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N on-equilibrium G ross-Pitaevskiidynam ics ofboson lattice m odels

AnatoliPolkovnikov,� Subir Sachdev,y and S.M .G irvinz

Departm ent ofPhysics, Yale University, P.O .Box 208120, New Haven CT 06520-8120
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M otivated by recentexperim entson trapped ultra-cold bosonicatom sin an opticallatticepoten-

tial,we consider the non-equilibrium dynam ic properties ofsuch bosonic system s for a num berof

experim entally relevantsituations. W hen the num berofbosons perlattice site islarge,there is a

wide param eter regim e where the e�ective boson interactions are strong,butthe ground state re-

m ainsa superuid (and nota M ottinsulator):wedescribetheconditionsunderwhich thedynam ics

in thisregim e can be described by a discrete G ross-Pitaevskiiequation.W e describe the evolution

ofthe phase coherence after the system is initially prepared in a M ott insulating state,and then

allowed to evolveaftera sudden changein param etersplacesitin a regim ewith a superuid ground

state. W e also consider initialconditions with a \� phase" im print on a superuid ground state

(i.e. the initialphasesofneighboring wells di�erby �),and discussthe subsequentappearance of

density wave orderand \Schr�odingercat" states.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W ith the em erging experim entalstudies ofultra-cold
atom s in a parabolic trap and a periodic opticallattice
potential1,2 (the wavelength of the opticalpotentialis
m uch sm allerthan thedim ensionsofthetrap),new possi-
bilitiesforstudyingthephysicsofinteractingbosonshave
em erged.Atequilibrium ,thebosonscan undergoatran-
sition from a superuid to an insulator as the strength
ofthe opticalpotentialis increased3,4,5,6,7,8. However,
the facile tunability and long characteristic tim e scales
ofthese system salso o�eran opportunity to investigate
non-equilibrium dynam icalregim es that have not been
accessible before.In thiscontext,there havebeen a few
recent theoreticalstudies ofthe dynam ics ofbosons in
a periodic potential: Ref. 9 com puted the oscillation
frequency of the center of m ass of a superuid state
of bosons, while som e non-equilibrium issues were ad-
dressed in papers10,11,12 which appeared whilethispaper
wasbeing com pleted.
A description ofthe purposeofthispaperrequiresan

understanding ofthe di�erentparam eterregim esofthe
boson system ,which wewillassum eiswelldescribed by
the single-band Hubbard m odel:

H =
X

j

"

� J(ayjaj+ 1 + a
y

j+ 1aj)+ Vja
y

jaj

+
U

2
a
y

jaj(a
y

jaj � 1)

#

: (1.1)

Hereaj isacanonicalBoseannihilation operatoron sites
ofthe opticallattice (\wells") labeled by the integer j,
J isthetunneling am plitudebetween neighboringlattice
sites,U > 0 in the repulsive interaction energy between
bosonsin thesam elatticem inim um ,and Vj isa sm ooth
externalpotentialwhich wewilltaketobeparabolic.W e
willm ainly considerthecaseofaone-dim ensionaloptical
lattice,relevantto the experim entsofRef.1,butgener-
alization to higher dim ensions is possible. The form of
Vj and the chem icalpotentialofthe bosons determ ine

another im portant param eter: N ,the m ean num ber of
bosons at the centralsite (m ore precisely, at the site
where Vj issm allest);we shallm ainly considerthe case
N � 1 here.A dim ensionlessm easureofthestrength of
the interactionsbetween the bosonsisthe coupling

� �
U N

J
; (1.2)

the di�erentphysicalregim esofH arealso conveniently
dilineated by the valuesof�.
W hen the interactionsbetween the bosonsare strong

enough, � > �SI, the ground state ofH undergoes a
quantum phase transition from a superuid to a M ott
insulator(see Appendix A).Itisknown that3:

�SI � N
2
: (1.3)

So forthe casewhereN islarge,there isa wide regim e,
1� � � N 2,wheretheinteractionsbetween thebosons
are very strong,but the ground state is nevertheless a
superuid. A description ofthe dynam icalpropertiesof
H in thisregim eisoneofcentralpurposesofthispaper.
For N large, and � sm aller than �SI, it is widely

accepted10 thatthe low tem peraturedynam icsofH can
be described by treating the operator aj as a classical
c-num ber.(W ewillinvestigatetheconditionsfortheva-
lidity of this classicalapproxim ation m ore carefully in
Section II, where we will also discuss the tim e range
overwhich itcan be applied.) M ore precisely,we intro-
ducethedim ensionlesscom plex dynam icalvariable j(t)
whosevalueisam easureofhaj(t)i=

p
N ;then itsdynam -

icsisdescribed by the classicalHam iltonian

H G P =
X

j

�

� ( ?j j+ 1 +  
?
j+ 1 j)+

Vj

J
j jj

2 +
�

2
j jj

4

�

;

(1.4)

and the Poisson brackets

�
 j; 

?
j

	
= �ij: (1.5)
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Here,and henceforth,we m easure tim e in unitsof~=J.
The resulting equations ofm otion are,ofcourse,a dis-
creteversion ofthefam iliarG ross-Pitaevskii(G P)equa-
tions.W ewilloften im pose a paraboliccon�ning poten-
tial,in which case

Vj

J
=
�

2
j
2
:

A nonuniform potentialVj also can lead to localization
ofbosons in separate wells;in particular,even without
interaction (� = 0),when jVj+ 1 � Vjj� 2J the eigen-
m odes of(1:4) becom e localized. Note that this local-
ization is a purely sem iclassicale�ect,described by the
G P equations. IfVj is sm ooth then for � > �SI,the
system undergoesa transition to nonuniform insulating
state13,14.
Describing thenon-equilibrium quantum Bosedynam -

icsfor� < �SI isnow reduced to a problem ofintegrat-
ingtheclassicalequationsofm otion im plied by (1.4,1.5).
However,it rem ainsto specify the initialconditions for
the classicalequations; these clearly depend upon the
physicalsituationsofinterest,and weshallconsiderhere
two distinct cases,which are discussed in the following
subsections

A . M ott insulating initialstate

Considerthephysicalsituation (ofcurrentexperim en-
talinterest15)where fort� 0 the bosonsare in a M ott
insulatingstatewith � > �SI,and attim et= 0theopti-
callatticepotentialissuddenly reduced so that� < �SI

forallt> 0.Clearly,the G P equationsshould apply for
t> 0,and the M ott insulating initialstate willim pose
initialconditions which we now describe. The required
initialconditionsare readily deduced by thinking about
thefullquantum Heisenbergequationsofm otion foraj(t)
im plied byH .Byintegratingtheseequations,onecan,in
principle,relateany observableto theexpectation values
ofproductsofpowersofayj(t= 0)and aj(t= 0).Forthe
M ott insulator with � � �SI these expectation values
have a very sim ple structure: they factorize into prod-
uctsofexpectation valueson each site,and arenon-zero
only ifthenum berofcreation and annihilation operators
on each siteareequal.Furtherm ore,forlargeN ,wecan
also ignore the ordering ofthe aj and a

y

j operators on
each site,and e.g.weobtain to leading orderin 1=N :

D

a
yn

j (t= 0)am‘ (t= 0)
E

� �nm �j‘(N j)
n
; (1.6)

where we have accounted fora possible spatialinhom o-
geneity by introducing N j (a num ber oforder N ),the
num ber of bosons at site j in the M ott insulator. In
term softhe classicalvariables j,the t= 0 expectation
valuesin (1.6)areeasy to reproduce.W e sim ply choose

 j(t= 0)=
q

N j=N e
i�j (1.7)

wherethe�j areindependentrandom variableswhich are
uniform ly distributed between 0 and 2�.In thism anner,
we have m apped the fully determ inistic quantum tim e
evolution ofH to thestochasticand classicaltim eevolu-
tion ofH G P .In practice,theprocedureisthen asfollows:
choosea largeensem bleofinitialvaluesof�j,and deter-
m inistically evolve H G P for each such initialcondition;
theexpectation valueofany quantum observableattim e
tis then given by the average value ofthe correspond-
ing classicalobservableattim et,with theaveragebeing
taken overthe random variables�j.In particular

D

a
yn

j (t)amj0(t)
E

Q
� N



 
?n
j (t) m

j0(t)
�

random �‘
; (1.8)

wherewehaveindicated thattheangularbracketson the
left represent a traditionalquantum expectation value,
while those on the right represent an average over the
independentvariables�j speci�ed by (1.7)attim et= 0.
W e will henceforth im plicitly assum e that all angular
brackets have the m eaning speci�ed in (1.8), depend-
ingupon whetherthey contain quantum orclassicalvari-
ables.
An im portantproperty of(1.8)isthatwhile we m ust

havej0= jforanon-zeroresultatt= 0,thisisnolonger
true for t> 0. In particular,non-zero correlations can
develop forlargejj0� jjastim eevolves,correspondingto
arestorationofphasecoherence.Indeed theground state
for� < �SI issuperuid and therm alization m ustlead to
increaseofthephasecorrelations.However,in thispaper
weshow,thateven withoutrelaxation thecoherencecan
berestored dynam ically.(O fcourse,aswearelookingat
one dim ensionalsystem sand the �nalstate isexpected
to be therm alized ata non-zero tem perature,the phase
correlationscannotbe truly long-range and m ustdecay
exponentially at large enough scales: however, guided
by the experim entalsituation,we willlook atrelatively
sm allsystem sforwhich thisisnotan issue.) Describing
thedynam icsoftherestoration ofthisphasecoherenceis
alsoacentralpurposeofthispaper.W eshallcharacterize
thephasecoherenceby studying theexpectation valueof

D g(t)=
1

M

X

j6= ‘

g(jj� ‘j)


 
?
j(t) ‘(t)

�
(1.9)

where M is the num ber oflattice sites (for a nonuni-
form externalpotentialVj, M is just the ratio of the
totalnum berofbosonsto the num berofbosonsin cen-
tralwell),and g issom esuitably chosen weightfunction.
O bservablesclosely related to D g arem easured upon de-
tecting theatom safterreleasing thetrap.Attim et= 0,
D g(0)= 0,and wewillbeinterested in thedeviationsof
D g(t)from thisvalue fort> 0,an increase correspond-
ingtoan enhancem entofsuperuid phasecoherence.W e
note,in passing,thatacloselyrelated procedurewasused
earlier16 to describetheonsetofphasecoherenceaftera
sudden quench from high tem perature;here,we are al-
ways at zero tem perature, and m ove into a superuid
param eterregim eby a sudden changein the value of�.



3

W e willbegin our analysis ofthe structure ofD g(t)
by considering the case with two wells(M = 2)in Sec-
tion IIA.Fortheweakly interacting case(� � 1),Dg(t)
exhibits Josephson oscillations with a period of order
unity;the weak interactions lead to a decay ofoscilla-
tionswith a slow (t� 1=2)saturation ofthe coherence at
a steady-state value ata tim e scale t/ �� 1. For� � 1
the oscillations are suppressed and D g(t) saturates at
t / 1=

p
�,which is,in fact,shorter than a single tun-

neling tim e. For this two lattice site case we can also
obtain a com plete solution for D g(t) for the quantum
Ham iltonian H (described in Section IIA 2),and thisal-
lowsa detailed analysison the regim e ofvalidity ofthe
sem iclassicalG P equations.W eshow thatthesem iclassi-
calapproach isvalid fortwo latticesiteswhen N islarge
and t < N =�. This is,in fact,a generalresult which
im pliesthatthequantum m echanicsbecom esim portant
when tim eexceedsinverseenergylevelspacing.Form ore
than two lattice sites,the energy splitting scalesas the
inverseofthetotalnum berofparticlesand at� � 1,the
sem iclassicalconditionsare virtually alwaysful�lled. It
issurprising thateven with a sm allnum berofparticles
N = 4,and weak interactions,theG P equationsgivean
excellentdescription ofthesystem evolution,apartfrom
overallnum ericalprefactor(1+ 2=N ),which isnotsm all
in thiscase.
The restoration of coherence is also studied in the

m any wellcase in Section IIIA. W e discuss the case
withoutan externalpotentialin Section IIIA 1;with an
equalnum berofparticlesinitially in allthe wells,phase
correlationsdevelop only in theinteracting case(� > 0).
This is true for both periodic and open boundary con-
ditions. Sim ilar to the two wellcase,in the weakly in-
teracting regim ephasecorrelationswilloscillatein tim e.
Howevertheseoscillationswillbeperiodiconlyforpartic-
ularnum berofwells:M = 2;3;4;6forperiodicboundary
conditionsand M = 2;3;5foropen boundary conditions.
Forother num bersofwells,the oscillationsare chaotic.
Asforthetwo wellcase,a strongerinteraction resultsin
decay ofcorrelationsin tim e,leading to thesteady state.
Next,in Section IIIA 2,weconsidertherestoration of

phasecoherencefortheexperim entally im portantcaseof
a parabolic potential. The resultsare quite di�erentfor
this case,and phase correlations develop even without
interactions. In a weak parabolic potential,D g(t)oscil-
lateswith a frequency which scalesasthe squarerootof
the parabolicity,�. This frequency is closely related to
theoscillation frequency discussed recently by K ram eret
al.9 forthe case where the centerofm assofthe atom ic
gas is displaced. In the present situation, there is no
displacem entofthecenterofm ass,butthesam eoscilla-
tion is excited upon a sudden change in the value of�.
Theoscillationsdecay even at� = 0;weak orinterm edi-
ate interactions� � 1 do notchange the noninteracting
picture m uch.The am plitude ofthe oscillationsbecom e
m orepronounced for� � 1,butfor� � 1theoscillations
aresuppressed asforthe atpotential.
W hile this work was being com pleted, we becam e

awareofrelated resultsofAltm an and Auerbach alsoad-
dressing therestoration ofphasecoherencein a M ottin-
sulator.However,therearesom esigni�cantdi�erencesin
the physicalsituationsbeing addressed.Above,wehave
considered a system deep in the M ott insulating phase
(with � � �SI)taken suddenly to param etersforwhich
the ground state wasdeep in the superuid phase (with
� � �SI). In contrast,Ref.17 consider the case when
both theinitialand �nalvaluesof� werenottoofarfrom
�SI,butrem ained on oppositesidesofit.For� closeto
�SI,and at tem peratures not too sm all,a \relativistic
G ross-Pitaevski" equation had been proposed in Ref.18
asa description ofthe \Bose m olasses" dynam icsofthe
orderparam eter.Theconditionsunderwhich oscillations
in theam plitudeoftheorderparam eterwould beunder-
dam ped were also presented18. Altm an and Auerbach17

advocated that the sam e equations could describe the
tim e evolution ofthe am plitude ofthe order param eter
asitevolved from the M ottinsulator(with zero am pli-
tude) to the superuid (with �nite am plitude) at zero
tem perature.W ereview issuesrelated to thedam ping of
the am plitude m ode in Appendix B. Altm an and Auer-
bach17 also considered thesituation withoutan external
potential(Vj � 0).W ehavenoted abovethatsuch a po-
tentialchanged ourresultssigni�cantly;in Appendix A
wediscussthesigni�cantroleoftheexternalpotentialin
the equilibrium propertiesfor� � �SI.

B . M odulated phase initialstate

A second set ofinitialconditions we consider is the
case in which the param eter values always correspond
to a superuid ground state i.e. � < �SI. For tim e
t� 0 we im agine that� takessom e �xed value and the
phases�j havesom eknown setof�xed,non-random val-
ues at t= 0 and we follow the subsequent evolution of
the bosons using the discrete G P equation. The phase
im printcan beexperim entally achieved by e.g.applying
a short (com pared to a single tunneling tim e) pulse of
external�eld to the condensate.A case ofspecialinter-
estwillbewhen thereisa relative� phaseshiftbetween
neighboring wells:

�j = j�: (1.10)

Fortwo wellswith equalN j and relatively sm all�,this
state ism etastable(thisisalso the case foreven M and
periodic boundary conditions). However,ifthe interac-
tion � becom es larger than a criticalvalue, this equi-
librium becom esunstable and the bosonsspontaneously
form a \dipole" state10,19,20 in which m ost ofthem oc-
cupy one ofthe two wells (see Section IIB). Upon ac-
counting forquantum tunneling in a system with a �nite
num berofbosons,the state obtained isa superposition
ofthe two dipole states restoring translationalsym m e-
try.However,in caseofin�nitenum berofwells(seeSec-
tion IIIB)thetunneling between thetwo dipolecon�gu-
rationsisnegligibleand translationalsym m etryisbroken
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by theappearanceofa density waveofbosonswith a pe-
riod oftwo latticespacings.Thise�ectissim ilarto that
studied in Ref.21 for the case ofa M ott insulator in a
strong electric �eld.
Related to this instability is a very interesting pos-

sibility ofform ing a Schr�odinger cat state22. W e show
in Section IIIB that ifthe system is initially in the \�
state",and the interaction is slowly increased,then at
certain pointallthebosonsspontaneously m oveinto one
ofthewells.Ifquantum m echanicalcorrectionsaretaken
into accountthen the �nalcon�guration isthe superpo-
sition ofthe states with allbosons in one ofthe wells.
Thise�ectopensthepossibility ofdynam icalform ing of
a strongly entangled state ofbosons.

II. SEM IC LA SSIC A L V ER SU S Q U A N T U M

D Y N A M IC S O F T W O C O U P LED IN T ER A C T IN G

B O SE SY ST EM S

The com parison between the sem iclassicaland quan-
tum theory ofthe two-wellsystem has been presented
earlierby M ilburn etal.23,although forinitialconditions
di�erentfrom thoseweshallconsiderhere.
Firstwe willfocus on the sem iclassicaldescription of

thetwo wellsystem ,when thetotalnum berofbosonsis
m uch greater than 1. In this case the G ross-Pitaevskii
equationsim plied by (1.4)and (1.5)are

i
@ 1

@t
= �  2 + �j 1j

2
 1; (2.1)

i
@ 2

@t
= �  1 + �j 2j

2
 2; (2.2)

The totalnum ber ofbosons j 1j2 + j 2j
2 is a constant

ofthe m otion;with our norm alization for  j described
above(1.4),wehavej 1j2 + j 2j

2 = 2.
W e usethe param eterization:

 1;2 =
p
1� nei�� i�=2: (2.3)

Note that only the relative phase of  1 and  2 is an
observable. Substituting (2.3) into (2.1) and (2.2) we
obtain:

d2n

dt2
+ 4n + 4�n

p
1� n2 cos� = 0; (2.4)

dcos�

dn
=

n

1� n2
cos� +

�n
p
1� n2

: (2.5)

After further m anipulation this system reduces to a
single second orderdi�erentialequation forthe continu-
ousvariablen:

d2n

dt2
+ 4n + 4�n

�

cos�0 +
�n2

2

�

= 0 (2.6)

with initialconditions: n(0) = n0,dn(0)=dt= 2sin�0.
Sim ilarequationswere derived in10,20.W ithoutinterac-
tion (� = 0) we have a situation ofa single Josephson

junction described by a freeharm onicoscillator.Thein-
teraction � is responsible for the anharm onicity. Note
that for � � 1 the solutions n = 0,� = 0;� are sta-
tionary;i.e. the phase di�erence between the two wells
can be either 0 or �. O n the other hand for � > 1 the
solution with � = � becom es unstable10,20,and instead
the new m inim a appearat

nm in = �

r
2(� � 1)

�2
: (2.7)

W e willnow consider the properties ofthe two well
system forthe two classesofinitialconditionsdiscussed
in Section Iin turn.Each subsection below also contains
a com parison with the exact results obtained by a full
quantum solution ofH .

A . M ott insulating initialstate

Asin Section IA,letusassum e thatinitially the two
condensatesarecom pletely uncoupled.W e willconsider
theirevolution in thesem iclassicaland quantum calcula-
tionsin turn:

1. Sem iclassicaltheory

>From the discussion in Section IA,we have n0 = 0
and �0 isa uniform random variable.W e willstudy the
correlation between  1 and  2 asa function oftim e. It
iseasy to show that

h ?
2(t) 1(t)+  

?
1(t) 2(t)i=

�

4
hn2(t)i; (2.8)

wheretheaverageistaken overallpossibleinitialphases
�0. The correlatorisproportionalto the productofthe
coupling constant� and the varianceofn,reecting the
usualphase-num beruncertainty relation.
Beforeproceeding with quantitativeanalysisletusar-

gue qualitatively what happens with the system . Sup-
pose � � 1.Then (2.6)isequivalentto the m otion ofa
particle in a harm onic potentialwith random initialve-
locity. Because the frequency ofthe harm onic oscillator
doesn’t depend on the am plitude,hn2(t)i is a periodic
function oftim e with T = �=2. If� is stillsm allbut
notnegligible,then (2.6)stilldescribesm otion in a har-
m onic potential,which,however,depends on the initial
conditions.Asa resulttheoscillationsofhn2(t)ibecom e
quasiperiodic and decay with tim e. In the lim itoflarge
� the oscillations com pletely disappear and the steady
statesolution developsduring the tim e t� 1=

p
�.

Forweak coupling �,equation (2.6)can be solved ex-
plicitly.Thusfor� = 0

hn2(t)i=
1� cos4t

4
: (2.9)

Forsm all� the approxim ateanalyticalsolution is:
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hn2(t)i�
1

4
�

1

2�

�Z

0

sin2 �0 cos
�

4t
p
1+ � cos�0

�

d�0:

(2.10)

Itiseasy to see thatatlarge twe have the following
asym ptoticbehavior:

hn2(t)i�
1

4
�

1
p
16��t

h

cos
�

4t
p
1+ � +

�

4

�

+ cos
�

4t
p
1� � �

�

4

�i

; (2.11)

so that the variance ofn approaches the steady state
valueofonefourth.W enotethattheam plitudeofoscil-
lationsdecayswith tim east� 1=2 and on top ofthatthere
are beats with the characteristic frequency !beats � 4�
(see Fig. 1). For large � the oscillations decay very
rapidly and hn2(t)iquickly saturatesatthe steady state
value,which decreaseswith � (see Fig.1).

2. Q uantum theory

Letusnow study the quantum case. The Heisenberg
equationsofm otion are:

dâj

dt
= i[H ;̂aj]; (2.12)

where square bracketsdenote com m utator,j = 1;2 and
the Ham iltonian H isgiven by (1.1).Itturnsto be con-
venientto usethe following Heisenberg operators:

8
<

:

�̂ = â
y

2â1 � â
y

1â2;

	̂ = â
y

2â1 + â
y

1â2;

n̂ = â
y

2â2 � â
y

1â1:

(2.13)

W eintroducehatsovertheoperatorstodistinguish them
from num bers appearing in the sem iclassicaltreatm ent
and expectation valuesoftheoperators.Itiseasy to see
thatthe following com bination

	̂�
�

2N
n̂
2 � 	̂�

U

4J
n̂
2 (2.14)

com m uteswith theHam iltonian.Using thisfactthesys-
tem (2.12) can be reduced to a single di�erentialequa-
tion:

d2n̂

dt2
+ 4n̂ +

2�

N

n

n̂;	̂ s

o

+

+
�2

N 2
(2n̂3 �

�
n̂;̂n

2
s

	

+
)= 0

(2.15)

with the initialconditions:

n̂(0)= n̂s;
dn̂

dt

�
�
�
�
t= 0

= � 2î�s: (2.16)
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FIG .1:Sem iclassicalvarianceofn asa function oftim e.The

inserton the top graph hasa di�erenttim e scale.

In the equations above f:::g
+

denotes the anticom -
m utator, and the subindex s m eans tim e-independent
Schr�odinger operators. W e note that the second rela-
tion in (2.16) holds for alltim es ifwe use �̂ instead of
�̂s.

In thenoninteractingcase(� = 0)thesolutionof(2.15)
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is:

n̂(t)= n̂scos2t� î�ssin2t: (2.17)

The initialconditionscorresponding to the ground state
for� � �SI isjIi� jN =2;N =2i.Note thatsuch a state
is possible only ifN is even. The generalization for N
odd isstraightforward,butwe willnotdo ithere,since
ourm ajorgoalisto com parequantum and sem iclassical
pictures.Sim ple com putation showsthat

n2(t)

N 2
�

1

N 2
hIĵn2(t)jIi=

1� cos4t

4

N + 2

N
: (2.18)

Com paring (2.18)and (2.9)we see thatthe only di�er-
ence between the sem iclassicaland quantum results in
the noninteracting case is the presence ofan extra nu-
m ericalfactor1+ 2=N in (2.18).

In the weakly interacting regim e (� � 1)we can ne-
glect term s proportionalto �2. Then (2.15) sim pli�es
to:

d2n̂

dt2
+ 4n̂ +

2�

N

n

n̂;	̂ s

o

+

= 0: (2.19)

Itisvery convenientto solve thisequation in the eigen-
basisof	̂ s:

jki=
2� N =2

p
k!(N � k)!

(̂ay1s + â
y

2s)
k(̂ay1s � â

y

2s)
N � kj0i;

(2.20)

where k = 0;1;:::N . O ne can show thatforthe initial
Fock statejIi= jN =2;N =2ithe varianceofn is:

n2(t)

N (N + 2)
=
1

4
�

22� N =2

N (N + 2)

N =2� 1X

k= 0

(N � 2k� 1)!!(2k+ 1)!!

(N =2� k� 1)!k!
cos2t

"r

1�
�

N
(4k+ 3� N )+

r

1�
�

N
(4k+ 1� N )

#

: (2.21)

Com paring(2.21)and (2.11)weseethatin contrastto
the continuousintegralin the sem iclassicalcase there is
a discretesum in thequantum .O necan form ally obtain
(2.11) from (2.21) in the lim it N ! 1 using Stirling’s
form ula and transform ing the sum m ation overk to inte-
gration.Itturnsoutto bem oreconvenientto norm alize
the variance ofn to N (N + 2)instead ofN 2. Ifthe to-
talnum ber ofparticles N = 2,there is only one term
in (2.21),so the oscillations are com pletely undam ped.
For N = 4,there are two term s and we expect perfect
beats;i.e.theam plitudeofoscillations�rstgoesto zero
then com pletely restores and so on. For N � 6 there
are severalterm scontributing to the sum . Atrelatively
sm alltim escale�2t=N � 1frequenciesin di�erentterm s
are approxim ately equidistant: �
 � 8�=N so the am -
plitude ofoscillationsisa periodic function.Howeverat
a largertim e scalethe phasesbecom e random and peri-
odicity disappears.Figure2(a)showsthe com parison of
the variance ofn for N = 2 and N = 4 with the sem i-
classicalresult.O n shorttim escalesalready N = 4 gives
an excellentagreem ent.In factthesem iclassicaland the
quantum curve(forN = 4)arecom pletely indistinguish-
able. The behavior ofthe am plitude ofoscillations of
n2 is plotted in Fig.2(b). It is clear thatwith increas-
ing N ,the sem iclassicalapproxim ation worksforlonger
and longer tim e scales (see also Ref.23). However in
a quantum system the recurrence tim e is always �nite,
so ultim ately att> 1=�
,the sem iclassicaldescription
breaksdown.

In Fig.3wepresentthenum ericalsolution forthecase
ofinterm ediate and strong couplings. As wasdiscussed

before forsm allN ,the am plitude ofoscillationsuctu-
ates,being com pletely chaoticatlargetim escales.How-
ever,atsu�ciently sm alltim e,theoscillationsgradually
decay,approaching the sem iclassicalresult. Atinterm e-
diate tim esthe am plitude ofthe oscillationsexperiences
beats (com pare with Fig.2). Note that for the large
coupling,the sem iclassicaldescription breaksdown very
early.

B . M odulated phase initialstate

W eturn nexttotheinitialconditionsdescribed in Sec-
tion IB,where the initialstate has a phase order. In
sem iclassicalpicture n and � are com m uting variables
and wecan �x them att= 0 independently.Forsim plic-
ity letusconsidern0 = 0.Then from (2.6)itisobvious
that only �0 = 0;� give the stationary solutions. As
we discussed above,n = 0 and � = 0 is autom atically
a ground state for allpositive values of interaction �,
thereforeitisalwaysstableundersm alluctuations.O n
the otherhand if�0 = � then n = 0 is(m eta)stable for
� � 1 and unstable for � > 1 (see Ref.10 for the de-
tails). Suppose thatwe startfrom � = �,n = 0,� = 0
and adiabatically increase �. Then n2 rem ains close to
zero while � rem ains sm aller than criticalvalue. After
thatn2 rapidly increasesand the system spontaneously
goes to the Schr�odinger cat state,where allthe bosons
are eitherin the leftorin the rightwell. A sim ilarpic-
ture holdsin the quantum m echanicaldescription. The
principaldi�erence isthatinstead ofa sharp transition
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n as a function oftim e for the weak coupling case � = 0:05.

D ash linecorrespondsto thetotalnum berofparticlesN = 2,

dotline doesto N = 4. Solid and dotline are indistinguish-

able on this plot. (b) Am plitude of the oscillations of the

variance ofn versustim e.

at� = �c,there isa sm ooth crossoverbetween the ini-
tialand the �nalstates. Fig.4 showsthe variance ofn
asa function oftim e. Forcom parison we considerboth
sym m etric (� = 0) and antisym m etric (� = �) initial
conditions.

III. SEM IC LA SSIC A L D ESC R IP T IO N O F

M U LT I-W ELL B O SE G A SES

The full quantum solution of the m any well case
rapidly becom esnum erically prohibitive with increasing
N ,and so we willcon�ne ourdiscussion in this section
to the sem iclassicalG P equation. From (1.4)and (1.5)
thisis

i
@ j

@t
= � ( j+ 1 +  j� 1)+

Vj

J
 j + �j jj

2
 j;(3.1)
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FIG .3: Variance ofn as a function oftim e for interm ediate

(a)and large (b)coupling constants. Note thatfor larger N

sem iclassicalapproxim ation workswellforlongertim e scale,

buteventually alwaysbreaksdown.

The equilibrium num ber of bosons in the centralwell
(j = 0) is N ,and so j 0j

2 = 1 in the M ott insulating
ground state.

W e divide ourdiscussion according to the initialcon-
ditionsconsidered in Section I.

A . M ott insulating initialstate

W ewillcom putethecorrelation function D g(t)de�ned
in (1.9)fortwo lim iting possibilitiesfortheweightfunc-
tion g:g(j)= �j;1 and g(j)= const,wherein theform er
(latter)caseonecom putesthe nearestneighbor(global)
phase correlation.Using the G P equations(3.1)we can
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show that

dD g(t)

dt
= i

X

j6= ‘

�
Vj + �j j(t)j

2
�
g(jj� ‘j)

�
�
 
?
j(t) ‘(t)�  

?
‘(t) j(t)

�
: (3.2)

Note thatforuniform potentialD g(t)changesonly due
to the interaction. In this case,the ratio D g(t)=� has
a �nite lim it at � ! 0. W e willconsider the solution
forD g(t)with and withoutan externalpotentialin the
following subsections.

1. No externalpotentialand periodic boundary conditions

Let us assum e that the lattice form s a periodic ar-
ray ofquantum wellsand there is no externalpotential
(Vj � 0).Forthe nearestneighborcorrelation sim ilarly
to the two wellcaseitiseasy to show that

D g(t)�
X

j

 
?
j j+ 1 +  

?
j+ 1 j =

�

2

X

j

(j jj
2 � 1)2:

(3.3)

Thisequation showsthatthe nearestneighborcoher-
ence isproportionalto the productofthe coupling con-
stant and sum ofthe variances ofnum ber ofbosons in
each well.From the previoussection wecan expectthat
ifthe interaction is weak,then variancesofnj atshort
tim escaleswillbeuctuatingand governedbythenonin-
teracting tunnelling Ham iltonian. W ith increasing tim e
the interaction willsuppressthe uctuations leading to
som e steady state. In the noninteracting case,(3.1) is
justan ordinary Schr�odingerequation.with eigenstates

 k(j)=
1

p
M

e2�ikj=N ; (3.4)

corresponding to the eigenenergies

E k = � 2cos
2�k

M
: (3.5)

Here M is the num ber ofwells. Expanding the initial
insulating statein term softheeigenstatesde�ned above
and propagating them in tim e weobtain

NX

j= 1

(j j(t)j
2 � 1)2 = M

0

@ 1�
X

j

jF (j;t)j4

1

A ; (3.6)

where

F (j;t)=
1

M

N � 1X

k= 0

e2i(�kj=M + tcos2�k=M )
: (3.7)

Forseveraldi�erentvalues ofM the function D M
g (t)

atvanishing � is:
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D 2
g (t)=

�

2
sin2 2t; (3.8)

D 3
g (t)=

8�

9
(2+ cos3t)sin2

3

2
t; (3.9)

D 4
g (t)=

�

4
(7+ cos2t)sin2 2t; (3.10)

D 5
g (t)=

4�

25
(10� 2cos

p
5t� cos

p
5t� 2cos

5

2
tcos

3
p
5

2
cos

p
5t); (3.11)

D 6
g (t)=

�

36
(63� 8cost� 12cos2t� 24cos3t� 6cos4t� 12cos6t� cos8t); (3.12)

D M
g (t)!

M �

2

 

1� J0(t)
4 � 2

1X

m = 1

Jm (t)
4

!

at M ! 1 : (3.13)

Clearly D M
g (t) is a periodic function only for M =

2;3;4;6 (this is, in fact true, not only for the nearest
neighborcase).Form any wellsthenum berofharm onics
contributing to the variance ofn becom eslarge and os-
cillationsbecom em orechaoticand weakerin am plitude.
In the lim itM ! 1 ,D M

g (t)isa m onotonically increas-
ing function. Ifwe add the interaction,then the overall

picture rem ains sim ilar to the two wellcase. Nam ely,
forsm all� theam plitudeofoscillationsslowly decaysin
tim e. For strong interaction,the variance ofn reaches
steady statevalue in a very shorttim e scale.

In the opposite to nearestneighborslim itg(jj� ‘j)=
const,onecan show thatat� ! 0

D M
g (t)!

2�

M

N � 1X

k6= m = 0

sin2 t(1+ cos(2�k=M )� cos(2�m =M )� cos(2�(k� m )=M ))

1+ cos(2�k=M )� cos(2�m =M )� cos(2�(k � m )=M )
: (3.14)

Forexam ple

D 2
g (t)=

�

2
sin2 2t; (3.15)

D 3
g (t)=

�

45
(3� 2cos3t� cos6t); (3.16)

D 4
g (t)=

�

160
(13� 12cos4t� cos8t); (3.17)

D 6
g (t)= �

1

240
(33+ 16cost� 24cos2t� 8cos6t� cos8t); (3.18)

D M
g (t)!

M �

2�2

Z 2�

0

Z 2�

0

d�1d�2
sin2 t(1+ cos�1 � cos�2 � cos(�1 � �2))

1+ cos�1 � cos�2 � cos(�1 � �2)
at M ! 1 : (3.19)

The behavior of D g(t) at large M is very di�erent
fornearestneighborand globalcorrelations(see Fig.5).
W hile the form er rapidly reaches a steady state value,
the latteroscillatesin tim e. Indeed the denom inatorin
(3.14)selectsonly low frequency harm onicsin D g,freez-
ing out high frequency oscillations,especially at longer
tim e scales.

Figs.6 and 7 show D g(t) for six and twelve wells re-
spectively.Six wellsgiveperiodictim edependence,while
N = 12 correspondsto chaoticbehavior.Notethatin all

cases high frequency m odes are suppressed for the case
ofglobalphasecorrelations.

2. Parabolic con�ning potential

So far,wehaveconsidered theratherhypotheticalsit-
uation of quantum wells sitting on a ring. However,
usually one achievescon�nem entusing a trap,which is
equivalentto anonuniform externalpotentialVj in (3.1).
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FIG . 5: Tim e dependence of the coherence D g(t) for the

weakly interacting Bosegasesatlarge num berofwells(M !

1 ).Notethatnearestneighborcorrelation rapidly saturates,

while the globalcoherence exhibitsoscillations.

The m ost com m on shape ofthis potentialis parabolic
(Vj / j2)and we focuson thiscase,although the anal-
ysis of other potentials is sim ilar and straightforward.
Asbefore,wewill�rststudy thenon-interacting system :
(� = 0).

i
d j

dt
= � ( j+ 1 +  j� 1)+

�j2

2
 j: (3.20)

This is a linear Schr�odinger equation with stationary
statesfound from

E  j = � ( j+ 1 +  j� 1)+
�j2

2
 j: (3.21)

In theFourierspacethesam eequation looksm orefam il-
iar:

E  (k)= � 2cosk (k)�
�

2

d2 (k)

dk2
; (3.22)

describing the m otion ofan one-dim ensionalparticle of
m ass �� 1 living on a circle with the externalpotential
U (k)= � 2cos(k). Note thatthe sam e type ofequation
describes Josephson junctions with charging energy. If
the parabolicity is weak (� � 1),then the bosonsform
closely spaced extended states at low energies. In the
Fourierspace thisisequivalentto having a heavy parti-
cle in the � 2cosk potential. W ith a good accuracy one
can describetheenergy spectrum insidesuch awellusing
the W K B approxim ation. This is justi�ed both forlow
energies,where � 2cosk � � 2+ k2 and the W K B gives
the exact energy spectrum and for high energies W K B
workswellforany potential.In factthereisa littlesub-
tlety nearenergy close to 2,since the potentialthere is
alm ostatand can notbeapproxim ated byalinearfunc-
tion,butthisisnotvery im portant.So theapproxim ate
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W K B spectrum isgiven by

Z �� cos
� 1

E =2

� �+ cos� 1 E =2

r
2

�
(E + 2cosk)dk = �(n + 1=2)

Z �

� �

r
2

�
(E + 2cosk)dk = 2�n; (3.23)

where the top (bottom )equation correspondsto E < 2
(E > 2). In the �rst equation even or odd n de-
scribes even and odd states (in both realand recipro-
calspace),respectively. ForenergiesE > 2,the second
equation gives com plete degeneracy between even and
odd energy levels. In realspace roughly allstates with
E > 2 are localized in individualwells, and degener-
ate while those with E < 2 are spread through m any
wells.Fig.8(a)briey sum m arizesthisdiscussion show-
ing the exactspectrum for� = 0:1 (The W K B resultis
indistinguishable by eye from this graph). Clearly the
low energy levels are approxim ately equally spaced,re-
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vealing thefam ousproperty ofa harm onicpotential,the
spacing decreasesastheenergy approaches2,and starts
linearly increasing for E > 2 as in a usualsquare well.
If� � 1 then bosonsbecom e localized within individual
wells and their energies follow externalpotential. The
crossoverfrom weak to strong parabolicity isa �nitesys-
tem analog ofthe Anderson transition. It is im portant
to note that this is a purely sem iclassicaltransition in
this case,because it is derived in the G ross-Pitaevskii
picture.The\quantum m echanics" here originatesfrom
the wave nature ofthe classical�eld  . Ifthe average
num berofbosonsperwellism uch largerthan one,then
the sem iclassicalpicture,where num ber ofbosons and

theirphasecom m ute,holdsuntilthetypicaluctuations
of 2 becom es ofthe order of1=N � 1. This occurs
deep inside the insulating regim e,where the energy in
G P approach isanyway alm ostphaseindependent.

After deriving the energy spectrum we can proceed
with study ofthedynam icsofthecondensate.Notethat
(3.2) yields that tim e derivative of D g(t) is not equal
to zero even withoutinteraction (� = 0). Therefore we
anticipate thatthe resultsforthe parabolic and atpo-
tentialswillbe strongly di�erent,atleastin the weakly
interacting regim e.Ifthe initialphasesareuncorrelated
then itisnothard to show thatat� = 0

D g(t)= 2
X

j6= ‘

V (j)g(jj� ‘j)
X

p;�;�

N
p

0 
?
�(j) �(p) 

?
�(p) �(‘)

sin2 E � � E �

2
t

E � � E�
; (3.24)

where N
p

0 is the initialnum ber of Bosons in the well
num berp, � and E � are the eigenfunction and energy
ofthe level� respectively . Ifstarting from the ground
insulating state then

N
p

0 = 1�
Vp

�
for Vp < �; (3.25)

N
p

0 = 0 for Vp > �; (3.26)

with � being a chem icalpotential.Letusm akefew com -
m entsabout(3.24).Levels� and � m usthavethe sam e
parity,m eaning the lowestharm oniccontributing to the
sum willbe !m in = 2m in� (E �+ 2 � E�) > 0. Because
N

p

0 is centered near the bottom of the well, only lev-
elswith delocalized wavefunctionswillcontribute to the
sum . In particular,degenerate levels with E > 2 can
be safely thrown away. If g(jj � ‘j) is constant, then
sum m ation overm ensuresthatthe m ajorcontribution
com esfrom � = 0;therefore Dg(t)containsm ostly har-
m onicswith ! = E 2 � E0,! = E 4 � E0,etc.,with the
strongest weight at the sm allest frequency. Note that
at sm allenergies and weak parabolicity the lowest en-
ergy levels are approxim ately equally spaced,therefore
the whole expression for D g(t) willbe a quasi-periodic
function ofa frequency ! � E2 � E0.However,because
thisequidistanceisnotexact,theperiodicity willbeonly
approxim ate,and ata shorttim e scalethe am plitude of
oscillations willslowly decay. O n the contrary for the
nearestneighborphasecoherenceg(jj� ‘j)= �j;‘� 1 nei-
ther � nor � are bounded to the ground state and we
expectthatallkindsofallowed frequenciesE � � E� will
givecontributions.Clearly in thiscasedephasing occurs
m uch earlier and the am plitude ofoscillations is m uch
weaker. Also the characteristic frequency ofthe oscil-
lations for the nearest neighbor case willbe som ewhat
largerthan thatforthe globalcase since the levelsepa-

ration decreaseswith energy. Fig.9 showstim e depen-
dence ofD g fornearestneighborand globalcorrelations
attheparabolicity � = 0:08.From theaboveanalysiswe
should expectthe m ajoroscillationsatthe period

T =
2�

E 2 � E0
�

�
p
2�

� 8; (3.27)

which isindeed very closeto the num ericalvalue.

Interestingthingshappen ifweturn on theinteraction.
In particular,if� isofthe orderofone,the oscillations
becom e m uch m ore pronounced and sm ooth com pared
to noninteracting case (see Fig.9).Thisisat�rstquite
an unexpected result,sinceweknow thattheinteraction
leadsto decoherenceand saturation ofD g.Howeverthis
is notthe whole story. In the previousanalysiswe saw
that at least for the D g(t),interaction \kills" high fre-
quency contributions�rst.Butthatisprecisely whatwe
need forharm onic behavior. So crudely speaking,sm all
or interm ediate interaction rem oves harm onics causing
dephasing ofthe noninteracting function D g. Ifinterac-
tionsbecom e strong � � 1,then the noninteracting pic-
tureisirrelevantand wecom eback totheusualbehavior
with fastsaturation ofD g. Notice from Fig 9,thatthe
noninteractingand interactingpicturesarequitedi�erent
atsm alltim e.Thiscan bealsounderstood naturally asa
resultofinterplayofm anyharm onicsatearlystageofthe
evolution. Hence we expect that the typicaltim e scale
forthe�rstm axim um in theinteracting problem willbe
oftheorderofthetunnelling tim e,which ism uch shorter
than inverse levelspacing. Howeverat later tim es only
slow harm onicssurviveleading to slightm odi�cationsof
the noninteracting picture.
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relation (a)and globalcorrelation (b).The period ofoscilla-

tionsscalesas1=
p
� and theam plitude is�niteeven without

interaction � = 0. Atlarge � D g(t) saturates very fast sim -

ilarly to the at potential. At interm ediate coupling � � 1,

however, the oscillations becom e m ore pronounced than in

the noninteracting regim e.

B . M odulated phase initialstate

Itisalsostraightforwardtogeneralizethediscussion of
Section IIB to thecaseoftheperiodiclattice.Nam ely,if
thenum berofwellsiseven,then thestatewith arelative
phaseshift�,and equalnum bersofbosonsin thewells,is
m etastableforweak interaction.If� increasesgradually,
then when it reaches a criticalvalue �c,this state be-
com esunstable24,25.Thecriticalvalueof� can befound
from the linearanalysisof(3.1)nearthe � state24,25:

 j(t)� ei�j� i(2+ �)t
�
1+ ueiqj� i!t+ v

?e� iqj� i!t
�
;

(3.28)

where u and v are the sm allam plitudes and q 6= 0 is
thewavevectoroftheperturbation.Substitution ofthis
expansion into (3.1)givesthe following secularequation

forthe eigenfrequencies!:
�
�
�
�
! + 2� 2cosq� � � �

� � � ! + 2� 2cosq� �

�
�
�
�= 0;

(3.29)

which hastwo solutions

! = � 2
p
(1� cosq)2 � �(1� cosq) (3.30)

Clearly ! isrealif� < 1� cosq.O therwise,uctuations
with wavevectorq becom e unstable since the frequency
becom escom plex.Thelowestnonzero q fortheperiodic
boundary conditionsis2�=M ,so thecriticalvalueofthe
interaction,where the � state becom esthe saddle point
ratherthan localm inim um is

�c = 2sin2
�

M
: (3.31)

Sim ilarto thetwo wellcase,thebosonsundergo a spon-
taneoustransition to the superposition ofstates,where
allofthem arein oneofthewells.Thetim edependence
ofthe variance ofN isanalogousto thatplotted on the
top graph ofFig 4 (seeFig 10).W erem ark thata\slow"
oradiabatic increase ofinteraction m ustbe understood
carefully.In theG P picture,an adiabaticincreaseofin-
teraction m eansthatthecharacteristictim escaleism uch
sm allerthan thetunnellingtim e:(dln�=dt� 1).O n the
otherhand,forthequantum problem adiabaticity would
im ply thatdln�=dtism uch sm allerthan thelevelspac-
ing,which isproportionaltoinversenum berofbosons.If
theinteraction isincreased adiabatically in thequantum
m echanicalsense,then thesystem would follow thelocal
m inim um ofthe m etastable state,and when � becom es
larger than the criticalvalue,it willundergo a sponta-
neoustransition tothedipolestate(orasuperposition of
the dipole states)with broken translationalsym m etry.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavestudied thenon-equilibrium tem poralbehav-
iorofcoupled bosonsin a lattice.W e predicted dynam -
icalrestoration of the phase coherence after a sudden
increaseofthe tunnelling in a system initially in a M ott
insulating state.In the strongly interacting case,� � 1,
the coherence reaches a steady state rapidly (within a
Josephson tim e). O n the otherhand,tim e evolution in
theweakly interacting regim e� . 1 dependsstrongly on
the detailsofthe con�ning potential.W e predicted that
in a parabolicpotentialVj = �j2=2 the coherenceexerts
decaying oscillationswith period T / 1=

p
� (see (3.27)).

Theperiod and theam plitudeofoscillationsonly depend
weakly on interaction in this case. O n the other hand,
ifthe con�ning potentialisat,then theoscillationsare
eitherperiodic(fora particularnum berofwellsin a lat-
tice)orchaotic. Here the interaction leadsto the decay
ofthe oscillations with tim e. In both cases the system
ultim ately reaches steady state with nonzero coherence
(dynam icalBoseEinstein condensate).
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FIG .10:Sum ofthesquaresofnum berofbosonsin di�erent

latticecites(with norm alization
P

j
nj = 1).Clearly uniform

distribution isstableuntilinteraction issm allerthan thecrit-

icalvalue 3.31. At t! 1 we have
P

j
n
2

j ! 1 im plying

thatallthe bosonspopulate one ofthe wells.

Forthetwowellcaseweexplicitly tested thevalidityof
G P approach.Itwasshown thatthem apping ofthede-
term inistic quantum m echanicalm otion to the stochas-
tic G P equations is essentially exact for tim e less than
the characteristic inverse levelspacing t< N =�. Apart
from the slight renorm alization ofthe overallconstant,
the m apping isexcellentin thistim e dom ain already for
two bosonsperwell.Forstrongerinteractions,thesem i-
classicaland quantum m echanicaltrajectories start to
departfaster,asexpected.

W e also considered the dynam ical appearance of
\Schr�odinger cat" state under a slow increase ofinter-
action from an initialphase m odulated � state. The �
stateisstablewhileinteraction isweak and becom esun-
stable when � > �c. In the G P picture,this instability
leads to the sym m etry breaking,so that allthe bosons
spontaneously populate one ofthe wells. Q uantum m e-
chanically this m eansthatthe �nalcon�guration isthe
superposition ofstatesin which bosonsoccupy di�erent
lattice sites. This approach can be used experim entally
forthe creation ofstrongly entangled states.
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A P P EN D IX A :M EA N FIELD G R O U N D STA T E

O F T H E B O SO N LA T T IC E SY ST EM IN A

PA R A B O LIC P O T EN T IA L

Theproblem oftheM ottinsulatortransitionsforin�-
nite arraysofbosonshavebeen extensively studied dur-
ing the lastdecade,see forexam ple3,4,5. Itwasshown4

that the m ean �led calculations qualitatively captures
thetwopossiblephasesand givesa good estim ateforthe
phase boundary. Recently,using quantum M onte-Carlo
m ethods,an exactground stateforthesystem ofbosons
in a parabolicpotentialwasfound13.Itwasshown that
near the expected transition,the globalcom pressibility
doesnotvanish due to the spatialinhom ogeneity.How-
ever,stillthebosonsform localinsulating dom ainssepa-
rated by narrow superuid regions.TheM onteCarloap-
proach,though very powerful,isincapableto solving the
problem with m any bosonsperwell.Thereforewethink
thatforqualitativeunderstanding oftheground stateas
a function oftheinteraction strength,itisworthwhileto
do a m ean �eld calculation.

The details ofthe derivation ofthe m ean �eld equa-
tions can be found in Ref.4. Here we willonly outline
the principalsteps.

The m ean �eld version ofthe free energy,correspond-
ing to (1.1)is

H m f = �
X

j

J(bja
y

j + b
?
jaj)+ (Vj � �)ayjaj

+
U

2
a
y

jaj(a
y

jaj � 1); (A1)

where � is the chem icalpotential. The variationalpa-
ram eterbj,corresponding to the ground state is:

bj =
haj+ 1 + aj� 1i

2
; (A2)

where the average is taken in the ground state of(A1).
W e can de�ne the orderparam eter

� =
X

j

b
?
jbj: (A3)

The selfconsistent evaluation ofthe m ean �eld bj is
straightforwardand theresultingorderparam eterisplot-
ted in Fig 11. The graph (a)correspondsto few bosons
perlattice site. Ifthe interaction (U )isstrong enough,
then theorderparam eterform sa dom ain structuresim -
ilarto thatpredicted in13.Fora largenum berofbosons
per well,the quantum uctuations start playing a role
when U becom esoftheorderofthenum berofbosonsin
the centralwell(N � �=U ),and the sm ooth G P shape
ofboson density (�)breaksdown.Forvery strong inter-
action,the actualpro�leof� becom essensitive to sm all
variationsofthem ean density ofbosonspercentralwell.
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in a parabolic potential(Vj = �j
2
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to few bosonspersite and the othertwo graphsdo to m any

bosons.

A P P EN D IX B :A M P LIT U D E FLU C T U A T IO N S

N EA R T H E SU P ER FLU ID -IN SU LA T O R

T R A N SIT IO N

This appendix reviews results on the dam ping ofthe
am plitude oscillation m ode nearthe superuid-insulator
transition,m otivated by therecentpaperofAltm an and
Auerbach17. As we discussed in Section IA, we have
considered a system deep in the M ott insulating phase
(with � � �SI)taken suddenly to param etersforwhich
the ground state wasdeep in the superuid phase (with
� � �SI),whileAltm an and Auerbach considerthecase
when both the initialand �nalvaluesof� were nottoo
farfrom �SI,butrem ained on oppositesidesofit.
A key ingredient in the dynam ics of the am plitude

m ode for � < �SI is the dam ping induced by em ission
ofthe G oldstone \spin wave" or\phonon" m odes. This
problem wasconsidered in Refs.18,26,and itwasfound
thatthe am plitude oscillationswere overdam ped in the
� < �SI scaling lim it associated with the second-order
superuid-insulatortransition. W e willreview these re-
sultsbelow,and display expressionswhich also allow us
to m ove beyond the scaling lim it to values of� m uch
sm aller than �SI (see B8); the am plitude m ode can
becom e oscillatory in the latter regim e17,18. This also
consistentwith the considerationsofthe presentpaper,
where we have found that the oscillationsofthe super-
uid coherence were present in the parabolic m ultiwell
case for � = 5 in Fig 9,but were fully overdam ped for
� = 10 (not shown). W e found sim ilar behavior in the
com plete quantum solution for the two-wellproblem |
howeverin thelattercase,theoscillationsreappeared at
verylarge� � N2:thesearethe\num ber"oscillationsof
the M ottinsulator,and were also found in Ref.18.The
fateoftheseverysm alland verylarge� oscillationsin the
m ultiwellcasenear�SI requiresa treatm entoftheinter-
acting quantum dynam ics:thiswasdone in Refs.18,26,
and the resultsarereviewed here.
As is well known, we can describe the superuid-

insulator transition by the N = 2 case of the N -
com ponent ’4 �eld theory,where the superuid order
param eter in Section I

 � ’1 + i’2 (B1)

.Theaction for� closeto �SI is

S =

Z

d
d
xd�

"

1

2
(r x’�)

2 +
1

2c2
(@�’�)

2
�
(rc + s)

2
’
2
�

+
u

2N

�
’
2
�

�2

#

; (B2)

where� = 1:::N ,cisa velocity,d isthespatialdim en-
sionality and u isa quarticnon-linearity.Thecoe�cient
of’2� is used to tune the system across the transition,
and the value ofrc is chosen to that the transition oc-
curs at s = 0 i.e. s � � � �SI. W e assum e that in
the superuid phase h’�i= N 0��;1. The oscillationsof
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the spin-wavem odesaregiven by the transversesuscep-
tibility �? (k;!),while those ofthe am plitude m ode are
given by the longitudinalsusceptibility �k(k;!);here k
isa wavevector,! isa frequency,and thesusceptibilities
arede�ned by

�? (k;!) =
D

j’2(k;!)j
2
E

�k(k;!) =
D

j’1(k;!)j
2
E

� N
2
0(2�)

d+ 1
�(k)�(!)(B3)

Expressions for �? ;k were given in Refs.18,26 using
both perturbation theory in u and the large N expan-
sion. Here,we collect them with a com m on notation,
and interpretthem in thepresentcontext.To �rstorder
in u,the position ofthe criticalpointisdeterm ined by

rc =
2u(N + 2)c

N

Z
dd+ 1p

(2�)d+ 1
1

p2
(B4)

wherep = (k;� i!=c)isthe(d+ 1)-dim ensionalEuclidean
m om entum .In thelim itoflargeN ,butu arbitrary,the
value ofrc isgiven sim ply by the N ! 1 lim itof(B4).
To �rstorderin u,weobtain for�?

�
� 1

?
(p)= p

2 �
8csu

N

Z
dd+ 1q

(2�)d+ 1
1

q2 + 2s

�
1

(p+ q)2
�

1

q2

�

;

(B5)

where q isalso a (d+ 1)-dim ensionalEuclidean m om en-
tum ;atN = 1 wehavesim ply�� 1

?
(p)= p2.Theexpres-

sion (B5)describesthespin-waveoscillations,alongwith
their essentially negligible dam ping from their coupling
to the am plitude m ode (ascan be veri�ed by taking the
im aginary partoftheloop integralin (B5)afteranalytic
continuation to realfrequencies).
The dam ping in the longitudinalm odesism uch m ore

severe,and we willconsideritexplicitly. To �rst,order
in u,weobtain the expression

�
� 1

k
(p)= p

2 + 2s�
4csu(N � 1)

N
�(p)+ ��

� 1

k
(p): (B6)

Herethestrong dam ping term hasbeen included in �(p)
whoseexplicitform isdiscussed below in (B9),while��k
containsadditionalnon-singularterm swecan safely ne-
glect. For com pleteness,we give the expression for the
latter

��
� 1

k
(p) =

12uc

N

Z
dd+ 1q

(2�)d+ 1

�
1

q2
�

1

q2 + 2s

�

(B7)

�
36csu

N

Z
dd+ 1q

(2�)d+ 1
1

(q2 + 2s)((p+ q)2 + 2s)
;

note thatthese term salwaysinvolvecoupling to an am -
plitudem odeuctuation (with \m ass"2s)and thisisthe

reason theircontribution isnon-singular.W e �nd below
in (B9)thatthe �(p)contribution in (B6)involvesonly
spin-wave uctuations and hence it becom es very large
atlow frequencies,where the perturbative expansion in
(B6)can no longerbe trusted.Fortunately,a resum m a-
tion ofthesesingularcorrectionsisprovided by thelarge
N expansion,which yields

�
� 1

k
(p)= p

2 +
2s

1+ 2cu�(p)
; (B8)

itis satisfying to check that(B8)and (B6)are entirely
consistentwith each otherin theiroverlapping lim itsof
validity ofsm allu and largeN .Theexpression (B8)was
given earlier18 in the scaling lim it,which correspondsto
ignoring the1 in thedenom inatorbecause�(p)becom es
large.The utility of(B8)isthatitdoesnothave diver-
gentbehavioratsm allp.

W e turn,�nally,to the expression for�(p),which is

�(p) =

Z
dd+ 1q

(2�)d+ 1
1

q2(p+ q)2

= Fdjpj
d� 3

; (B9)

whereFd isanum ericalprefactorwhich isnotdi�cultto
obtain explicitly. Notice that�(p)issingularasp ! 0
in d < 3,and thisisthereason forthestrong dam ping of
the am plitude m ode.Afteranalyticcontinuation to real
frequences,wehavein d = 2

�(k;!)=
1

8
p
k2 � (!=c)2

; d = 2; (B10)

thishasanon-zeroim aginarypartfor! > ck which leads
to the dam ping ofthe am plitude m ode. The expression
for �(p) is infrared divergent in d = 1,and this is the
signalthatthereisnotruelong-rangeorder;nevertheless,
itsim aginary partrem ainswellde�ned asd & 1,and we
�nd

Im �(k;!)=
1

4((!=c)2 � k2)
�(! � ck) ; d = 1

(B11)

which again predicts strong dam ping at low frequen-
cies. The expressions(B8-B11)can be used to describe
the evolution ofthe weakly dam ped am plitude m ode at
! =

p
c2k2 + 2s atlarge s deep in the superuid,to the

overdam ped m ode with no sharp resonance at this fre-
quency forsm alls.
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