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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 characterising 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 comprised of particles populating low-energy,
highly-occupied states. The breathing mode at '2ω, on the other hand, dominates the beating at
higher temperatures, close to the nearly ideal, degenerate Bose gas regime, and is attributed to the
oscillations of the tails of the density distribution comprised of thermal particles in higher energy
states. The two breathing modes have distinct damping rates, with the damping rate of the bulk
component being approximately four times larger than that of the tails component.

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 thermalisation 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 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
generalised 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 relax-
ation to the generalised 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
experiments. However, in current experiments the ob-
served relaxation rates in quasi-1D systems are often af-
fected by transverse excitations [35–38] due to the 3D
nature of realistic trapping potentials. Such transverse
excitations speed up thermalisation, thus hampering the
characterisation of pure 1D damping. Because of this,
pure 1D damping rates have not been scrutinised exper-
imentally yet, particularly in the weakly interacting, de-
generate regime of the 1D Bose gas, whereas theoretically
the question of 1D thermalisation has started to attract
attention only relatively recently [39–41].

In this paper, we study damping rates of a finite-
temperature 1D Bose gas in the weakly interacting qua-
sicondensate regime, following an excitation of breathing
mode oscillations in a harmonic trap. The specific sce-
nario that we consider is a sudden trap quench from the
initial trap frequency ω0 to a slightly smaller frequency
ω, which invokes breathing oscillations; we simulate these
oscillations and their relaxation dynamics using a classi-
cal field (c-field) approach. In doing so, we also revisit
and scrutinise the question of the frequency of breathing
oscillations, which has been addressed previously both
experimentally [23, 42, 43] and theoretically [44–54].

According to the most recent experimental 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 smooth transition from ωB '
√

3ω
deep in the quasicondensate regime to ωB ' 2ω in the
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nearly ideal Bose gas regime as the temperature of the
gas is increased. In contrast to this, our numerical exper-
iment reveals the presence of both oscillation frequencies
in a broad range of temperatures within the quasicon-
densate regime. We refer to these frequencies as ωB1 and
ωB2 and attribute the breathing modes at ωB1 '

√
3ω

and ωB2 ' 2ω, respectively, to the oscillations of the bulk
and the tail components of the density profile. The ob-
servation of two simultaneous breathing modes is made
possible by extending our dynamical simulations to sig-
nificantly longer durations than currently possible exper-
imentally, which reveals an oscillatory pattern (in the rms
width) characteristic of beating of two frequencies. Such
beating in breathing oscillations, resulting in ‘collapses’
and ‘revivals’ of the rms width of the density profile, is
similar to the one observed recently in a partially con-
densed 3D Bose-Einstein condensate [55].

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 ' 0.04ω (where we
use 1/ω as the timescale), whereas the damping rate Γ2

associated with ωB2 is approximately four times smaller.

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, 54, 56]. In this
approach [57, 58], 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 Ecut between the classical c-field region,
comprised of degenerate, highly occupied low-energy
modes, and the thermal region, comprised of sparsely
occupied high-energy modes. Furthermore, Γ is the
growth rate, T is the temperature of the effective reser-
voir (served by the thermal region) to which the system
is coupled, and µ is the chemical potential of the reser-
voir 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, t) + g|ΨC(x, t)|2, (2)

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

2mω(t)2x2, with fre-
quency ω(t), and g is the strength of repulsive (g > 0) 1D

interatomic contact interaction potential. The last term,
dWΓ(x, t), in Eq. (1) is a complex-valued stochastic white
noise satisfying 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 memory
of the initial state is lost) samples thermal equilibrium
configurations of the system from the grand-canonical
ensemble. Averages over a large number of stochastic
realisations of the c-field ΨC(x, t) and its complex conju-
gate Ψ∗C(x, t) are then used to construct thermal equilib-
rium values of physical observables that can be expressed
in terms of expectation values of standard bosonic quan-
tum field operators Ψ̂(x, t) and Ψ̂†(x, t), except 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 aver-
age ρ(x, t) = 〈Ψ∗C(x, t)ΨC(x, t)〉 (where the brackets 〈...〉
now refer to stochastic averaging over a large number of
stochastic trajectories), whereas the momentum distri-
bution n(k, t), where k is in wave-number units, is calcu-

lated as nj(k, t)=
˜
dx dx′eik(x−x′)〈Ψ∗C(x, t)ΨC(x′, t)〉.

The thermal equilibrium configurations (stochastic re-
alisations) of the c-field ΨC(x, t), prepared in this way
via the SPGPE, form the initial (t = 0) thermal equilib-
rium state of the system. The subsequent dynamics of
the system, following a certain excitation protocol, can
then be modelled by evolving the c-field realisations in
real time according to the mean-field projected Gross-
Pitaevskii equation [58],

i~
∂

∂t
ΨC(x, t) = P(C)

{
L(C)

0 ΨC(x, t).
}
, (4)

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, i.e.,

V (x, t) =

{
1
2mω

2
0x

2, for t ≤ 0,
1
2mω

2x2, for t > 0.
(5)

The strength of such a quench can be characterised by

ε =
(ω0

ω

)2

− 1, (6)

which can be either negative or positive depending on
the ratio ω0/ω being smaller or larger than one. The
numerical value of ε determines the amplitude of breath-
ing mode oscillations; for a small-amplitude quench, with
|ε| � 1, the amplitude of oscillations is linear in ε, accord-
ing to the scaling solutions to hydrodynamic equations of
Ref. [54] (see footnote [33] therein).

Breathing oscillations of a 1D quasicondensate in this
particular scenario have been studied previously experi-
mentally and theoretically in Refs. [23, 54]. The focus of
those works was the understanding of the phenomenon
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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 quasicondensate
after a quench of the longitudinal trapping frequency ω0 → ω, with a quench strength ε ' 0.563 (ω/ω0 = 0.8). The initial

thermal equilibrium state of the system is characterised by γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39 and N = 1109. 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 normalised to 1/ω. In terms of absolute values, the relevant physical parameters here were
chosen as follows: T = 48 nK, ω0/2π = 10 Hz, and g ' 1.4×10−38 J·m, which itself can be obtained from g ' 2~ω⊥a [59], with
the 3D scattering length of a = 5.3 nm (assuming a gas of 87Rb atoms) and the frequency of transverse harmonic confinement
of ω⊥/2π = 2 kHz (with g ' 2~ω⊥a away from confinement induced resonances [59]). With these parameter values, one obtains

γ0 = 8.3× 10−3, T = 517, and the resulting quoted values of γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39 and N = 1109. Here and hereafter, all observables

are evaluated as averages over 2000 stochastic realisations. The dotted vertical lines in (a) are a guide to an eye showing that
the oscillation frequency in the density profile varies depending on the position |x| from the trap centre (see text).

of frequency doubling of the oscillations in momentum
space. In the present work, we instead concentrate on
analysing the frequencies and damping rates of breath-
ing oscillations seen in Refs. [23, 54], in analogy with a
recent work on thermalisation of a 1D quasicondensate
in a quantum Newton’s cradle setup [41].

The simulations of the SPGPE and projected GPE per-
formed in this work were carried out using the XMDS
software package [60] in the computational basis of
Hermite-Gauss polynomials. Unlike the plane-wave ba-
sis, which necessitates additional optimisation of the
computational grid to control the effects of the high-
energy cutoff [61], the Hermite-Gauss basis is the natural
basis for harmonically trapped systems and represents
the most computationally efficient basis [58, 62, 63]. In
this basis, the projection operator P(C){·} that provides
the high-energy cutoff, with Ecut = ~ω0(nmax + 1/2), is
implemented naturally through the maximum number of
basis states nmax used in the numerical simulations.

Before discussing the results of our simulations, we re-
fer the reader to Appendices A, B and C, where we recall
the classification of different regimes of a weakly inter-
acting uniform 1D Bose gas, the regimes of applicability
of the c-field approach, and their extensions to a har-
monically trapped 1D Bose gas. The different regimes
here are identified via two dimensional parameters: γ0 =
mg/~2ρ0, characterising the interaction strength for a

uniform system at density ρ0, and T = 2~2kBT/mg
2,

characterising the temperature. Furthermore, the c-field
approach can, in fact, be parametrised in terms of a

single dimensionless parameter, γ
3/2
0 T [41, 54, 57, 64].

For a harmonically trapped (inhomogeneous) system, the
roles of ρ0 and γ0 are taken by their respective values

in the trap centre, with γ
3/2
0 T still being a relevant

single dimensionless parameter that combines interac-
tion strength and tempeprature. However, to completely
characterise such a system, one needs to specify an addi-
tional parameter, such as the total number of atoms N ,
which itself is governed (for fixed values of γ0 and T ) by
the underlying trap frequency ω0.

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

is characterised by γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39 and a total number

of atoms N = 1109, whereas the quench strength is
ε = 0.563 (ω/ω0 = 0.8). We see here that both ρ(x, t) and
n(kx, t) display breathing oscillations after the quench,
with n(kx, t) showing additional peaks occurring at twice
the frequency of oscillations of ρ(x, t). This phenomenon
is known as frequency doubling [23] and can be inter-
preted, via a classical hydrodynamic approach [54] as a
result of a self-reflection mechanism at the inner turning
point due to the mean-field interaction energy barrier.
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FIG. 2. Root-mean-square width ∆xRMS(t) of the density
profile ρ(x, t) shown in Fig. 1 (a), normalised to harmonic os-

cillator length aosc =
√

~/mω0. The black dots are data
points from c-field simulations, whereas the full (orange) line
is a fit using Eq. (8).

Similarly to the results of Ref. [54], we observe the fre-
quency doubling in this example because the system un-
der these parameters is the regime where the contribution
of the hydrodynamic velocity field dominates the contri-
bution of the thermal velocities (which show no frequency
doubling). As the system evolves in time the oscillations
in both the density and momentum distributions can be
seen to damp out, with the damping somewhat more ap-
parent in the momentum distribution.

The dotted vertical lines in Fig. 1 (a) are shown to
guide the eye in the observation that the oscillation fre-
quency varies depending on the position |x|; the fre-
quency of local density oscillations near the trap centre
is seen to be lower than the local frequency in the tails of
the density distribution. Indeed, while the first density
maximum in the trap centre and the respective mini-
mum in the tails are aligned to a straight vertical line,
the ninth maximum in the trap centre is ahead of the
respective ninth minimum in the tails, implying that the
central part of the cloud oscillates at a lower frequency.

III. BREATHING DYNAMICS

To further characterise 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−

( 1

N

ˆ
dxρ(x, t)x

)2
]1/2

,

(7)
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 is the presence of

beating of two oscillation frequencies, which was already
apparent in Fig. 1 (a). This beating suggests that the
quasicondensate, after the quench of the trapping poten-
tial, oscillates not at a single breathing mode frequency,
but as a superposition of two dominant frequencies.

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

∆xRMS(t) = A1 cos(ωB1t+ φ1)e−Γ1t

+A2 cos(ωB2t+ φ2)e−Γ2t + C. (8)

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. (8) 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 in the rms width has been observed in
3D systems [55], 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.

We further note that the same fitting formula, Eq. (8),
works very well when applied to the rms width of the
density distribution evaluated for single stochastic reali-
sations of the SPGPE and projected GPE, albeit with
slightly different (fluctuating) values of the oscillation
amplitudes A1,2 and the background constant C. This
implies that the decay of oscillations in time is indeed
consistent with exponential damping, rather than is a
seeming decay due to blurring or averaging over many
stochastic realisations with varying relative phase offsets.

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. [54], in which the breathing
dynamics were studied within the classical hydrodynamic
approach. The relevant regimes considered in Ref. [54]
were: a weakly interacting 1D Bose gas deep in the quasi-

condensate regime, γ−1
0 � T � γ

−3/2
0 (or gρ0 � kBT �√

γ0~2ρ2
0/2m), characterised by suppressed density fluc-

tuations and a fluctuating phase; and (b) nearly ideal

but highly degenerate 1D Bose gas, γ
−3/2
0 � T � γ−2

0

(or
√
γ0~2ρ2

0/2m� kBT � ~2ρ2
0/2m), in which both the

density and phase fluctuate (see also Appendices A, B
and C).

According to Refs. [54], the frequencies of breathing
mode oscillations in the quasicondensate and nearly ideal
degenerate Bose gas regimes, found from hydrodynamic
scaling solutions, are given by ωB =

√
3ω and ωB = 2ω,
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FIG. 3. Breathing mode frequencies ωB1 and ωB2 as a func-

tion of γ
3/2
0 T extracted from c-field simulations by using the

fitting equation Eq. (8). The error bars account for fitting
error only and indicate a 95% confidence interval. Two dif-
ferent sets of data points correspond to two values of the trap
quench strength ε: ε ' 0.235 (ω/ω0 = 0.9) and ε ' 0.563
(ω/ω0 = 0.8). The first data point here, which is for the

smallest value of γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39 and N = 1109, is the same as

in Fig. 1. The subsequent, increasingly larger values of γ
3/2
0 T

were achieved by keeping the temperature T and the initial
trap frequency ω0 the same and scanning the chemical poten-
tial of the system, which then determines the total number of
atoms N (as well as the peak density ρ0 and γ0). The respec-

tive values of N as a function of γ
3/2
0 T for all data points are

shown in Fig. 7 below.

respectively. We further note here, that the breathing
frequency ωB=2ω extends into the nearly ideal but non-
degenerate (classical) gas regime [52–54], corresponding
to T � γ−2

0 , however, this regime is beyond the applica-
bility of the c-field approach (see Appendices B and C)
that we use in this work.

Other theoretical and experimental studies of harmon-
ically trapped 1D Bose gas [23, 42, 43, 45, 47–53], have
predicted and observed breathing mode oscillation fre-
quencies close to 2ω and

√
3ω. Furthermore, for a zero

temperature gas, the breathing mode dynamics was pre-
dicted [49, 51] to display the so-called reentrant be-
haviour, wherein the frequency of oscillations was shown
to undergo a smooth crossover from the ideal Bose gas
value of 2ω down to

√
3ω in the weakly interacting gas,

and then back to 2ω in the strongly interacting regime.
However, as we have seen from our c-field simulations

of the previous section, the breathing oscillations in a
finite temperature quasicondensate display a beating of
two distinct frequencies. This suggests that in a weakly
interacting 1D Bose gas, the bulk of the quasiconden-
sate density near the trap centre, where the interactions
are more important, oscillates at the frequency close to√

3ω, whereas the tails of the density distribution, behav-
ing more like an ideal (noninteracting) Bose gas, oscillate

0 5 10 15 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

FIG. 4. Evolution of the momentum distribution n(kx, t) at

kx = 0 and at kx = 16/aosc, for γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39, N = 1109,

and ε = 0.563 (ω/ω0 = 0.8). The momentum distribution

at kx = 0 displays frequency doubling, with ω(k) = 2ωB1,
which is characteristic of a system deep in the quasiconden-
sate regime. On the other hand, the momentum distribution
at kx = 16/aosc does not display frequency doubling and os-

cillates at ω(k) =ωB2, which is characteristic of an ideal Bose
gas regime.

at the frequency closer to 2ω. To confirm this hypoth-
esis, we now simulate the dynamics of breathing oscilla-
tions for different values of the dimensionless parameter

γ
3/2
0 T , varying it in the range 0.39 ≤ γ

3/2
0 T ≤ 1 (with

T = 517, γ0 = 8.3 × 10−3, and N = 1109 at the lower
bound, and T = 517, γ0 = 1.5 × 10−2, and N = 609 at
the upper bound). This scans the conditions of our sys-
tem in the trap centre from the thermal quasicondensate
regime towards the crossover boundary with the nearly
ideal degenerate Bose gas. Upon doing so, we extract
the breathing mode frequencies ωBi (i=1, 2) and the re-
spective damping rates Γi by fitting the rms width of the

density distribution to Eq. (8) for each value of γ
3/2
0 T .

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

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

strength ε. As we see, in both cases, and for the smallest

values of γ
3/2
0 T , the extracted breathing mode frequency

ωB1 is indeed close to the value of ωB1 =
√

3ω, whereas
ωB2 is closer to ωB2 = 2ω. As the dimensionless pa-

rameter γ
3/2
0 T is increased towards the degenerate ideal

Bose gas regime, γ
3/2
0 T '1, the frequencies of both com-

ponents increase too, with ωB1 deviating further away
from the value of

√
3ω and both ωB1 and ωB2 tending

towards 2ω.

One can identify the frequencies ωB1 and ωB2, respec-
tively, with the breathing mode oscillations of the bulk
of the quasicondensate near the trap centre (dominated
by higher occupancy, low-energy states) and the tails of
the density profile (dominated by lower occupancy, high-
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energy states). Indeed, particles near the trap centre

have the local value of γ
3/2
x T <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 T > 1 and can be approxi-

mated as an ideal degenerate Bose gas.

This conclusion can be further verified if we inspect
the local dynamics of the momentum distribution of the
gas, n(kx, t). In Fig. 4, we can see the difference in the
behaviour of the momentum distribution at kx = 0 and
at kx = 16/aosc. While the oscillations at kx = 0 dis-
play frequency doubling (ω(k) = 2ωB1) [23, 54], which is
a property of a 1D Bose gas deep in the quasiconden-
sate regime, the momentum distribution at kx= 16/aosc

does not display frequency doubling and oscillates at fre-
quency ω(k) close to ωB2. The oscillation frequencies
extracted from the two curves in Fig. 4 yield ωB1≈1.79ω
for n(kx = 0, t) and ωB2 ≈ 1.92ω for n(kx = 16/aosc, t).
These frequencies are close to the breathing mode fre-
quencies in Fig. 3, extracted from the rms width of the
respective density distribution. 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.

As we will show below—after introducing (see
Sec. III B) and analysing the relative weight of the bulk
and tail components—the same conclusion regarding the
oscillation frequencies of the bulk and tail components
can be arrived at by inspecting the local dynamics of the
density distribution ρ(x, t) near the trap centre and in
the tails of the distribution.

We pause here momentarily to emphasise the key dif-
ferences between our findings and those reported in pre-
vious 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 towards 2ω as the temperature is increased,

the frequency in question has always been what we refer
here to as the frequency of oscillations of the bulk com-
ponent 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 component, and (ii) ωB2 undergoes a similar

crossover from the value ≈ 1.9ω towards 2ω as γ
3/2
0 T is

increased within 0.39 ≤ γ3/2
0 T ≤ 1.

Apart from exciting the breathing oscillations via a
sudden change of the trap frequency, we have also consid-
ered a weak sinusoidal modulation of the trap strength,
V (x, t) = [1 + 0.05 sin(ωBt)]V (x, 0), and of the trap fre-
quency, ω(t) = [1 + 0.05 sin(ωBt)]ω0, for four oscillation
periods, with three different values of the modulation
frequency ωB = {

√
3ω0,

1
2 (
√

3ω0 + 2ω0), 2ω0}. In these
alternative protocols, we have observed no qualitative
changes in the ensuing breathing oscillations. Namely,
the sinusoidal modulation would still excite oscillations
at two distinct frequencies displaying beating. This is

again similar to the observations reported in Ref. [55] for
a partially condensed 3D Bose-Einstein condensate. Be-
cause of this, we will continue our analysis of breathing
oscillations for the sudden quench protocol only, Eq. (5).

Finally, we comment on a weak dependence of our re-
sults on the choice of the cutoff energy Ecut, or equiva-
lently the maximum number of harmonic oscillator ba-
sis states nmax used in our simulations, with Ecut =
~ω0(nmax + 1/2). All results presented so far and here-
after are obtained for an optimal choice of Ecut that re-
sults from nmax = 250. As we show in Appendix D,
this choice is justified by the best match of the initial
thermal equilibrium density distribution ρ(x, t = 0) with
the density profile obtained from the solution to the ex-
act Yang-Yang thermodynamic equations [65], combined
with the local density approximation [66]. Finding such
a match, particularly in the tails of the distribution, is a
subtle problem as it is in competition with the applicabil-
ity of the c-field approximation requiring an energy cutoff
via the projector operator in Eqs. (1) and (4). Moreover,
the cutoff dependency depends strongly on the observ-
able of interest that is being calculated [41, 54, 56, 67–
69]. For the breathing mode oscillations frequencies, the
cutoff dependency is weak; for example, changing nmax

from nmax = 250 to 300 and 200 results in less than
±2.2% change in the extracted frequencies ωB1 and ωB2

(see Fig. 12 in Appendix D). Thus, while the quantita-
tive details of our main findings have a weak cutoff de-
pendence, the respective qualitative aspects and ensuing
conclusions are essentially cutoff independent.

B. Relative weight of breathing components

To quantify the relative contribution of the beating
components (bulk and tail components) to the total
breathing oscillations, we introduce the relative weight
of the bulk component,

K =
A2

1

A2
1 +A2

2

. (9)

The relative contribution of the tail component is then
given by 1 − K, and Eq. (8) 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,

(10)

where A =
√
A2

1 +A2
2.

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

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

as in Fig. 3. As we see, the weight of the bulk component
K, behaving predominantly as a quasicondensate with
suppressed density fluctuation, but a fluctuating phase,

has its maximum value for the smallest γ
3/2
0 T and it de-

creases with γ
3/2
0 T . Conversely, the contribution of the
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FIG. 5. Relative weight K of the bulk component in the
breathing oscillations of a 1D quasicondensate as a function

of γ
3/2
0 T for two different quench strengths ε. The error bars

account for the fitting error only and indicate a 95% confi-
dence interval.

tail component 1 − K, behaving as a nearly ideal de-

generate Bose gas, increases with γ
3/2
0 T . With this ob-

servation at hand, we can now return to the results of
Fig. 3 and interpret them as follows. For system param-

eters deep in the quasicondensate regime (γ
3/2
0 T < 1), a

large fraction of particles occupy the low-energy states,
and the bulk of the system exhibits collective breathing
oscillations (ωB1) close to the pure mean-field behaviour
of a zero-temperature system. As we go to higher val-

ues of γ
3/2
0 T (by, e.g., increasing the temperature of the

system, or reducing the peak density ρ0 and hence in-
creasing γ0), a larger fraction of particles begin to ther-
mally populate higher-energy states. As a result, a sec-
ond breathing mode (ωB2) becomes more pronounced,
with the behaviour closer to that of a degenerate ideal
Bose gas. Then, as we reach the boundary with the

nearly ideal degenerate Bose gas regime (γ
3/2
0 T ∼ 1), al-

most all of the particles occupy high-energy modes. The
collective breathing mode, characteristic of low-energy
particles, begin to disappear (with K going down) and
the whole system now exhibits breathing oscillations with
frequency ωB2.

Having introduced the relative weights of the bulk (K)
and tail (1 − K) components, we can now also analyse
the local dynamics of the density distribution ρ(x, t) in
the trap centre (at x=0) and in the tails (at x/aosc�1)
of the distribution with the aim to further reassert that
the breathing frequency ωB1 can be attributed to low-
energy atoms populating primarily the bulk component,
whereas the breathing frequency ωB2 can be associated
with high-energy atoms populating primarily the tails of
the density distribution. In Fig. 6 we show an example of
local evolution of the density distribution near the trap

55

60
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75

0 20 40 60 80 100
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2.5
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FIG. 6. Local evolution of the density distribution near the
trap centre, ρ(x = 0, t) (a), and in the tails, ρ(x = 20 aosc, t)

(b), for γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39 and a quench strength of ε = 0.563

(ω/ω0 = 0.8). The black dots are data points from c-field
simulations, whereas the full (orange) line is a fit using the
right-hand-side of Eq. (10). To reduce the statistical noise, we
averaged the densities over a small region x/aosc ∈ [−1, 1] and
x/aosc ∈ [19, 21], respectively. The dynamical fit to the cen-
tral density ρ(x = 0, t) yields an oscillation frequency ωB1 =
1.77ω with the relative weight of K = 0.96, and ωB2 = 1.90ω
with the respective relative weight of 1 −K = 0.04. On the
other hand, the fit applied to the tails, ρ(x = 20 aosc, t), yields
an oscillation frequency ωB1 = 1.80ω with the relative weight
of K = 0.23, with the other frequency being ωB2 = 1.91ω and
1 − K = 0.77. In both cases, the oscillation frequencies are
close to those extracted from the evolution of the rms width,
whereas the relative weight K extracted from the tails is very
different (see text).

centre x=0 and in the tails around x=20 aosc. As we see,
both curves still display beating of two frequencies; the
two frequencies can be fitted with the same formula as
the right-hand-side of Eq. (10); and both frequencies are
approximately the same as those extracted from the rms
width as in Fig. 2. At the same time, we find that the
relative weight of the ωB1 component in the trap centre
is K = 0.96. This is significantly larger than the value of
K extracted from the rms width. On the other hand, the
relative weight on the same ωB1 component, but in the
tails of the distribution, drops down to a much smaller
value of K=0.23. Reciprocally, the relative weight (1−
K) of the ωB2 component dominates the beating in the
tails of the distribution, with 1−K=1−0.23=0.77, but
is much smaller in the trap centre.

A further insight into the composition of the bulk and
tail components of the 1D Bose gas can be gained by
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FIG. 7. 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 T , for a quench strength ε ' 0.563.

computing the condensate fraction N0/N of the initial
state of the system as per Penrose–Onsager criterion [70].
The condensate fraction N0/N is plotted in Fig. 7 as a

function of γ
3/2
0 T (for a quench strength ε ' 0.563), to-

gether with the respective total number of atoms in the
system N , where we note that the dimensionless param-

eter γ
3/2
0 T 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 T ). As we see, the maximum con-
densate fraction, that is attained here, is approximately

0.14 at the lowest value of γ
3/2
0 T , whereas the minimum

condensate fraction is ' 0.07 at the largest γ
3/2
0 T . For

the maximum condensate fraction of only 0.14, the cor-
responding relative weight K of the bulk component is
noticeably larger (K ' 0.33, from Fig. 5). This implies
that the bulk component is composed 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 analysing 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
quasicondensate at density ρ and temperature T , this is
given by lφ = 2~2ρ/mkBT [64, 71, 72]. For a harmon-
ically trapped system, we compute the initial (t = 0)
thermal phase coherence length in the trap centre by fit-
ting the initial normalised 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 g(1)(x, x′; t = 0) =
exp(−|x − x′|/2lφ) [64, 71–73]. Here, the local phase
coherence length is expected to be equal to lφ =
2~2ρ0/mkBT , in the local density approximation, and
our fitted values are indeed very close to this analytic
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0.035
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FIG. 8. Computed thermal coherence length of the initial

state of the 1D Bose gas at different values of γ
3/2
0 T , for a

quench strength ε ' 0.563. The error bars account for the
fitting error only and indicate a 95% confidence interval.

result. The fitted values of lφ as a function γ
3/2
0 T are

plotted in Fig. 8, where we see qualitatively the same
trend as for the condensate fraction N0/N . For example,

for the lowest value of γ
3/2
0 T sampled in Fig. 8, the ther-

mal phase coherence length is only a very small fraction
(∼0.045) of the full-width-at-half-maximum (FWHM) of
the initial density distribution, yet the relative weight K
of the bulk component is K ' 0.33. This again implies
that the bulk component is composed not only of the
particles in the locally phase coherent region, physically
similar to the condensate 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 characterise the respective
damping rates, Γ1 and Γ2, observed in Fig. 2 and ex-
tracted from fitting the results of c-field simulations to
Eq. (10). The damping rates extracted in this way are

shown in Fig. 9 as a function of γ
3/2
0 T , 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 weakly depend on the quench strength ε.

The damping rate Γ2 associated with the frequency
ωB2 of the tail component is smaller than the damp-
ing rate Γ1 associated with the frequency ωB1 of the
bulk component. This is consistent with our earlier
observation that the particles comprising the tail com-
ponent behave as a nearly ideal Bose gas which is ex-
pected to have very little to no damping. The damp-
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FIG. 9. 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 T , for two different quench strengths

ε. The error bars on data points account for the fitting error
only, which indicates a 95% confidence interval.

ing rate Γ1 is approximately 3 − 4 times larger than

Γ2; it increases initially with γ
3/2
0 T , before saturating

to a value of Γ1 ' 0.045ω at γ
3/2
0 T ' 0.6 (for a quench

strength ε = 0.563) and then decreasing slightly as we
approach the upper boundary of the quasicondensate

regime, γ
3/2
0 T ∼ 1. For experimentally typical values of

ω0/2π=10 Hz (and hence ω/2π=8 Hz for ε=0.563), the
damping rate of Γ1'0.04ω corresponds to Γ1'2 s−1 (or
a damping time constant of τ1 = 1/Γ1 ' 0.5 s), whereas
the damping rate Γ2 is four times smaller (τ2 =1/Γ2'2
s).

Similarly to damping of low-energy collective exci-
tations in a harmonically trapped and partially Bose-
condensed 3D systems at finite temperatures [6, 7, 11,
16, 74], the dominant damping mechanism of the bulk
component in our 1D quasicondensate can be expected to
be Landau damping. In Landau damping, a low-energy
collective excitation of energy ~ωB1 and a thermal ex-
citation of energy Ei are annihilated (created) and an-
other thermal excitation of energy Ej is created (anni-
hilated). Within the c-field approach employed in our
numerical simulations, this damping mechanism is im-
plicitly present through the interaction term in the GPE
for the c-field ΨC(x, t) as the ‘classical region’ incorpo-
rates not only the condensate mode but also many low-
lying excited modes that have a relatively high thermal
occupation.

Even though the damping rate of low-energy excita-
tions due to Landau mechanism for a 1D uniform qua-
sicondensate has been calculated in Ref. [75], we defer a
critical analysis of this work and its possible application
to our trapped system to a future study. We nevertheless
note here that any possible comparison of the damping
rate Γ1 from c-field simulations and that obtained from

Landau mechanism should take into account the fact that
in the c-field approximation the ‘classical region’ includes
only a fraction of thermal particles (that belong to highly
occupied modes) and hence the extracted value of Γ1 is
likely to underestimate the damping rate compared to
alternative predictions that take into account all thermal
particles. At the same time, the theory of Landau damp-
ing conventionally assumes that the thermal excitations
are always in thermal equilibrium, whereas this assump-
tion does not apply to our system because quenching the
trap frequency also excited a collective breathing oscil-
lation of the tail component, which acts as a dynamical
(rather than a static) bath of thermal excitations.

In an equivalent quench scenario in a 3D system, these
questions can, in principle, be addressed using, e.g., the
Zaremba-Nikuni-Griffin (ZNG) formalism [21, 76], where
the condensate part of the system is described by the
generalised Gross-Pitaevskii equation, whereas the non-
condensate (thermal) part is described by the quantum
Boltzmann equation. However, the ZNG formalism can-
not be directly applied to 1D quasicondensate 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. Accordingly, a
simple separation into a condensate and thermal exci-
tations is not justified here. For the same reasons, our
observation of two excitation modes cannot be simply in-
terpreted as a consequence of a standard two-fluid model
applicable to 3D systems, where the two fluids are rep-
resented by the superfluid (condensate) and the normal
(thermal) components of the gas and where such a phe-
nomenon would be common [2, 55]. Apart from this, we
note that the two-fluid model is applicable in the strongly
collisional regime (when the damping rate is much larger
than the angular frequency of excitation modes), whereas
the breathing mode excitations studied in this work are
in the opposite weakly collisional regime. Overall, our
finding call for a further study beyond the classical field
approximation, 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.

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 sam-
pling the initial thermal equilibrium state and simulating
the subsequent post-quench dynamics, we observed beat-
ing of two breathing modes. The two breathing modes
oscillate at two distinct frequencies ωBi (i = 1, 2) and
have their own damping rates Γi. Furthermore, they can
respectively be attributed to low-energy particles in the
bulk and high-energy particles in the tails of the density
distribution of the gas. The bulk component breathes
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with the frequency close to the expected breathing mode
frequency of a zero temperature system, ωB1 '

√
3ω for

most of the quasicondensate region, whereas the breath-
ing mode frequency of the tail component is closer to that
of an ideal Bose gas, ωB2 ' 2ω. The damping rates Γ1

and Γ2, extracted from the c-field simulations for typical
experimental parameters, have the associated damping
time constants on the order of 0.5 s and 2 s, respectively,

for most of the values of γ
3/2
0 T considered.

In order to experimentally observe the predicted beat-
ing of two breathing modes, one needs to ensure that
the breathing dynamics is monitored for sufficiently long
time as to detect reduction and subsequent revival of
the amplitude of oscillations due to beating. One has
to also ensure that the system is deep in the 1D regime
as to eliminate additional damping mechanisms due to
transverse excitations, which can prevent the revivals.
Taking the beat frequency ωbeat = ωB2 − ωB1 as simply
ωbeat = 2ω −

√
3ω, and assuming ω/2π = 8 Hz, one ob-

tains the beat period of the order of 0.5 seconds. This is
well within the reach of the current 1D Bose gas experi-
ments.

Note added. After completing this work and submit-
ting the manuscript, we became aware of Ref. [77] which
analyses phonon decay in 1D quasicondensates via the
Landau-Beliaev damping mechanism. The analysis of
Ref. [77] goes beyond that of Ref. [75] in terms of underly-
ing assumptions and considerations, however, their ana-
lytic prediction for the damping rate appears to be appli-
cable to a different regime than the low-energy breathing
excitations studied in the present work. Accordingly, a
direct comparison of our numerical results with the said
analytic prediction is not possible at the moment. This in
turn highlights the need for either revisiting and extend-
ing the theory of Landau-Beliaev damping of trapped 1D
Bose gases, or else developing an analytic understanding
of the decay of 1D breathing oscillations via an alterna-
tive mechanism.
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Appendix A: Regimes of a weakly interacting
uniform 1D Bose gas

For a uniform 1D Bose gas at linear density ρ, the dif-
ferent thermal equilibrium regimes have been identified
in Refs. [66, 78] through the analysis of local density-
density correlation function. They can be characterised
by just two parameters, the dimensionless interaction
strength γ = mg/~2ρ0 and dimensionless temperature
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FIG. 10. Crossover phase diagram of a weakly interacting
(γ � 1) uniform 1D Bose gas, showing the classification of
different sub-regimes in the parameter space (γ, T ), and the
region of applicability of the c-field approach (see text).

T = kBT/(mg
2/2~2). An alternative choice for the

dimensionless temperature is to define it via the tem-
perature of quantum degeneracy, Td = ~2ρ2/2m, via
τ = kBT/Td [78], where we note that the two tempera-
tures are related by τ = T γ2. However, as was shown in
Ref [66], the temperature T (unlike τ) is more convenient
to also characterise an inhomogeneous system within the
local density approximation as it can serve as the global
temperature of the system that does not depend on the
local density. The phase diagram in the (γ, T ) parame-
ter space [78], for a weakly interacting system, γ � 1, is
shown in Fig. 10, where we note that the different sub-
regimes are smooth crossovers. In this diagram, the dif-
ferent sub-regimes that can be treated analytically using
approximate theoretical approaches are first introduced
at the level of a quasicondensate, characterised by sup-
pressed density fluctuations (similar to a true conden-
sate) but fluctuating phase [79], and a nearly ideal Bose
gas in which both the density and phase fluctuate.

In terms of the underlying theoretical approaches, the
quasicondensate regime can be described by the Bogoli-
ubov theory [73, 78, 80], in which one can further dis-
tinguish the sub-regimes dominated by quantum (region
I) or thermal (region II) fluctuations, corresponding, re-
spectively to kBT � gρ (or T � γ−1) and gρ� kBT �√
γ~2ρ2/2m (or γ−1 � T � γ−3/2). In Ref. [78], these

sub-regimes were referred to as GPa and GPb regimes,
respectively.

The nearly ideal Bose gas, on the other hand, can be
treated using the perturbation theory with respect to γ
around the ideal (noninteracting) Bose gas [73, 78, 80].
Here, we can further distinguish between a highly de-
generate nearly ideal Bose gas (τ� 1, region III) and a
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nondegenerate, nearly classical ideal gas (τ � 1, region
IV). These two sub-regimes, correspond, respectively, to√
γ~2ρ2/2m � kBT � ~2ρ2/2m (or γ−3/2 � T � γ−2)

and ~2ρ2/2m � kBT (or γ−2 � T ). In Ref. [78], these
sub-regimes were referred to as “decoherent quantum”
(DQ) and “decoherent classical” (DC) regimes, respec-
tively.

Appendix B: Regime of applicability of the c-field
approach

Turning now to the region of applicability of the c-
field approach, we note that it is adequate for describing
thermal (rather than quantum) fluctuations in highly de-
generate Bose gases. As such, in the phase diagram of
Fig. 10, it spans the sub-regimes II and III.

More explicitly, the condition of applicability of the c-
field approach, |µ| � kBT [57], where µ is the chemical
potential, can be rewritten as gρ � kBT in the thermal
quasicondensate sub-regime II, where µ ' gρ. In dimen-
sionless from, this coincides with the temperature lower
bound on the thermal quasicondensate regime, γ−1 � T .

On the other hand, in the degenerate ideal Bose
gas sub-regime III, the absolute value of the chemi-
cal potential (µ < 0) can be approximated by |µ| '
m(kBT )2/2~2ρ2 [57, 81]. Hence, the condition of appli-
cability of the c-field approach here can be rewritten as
kBT � 2~2ρ2/m, which we note agrees (ignoring numer-
ical factors of the order of one) with the upper bound
on the dimensionless temperature T in the degenerate
nearly ideal Bose gas regime, T � γ−2. Combining
the two sub-regions, γ−1 � T and T � γ−2, gives
γ−1 � T � γ−2 for the regime of applicability of the
c-field approach, which is shown as the shaded area in
Fig. 10.

Furthermore, a remarkable property of the c-field ap-
proach is that one can show (after introducing appro-
priately defined time-, length-, and energy-scales; see
Refs. [41, 54, 57, 64] for details) that the correspond-
ing equations of motion can be rewritten in a dimen-
sionless form in such a way that they depend only on
a single dimensionless parameter γ3/2T (with γ3/2T ≡
2kBT/

√
gρ(~2ρ2/m), rather than on two independent

dimensionless parameters γ and T . In terms of this sin-
gle parameter, the two relevant regimes of the weakly
interacting 1D Bose gas can be rewritten as γ1/2 �
γ3/2T � 1 (region II), and 1 � γ3/2T � γ−1/2 (re-
gion III), whereas the overall region of applicability of
the c-field approach is obtained by combining the two,
γ1/2 � γ3/2T � γ−1/2.

As a further remark, we note here that the crossover
boundaries between the different regimes of a weakly in-
teracting 1D Bose gas, that are dominated by thermal
rather than quantum fluctuations, were identified here
through the properties of short-range density-density or
second-order correlation functions. If, however, one is
concerned with the behaviour of the first-order or phase

correlation function at large relative distances, or equiva-
lently the momentum distribution at low momenta, then
the lower bound on the temperature, in which the physics
is dominated by thermal fluctuations, is reduced from
gρ � kBT down to gρe−2π/

√
γ � kBT ; for further de-

tails, see footnotes [59] and [63] of Ref. [64].

Appendix C: Regimes of a harmonically trapped gas

In a harmonically trapped (inhomogeneous) 1D Bose
gas, with longitudinal trap potential V (x) = 1

2mω
2x2,

the linear density ρ becomes position-dependent and de-
scribes the density profile of the gas ρ(x). Accordingly,
the dimensionless interaction strength also becomes po-
sition dependent, γ(x) = mg/(~2ρ(x)), while the dimen-
sionless temperature T continues to serve as a global
equilibrium temperature of the system. For a given chem-
ical potential µ, which fixes the total number of particles
N in the system in a given trap, the density profile ρ(x)
and its peak value in the trap centre ρ0 ≡ ρ(0) are unique.
Therefore the peak density ρ0 can be used to define a di-
mensionless interaction strength γ0 = mg/(~2ρ0) that
plays the role of a global interaction parameter for the
entire system.

As shown in Refs. [41, 54], the combination γ
3/2
0 T

remains relevant for efficient parametrisation of a har-
monically trapped system, except that now one needs
an additional parameter—the trap frequency ω—to
completely characterise the system. The dimension-
less trap frequency ω is defined according to ω̄ =
ω~5/3m1/2/[g2/3(kBT )2/3], and we refer the reader to
Ref. [41] for further details.

The remaining consideration that needs to be taken
into account here—in view of the region of applicability of
the c-field approach to a harmonically trapped system—
is the following. If the temperature and the peak density
of the trapped gas is chosen to lie in the thermal quasi-

condensate region II, γ
1/2
0 � γ

3/2
0 T < 1, then, for typi-

cal experimental parameters, such as γ0 ∼ 10−3 − 10−2

and T ∼ 102 − 103, the tails of the density distribution
will end up lying in the nearly ideal degenerate Bose gas
regime III, 1 < γ(x)3/2T � γ(x)−1/2. This is because
the local density ρ(x) decreases with x away from the
trap centre x = 0, leading to increasing values of γ(x).
Accordingly, the local conditions of the gas (in the lo-
cal density approximation sense, with the local chemical
potential given by µ(x) = µ − V (x) [66]) will—at some
position x—cross the upper bound of region II and enter
the region III. This is not an issue for the c-field approach,
because it is applicable in both regions II and III. If, on
the other hand, the peak density already lies in region
III, then the tails of the distribution may end up (de-
pending on the value of T ) in the nearly classical ideal
gas regime IV, where the c-field approach is no longer
applicable. For these reasons, all numerical simulations
carried out in this work are restricted to the range of

γ
3/2
0 T ∈ [0.39, 1] (with T ' 517 kept the same), so that
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FIG. 11. Density profiles and mode occupancies of the initial thermal equilibrium quasicondensate for γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39 (N = 1109)

corresponding to the first data point in Fig. 3 of the main text. The thick solid (blue) line in (a) and (b) corresponds to the
cutoff choice of nmax = 250 in the SPGPE simulations, whereas the upper and lower bounds of the shaded areas around this
curve represent, respectively, the density profiles for nmax = 300 and nmax = 200. The dashed (yellow) line corresponds to the
SPGPE density profile calculated with the cutoff of nmax = 95. The straight dotted line in (b) shows the ∝1/|x| scaling of the
tails of the density profile expected for an ideal (noninteracting) Bose gas under mode occupancies of � 1. Panel (c) shows
the actual occupancies of high energy modes, for different values of nmax. In panel (d), we show the SPGPE density profile
(in the region x ≥ 0) for nmax = 250 and a best-fit density profile obtained using Yang-Yang thermodynamics within the local
density approximation. We note that any such fitting is sensitive to the values of the chemical potential in the trap centre µ0,
or alternatively the total number of atoms N , and the temperature T of the system: due to the high-energy cutoff imposed in
the SPGPE approach, matching up the chemical potentials and temperatures in order to obtain the same peak densities within
the two methods leads to a noticeable mismatch in N because the c-field approach cuts off the tails of the density profile. Using
instead the total atom number N and temperature T as the two fitting parameters (for a given trap frequency), and noting
that both methods are approximate, we obtain a much better overall agreement between the two profiles. This can be seen
in panel (d), where the optimal parameters correspond to a slightly higher Yang-Yang temperature (as shown in the figure
legend), but the corresponding total atom numbers are closer to each other compared to the case of matching up the chemical
potentials in the trap centre.

both the bulk and the tails of the gas lie in the regime of
applicability of the c-field approach.

Appendix D: Cutoff dependencies

As a rule of thumb, the high-energy cutoff Ecut in the
c-field approach is usually chosen in such a way that the
mode occupancy N cut of the highest energy mode in-
cluded in the computational basis remains larger than or
on the order of one [57, 58]. Even then, the optimum cut-

off depends strongly on the observable of interest that is
being calculated and hence can somewhat deviate form
this common prescription. Furthermore, as was recently
shown in a series of works by Pietraszewicz and Deuar
[67–69], the optimum cutoff in energy Ecut for 1D Bose
gases should be chosen even higher than in most prior
determinations; in terms of the cutoff mode occupancy,
it corresponds to N cut ' 0.78, which is lower than one.
As shown in Refs. [67–69], this lower optimum value of
N cut is needed to obtain the correct kinetic energy of
the 1D Bose gas, but does not detrimentally affect other
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observables.

In this appendix, we go somewhat further than this
and show that even a lower cutoff mode occupancy is
required in our simulations in order to faithfully repro-
duce the tails of the density distributions, so that they
are closer to the density profiles that can be obtained
from exact Yang-Yang thermodynamics in the local den-
sity approximation [66]. As such, the simulations in the
main text are performed with a cutoff mode occupancy
of N cut ' 0.31. This cutoff itself originates from us-
ing a maximum number of nmax = 250 harmonic oscil-
lator basis modes (Hermite-Gauss polynomials). This
value of N cut for nmax = 250 is obtained for the small-

est value of the dimensionless parameter γ
3/2
0 T ' 0.39,

which in turn corresponds to the largest quasiconden-
sate considered (with N = 1109). For all larger values

of γ
3/2
0 T , the cutoff mode occupancy resulting from the

same nmax = 250 remains essentially the same, reaching

the value N cut ' 0.32 for γ
3/2
0 T ' 1 corresponding to the

smallest quasicondensate considered (with N = 609).

We additionally emphasise that the use of Hermite-
Gauss polynomials is known as the most computation-
ally efficient and optimal basis choice for implementing
the SPGPE and projected GPE simulations [58, 62, 63],
compared to the more commonly used plane-wave basis
where additional subtleties arise regarding the optimal
choice of the cutoff in momentum space [61].

In Fig. 11 we show the density profiles of the ini-
tial thermal equilibrium quasicondensate, for the small-

est value of γ
3/2
0 T = 0.39 (largest N = 1109), corre-

sponding to the first data point in Fig. 3 of the main
text. The different profiles are evaluated for four dif-
ferent values of the cutoff energy Ecut, corresponding to
nmax = 95, 200, 250, 300. Figure 11 (a) shows the full
density profiles, whereas Fig. 11 (b) zooms into the tails
of the distributions. While the values of nmax = 200 and
300 are chosen to illustrate small variations (weak cutoff
dependence) of the density profiles around the case with
nmax = 250, the lowest value of nmax = 95 is chosen in
such a way that it results in the cutoff mode occupancy
of N cut ' 0.78 prescribed in Refs. [67–69].

The actual mode occupancies for all four cases are
shown in Fig. 11 (c) and are evaluated as in Ref. [62],
using diagonalisation of the reduced one-body density
matrix in harmonic oscillator basis. In the diagonalised
density matrix, the cutoff mode occupancy (i.e., the occu-
pancy of the highest energy mode at Ecut) corresponds to
the smallest nonzero eigenvalue. As we see, for all three
near-optimum cases of nmax = 200, 250, 300, the cutoff
mode occupancy N cut varies between N cut = 0.25−0.40.
For all these cutoffs, the SPGPE density profiles can be
matched up well with the density profiles calculated using
the Yang-Yang thermodynamics; an example of a profile
is shown in Fig. 11 (c) for nmax = 250. On the other
hand, for nmax ' 95 (with N cut ' 0.78) the density pro-
file lacks any tails, which is physically unrealistic, and it
cannot be fitted well with any Yang-Yang profile. These
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FIG. 12. Same as in Fig. 3 of the main text for ε ' 0.563
and nmax = 250 (triangles), except that we also show the
extracted data for simulations with nmax = 200 (squares) and
nmax = 300 (circles). The error bars of data points are on
the same order of magnitude as in Fig. 3 and are no longer
shown.

results justify our choice of nmax ' 250 as an optimal cut-
off for all simulation results discussed in the main text.

Furthermore, in Fig. 11 (b) we show 1/|x| scaling
of the tails of the density profile, expected under the
strict c-field approximation of large (� 1) occupan-
cies of all modes, including the cutoff mode occupancy.
Here, in the low-density part of the density profile, the
particles can be treated locally as in an ideal (nonin-
teracting) Bose gas, with the semiclassical distribution
in position-momentum phase space given by ρ(k, x) '
kBT/[~2k2/2m + mω2

0x
2/2]. Integrating ρ(k, x) over k

gives ρtails(x) ' 2πkBT/~ω0|x|, which is shown as a
straight (in logarithmic scale) dotted line in Fig. 11 (b).
As we see, the actual tails of the density profiles calcu-
lated using the c-field SPGPE approach with nmax =
{200, 250, 300} decay faster than the 1/|x| scaling ex-
pected from the ‘orthodox’ c-field approximation. (The
faster-than 1/|x| decay is a result of explicit use of the
projector operator in Eq. (1), which we recall is auto-
matically implemented in harmonic oscillator basis by
the finite number of nmax of modes used in the simu-
lations.) This again justifies our somewhat unorthodox
choice of nmax and the corresponding relatively low cut-
off mode occupancy: by allowing for occupancies smaller
than one, we are able to faithfully represent the tails
of the density distribution by incorporating regions with
sufficiently large |x|. Yet, we are not penalised by reach-
ing the unphysical 1/|x| scaling, under which the inte-
grated density profile or its rms width would a priory di-
verge. Instead, the rms width and the extracted breath-
ing oscillation frequencies obtained from the SPGPE with
a ‘hard’, projector-imposed cutoff show only weak cutoff
dependence in the optimal range of nmax = 200 − 300.
This can indeed be seen in Fig. 12, where we show the
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breathing oscillation frequencies as in Fig. 3 obtained
with nmax = 250 (for the case ε = 0.563), except that
we additionally include the data extracted from simula-
tions with nmax = 200 and nmax = 300. As we see, the
cutoff dependence is relatively weak: changing nmax from
250 to 200 or 300 results in less than ±2.3% difference in
the extracted values of ωB1 and ωB2 (with both curves
shifting up or down as the shift in nmax) compared to the

values extracted for nmax = 250.
As a final remark, we mention that all of the obser-

vations discussed above with regard to Fig. 11 remain
qualitatively unchanged when we scan the dimensionless

parameter γ
3/2
0 T from its smallest to the largest value

of γ
3/2
0 T ' 1, corresponding to the last data point in

Fig. 3 of the main text, or the smallest quasicondensate
considered, with N = 609.
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