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We continue our earlier work [Ana Maria Rey, B. L. Hu, Estel@aalzetta, Albert Roura and Charles W.
Clark, Phys. Rev. A 69, 033610 (2004)] on the nonequilibrilynamics of a Bose Einstein condensate (BEC)
selectively loaded into every third site of a one-dimenalarptical lattice. From the two-particle irreducible
(2PI) closed-time-path (CTP) effective action for the Bddabbard Hamiltonian, we show how to obtain the
Kadanoff-Baym equations of quantum kinetic theory. Usihg tuasiparticle approximation, we show that
the local equilibrium solutions of these equations repoedthe second- order corrections to the self-energy
originally derived by Beliaev. This work paves the way foe tise of effective action methods in the derivation
of quantum kinetic theory of many atom systems.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION 2PI-CTP formalism. For earlier work addressing this prob-
lem in quantum field theory, see [19]-[25]. There exist an ex-
tensive literature on quantum kinetic theory, many addingss
BEC dynamics with condensate-noncondensate interactions

[14], [26]-[39]. Those relevant to our present discussiares

In many respects, the dynamics of cold atoms in optical lat
tices resemble those of electrons in crystals. Cold-atasn sy
tems exhibit many favorable attributes for studying quamtu 11 (@1 137
many-body dynamics, such as the absence of defects in the OL- 1.[26]- "]'_ ) )
tical lattice, and the high degree of experimental contwaro ~_1owards this goal, we ask the question when quantum ki-
all relevant parametersl[L} 2]. In particular, by varying th netic theory is a reasonable attainable limit of the more-com
depth of the optical lattice, the superfluid-insulator ghiman-  Pl€te theory based on the 2PI-CTP effective action. Physi-
sition can be induced. For weakly-confining optical latice C@lly, @ kinetic theory regime exists when the system dynam-
the system has macroscopic quantum coherence, and intere!§S Nas a clear separation of two time (or length) scales, one
ing matter wave interference phenomena induced by the perertaining to the macroscopic scale describing the kimete
odicity of the lattice have been demonstrated in experimentiion such as the mean free time and the other to the micro-
[3,12,[5]6]. For tightly-confining lattices, the matter-veao- scopic scale such as the duration of collision event. Attern
herence is lost, and the system undergoes a transition to tfjély, when perturbations induce disturbances of wagtien
Mott-insulator phasB[7]. This regime has become also éxper/onger than the thermal wavelengths and frequencies much
mentally accessibl&][8] B.110]. Outside the weakly inténact lower than characteristic excitation frequencies, steshdtéa
regime, standard mean field techniques are inapplicable-to d N€tic theories may give a reasonable description of the sys-

scribe the evolution of the system, and alternative metacels €M'S dynamics. This is the case for weakly interacting gase
required. confined by a slowly-varying external potential. For quamtu

Motivated by a recent patterned loading experiment [1], Wesystems, when the quantum features of the many-body system

: ) . ) act effectively only on the microscopic scale (e.g., whea on
previously adopted a functional effective action approeech L S .
. ; I L .. can use a quasiparticle type of approximation), quantum ki-
pable of dealing with non equilibrium situations that requd : : L .
, v netic theory can provide an adequate description. It failenw
treatment beyond mean field theory ([11], hereafter I). We ap ; ; : .
- . oo . such a two-time separation does not exist, such as in strong|
plied the CTP functional formalism [1.2] and the two-pastic| correlated systems or systems with macroscopic quantum co
irreducible (2PI) effective actiorl_[13] to the Bose-Hubtbar y y pica

Hamiltonian, and derived equations of motion. This methoc}werencé. o : . . .
enabled us to go beyond the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB The organization of this paper W'th a brle_f of our findings
approximation|[14. 15 16] and to incorporate nonlinear an s as follows. In SeElll we summarize our prior results fa th
non-Markovian aspects of quantum dynamics, which underlie

dissipation and fluctuation phenomena.

In its pristine form the 2PI-CTP equations of motion for the , Wi I .

. . . . . ‘e have in mind systems whose quantum coherence or coorelatien-
mean field and the two-point correlation function are compli tanglement extends to macroscopic dimensions. Exampiesolierence
cated nonlocal nonlinear equations, which defy even numer- tunneling phenomenh140], quantum properties of micréslemechanical
ical solutions for realistic experimental systems with pnan  systemsi[41l_42] and of course, BEC, which certainly has osaopic

lattice sites. It is obvious that to get more physical insigh
we need ways to simplify this full theory. In this paper we
continue this investigation with the goal of showing how to
formulate a quantum kinetic theory_[17,118] by way of the

quantum coherence. The impossibility of a two-time separatfers only
to the condensate state alone. The interaction betweemtlieosate and
the non-condensate atoms can under general conditiong altevo-time
separation and a kinetic theory description, as is the topimur present
discussion and much prior work
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HFB and second order equations of motion [11] and expresa chemical potential smaller than the energy separatidmeto t
them with lightened notation in a more compact form. In Secfirst vibrationally excited state.

[Mwe discuss how a quantum kinetic theory can be derived The classical action associated with the Bose-Hubbard
from a quantum theory of interacting particles. We first dis-Hamiltonian [1), is given in terms of the complex fields
cuss this issue under more general conditions, where a twanda by

time separation may not exist. A kinetic theory is obtained

from the full hierarchy of correlation functions by trunicat

of higher order correlations and the imposition of causal fa S[a¥, a;] = /dtzihafﬁtai + /dtz J (afaiy1 + aa)yy)
torizable conditions. We use thePl-effective action to il- i -

lustrate this conceptual framework. In S&C] IV we focus on

situations where there is a two-time separation in the syste - / dt Z Viaja; — /dt Z 5 Q; a7 a;a;, 2)
dynamics. We delineate the physical conditions and show the ¢

procedures in deriving quantum kinetic equations from th
2PI-CTP equations of motion. Then we introduce further sim
plifications and discuss how to derive the familiar Boltzman

equations. In .Sdﬂvlwe study how thesg !(inetic equ&}tions a(%'[ ,a;]. In the derivation of Boltzmann equations we will
mit, as a special yetimportant case, _eqU|_I|br|um solutiatis assume that; is a slowly-varying function in position and
show that under the Popov approximation the second ordei
2P| equations yield to the same second-order damping rates - and treat it as an external perturbation.

q Y ping In terms of these fields the classical action takes the form
originally obtained in Beliaev’s pioneered wotk [43] butthvi
a modified effective mass due to the presence of the lattice. |

ero compactlfy our notation we introdueé(b = 1, 2) defined
bya; = a}, aF = a?. In contrast to |, where we s&f (t) =
here we allow the presence of an external potefifjah

Se we conclude with a few general remarks.
gAY 9 Sla] = /dtz hapai ( hata (t)
Il. 2PI-CTP EFFECTIVE ACTION FOR THE + /dtz <Jgabag+l(t)ag(t) _ lv(t)aaba (t)ag(t))
BOSE-HUBBARD HAMILTONIAN . 2
b 2
Here we summarize the structure of this method and collect /dt Z ( (oapai (t)a;i(t)) > ) (3)

the useful equations obtained from our earlier investigati

[11]. We will refer to the numbering of equations thereiniwit \yhere/A/ is the number of fields, which is two in this case, and
a prefix 1. summation over repeated field indice$ = (1, 2) is implied.
hap ando,, are matrices defined as

A. TheBose-Hubbard Hamiltonian

0 —1 01
hab—z(l 0) Uab—(lo) (4)
The one dimensional Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian is given

by In terms of the familiar Pauli matrices,, = o, andh,, =

—U

. We define the following index lowering convention

H:—JZa Ai+1 +a+1al —|—ZVaal
X, =0 X" (5)

+ —U Z alala; a 1) After second quantization the field$ are promoted to op-
erators. We denote the mean field or the expectation value of
R " < oat ) the field operator byd(t) (calleq ¢;’(_t) in Paper I) and the
Whereai andai (Ca“edq)i, (I)z n Paper |) are the bosonic op- expectation value of the fluctuation f|e£q’ @‘ZI — d;l _ Z;l by
erators that annihilate and create an atom on the sittere, Gab(t t'). Physically,|2%(t)|? is the condensate population
the parametel/ denotes the strength of the on-site repulsion
of two atoms on the sit& the parameteV; (callede; in Pa-
per I) denotes the energy offset of each lattice site due to a
additional external potential that might be present (sush a
a magnetic trap), and/h denotes the hopping rate between G?f(t,t’) = <Tc¢?(t)¢§-(t’)> (6)
adjacent sites. Next-to-nearest neighbor tunneling matri
ements are typically two orders of magnitude smaller than The brackets denote taking the expectation value with re-
the nearest-neighbor ones, and to a good approximation thespect to the density matrix afi@: denotes time ordering along
can be neglected. The Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian should contourC' in the complex plane.
be an appropriate model|44] when the loading process pro- In order to describe the non-equilibrium dynamics we spec-
duces atoms in the lowest vibrational state of each welh wit ify the contour of integration to be the Schwinger-Keldysh

and the two point functlons}’“b(t t') determines the quan-
tum fluctuations around the mean field:



3

contour [12] along the real-time axis atosed time path The actionT" including the full diagrammatic series fok
(CTP) contour. Using the CTP contour, the two-point func-gives the full dynamics. It is of course not feasible to ob-
tions are decomposed as tain an exact expression fbk in a closed form. Various ap-

proximations for the full 2PI effective action can be obtain
by truncating the diagrammatic expansion for. The ones

G (1) = Ocp (£, 8) G (1,1)) + O (', 1) GV (8,1), relevant for this paper are tHéFB approximation and the
(7)  full second order approximation. The HFB approximation
where corresponds to a truncation b% retaining only the first or-

der diagram inU which is z independent, i.e. keeping only
the double- bubble diagram (Fig. 1 in paper I). The full sec-

G%D (1) = <¢’i (t)‘;’? (t1)> ) (8)  ond order approximation corresponds to a truncation riegin
ng?’< (t,t) = <¢§’(t’)¢;(t)> , 9) alsp diagrams of second orderih ( the basket-ball and the
setting-sun).

with 6., (¢ ') being the CTP complex contour ordered theta o reafter, to lighten the notation, we introduce a more com-

function defin_ed in Eq_. (1.30). pact set of symbols for the physical quantities than was used
All correlation functions of the quantum theory can be ob-;, Paper I, which contains more details:

tained from the two particle irreducible (2P1) effectiveian
I'[z, G]. In Ref. [11] we showed'[z, G] is given by:

; ; N o= (fai@)\ _ (=)
2,6 = S| + %TT mG + %LTTD_l(Z)G 2(ti) = ( @) ) =\ ) (12)
+T2[z, G] + const, (10) iH (8, 1)) = 2 (t)z,(t) (13)
ig(t;, t)) = Gi% (¢, 1), 14
whereiD~(z) is the classical inverse propagator given by ig(ti, ;) '7ab( ) (14)
ig> (tlat/) = G> (tat/)a (15)
J 1 ¢
. < ! _ <a ! > a !
ig=(ti, ;) = G5 (1) =G5 "(t,1). (16)
Dyt 1) 1 = 25 (11) o "
62§ (t)0z;(t)
= (0ijhhapOr + J(8ix15 + 6iz15)0ab) 6(t — ') The notationt; means that the function must be evaluated at
U the timet and at the lattice site
—— (QZia(t)Zib (t) + Uabzf(t)zic (t)) 61']'6(15 — t/),

N

andT'»[z, G] consists of all two-particle irreducible vacuum
graphs in the theory (the diagrams that do not become discon-
nected by cutting two propagator lines) with propagatots se
equal toG and vertices determined by the interaction terms B. TheHFB and full second order equationsof motion
inS[z+¢].

The dynamical equations of motion for the mean figl¢)

and the propagato@ff’(t,t’) are found by solving the equa- The equations of motion derived from the 2PI-CTP ef-

fective action( (I-24) and (I-26)) have terms which can be

. or[z,G] _ or[z,G] . . . \
tions Tar; = 0 and 3G 0. They were givenin (I grouped as the single particle, the HFB and the second order
24) and (1.26) respectively. contributions, as follows:
Z / dt” (D(;l(tia t;c/) - SHFB (tiv t;c/)) H(t%, t_/]) = Z / dt”S(tiv t;c/)H(t;c/v _/])7 (17)
k k
Z/dt” (D (ti, t)) — SHEB (4, 41)) gt 1)) = Z/dt”z(ti,tg)g(t;g,t;) —8i0c(t — 1), (18)
k k

whereD; 1 (t;, t’) is the inverse free particle propagator given o is the Pauli matrix:
by:

D (ti, 1)

J

(1045020 + J(8i1j + di—15)) 6(t — ') 0. = ( (1) _01 ) : (20)
—0iVid(t — '), (19)



SHFB andXHFB are the HFB self-energies ¢f andg re-  second order corrections.
spectively, andS and X are the remaining parts of the self-  Using Eq. (I-43) it can be shown th&t’ I'Z andx B are
energies off andg, which we will assume are given by the given by:

SHEB (14, 15) = i (Tr (H(t:,8) + gt £)) T+ 2 ({1, 85) + 9060, 1))) 6 — )63, (21)
SHEB (4;,¢)) = z% (Tr (H(ti, t)) + g(ti, t))) I+ 2g(t, t})) 6(t — t')dy5. (22)
|
wherel is the identity matrix. which are especially devised to study relaxation of systems

In paper |, we used the CTP contour of integration (whichclose to equilibrium. With this purpose in mind, as done by
is also usually called "in-in” contour) to evaluatee second Kadanoff and Baym [17, 18], it is better to set the initial eon
order contribution. Use of the CTP formalism was impor- ditions in the far past. We follow them hereafter and use the
tant there, because it provided the technical means to formCTP contour, but instead of setting the initial time to zex®,
late our initial value problem in a completely causal mannerwas done in paper I, we choose it to beo. The equations
removing the Feynman boundary conditions on the Green’sf motion we obtain in this way agree with the equations of
function used in the conventional "in-out” formalism [1Th  motion [17/18] and are given by:
this work we are more interested in deriving kinetic equagio

t

Z/ dt” tzat;c/) SHFB(tiat;c/)) H(t%,t;)—/ dt”’}/(t“t;é)H(t%,t;) =0, (23)
t/

> [ dt” H(t:, 1)) (D (. 1)) — SHFP (], 1)) + [ dt" H (t:, t)y (1], ;) = 0, (24)
Z / dt” (D (ti, t7]) = S (85, 8)) 92 (t, 8) = (25)
Z/ dt"T(t:, )92 (1, 1)) Z/ dt" 2R (g, 1) A(t], 1),
k — 00
S [ gt (D, ) - SR ) = (26)
]C — 00

t
Z/ dat” Alti, )22 (¢, 1)) Z/ dt” g2 (i, T (t1, 1)),
]C — 00

In the above equations, E_{26) is the hermitian conjugfte aper | we denoted these by a subscfipt Here, for ease of
Eq. (25), Eq.[[2W) is the hermitian conjugate of Hgl (23) andcomparisons with the literature, we have changed to the nota

we have introduced the spectral functions tion of Kadanoff and Baym [17}y, I and A. We will show
later thaty andT" contain information about the condensate
Y(ti,t5) = (87 (i, th) — S<(ti, 1)), (27)  and noncondensate particle decay rates respectively.
L(ti,t]) = (37 (t:, 1)) — 2=, 1)), (28)
A(tlvt_/]/) = (g (s, t;/) g (tla t;/)) (29)
Notice thatA(t;,t}), T'(;,t7),v(t:, t]) are just the spectral If we use the full second order expansion, (1.60) and (1.61),

functions defined’in (1. 36) multlplled by a minus sign. In Pa- S(2) andx(2) are given by



120"
SR (1i,1)) = —§<WU) (92t t)Tr (920 )9S 1 1)) + 202 (1, 4)g D (15,1192 (1)) ), (30)

2
1

H(#),:)92 (t3, ) + 95 () 1) H 1, ) + 9 (8,192 (11))) (31)

g2t t)Tr (H(E, 19 (b6, 1) + 95 (0, ) H ki, 1) + 95,1192 (4, ) |

J

It is convenient to decompose the above equations in their
matrix components. To do that we introduce the definitions
—i8U? _

Sti(tit;) = Wﬂij@mijm;iJrﬁijPﬁ)a (34)
Sy i) m (Y Q772
g (tiut') - _7’< * . ) (32) —i8U * ~
J m‘ji(t/,t) P]z(t’,t) Sﬁ(ti,t;) = Wmij(mijmﬁ—i—Qpijpji), (35)
A pij(tt) myi(t,t) QT2
<t ) = — pli(a ikt ) 33 —i8U .~
ottty ’<mij<t,t'> ity ) 89 Stiltit)) = —xm—puGmmi; + pipig), - (36)
; 2
At equal times, the quantities;; and p;; are related by the S5 (ti ) = ﬂmﬁ(mijm} +25,ipi), (37)
bosonic commutation relations. Using E4S1(32) (3®) int N ‘ ‘ T
the self-energy equations we get
2U (2|22 + pii + pui 22 4+ my
HFEB(y ¢\ _ 22 % 0% % 4 i NS
X (tzvtg) N ( 2;2 +mri 2|Zi|2 +p“_ +Pii 5(t 3 )5”7 (38)
2U (2> + pii + pii m;
HFB / T (13 (13 1 /
ti,th) = = ! ~ t—t)8;s, 39
ST N ( my; |2l + pii + Pii o )% (39)
> / _i8U2 ~2 ~ * ~ * ~2 * ~ *
Etinty) = —ym— (psipiy + 2migpigmyi” + 20imgi"ziz; + PijzizT + 205ipijzizT + (40)
2migmyi” 2" 2z + 2migpizit 25"),
> / _28U2 ~ ~ 2 * * ~ *
Elg(ti7tj) = —N2 (Qpﬂm”p”—|—2pﬂpwzlzj+m” mj; —|—2mijZiijji +2mijpiijZi + (41)
2pjimijzizj* =+ mijzzi*zj*),
< / _i8U2 2~ * * 2 % ~ %
Ell(tivtj) = —N2 (plj pji+2pijmjimij +2pijzizjmij —I—piijZi +2p”pﬂzlzj + (42)
2myjizimi; " z;" + 2pimgizit 2",
< / _28U2 ~ ~ 2 * * *
Etinty) = —ym— (2eimyipji + 24 pjiziz; + myitmag” + 2mgizizmag” + 2pigmyizizT + (43)
2mjiﬁ]-izizj* + mjizzi*zj*)u
|
and The above expressions for the self-energy, which contain tw
2N a2y L~ particle irreducible diagrams up to second order in therinte
Snltinty) = Shtity) {pi = pis} (44) action strength, agree exactly with those used in Rers.[26,
> > * )
Sﬁ(ti,t}) = ng(ti,t;-){mji = mi;*}, (45) 28,130]. In Ref. [[28,.30] the authors used these equa-
> > ~
Y5 (ti,t) = X5t t;) {2z = 25, pi5 = pij},  (46)
> = * *
E2<1 (ti,t;) = EfQ(ti, t;) {Zi = Z5 5 My = mij }(47)



tions as the starting point of a quantum kinetic theory be{relativistic) Wigner functiori[47] and its higher-coragion
fore applying the Markovian approximation. It is important analogs, which are obtained by a Fourier transform of the
to mention that in contrast to other self-energy approximarelative coordinates in the Schwinger-Dyson equatioljs[48
tions that may lead to equations of motion that do not satfor the correlation functions, or alternatively, in thmeas-

isfy conservation laws, the 2PI effective action formaliem ter effective action (defined as thaPI effective action when

a "®-derivable” [45) 46] approximation and therefore all then — oo, we are dealing withh = 2 here) whose varia-
equations of motion derived from it are guaranteed to be cortion yields the Schwinger-Dyson equations. This is a quan-
serving. Moreover, as we showed in paper I, a truncation upum analogue of the BBGKY hierarchy |49], expressed in a
to second order in the interaction strength is not apprégria representation convenient for distinguishing betweernranic
to describe far-from-equilibrium dynamics outside the kvea scopic (quantum field-theoretic) and macroscopic (trartspo
coupling regime. Away from the weak coupling regime, theand relaxation) phenomena. As such, it does not require near
2P| effective action can be a powerful tool. For example aequilibrium conditions, and in fact, is applicable for ahet
1/N expansion of the 2P| effective action has been shown tgeneral moment expansion of the initial density mairix [£9]

provide a practicable controlled nonperturbative desicrip To understand how quantum kinetic theory is derived from
of far-from equilibrium dynamics without the small couin - annP! effective action and how it relates to the familiar Boltz-
restriction[25]. mann’s theory, it is perhaps helpful to examine the relation

between this theory in its full generality and an effective
Boltzmann description of relaxation phenomena for the one-
I11. FROM QUANTUM THEORY OF INTERACTING particle distribution function of quasiparticles. In nopéib-
PARTICLESTO QUANTUM KINETIC THEORY rium statistical mechanics, as is well knovini[49, 51], the ac
of truncating the classical BBGKY hierarchy does not inlitse
From previous sections it can be observed that the equatiogad to irreversibility and arf/-theorem. One must further
of motion obtained from the 2PI effective action are quite in perform a type oftoarse graining of the truncated, coupled
volved: nonlinear and nonlocal integro-differential etioias, ~ €quations fom-particle distribution functions. For example,
not readily solvable in closed form. To progress further weif one truncates the hierarchy to include only the one-pirti
need to introduce approximations based on physical consideand two-particle distribution functions, it is the subseqas-
ations. It is easier to proceed if one can observe and justifgumption that the two-particle distribution function ate®
a separation of time scales in the relevant physical presessinitial time factorizes in terms of a product of single-peiet
in question, i.e., one related to quantum processes wheh aflistribution functions (which is at the heart of the moleaul
usually microscopic in scale (note quantum entanglemeht anchaos hypothesis where the colliding particles are imytiak
correlation of the system can extend to much greater scaledependent, but correlated after a collision ) what leadbeo t
meso or even macro) and one related to the kinetic or trandirreversible) Boltzmann equation. The assumption that th
port properties, which is usually macroscopic in scale. How two-particle distribution function factorizes is an exdmpf
ever, this assumption of a scale separation, may not be valid type of coarse graining callesiaving of the two-particle
in mesoscopic processes (as in strongly correlated systems distribution function to the single-particle distributidunc-
macroscopic quantum coherence effects (see footnote ). F&on, in the language ol [20]. The situation in quantum ki-
those situations where a separation of macroscopic and mietic field theory is completely analogous. One may choose
croscopic time scales which would permit an effective kinet to work with a truncation of the hierarchy of the Wigner func-
theory description dogwmt exist, one can adopt theffectively ~ tion and its higher correlation analogs, or one may instead
open system framework quantified by thePI-CTP effective perform a slaving of, for example, the Wigner-transformed
action and the hierarchy of equations it generates. We begit®ur-point function, which leads (within the context of per
with a discussion of the latter situation which is more dedhan turbation theory) directly to the (relativistic) Boltzmaequa-
ing and general. We describe the conceptual pathway for thiégon [19] and the usual -theorem|[22]. Typically this slav-
construction of quantum kinetic theory from thel effective  ing of the higher correlation function(s) involves impagin
action. Though somewhat theoretical and formally orientedcausal boundary conditions to obtain a particular soluftion
it may be of some use, as this is the first point of contact witithe higher correlation function(s) in terms of the lowereard
guantum kinetic theory from the effective action approach, correlation functions [19, 20]. The truncation and subsedu
the atomic and molecular physics (AMO) context(For moreslaving of the hierarchy within quantum kinetic field theory
details on this subject see [19] 20| 1, 22], where our discussan be carried out at any desired order, as dictated by tie ini
sions in the following section are based on). conditions and relevantinteractions. As with any coaraéngr
ing procedure, in implementing the slaving of a higher cor-
relation/distribution function to lower correlation/ttibution

A. Quantum Kkinetic theory from (nPl) effective action

It may be useful to begin by defining what we mean by a
y 9 y 9 ya, It should be pointed out that in order itdentify the Wigner function with

quantum_ kinetic theory' It ?Ontams' but supers_edes, tlaequ a distribution function for quasiparticles, one must shbat tthe density
tum version of Boltzmann’s theory. Formally it refers to the  matrix hasdecohered, and this is neither guaranteed nor required by the

theory based on the hierarchy of coupled equations for the existence of a separation of macroscopic and microscapi scale< [50].



functions, one is going over from a closed system teefan hierarchy, as a particular coarse graining method, hasaeve
fectively open system, the hallmarks of which are the emer- important benefits. First, it can be implemented in a trulg-no
gence of dissipation_[19] and noise/fluctuations [20]. Thisperturbative fashion, where the variance of the mean fieild ca
fact has led some to search for stochastic generalizatibns ®e on the order of the "classical” mass (defined as the sec-
the Boltzmann equation_[52], motivated by the fact that sys-ond order derivative of the effective potential in the edurat
tems in thermal equilibrium always manifest fluctuatiorss, a of motion for the mean field, which provides the natural time
embodied in the fluctuation-dissipation relation. (A dafiv scale of the system dynamics). This necessitates a nonpertu
tion of the stochastic Boltzmann equation from quantum fieldbative resummation of daisy graphs (the leading contidimsti
theory can be found in_[20].) in a large/N expansion)|[13], which can be incorporated in

The essential point about the process of slaving of highe?he truncation/slaving of the c_orrelatlon hlerarc_hy in duna
correlation (or distribution) functions is that it is a sihich  ral way. > Second, the truncation of the correlation hierarchy
is independent of the assumption of macroscopic and micro- accord§ with our intuition that the degrees of free(_:io_m gadi
scopic time scales. In fact, a completely analogous proceaccess_lble to physmal_measur_ements are often limitedeto th
dure exists at the level of the Schwinger-Dyson equationg'ean field and two-point function.

(i.e., without Wigner transformation) for correlation fttions

in an interacting quantum field theony [20]. Recall that the

Schwinger-Dyson equations are, in the context of nondwuili IV. SYSTEMSWHOSE DYNAMICSADMIT TWO-TIME

rium field theory in the Schwinger-Keldysh or closed-time- SEPARATION

path (CTP) formulation, an infinite chain of coupled dynam-

ical equations for all order correlation functions of theagu An alternative (actually more common and easier) route to
tum field. The importance of the closed-time-path formalismreach a kinetic theory description from n-body quantum dy-
in nonequilibrium situations is that it ensures that thesequ namics becomes available when there is a clear separation of
tions are causal and that the correlation functions arérin- two time scales in the system dynamics. This is the usual text
expectation values in the appropriate initial quantumestat book treatment of kinetic theory we are familiar with. Thetw
density matrix. As with the BBGKY hierarchy in nonequilib- differentscales in the system are the time (or length) sge
rium statistical mechanics, the common strategy is to titec  aration between the duration of a collision event (or scatge

the hierarchy of correlation functions at some finite order. length) and the inverse collision rate (or the mean free)path
general procedure has been presented for obtaining couplé®r quantum processes, in the weakly interacting regime, we
equations for correlation functions at any orden the cor-  €xpectthere is also a separation between the kinetic stale o
relation hierarchy, which involves a truncation of the reast particles (expressed in the center of mass coordinate)wnd t
effective action at a finite order in the loop expansior [20].quantum scale (expressed in the momentum corresponding to
By working with an/ loop-order truncation of the master ef- the Fourier transform of the relative coordinates betwaen t
fective action, one obtains a closed, time-reversal iavaiset ~ particles), which describes how quantum processes (such as
of coupled equations for the first+ 1 correlation functions, radiative corrections) change the particles’ mass-enargy
z=C,g = Cs Cs, ...,Ci41. In general, the equation of momenta. Using these approximations it is possible to tecas
motion for the highest order correlation function will bedar,  the full quantum dynamics into the simpler forms of two cou-
and thus can be formally solved using Green’s function methpled equations which constitute quantum kinetic theorg, th
ods. The existence of a unique solution depends on supp|yir@0|t2mann equation governing the distribution functiond a
causal boundary conditions. When the resulting solution fowhat is known as the gap equation for the modified dispersion
the highest correlation function is then back-substituteol  relation.

the evolution equations for the other lower-order correfat

functions, the resulting dynamics becomes non- time-saler  For a three dimensional uniform Bose gas the duration of
invariant, and generically dissipative. As with the slayof  a collision eventr, is given by the time that a particle with
the higher-order Wigner-transformed correlation funesiin ~ average velocity spends in the interaction region measured
guantum kinetic field theory, we have then gone over from ay the range of the two-particle interaction potential. sThi
closed system (the truncated equations for correlation-fun range for a repulsive potential is typically given by thevave
tions) to an effectively open system. In addition to dissipa scattering length and thug ~ a,/v. On the other hand,
tion, one expects that an effectively open system will nestif the inverse collision rate. or time between successive col-
noise/fluctuations (an example of slaving the four-poinictu  lisions is approximately given by. ~ (na2v)~!, wheren

tion to the two-point function in the symmetry-unbrokeh* is the particle density. The required separation of timéesca
field theory is given inl[20]). Thus a framework exists for ex- 7. > 7o implies the inequality.a® < 1 or in other words, the
ploring irreversibility and fluctuations within the conteof a

unitarily evolving quantum field theory, using the trunoati

and slaving of the correlation hierarchy.

While it is certainly not the only coarse-graining scheme 3 At late times in the thermalization stage, when the quantetd fs near
hich Id be applied to an interactin uantum field. the equilibrium, an effective kinetic description may be jistd, but will likely
w IQ cou ; PP . ) gq ! require resummation of hard thermal loops (see, €.d., [S8]hder such
slaving of higher correlation functions to lower-orderresa- circumstances, even the evaluation of transport coeft&ismontrivial for

tion functions within a particular truncation of the coatbn high temperature$ [PB.154].
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necessary condition required for the validity of a scaleasgp collisions and approximate time and space translatiomatin

tion is that the system must be in the dilute weakly intererti ance holds.

regime. For atoms in optical lattices the dilute weakly linte

acting conditions required for the scale separation isllexdfi

if the average repulsive interaction enefgy, where n is the

mean number of particles per lattice site, is much smalkem th

J, the quantum kinetic energy needed to correlate two atoms

at adjacent lattice sites, 6fn/J < 1. To make the scale separation, for BEC systems at hand, it

is best to perform first a gauge transformation which makes it

Perhaps an intuitive way to understand the scale separg&asier to identify (and coarse-grain away) the fast vaniati

tion is the following. At equilibrium the correlation func- induced by the rapid change of the condensate phase. Follow-

tions describing a homogeneous system are translatiomaly i ing Ref. [18] we introduce the gauge transformation

variant and stationary. If the system is disturbed from equi

A. Coarse-graining procedure

librium, collisions among particles would break both invar 2(t) = €9\ /n,(ty), (48)
ances. However, as long as the the interaction energy per RO AR ei"(ti)"zg(é)(ti,t;)e‘i"(té')”a (49)

particle is smaller than the typical kinetic energy per ipart J

cle, inter-particle collisions are few and far between. His t

case the quantum-mechanical entanglement betweenanllisi where\/n,(t;) andé(t;) are real. The equations of motion
partners decays faster than the time required for the nélkt co are invariant under the phase transformation if we replace

sion to take place, particles can be considered as free betwe D ! by Do‘lz

J

D (tis 1) = (1033 (10201 = 0u0(1:)) = 833 Vi (€120 017215,y @m0 80025, ) ) (2 — ), (50)

where we have introduced the definitiahd(t;1/2) = Before going further, it is important to discuss the issua th
O(tiv1) — 6(t;). As shown in Ref. [[16], in the context of by defining the spatial center of mass coordinates at points
the discrete Bose-Hubbard model, it is convenient to map théhat strictly speaking are not lattice sites points we miggt
unitary gauge transformation to the so called phase-twist ointroducing un-physical degrees of freedom. We stressghou
the Hamiltonian. The twisted Hamiltonian exhibits additid  that this is not the case for system with scale separation. Un
phase factors;**2? in the hopping term, which are known as der the slowly varying approximation the un-physical degre

the Peierls phase factols [%5] 56]. of freedom are excluded, since the functions evaluatedeat th
The scale separation is performed by introducing the vari® points may be thought of as the average over neighboring
ables: physical lattice sites.

o , We proceed now to describe the coarse-graining procedure
R=(i+7)/2, T=(t+1)/2, (1) thatuses the slowly varying property of the propagatorbén t
center of mass variables to simplify the equations of motion
If the phase twist applied to the system is smsfl < 7,
r=>-j), T=(@—-t), (52)  the Peierls phase factors can be writteneéf¥] = 1 — iAf —
%M?. In this case, the phase factors can be physically con-
d nected to the imposition of an acceleration on the lattiad an
the energy change resulting from the phase twist can be at-
tributed to the kinetic energy of the superflow generated by
the acceleration. Under this picture in the context of thedBo
Hubbard model the quantitké can be also connected, as is
the gradient of the phase in non lattice systems, to the super
fluid velocity:

For a translationally invariant system at equilibrium, toa-
densate density,(¢;) is position and time independent an
the propagatorg(<)(t;, t") only depend on the relative coor-
dinates variables and~ and are highly peaked about their
zeros. If the system is disturbed by small perturbationsh su
as an external potentidl (¢;) which varies slowly in space
and time, we expect for systems with scale separation,hikat t
gauge-transformed propagatajss) (¢;, t’), acquire a slowly
varying dependence on the center of mass coordirfatesd hog(tivrja) = 2JA0(tisq/2)ar. (53)

T but still to be peaked around the zeros-aindr. We em-

phasis that the gauge transformed, not the original vaiabl with a; the lattice spacing.

are the ones that are expected to be slowly varying. The rea- If the disturbances introduced by the perturbation arelsmal
son is that even if the perturbation is slowly varying, thagdr  the superfluid velocity is expected to be a slowly varyingfun
6(t;) can be arapidly varying function and it can induce strongtion in space and time and to a good approximation its second

variations in the condensate amplitude and in the propagjato order variations can be ignored, i&v;(t) = 2[vs(ti1/2)—
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vs(t;)],V 4. Again, the quantityw;(¢;)) may be thought of pendence of the superfluid velocity, the propaga}grl can
as the average over neighboring lattice sit@s(t;,1/2) +  thus be written in terms of the superfluid velocity as:
vs(ti—1/2)]/2. Using the small angle and slowly varying de-

D (ti,th) =~ (5ij[ih0’z8t = hd0(t;) = V(t:) — Jos(t:)] + J(1 + %%Aﬁs(ﬂ)[&ﬂj + 5i1j]> a(t =)
b (Ji0Ta(t) By — 8i17)) 8t — 1), (54)
|

where we have introduced the dimensionless superfluid velodf we make a change of variablés,) — (R + (r/2),T +
ity 7, (1) = "2 (t) (t/2)) in the one-point functionsio(t;), u(ti), vs(t;) and
At equmbrlum the time derivative of the phase is related V' (t;) and use the the slowly varying dependence of the func-
to the chemical potential. Extending this identificatiorthie  tions on the center of mass coordinates, to a good approxima-
nonequilibrium system we define the chemical potential as tion the functions can be treated as continuous functiods an
second order variations iR and7T" can be neglected. Thus,

w(ty) = —ho0(t;) — Jo(t;) — V(t:), (55) they can be written as:
|
no(ti) = no(R+ (r/2), T+ (t/2)) =no(R,T) + gaRno(R, T)+ %BTnO(R, T), (56)
pti) = R+ (r/2), T+ (t/2)) = p(R,T) + gaRM(R’ T)+ %BT,U(Rv 1), (57)
vs(ti) = vs(R+ (r/2), T+ (t/2)) = vs(R,T) + gaRvs(R, T) + %aTvs(R, T), (58)
V() = V(R+ (r/2), T+ (t/2)) =V (R,T) + gaRV(R, T)+ %(%V(R, T). (59)

Similar approximations can be made on the two pointusing Eq.[[Bb) in EqL{81) we get:

functions by introducing a change of variablgs, ;) —

(r,7; R,T). The slowly varying dependence ® andT al-

low us to treatj2)(r, 7; R, T) as a continuous functions in

the center of mass coordinates and neglect second order vari

tions in them. On the other hand, it is important to include th

discrete dependence on the- i — j variables, inherenttothe ~ H(R,¢;T,w) =27M (I + 03) no(R, T)5(w)dg0.  (62)
tight binding Hamiltonian, in order to retain all the quamtu

effects introduced by the lattice which are crucial to a grop

description of the system.

We now introduce a Fourier transform with respect to the!n EG. (62), the quantity,, (R, 7)) is just related to the con-
relative coordinate variables. Since hereafter we use th@€nsate density of atoms at the space time pdiai, T'). In
gauge-transformed functions exclusively, the primes nall  =d-(E0), the upper diagonal component of the two-point func
dropped to simplify the notation: tion g7 (R,¢; 7', w) corresponds to the well knowvgner

distribution function [47]. It can be interpreted as the den-
sity of noncondensed particles with quasimomentyieind

g(z)(t“ t;) g(z)(m,. RT) (60) egergyﬁw at the positio_rRal and timeT. On the otr_\er hand,
911 (¢R; T, w) is essentially thelensity of states available to
=i Z/dwe(“l“”” wn)gRNR, ¢; T, w), a particle that is added to the system(Bt;, T') with quasi-
27TM momentumy and energyiw. As opposed to a normal system,
H(tz,t;) H(rr: RT) 61) the presence of the condensgte g|)ves nonzero values to the
off-diagonal terms of the funct|ory§§ (R,q; T,w). We refer
=_ Z/dwe(zq“” wr)H(R ¢;T,w), to them as th@nomal ous contributions to the respective two
2nM point functions.



10

B. Generalized Boltzmann equations vary very little asRa; is changed by a characteristic excitation
wavelength off" is changed by an inverse excitation energy.

The generalized Boltzmann equations can be obtained as
the Fourier transform of the equations of motion for the case If we neglect the second order variationfiinand R, as ex-
in which the variations inR andT are very small: in par- plained above, the equations of motion Eql(23[10 (26) can be
ticular when the inverse propagatoy, ! and the self energies approximated by:

. . . 1
D' — RS+ %7) H = _% (D, H] + 5 [RS,H] + § Iy, H], (63)
H('Dol_?RS_%’y) = _Z [HD } [H %S]_E[Hfﬂv (64)
-1 A PSS IEE ) = _E[p @] 4 L @] 4 L [n
(DO RE + F)g by (%g+2A> ) D g }—1-2[?]?2,9 }—F?{E %g}
17 1
z @] _2|v>
+ [0 } 4[2 ,A], (65)
¢ (Dt —je—lr) - (Rg-Lta)z® = L g<<’7D;1} L [g@), mz} L2 [%g 2(<)}
2 2 2 2 2
17 1
B PR EJ) z (&3]
1l ,r]+4[A,2 | (66)
with
D qR; T, w) = (0, (hw — 4(R, T)2J sin(qay)) + (2J cos(qar) + u(R, T)) I). (67)
|
In Egs. [E¥6B)all the quantities depend(@®; Tw). dependence of the quantities &andT . The brackets in
In the equations we have also introduced the following funcEqs. [GRGEE) denote the generalized Poisson brackets define
tions: as:
RS(R,¢;T,w) = S"F(R,¢;T,w) + [A,B] = ZA gi g;g_B + 0rAD,B — 0,A0rB. (73)
%SB<R T, w), (68) “ N
RY(R, ¢;T,w) = SHF(R, q;T,w) + Notice that even though the continuous limit has been taken
§RE B(R w) (69) at the kinetic scale, the discreteness introduced by thiedat
¢ Tow), crucial for a correct description of the physics, is takeio in
account at the quantum scale, as can be seen in gl ( 67)
dw' (R, q; T,w) where the free propagator has a trigonometric dependence on
RSP (R, q; T, w) = P/ o (70)  the quasimomentury, characteristic of lattice-type systems.
do' T(qR: T, ") If the disturbances in the system are small enough that only
REB(R, q; T, w) = P/ qi, (71)  long wavelength modes are excited, < 1, the excitations
?” w = ) only see the lower quarter of the band. In this case the free
Ro(R, q: T, w) P/diA(qu;Taw ). (72)  Propagator reduces to
2w w—w
with P denoting the Cauchy principal value an@R, ¢; T', w), D (¢ < 1/a)R; T,w) = o, (hw — vs(R, T)p) +
I'R,q;T,w), SH(R,q;T,w), X7 (R,q;T,w) and P
A(R,q;T,w) understood as Fourier transforms of the ( Dy (R, T)) I. (74)
functions y(t;, /), T(ti,t}), S (t:,¢), SHF(t;,t;) and
A(ti, t}) respectively. which is like the free propagator for a non-lattice systerd an

To approximate the discretized equations by the continuouthe role of the lattice is just to introduce an effective mass
differential equations we have also used the slowly varyingHerep = hg andm* = h?/(2a?J).
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If we define the statistical functions(which carry a super-Eq. {6%)and Eq.[{86), can be rewritten in terms of statiktica

script(®) in Paper |, Eq. (1.35)) as: and spectral functions as:
“(R,q;T <(R,q;T
FR,qT.w) = 2 (R, g; ,W);Lg (R, g; ,w)’(75)
> (R,q;T S<(R,;T
(R T w) = IR EE R (76)

<D01 —§RZ+%F)F—H(8‘EQ+%A> = —%{[Dol —?RE+%F,F] - {H,éﬁw%A]}, (77)
rpetomsgr) = (rega) = g {[nee oo gr - eganfp
(D;' -RE) A-TRg = —% {[D;' = RE, A] - [, Rg]}, (79)
A(D;' —RY) —Rgl' = —%{[A,Dgl—éRZ] — [Rg, I} . (80)

Egs. [63),[[6BK) andT7)E(BO) are our passage to the Boltzeffects due to interactions, i.e. how interaction effetiarge

mann equations. They describe the state of the gas at a givéime energy momentum dispersion relations from that of free

time. Different from the HFB equations they include colli- particles to a more complicated spectrum. Because these two

sional integrals for binary interactions. effects are physically distinct, we can treat the left ang th
right hand sides in a different way.

C. Ordinary Boltzmann equations In the derivation of the ordinary Boltzmann equations, one
completely neglects all the kinetic effects in the second or
To progress further we can introduce more simplificationsder self energies (the dependenceldoand R in the second
based on physical considerations. The ordinary Boltzmanorder self-energy terms on the right hand side) and retain dy
equation emerges from the approximation in which the selhamical effects{ and R dependence on the left hand side).
energies that appear on the left side of Hg$.(€3], (64)@ld (7 In this way, we get the familiar Boltzmann equations which
@B0) are handled differently from those which appear on thalescribe the particles as free particles in between cwfissi
right. These two appearance of the self-energy play a differ with a modified energy-momentum dispersion relation. It is
physical role in the description of the dynamics [17]. Thi se a reasonable assumption in dilute weakly interacting gimses
energies on the right hand side describe the dynamicalteffecwhich the duration of a collision is very short compared ® th
of collisions, i.e., how the collisions transfer partickesm  essentially interaction-free dynamics between isola@t-c
one energy-momenta configuration to another. On the othesions. Neglecting kinetic effects in the second order sedfe
hand, the self energies on the left describe the quanturtikine gies, Eqs[{@3)[[84) anf{]77]=180) can be approximated to

D1 — RS+ %7) H= —% (D' — SHEB H], (81)
H(D;' RS- %7) = —% [H,D,*' — SHFP] (82)
DQ-@RE%P)F-H(%}@%A) :—% (D, —sHFB F], (83)
(D;l—éRz)A—mg:—% (Dt —xHFB 4], (84)

1

: (85)

F Dol—érez—%r> - <§Rg— %A) M=—<[F D, —SHFB],

A(D;' = RE) — Rgl' = —% [A,D;! — £HFP]. (86)
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If we take the trace of the sum and the difference of each Moreover, if we define the operatoirM = Mo + M3,
one of the above equations with its hermitian conjugate;, theand apply it again to the sum and the difference of each one

can be simplified to : of the equationd{17) t&_(B0) with its transpose we also get:
Tr{(D;* —RS)H} = 0, (87)
Tr{(D;' —RT) F —IRg} = 0, (88)
Tr{(D,' —RTL) A-TRg} = 0, (89)
Tr D' — SHFB H] = —Tr(vH), (90)
Tr D' —SHFB F|l = —Tr(I'F —114),(91)
Tr D' —SHEB 4] = 0. (92)

Re (r{(D;" = RS) H}) = %Im (r [Dg " = S™FP H] +(yH)) (93)
Re (r {(D;' —RT) F —TIRg}) = %Im (Tr [D, 1 =P8 F] + Tr(DF —T1A)) (94)
Re (Tr {(D;' —RE) A —TRg}) = %Im (T [D; ' —SHEB A]), (95)
Tm (T {(D;* = RS) H}) = —3Re (Tr[D;* — "8, H] 4 I(H) (96)
Im (Tr {(D;! = RX) F —TIRg}) = —%Re (r [D;' =758 F] + Tr(TF — TTA)) (97)
Tm (T {(D;* = R) A~ TRg}) = L Re (Tr [0}~ 2177, 4), (98)

with Re and I'm denoting the real and imaginary parts. To time to relax after an applied perturbation. In this sectian
close the set of equations, we need an equation of motion fawill show how the second order nonequilibrium Boltzmann
the superfluid velocity which can be found from the defini- Equations lead, in these special cases to the linear equilib
tions Eq.[5b) and EQ.{(H3) to be: rium solutions obtained from the HFB approximatibn [16] up-
graded with second order correctiondin

At equilibrium, in the absence of any external potentia, th

((W(R,T) + V(R,T)) + JTX(R, T)) . func_tionSg2 and ! are completely independent &fandT".
(99) In this case the generalized Poisson-bracket terms araadro

Eqs.[BIE9B) together with Ef{99) form a closed set oquS [E9[P) and3L.P2) imply that:
equations that describe the state of the gas at a given time.
Equations [[8I=89) and_(H3195) are usually called ¢gap 1 B _
equations. They describe the quantum properties of a gas A (D" %E) (Rg)T" = 0. (100)
which is evolving according to Boltmaznn-type equatidi (9 Becausé%g(q, )is determined byl (g, ) as indicated in Eq.

B2) and [BH=98). Under the derived formalism Hqd.(§7}-(99) Eq. [T0D tisfied whet iven b
form a coupled set of equations which replace the 0r|g|naflzz) o )is satisfied wheti(q, ) is given by

dynamics. The equations have to be solved self consistently
for any analysis.

o, (R,T) 0
oT ~  OR

-1

. . —1
—iA(q,w) = {D;l — R+ %F} - [D;l —RY — %F] (101)

V. EQUILIBRIUM PROPERTIESFOR A HOMOGENEOUS

SYSTEM and the functio®g(q, w) given by

- P / du’ Alg,w (102)

There are two situations in which we expect an equilibrium
solution to come from the Boltzmann equations. Firstly when )
; { {

2r w—w

. . . . . . 1 3 _1
the system has never been disturbed and it remainsin its equi _ o —RE+ 11“} + [Dl - R — EF] .
librium state. Secondly when the system has had sufficient 2 ¢ 2
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From Eqs[(A0)[[36)[191) and {97) we also get, at equiliibtiu  with
the conditions

v =0, (103) Lyg(w) = —2J cosqa; — p+ S5 (q,0)
!/ /
I'F—TA = 0. (104) n Céiirﬂ(q;“ ). (110)
Eqgs. [I0B) and(I04) are just the mathematical statement of TWow ’6/ )
deta_li_leq balance. They represent the physical c_onditimrrm My_q(w) = SHFB (g 0) + / dw’ I2(qw ) (11)
equilibrium the net rate of change of the density of parsicle 2 w—w' + i€

with momentumy and energyw is zero. Since it is always

possible to writel[17] The quasiparticle amplitudes andv, are the solutions to the
eigenvalue problem

1
Flaw) = (m()+3) Algw). (109
2 ( Lq(q,wq) Mg—q(q;wq) ) (Uq> — hw ( Uq )
Eq.[I0%) can only be satisfied if My (=a, —wq) L34(—q, —wyq) Vg I\ —vg )7
(112)
1 and satisfy the normalization condition,|? — |v,|? = 1.
I(q,w) = (nq(w) + 5) I'(q,w), (106) In the absence of vortices it is always possible to find an
ensemble in which the amplitudés,, v,) are purely real

is satisfied. Detailed study of the structure of the selfrgme and u, = u_q, v, = v_q. Interms of the quasiparticle
indicates thainq(w) is related to the Bose-Einstein thermal amplitudes, the matrix elements of the spectral functign
distribution,n,(w) = eﬁw—l_l with 3 interpreted as the local Eq.[I01), are given by:
inverse temperature in energy unlts|[17, 18]. In refsl [bé] t

authors prove that the only translational invariant solutis

the thermal.

2 2
SinceH contains delta functions in momentum and energy at Ai(qw) = —2Im Uq ___ Yq _
equilibrium, we get from EqL{87): w—wg+ 0t w—wg+1i0~

= 27 [ugd(w —wq) — 1)25((,0 +wg)],  (113)

po= —2J 4 RS511(0,0) + RNS12(0,0). (107)
Apa(q,w) = 2Im [ UqVq _ UqUq _ }
w—wg+i0T  w—we+i0
A. Quasiparticle formalism = —2mugvg [0(w —wy) — d(w +wy)], (114)
Ax(q,w) = —An(—gq,—w), (115)
In the noninteracting case the diagonal termd ¢f, w) are A (qw) = Al(qw). (116)

just delta functions with peaks at valuesraf that match the

possible energy difference which results from adding alsing _ ) o

particle with quasimomentur to the system. In the many F|r_1ally, using the def|n|t|(1ns af andA, we can express the
body system the energy spectrum is sufficiently complex séhatrix componentsp,(w), pg(w) andmg(w) defined as the
that the diagonal elements df(¢, w) are not delta functions Fourier transform op;, pi; andm,; respectively (see Egs.
but instead continuous functions ©f However, there are al- (@2) and[(3B)) in terms of quasiparticle amplitudes:

ways sharp peaks id. These sharp peaks represent the co-

herent and long lived excitations which behave like weakly

interacting particles. These excitations are called guaast pe(w) = 27 [ulng(w)d(w — wy) (117)
cles. From Eq.[TTI01) it is possible to see that the quasgbarti o I

decay rate is determined @ The quasiparticle approxima- +0g(1+ng(w))d(w +wg)]

tion is obtained by consideririg very small for small values Pg(w) = 21 [ul(14ng)(w)d(w —wy)  (118)

of w. This assumption implies thd&?~! = D, ! — RT — %

2
is essentially real with only an infinitesimal imaginary par Hugng(W)o(w + Wqﬂ ’

The zeros ofD~! about whichA is very sharply peaked are Mme(w) = 2muqvg [ng(w)d(w + wg) (119)
identified with the quasiparticle energiks,. —(1 4+ ng(w))d(w + wy)] -
Using the assumption of a very smalland the identity
, 1 7 1 , ,
lg%w—w’—i—ie_Pw—w’_Zﬂ-d(w_w)’ (108)

. . . . B. HFB approximation
it is possible to write the matrix componentsof! as:

. Under the HFB approximation the matriR> andRS are
D™ (q,w) = (109)  just given bysH#FE andSHFE . In terms of the quasiparticle
( 10 > < Lyq(q,w) My—q(q,w) ) amplitudes and settiny” = 2, they can be written as:
hw - * *
0 —1 M (—q,—w) Lf (=g, —w)
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SHFB _ ] ( 2T(ZZO++H?) 2?7;04_4_7?5) ) ’ (120)
GHFB _ U(m)%?ﬁ nOT25>' (121)
with
n == % Z [(1+ nq(wq))vg + ugnq} ) (122)
q
m = % > ugvg (2ng(wg) +1). (123)
q

In the HFB approximation, Eq.{IIL2) and ER.{IL07) then yield:

—2J cos(qa;) — p+2U(n, + 1) U (n, +m) Ug \ _ g [ Ve (124)
U (n, +m) —2J cos(qa;) — u+2U(n, + 1) ve ) I\ —ug )
w=—-2J+Un,+2Un+ Um. (125)
|
As a final step, to fix the total density tg the constraint The HFB approximation violates the Hugenholtz-Pines the-
orem:
has to be satisfied. L44(0,0) — M,_,(0,0) = —2Um # 0 (128)

For a given density and temperature E§S.1124)-1(126) form

a closed set Of- equatio-ns. At Zero te_mperature, they reduce t One way to solve the gap pr0b|em is to set the anomalous
the HFB equations derived in[16] using the quadratic approXterms to zero in HFB equations. This procedure is known as

imation. _ HFB-Popov approximation. The HFB-Popov equations were
The Hugenholtz-Pines theorem stzltes[58] that a homogeirst introduced by PopoM [59], and at equilibrium they are
neous system at equilibrium has to fulfill consider a better approximation than the HFB equations be-

cause they yield a gapless spectrum. Nevertheless the HFB-
Popov equations are not conserving and therefore they &re no

L4q(0,0) = My—4(0,0) =0 (127)  appropriate to describe dynamical evolution.

The above equation implies that the energy spectrum of a Bose
gas is gapless,i.e. there is an excitation with an energy tha
tends to zero in the limit of zero momentum. Mathematically
the thearem implies that the two-point propagatgr, w) has

a pole aty = w = 0. Physically it reflects the fact that small
rotations of the phase of the condensate wave function cost When second order terms are taken into account the matri-
little energy (Goltstone mode of the broken symmetry). Theces(,, andM,_, become energy dependent. For simplicity
Hugenholtz-Pines theorem is a consequence of the invarianeve restrict the calculations to the zero temperature cagmnwh
of the mean field and the two point propagators under a phase, = 0. In terms of the quasiparticle amplitudes the contribu-
transformation. tions to the self-energy at second order are given by

C. Second-order and Beliaev approximations
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My—q(q,w) = Un, + Um + (129)
2_U2n Z 24k Bk + 2CLAp + 2C;By— 1 + 3CrCq—i; _ 2B Ag—i + 2C Ap + 2C;By—i, + 3CrCo—i
EM ° - W — Wi — We—k + 1€ W+ Wi + wg— — 1€
" 202 Z (QAkBqukp + CkaCq,k,p _ 2Bk¢4pcq7kfp + Ckaqup>

hM? A\ w—w — Wp — Wy—k—p + € W+ wk + wp + Wy—k—p — i€ )’
Loq(q,w) = —2Jcosqa; — p+2Un, +2Un + (130)
2U2n0 .AkAqfk + 2Ak3q—k + 4CkAq7k + 2Cqu,k B Bkquk + 2(BkAq7k) + 4Ck3q7k + ZCqu,k

hM - W — Wk — We—f + 1€ W+ Wi+ wWe— — 1€

+ 2U? Z ArApBg—k—p + 2ArCpCo—r—p _ BBy Aq—k—p + 2BrCpCq—k—p
hM? pap ’

W — W — Wp — Wg—k—p + 1€ W+ Wi + wp + wWe—g—p — 1€

- _ 202
w=-2J+Un,+20Un+Um — hMQkZ
P

B 2U? Z 2AkaCk+p + AkAka+p + 2BkaCk+p + BkBpAker
hM?2 o Wk + Wp + Wetp ’

(2Ak8pck+p + 2B ApCryp + 2Ckcpck+p)

Wk + Wp + Witp

where the quantitiegl, 5 andC are defined as guadratic approximations.

If we omit the second order terms containing no condensate
amplitudes, the equations that we get arditijig-binding ver-
Ar = uf, Br=vi, Cp=—urve.  (131)  sjon of the ones originally derived by Beliaév][43]:

The inclusion of second order terms modifies the structure Moy—g(g,w) = Uno+ AAMy_q(q, w) (132)
of the HFB equations. The matrix that we need to diago- r _ U \AL 133
nalize to find the quasiparticle energies depends now on the gq(q,w) = €lg] +Uno + qq(q,w)  (133)
quasiparticle mode in consideration. This means that asepa po= —2J+Uno+ AAp. (134)
rate nonlinear problem must be solved for every quasipartic
state, whereas the solution of the HFB equations yields th@ith
whole quasiparticle spectrum. The matrix which is to be di-
agonalized also becomes intrinsically nonlocal and toesolv elg) = 4Jsin*(qa1/2) (135)
for a quasiparticle state with quasimomentgynwve have to Ap = 2Un+Um. (136)
sum over alldifferent quasimomenta. Finally, the diagaial
ements are no longer equal as was always the case in all tlaad

AMy_q(q,w) =Um+ e

202 Z <2Akqu + 2Ck.Ap + 2CkBq7k + 3Cqu,k

- W — W — Wg— + 1€

2By Ay g + 20k A, + 2C B 1 + 3CkCq—i (137)
W+ Wk + we—f — i€ 7
_ 22U, ApAg— + 2468k + 4CkAg—k + 2CkCqi
ALgq(q,w) = =Um + AM ;( W — Wk — We—k + 1€
_ BiBy g + 2(BrAg k) + 4CkByk + 2CkCy (138)
W+ Wi + wy—k — t€ ’

In the above equations we introduce the paramgtenly to  the calculations.
use it as a perturbation parameter and set to one at the end of
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If second order terms are included in the theory, they
change the quasiparticle spectrum not only by shifting the
guasiparticle energies but also by making them complex. The ©) _ (2 _ &t nOU + hwéo)
imaginary part that the quasiparticle energies acquireesom Ay =g = 27w ’ (140)
from the poles of the second order terms and it is associ- 1
ated with a damping rate. The physical meaning is that when
the energy denominator in the second order terms vanishes a ©) ©)
process where a quasiparticle decays into two of lower en- BO) — % _ Ea 1o U — Twg (141)
q q

ergy is energetically allowed. This kind of damping mech- 2hwf1°)
anism is known a8eliaev damping and was calculated by
Beliaev in the case of a uniform Bose superfidid [43]. In
the remainder of this section we calculate the zero tempera- )
ture Beliaev damping coefficient for atoms in optical latc C0) — _(0),00) — _ Mo Y (142)
using the tight-binding second order Beliaev approximmtio e ¢ 2hw )’
Eqgs. [I3V){(138). We follow the same ideas used by Beliaev
to study the uniform system.
. m® = % > ulPu), (143)
1. Perturbative treatment q#0
and

As the starting point we assume that the net effect of sec-
ond order plus HFB terms is to introduce small corrections to 1 )
the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) self enerdiem this case n=n" 4+ — Z S (144)
instead of solving the equations in a self consistent way we M q#£0
can replace the BdG quasiparticle energies and amplitides i
the HFB and second order self-energy corrections to cadteula with » the total densityp = N/M.
the shift they introduce in the spectrum. As shown in the last section, the HFB approximation has

The quasiparticle energies and amplitudes in the BdG apthe problem that it has a gap in the excitation spectrum and
proximation are given by [16]: therefore violates Pines-Hugenholtz theorem. However, as

shown by Beliaevi[43], when second order Beliaev contribu-
tions are included the theory becomes gapless. This can be
hw(® = /g2 + 2UnPe,, (139)  seen from Eq{{IB7) and{138):

4 In the translationally ‘invariant limit the Bogoliubov-deenes matrix ele- HFB-Popov [15[16]
mentsL,, and M, _, agree with the matrix elements calculated using the )

ALy (0,0) — AM,_4(0,0) = —2Um® +

20, (A;0>A§’,1 +BYBY) - 2c,§0>c<_0,3>
0
k _2“12 )

2 (02
= —2Um® — 2U2”oz (s~ )

hM —2w,(€0)

1 Un, 2U%n, 1
= U — — =0. 145
M 2 Do I 4 0 e

2. Beliaev damping

If we include HFB and second order corrections, the quasi-
particle energy shifts are given to first orderimy
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hwlD) = 6B, +iv, (146)

= APALy o (a,0{) + BOAL;_ (=0, —w (") + C(AMyq(q,0(7) + AMG_y (=g, —)).

q

After some algebra, Eq_{TU6) can be written in the more con-
venient form:

SE, + i, = U (u(O) _ U(O))2 + 4_U2ngO) Z Bﬁ,q,k — Bi*“*k , (247)
e e hM & wéo) — w,(co) — w((;i)k + t€ w,go) + w,(c + w((i)k — 1€

where the matricesy, ;5 andf?k,q_k are defined as

Brgr = uflo) (u,(go)uéo,)k — u,io)vé(i)k — vflo)uflo)) — Uéo) (u,(f)vffjk — u,(co)vé(i)k — vflo)ugo)), (148)
=~ 0) (0 0) (0 0) (0 0) (0
B g-r = uéo) (v,(C )vg_)k — u,(C )U;—)k — v((lo)ugo)) — véo) (u§C )ug_)k — u,(C )U;—)k — v((lo)ugo)). (149)

If we replacee, by hg?/2m, the matrix elements given by Therefore, in the regim&n/J > 1 ® the interaction term
Egs. [14B) and(139) reduce to the Beliaev uniform gas matrixlominates for all quasimomenta and the quasiparticle ampli
elements (see for example Ref.[[15] and [31]). tudes and energies can be expanded as:

The damping coefficient can be obtained using the identity

Eq. (I08) in Eq.[[I47). This yields

1 3 5
ul” v =y SR IR B (15))
— o o 20, 2 8 8
— 0 2 0

7= MR "‘g)zk:B’f’q—’f‘s (wé)_“k _“q—k)' o~ %_%+%’“3+%’“5, (152)

(150) o X
For a translational-invariant system at equilibrium, albg- hwg)) ~ 2nf)0)U (ai + _ag) ’ (153)

tities areT” and R independent and depend only on the rela- 2

tive coordinates andr. Therefore, at equilibrium the scale
separation is always valid and we can relax the conditiofvhere
Un/J < 1. In Ref. [16] we showed by comparison with
solutions obtained by the exact diagonalization of the Bose

Hubbard Hamiltonian, that for commensurate systems in the a = 7 (a—k)w, (154)
parameter regime whe(€/.J) < 0.5(U/J)., the BdG equa- J

tions give a good description of the properties of the system . J 1/4 155
(U/J). ~ dn is the superfluid to Mott insulator critical ratio, n= Oy (155)

d the dimensionality and the density of the system. For sys-
tems with non-commensurate fillings, where the superfluid tan the very weakly interacting regimén,/J < 1, the ap-
Mott insulator quantum phase transition does not take placgyroximations used to derive EqE_{151) fa{l153) are stilidval
the agreement between the BdG and the exact solutions wgghe quasimomentum of the excitation involved in the decay
shown to be significantly better for a larger parameter regim process is smalba; < \/m

Because Eq[{I}0) was found treating the second order eorrec If one substitutes Eqe{T51) ©{153) for the quasiparticle

tions as a perturbation, its validity is restricted to thegpae- amplitudes in EGIB0) and makes use of the energy conser-
ter regime(U/J) < 0.5(U/J)., where the BdG solutions are

still a good description of the system.
As opposed to the uniform system without the lattice, where
for hlgh momentum the smgle pamde energy ( which grows s Notice that for large filling factors:, the parametet/n/.J can be bigger

o . : )
asgq )is alWayS do_mnjant, n the presence of the lattice, the than one but the system can be still far away from the Motttsucritical
single particle excitation energies are always boundetlby point
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vation condition, which is approximately given by the one dimensional uniform Bose gas dispersion relatton, i
is also found to be zero.
1 The extension of the expression for the Beliaev damping
al —ap —ol = §(a2 +ab, —ad), (156)  coefficient to higher dimensional lattice systems can beedon
straightforwardly. One just has to replace the single plarti
one gets the following expression for the damping coefficien dispersion relation;, in EQIISY by the one in the specific di-
mension. If we assume a separable square lattidedimen-
sions, with the same tunneling matrix energyand lattice

O J €q€kEq—k o —  _ constanty, in all different directions we get:
Vg = SI 0 zk: A /Ta(eq — @ —€-k), (157)

N . . : : ; ; I J €q€k€q-k ¢  _  _
with €, thi)dlmensmnless quasiparticle energies given byyéd) — 8de§ : /%5(% — %k —Cq-k) (158)
—_ hw, : H H No
e = o5 When the number of lattice sites is large, k

ny Un

to a good approximation the discrete sum can be replaced by 9af S /dk\/mg (Fq — B — Pq_1)
anintegrall /M Y, — ai/2x [/ dk. 16(2m)d-1 ,(0) J3 4 a—>

For the one dimensional system, we find that the only value
of k at which the energy constraint is satisfied is when q. with the definitionse, = 4J 25:1 sin2 (kwéaz)’ hwl(:)) ~
This value ofk leads to a zero damping coefficient and there-_ s 1.6 cn1/4 3 heo®
fore in the one dimensional system the quasiparticles becon?’ U (0o + 30k), o =1 (%) 7 andey = 20 2
totally stable against their decay into two of lower eneigy. An analytic expression for the damping coefficient can be
this case higher order decay processes have to be consideredsily obtained when the excitations involved in the decay
However, the absence of Beliaev damping in one dimensionglrocess have long wave numbeg; < 1. In this parame-
lattices is not a particular characteristic of the lattiégpdr-  ter regime for the particular case of a three dimensiontdéat
sion relation. If the damping coefficient is calculated gsin the integral yields:

- 9 Ja? _
@=3) o 22U [ rag sin(f)k? fatkfa-k (qal — kay — a;\/p? + ¢% — 2pq cos 9)

7qaz<<l ~ 327T n(()o) ,]3
9 J 5 qay 3 h2 3,5
~ g [ k- = (159)
321 O Jo 6407 1, (0)
[
with m* = h?/(2Ja?) the effective mass. In the long wave- VI. CONCLUSIONS

length limit, or phonon regime, the damping coefficient ia th
lattice reduces to the well known result first obtained byi-Bel

aev in the phonon regime, with the mass replaced by an effec- In_thls work we continued our previous studies C.)f the dy-
tive mass. namics of bosonic atoms confined in optical potentials. Here

starting from the 2PI-CTP equations of motion, derived in
Paper | from the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian, we show how
the complicated nonlocal, non-Markovian integro-diffetiel
equations can be simplified and reduced to the standarddkinet
theory equations. Specifically, by using a two-time separa-
Outside the phonon regime, the analytic evaluation of thdion condition, valid in dilute weakly interacting systemst
integral is more complicated because of the energy conserv¥€'Y far away from equilibrium, we recast the full quantum
tion constraint. In the uniform gas case, which has a simpleflynamics into two coupled sets of equations: the first set of
quasiparticle spectrum, it has been shown that there ista fini BOltZmann equations governing the distribution functiand
threshold momenturg* such that the decay of an excitation & second_set of gap equations desprlbmg the modified disper-
is impossible if; > ¢* [60]. We expect that the trigonomet- SiON relation. We con_clude here with three remarks on some
ric dependence on the quasimomentum of the quasiparticReneral features of this problem and our approach.
dispersion relation in lattice-type systems makes theggner  First, a remark on quantum kinetic theory in discrete ver-
conservation constraint even harder to fulfill. In Ref [  sus continuous systems: Even though we work with a lattice
authors calculated the finite temperature Landau damping c@as system described by the Bose Hubbard Hamiltonian, the
efficient in a one dimensional optical lattice and showed theassumption that the propagators are slowly varying in tine ce
disappearance of Landau damping wliém,/.J > 6. ter of mass coordinates permits one to map the discrete tight
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binding equations into a set of continuous differentiala&qu to be a mere academic exercise in our demonstration of how
tions in the center of mass coordinates. For this reason thBoltzmann like equations are obtained from the effective ac
dynamical equations of motion we derived for discrete systion and equilibrium solutions can be obtained from the full
tems look very similar to previous kinetic equations deative quantal solutions. In making explicit the simplifying asgur
for continuous systems. On the other hand, to include all théions en route starting from first principles, it allow us & r
relevant dynamical effects introduced by the lattice, wptke alize the limitations and the applicability of a kinetic trg
the discrete character of the tight binding Hamiltonianhia t formulation for describing the quantum dynamics of many-
equations for the relative coordinates, as manifesteceigép  body lattice systems. It serves to identify the range ot
equations which exhibit a dispersion relation differemnfir  and the parameter regimes where the underlying assumptions
the homogeneous Bose gas system. leading to these simplified kinetic equations can become un-
Second, the last section of this work was dedicated to aeliable. We view this effort as having both theoretical and
study of quantum equilibrium solutions. By using the quasi-practical significance in seeking a proper description chsu
particle approximation, we recovered from the kinetic equasystems and better understanding of its behavior — theateti
tions the linear HFB corrections to the self-energy plus secin scrutinizing the practicing kinetic theories in existenand
ond order corrections. We showed how by neglecting thepractical in providing the correct paramters for compariso
condensate-independentsecond order terms in the setjyene with experiments.
one obtains a tight-binding version of the well known Beli-
aev equations. We used these equations to derive expression a. Acknowledgement AMR and CW Clark are sup-
for the zero temperature Beliaev damping coefficient in latported in part by an Advanced Research and Development
tice systems in certain parameter regimes. In particular, wActivity (ARDA) contract and by the U.S. National Science
showed that for long wavelength excitations, the damping coFoundation under grant PHY-0100767. BLH is supported in
efficient in a three dimensional lattice reduces to the ote capart by NSF grant PHY-0426696, a NIST grant and an ARDA
culated for a uniform Bose gas in the phonon regime, but wittcontract MDA90401/C0903. EC is supported by the Univer-
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