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M otivated by recent experim ents on trapped ultra-cold bosonic atom s In an optical Jattice poten—
tial, we consider the non-equilbrium dynam ic properties of such bosonic system s for a num ber of
experin entally relevant situations. W hen the num ber of bosons per lattice site is large, there is a
w ide param eter regin e where the e ective boson interactions are strong, but the ground state re—
m ainsa super uid (and not a M ott Insulator) : we describe the conditionsunderwhich the dynam ics
in this regin e can be describbed by a discrete G rossP taevskii equation. W e describe the evolution
of the phase coherence after the system is nitially prepared in a M ott nsulating state, and then
allowed to evolve after a sudden change in param eters places it in a regim e w ith a super uid ground
state. W e also consider initial conditions with a \ phase" inprint on a super uid ground state
(i.e. the nitial phases of neighboring wells di erby ), and discuss the subsequent appearance of
density wave order and \Schrodinger cat" states.

I. NTRODUCTION

W ith the em erging experin ental studies of ultra-cold
atom s in, @, parabolic trap and a periodic optical lattice
potentia®? (the wavelength of the optical potential is
m uch an allerthan the din ensionsofthe trap), new possi-
bilities for studying the physics of interacting bosonshave
em erged. At equilbrium , the bosons can undergo a tran—
sition from a super uid to an J'nsu]qpqrp,laﬁ the strength
of the optical potential is hcreased2?P4 -'? . However,
the facile tunability and long characteristic tin e scales
of these system s also 0 er an opportunity to Investigate
non-equilbrium dynam ical regin es that have not been
accessible before. In this context, there have been a few
recent theoretical studies of the dynam ics of bosons In
a periodic potential: Ref. -_ﬁ com puted the oscillation
frequency of the center of mass of a super uid state
of bosons, while, spm e non-equilbrium issues were ad—
dressed in paper&qgln 3 which appeared whik this paper
was being com pleted.

A description of the purpose of this paper requires an
understanding of the di erent param eter regin es of the
boson system , which we w ill assum e is well described by
the single-band Hubbard m odel:
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Here a; isa canonicalBose annihilation operator on sites
of the optical Jattice (\wells") labeled by the integer j,
J is the tunneling am plitude betw een neighboring lattice
sites, U > 0 in the repulsive interaction energy between
bosons in the sam e Jattice m ininum , and V5 is a sm ooth
extermalpotentialw hich we w ill take to be parabolic. W e
w illm ainly consider the case ofa one-dim ensionaloptical
lattice, relevant to the experin ents ofRef. :J.', but gener-
alization to higher din ensions is possble. The form of
V5 and the chem ical potential of the bosons determ ine

another im portant param eter: N , the m ean num ber of
bosons at the central site m ore precisely, at the site
where V5 is sm allest); we shallm ainly consider the case
N 1 here. A din ensionlessm easure of the strength of
the interactions between the bosons is the coupling
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the di erent physical regim es of H are also conveniently
dilineated by the values of
W hen the interactions between the bosons are strong
enough, > g1, the ground state of H undergoes a
quantum phase transition from a super uid,to a M ott
insulator (see Appendix A)). I isknown that? :

st N%: 123)

So forthe case where N is large, there is a w ide regin e,
1 N 2, where the interactions between the bosons
are very strong, but the ground state is nevertheless a
super uid. A description of the dynam ical properties of
H in this regin e is one of centralpurposes of this paper.

For N, -large, and an aller than g1, i is widely
acceptedtd that the low tem perature dynam ics of H can
be described by treating the operator a; as a classical
cnumber. W e w ill investigate the conditions for the va—
lidity of this classical approxin ation m ore carefully in
Section :ﬁ[, where we will also discuss the tine range
over which it can be applied.) M ore precisly, we intro-
duce the din ensionless com plex dynam icalvariable 5 (t)
whose value isam easure ofha; (t)i= N_; then isdynam -
ics is described by the classicalH am ittonian
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Here, and henceforth, we m easure tin e In units of ~=J.
T he resulting equations of m otion are, of course, a dis-
crete version of the fam iliar G rossP itaevskii (GP ) equa-
tions. W e w ill often in pose a parabolic con ning poten—
tial, In which case
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g 27°
A nonuniform potential V4 also can lad to localization
of bosons in separate wells; In particular, even w ithout
nteraction ( = 0), when ¥3:.1 VJj 27 the eigen—
m odes of C_l-iz{) becom e localized. Note that this local-
ization is a purely sam iclassicale ect, described by the
GP equations. IfVy is snooth then for > g1, the
system ,undergoes a transition to nonuniform insulating
statet 314,

D escribing the non-equilbrium quantum B ose dynam —
icsfor < g1 isnow reduced to a problem of integrat-
ing the classicalequations ofm otion in plied by {1 4, 5).
However, i rem ains to specify the initial conditions for
the classical equations; these clearly depend upon the
physical situations of interest, and we shall consider here
two distinct cases, which are discussed In the follow ing
subsections

A . M ott insulating initial state

C onsidey; the physical situation (of current experin en—
tal nterest??) where ort 0 the bosons are in a M ott
Insulatihg statewith > si,andattimet= 0 the opti-
cal lattice potential is suddenly reduced so that < g1
forallt> 0. C Jearly, the GP equations should apply for
t > 0, and the M ott insulating initial state w ill in pose
Initial conditions which we now describe. The required
Iniial conditions are readily deduced by thinking about
the fallquantum H eisenberg equationsofm otion ora; (t)
In plied by H . By Integrating these equations, one can, in
principle, relate any observable to the expectation values
ofproducts of pow ers ofag (t= 0) and a5 (t= 0). Forthe
M ott Insulator with s1 these expectation values
have a very sin pl structure: they factorize into prod—
ucts of expectation values on each site, and are non-zero
only ifthe num ber of creation and annihilation operators
on each site are equal. Furthem ore, for large N , we can
also ignore the ordering of the a; and aijf operators on
each site, and eg. we obtain to leading order in 1=N :
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w here we have acoounted for a possible spatial inhom o—
geneity by introducing N 5 (a number of order N ), the
num ber of bosons at site j in the M ott insulator. In
temm s of the classicalvariables 5, the t= 0 expectation
valies In C_Z[;Q) are easy to reproduce. W e sin ply choose
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wherethe 5 are independent random variableswhich are
uniform ly distrbuted between 0 and 2 . In thism anner,
we have m apped the fully determm inistic quantum tine
evolution ofH to the stochastic and classicaltin e evolu—
tion ofH ¢ p . In practice, the procedure isthen as follow s:
choose a Jarge ensam ble of nitialvaluesof 4, and deter—
m nistically evolve Hgp for each such initial condition;
the expectation value ofany quantum observable at tim e
t is then given by the average value of the correspond-—
Ing classical observable at tin e t, w ith the average being
taken over the random variables 5. In particular
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w here w e have indicated that the angularbracketson the
kft represent a traditional quantum expectation value,
while those on the right represent an average over the
independent variables 5 speci edby (L.7) attinet= 0.
W e will henceforth im plicitly assum e that all angular
brackets have the m eaning speci ed in (i ;8), depend-
Ing upon w hether they contain quantum or classicalvari-
ables. L

An in portant property of {1.8) is that while we must
have %= j foranon—zero resulatt= 0, thisisno longer
true ort > 0. In particular, non-zero correlations can
develop forlarge 7i°  jjastin e evolves, corresponding to
a restoration ofphase coherence. Indeed the ground state
for < g1 issuper uid and them alization m ust lead to
Increase ofthe phase correlations. H ow ever, in this paper
we show , that even w fthout relaxation the coherence can
be restored dynam ically. (O foourse, aswe are looking at
one dim ensional system s and the nal state is expected
to be them alized at a non-zero tem perature, the phase
correlations cannot be truly long-range and m ust decay
exponentially at large enough scales: however, guided
by the experim ental situation, we w ill ook at relatively
an all system s for which this is not an issue.) D escribbing
the dynam ics ofthe restoration ofthisphase coherence is
also a centralpurpose ofthispaper. W e shallcharacterize
the phase coherence by studying the expectation value of
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where M is the number of lattice sites (for a nonuni-
form extermnal potential V4, M is just the ratio of the
totalnum ber of bosons to the num ber of bosons In cen—
tralwell), and g is som e suitably chosen weight finction.
O bservables closely related to D 4 arem easured upon de—
tecting the atom s after releasing the trap. Attime t= 0O,
D4 (0) = 0, and we w ill be interested in the deviations of
Dy (t) from this value for t> 0, an Increase correspond-—
Ing to an enhancem ent of super uid phase coherence. W e
note, jnpassing, that a closely related procedure w asused
earlie to describe the onset of phase coherence affer a
sudden quench from high tem perature; here, we are al-
ways at zero tem perature, and m ove Into a super uid
param eter regin e by a sudden change in the valie of



W e will begin our analysis of the structure of D 4 ()
by oonsx:lenng the case wih two wells M = 2) in Sec—
tion -]:[A. For the weakly interacting case ( 1),Dg4 (®)
exhibits Josephson oscillations wih a period of order
unity; the weak interactions lead to a decay of oscilla—
tions with a slow (t '~2) saturation of the coherence at
a steady-state value at a tine scalet /  '. For 1
the oscillations are suppressed and D4 () saturates at
t/ 1= , which is, n fact, shorter than a single tun-
neling tin e. For this two lattice site case we can also
obtain a com plete solution for D (t) for the quantum
Ham iltonian H (described in Sect:on .]IA 2), and this al-
Iow s a detailed analysis on the regin e of validity of the
sem iclassicalG P equations. W e show that the sem iclassi-
calapproach is valid for two lattice siteswhen N is large
and t < N= . This is, In fact, a general result which
In plies that the quantum m echanics becom es in portant
w hen tin e exceeds inverse energy level spacing. Form ore
than two lattice sites, the energy splitting scales as the
Inverse ofthe totalnum ber of particles and at 1, the
sem iclassical conditions are virtually always ful lled. It
is surprising that even w ith a sn all num ber of particles
N = 4, and weak interactions, the GP equations give an
excellent description of the system evolution, apart from
overallnum erical prefactor (1+ 2=N ), which isnot an all
In this case.

The restoration of ooherenoe is also studied In the
many well case In Section .]I[A' We dJSCLlSS the case
equal num ber of particles iniially in a]lth-e-v; é]Js, phase
correlations develop only in the interacting case ( > 0).
T his is true for both periodic and open boundary con-
ditions. Sim ilar to the two well case, In the weakly in—
teracting regin e phase correlations w ill oscillate in tin e.
H ow everthese oscillationsw illbe periodic only forpartic—
ularnumberofwells: M = 2;3;4;6 orperiodicboundary
conditionsand M = 2;3;5 for open boundary conditions.
For other num bers of wells, the oscillations are chaotic.
A s Porthe two well case, a stronger Interaction resuls in
decay of correlations in tim e, lrading to the steady state.

N ext, in Section :EI:I:I:A:%-?, w e consider the restoration of
phase coherence for the experim entally in portant case of
a parabolic potential. The resuls are quite di erent for
this case, and phase correlations develop even w ithout
Interactions. In a weak parabolic potential, D 4 (t) oscil-
lates w ith a frequency which scales as the square root of
the parabolicity, . This frequency is closely related to
thea oscillation frequency discussed recently by K ram eret
al? for the case where the center of m ass of the atom ic
gas is displaced. In the present situation, there is no
digplacem ent of the center ofm ass, but the sam e oscilla—
tion is excited upon a sudden change in the value of
T he oscillations decay even at = 0; weak or interm edi-
ate interactions 1 do not change the noninteracting
picture much. T he am plitude of the oscillations becom e
m ore pronounced for 1,but for 1 the oscillations
are suppressd as for the at potential.

W hile this work was being completed, we becam e

aw are of related resuls of A lm an and A uerbach also ad—
dressing the restoration ofphase coherence in a M ott in—
sulator. H ow ever, there are som e signi cantdi erencesin
the physical situations being addressed. Above, we have
considered a system deep In the M ott Insulating phase
(w ith s1) taken suddenly to param eters for which
the ground state was deep in the super uid phase W ih
s1). In contrast, Ref. 17 consider the case when
both the nitialand nalvaluesof werenot too far from
s1,but rem ained on opposite sides of . For close to
s1, and at tem peratures not too sm all, a \relativistic
G rossP itaevski" equation had been proposed in Ref.:_lg‘
as a description of the \Bose m olasses" dynam ics of the
orderparam eter. T he conditionsunderw hich oscillations
In the am plitude ofthe orderparam eter w ould be undgr=
dam ped were also presented®. A ¥m an and A uerbach®’
advocated that the sam e equations could describe the
tin e evolution of the am plitude of the order param eter
as it evolved from the M ott insulator with zero am pli-
tude) to the super uid Wwith nite amplitude) at zero
tem perature. W e review issues J:e]ated to the dam ping of
the am plitude m ode in A ppendix .B' A Xm an and Auer-
bach?? also considered the sﬁ:uat:on w ithout an extemal
potential (V4 0). W e have noted above that such a po-
tential changed our results signi cantly; in Appendix A
we discuss the signi cant role ofthe extemalpotentialin
the equilbrium properties for ST -

B . M odulated phase initial state

A second set of Initial conditions we consider is the
case In which the param eter valies always corresoond
to a super uid ground state ie. < 1. Fortimme
t 0 we In agine that takes some xed value and the
phases j have som e known set of xed, non-random val-
ues at t = 0 and we llow the subsequent evolution of
the bosons using the discrete GP equation. The phase
In print can be experim entally achieved by eg. applying
a short (com pared to a single tunneling tin e) pulse of
extermal eld to the condensate. A case of special inter—
est willbe when there isa relative phase shift between
neighboring wells:

5= (1.10)
For two wells w ith equalN j and relatively small , this
state ism etastable (this is also the case foreven M and
periodic boundary conditions). However, if the interac—
tion becom es larger than a critical value, this equi-
Ibrium becom es unstabe and the bosons spontaneously
om a \dipok" statef¥92% in which m ost of them oc—
cupy one of the two wells (see Section :12[_]33 . Upon ac—
counting for quantum tunneling in a system with a nite
num ber of bosons, the state obtained is a superposition
of the two dipole states restoring translational symm e~
try. H  ow ever, In case of in nite num ber ofwells (see Sec—
tion -]I[B') the tunneling betw een the two dipole con gu—
rations isnegligble and translationalsym m etry isbroken



by the appearance of a density wave ofbosonsw ith a pe—
riod oftw o lattice spacings. Thise ect is sin ilar to that
studied in Ref. 21 for the case of a M ott insulator in a
strong electric eld.

Related to this instability is a very Jntetestjng pos—
sbility of m ing a Schrodinger cat state?3. W e show
n Section ﬂ]IB' that if the system is initially in the \
state", and the Interaction is slow Iy increased, then at
certain point all the bosons spontaneously m ove into one
ofthewells. Ifquantum m echanicalcorrections are taken
Into account then the nalocon guration is the superpo—
sition of the states w ith all bosons In one of the wells.
This e ect opens the possbility of dynam ical form ing of
a strongly entangled state ofbosons.

II. SEM ICLASSICAL VERSUS QUANTUM
DYNAMICSOF TW O COUPLED INTERACTING
BOSE SYSTEM S

T he com parison between the sem iclassical and quan—
tum theory of the twoswell system has been presented
earlierby M ibum et al?3, atthough fr nitialconditions
di erent from those we shall consider here.

F irst we will focus on the sem iclassical description of
the two well system , when the totalnum ber of bosons is
much greater than 1. In this case the G rossP itaevskii
equations in plied by C_l-;zl:) and C_l-;é.) are
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T he total number of bosons j 1f + j »F is a constant
of the m otion; w ith our nom alization for s described
above L 4), wehave j 1 ¥+ j .5 = 2.
W e use the param eterization:
p— ;_
12= 1 né *7% @23)
Note that only the relative phase of 3 and ; is an
observable. Substituting £3) into 1) and £I) we
obtain:
d'n 4 4 P 1 0 24
— + 4n + n cos = 0; 4)
arv (
dcos n + n 2.5)
—_— = cos P—":
dn 1 P 1 7

A fter further m anjpulation this system reduces to a
sihgle second order di erential equation for the continu-—
ous variable n:

It s L 2.6)
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w ith initial conditions: n (0) = .,.dn O)=dt= 2sin g.
Sin ilar equations were derived in= 1024 W ihout interac—
tion ( = 0) we have a situation of a single Jossphson

Junction described by a free ham onic oscillator. T he In—
teraction is responsble for the anham onicity. Note
that for 1 the solutionsn = 0, = 0; are sta—
tionary; ie. the phase di erence between the two wells
can be either 0 or . On the other hand-br > 1 the
solution with = beoom es unstab®%29, and instead
the new m InIn a appear at
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W e will now consider the properties of the two well
system for the two classes of initial conditions discussed
In Section T in tum. E ach subsection below also contains
a ocom parison w ih the exact results obtained by a full
quantum solution ofH .

A . M ott insulating initial state

A s In Section L,_.Fé:, Jet us assum e that Iniially the two
condensates are com pletely uncoupled. W e w ill consider
their evolution in the sam iclassical and quantum calcula—
tions in tum:

1. Sem iclassical theory

>From the discussion in Section :_I-Z_-i:, we have ng = 0
and ( isa uniom random variable. W e w ill study the
correlation between ; and , asa function oftmme. It
is easy to show that

him 10+ O 01i= Zmz ©1; ©8)
w here the average is taken over allpossble niialphases
0. The correlator is proportional to the product of the
coupling constant  and the variance ofn, re ecting the
usualphase-num ber uncertainty relation.

B efore proceeding w ith quantitative analysis let us ar-
gue qualitatively what happens w ih the system . Sup-—
pose 1. Then I_é_.-Q) is equivalent to the m otion of a
particle In a ham onic potentialw ith random initial ve—
Jocity. Because the frequency of the ham onic oscillator
doesn’t depend on the am plitude, m? ()i is a periodic
function of tine with T = =2. If is still snallbut
not negligible, then {_2_.6}) still descrdbes m otion in a har-
m onic potential, which, however, depends on the iniial
conditions. A s a result the oscillations of n? (t)i becom e
quasiperiodic and decay w ith tin e. In the lim it of large

the oscillations com pletely disappear and Blg steady
state solution develops during thetinet 1=

Forweak coupling , equation C_Z-_Z}) can be solved ex—
plictly. Thusfor = 0

1 cos4t

m? (t)i= — 2.9)

Foranall the approxin ate analytical solution is:
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Tt is easy to see that at large t we have the Pllow ing
asym ptotic behavior:

2. 1 1 h p
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so that the variance of n approaches the steady state
value of one fourth. W e note that the am plitude of oscik-
lationsdecaysw ith tin east =2 and on top ofthat there
are beats w ith the characteristic frequency !peats 4
(see Fig. :14') . For large the oscillations decay very
rapidly and n? )i quickly saturates at the steady state
value, which decreases w ith (see Fjg:_i) .

2. Quantum theory

Let us now study the quantum case. The H eisenberg
equations ofm otion are:

e
= iH;ay);

212
I 212)

w here square brackets denote com m utator, j= 1;2 and
the Ham itonian H isgiven by {L.1).  tums to be con-
venient to use the follow Ing H eisenberg operators:

8 .
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W e Introduce hats over the operators to distinguish them
from numbers appearing in the sam iclassical treatm ent
and expectation values of the operators . It iseasy to see
that the follow Ing com bination
A a2 A iﬁz

(2.14)
2N 4J

oomm_u_u_eswjth the H am ittonian. U sing this fact the sys-
tem {_2;1_2) can be reduced to a singlk di erential equa—
tion:
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FIG .1: Sem iclassical variance ofn as a function oftin e. The
insert on the top graph has a di erent tim e scale.

In the equations above f:::g, denotes the anticom -
mutator, and the subindex s means tin e-independent
Schrodinger operators. W e note that the second rela-—

tion in @.14) holds or alltines ifwe use ~ instead of
s

Ih thenoninteracting case ( = 0) the solution of 52:.1:5)



A = A;cos2t 1 sin2t: @a7)
T he initial conditions corresponding to the ground state
for st is i N =2;N =21i. N ote that such a state
is possble only if N is even. The generalization for N

odd is straightforward, but we will not do it here, shce
ourm apr goalis to com pare quantum and sem iclassical

pictures. Sim ple com putation show s that

n? (t)

1 cos4tN + 2
N 2 )

4 N

1 2 .
Fhlﬁ (Ji= (2.18)
C om paring é:lg) and 6_2-;1) we see that the only di er-
ence between the sem iclassical and quantum resuls in
the noninteracting case is the presence of an extra nu-
merical factor 1+ 2=N in @.18§).
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C om paring (-@;2:],') and @;1:]1') we see that in contrast to
the continuous Integral in the sam iclassical case there is
a discrete sum In the quantum . O ne can form ally obtain
©11) from ©21) in the Imi N ! 1 ushg Stirling’s
form ula and transform Ing the sum m ation over k to inte—
gration. It tums out to be m ore convenient to nom alize
the variance ofn to N (N + 2) instead ofN 2. If the to-
tal num ber of particles N = 2, there is only one tem
n [2:2:]:), so the oscillations are com pletely undam ped.
ForN = 4, there are two temm s and we expect perfect
beats; ie. the am plitude of oscillations rst goes to zero
then com pletely restores and so on. For N 6 there
are several tem s contrbuting to the sum . At relatively
snalltinescale 2tN 1 frequencies in di erent tem s
are approxin ately equidistant: 8 =N so the am -
plitude of oscillations is a periodic fiinction. H owever at
a larger tim e scale the phases becom e random and peri-
odicity disappears. Fjgure:?: (@) show s the com parison of
the variance ofn orN = 2 and N = 4 wih the sem
classicalresul. On short tim e scalesalready N = 4 gives
an excellent agreem ent. In fact the sem iclassical and the
quantum curve (forN = 4) are com pletely iIndistinguish—
able. The behavior of the am plitude of oscillations of
n? is pbtted in Fig. 4 b). It is clear that w ith increas-
Ing N , the sam iclassical approxin ation works for longer
and longer tim e scales (see also Ref. :_2-15) However in
a quantum system the recurrence time is always nie,
so ultin ately at t > 1= , the sam iclassical description
breaksdown.

In Fig. :_?: w e present the num erical solution for the case
of Interm ediate and strong couplings. A s was discussed

In the weakly interacting regim e ( _1) we can ne-
glect term s proportionalto 2. Then {.5) sinplies

to: )
(2.19)

Tt is very convenient to solve this equation in the eigen-
basis of * st

2 N =2
KN K)! s s s s
(2.20)

where k = 0;1;:::N . One can show that for the initial
Fock state 1i= N =2;N =21 the variance ofn is:
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before for an allN , the am plitude of oscillations uctu-—
ates, being com pletely chaotic at Jarge tin e scales. How —
ever, at su clently an all tin e, the oscillations gradually
decay, approaching the sam iclassical result. At interm e-
diate tin es the am plitude of the oscillations experiences
beats (com pare with Fig. -'_2). Note that for the large
coupling, the sam iclassical description breaks dow n very
early.

B. M odulated phase initial state

W e tum next to the Initialconditions describbed In Sec—
tion i]é:, where the initial state has a phase order. In
sam iclassical picture n and  are comm uting variables
andwecan xthem att= 0 ndependently. For sin plic-
ity ket us considerng = 0. Then from {.4) i is obvious
that only ( = 0; give the stationary solutions. As
we discussed above, n = 0 and = 0 is autom atically
a ground state for all positive values of interaction ,
therefore i is always stable under an all uctuations. On
the other hand if o = then n = 0 is (m eta)stabl for

1 and unstable or > 1 (see Ref] 10 for the de-
tails). Suppose that we start from = ,n=0, =0
and adiabatically ncrease . Then n? rem ains close to
zero while  rem ains an aller than critical value. A fter
that n® rapidly hcreases and the system spontaneously
goes to the Schrodinger cat state, where all the bosons
are either in the left or in the right well. A sim ilar pic—
ture holds in the quantum m echanical description. The
principal di erence is that Instead of a sharp transition
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able on this plot. () Am plitude of the oscillations of the
variance ofn versus tim e.

at = ., there is a an ooth crossover between the ini-
tial and the nalstates. Fi. @: show s the variance of n

as a function of tim e. For com parison we consider both

symmetric ( = 0) and antisymmetric ( = ) initial
conditions.

ITI. SEM ICLASSICALDESCRIPTION OF
M ULTIW ELL BOSE GASES

The full quantum solution of the many well case
rapidly becom es num erically prohibitive w th increasing
N , and so we will con ne our discussion in this section
to the sem iclassical GP equation. From {1 4) and {1 3)
this is

@ 5 Vjy

(341 7+ jl)+?j 5+ 35F 5560

0.0 T T - T T + T

0.25

0.20 1

=T

it

0.10 1

0.05+

FIG . 3: Variance of n as a function of tin e for interm ediate
(@) and large () coupling constants. N ote that for lJarger N
sem iclassical approxin ation works well for longer tim e scale,
but eventually always breaks down.

The equilbriim number of bosons in the central well
(3= 0)isN,and so j oF = 1 ;n the M ott hsulatihg
ground state.

W e divide our discussion according to the initial con—
ditions considered in Section I.

A . M ott insulating initial state

Wew i1 com pute the correlation function D 4 (£) de ned
in {1.9) fortwo lin iting possbilities for the weight finc—
tion g: g(j) = 41 and g(j) = const, where in the form er
(latter) case one com putes the nearest neighbor (global)
phase correlation. U sing the GP equations C_3-;i') we can
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Note that for uniform potentialD 4 (t) changes only due
to the interaction. In this case, the ratio D4 ()= has
a nie lim i at ! 0. We will consider the solution
orD 4 (€) with and without an extemal potential in the
follow Ing subsections.

1. No external potential and periodic boundary conditions

Let us assum e that the lhattice form s a perdodic ar-
ray of quantum wells and there is no extemal potential
V5 0) . For the nearest neighbor correlation sin ilarly
to the two wellcase it is easy to show that

X , , X
j 31t 5 1T 5 G3F  1F:
3 3

D4 ()

(33)

T his equation show s that the nearest neighbor coher—
ence is proportional to the product of the coupling con—
stant and sum of the variances of num ber of bosons In
each well. From the previous section we can expect that
if the interaction is weak, then variances of ny at short
tin e scalesw illbe uctuating and govemed by the nonin—
teracting tunnelling H am iltonian. W ih increasing time
the interaction w ill suppress the uctuations leading to
som e steady state. In the noninteracting case, {_5_3;) is
Just an ordinary Schrodinger equation. w ith eigenstates

1 e 4
k()= p=¢& ¥, 34)
M
corresponding to the eigenenergies
2 k
Ex= 2 o8 — (35)

Here M is the number of wells. Expanding the initial
nsulating state in term s of the eigenstates de ned above
and propagating them in tinm e we obtain

0 1
Gi0F 1F=Mm €1 ¥ Gt 66
=1 b
w here
1 X
F (j;t) - e21.( kj=M + tcos2 k=M ): (37)
M

For several di erent values of M the function D ;’J (t)
at vanishing is:



2 4y _ 2 oL
Dg (t) Eszn 2t; (3.8)
D2 ()= & @2+ cos3t) sin? Et; 39)
g 9 2
D, (0= 7 7+ oos20) sin® 2t; (3.10)
P_
S 4 p_ p_ 5 35 P-
D= E(lo 2cos 5t cos 5t ZOosztoosT cos  5t); (341)
Dg6(t)= —6(63 8cost 12cos2t 24cos3t  6cosdt  12cos6t cos8t); (3.12)
|
M ®
DY ! — 1 J® 2 Ty at M ! 1 : (313)
g 2 m
m=1

Clarly D' () is a periodic function only forM =
2;3;4;6 (this is, In fact true, not only for the nearest
neighbor case). Form any wells the num ber ofham onics
contrbuting to the variance of n becom es large and os—

cillations becom e m ore chaotic and weaker in am plitude.

picture rem ains sin ilar to the two well case. Nam ely,
foranall the am plitude of oscillations slow Iy decays in
tin e. For strong interaction, the variance of n reaches
steady state value in a very short tin e scale.

InthelmitM ! 1 ,D;’J (t) is a m onotonically increas— In the opposite to nearest neighbors lim it g (Jj ) =
Ing function. If we add the interaction, then the overall const, one can show thatat ! O
|
b o1 2 X sn’t@+ cos@ kM) cos@ mM) cos@ &k m)M)) 614
g ) vem_o LT oos@ kA1) cos@ mAM) cos@ k m)M)
Forexampl
Dy = sin” 2t; (3.15)
DS ()= =G 20083t cos6n); (3.16)
D; t) = 160 (13 12cos4t cos8b); 317)
1
D; ) = 2—40 33+ 16cost 24 cos2t 8coos6t cos8t); (318)
25 2, . 2
¥ sh“t(l+ cos ;1 cos, cos(1 2))
Dy ®©! —— did, at M ! 1 (319)
2 0 0 1+ cos ;1 o©os cos(y 2)

The behavior of Dy (t) at Jarge M is very di erent
for nearest neighbor and global correlations (see F ig. :_5) .
W hilke the fom er rapidly reaches a steady state value,
the latter oscillates in tin e. Indeed the denom iator in
3.14) selects only low frequency ham onics in D ¢, freez—
Ing out high frequency oscillations, especially at longer
tin e scales.

Fjgs.:g and :_7. show D4 (t) for six and twelve wells re—
spectively. Six wells give periodic tin e degpendence, while
N = 12 correspondsto chaotic behavior. Note that in all

cases high frequency m odes are suppressed for the case
of global phase correlations.

2. Parabolic con ning potential

So far, we have considered the rather hypothetical sit—
uation of quantum wells sitting on a ring. However,
usually one achieves con nem ent using a trap, which is
equivalent to a nonuniform extermalpotentialVy in @Z]:) .
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FIG. 5: Tine dependence of the coherence D4 (t) for the
weakly interacting B ose gases at large num berofwells M !

1 ). Note that nearest neighbor correlation rapidly saturates,
w hile the global coherence exhibits oscillations.

The m ost comm on shape of this potential is parabolic
vy / ) and we focus on this case, although the anal-
ysis of other potentials is sin ilar and straightforward.
Asbefore,wewill rst study the non-interacting system :
(= 0).

d 5

i— 320
ot (320)

= (3517 j1)+7j:
This is a linear Schrodinger equation w ith stationary
states found from

j1)+—f it

1
> (321)

E 5= (51+
In the Fourder space the sam e equation looksm ore fam ik

ar:

2
2cosk (k) —d (k)

g 322)

E k)=
describing the m otion of an one-din ensional particle of
mass ! living on a circle with the extemal potential
U k)= 2ocosk). Note that the sam e type of equation
describes Josephson junctions w th charging energy. If
the parabolicity is weak ( 1), then the bosons form
closely spaced extended states at low energies. In the
Fourier space this is equivalent to having a heavy parti-
cle In the 2oosk potential. W ith a good accuracy one
can describe the energy spectrum inside such a wellusing
the W KB approxin ation. This is justi ed both for low
energies, where 2 cosk 2+ %and the W KB gives
the exact energy spectrum and for high energies W KB
works well for any potential. In fact there is a little sub—
tlety near energy close to 2, since the potential there is
aln ost atand can notbe approxim ated by a linear func—
tion, but this is not very im portant. So the approximn ate
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respectively. W ithout interaction ( ! 0) Dy (t) shows reg—
ular periodic behavior in timne. Nonzero interactions leads
to decay of oscillations. H igh frequency oscillations of global
correlation function are e ectively suppressed.
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FIG. 8: Energy spectrum of coupled noninteracting Bose
gases In a weak (@) and intermm ediate (b) parabolic potential.

W KB spectrum is given by

zZ cole:Zrz—
—E + 2c0sk)dk = @+ 1=2)
+cos 'E=2
2 Py
—E® + 2cosk)dk = 2 n; 323)

w here the top (bottom ) equation correspondsto E < 2
E > 2). In the st equation even or odd n de-
scribes even and odd states (n both real and recipro—
cal space), respectively. For energies E > 2, the second
equation gives com plete degeneracy between even and
odd energy levels. In real space roughly all states w ith
E > 2 are localized In individual wells, and degener-
ate while those wih E < 2 are soread through m any
wells. Fig. 8 (a) brie y summ arizes this discussion show —
ing the exact spectrum for = 01 (TheW KB resulk is
Indistinguishable by eye from this graph). C learly the
low energy levels are approxin ately equally spaced, re—



vealing the fam ous property ofa ham onic potential, the
spacing decreases as the energy approaches 2, and starts
Iinearly increasing for E > 2 as in a usual square well.
If 1 then bosons becom e localized w ithin individual
wells and their energies ollow extemal potential. The
crossover from weak to strong parabolicity isa nite sys—
tem analog of the Anderson transition. It is im portant
to note that this is a purely sem iclassical transition in
this case, because it is derived in the G rossP itaevskii
picture. The \quantum m echanics" here origihates from
the wave nature of the classical eld . If the average
num ber ofbosons per well ism uch larger than one, then
the sam iclassical picture, where num ber of bosons and

Dgd=2 V@a@ %I

j6 pi i

where N} is the hitial number of Bosons in the well

num ber p, and E are the eigenfunction and energy

of the level respectively . If starting from the ground
nsulating state then

V,

NP=1 B

or vp < ; (325)

Nf=0 fr vp,> ; (326)
with Dbeing a chem icalpotential. Let usm ake fw com -
ments about {324). Levels and must have the same
pariy, m eaning the lowest ham onic contrbuting to the
sum willbe ! = 2min E 42 E ) > 0. Because
N{§ is centered near the bottom of the well, only lev—
els w ith delocalized wavefiinctions w i1l contrbute to the
sum . In particular, degenerate evels wih E > 2 can
be safly thrown away. If g(Jjj ‘J is constant, then
summ ation overm ensures that the m a pr contrbution
com es from = 0; therefore D (t) contains m ostly har-
monicswith ! = E, Eo, ! = Eg4 Eq, etc., with the
strongest weight at the sm allest frequency. Note that
at an all energies and weak parabolicity the lowest en-—
ergy levels are approxin ately equally spaced, therefore
the whole expression for D 4 (t) will be a quasiperiodic
function of a frequency ! E, Ey.However, because
this equidistance is not exact, the periodicity w illbe only
approxin ate, and at a short tim e scale the am plitude of
oscillations w ill slow Iy decay. On the contrary for the
nearest neighbor phase coherence g (Jj )= 5+ 1 nei-
ther nor are bounded to the ground state and we
expect that allkinds of allowed frequencies E E will
give contrbutions. C learly in this case dephasing occurs
much earlier and the am plitude of oscillations is m uch
weaker. A lso the characteristic frequency of the oscilk-
lations for the nearest neighbor case w ill be som ew hat
larger than that for the global case since the level sepa—
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their phase com m ute, holds until the typical uctuations
of 2 becom es of the order of 1=N 1. This occurs
deep inside the insulating regin e, where the energy in
GP approach is anyway alm ost phase independent.

A fter deriving the energy spectrum we can proceed
with study ofthe dynam ics ofthe condensate. N ote that
82) yields that tin e derivative of D4 (t) is not equal
to zero even w ithout interaction ( = 0). Thereore we
anticipate that the resuls for the parabolic and at po—
tentials w ill be strongly di erent, at least In the weakly
Interacting regin e. If the initial phases are uncorrelated
then it isnot hard to show thatat = 0

(324)

ration decreases w ith energy. Fig. :g show s tin e depen-—
dence of D 4 fOr nearest neighbor and global correlations
at the parabolicity = 0:08. From the above analysiswe
should expect the m a pr oscillations at the period

327)

which is indeed very close to the num ericalvalue.

Interesting things happen ifwe tum on the interaction.
In particular, if is of the order of one, the oscillations
becom e much m ore pronounced and sn ooth com pared
to noninteracting case (see Fig. :_9') . Thisisat st quite
an unexpected resul, since we know that the interaction
leads to decoherence and saturation ofD 4. H owever this
is not the whole story. In the previous analysis we saw
that at least or the D4 (t), Interaction \kills" high fre-
quency contrbutions rst. But that is precisely whatwe
need for ham onic behavior. So crudely soeaking, small
or interm ediate Interaction rem oves hamm onics causing
dephasing of the noninteracting function D 4. If nterac-
tions becom e strong 1, then the noninteracting pic-
ture is irrelevant and we com e back to the usualbehavior
w ith fast saturation of D 4. Notice from Fig :_9', that the
noninteracting and interacting picturesare quite di erent
at smalltim e. T his can be also understood naturally asa
result of interplay ofm any ham onicsat early stage ofthe
evolution. Hence we expect that the typical tin e scale
forthe rstmaxinum in the nteracting problem w illbe
ofthe order ofthe tunnelling tim e, w hich ism uch shorter
than Inverse level spacing. However at later tin es only
slow ham onics survive leading to slight m odi cations of
the noninteracting picture.
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FIG .9: Tin e dependence ofD 4 for the nearest neighbor cor-
relation (a) and bal correlation (). T he period of oscilla-
tions scales as 1= and the am plitude is nite even w ithout
Interaction = 0. At large Dy (t) saturates very fast sin —
ilarly to the at potential. At interm ediate coupling 1,
however, the oscillations becom e m ore pronounced than in
the noninteracting regin e.

B. M odulated phase initial state

Tt isalso straightforw ard to generalize the discussion of
Section :_]ZE]B_: to the case of the periodic Jattice. N am ely, if
the num ber ofwells is even, then the state w ith a relative
phase shift , and equalnum bersofbosonsin thewells, is
m etastable orweak interaction. If increasesgradually,
then when it rneaches a critical value ., this state be-
com es unstab 2423 . T he criticalvalue of  can ke found
from the linear analysis of {3.1) nearthe  statef$23:

5 ) d 3 et 0t gy el My Pe e il
(328)
where u and v are the amall amplitudes and g6 0 is

the w ave vector of the perturbation. Substitution ofthis
expansion into {_3 1) gives the ©llow ing secular equation
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for the elgenfrequencies ! :

'+ 2 2c0sq -0
'+ 2 2cosqg !
(329)
which has two solutions
p
= 2 (1 cosqgf 1 cosq) (330)

Clarly ! isrealif < 1 cosqg. Otherwise, uctuations
w ith wavevector g becom e unstable since the frequency
becom es com plex. T he lowest nonzero g for the periodic
boundary conditions is2 =M , so the criticalvalie ofthe
Interaction, where the state becom es the saddle point
rather than lIocalm ininum is

.2
c= 2sin® —:

v (331)

Sin ilar to the two well case, the bosons undergo a spon-—
taneous transition to the superposition of states, where
allofthem are in one ofthe wells. T he tin e dependence
of the variance ofN is analogous to that plotted on the
top graph ofFjg:f.' (seeFjg:_l(_)') . W e rem ark that a \slow "
or adiabatic increase of Interaction m ust be understood
carefully. In the GP picture, an adiabatic increase of In—
teraction m eansthat the characteristic tin e scale ism uch
an allerthan thetunnellngtime: dInh =dt 1).On the
other hand, for the quantum problem adiabaticity would
Inply that dIn =dt ismuch an aller than the level spac—
ing, which isproportionalto inverse num ber ofbosons. If
the Interaction is ncreased adiabatically in the quantum
m echanical sense, then the system would follow the local
m Ininum of the m etastable state, and when lbecom es
larger than the critical value, it w ill undergo a soonta—
neous transition to the dipole state (or a superposition of
the dipole states) w ith broken translational sym m etry.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied the non-equilbrium tem poralbehav—
jor of coupled bosons In a lattice. W e predicted dynam —
ical restoration of the phase coherence after a sudden
Increase of the tunnelling in a system nidally in a M ott
nsulating state. In the strongly Interacting case, 1,
the coherence reaches a steady state rapidly withh a
Josephson tim e). On the other hand, tin e evolution in
the weakly Interacting regin e 1 depends strongly on
the details of the con ning potential. W e predicted that
in a parabolic potentialVy = =2 the coherence exerts
decaying oscillations w ith period T / 1= (see 327)).
T he period and the am plitude of oscillations only depend
weakly on interaction in this case. On the other hand,
ifthe con ning potentialis at, then the oscillations are
either periodic (for a particular num ber ofwells in a lat—
tice) or chaotic. Here the interaction lads to the decay
of the oscillations with tin e. In both cases the system
ulim ately reaches steady state wih nonzero coherence
(dynam ical Bose E Instein condensate).
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FIG.10: Sum ofthe squares ofrtum ber ofbosons In di erent
Jattice cites (w ith nomn alization jny = 1). C learly uniform
distribbution is stable until interactiongis sm aller than the crit-
icalvalue'é_.@. Att! 1 we have 5 n? ' 1 mplying
that all the bosons populate one of the wells.

Forthe two wellcase w e explicitly tested the validity of
GP approach. It was shown that the m apping of the de—
term inistic quantum m echanicalm otion to the stochas—
tic GP equations is essentially exact for tin e less than
the characteristic inverse level spacing t < N= . Apart
from the slight renom alization of the overall constant,
the m apping is excellent in this tin e dom ain already for
tw o bosons per well. For stronger interactions, the sem
classical and quantum m echanical tra fctories start to
depart faster, as expected.

W e also considered the dynam ical appearance of
\Schrodinger cat" state under a slow increase of inter-
action from an iniial phase m odulated state. The
state is stable w hile Interaction is weak and becom es un—
stable when > .. In the GP picture, this instability
Jeads to the symm etry breaking, so that all the bosons
spontaneously populate one of the wells. Q uantum m e-
chanically this m eans that the naloon guration is the
superposition of states in which bosons occupy di erent
lattice sites. This approach can be used experin entally
for the creation of strongly entangled states.
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APPENDIX A:MEAN FIELD GROUND STATE
OF THE BOSON LATTICE SYSTEM IN A
PARABOLIC POTENTIAL

The problem ofthe M ott insulator transitions for in —
nie arrays of bosons have been extenl$jve]y studied dury
ing the last decade, see for exam pﬁ’ﬂ':? . & was shown®
that the mean ld calculations qualitatively captures
the tw o possibl phases and gives a good estin ate for the
phase boundary. Recently, using quantum M onte-C arlo
m ethods, an exact ground state forthe system ofbosons
In a parabolic potentialwas undd. T was shown that
near the expected transition, the global com pressibility
does not vanish due to the spatial inhom ogeneity. How —
ever, still the bosons form local nsulating dom ains sepa—
rated by narrow super uid regions. TheM onte C arlo ap—
proach, though very pow erfi1], is incapable to solving the
problem with m any bosons per well. T herefore we think
that for qualitative understanding of the ground state as
a function ofthe interaction strength, it is worthw hile to
doamean eld calculation.

T he details of the derivation of the mean eld equa—
tions can be found in Ref.-r_4. Here we willonly outline
the principal steps.

Themean eld version ofthe free energy, correspond—
ngto {L.1) is

X
Hpg = J bsal + blaj) + (V; )da;
j
+ana-(aya- 1); @1)
5 93939597 ’
where is the chem ical potential. The variational pa—

ram eter by, corresponding to the ground state is:

l’B.jJr 1+ 35 1i-

= ; 2
by > az2)

w here the average is taken in the ground state of é:]:) .
W e can de ne the order param eter

X
?

= Biby: @3)

The self consistent evaluation of the mean eld by is
straightforw ard and the resulting orderparam eter isplot-
ted in Fig :;Ll: The graph (@) corresponds to few bosons
per lattice site. If the Interaction (U ) is strong enough,
then the order param eter form s a dom ain structure sin —
ilar to that predicted n%d. Fora Jlarge num ber ofbosons
per well, the quantum uctuations start playing a ok
when U becom es of the order of the num ber ofbosons in
the centralwell N =U ), and the san ooth GP shape
ofboson density ( ) breaksdown. For very strong inter—
action, the actualpro e of becom es sensitive to an all
variations of the m ean density ofbosons per centralwell.
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APPENDIX B:AMPLITUDE FLUCTUATION S
NEAR THE SUPERFLUID -INSULATOR
TRANSITION

T his appendix review s resuls on the dam ping of the
am plitude oscillation m ode near the super uid-nsulator
transition, m otivated by the recent paper of A Im an and
Auerbach!’. As we discussed in Section TA!, we have
considered a system deep In the M ott Insulating phase
(w ith s1) taken suddenly to param eters for which
the ground state was deep In the super uid phase W ith

s1),whilke A lm an and A uerbach consider the case
when both the lmitialand nalvalues of were not too
far from 51, but rem ained on opposie sides of i.

A key ingredient In the dynam ics of the am plitude
mode for < g1 is the damping induced by em ission
of the G oldstone \gpin wave" or \phonon" m odes. T his
problem was considered In Refs.:_l-g,ég, and it was found
that the am plitude oscillations were overdam ped in the

< g1 scaling lim it associated w ith the second-order
super uid-insulator transition. W e w ill review these re—
suls below , and display expressions which also allow us
to m ove beyond the scaling lim it to values of much
smaller than s: (see BY); the amplimude mode can
becom e oscillatory in the latter regin 2728, This also
consistent w ith the considerations of the present paper,
w here we have found that the oscillations of the super—

uid ooherence were present in the parabolic m ultiwell
casefor = 5 Fjg-'_g, but were fllly overdam ped for
= 10 (ot shown). W e found sin ilar behavior in the
com plete quantum solution for the two-well problem |
how ever In the latter case, the oscillations reappeared at
very large N2 : these are the \num ber" oscillations of
the M ott insulator, and were also found in Ref. ::I-E_i‘ The
fate ofthese very an alland very lJarge oscillationsin the
multiwellcasenear g: requiresa treatm ent ofthe inter—
acting quantum dynam ics: this was done in Refs. :_12_5.'_25,
and the resuls are review ed here.

As is well known, we can describe the super uid-
Insulator transition by the N = 2 case of the N -
component ' #  eld theory, where the super uid order
param eter in Section T

1+ 1 B1)

. The action for

"

close to SIjS

z
1 5 1 2 .+ 8),,
S = dxd =@y )V+—=@"' —
X 2(rx ) 2c2(@ ) >
#
u 2 2
+ — 7 ; 2
N B2)

where = 1:::N,cisa velciy, d is the spatialdin en—
sionality and u is a quartic non-linearity. T he coe cient

of 72 is used to tune the system across the transition,
and the value of r, is chosen to that the transition oc—
curs at s = 0 ie. s s1. We assume that in
the super uid phaseh’ i= Ny ;. The oscillations of



the spin-wave m odes are given by the transverse suscep—
thility -, &;!), while those of the am plitude m ode are
given by the longitudinal susoeptibility , k;!); here k
is a wavevector, ! is a frequency, and the susceptibilities
are de ned by
D E
7.6k F
D E
71ki)F

2 k;l) =

pkil) = NG OTY k) () B3
Expressions for , x were given in Refs. :_1-§';_2-§' using
both perturbation theory in u and the large N expan-—
sion. Here, we collect them wih a comm on notation,
and Interpret them in the present context. To zst order
n u, the position of the critical point is determm ined by

20N + 2)c  d¥1lp 1
e = P — B 4)
N @ )y@rlp?
wherep= (; i!=c)isthe @+ 1)-din ensionalE uclidean

mom entum . In the lin it of large N , but u arbitrary, the
valie of rp, is given sin ply by theN ! 1 ]Jm3t0f(]_34)
To rstorderin u,we obtain for

8 z gar?t 1 1 1

Lp)= p?  — d =

? N R )Wl + 25 e+ qg? F
®5)

where g isalso a (d+ 1)-dim ensional Euclidean m om en—
tum ;atN = 1 wehavesinply , (o) = p’. Theexpres-
sion @:5) describes the spin-w ave oscillations, along w ith
their essentially negligble dam ping from their coupling
to the am plitude m ode (as can be veri ed by taking the
In aghhary part ofthe loop Integralin {1_3 5 after analytic
continuation to real frequencies).

T he dam ping in the longiudinalm odes ism uch m ore
severe, and we w ill consider it explicitly. To rst, order
n u, we obtain the expression

4csu (N 1)

N ®B6)

L )=p + 2s P+ o)
Here the strong dam ping temm hasbeen included in )

w hose explictt form is discussed below in @_9), while
contains additional non-singular tem s we can safely ne—
glect. For com plkteness, we give the expression for the

latter

Z
) 12uc as* 1q 1 1
L ) = ) ®7)
N @ )d+ F P+ 2s
36csu dit g 1 )
N @ )1 @+ 28) (p+ @+ 2s)

note that these tem s always Involve coupling to an am —
plitudem ode uctuation W ith \m ass" 2s) and this isthe

14

16

reason their contrbution is non-singular. W e nd below

in B9) that the (p) contrbution in B 6} nvolves only

soin-wave uctuations and hence it becom es very large
at low frequencies, where the perturbative expansion in
@:6) can no longer be trusted. Fortunately, a resum m a—
tion ofthese singular corrections is provided by the large
N expansion, which yields

2s

Trom @ ee)

w B =P+

it is satisfying to check that @§) and [B§) are entirely
consistent w ith each other in their overlapping lin its of
validity ofsm.a]lu and large N . T he expression @ 8) was
given carlie®? in the scaling lim i, which corresoonds to
ignoring the 1 in the denom natorbecause (p) becom es
large. The utility of B8 ) is that i does not have diver-
gent behavior at an allp.

W e tum, nally, to the expression or (o), which is
) B Z dd+lq 1
@) = 41 R+ )2
= Fapf °; ®9)

where Fy isa num ericalprefactorwhich isnot di cul to
obtain explicitly. Notice that () is shgularasp ! 0
In d < 3, and this is the reason for the strong dam ping of
the am plitude m ode. A ffer analytic continuation to real
frequences, we have in d= 2

8 k2 =cf

thishasa non—zero Im aghary part or! > ck which leads

to the dam ping of the am plitude m ode. T he expression

for () is mfrared divergent n d = 1, and this is the

signalthat there isno true long-range order; nevertheless,

is in agihary part rem ainswellde nedasd & 1,andwe
nd

1
kit)s= —————— (!

o 4((t=c)* k)

ck) ; d=1
B11)

which again predicts s&ong dam ping at low frequen—
cles. The expressions {J_38-B 11 can be used to descrbe
the gyolution of the weakly dam ped am plitude m ode at
! Zk? + 2s at Jarge s deep in the super uid, to the
overdam ped m ode w ith no sharp resonance at this fre—
quency for smalls.
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