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We study the breathing (monopole) oscillations and their damping in a harmonically trapped
one-dimensional (1D) Bose gas in the quasicondensate regime using a finite-temperature classical
field approach. By characterizing the oscillations via the dynamics of the density profile’s rms width
over long time, we find that the rms width displays beating of two distinct frequencies. This means
that 1D Bose gas oscillates not at a single breathing mode frequency, as found in previous studies,
but as a superposition of two distinct breathing modes, one oscillating at frequency close to ∼

√
3ω

and the other at ∼ 2ω, where ω is the trap frequency. The breathing mode at ∼
√

3ω dominates
the beating at lower temperatures, deep in the quasicondensate regime, and can be attributed to
the oscillations of the bulk of the density distribution comprized of particles populating low-lying,
highly-occupied states. The breathing mode at ∼2ω, on the other hand, dominates the beating at
higher temperatures, close to the nearly ideal Bose gas regime, and is attributed to the oscillations
of the tails of the density distribution comprized of thermal particles in higher energy states. The
two breathing modes have distinct damping rates, with the damping rate of the bulk component
being an order of magnitude larger than that of the tails component, and at least 2–3 times smaller
than the damping rate predicted by Landau’s theory of damping in 1D.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of low-energy excitations and their damping
is an indispensable tool for the understanding of collec-
tive many-body effects in ultracold quantum gases. In
particular, the temperature dependence of the frequency
of collective oscillations and their damping have been the
subject of scrutiny both experimentally [1–5] and theo-
retically [6–17] since the first experiments in dilute gas
Bose-Einstein condensates [18–20]. Depending on the
temperature of the gas, the damping of collective oscilla-
tions in harmonically trapped 3D systems has been ex-
plained either via collisional relaxation [13, 21], where the
two parts of the Bose gas (condensate and thermal com-
ponents) exchange energy and particles, or via mean-field
effects that can lead to Landau or Beliaev mechanisms of
damping [6, 7, 11, 16, 22]. The lifetime of collective oscil-
lations in such systems has been predicted and measured
to be typically on the order of tens of milliseconds.

In contrast to 3D systems, collective oscillations in
one-dimensional (1D) Bose gases damp out on a signif-
icantly longer time scales. For example, the lifetime of
breathing mode oscillations observed in Ref. [23] in a
weakly interacting 1D quasicondensate was on the order
of seconds; in the related collisional dynamics of a quan-
tum Newton’s cradle in the opposite, strongly interacting
regime, the thermalization time constant was estimated
to be even longer (longer than ∼70 seconds) [24]. The
slow relaxation rates in the 1D Bose gas are related to
the fact that the underlying theoretical model—the Lieb-
Liniger model [25, 26]—is integrable in the uniform limit,
which puts additional constraints on the the pathways to
equilibration compared to those present in generic (non-
integrable) quantum systems. More specifically, the in-
tegrable uniform 1D Bose gas is expected to relax to a
generalized Gibbs ensemble rather than to the canoni-

cal thermal state [27–33]. In inhomogeneous 1D Bose
gases, such as the harmonically trapped 1D quasiconden-
sate studied here, the integrability breaks down and pro-
vides a mechanism for relaxation to a thermal ensemble
[34]. Nevertheless, for sufficiently weak confinement, the
system can be regarded as nearly-integrable and hence is
expected to undergo a crossover from transient relaxation
to the generalized Gibbs state to a slow decay to the final
thermal ensemble [32]. The overall 1D damping rate is
expected to be small enough to be neglected in exper-
iments. However, in current experiments the observed
relaxation rates in quasi-1D systems are often affected
by transverse excitations [35–38] due to the 3D nature of
realistic trapping potentials. Such transverse excitations
speed up thermalization, thus hampering the character-
ization of pure 1D damping. Because of this, pure 1D
damping rates have not been scrutinized experimentally
yet, particularly in the weakly interacting regime of the
1D Bose gas, whereas theoretically the question of 1D
thermalization has started to attract attention only rel-
atively recently [39–41].

In this paper, we study damping rates of a finite-
temperature weakly interacting 1D Bose gas, following an
excitation of breathing mode oscillations in a harmonic
trap. The specific scenario that we consider is a sud-
den trap quench from the initial trap frequency ω0 to a
slightly smaller frequency ω, which invokes breathing os-
cillations; we simulate these oscillations and their relax-
ation dynamics using a classical field (c-field) approach.
In doing so, we also revisit and scrutinize the question of
the frequency of breathing oscillations, which has been
addressed previously both experimentally [23, 42, 43] and
theoretically [44–52].

According to the most recent study by Fang et al. [23],
the frequency of such oscillations in the root-mean-square
(rms) width of the real-space density profile undergoes a
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smooth transition from ωB '
√

3ω deep in the quasicon-
densate regime to ωB ' 2ω in the nearly ideal Bose gas
regime as the temperature of the gas is increased. In con-
trast to this, our numerical experiment reveals the pres-
ence of both oscillation frequencies in a broad range of
temperatures within the quasicondensate regime. We re-
fer to these frequencies as ωB1 and and ωB2 and attribute
the breathing modes at ωB1 '

√
3ω and ωB2 ' 2ω, re-

spectively, to the oscillations of the bulk and the tail com-
ponents of the density profile. The observation of two
simultaneous breathing modes is made possible by ex-
tending our dynamical simulations to significantly longer
durations than currently possible experimentally, which
reveals an oscillatory pattern (in the rms width) char-
acteristic of beating of two frequencies. Such beating
in breathing oscillations, resulting in ‘collapses’ and ‘re-
vivals’ of the rms width of the density profile, is similar
to the one recently observed in a partially condensed 3D
Bose-Einstein condensate [53].

Finally, we extract the damping rates of these two dis-
tinct breathing modes from the c-field simulations and
find that the damping rate Γ1 associated with the breath-
ing mode ωB1 is on the order of Γ1 ' 0.08ω (where we use
1/ω as the timescale), whereas the damping rate Γ2 asso-
ciated with ωB2 is an order of magnitude smaller. At the
same time, we find that Γ1 is at least 2–3 times smaller
than the Landau damping rate predicted in Ref. [54] for
a 1D quasicondensate.

II. C-FIELD METHOD FOR SIMULATING
BREATHING OSCILLATIONS

The breathing mode oscillations of a 1D Bose gas in the
quasicondensate regime are simulated using the c-field (or
classical field) approach as in Refs. [41, 52, 55]. In this
approach [56, 57], the initial thermal equilibrium state
of the system is prepared by evolving the simple growth
stochastic projected Gross-Pitaevskii equation (SPGPE)
for the complex c-field ΨC(x, t),

dΨC(x, t) = P(C)

{
− i
~
L(C)

0 ΨC(x, t) dt

+
Γ

kBT
(µ− L(C)

0 )ΨC(x, t) dt+ dWΓ(x, t)

}
, (1)

with x and t being the position and time, respectively.
Here, the projection operator P(C){·} sets up the high-
energy cutoff [58] between the coherent (c-field) and the
incoherent regions, Γ is the growth rate, T is the temper-
ature of the effective reservoir (served by the incoherent
region) to which the system is coupled, and µ is the chem-
ical potential of the reservoir that controls the number

of particles in the c-field region. In addition, L(C)
0 is the

Gross-Pitaevskii operator defined by

L(C)
0 = − ~2

2m

∂2

∂x2
+ V (x) + g|ΨC(x, t)|2, (2)

where V (x) is the external trapping potential, which we
assume is harmonic, V (x) = 1

2mω
2
0x

2, with frequency
ω0, and g is the strength of repulsive (g > 0) interatomic
contact interaction in 1D. The last term, dWΓ(x, t), in
Eq. (1) is a complex-valued stochastic white noise satis-
fying the following nonzero correlation:

〈dW ∗Γ(x, t)dWΓ(x′, t)〉 = 2Γδ(x− x′)dt. (3)

Evolving the above SPGPE from an arbitrary initial
state and for sufficiently long time (such that the mem-
ory of the initial state is lost) samples finite-temperature
equilibrium configurations of the system from the grand-
canonical ensemble. Averages over a large number of
stochastic realizations of the c-field ΨC(x, t) and its com-
plex conjugate Ψ∗C(x, t) are then used to construct ther-
mal equilibrium values of physical observables that can
be expressed in terms of expectation values of standard
bosonic quantum field operators Ψ̂(x, t) and Ψ̂†(x, t), ex-
cept that their quantum commutating nature is ignored.
As an example, the particle number density ρ(x, t) =

〈Ψ̂†(x, t)Ψ̂(x, t)〉 in the c-field approach is calculated
as the stochastic average ρ(x, t) = 〈Ψ∗C(x, t)ΨC(x, t)〉
(where the brackets 〈...〉 now refer to stochastic aver-
aging over a large number of stochastic trajectories),
whereas the momentum distribution n(k, t), where k
is in wave-number units, is calculated as nj(k, t) =˜
dx dx′eik(x−x′)〈Ψ∗C(x, t)ΨC(x′, t)〉.
The thermal equilibrium configurations (stochastic

realizations) of the c-field ΨC(x, t) prepared via the
SPGPE are regarded as forming the initial (t = 0) ther-
mal equilibrium state of the system. The c-field real-
izations can then be evolved according to the standard
mean-field Gross-Pitaevskii equation,

i~
∂

∂t
ΨC(x, t) = L(C)

0 ΨC(x, t), (4)

which simulates the subsequent real-time dynamics of a
closed system in response to a particular dynamical pro-
tocol, such as a confinement or interaction quench.

The dynamical protocol that we use here to invoke
the breathing mode oscillations is a sudden quench (at
time t = 0) of the harmonic trap frequency from ω0 to
a new value ω. The strength of such a quench can be
characterized by

ε =
(ω0

ω

)2

− 1, (5)

which can be either smaller or larger than zero depending
on the ratio ω0/ω. For |ε| � 1, the numerical value of
ε can be used to determine the amplitude of breathing
mode oscillations [52].

Breathing oscillations of a 1D quasicondensate in this
particular scenario have been studied previously experi-
mentally and theoretically in Refs. [23, 52]. The focus of
those works was the understanding of the phenomenon
of frequency doubling of the oscillations in momentum
space. In the present work, we instead concentrate on
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FIG. 1. Typical evolution of the real-space density profile
ρ(x, t) and the momentum distribution n(kx, t) of a quasicon-
densate after a quench of the longitudinal trapping potential
ω0 → ω, with a quench strength ε ' 0.235 (ω/ω0 = 0.9). The

initial condition of the system is characterized by γ
3/2
0 τ = 0.1.

The dimensionless position (x/aosc) and momentum (kaosc)
are introduced with respect to the initial harmonic oscillator
length aosc =

√
~/mω0 serving as the lengthscale, whereas

the time is normalized to 1/ω.

analysing the damping of the breathing mode oscillations
seen in Refs. [23, 52], in analogy with a recent work on
thermalization of a 1D quasicondensate in a quantum
Newton’s cradle setup [41].

In Fig. 1, we show typical evolution of the density
profile ρ(x, t) and the respective momentum distribu-
tion n(kx, t), after a quench of the trap frequency as
described above. In this example, the initial state is

characterized by γ
3/2
0 τ = 0.1, and the quench strength

is ε = 0.235. Here, γ0 =mg/~2ρ(0) is the dimensionless
interaction strength evaluated at the initial peak density
ρ0 and τ = 2~2kBT/mg

2 is the dimensionless tempera-
ture of the system (for further details on the parameter
regimes of a 1D quasiondensate, see Sec. III A below).
We see here that both ρ(x, t) and n(kx, t) breathe af-

0 20 40 60 80 100
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FIG. 2. Root-mean-square width ∆xRMS(t) of the density
profile ρ(x, t) shown in Fig. 1 (a), normalized to harmonic

oscillator length aosc =
√

~/mω0. The black dots are data
points from c-field simulations, whereas the red line is a fit
using Eq. (7).

ter the quench, with n(kx, t) breathing with twice the
frequency of breathing of ρ(x, t). This phenomenon is
known as frequency doubling [23] and can be interpreted,
via a classical hydrodynamic approach [52] as a result of
a self-reflection mechanism due to the mean-field interac-
tion energy barrier. Similarly to the results of Ref. [52],
we observe the frequency doubling in this finite tempera-
ture example because the system under these parameters
is in the quasicondensate regime where the contribution
of the hydrodynamic velocity field dominates the contri-
bution of the thermal velocities (which show no frequency
doubling) of the breathing dynamics of the momentum
distribution. As the system evolves in time the oscilla-
tions in both the density and momentum distributions
can be seen to damp out, with the damping somewhat
more apparent in the momentum distribution.

III. BREATHING DYNAMICS

To further characterize the dynamics and damping of
the breathing oscillations, we calculate the rms width of
the density profile given by

∆xRMS(t)=
1√
N

[ˆ
dxρ(x, t)x2−

(ˆ
dxρ(x, t)x

)2
]1/2

,

(6)
where N =

´
dxρ(x) is the total number of particles.

In Fig. 2, we show the calculated ∆xRMS(t) as a func-
tion of time, for the density profile ρ(x, t) of Fig. 1 (a).
A distinct feature of the rms width oscillations is the
presence of beating, which is not apparent in Fig. 1 (a).
This beating suggests that the quasicondensate, after the
quench of the trapping potential, oscillates not at a single
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breathing mode frequency, but as a superposition of two
distinct frequencies.

To extract the beating frequencies from the oscillations
of the rms width, we fit a sum of two cosine function with
two distinct frequencies, and each with its own damping
term,

∆xRMS(t) = A1 cos(ωB1t+ φ1)e−Γ1t

+A2 cos(ωB2t+ φ2)e−Γ2t + C. (7)

Here, ωBi (i = 1, 2) are the two breathing mode fre-
quencies, Ai, Γi and φi are the respective amplitudes,
damping rates, and the phases of each breathing mode,
and the last term C serves as a constant background. As
can be seen from Fig. 2, Eq. (7) fits very well to the rms
width ∆xRMS(t) calculated from the c-field simulations,
confirming that the nontrivial oscillatory dynamics of the
rms width ∆xRMS(t) is indeed a result of beating of two
components of the 1D Bose gas, breathing at two distinct
frequencies ωB1 and ωB2.

Similar beating of the rms width has been observed in
3D systems [53], where the effect was referred to as ‘col-
lapses’ and ‘revivals’ of the rms width due to in-phase
and out-of-phase oscillations of the condensed and non-
condensed fractions of the gas.

A. Beating frequencies

To understand the emergence of two distinct frequen-
cies in the breathing oscillations of a 1D quasicondensate,
we recall the results of Ref. [52], in which the breath-
ing dynamics were studied within the classical hydro-
dynamic approach. We consider the limiting cases of
a classical ideal (noninteracting) gas and a weakly inter-
acting 1D Bose gas deep in the quasicondensate regime.
The regimes of a harmonically trapped 1D Bose gas can
be characterized [59] by two dimensionless parameters:
the dimensionless interaction strength in the trap centre,
γ0 =mg/~2ρ0 (where ρ0 ≡ ρ(0) is the peak density), and
the dimensionless global temperature, τ = 2~2kBT/mg

2.
In terms of these parameters, the classical ideal gas

regime corresponds to τ � 1 and γ
3/2
0 τ � 1, whereas

the quasicondensate regime, dominated by thermal fluc-
tuations (rather than zero-point vacuum fluctuations),

corresponds to
√
γ0 � γ

3/2
0 τ � 1 (hence γ0 � 1). The

frequencies of breathing mode oscillations in these two
regimes, found from hydrodynamic scaling solutions [52],
are given by ωB = 2ω in the ideal gas regime and by
ωB=

√
3ω in the quasicondensate regime.

Other theoretical and experimental studies of harmon-
ically trapped 1D Bose gas [23, 42, 43, 45, 47–51], have
predicted and observed these breathing mode oscillation
frequencies. Furthermore, for a zero temperature gas, the
breathing mode dynamics was predicted [49] to display
the so-called reentrant behaviour, wherein the frequency
of oscillations was shown to undergo a smooth crossover
from the ideal Bose gas value of 2ω down to

√
3ω in
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FIG. 3. Breathing mode frequencies ωB1 and ωB2 as a function

of γ
3/2
0 τ extracted from c-field simulations by using the fitting

equation Eq. (7). The error bars account for fitting error only
and indicate a 95% confidence interval. Two different sets
of data points correspond to two values of the trap quench
strength ε used in the simulations, ε ' 0.235 (ω/ω0 = 0.9)
and ε ' 0.563 (ω/ω0 = 0.8).

the weakly interacting gas, and then back to 2ω in the
strongly interacting regime.

However, as we have seen from finite-temperature c-
field simulations of the previous section, the breathing
oscillations in a finite temperature quasicondensate dis-
play a beating of two distinct frequencies. This suggests
that in a weakly interacting 1D Bose gas, the bulk of
the quasicondensate density near the trap centre, where
the interactions are more important, oscillates at the fre-
quency close to

√
3ω, whereas the tails of the density

distribution, behaving more like a classical ideal gas, os-
cillate at the frequency 2ω. To confirm this hypothesis,
we now simulate the dynamics of breathing oscillations
for a range of different values of the dimensionless pa-

rameter γ
3/2
0 τ , varying it the range 0.07<γ

3/2
0 τ <1, and

hence scanning our system from deep quasicondensate
regime towards the crossover boundary with the nearly
classical ideal gas (beyond which the c-field method is
no longer applicable). Upon doing so, we extract the
breathing mode frequencies ωBi (i=1, 2) and the respec-
tive damping rates Γi by fitting the rms width of the

density distribution to Eq. (7) for each value of γ
3/2
0 τ .

In Fig. 3, we show the extracted frequencies as a func-

tion of γ
3/2
0 τ , for two different values of the quench

strength ε. As we see, in both cases and for smaller val-

ues of γ
3/2
0 τ , the extracted breathing mode frequencies

are approximately equal to ωB1≈
√

3ω and ωB2≈2ω. As

the dimensionless parameter γ
3/2
0 τ is increased towards

the classical ideal gas regime γ
3/2
0 τ ' 1, the frequencies

of both components increase too, with ωB1 deviating fur-
ther away from the value of

√
3ω and both ωB1 and ωB2
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the momentum distribution n(kx, t) at

kx = 0 and at kx = 16.2/aosc, for γ
3/2
0 τ = 0.1 and ε = 0.235.

The momentum distribution at kx = 0 displays frequency
doubling and oscillates at ω(k)'2ωB1), which is characteristic
of a system deep in the quasicondensate regime. On the other
hand, the momentum distribution at kx = 16.2/aosc does

not display frequency doubling (and oscillates at ω(k)'ωB2),
which is characteristic of a classical ideal gas regime.

approaching closer to 2ω.
We can therefore identify the frequencies ωB1 and ωB2,

respectively, with the breathing mode oscillations of the
bulk of the quasicondensate near the trap centre (domi-
nated by high-occupancy, low-energy states) and the tails
of the density profile (dominated by low-occupancy, high-
energy states). Indeed, particles near the trap centre

have the local value of γ
3/2
x τ < 1 (with γx =mg/~2ρ(x))

and hence are deeper in the quasicondensate regime,
whereas particles in the tails of the density distribution

have the local value of γ
3/2
x τ&1 and can be approximated

as noninteracting, ideal gas particles.
This conclusion can be further verified if we inspect

the dynamics of the momentum distribution of the 1D
Bose gas, n(kx, t). In Fig. 4, we can see the difference
in behaviour of the momentum distribution n(kx, t) at
kx = 0 and at kx = 16.2/aosc. While the oscillations of
the momentum distribution at kx = 0 display frequency
doubling (ω(k) = 2ωB1), a property of a Bose gas deep
in the quasicondensate regime, the momentum distribu-
tion at kx=16.2/aosc does not (ω(k) =ωB2). In addition,
a simple sinusoidal fit to both curves in Fig. 4 yields
breathing frequency of ωB1 ≈ 1.74ω for n(kx = 0, t) and
ωB2 ≈ 1.87ω for n(kx = 16.2/aosc, t). These frequencies
are close to the breathing mode frequencies we have in
Fig. 3 extracted from the rms width of the respective den-

sity distribution for γ
3/2
0 τ = 0.1. Thus, from this point

onwards, we will refer to the component with breathing
frequency ωB1 as the bulk component, whereas the com-
ponent with breathing frequency ωB2 will be referred to
as the tail component.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

FIG. 5. Relative power K of the bulk component in the
breathing oscillations of a 1D quasicondensate as a function of

γ
3/2
0 τ for two different quench strengths ε. The error bars ac-

count for the fitting error only and indicate a 95% confidence
interval.

We pause here momentarily to emphasize the key dif-
ference between our findings and the previous studies of
breathing mode oscillations in a weakly interacting 1D
Bose gas. While previous studies have also predicted a
smooth crossover of the oscillation frequency from ∼

√
3ω

to ∼ 2ω as the temperature is increased, the frequency
in question has always been what we refer here to as
the oscillations of the bulk component ωB1. While we
observe the same crossover for the ωB1 component, our
simulations indicate that: (i) there is a second distinct
breathing frequency ωB2, which is for the tail compo-
nent, and (ii) ωB2 undergoes a similar crossover from

∼
√

3ω to ∼2ω while remaining different to ωB1. In the

limiting cases of of γ
3/2
0 τ ∼ 1 (nearly classical ideal gas)

and γ
3/2
0 τ�1 (deep in quasicondensate regime) the two

frequencies become nearly degenerate, both tending to-
wards either 2ω or

√
3ω in the respective limits. The

change from one breathing frequency to two frequencies
and then back to one can be explained by considering
how particles occupy different energy modes at different

values of γ
3/2
0 τ . For system parameters deep in the qua-

sicondensate regime (γ
3/2
0 τ�1), all particles occupy the

low-energy states, and the whole system exhibits collec-
tive breathing oscillations (ωB1) close to the pure mean-
field behaviour of a zero-temperature system. As we go

to higher values of γ
3/2
0 τ (by, e.g., increasing the temper-

ature of the system, or reducing the peak density ρ0 and
hence increasing γ0), a larger fraction of particles begin
to thermally populate higher energy states, and a sec-
ond breathing mode (ωB2) with behaviour closer to that
of a classical ideal gas emerges. Then, as we reach the

nearly ideal gas regime (γ
3/2
0 τ & 1), almost all of the par-

ticles occupy high-energy modes. The collective breath-
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FIG. 6. Computed condensate fraction N0/N (full circles,
left vertical axis) and the respective total N (open circles,
right vertical axis) of the initial state of the 1D Bose gas as a

function of γ
3/2
0 τ . The different values of γ

3/2
0 τ were achieved

by scanning the chemical potential of the system, which in
turn governs the total N (and hence the peak density ρ0 and
γ0), while the temperature and the trap frequency were kept
the same.

ing mode, characteristic of low-energy particles, begin to
disappear and the whole system starts to again exhibit
breathing oscillations with a single frequency ωB2.

B. Relative power of breathing components

To quantify the relative contribution of the beating
components (bulk and tail components) to the total
breathing oscillations in the intermediate regime, 0.07 <

γ
3/2
0 τ < 1, we introduce the relative power of the bulk

component,

K =
A2

1

A2
1 +A2

2

. (8)

The relative contribution of the tail component is then
given by 1 − K, and Eq. (7) for the rms width can be
rewritten as

∆xRMS(t) =A
[√
K cos(ωB1t+ φ1)e−Γ1t

+
√

1−K cos(ωB2t+ φ2)e−Γ2t
]

+ C, (9)

where A =
√
A2

1 +A2
2.

In Fig. 5, we plot the relative power K as a function

of γ
3/2
0 τ , for two different values of the quench strengths

ε as in Fig. 3. As we see, the contribution of the bulk
component to the breathing mode oscillation decreases

with γ
3/2
0 τ . As we discussed above, this is because the

fraction of particles in the tail component, behaving as

nearly classical ideal gas, increases with γ
3/2
0 τ , whereas

the fraction of particles in the bulk component decreases.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

FIG. 7. Computed thermal coherence length of the initial

state of the 1D Bose gas at different values of γ
3/2
0 τ . The

error bars account for the fitting error only and indicate a
95% confidence interval.

We note here that the quantitative details of the curves

in Fig. 5, such as the value of γ
3/2
0 τ at which the rela-

tive powers of the bulk and tail components are equal
to each other (K = 0.5), have weak dependence on the
high-energy energy cutoff εcut chosen in the the SPGPE
simulations [58]. Indeed, the cutoff energy εcut dictates
how many high-energy particles we include in our system:
choosing a higher energy cutoff will increase (decrease)
the contribution of the tail (bulk) component, thus shift-

ing the value of γ
3/2
0 τ at which the curves intersect with

K = 0.5 to a slightly lower value than the one that can
be extracted from the examples of Fig. 5. The opposite
is true if we choose a lower energy cutoff. Despite this
weak dependence on εcut, the qualitative behaviour of
the curves in Fig. 5 remains the same irrespective of the
choice εcut.

A further insight into the composition of the bulk and
tail components of the 1D Bose gas can be gained by
computing the condensate fraction N0/N of the initial
state of the system as per Penrose–Onsager criterion [60].
The condensate fraction N0/N is plotted in Fig. 6 as

a function of γ
3/2
0 τ , together with the respective total

number of atoms in the system N , where we note that the

dimensionless parameter γ
3/2
0 τ was scanned by changing

the total number of particles N (hence changing the peak
density ρ0 and γ0) while maintaining the same absolute
temperature T (and hence the same value of τ). As we
see, the maximum condensate fraction, that is attained

here, is approximately 0.35 at the lowest value of γ
3/2
0 τ ,

whereas the minimum condensate fraction is∼0.09 at the
maximum γ

3/2
0 τ . For the maximum condensate fraction

of only 0.35, the corresponding relative power K in the
oscillations of the bulk component is nearly unity (K ∼
0.93). This implies that the bulk component is composed
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not only of the particles in the condensate mode, but also
of particles in highly-occupied, low-energy states above
the condensate mode.

The same conclusion can be arrived at by analyzing an
alternative quantity—the initial thermal phase coherence
length lφ in the trap centre—which, unlike the conden-
sate fraction, is an intensive quantity. For a uniform qua-
sicondensate at density ρ and temperature T , this is given
by lφ = 2~2ρ/mkBT [61–63]. For a harmonically trapped
system, we compute the initial (t = 0) thermal phase co-
herence length in the trap centre by fitting the initial nor-
malized first-order correlation function g(1)(x, x′; t=0) =

〈Ψ∗C(x, 0)ΨC(x′, 0)〉/
√
ρ(x, 0)ρ(x′, 0) at x′ = 0 with an

exponential fit g(1)(x, x′; t=0) = exp(−|x− x′|/2lφ) [61–
64]. Here, the local phase coherence length is expected to
be equal to lφ = 2~2ρ0/mkBT (where ρ0 ≡ ρ(0, 0) is the
initial peak density), in the local density approximation,
and our fitted values are indeed very close to this ana-

lytic result. The fitted values of lφ as a function γ
3/2
0 τ

are plotted in Fig. 7, where we see qualitatively the same
trend as for the condensate fractionN0/N . For the lowest

value of γ
3/2
0 τ sampled in Fig. 7, the thermal phase co-

herence length is only a relatively small fraction (∼0.12)
of the full-width-at-half-maximum (FWHM) of the ini-
tial density distribution, yet the the relative power K in
the oscillations of the bulk component is nearly unity at

the same γ
3/2
0 τ . This again implies that the bulk compo-

nent is composed not only of the particles in the locally
phase coherent region, physically similar to the conden-
sate fraction, but extends beyond this region.

IV. DAMPING OF BREATHING
OSCILLATIONS

Having identified that the breathing oscillations of a
1D quasicondensate involve beating of two distinct fre-
quencies, corresponding to the oscillations of the bulk
and tail components, we now characterize the respective
damping rates, Γ1 and Γ2, observed in Fig. 2 and ex-
tracted from fitting the results of c-field simulations to
Eq. (9). The damping rates extracted in this way are

shown in Fig. 8 as a function of γ
3/2
0 τ , for two different

quench strengths ε. Similarly to the frequencies ωB1 and
ωB2, the damping rates Γ1 and Γ2 are different from each
other and are independent of the quench strength.

The damping rate Γ2 associated with the frequency
ωB2 of the tail component is significantly smaller than
the damping rate Γ1 associated with the frequency ωB1

of the bulk component. This is consistent with our ear-
lier observation that the particles comprising the tail
component behave as a nearly classical ideal gas, which
is expected to have very little to no damping. The
damping rate Γ1, on the other hand, is large and in-

creases initially with γ
3/2
0 τ , before saturating to a value

of Γ1 ∼ 0.08ω at γ
3/2
0 τ ∼ 0.6 and then decreasing slightly

as we approach the upper boundary of the quasiconden-
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FIG. 8. Damping rates Γi (i = 1, 2) of the breathing oscil-
lations in a 1D quasicondensate as a function of the dimen-

sionless parameter γ
3/2
0 τ , for two different quench strengths

ε. The error bars on data points account for the fitting error
only, which indicates a 95% confidence interval. In the inset,
in addition to the same data, we show the damping rate ΓL

(solid line) calculated from the theory of Landau damping in
1D (see text).

sate regime, γ
3/2
0 τ ∼ 1. For experimentally typical val-

ues of ω0/2π ∼ 10 Hz, the damping rate of Γ1 ∼ 0.08ω
corresponds to Γ1 ∼ 4 s−1 (or a damping time constant
of τ1 = 1/Γ1 ∼ 0.25 s), whereas the damping rate of
Γ2 ∼ 0.008ω (τ2 = 1/Γ2 ∼ 2.5 s) is an order of magni-
tude smaller.

Similarly to damping of low-energy collective exci-
tations in a harmonically trapped and partially Bose-
condensed 3D systems at finite temperatures, the domi-
nant damping mechanism of the bulk component in our
trapped 1D quasicondensate is expected to be Landau
damping. In Landau damping, a low-energy collective
excitation of energy ~ωB1 and a thermal excitation of en-
ergy Ei are annihilated (created) and another thermal ex-
citation of energy Ej is created (annihilated). Within the
c-field approach employed in our numerical simulations,
this damping mechanism is implicitly present through
the interaction term in the GPE for the c-field ΨC(x, t)
as the ‘classical region’ incorporates not only the conden-
sate mode but also many low-lying excited modes that
have a relatively high thermal occupation.

Qualitatively, the lowest damping rate of the bulk com-

ponent, Γ1, at smallest values γ
3/2
0 τ that we see in Fig. 8

can be understood because the fraction of particles in
the condensate mode is the largest in this regime (see
also Fig. 6). Reciprocally, this means that the fraction
of particles in the thermal component is the lowest. Ac-
cordingly, the processes of interconversion from and into
the thermal component contributing to Landau mecha-
nism are inefficient and lead to a low damping rate. The

damping rate grows with γ
3/2
0 τ because such an increase
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leads to a larger fraction of particles in the thermal com-
ponent, which absorb the energy from the condensate
component at a faster rate. The subsequent downwards

trend of Γ1 at the largest values of γ
3/2
0 τ is not well un-

derstood, and might be an artefact of the c-field approx-
imation, wherein only a fraction of thermal particles is
included in the ΨC(x, t)-field or the ‘classical region’.

An analytic treatment of Landau damping rate ΓL in
a trapped 1D Bose gas can be developed following the
approaches of Refs. [6, 7, 11, 16] for 3D systems and
adopting the Bogoliubov theory of elementary excitations
for 1D quasicondensates [61, 65]. Such a treatment was
developed in Ref. [54] for a homogeneous 1D Bose gas,
but comes with a caveat (compared to the treatment in
3D) that the common procedure of replacing the delta-
function term (in the expression for ΓL) by a Lorentzian
of finite width ∆ is not justified in 1D [54]. This is be-
cause the calculated damping rate ΓL does not display
any region of ∆ in which ΓL changes slowly with ∆, as is
the case in 3D. As a result, the damping rate cannot be
unambiguously determined in 1D by extrapolating back
to the value at ∆ = 0. Instead, the authors of Ref. [54]
propose an alternative approach, in which the Landau
damping rate is evaluated using the equation

ΓL =
1

~2

∑
ij

|Aij |2(fi− fj)
3ΓL

(ωij − ωosc)2 + (3ΓL)2
, (10)

which can be solved for ΓL graphically. In this expres-
sion, fi ≡ f(Ei) = [eEi/kBT − 1]−1 are standard Bose
occupation factors for thermal excitations of energy Ei
at temperature T , whereas Aij are the elements

Aij = 2g

ˆ
dxΨ0(x)

×
{[
ui(x)u∗j (x)− vi(x)u∗j (x) + vi(x)v∗j (x)

]
uosc(x)

−
[
ui(x)u∗j (x)− ui(x)v∗j (x) + vi(x)v∗j (x)

]
vosc(x)

}
(11)

of the transition matrix that couples the collective mode
with the thermal excitations, Ψ0(r) being the condensate
complex amplitude. The amplitudes of excitation modes,
ui(x) and vi(x), are obtained by solving the Bogoliubov
equations(
− ~2

2m

d2

dx2
+ V (x) + 2g|Ψ0(x)|2 − µ

)
ui(x)

− gΨ2
0(x)vi(x) = Eiui(x), (12)(

− ~2

2m

d2

dx2
+ V (x) + 2g|Ψ0(x)|2 − µ

)
vi(x)

− g[Ψ∗0(x)]2ui(x) = −Eivi(x), (13)

with the condensate collective excitation of interest (the
breathing mode, in our case), uosc(x) and vosc(x), being
already separated out, while satisfying the same Bogoli-
ubov equations. In addition, µ is the chemical potential

and V (x) = 1
2mω

2x2 is the trapping potential in which
the collective oscillations are taking place.

By solving the above Bogoliubov equations numeri-
cally, we then calculate the transition matrix elements
Aij , and find the Landau damping rate ΓL from Eq. (10)
(hence extending the results of Ref. [54] for a homoge-
neous system to the harmonically trapped case). The
damping rate ΓL found in this way is shown in the inset of

Fig. 8 as a solid line. For a broad range of values of γ
3/2
0 τ ,

the Landau damping rate is at least 3–4 times larger than
the damping rate Γ1 found from our numerical simula-
tions. The reason for this discrepancy deserves a further
study, but can be qualitatively explained by the classi-
cal field approximation, wherein the ΨC(x, t) field or the
‘classical region’ includes only a fraction of thermal par-
ticles, hence underestimating the damping rate Γ1. At
the same time, the theory of Landau damping conven-
tionally assumes that the thermal excitations are always
in thermal equilibrium, whereas this assumption does not
apply to our system because quenching the trapping fre-
quency also excited a collective breathing oscillation of
the tail component, which acts as a dynamical (rather
than a static) bath of thermal excitations. In an equiv-
alent quench scenario in a 3D system, these questions
can, in principle, be addressed using, e.g., the Zaremba–
Nikuni–Griffin (ZNG) formalism [21, 66], where the con-
densate part of the system is described by the general-
ized Gross–Pitaevskii equation, whereas the nonconden-
sate (thermal) part is described by the quantum Boltz-
mann equation. However, the ZNG formalism cannot be
directly applied to 1D systems or quasicondensates due
the fact that the fractional occupancy of the ground-state
condensate mode in 1D does not dominate the occupan-
cies of excited modes as it does in 3D, and hence a simple
separation into a condensate and thermal excitations is
not justified here.

V. SUMMARY

In conclusion, we have studied the breathing oscilla-
tions of a harmonically trapped 1D Bose gas in the qua-
sicondensate regime, invoked after a sudden quench of
the trap frequency. Using the c-field approach for sim-
ulating the post-quench dynamics, we observed beating
of two breathing modes oscillating with two distinct fre-
quencies ωBi (i=1, 2), and each having their own damp-
ing rates Γi. The two breathing modes are attributed
to low-energy particles in the bulk and high-energy par-
ticles in the tails of the density distribution of the gas.
The bulk component breathes with the frequency close
to the expected breathing mode frequency of a zero tem-
perature system, ωB1 '

√
3ω. On the other hand, the

breathing mode frequency of the tail component is closer
to that of a classical ideal gas, ωB2 ' 2ω. The damping
rates Γ1 and Γ2, extracted from the c-field simulations
for typical experimental parameters, have the associated
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damping time constants on the order of 0.25 s and 2.5 s,
respectively.

We have also calculated the Landau damping rate ΓL
of the bulk component using the results of Ref. [54], and
found that it is at last 3–4 times larger than the numer-
ical value of Γ1 extracted from the c-field simulations.
The discrepancy could be due to the breakdown of the
assumption in the Landau theory of damping that the
thermal excitations are in equilibrium. However, in the
c-field simulations, the high-energy particles in the tails
of the Bose gas are brought out of equilibrium after the
quench and oscillate at their own collective frequency. As
such, apart from causing the damping of the breathing
oscillations in the bulk component due to the Landau
mechanism, the tail component could also be driving the
bulk at its own breathing frequency, thus extending the

lifetime of the respective oscillations and hence reduc-
ing the numerically observed damping rate Γ1. Under-
standing this discrepancy warrants a further study, which
could perhaps be accomplished by generalising the GNZ
formalism to 1D systems, wherein the evolution of the
entire c-field would be coupled to a quantum Boltzmann
equation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

F. A. B. and K. V. K. acknowledge stimulating discus-
sions with I. Bouchoule and M. J. Davis. K. V. K.
acknowledges support by the Australian Research
Council Discovery Project Grants DP170101423 and
DP190101515.

[1] D. S. Jin, J. R. Ensher, M. R. Matthews, C. E. Wie-
man, and E. A. Cornell, Collective excitations of a Bose–
Einstein condensate in a dilute gas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77,
420 (1996).

[2] D. S. Jin, M. R. Matthews, J. R. Ensher, C. E. Wie-
man, and E. A. Cornell, Temperature-Dependent Damp-
ing and Frequency Shifts in Collective Excitations of a
Dilute Bose–Einstein Condensate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78,
764 (1997).

[3] D. M. Stamper-Kurn, H.-J. Miesner, S. Inouye, M. R.
Andrews, and W. Ketterle, Collisionless and Hydrody-
namic Excitations of a Bose–Einstein Condensate, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 81, 500 (1998).
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