x ¢ = 2), as
areT =13:89, =22:41,9=0:1,and =0:01 These parameters per

correspond to the coldest of the cases studied in detailds[2e} anfl 413, 1 z

and are fairly close in properties to the trapped gas of tiperment of  g(")(x) = —— dx®g™ (x% x°+ x): (14)
Ref. [62]. 2X¢ ix%<x ¢

wheren = 1 or 2. The phase correlations for the reference
whichisT =3:98 inour case. So, we have = 0.156, SYyStem are shown in gurBl2. There is a linear loss of
0.311 and 0.480° here. The trapped ideal gas criticalphase coherence Wit_h distance and temperature, whic_h Is
temperature i§, N=log2N = 10:76 [64]. expected for a quasicondensate whose phase uctuations

e dominated by thermal effects. In that case the decay

These parameters are like those used in the sfudy [232j : )
apart from a simple variable change in the SGPE (discu358 phase coherence can be est|m0,263] as.

in Secl}ljﬂf).that leads tol® incref_zlse irg. The reason for gV (x) e ¥l : where L = 2_ — . (@5

the scaling is to be closer to experimental values, somgthin gT mks

that will become relevant once quantum uctuations aré\ rst easy correction can be obtained by taking a local
added in Sed.]4, breaking the SGPE scaling. For examplgffective chemical potentiale (x) = % leading to
our parameters correspond 6Rb atoms in a trap with JocalL (x). Such an estimate is shown for comparison in
frequencies of 520 520 30:2 Hz, at temperatures gure Plas dot-dashed lines. The match is quite good until
of 20, 40, and 62 nK, respectively, which we will call ourtrap edge effects kick in gkj 5. Phase correlations in
“reference system”. The number of atoms i200Q This similar regimes have been investigated e.g[in[[18, 22] and
case can be compared to a recent experimentin Viénha [62bmpared to experimerit[24].

that had about 700 atoms at 40 nK, with a slightly more

elongated trap of axial frequency 16.3 Hz. Lo
To generate the thermal equilibrium state, simulations 103
start in vacuum, and continue for a time @3~! , which ~
appears suf cient for equilibration of a single realizatio Nfi 102
(see gurdl). We use 10 000 realizations to reduce noise in h=
the density correlations. ot
We concentrate on correlation functions in the center 1.00
of the cloud or in momentum-space. The two-point 5 = 55 o o
normalized correlation function x [oscillator units]

h,by(xl)*? X2)i | hn (X1)  (X2)iens (13) Figure 3. The density correlation functiog® (x) when the system

e P with = 22:41 is described by the SGPH. = 0:156T - blue
n(xsy) N(X n(x1) N(X ’

) ( l) ( 2) ( l) ( 2)_ ) T = 0:311T - green, T = 0:480T -red. Note the expected growth

describes the phase coherence, with normalization by tle&bunching withT. Dot-dashed lines show thermal quasicondensate

local densityn(x) = hPY(x)® x)i ! hj (X)j2iens. The estimatesI7).
right-hand expressions indicated with “, are the averages

to be carried out over the statistical ensemble of samples by by :
generated by the SGPE. Their precision increases with the (., - x,) = hbY(x1)DY(x2) 0 x1) R xy)i
size of the ensemble. To obtain a better signal-to-noise n(x1)n(xz)

ratio for the spatial correlations in the center of the trap, ,hi (X1)i% (X2)j%iens
the correlations were locally averaged over starting oint : n(x1)n(xz)

9(1) (X1;%2) =

The second-order correlation function

(16)
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Figure 5.  Momentum densityn (k) for several realizations when the
system withg = 0:1, =22:41, andT = 0:156T is described by the
SGPE.

k)

This gives information about thermal excitations and atom
pairing in the system. Thermally occupied modes have
Hanbury Brown-Twiss-like (HBT) density uctuations:
g@ (k; k) = 2, while pairing between counter-propagating
atoms would be evidenced by increased density correlations

9@ (k;

B - i 3 3 between themg® (k; k) > 1. These two quantities are
k [oscillator units] shown in gure@.
Figure 4. Normalized density uctuations in momentum space FOIj comparison, typical .momemum densities are
9@ (k; k) (panel a) and the counter-propagating pair correlatiostfan ~ shown in gure[®. By comparing gures, one sees that
g (k; k) (panel b). SGPE calculation with = 22:41andT =  for momenta well beyond the main cloud there is the

0:156T - blue, T = 0:311T - green,T = 0:480T - red. Statistical

uncertainty is . 0:05. expected HBT behavior and no pairing. The main features

seen at low k have rather trivial causes, but require some
explanation. In the presence of both condensate and
describes the density uctuations, and is shown in glure 3excitations two effects modify the simplest picture with
Here one sees weak bunching, growing with temperaturg®? (k; k% = 1 in the condensate and therny& (k; k) =

as expected in a thermal quasicondensate. For 2beyond.

quasicondensate in the thermal regimel [65], the estimate First — thermal fraction. Consider a toy model where

for a uniform gas with density is: the wavefunction at a given momentm (k) = o(k) +
T Kk pm "(k) consists of a condensate fractiorn (k) 1lin
2 1+ " B 2X= heal 17 . . . .
g (x) 2P g — € (17)  wavefunction (k) and independent Gaussian uctuations
"(k), such that its ensemble averages Hre = 0, and
where 0 hj'j*i = 2hj'j%i2. Then it is easily shown that
heal = ~= Mmgn (18) @ (k;k)=2 no(k)%: (20)

is the healing length. Taking the Thomas-Fermi estimatfhiS accounts for the bulk of the variation in gue 4(a).
itv i | = = . .
oLdgnsn)r: n th_e centerhof theftrap,. Mo = =9, one3 Secondly — center-of-mass motion. Inspection of
3 ta(;nsr: Z?St'ma_‘l'fﬁs shown hor compalllrlson in gure aﬁngle realizations of (x) in the SGPE ensemble reveals
ot- :S edines. esle mitc verthe f | hthat they are typically somewhat narrower than the
owever, It is also known that for low enough onqempe mean, as seen by the relative displacement of

temperatures, the uniform gas displays antibunching, i'ﬁ1dividual realizations in guréb. This is due to appredab
center-of mass displacements in the trap. Consider then

g@ (0) < 1, an effect that is caused by two-body repulsion
%Bnother toy model, when the wavefunction in individual

and not treated by c- eld descriptions. for a dilute zer
2Pg="n [B6]. An N . _
realizations is a randomly displaced condensdte) =

temperature gasg® (0) 1
exact calculation from the Yang-Yang exact solution for o(k + ), with the displacement Gaussian distributed
Wwith standard deviation: R( ) / e *22 *  The mean

the uniform gas[[67] using the central density estimate
density is therhj (k)j%i = dP ( )ng(k+ ) interms of

ng = =g = 224:1, gives the following values for
the three increasing temperatures used hef@ (0) = the un-displaced condensate densiggk) = | o(K)j2. A
Taylor series expansion in smallthen giveshj (k)j?i

0:98986 0:99604 and 1:0042 This does not match the
SGPE result, with a particularly glaring discrepancy at the 1 _ L .
lowest temperature, where one has anti-bunching in thetrlTQ(k.) T2 (@nO(l.()'@%)' .2.A S|m_|lze_1r calculzzﬂon
. . provides an expression foj (k)j<j ( k)jsi  no(k)“ +
o Ilr;Stk?gda?:febL;C;]g;gll(') ous expressioftd (16) holds: “[(@p(k)=@F  no(k)(@no(k)=@K)], leading to a
pace, 9 P " nal estimate of the pair correlation function (whenis
hoY(k) PY(kY R k)R K9i

n(k)n(k9

9@ (k;k9 = (19)
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small) as: The underlying idea here is that this is targeted towards
1 @p(k) 2 expr_ess?ng the mz_;my-body s_tate of a quantum system as a
: (21) distribution over simpler basis states that are local theac
no(k) @k mode. For large systems such as we are interested in here,
From this, one can see how the apparent value @he aim is to interpret the positive real distributiénas
9@ (k; k) can be lowered below 1 for counter-a probability of the basis states, or “realizations” of the
propagating atoms, and raised above the otherwise expectg@tem, and sample them stochastically. This enormously
value of 2 forg® (k;k) correlations by the rather trivial reduces the size of the description of the system, down
center-of-mass motions. In particular, the effectis mostp to an ensemble of realizations, at the cost of introducing
nounced at the edge of the condensates where the ratiosgétistical uncertainty.
gradient to density is highest. This explains the form of the  The de nition (22) can be extended straightforwardly
excursions below unity in gurkl4(b) and above two in g- to a many-mode system, such as the set of basis §tates
ure[4(a). From equiparﬂion arguments, the center-of mags our low-energy subspace as pel (1). The many-mode
energy per particle i§ =N on average, which correspondsoperator basi# is taken to just be an operator product of
to a typical COM momentum dfcom 0:1in the ex- the local operators:
ample system treated here. In comparison, the condensate o

@@ k) 1 2

width in momentum space is appr8ximately the inverse df= bn( ni€n)= Jh:ﬂ: (23)
the Thomas-Fermi radius, i.e. 1= 2 0:15. Taken n n nl nl
together, these values validate that spontaneous cefrter-@ith coherent state amplitudes, and e, for each mode.
mass motion may be signi cant for this system. Since the boson wavefunction in the low energy subspace
Finally, regarding pairing, consider a state that is closgan be expanded as
to being a condensate, such that an expansion of the Bose X
(x) = n(X) Bn; (24)

eld into a dominant wavefunction ¢(x) and relatively
small uctuations *@ X) as per the Bogoliubov approach is

reasonable. Thati® x)= o(x)+ @ x). Anexpansion
of the interaction term in the Hamiltonian to lowest releivan

n

then two corresponding “bra” and "ket” c- elds can be
constructed from the basis-state amplitudes:
X

order in the uctuations gives both potential terms of the (x) = n(X)
form gj o(x)j2 PY(x) ® x), and pair production terms
of the formg o(x)? by(x)Z, The latter should lead to &(x) = n(X) €n: (25a)

the appearance of some level of pairing between counter-
propagating atoms in the system. The lack of such a clear

pairing signature in gur&H(b) is something that we expecp®_ that we can aiso Writ.& (x); €(x)). In this way,
a fuller theory than the SGPE to rectify. is an off-diagonal projector between coherent states

in gge (x) and e(x|)Q orbitals, with mean occupations
of dxj (x)j> and dxj€(x)j?, respectively, and the
distribution P is over all possible pairs of spatial
Let us treat the master equatioll (4) from which thavavefunctions (x) and &(x) in the subspace projected
SGPE originates using the exact mapping to a positive-#nto byPc.

representation (PPR) instead of the usual truncated Wigner Thg nal aim is to map the master equatidd (4) for

n

3. Positive-P representation

approximation. be = PQ (x); €(x)) D (x) D€(x) into equations for
the samples (x) and €(x). The usual procedure to do
3.1. Formalism this [25/68.69] uses the correspondence relations between

) ) ] ) local Bose eld operatorly, and derivatives:
The PPR is an expansion of the density operator in terms

of an off-diagonal coherent state projector bddisFora Bn b= b
smgIZe mode it is: Bb- e+ @@ b
b= P(; e)R ; e)d? d? 22 !

(: R ;e)d®d’e (@2 py ~ o b (26)
where b= j ihe j=he j i with bosonic coherent states by, = + @ b 27)
- . . “ . n — n
j i=exp( B | j?=2)j0i having phasé and mean @,

particle numbej j?. The distribution function in the phase to derive a Fokker-Planck equation, which in general takes
space spanned by the “bra” and “ket” amplitudesegis  the form

P(; e) and can be chosen such that it remains real an@ R+) n @ 1@ @ 0

positive [25]. at @A (vM+ 5@@D (v) P(v); (28)
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where ; label the phase-space variablesthat can be where the noise matri® satis es the matrix equatioD =
any of the ,, or e,. A is the drift vector andd is BBT, and (t) are delta-time-correlated, independent,
the diffusion matrix, which can in general depend on all theeal white noise elds with variance
variablesy = f:::;v ;:::g. The Fokker-Planck equation h o }

t t) = t t): 30
can then be mapped onto a set of coupled, complex Ito ® ) ( ) (30)

stochastic differential equations: )
3.2. Low-energy PPR equations

dv X For the master equatiohl (4), one obtains an exact mapping
e A (v)+ B (v) (1): (29) to the following Fokker-Planck equation:
Z .
= X n. h [ 0
G @y P00 0 00 Heta® 00 0 (0P (31)
X @Z n h i )
Y @ dx n(x) ( i+ (X)) Hp+g (x)&x) (x) ©€XP
& @ T i w07 a0
o @n@m 2 " "
Z . Z
vot =% Tl 0 a0e 07 wPr T =D a2 (ke T (0 mGOP
nm @n@m 2 nm @n@m "

with the usual de nition [P) of . Use was made of the tudes, and then immediately for the c- elds iia @5since

orthogonality of the mode wavefunctions: the mode wavefunctions, (x) are time-independent. It is
Z also convenientto add a global phase evolutiotrof- to
dx n(x) m(x)= om: (32)  ande. The equations, witl andt dependence of all elds

One obtains Langevin equations for the mode amplC: +V: i § )implied, are:

- e @ i) Zev osg e i@y +P ket
dt 2m

i~ @ i) 2 ev sge edPigm ayees Pkt (33)
dt 2m '

This explicitly includes projection onto the low energy The presence of the two elds and € allows for the
subspacd (2) at every time step. The independent real whiteorporation of the nonzero commutation relation for the
noise elds (x;t) and§x;t) individually have variances Bose eld b ie. X

. 0. F—-— .
hoat) (9= x) G ) O = Pexixd=  n(x) XY (35)
In practice, this is implemented with independent, real n

Gaussian noises at each numerical lattice point and ti
step t that have a variance d= t x9Y. The properties

of (x;t) are given by[(10).

rr5(pectation values of all quantum observabtBs are
calculated by the following procedure, which can be derived
from the de nition of the representatio_(22) and the
operator identitie§ (26) in a straightforward way|[68]:

. o (i) One rst expresses the operatd? in its normally
The equationg(33) are a generalization of the PSGPE of (8) ' ordered formt ® : (i.e. by rearranging its expression

3.3. Comparison with the SGPE

to include the full quantum mechanics of _théow—energy_ with the help of [3b) so that all creation operaté¥s
eld. There are three main differences: (i) The separation  re to the left of all annihilation operatobsin all the
into “bra” and “ket” elds, (ii) the addition of the “quantum terms).

noise” stochastic terms with real noiseand€, and (iii) a
replacement of j2 with € or its complex conjugate as
estimators for the local density.

(i) Afunctionalfo[; €]is obtained by replacinB(x) !
(x)and(x)! €x) in:®:
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n 0
(iii) The statistical mean dfo, thatishRe fo[; €] iens l€ads to effectively nonzero commutation relations. For

example,: B(x9¥(x): = Bx)bx9 + Pc(x;x9, so
that the functional evaluated to calculate the expectation
value of B(x9) B¥(x) is greater byPc (x;x9  4(x X9

than that used to calculate the mean deth’jx) b(xo).
106Gx% = Re &x) (X% iens (36) Thisis as required by full quantum mechanics.

When taking the plane-wave basis on lattice spacing

Note that the requirement that the functiofial[; €] is x as with the plain SGPE{11) we have
obtained from the normal-ordered form of the operator

converges to the quantum mechanical avelr@eas
the size of the statistical ensemble grows.

For example, thﬁ one-bodyidensity matrix is evaluated as

2y 2

i~(3j—t:(1 i) 2:n+v vge +Pigm 2y + P keT

e 2y 2
i~(3j—t:(1 i) 2:n sV +ge  erPigm zyee+r kLT 37)
These equations are very similar to those conj&cturedsearli 20 15
by a heurstic approach[70]. The differenceisa 2i 15 1
factor on the quantum noise instead(df i ). These — qg 1 12
become equal asbecomes small. € 5 |

While the equation$(33) and (37) incorporate the fulls 9
quantum dynamics of the system, they also suffer from & 0 1
serious problem if one is interested in long time scale@ -5 1 6
The nonlinearity in the equations ampli es the uctuationsx _1g 1
that are being input via (t) and &t), which leads to 15 | 4
unmanageable statistical error after some tigg. An
estimate for this time was obtained for systems with no -20 6 0
thermal bath:[[26] t [oscillator units]
to 2’“( X)d:3 (38) Figure 6. An attempt to generate a sample of the thermal equilibrium
sim I(Nmax )23 ensemble with the raw PPR equatiois](37). The dens{;t) =

. . Lo Re[® ] calculated via[(36) is shown. All parameters like in gk 1,
where npmay is the maximum den5|ty in the SyStem‘except for the markedly shorter timescale. The white spacthe right

While suf ciently strong dissipation is known to stabilize indicates the onset of catastrophic noise ampli cation.

stochastic equations coming from the PRRI[26, 71], the

required strength of is larger than that found in our _ o .

example calculations.  Since reaching an equilibriur@/0Ng With the normalizatigp cqnd|tlgn that the mean
thermal state requires long time evolution, this usuall;?u'ﬁnb_er of particles i\ = dxj (x)j. Namely, the
precludes using the raw PPR equations EfS] (37) for thRguation is unchanged under the following transformation
purpose. For example, growing the gas from vacuum withith one real parameterp 0:

the equations[{37) in the same manner as was donedgn ! g

gure Mwith the SGPE leads to what is shown in glife6.  (y) | (X):p - (40)

T | T=

while N ! N= . Since there is no scaling of position or
A useful quantity to describe the quantum granularity, ofime coordinates (nor of, V or ), this property remains
degree to which a semiclassical description is inaccuisate,true also when the system is discretized onto a numerical
the Lieb-Liniger dimensionless interaction strength = |attice. Note though, that taking into account the physifcs o
mg=-?n introduced in[[72] for 1D. (Itis not to be confused the problem in a way that goes beyond the equation itself,
with the unrelated bath coupling strength used in thethe most appropriate cutdfna, is not generally invariant
stochastic equations). with  [13/55]. We can identify as a scaling of the Lieb-

There is a continuous symmetry of the SGPH. iniger parameter, , since at any point in space

description that remains even after all quantities hava beeLL xX)/ g3 P/ 2 (41)

expressed in dimensionless units as
p A single SGPE calculation represents a continuous family

Lot (T i )(Hgp +g %) + 2 (39)  of systems with different, .

3.4. Onset of quantum uctuations
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This symmetry is lost, as it must, in the PPR equation§he second point above implements an interaction quench.

(317), whose dimensionless form is The idea is to have a quench that does not directly affect the
@ cloud's mean- eld properties and makes only small changes
I@t: (42) to the interaction energy. This aims to obtain a relatively
. pP— P — cleandisplay of the many-body effects of the quench, rather
e . 1
(L1 )(Hsp *g %) + g 2 )p 2T than more mundane effects that can be attributed to mean
Here, while all the SGPE terms scale like 1=4 eld evolution. Interaction quenches have been invesédat

T _ .
the magnitude of the quantum noise term is unchangef®r ultracold atom systems both in experiment][73-75]

This is how single-particle effects break the classicatl el and theory, many with direct relevance to dilute 1D gases
description as | grows from zero, and introduce a [76+83].
“granularity” that is inherently nonclassical.
The | parameter also has relevance to the accessibiel. Quench protocol
simulation time in PPR simulations of 1D systems, as

follows: To encompass all the physics, such as the densigeforming a quench directly in the manner 6f1(40),
uctuations, one needs to have a numerical lattice that cgi'd @S calculated in[70], is difcult experimentally.

resolve the inter-particle healing lengfi{18). Hence, on&his is because it is not straightforward to suf ciently
rapidly change the linear density and even harder to

needs X .  heal ~= mng. In a Thomas-Fermi '° ' o

approximation where(x) [ V(x)]=g, the highest smultqneously keep the density proje_(x)J unghanged

densitynzr = =g is the limiting case, so that we require °" rapidly change the temperature in a uniform way.
x . ~=" M. The timescale for physics occurring on thelnstead of that, we can take advantage of an approximate

scaling that occurs in the Thomas-Fermi regime (i.e. when

healing length-scale is ' o
T . T). Here, the densbty pro le within the Thomas-

U = —; (43) FermiradiusRte = (1=!) 2=m is given byn(x) =
n(0) 1 (x=Rtg)? , while the chemical potential itself
and from [38) one obtains that in 1D is gn(0). Hence, the scaling
tsim 2 !
LU 44) 9 49
e (re)tE v P (46)
with |-
m o
e = (45)

~2ntE by a factor , while keeping temperaturé and density
the lowest value of ., (x), attained in the densest part ofN(X) constant, does not affect the Thomas-Fermi density

the cloud. This indicates that the equatidng (37) should B¥° le. It cjoes, however, af:le((:jt_ thebquanturfn Eragular_lty
able to track processes related to the onset of inter—|lli~a1rtic,$'ncle LL A lSome Isma. Isturbance of the density
repulsion to their completion, provided we are in the regim@ro e near the classical turning points pdj Rre Is

when tg 1. However, much slower processes such a® beTi)i(Eﬁgtzd'quench thatan be implemented by e.g
thermalization in 1D will not reach saturation. el
sinbultaneously increasing all trap frequencies by a factor
of ~ . An increase of the transverse trapping frequency
I » by this amount leads to a multiplication of by

- . _since the latter is proportional t03 in 1D. What it does
Wedwtlu mvef:hq{_ate here t?e tﬁnse;cpo; quantt:_mEg{ ag"?'ar;% the terms in Eq[{42) is to multiply the deterministic part
an € etiectiveness of the equations| (37) y , the quantum noise by —, and the thermal noise is

descr||b|(rj\g It.t fsmf[:r? long time evttal!utlc(;n ?)nd thfrmal'Z'E:F'O nchanged. Thus, the relative magnitude of quantum versus
are ruled out for the reasons outlined above, to investigaje .- jice grows with.

the interplay between quantum and thermal uctuations we Quantities which remain unchanged under the scaling

will take the following approach: include the Thomas-Fermi radil®rg , the phase coher-
(i) Evolve the SGPH{11) the same way as in §ed. 2.4 forence temperatur€ of (I2), the central densitg(0), the
time 60=! to obtain a stationary ensemble of thermatemperaturel, and the ideal gas critical temperaturg
states. This corresponds to a whole family of gasess well as all associated temperature ratios. On the other

4. Investigation of quantum granularity in a quench

parametrized byt . hand, neither the healing lengthes of (@I8), nor the di-
(i) Input these samples into the PPR equations] (3-,fpen§ionless interaction strengthe , nor the ratiol = are
explicitly choosing various values of . invariant.

(i) Evolve as long as possible and compare the result- The phase coherence lendth of_(]I5)|n equn|b_r|u_m

: ) . . . Is also preserved. However, we will see that this is not
ing correlations to those described previously in Sec- . .
: relevant for our quench, as the timescales for a reaction to
tion.[2.4 for the SGPE.
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Figure 7. Evolution of phase correlatiog® (x) in time under the T
g p g (x) [(6) PPR

SGPE after a quencli_{(6) by a factor of= 20. Time evolution in & 1000
(@) (x = 0;20uy;40uy; 60uy;80uy, descending) and spatial pro le in =
(b) at timesO (blue), 45u; (green),1000u; (red). Standard “reference” > 100}
initial conditions with = 22:41andT = 0:156T . 1 statistical %
uncertainty is shown as triple lines. Note, here the osoillimescale T 10}
is1=! =448u. 3
= 1
c S
the quench and rethermalization are very different. This ca 0.1k - - - I
. . <40 - 20 0 20 40
be seen from an SGPE calculation of the quench shown in k [oscillator units]

gure [Z1 Initially, g™ (r) undergoes a large change due to

the quench, only to return to its initial values after a tinfie oFigure 8.  Density in momentum space after= 3 uy, for different
quench strengths = 1 (no quench)5; 20 (colors as per tabl&] 1) starting

aboutl=! . . . » fromtheT = 0:156T state. Panel (a): SGPE calculation, Panel (b): PPR
The timescales accessible with the positive-P calcul&alculation with quantum uctuations.

tion do not reach the equilibration time, though. For this

reason, the quantum uctuation signal is not as clean as the o - . . ]

(@0) quench described iR [70]. It will be necessary to |Ool@nd_densny in the posm_ve—P S|mulat|on_accord|ng to the
at thedifferencebetween c- eld (SGPE ) calculations and Scaling of [46).  Relative to the nominal case (=

the full quantum treatment of the positive-P simulation t¢24L T =0:62;g =0:1, =0 :0_1;W 2000, we take
study the effect of quantum uctuations. values of = 1;5;20 which multiply the 1D interaction

To generate initial conditions for the PPR, we will useSt'engthg and change parameters as shown in téble 1.

the standard choices for atom eldS[27]. If an initial state! NiS increases the importance of quantum uctuations as
contains many atoms but is known only from its one-bod{/Ses: The simulation times achieved before excessivenois
wavefunction 1(x), a close approximation is the coheren@MPpli cation set in, tsim, are also shown. They are of the
state with amplitude 1(x). Then, from the de nition of Same order as given by the expression (38).

the representatiof (P3), one can immediately take Figure [8 shows the density in momentum space.
~ _ _ The notable feature here is the appearance of additional
()= 8x)= 1(x): (47)  scattered atoms in the wings of the distribution out to about

When the input state is described by a thermal ensembjkj 1= heal, the expected momentum corresponding to

(such as one generated by an SGPEgsgpe (x)g), an healing-length physics. The scattered number increases
ef cient choice is to generate orjgh PPR sample for each with g as expected. Despite some quench physics occurring
jth SGPE sample ), _ (x), taking each such sample's @lready in the SGPE, there are several times more scattered

SGPE . .
one-body wavefunction as the input to the coherent initigdtoms in the full quantum PPR calculation due to quantum
condition [4T): uctuations, something whose effect will also be seen in
() oy — 06 ey — () _ other observables.
(x) = (x) = sgpe (X): (48) Figure [9 shows the averaged phase correlation

This approach was used previously used e.g.[in [31] fdunction, g™ (x), in the center of the trap after an evolution
initial conditions generated from a quasicondensate d- eltime of t = 3u, both for the SGPE and the full PPR
ensemble via the expressions giver(in/[63, 84]. treatment. The lower panel shows only the difference due
to quantum uctuations g® (x) = g2 (x)  gEeee (X).
4.2. Emergence of quantum granularity with interaction Figure [I0 shows results for the corresponding density
strength correlations,g® (x), as a function of time. Despite the
. low values of the dimensionless interaction strength
For the referencgtestca_se usedin @:._2.4, whel?2:41 (having a maximum value of 0.0089 when = 20),
andg = 0:1, the interaction parameter isr = 0:00043  gppreciable qualitative changes arise in the long-range
indicating that we are still very deep in the Sem'dass'caéroperties of the gas due to quantum uctuations. Phase

regime. We take the lowest temperature system of thoggnherence is reduced across all length scales, correlation
described in Sed._2.4, and vary the interaction strength
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Table 1. Parameters for the simulated quenches with different desEuantum uctuations and temperatures. Here, as in tfezarece system of
Sec[ZH which refers to &1 Rb gas, there ar&l = 2000 atoms, and initial values af = 0:1and =22:41. , = |, =2 , etc. Thetg, are the
maximum times reached. Plot color refers to Figs. H-1P, S,

T g t sim =Ut plot reference system> 0
(t> 0) (t> 0) color [Hz] - [Hz] T [nK]
1 139 0.1 22.41 5.7 magenta 30.2 520 20
5 139 0.5 112.1 3.8 cyan 156 2600 20
20 139 2.0 448.2 3.8 blue 604 10400 20
20 27.8 2.0 448.2 2.9 green 604 10400 40
20 428 2.0 448.2 2.9 red 604 10400 62

. T T ] 1.015

1IN~
71\ -

19} (a) SGPE & PP_ ..

0.9} RN

0.8f

o 0.7f /

g@ (x=0)

\
0.6}
!

-6 -4 -2 0 2
x [oscillator units]

[ (b) di erence
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—_
= - 0.04f X
~ ™
3 -006 s
(=} I
0.08}
x
X
0.10 s
0.12f ©
- 20 - 10 0 10 20
X=Ux

t=u¢

Figure 9. Phase correlatiorg® (x) att = 3 uy after the quench from
theT = 0:156T  state. Panel (a)_shows values calculated using the PPR™_ 0:156T state. Values calculated using the PPR (solid lines) and
(solid Ilnes.) and SGPE (dashed lines). Quench strengthe We_rl (no . SGPE (dashed lines). Some high frequency statistical m®seen in the
quench},S, 20 ((1:0|or as per tabIe_EI 1). _Panel (b) shows the Qn‘ference "PR results at long times. Panel (a) shows zero range dwrsawhile
gorrelatlons g( ) (x) due to the inclusion of quantum uctuations. Gray Panel (b) those at = 3:3uy with a correlation wave passing at times
lines show estimateE (#9) based on the SGPE and a T = 0 quan&nuly around1:5u;. Quench strengths were = 1 (no quench)5: 20 (color

as per tabld.]1). Gray lines show estimafesajhd based on the

SGPE and & = 0 quantum quench.

igure 10.  Density correlationgg® (x) after the quench from the

waves are made stronger, and there is a reduction of the
bunching. For suf ciently strong interactions, the dedire  _ 5 quench to heighten the visibility of quantum
antibunching appears on length scales of the ordef&af.  cuation effects. Temperatures correspond to the three
All the effects grow in strength witg. SGPE calculations in Sdc. 2.4, describing for exarfifiRb

In the gures [BEID, the difference between thep the traps and temperatures given in tdble 1.
magenta lines corresponding te= 1 (“no quench”) shows The correlations are shown in FigE1l afd 12.

the size of the transient introduced because equ”ibriu@ualitatively the quantum uctuations are seen to add
quantum uctuations were notincluded in the initial SGPEyq the existing thermal behavior in the SGPE. That is

generated state. Its magnitude scales asr g there is additional phase decoherence, while for density
uctuations there is a transition between bunched behavior
4.3. Correlations as a function of temperature and antibunching when the temperature is low enough, as

The behavior of the difference due to quantum uctuationseXpected ”.O”? the full quantum p.hyS|cs. .
Quantitatively, the quench-like behavior turns out to

bears close resemblance to recent predictions of cowalati . . o
. . . e well approximated by adding the = 0 predictions
functions after a quantum quench of the interaction stteng or dilute gases found iri [82] and thermal effects seen in
[76,/80,82(85,86]. We will now investigate it in more €49 . .
. the plain SGPE. The rough estimates for medium and long
detail for a range of temperatures. We choose the strong : .
imest & u; are shown in gure§i9=12 as grey lines. For
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1.00f () g? (k; k) [SGPE] (b) g? (k;k°) [PPR]
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Figure 11. Phase correlationg® (x) att = 3 u; after the = 20 10 r r r
quench, at three values of temperature matching the SGRHsrex 4
gurePl T =0:156T (blue), T =0:311T (green), and = 0:480T
(red). Values calculated using the PPR (solid lines) and S@GRshed b
lines). The gray lines show estimatEs](49) based on the SGPER = 0 B

qguantum quench.

kY [oscillator units]
=)

g2 (x=0)
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Figure 13.  Correlation functiong® (k;k% att = 1:0u; after a

= 20 quench with theT = 0:156T initial condition. Panel (a):
shows the results of an SGPE calculation, Panel (b) of theFBR
evolution, and Panel (c) the difference. White color in tepgls indicates
g@ (k;k9 > 1:5.

9@ (x = 3:3ux)

pTFut%.4ut%2t X
6t 3t Ut heal

(2) .
Figure 12.  Density correlationsg® (0) after a = 20 quench, 9SGPE () +
at three values of temperature matching the SGPE resultgyafe[3:
T = 0:156T (blue), T = 0:311T (green), andl = 0:480T  for |grge distances heal. Here, Ai[x] is the Airy

(red). Values calculated using the PPR (solid lines) and S@Rshed . . . L .
lines). Panel (a) shows zero range correlations, while IR@)ehose at function, andCy is a constant that is unity in a continuum

x = 3:3ux with a correlation wave passing at times of arodrl; . The ~ System and

gray lines show estimatds @&Qand based on the SGPE and’a= 0 2 K
quantum quench. Ci=Ztan ! %hea' (50c)

. when a lattice wavevector cutdff,ax is present. The rst
phase uctuations, they are: estimate gives the antibunching dip (or the reduction of
o (x) = g%)BPE (x) (49punching at higher temperatures), while the second gives

p — < 0 if X< pew=2 the additional correlation wave intensity.

8 2X=heat 1 if  pea=2<X< 2 hea=U o
dt=u; 1 if heat > 2t hea=U 4.4, Pairs in momentum space

The density uctuation estimate is As mentioned at the end of Sdc.12.4, one expects to see

o o p —F pe pairing in momentum space due to quantum uctuations
Jest (X) = Ogpe (X 1) Cxe X e (508)  of Bogoliubov phonons. The baseline SGPE behavior of

9@ (k;k9 is shown in gure[IBa. We use the lowest

for smallx O (' hea), and temperatureT = 0:156T . It shows a HBT thermal
0@ (x;t) = (50b) uctuation peak along thé  k°line and the condensate

correlation behavior discussed in 9ec] 2.4 at small momenta
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24f (a) ' ' ' ] (@) 9® (kik°) [SGPE] (b) 9@ (kik°) [PPR]
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1at Figure 15. Correlation functiorg®@ (k; k9 aftert = 0:3u; of evolution
' subsequent to a = 20 quench of the “clean” (40) type, using the

T L2p e T = 0:156T initial condition. Panel (a): shows the results of an SGPE
. ey calculation, Panel (b) of the full PPR evolution. Note theezixe of high
X 10 momentum pairs in the SGPE quench.
% 0.8}
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& poprep
s Figure 16. Time dependence of the density correlation functié® (x)
o 08¢ aftera =5 quench from thd = 0:156T initial condition. Panel (a):

0.6L ] SGPE, Panel (b): full PPR evolution. Antibunching appears stabilizes

() nearx = 0.
%470 5 0 5 10

k [oscillator units] o . .
guench (46), however, an additional classical correlation

Figure 14. SI_ices _through the momentum correlation function afterhatyween counter-propagating waves is already induced by
t:‘2 :_Out evolution with the PPR. Panels (a) and (b) show the tgmpera_tu the auench without reauiring discrete pair broduction.
variation of co-propagatingg® (k;k) and counter-propagating pair a . _q g pairp
correlationg® (k; k), respectively. Colors as in table 1. Panel (c) shows Inspection of Figs. 13c and 14 allows us to assess
the dependence of the counter-propagating pair corrakg® (k; k) physically whether the pairs in the trapped gas can act as
ong, for different quench strengths. Corresponding SGPEtestlown 5 5orce of nonclassical atom pairs when they are released
as dashed lines. Noise at larigesalues is statistical; 10 000 realizations . . .
were used. from the trap. For example, in experiments with BEC
collisions, released atoms were binned in momentum, and
the distributions of bin occupations analyzed to show sub-
jki;ik9 . 1. Some pairing® k is also seen. The pojssonian number uctuations (number squeezing) and
corresponding result of the full PPR simulation is shown "Cauchy-Schwartz inequality violation [30,31]. It was falin
gure 13b, and the difference between them in gure 13cthat for either effect to be present, one needs bin averaged
The quantum uctuations introduce signi cantly more 9@ (k; k9 with k9 andk in different bins to be larger than
pairing between counter-propagating atork8 ( k),  the g® (k; k9 averaged in a single bin. In our case here,
particularly at large momenta, greater than those spanngfle would take intervals on either side of the condensate
by the condensate. There is also a broadening of the HBi pins. Looking at the gures, the pakY k) and local
correlations due to quantum uctuations seen as the dOUb(B%nsity k° k) correlations have heights of about 1.5 and
diagonal line in gure 13c. 2, respectively, and similar peak widths. We conclude that i
Further details are shown in gure 14. Panels (a)s not possible to obtain released nonclassical atom pairs f
and (b) show cuts alonkf = k andk®= k, respectively, our parameters because the in-situ pairs are not suf gient|
for two of the temperatures we have been considering. Th@yrelated.
pair correlation rises across a wide range of momenta as
temperature drops, while the HBT uctuation peak in Paneh
(a) is unaffected. Panel (c) of gure 14 shows the increase’
of pairing with . Despite the simulation time limitations (38) in the PPR
In the clean, but not very physical quench (40)equations, some observable quantities reach stable yalues
counter-propagating pairs aonly produced by quantum at least on the timescales studied.
uctuations as shown in gure 15. For the physical The full quantum evolution of density correlations is

5. Resulting stationary state
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(@ g% (x) [SGPE] () g9 (x) [PPR] in the initial state is very small. To satisfy the latter
condition, we use a set of SGPE initial conditions rescaled
by (40) with respect to the “reference” case so that theaihiti

i i interaction strength ig = 0:01. The size of the remaining
transient ing® (0) is the difference between the last and
5th column in table 2, in this case 0:001 It would be

u, u, 0:009without the rescaling, as seen in the= 1 (solid

magenta) line of gure 10(a). Values obtained with the
Figure 17. Time dependence of the phase correlation funcgéh(x) ~ SGPE and full PPR equations are compared in table 2 to
gfg;é‘ Pz:eﬁ(‘:)‘ihmlféopnétg\i I:tigr;l%T initial condition. Panel (8):  the exact quantum thermal equilibrium value obtained for
’ ' : the uniform gas by Yang & Yang [67], and some estimates.
18 : : : : Estimates are simpler here because unlike tHeqtiench,
the thermal baseline remains the same as at0. The

X
% 161 rst two columns regardingi® (0) show that the SGPE is
= Ll well matched by the thermal uctuation estimate (17). The
< last two show very good agreement between the stationary
sL state and the quench + thermal uctuations estimat&)50
g However, the degree of antibunching in the exact quantum
° 1 equilibrium result is appreciably greater than in the gurenc
00 05 10 15 20 25 and PPR simulations. Indeed, in the limit of small values of
t=uy ¢, the quench reduceg? (0) by (Cx=2)” &, which
Figure 18. Time evolution of the pairing correlation at largeafter a 1S ) % . T Wh"e thep reductlon_ in the exact quantum
= 20 quench foff = 0:156T (blue), T =0:311T (green), and =  equilibrium state i§$2= )" "1¢ [66], i.e atleast 27% larger.
0:480T (red) initial states. The plot shows the peak va® (k; k) The stationarity of the evolution within the sound cone

ﬁg‘;‘f(s_\/ﬂsgingd?vef the f?h”@e? [0;5t; 1= heal ?[1%1?}(]'2'1_32] t_Ofgan; o in Figs. 10, 16, and 17 shows that any later equilibration
gvolutfon, ahed: Bope. | onariomnoise e, Sold ines: T there is negligible oru; timescales despite the scattered
particles interacting with each other and the remainder of
the system. This can be considered another case of “pre-
shown in Figs. 10, 12 and 16(b). Note the settling ofhermalization” [83,87-90].
the local bunching/antibunching to a stationary value in
gure 10. For more long-range correlations, one observes -gnclusions
quite long-lived waves moving away from the small
region, whereas locally only the stationary antibunchingve have derived the positive-P equations for the PSGPE
remains.  Stabilization of short-range correlations ovef33) and SGPE (37) models. Treating c- eld states at
a progressively larger region with time is also seen it > 0 this way does indeed generate the expected types
the phase correlations, which are shown in gure 17¢f quantum uctuation phenomena, and integrates them on
There, one can see the initial reduction of phase coherengg equal footing with thermal uctuations. One sees the
due to quantum uctuations, and later a changeover to gppearance of antibunching (or a reduction of bunching),
stable pro le that is seen as a kink in the color contoursadditional reduction of phase coherence in comparison
The appearance of counter-propagating pairs is shown {ith purely thermal phase uctuations, and correlated atom
gure 18 for large momentum, the region in which pairspairs with opposite momenta in situ in the trapped cloud.
dominate other effects. Quantum uctuations effects can be large, even at “warm”
The late-time stationary state has the qualitativgemperatures that are too high for a Bogoliubov description
features expected of a fully quantum thermal equilibriung g. T 0:4T .
state: antibunching, increased phase decoherence, an |n practice, the leading inaccuracy in our test
increase in counter-propagating pairs like in a Bogoliubo¥a|culations came from the lack of built-in quantum
description.  On the other hand, obtaining the thermafepletion in the c- eld initial conditions. Depletion is
equilibrium would, in fact, be surprising since the timdsca sybsequently built by a transient process at early times
of a few u; is too short to thermalize energy differenceg > 0 py the equations. This can be either an important
much smaller than , e.g. those involved in long- or only a minor issue, depending on the problem. For
wavelength phase- uctuations. This is re ected in theexample, this contribution can be seen in gure 9 as the
ongoing evolution o™ (x) at largex, seenin gure 17.  magenta line ( = 1) that eventuates when there is no
The density self-correlatiogi” (0) after the clean“”  change in the Hamiltonian but only in the equations. For
quench is well suited for a precise investigation of thistrong quenches, 1, the transient contribution due to
from a theoretical angle, provided the quantum depletioghe initial state becomes small in comparison with the new
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_ . . _ it relies on stochastic equations in a simple position basis

Table 2. Comparison of stationary density self-correlatgffl (0) values ghace. Like other positive-P representation based methods
in simulations of the clean “ quench with relevant estimates (“est.”) . . . .

and thermal ensemble values. The calculagéd (0) values (‘calc”) ~the computational complexity scales linearly with the num-
come from SGPE (11) and PPR (37) simulations at the nal tigiesn ~ ber of modes, allowing equally well for 1D as well as 2D
by| t=:Jt in thfehtable. The true thermallequilit)riu]m valuesbaredfrom aand 3D systems. The equations that we use have a different
calculation of the exact Yang & Yang solution [67] usinge based on .
the central density in the Thomas.Fermi approximations = =g . In structure than other recent approaches treating sponlaneo_
all cases, = 22:41andg = 0:01 to reduce spurious transients, as Processes at nonzero temperature because they do not in-
explained in the text. The upper part shows variation githeeping the  troduce a separation between source and scattered modes
SGPE relative temperatufe=T = 0:156 constant, while the lower part |ike in stochastic Bogoliubov expansions of c- elds (see
shows variation withT =T , keeping interaction strength = 0:2 and 31.92 tion bet diff tlv treated Wi

Te = 0:001785 constant. The statistical uncertainty for the numerical[ ! ]) orasepara !OI’I etween airerently .rea e . gne
calculations is ~ 0:0001 for the SGPE, and upto  0:001for PPR ~ @and PPR modes as in [93]. They allow for interaction be-

at large . The numerical lattice used hdghax = 8:472= peq forall  tween all modes to all orders in the same manner, but with

cases, except for the last line, whésigax = 11:981= peq - a simulation time price
density self-correlationg® (0) The example calculations with largehave realized
thermalonly ~ +quantum uctuations basically a quantum quench at nonzero temperature,
9 T= t=u ¢ calc.  thermalexact calc. — quenchgng demonstrated how thermal and quantum uctuations
via est. by result via est. by

SGPE  (17) [67] PPR (50 phenomena come to coexist. They indicate that in many

cases thel > 0 behavior can be modeled by a simple
001 1 0156 205 10120 1.0131 1.00841.0108 1.0111,4ition of T =

005 5 0156 7.2 10120 1.0131 0.99821.0068 1.007 _ = 0 quench results and thlermal c- eld
01 10 0156 56 1.0120 1.0131 0.98991.0015 1.00362lculations. Very high temperatures witlg ! 0 were

02 20 0156 35 1.0120 1.0131 0.97530.9923 0.99400t yest investigated, however. In particular, we see that
04 40 0156 2.0 10120 1.0131 0.94820.9702 0.976the degree of antibunching in the metastable state given
02 20 0156 27 10120 10131 0.97530.9923 0.994by 9@ (0) is signi cantly weaker (by about a third) than
02 20 0312 27 10240 1.0262 0.97961.0045 1.006¢he equilibrium value. This has consequences for the
02 20 0480 27 10399 1.0404 0.98581.0189 1.021fhter dynamics and energy balance of the gas, because the
interaction energy is directly proportionalg®’ (0). It does

not relax to its equilibrium value on the seemingly obvious
quantum uctuations produced as a result of the quenchimescale ofi=gnthat corresponds to the interaction energy
For low enough initial temperatures, better initial statger particle, but much slower.

quantum uctuations could be generated in the Bogoliubov

treatment, and then evolved using (37) even into regim%:knowledgments

where the Bogoliubov approximation ceases to apply.

However, the generation of truly equilibrium quantumwe are grateful to Nikolaos Proukakis, Stuart Cockburn,
uctuations in a gas with small condensate fraction isand Donatello Galucci for helpful discussions. This work
dif cult, and remains a “holy grail” of sorts. was supported by the National Science Centre (Poland)
Remembering to keep an eye on the initial quantungrant No. 2012/07/E/ST2/01389. We also acknowledge
depletion issue, the Equations (37) could be used #upport by the Marie Curie European Reintegration Grant
treat physical phenomena that occur in non-condensategERG06-GA-2009-256291 and by the Polish Government

on timescales compatible with the estimate (38). Thproject 1697/7PRUE/2010/7 during initial exploratory
available time is often suf cient to stabilize observables work.
their metastable values — in particular, correlations wwith
the “sound cone”, and especially the antibunchiffg(0)
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