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We investigate coherent matter wave transport in isotropic 3D speckle potentials by using the
Bethe-Salper equation and the self-consistent theory of localization. This model constitutes an
efficient tool to properly evaluate corrections to Boltzmann diffusion by taking into consideration
quantum interference terms between the multiple-scattering paths. We calculate analytically and
numerically the static current density, the density of states, the dipolar contribution and the reduced
diffusion coefficient. Our results reveal that quantum corrections to diffusive transport, known as
weak localization may not only lead to shift the above quantities but affect also the position of the
mobility edge.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It has been established that the transport properties of a quantum particle in a disordered system are intrinsically
determined by the interference of several scattering paths, which can lead to a spacial localization [1–4]. The quantum
particle then remains localized around its initial position, and it leads to a total suppression of transport, giving rise
to arrest the diffusion and hence, cancel the conductivity [5, 6].
Experimentally, the localization has been observed in many systems including light waves [7–11], microwaves [12, 13],

sound waves [14], electron gases [15], and coherent matter waves [16, 17]. Moreover, ultracold atoms open a new
scenario for studying disorder-induced localization, due to high degree of interactions. Experimental observation of
the Anderson transition of coherent matter waves in a disordered optical potential has been reported in Refs.[16, 17].
In three dimensions (3D), experimental observation of Anderson localization in matter waves of dilute Bose and Fermi
gases in a speckle potential has been reported in [18, 19].
One could argue that in disordered media the macroscopic transport properties namely diffusion, weak and strong

localization, depend on the statistical properties of the disorder potential [20]. The most interesting feature in the
statistical properties of transport is the return probability to a given point in which all scattering paths are closed
loops [20, 21]. A weak localization comes from the fact that the probability of the wave to return to its initial
position is possible through loop paths. Each loop can generate two multiple scattering paths along which exactly the
same phase accumulates in successive scattering events results in constructive interferences of the matter wave. This
coherent effect which is valid for any specific realization of the disorder potential leading to a diffusive transport for
which the diffusion coefficient is reduced. On the other hand, if the disorder is strong the propagation of a coherent
wave is stopped after a certain time in any dimension indicating that the diffusion coefficient vanishes. Therefore,
the return probability decreases exponentially from a certain point in space with a characteristic length known as
the localization length [22]. Recently, quantum transport and Anderson localization of atomic matter waves in 3D
anisotropic disordered potentials have been investigated in [23–25].
In the present paper, we use the Bethe-Salper equation and the self-consistent Born approximation to study the

transport properties of ultracold atoms exposed to isotropic 3D speckle potentials far below the quantum degenerate
regime (low densities). This model helps deal with the transport phenomenon of disordered BEC. We calculate in
particular quantum corrections stemming from the interference effects known as weak localization to classical transport.
Starting from the quantum kinetic theory, we calculate the current density and determine all relevant quantities such
as the spectral function, the dipolar contribution, and the reduced diffusion coefficient that are necessary to describe
the average diffusion process. Some useful analytic expressions are obtained in some limits.
Furthermore, we present our numerical solutions of the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the transport phenomenon of

BEC subjected to a laser speckle potential. By means of the self-consistent Born approximation we evaluate iteratively
the self-energy and the spectral function. This allows us to identify numerically the current density, the density of
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state, the fraction of the localized atoms and the diffusion coefficient. The main results emerging from this analysis
is that corrections due to the interference effects may alter the overall behavior of these quantities and thus, affect
the coherent transport regime. We show that the diffusion constant which depends on the atomic energy and on the
disorder amplitude falls to zero due to the weak localization effects. The weak localization to the diffusion constant
can be measured by releasing a confined atomic cloud and monitor its long-time spread inside the speckle field by
time-of-flight or in-situ imaging techniques [21]. The increasing of the atomic energy leads to modify the position of
the mobility edge. The most advantage of our method is that it does not require cutoffs to eliminate short wave paths
that diverge even when scattering extends to infinite wave numbers in contrast to the theories of Refs.[21, 23]. Our
results provide new insights into the theory of Anderson localization and diffusion of matter wave in isotropic optical
disorders.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section II we introduce the basic concepts of quantum transport

of matter waves in disordered media and present the Bethe-Salpeter equation and its the eigenfunction. We obtain
also an analytic expression describing the quantum localization corrections for the diffusion constant in the case of an
isotropic scattering. Section III is devoted to the numerical solutions of the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the transport
phenomenon of BEC subjected to a laser speckle potential and compare them with classical regime. The current
density and the reduced diffusion constant are also compued and compared with the analytical results. In section IV
we present a brief summary.

II. COHERENT TRANSPORT IN A DISORDERED MEDIUM

We consider a cloud of noninteracting cold atoms that is described by the single particle Hamiltonian H = p2/2m+
V (r), where V (r) is a static random potential introduced after the harmonic confinement in the transport directions
has been switched off as in the experiments realized in [16, 17]. In such a regime of low densities, the evolution of
the condensate is described by a linear time-dependent Schrödinger equation with a random potential. This latter is
assumed to satisfy the following statistical properties: 〈V (r)〉 = 0, and 〈V (r)V (r′)〉 = R(r−r′), where 〈•〉 denotes the
disorder ensemble average and R(r− r′) is the disorder correlation function. In the following we deal with coherent
transport of such noninteracting cold atoms in an isotropic disordered environment using the Bethe-Salpeter equation.
We set ~ = 1 throughout the manuscript.

A. Solutions of Bethe-Salpeter equation

Let us start by considering two particles of Green function φp,p′(ε,Ω, q) which describes the probability density
of matter wave in a disorder potential. We seek for the hydrodynamic expression which is defined as [21, 23, 26]:

φp,p′(ε,Ω, q) ≡ 〈p+|G(ε+)|p′
+〉〈p′

−|G†(ε−)|p−〉, (1)

where G is the retarded Green operator, ε± = ε±Ω/2 , p± = p± q/2, p′
± = p′ ± q/2 with (q and Ω are the Fourier

conjugate variables of space and time, respectively [26]). Our target is to analyze the behavior of the density diffusion
for large distance and long times. We anticipate that at long time (Ω → 0) and large distance q → 0, the probability
reads:

φp,p′(ε,Ω, q) = K
Lε,p(Ω,q)Lε,p′(Ω,q)

−iΩ+D(ε)q2
, (2)

where K is a normalized constant which will be determined later, Lε,p(Ω,q) is the eigenfunction of the Bethe-Selpeter
equation associated with the hydrodynamic diffusion, and D(ε) is the diffusion constant. The density diffusion
φp,p′(ε,Ω, q) is controlled by the Bethe-Salpeter equation, which can be formally written as [23, 24]:

φ = G⊗G
†
+G⊗G

†
Uφ. (3)

The first term in Eq. (3) represents the intensity propagation with uncorrelated disordered potential. The second term
accounts for quantum corrections, involves the vertex function Up,p′ which includes all correlations between different
amplitudes in the density propagation. The Green function is defined as : G(p, ε) = [ε − εp − Σ(ε, p)]−1, where
εp = p2/2m is the kinetic energy of the particle, and Σ(ε,p) is the self-energy which has already been examined in
[27].
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The product of the average propagators G
†
(ε−,p−)⊗G(ε+,p+) can be reformulated in momentum space by using

the identity G
∗ ∗G =

(

G
∗ −G

)

/
(

G
−1 −G

∗−1)
[21] as:

G(ε+,p+)G
∗
(ε−,p−) =

G(ε+,p+) −G
∗
(ε−,p−)

ε− − ε+ − (p− 1
2
q)2 + (p+ 1

2
q)2 − Σ∗(ε−,p−) + Σ(ε+,p+)

, (4)

which can be rewritten in a compact form as:

G(ε+,p+)G
∗
(ε−,p−) =

∆Gp(ε,Ω, q)

−Ω+ 2 (p · q) + ∆Σp(ε,Ω,q)
, (5)

where ∆Gp(ε,Ω, q) = G(ε+,p+)−G
∗
(ε−,p−), and ∆Σp(ε,Ω, q) = Σ(ε+,p+)− Σ∗(ε−,p−).

This leads to the standard quantum kinetic equation:

[−Ω+ 2(p · q) + ∆Σp(ε,Ω, q)] φp,p′(ε,Ω, q) = ∆Gp(ε,Ω, q)δp,p′

+ ∆Gp(ε,Ω, q)
∑

p′′

Up,p′′(Ω, q)φp′′,p′(ε,Ω, q). (6)

As shown by Vollhardt and Wölfle [28], the irreducible vertex Up,p′ and the self-enegy Σp are related with each other
through the Ward identity

∆Σp(ε,Ω, q) =
∑

p′

∆Gp′(ε,Ω, q)Up′,p(ε,Ω, q), (7)

which describes the flux conservation.
Upon integrating over p, we obtain a simpler form of the continuity equation that describes the local conservation of
the probability density

−Ω Pp′(ε,Ω, q) + q · jp′(ε,Ω, q) = ∆Gp′(ε,Ω, q), (8)

where Ω = i∂t and q = i∇. This conservation equation which is similar to that obtained in Ref.[21] is valid for any
initial distribution.
The probability density is written as: Pp′(ε,Ω, q) =

∑

p φp,p′(ε,Ω, q) and the current density reads: jp′(ε,Ω, q) =
∑

p 2p · φp,p′(ε,Ω, q).

One can easily check from Eq. (6) that

∑

pp′

φp,p′(ε,Ω, q = 0) =

∑

p ∆Gp(ε,Ω, q = 0)

−Ω
, (9)

where the factor 1/Ω indicates that the total integrated density is conserved. The Ward identity (7) implies that
Lε,p = ∆Gp(ε) is a good choice for the eigenfunction at least for large distance q → 0 and long time, Ω → 0.
Therefore, we write

Lε,p(Ω = 0,q) = ∆Gp(ε,q)− |G(ε,p)|2Γ(p,q) +O(q2), (10)

where Γ(p,q) is supposed to be linear in q and can in isotropic media be written as: ∼ j(p)2(p · q).
Replacing Eq.(2) into Eq.(6) for Ω = 0, one gets the following expression:

[2(p · q) + ∆Σp(ε,q)]
[

∆Gp(ε,q) − |G(p, ε)|2j(ε,p)2(p · q)
]

Lε,p′(q) = D(ε)q2∆Gp(ε,q)δp,p′ (11)

+ ∆Gp(ε,q)
∑

p′′

Up,p′′(ε,q)
[

∆Gp′′(ε,q)

− |G(ε,p′′)|2j(ε,p′′)2(p′′ · q)
]

Lε,p′(q).

Expanding the identity (7) linearly in q and inserting it into Eq.(11), we obtain

[2(p · q) + ∆Σp(ε,q)] ∆Gp(ε,q) −∆Gp(ε,q)j(p)2(p · q) = ∆Gp(ε,q)∆Σp(ε,q) (12)

− ∆Gp(ε,q)
∑

p′′

Up,p′′(ε,q)|G(ε,p′′)|2j(ε,p′′)2(p′′ · q).
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After some algebra, the quantum kinetic equation takes the form

2(p · q) +
∑

p′′

Up,p′′(ε, q)|G(ε,p′′)|2j(ε,p′′)2(p′′ · q) = j(ε,p)2(p · q). (13)

The current density is immediately found to be given by Eq.(13) with q replaced by p

j(ε,p) = 1 +
∑

p′′

p′′ · p

p2
Up,p′′(ε, 0)|G(ε,p′′)|2j(ε,p′′). (14)

This result is independent of the small momentum q since in deriving Eqs. (12)-(14) we already kept only linear terms
in q, we therefore put q = 0 in Up,p′′(ε, q) [28–30]. Equation (14) clearly shows that in lowest-order perturbation
theory, j(ε,p) = 1. The term (p′′ · p/p2)Up,p′′ defines the cross section of all interference contributions in multiple
scattering. Analytical solutions of Eq.(14) for 3D speckle potentials are shown in Appendix.
In order to find the eingenfunction of the Bethe-Salpeter equation, we employ the following transformation [30]:

∆Gp(ε,q) = G(ε,p+ q/2) −G∗(ε,p− q/2) = 2iImGp(ε) +
∂ReGp(ε)

∂p
· q. (15)

Using the fact that

∂ReGp(ε)

∂p
· q = 2p · q∂ReGp(ε)

∂p2
,

then introducing Eq.(15) into Eq. (10), one obtains for the eigenfunction of the Bethe-Salpeter equation

Lε,p(q) = 2i ImGp(ε) + 2 p · q∂ReGp(ε)

∂p2
− |G(ε,p)|22 (p · q)j(ε,p), (16)

which admits an exact solution in linear order of q.
The spectrale function ImGp(ε) contains all the information about the diffusion of the particles in a disordered

medium. It is given by

− ImGp(ε) =
ImΣp(ε)

|ε− εp − Σp(ε)|2
, (17)

where the self-energy has the following form Σp(ε) =
∑

p′ Up,p′[ε − εp′ − Σp′(ε)]−1 which is a negative function

(represents the energy width of the spectral function). Thus,

|G(ε,p)|2 =
ImGp(ε)

ImΣp(ε)
. (18)

The scattering mean-free time is defined as:

τp(ε) = − ~

2 ImΣp(ε)
. (19)

Upon inserting Eqs.(17)-(19) into Eq.(16) and removing −2i, one finds:

Lε,p(q) = −ImGp(ε) − i(p · q) γ(p, ε), (20)

where

γ(ε,p) = ImGp(ε) 2τp(ε)j(ε,p) − ∂ReGp(ε)

∂p2
+O(q2), (21)

is called the dipolar contribution which generates the flow of energy and thus, provides corrections that support a
current density. The solution of the Bethe Salpeter equation Lε,p(q) at small q is governed by the spectral function
(A(ε,p) = −ImGp(ε)/π).
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Finally, the normalization constant K can be determined by matching Eq. (9) and Eq.(2) for q = 0. This yields

K
∑

pp′

ImGp(ε)ImGp′(ε)

−iΩ
=

∑

p
2iImGp(ε)

−Ω
, (22)

we thus, immediatly deduce that

K =
2

∑

p
−ImGp(ε)

. (23)

Replacing the resulting constant (23) into Eq.(2), one gets for the quantum propability

φp,p′(Ω, q) =
2

∑

p
−ImGp(ε)

Lε,p(q)Lε,p′(q)

−iΩ + Dq2
, (24)

which has a diffusion pole according to [21, 23, 30]. The sum
∑

p
−ImGp(ε) is linked to the density of states per unit

volume ρ(ε) as:
∑

p
−ImGp(ε) = πρ(ε).

For p −→ ∞, ImΣp(ε) vanishes, we then expect that j(p) −→ 1. The dipolar contribution γ(ε,p) has the following
form

γ0(ε,p) = |G(ε,p)|2 − ∂ReGp(ε)

∂p2
. (25)

Here γ0(ε,p) describes multiple scattering as a sequence of scattering events where both retarded and advanced
amplitudes travel along the same path. When p −→ ∞, the kinetic energy of the atoms exceeds the exitation
potential, a large isotropic waves travel without feeling the disorder effect [21, 26].

B. Diffusion constant from quantum localization corrections for isotropic scattering

We now concentrate on the calculation of the diffusion constant using the quantum kinetic equation derived in the
previous section. Let us write the expression of the current density

jp′(ε,Ω, q) = 2
∑

p

p · φp,p′(ε,Ω, q). (26)

Incorporating φp,p′ from Eq.(24) into jp′(ε,Ω, q), we find

jp′(ε,Ω, q) =
2

πρ(ε)

Lε,p′(q)

−iΩ + Dq2

∑

p

2p Lε,p(q). (27)

Inserting the corrections manifesting in Lε,p(q) into Eq. (27), we obtain

jp′(ε,Ω, q) =
2

πρ(ε)

Lε,p′(q)

−iΩ+ Dq2
i q

2

3

∑

p

[

− ImGp(ε)2τp(ε)j(ε,p)p
2 − p2

∂ReGp(ε)

∂p2

]

. (28)

The factor (1/3) that appears in Eq. (28) comes from the angular integral.
The probability density is defined as:

Pp′(ε,Ω, q) =
∑

p

φp,p′(ε,Ω, q) = 2
Lε,p′(q)

−iΩ + Dq2
. (29)

According to Fick’s law, which relates the diffusive flux to the concentration gradient in the diffusive regime (Ω,q → 0),
jp′(ε,Ω, q) = i qD(ε)Pp′(ε,Ω, q), the diffusion constant is extracted as:

D(ε) =
1

πρ(ε)

2

3

∑

p

p2
(

−ImGp(ε)2τp(ε)j(ε,p) − p2
∂ReGp(ε)

∂p2

)

. (30)
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FIG. 1: Static current density j(p)/p as a function of pσ for εc = 0.

This equation is appealing since it includes weak localization corrections. In the regime of a weak disorder, ImGp(ε)
is strongly peaked near p =

√
ε, yielding πρ(ε) ≈ √

ε/(4π). Therefore, D(ε) reduces to:

D(ε) =
4π√
ε

2

3

4π

(2π)3
π

∫ ∞

0

dpp4δ(ε− p2)2τp(ε)j(ε,p). (31)

Keeping in mind that the second term is negligible, we find: D(ε) = 4ε j(
√
ε)τp=√

ε/3. Asuming that j(
√
ε) = 1 at

large ε, we recover the familiar expression for classical wave namely D(ε) = v2τ∗/3 [31, 32], where v is the wave
velocity, and τ∗ is a transport mean free time which is straightforwardly associated with the transport mean path ℓ∗

via τ∗ = ℓ∗/v.
In the next section, we will discuss the critical regime of transition by numerically solving the above Bethe-Salper

equation.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we solve numerically the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the transport phenomenon of BEC subjected
to a laser speckle potential. To do so, we apply the self-consistent Born approximation to calculate the self-energy
which is the key factor of the diffusion. The current density j(p)/p is computed iteratively, and then insert the result
into Eq.(30) to obtain the diffusion coefficient. The number of required iterations for convergence is 100 iterations
which are enough to obtain the desired solution [32].
From now on, all energies, including Σ, are expressed in units of the quantum correlation energy εσ = 1/(2mσ2)

with σ being the correlation length, momenta are expressed as p = k, where the de-Broglie wave number k is scaled
in units of 1/σ (we recall that ~=1). We choose a constant value of the disorder amplitude (VR = 0.5εσ) for which
the condition of a perturbative disorder to be valid εk ≫ V 2

R/εσ [33].
In Figure 1 we report the numerical and analytical results of the current density j(p)/p as a function of the scaled

wave number pσ. We see that the current density reaches its maximum at pσ . 1, then it decreases and becomes
constant for large momenta. The analytical results and the numerical simulation diverge from each other notably for
small momenta. A closer look at the same figure shows that the numerical simulation predicts a hump in the current
density at pσ ∼ 1, indicating that more atoms can participate in the multiple scattering. These atoms are dephazing
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FIG. 2: Spectral function for p = 0 and VR = 0.5εσ.

from their initial positions most probably due to the effect of a weak localization. Both methods show that the current
diffusion converge to 1 at very large momentum (p → ∞). In such a regime weak localization corrections disappear
and a classical diffusion takes place (see also Eq. (14)).
To calculate the spectral function, we solve numerically Eq. (17). The results are shown in Figure 2. We observe

the appearance of a peak at ε = −0.5εσ. The width half height of this peak ∆ε = 0.4εσ is inversely proportional to
the mean free time of the atoms in speckle. At low energies, the relevant parameter of localization is the typical length
ℓc which is associated with a typical momentum kc =

√
2mεc. Note that the width of the spectral function at ε = εc

is of the order of ℓc ∼ σ/(VR/εσ)
2[35]. In our case, we find ℓc ≈ 4σ. From the same figure we see that the mobility

edge is located at εc/εσ = −0.04 which implies that kc/kσ = 0.2. In the limit of weak disorder, we find kcℓc = 0.8
satisfying the celebrated Ioffe-Regel criterion namely, (kcℓc ∼ 1) [34]. For ℓc ≫ 4σ, the density atomic exceeds the
optical potential which means that ℓc varies faster than the modulations of the speckle σ. In such a situation we fall
to a classical diffusion.
The solution of Bethe-Salpeter equation for the dipolar contribution in the regime of coherent matter wave transport

(i.e. in the presence of the quantum corrections, γ(ε, p)) and for the incoherent matter wave transport (i.e. classical
regime, γ0(p, ε) is captured in figure 3. We see that the two curves are almost indistinguishable, yielding an excellent
agreement in the region pσ < 0.5. Whereas for pσ > 0.5, the curves diverge form each other (the width of quantum
particles curve is broadened) due to the enhancement of the correlations induced by weak localization. The narrow
spectrum in the classical regime indicates the absence of quantum correlation effects. In the presence of the quantum
corrections, the energetic atoms are shifted by the interference giving rise to increase the intensity of the dipolar
contribution results in a large anisotropic momentum because of their deviations by the disorder effect [23]. Given
that pσ equivalent to υp/υσ, where vσ = 1/ mσ, we find that the dipolar contribution γ(ε, p) is dominated by atoms
with velocity vσ = 0.66/mσ. We detect on the other hand a fraction of atoms faster than vσ = 1.11/mσ contributing
to the multiple diffusion. Our results show a large spectrum in γ(ε, p) compared to that obtained in Ref.[30] since we
take into account higher-order contribution to the current density j(p).
These quantum corrections have an important impact on the distribution of waves packet. This can be seen in the

density of states ρ(ε) =
∫

ImG(ε, p)dp/(2π)3 which measures the average number of states in the random medium per
unit of volume. Figure 4 depicts that at energies ε ≪ εσ, the probability is small but finite. Our numerical calculation
predicts that around 38% of atoms are localized due to the interference effects. Here the fraction of localized atoms
is given by floc ≈

∫ εc
−∞ dε ImG(ε, p = 0) [35]. At higher energies, the probability grows with the energy. In such
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is given as: ρ(ε) = 4πδ(ε− εp).
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FIG. 5: Diffusion coefficient as a function of the energy for several values of the disorder amplitude and for p = 0.

a situation, one has ImG(ε, p) = −πδ(ε − εp), hence the atoms do not feel the disorder potential and the system

attains the classical diffusion. Consequently, the density of states behaves like the free-space expression ρ(ε) ∼ ε1/2,
where the dispersion relation reads ε = p2/2m (see black line in figure 4). It is clear that the two curves (quantum
and classical) cross with each other at ε ≃ 2.25εσ pointing out that the atoms diffuse in a classical way at energies
ε & 2.25εσ.
In Figure 5, we plot the diffusion constant as a function of the energy for different disorder amplitudes. Our results

reveal that the diffusion coefficient mD(ε) reaches its maximum at negative energies for any disorder amplitude, then
it decreases when the energy becomes close to zero. Such a decay in the diffusion coefficient which depends also on the
scattering amplitude as is seen in figure 5, is due to the weak localization effects induced by the fluctuations caused
by the number of scatterers.
Let us discuss more profoundly the transport properties from diffusion coefficient. To this end, we use the standard

deviation to approach the transition point. Figure 6 shows three distinct regions. In the first region, −0.12 < ε/εσ <
−0.04, mD(ε) decreases rapidly with the energy until it attains the mobilty edge εc = −0.04εσ. The situation is
different in the second region, −0.04 < ε/εσ < 0, where the diffusion coefficient increases linearly. A similar behavior
holds true for a Gaussian disorder potential [35]. In this region, the states cease to extend over the disorder potential
and thus delocalize. In the third interval ε > 0 and for small energies, mD(ε) is saturated to a constante value
(mD(ε) ≈ 0.25) owing to the weak localization effects. This phenomenon is important because the wave transport
is quite sensitive to large momentum which leads to increase the interferences between scattered atoms evoking a
deviation of fast atoms from its initial position and hence reducing the constant diffusion. This is in stark contrast
with the Dirac-peaks potential [15], where the atoms are insensitive to the disorder effects. Note that in the anisotropic
case, the diffusion coefficient increases in power law in the limit of low energies while it behaves as D ∝ ε5/2 at higher
energies [23].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we examined the transport and localization of matter waves in isotropic 3D speckle potentials using
the Bethe-Salper equation and the self-consistent theory of Anderson localization. We calculated in particular the
fundamental transport quantities such as the current intensity, the dipolar contribution, the density of states, the
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FIG. 6: Standard deviation of the diffusion coefficient in a critical regime for VR/εσ = 0.5.

spectral function, and the reduced diffusion constant. We found that these quantities deviate from their classical coun-
terpart due to corrections arising from multiple scattering of matter waves. At low energy, our numerical calculations
predict that the weak localization corrections increase the probability density and may shift the dipolar contribution.
The reduction of the diffusion constant which depends on the scattering amplitude signals the occurrence of weak
localization effects. Our results pointed out also that the diffusion process continues with the initially fast atoms until
the transport means path becomes of the order of the wavelength of the condensate.
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V. APPENDIX

In this appendix we derive an explicit expression for the density current in the case of a 3D laser speckle potential
produced by diffraction which is widely used with quantum gases experiments, its correlation function is given by
〈U(R)〉 = V 2

Rsinc
2(R/σ), where VR is the amplitude disorder. For VR → ∞ and σ → 0, the speckle potential reduces

to the uncorrelated white-noise random potential. In Fourier space one can write:

Up,p′ = V 2
R

∫

dR
∑

p′

sin2 (R/σ)

(R/σ)
2 ei(p− p′)·R. (32)

Inserting Up,p′ into Eq. (14) and using the fact that
∑

p′ ≡
∫

dp′/(2π)3, one finds

j(ε,p) = 1 +
V 2
R

(2π)3
I(p, p′)|G(ε,p′)|2j(ε,p′), (33)

where

I(p, p′) =

∫

dR

∫

dp′p · p′

p2
sin2 (R/σ)

(R/σ)
2 ei(p− p′)·R. (34)

Setting
∫

dp̂′′ = dp′′p′′2, then the integral in momentum space becomes

∫

dp̂′

4π
(p · p′)ei(p− p′)·R = p · 1

p′
e i p·R · i ∂

∂R

∫

dp̂′e− i p′′·R (35)

= p · e
i p′·R

p′
i
∂

∂R
sinc(p′ R)

=
p̂.R̂

R
ei p·Ri

∂

∂p′
sinc(p′ R).

Now the integral over R can be evaluated as:

∫

dR̂

4π
R̂ eip·R =

1

R

1

i

∂

∂ p

∫

d3R̂

4π
e i p·R =

p̂

R

1

i

∂

∂ p
sinc(p R). (36)

With this, Eq (34) can be rewritten as:

I(p, p′) = 4π
∂

∂ p

∂

∂ p′

∫ ∞

0

dR sinc2
(

R

σ

)

sinc(p R) sinc(p′ R) = 4π
∂

∂ p

∂

∂ p′
1

pp′
K(p, p′), (37)

where

K(p, p′) =

∫ ∞

0

dR sinc2
(

R

σ

)(

sin p′R

R

)(

sinR

R

)

. (38)

Putting

M(p, p′) =
∂

∂ p

∂

∂ p′′
K(p, p′) =

∫ ∞

0

dR sinc2
(

R/σ
)

cos(p R) cos(p′′ R). (39)

Then employing the relation
∫ +∞
−∞ dReiqR/R = πΘ(q), we obtain:

M(p, p′) =
πσ

16
[2 − p − p′ − 2|p − p′| + |p + p′ − 2| + |2 − p + p′| + |2 + p − p′| ] . (40)

Upon substituting Eq.(40) into Eq.(37), we find

I(p, p′) =
4π2σ

16
[I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 ] , (41)
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where

I1 = 2
p + p′ − 2

p2p′2
(

−p2 − p′2 + pp′ + 2 + p + p′
)

(Θ (p + p′ − 2) − 1) ,

I2 = − 4
p − p′

p2p′2
(

p2 + p′2 + pp′
)

((Θ(p − p′ ) + 1) (1 − Θ(p′ − p )) ,

I3 = 2
p′ − p + 2

p2p′2
(

p2 + p′2 + pp′ − 2 − p + p′
)

(Θ (p′ − p + 2) − 1) ,

I4 = 2
p′ − p − 2

p2p′2
(

p2 + p′2 + pp′ − 2 + p + p′
)

(Θ (p′ − p − 2) − 1) .

Equation (14) was solved self-consistently in section III. Its behavior has been displayed in Fig.1.
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