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Q uantum dynam ics ofB ose-H ubbard H am iltonians beyond H artree-Fock-B ogoliubov:

T he B ogoliubov backreaction approxim ation
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W e form ulate a m ethod for studying the quantum �eld dynam ics ofultracold Bose gases con-

�ned within opticallattice potentials, within the lowest Bloch-band Bose-Hubbard m odel. O ur

form alism extends the two-sites results of Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 000568 (2001) to the general

caseofM latticesites.Them ethodology isbased on m apping theBose-Hubbard Ham iltonian to an

SU (M )pseudospin problem and truncatingtheresulting hierarchy ofdynam icalequationsforcorre-

lation functions,up to pair-correlationsbetween SU (M )generators.Agreem entwith few-siteexact

m any-particle calculations is consistently better than the corresponding Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov

approxim ation.M oreover,ourapproxim ation com paresfavorably with am oreelaboratetwo-particle

irreducible e�ective action form alism ,ata fraction ofthe analytic and num ericale�ort.

PACS num bers:3.75.K k

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

Strongcorrelation e�ects,which im ply enhanced quan-

tum uctuationsaround m ean �eld orderparam eters,are

playing an increasingly im portantrole in recentexperi-

m entson dilute quantum gases.O ne strategy forboost-

ing the im portance ofcorrelations and uctuations in-

volves the controlofcoupling param eters. Interatom ic

interactions can be e�ectively tuned by m eans ofm ag-

netic Feshbach resonances [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6], allowing

for a controlled transition into the non-unitary regim e

n1=3as > 1,where the e�ective s-wave scattering length

as is largerthan the average distance between particles

n1=3 with n being the num ber-density ofthe gas.Q uan-

tum uctuations also dom inate quasi-one-dim ensional

system s [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15] where trans-

verse con�nem entm ay be used to increase the e�ective

coupling strength g1D = 2~2as=(m l
2

? ) without explicit

controlofthethree-dim ensionals-wavescatteringlength.

In the extrem e Tonks-G irardeau strong-coupling regim e

g1D m =(~
2n)� 1,spatialcorrelationsdictatetheim pen-

trability ofbosons,leading to idealferm ion like density

distributions[8,9].

An alternative to increasing e�ective interaction

strengths, is to decrease other (e.g. kinetic) term s in

the m any-body Ham iltonian. In a Bose gascon�ned by

an opticallattice,an e�ectivem om entum cuto� isintro-

duced by controlingthebarrierheights,thussuppressing

the hopping frequency J between adjacentsites. G iven

N particles interacting with strength U , the strong-

interaction regim e is achieved for U N =J > 1,as m an-

ifested in the quantum transition from a superuid to a

M ott-insulatorphase [16,17,18].

Considerable theoreticale�ort is currently aim ed at

developing e�cient m ethods for the description ofcor-

related quantum gases far from equilibrium . O ne ap-

proach relieson perturbationsofthelowest-orderm ean-

�eld theory given by theG ross-Pitaevskii(G P)equation.

Theresultisa fam ily ofm ean-�eld pairing theories.The

standard zero-tem perature Bogoliubov prescription [19]

gives the natural sm all-oscillation m odes by lineariza-

tion about the G P ground-state. However,this linear

response theory does not account for the backreaction

ofexcitationson the condensate order-param eterand is

thuslim ited to sm allperturbationsand shorttim escales.

Backreaction is accounted for within the Hartree-Fock-

Bogoliubov (HFB)theory,which prescribesa setofcou-

pled equations for the condensate order-param eter and

pair correlation functions [20, 21, 22, 23]. Since both

norm aland anom alouscorrelationsareincluded,thisap-

proach com es at the cost of ultraviolet divergences of

anom alous quantities. W hile this problem is relatively

easy to dealwith by renorm alization ofthe coupling pa-

ram eters,a m ore seriousissue,also related to the inclu-

sion ofanom alouscorrelations,isthe HFB spectralgap

[20].Thisunphysicalgap in the excitation spectrum re-

sultsin from the breaking ofU (1)gauge sym m etry and

the consequentelim ination ofthe G oldstone m odescor-

responding to gaugetransform ationsofthe broken sym -

m etry solution. An interm ediate form between Bogoli-

ubov and HFB isthe HFB-Popov (HFB-P)approxim a-

tion [20,24]whereU (1)sym m etryisrestored by elim ina-

tion ofnoncondensate anom alousterm sonly.W hile the

resulting theory isgapless,itdoesnotconservethetotal

num berofparticlesand isthusinadequatefordescribing

dynam icalcondensatedepletion.Finally,ifallanom alous

quantitiesareneglected,oneobtainsthebosonicHartree

Fock (HF)theory [20]which isboth gaplessand conserv-

ing,butdoesnotallow foranydynam icaldepletion,since

the populations ofcondensed and non-condensed parti-

clesare conserved separately.Itisthushighly desirable

to develop a theoreticaldescription that(a) is U (1)in-

variantand hencegapless,(b)conservesthetotalnum ber

ofparticles,yet(c)allowsfordynam icaldepletion ofthe

condensate.

Recently,a perturbative approxim ation schem e based

on a two-particle irreducible (2PI) e�ective action ex-

pansion,hasbeen used to study the nonequilibrium dy-

nam icsofcondenstaesin opticallattices[23]within the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606609v1
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lowestBloch-band Bose-Hubbard m odel.W ithin the2PI

e�ectiveaction expansion,theBogoliubov and HFB the-

ories em erge as one-loop and a single two-loop correc-

tion respectively,totheclassicalG P action.Higher-order

approxim ations,obtained by including two-vertex term s

in the diagram aticexpansion ofthe e�ective action (de-

noted asin Ref.[23]by’2nd’)and bya1=N expansionup

to second-orderin thecoupling strength (denoted hence-

forth by ’1=N ’) with N being the num ber ofauxillary

classical�elds used to approxim ate the quantum -�eld,

have been com pared with HFB and exact few-sites nu-

m ericalcalculations. The resultsdem onstrate som e im -

provem entofthehigher-orderapproxim ationsoverHFB

in predicting the exactm any-body dynam ics. However,

at su�ciently long tim es allapproxim ationsfaildue to

interaction e�ects.A nonperturbative1=N 2PIe�ective

action expansion approach havealso been developed and

applied to the equilibration ofa hom ogeneousBose gas

in 1D [25].

In this work we develop a m ean-�eld theory for the

description ofquantum dynam ics in the Bose-Hubbard

m odel. The technique,referred to here as Bogoliubov

Back Reaction (BBR),isa m any-siteextension ofprevi-

ouswork on a two-sitem odel[26,27],based on the per-

turbation ofequationsofm otion forthe reduced single-

particledensity operator,instead oftheusual�eld oper-

atorapproach.The resulting equationsinvolve the two-

pointreduced single-particledensity m atrix (SPDM )and

the four-pointcorrelation functions. They contain only

norm al(i.e.num berconserving)quantities,and arethus

U (1)sym m etric.The approxim ation conservesthe total

num ber ofparticles,yet it allows for population trans-

ferfrom thecondensateto theexcitations,thusaccount-

ing for condensate depletion during the evolution. W e

com pare BBR calculationswith fullm any-body num er-

icalresults for up to a hundred particles and �ve lat-

tice sites,as wellas with HFB and 2PIe�ective action

results. The BBR results give better,longer-tim e pre-

dictions than current rivalapproxim ations,at a sm all

fraction ofthetheoreticale�ort.

In section IIwe presentthe Bose-Hubbard m odeland

the standard HFB approach. In section III we trans-

form theBose-Hubbard Ham iltonian with M latticesites

into an SU (M ) pseudospin problem ,derive dynam ical

equationsfortheSU (M )generatorsspanning thesingle-

particledensity operator,and truncatetheresultinghier-

archy ofdynam icalequationsforcorrelation functionsto

obtain theBBR equationsofm otion.Section IV contains

num ericalfew-sitesresultsand com parison with HFB as

wellas2PIe�ectiveaction approxim ation m ethods.Dis-

cussion,conclusionsand prospectsforfutureresearch are

presented in section V.
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FIG .1: (color online) Population im balance w in a two-site

system as a function ofrescaled tim e � for L = 2 (a),L =

4 (b), L = 5 (c), and L = 10 (d). The total num ber of

particlesissetto N = 100.Solid bluelines,corresponding to

exactm any-body num ericalresults,are com pared to the G P

(dotted lines), HFB (dash-dotted lines), and BBR (dashed

lines)approxim ations.

II. C O N V EN T IO N A L M EA N -FIELD T H EO R IES:

G R O SS-P ITA EV SK II A N D

H A R T R EE-FO C K -B O G O LIU B O V

W e begin with the standard Bose-Hubbard m odel

Ham iltonian for an ultracold gas in a one-dim ensional

periodicopticallattice

Ĥ = J
X

i

�

â
y

i+ 1âi+ â
y

iâi+ 1

�

+
U

2

X

i

â
y

iâ
y

iâîai (1)

where âi and â
y

i are annihilation and creation operators

respectively,fora particlein sitei.W econsideronly on-

site interactions with strength U and nearest-neighbor

tunneling with hopping rate J. These approxim ations

arejusti�ed becauseadjacentsiteinteractionsand next-

to-nearest-neigbhbortunnelingam plitudesarecharacter-

istically at least two orders ofm agnitude sm aller than

on-site interactions and nearest-neighbor hopping [16].

The Bose-Hubbard m odelis viable as long as there are

no transitionsinto excited Bloch bands.

Using the Ham iltonian (1) we write the Heisenberg

equationsofm otion forthe�eld-operators âj,

i
d

dt
âj = J (̂aj�1 + âj+ 1)+ U â

y

jâjâj : (2)

Thelowestorderm ean �eld theory fortheBose-Hubbard

m odelisobtained by replacingthe�eld operatorsâj,and

â
y

j the by c-num bers aj and a�j. This approxim ation is

tantam ounttoassum ingcoherentm any-bodystateswith

a well-de�ned phase between sites.Rescaling a !
p
N a
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and � = Jtwe arriveatthe discreteG P equation,

i
d

d�
aj = (aj�1 + aj+ 1)+ Ljajj

2
aj ; (3)

where L = U N =J isthe characteristiccoupling param e-

ter.W ithin theG P m ean �eld theory(3)uctuationsare

com pletely neglected and the system is alwaysassum ed

to be described by a single,coherent order param eter.

Therefore an accurate description of the superuid to

M ottinsulatorquantum phasetransition isnotpossible.

Nevetheless,qualitative di�erences exist between m ean

�eld dynam icsin theweak-couplingregim eL < 2,where

the system exhibitsfull-am plitude Rabi-like oscillations,

and the strong coupling case L > 2,where self-trapped

m otion isobserved [23,26,27,28,29]

To go beyond the G P approxim ation,a higher-order

m ean �eld theory m ay be form ulated by adding to Eq.

(2) additionalequations ofm otion for the norm alden-

sity operatorsâ
y

jâk,and theanom alousdensity operators

âjâk,

i
d

dt
âjâk = J (̂akâj�1 + âkâj+ 1 + âjâk�1 + âjâk+ 1)

+ U

�

â
y

jâkâjâj + â
y

k
âjâkâk

�

+
U

2
(̂ajâj + âkâk)�jk ; (4)

i
d

dt
â
y

jâk = J

�

â
y

jâk�1 + â
y

jâk+ 1 � â
y

j�1 âk � â
y

j+ 1âk

�

+ U

�

â
y

j
â
y

k
âkâk � â

y

j
â
y

j
âjâk

�

: (5)

Taking the expectation valuesofEq. (2)and Eqs. (4)-

(5), and using the HFB G aussian ansatz,we truncate

third-and fourth-orderm om entsas:

hÂ B̂ Ĉ i � ĥAihB̂ Ĉ i+ hB̂ ihÂ Ĉ i

+ hĈ ihÂ B̂ i� 2ĥAihB̂ ihĈ i; (6)

hÂ B̂ Ĉ D̂ i � ĥA B̂ ihĈ D̂ i+ hÂ Ĉ ihB̂ D̂ i

+ hÂ D̂ ihB̂ Ĉ i� 2ĥAihB̂ ihĈ ihD̂ i; (7)

to obtain the HFB equations:

i
d

d�
âj = (aj�1 + aj+ 1)

+ La�jajaj + L
�
2aj�

n
jj + a

�
j�

a
jj

�
; (8)

i
d

d�
� a
jk =

�
� a
j�1;k + � a

j+ 1;k + � a
j;k�1 + � a

j;k+ 1

�

+ 2L
�
jajj

2 + jakj
2 + � n

jj + � n
kk

�
� a
jk

+
L

2

�
a
2

k + � a
kk

��
2� n

jk

�
+ �jk

�

+
L

2

�
a
2

j + � a
jj

��
2� n

jk + �jk
�

(9)

i
d

d�
� n
jk =

�
� n
j;k�1 + � n

j;k+ 1 � �nj�1;k � �nj+ 1;k
�

(10)

+ 2L
��
jakj

2 + � n
kk

�
�
�
jajj

2 + � n
jj

��
� n
jk

+ L

h�
a
2

k + � a
kk

�
� a
jk

�
�
�
a
2

j + � a
jj

��
� a
jk

i

;
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FIG .2: (color online) Evolution ofatom ic site populations

in a two-site system ,starting with allpopulation in one site,

for N = 20;40;80 and �xed L = 2. Exact num ericalresults

(solid) are com pared with the HFB (dotted) and BBR (red

dashed lines) approxim ations,as wellas to the two approx-

im ations based on the 2PI e�ective action form alism : 2nd

order(x’s)and 1=N (circles),taken from Fig.5 in Ref.[23].

for the m ean �eld aj � ĥaji=
p
N and the two-point

correlation functions � n
jk

= [ĥa
y

j
âki� a�jak]=N ,� a

jk
�

[ĥajâki� ajak]=N ,constituting the reduced single par-

ticle density m atrix.

W e note thatthe discrete HFB equations(8)-(10)are

not UV divergent due to the naturalm om entum cuto�

im posed by thelattice.However,dueto theexistenceof

a noncondensate anom alous density,U (1) sym m etry is

broken,in contrast to the gauge-invariantoriginal�eld

equations (2). U (1) sym m etry m ay be restored for ex-

am ple,by om m itting allanom alousquantities,to obtain

the Hartree-Fock equations

i
d

d�
aj = (aj�1 + aj+ 1)+ L

�
jajj

2 + 2� n
jj

�
aj ; (11)

i
d

d�
� n
jk =

�
� n
j;k�1 + � n

j;k+ 1 � �nj�1;k � �nj+ 1;k
�
(12)

+ 2L
��
jakj

2 + � n
kk

�
�
�
jajj

2 + � n
jj

��
� n
jk:

Equations(11)and (12),conserveseparately theconden-

sate population
P

j
jajj

2 and the noncondensed fraction
P

j
� n
jj.Thus,theHF approxim ation can notbeused to

accountforcondensatedepletion during theevolution.If

only the noncondensate anom alousterm sare neglected,

one obtains the HFB-Popov [24]approxim ation,which

allowsforgrowth ofuctuations,butconservesthe con-

densate population, so that the totalnum ber is not a

constantofm otion.In thefollowingsection weconstruct

a U (1) invariant m ean-�eld theory which conserves the

totalnum berofparticles,yetincludesdynam icaldeple-

tion.
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FIG . 3: (color online) Evolution of the leading eigenvalue

(above)and single-particleentropy (below)fora two-sitesys-

tem with N = 20;40;80and L = 2.Exactm any-bodynum er-

ics(solid blueline)iscom pared with theHFB approxim ation

(green dotted line)and the BBR approxim ation (red dashed

line).

III. T H E B O G O LIU B O V B A C K R EA C T IO N

EQ U A T IO N S

Instead of the conventional m ean-�eld approaches,

based on thesite�eld operatorsâj,weconstructa m ean

�eld form alism using the reduced single-particle density

operator â
y

jâk,treating it as the fundam entalquantity.

W e have previously applied thisapproach to the case of

atwo-sitem odel[26,27].Hereweextend ittothegeneral

M site case.Itisconvenientto rewritethe Ham iltonian

(1)in term softheM 2� 1 tracelessoperatorswhich gen-

erateSU (M ):

ûj;k = â
y

jâk + â
y

k
âj; 1� k < j� M

v̂j;k = � i

�

â
y

jâk � â
y

k
âj

�

; 1� k < j� M (13)

ŵl = �

s

2

l(l+ 1)

0

@

lX

j= 1

n̂j � l̂nl+ 1

1

A ; 1� l� M � 1 :

Since itiseasily veri�ed that

1

2

M �1X

j= 1

ŵ
2

j +
1

M
n̂
2 =

MX

j= 1

n̂
2

j (14)

wheren̂ =
P M

j= 1
n̂j isthetotalparticlenum ber,equation

(1)can be rewritten,elim inating c-num berterm s,as:

Ĥ = J

M �1X

j= 1

ûj+ 1;j +
U

4

M �1X

j= 1

ŵ
2

j : (15)

Using the SU (M ) generators we construct a pseu-

dospin vectoroperator,

Ŝ = (̂u21;̂u32;:::;̂u31;̂u42;:::;̂v21;̂v32;

:::;̂v31;̂v42;:::;ŵ1;ŵ2;:::;ŵM �1 ); (16)

so thatthe Ham iltonian (15)takesthe form :

Ĥ = J

M �1X

j= 1

Ŝj +
U

4

M
2
�1X

j= M 2�M

Ŝ
2

j: (17)

TheHeisenberg equationsofm otion fortheoperatorsŜi
and theirproducts ŜiŜl then read:

i
d

dt
Ŝi = J

M �1X

j= 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
ijŜk (18)

+
U

4

M
2
�1X

j= M 2�M + 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
ij(ŜkŜj + ŜjŜk);

i
d

dt
ŜiŜl = J

M �1X

j= 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

(ckijŜkŜl+ c
k
ljŜiŜk) (19)

+
U

4

M
2
�1X

j= M 2�M + 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
ij(ŜkŜj + ŜjŜk)Ŝl

+
U

4

M
2
�1X

j= M 2�M + 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
ljŜi(ŜkŜj + ŜjŜk);

where the coe�cients c k
ij are the structure constants of

theSU (M )group.W enotethatforM = 2theHam ilto-

nian (15)and the dynam icalequations(18)-(19)reduce

to the fam iliarBloch form sused in Refs. [26,27]. The

M -sitesystem isadirectextension ofthetwo-m odecase,

in thathopping term sinducelinearRabi-likeoscillations

in the vw subspace,whereason-siteinteractionslead to

nonlinearphaseprecession in the uv subspace.

Thereduced single-particledensity m atrix isobtained

from the expectation value ofŜ,according to:

�=
N

2
I +

1

2

M
2
�1X

j= 1

hŜji�j ; (20)

where I is a unit m atrix of order M and �j are the

M � M irreducible representations ofthe SU (M ) gen-

erators(e.g. Paulim atrices for M = 2,Schwinger m a-

trices for M = 3 etc.). W e willtherefore focus on the

dynam icsofthe ’hyper-Bloch-vector’S � ĥSi=2N . The

lowest-orderm ean-�eld approxim ation replacesthe vec-

torofoperatorsŜ by thevectoroftheirexpectation val-

ues S,thus truncating hŜiŜji � ĥSiihŜji. This results

in the nonlinear pseudospin-precession form ofthe G P

equations,

d

d�
S = B (S)
 S (21)
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FIG .4:(coloronline)Site-populationsin a three-site system

as a function ofrescaled tim e � for N = 20;40;80 and �xed

L = 2. Blue, green, and red lines correspond to 1st,2nd,

and 3rd site populations,respectively. Solid lines depict the

fullm any-body dynam ics,whereas dotted and dashed lines

correspond to the HFB approxim ation and the BBR approx-

im ation,respectively.

where

B (S)= (B 1;B 2;:::;B M 2�1 ) ; (22)

with

B j =

8

<

:

1 j= 1;:::;M (M � 1)=2

0 j= M (M � 1)=2+ 1;:::;M (M � 1)

LSj j= M (M � 1)+ 1;:::;M 2 � 1

It is readily veri�ed that Eq. (21) is exactly equiv-

alent to the discrete G P equation (3). In addition to

the conservation ofthe totalnum ber Tr(�) there exist,

within G P theory,M � 1 independent constants ofthe

m otion Tr(�m ) with m = 2;:::;M � 1. For exam ple,

forM = 2 the G P m ean-�eld theory also conservesthe

single-particle purity Tr(�2),which isjustthe length of

thethree-dim ensionalBloch vector.Deviationsfrom this

classical�eld theory,due to interparticle entanglem ent

and loss ofsingle particle coherence,willshow up as a

reduction in these classically conserved quantities.

TheBBR approxim ation isobtained by goingonelevel

deeperin thehierarchyofdynam icalequationsforexpec-
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FIG . 5: (color online) Leading eigenvalue of the reduced

single-particle density m atrix � and single-particle entropy

� Tr(�ln�),as a function ofrescaled tim e � in a three-site

system with N = 20;40;80 and L = 2. Exact results (solid

blue lines) are com pared to HFB calculations (dotted green

lines)and BBR calculations(dshed red lines).

tation values.Taking the expectation valuesofEq.(18)

and Eq.(19)and truncating

hŜiŜjŜki � ĥSiihŜjŜki+ hŜjihŜiŜki

+ hŜkihŜiŜji� 2ĥSiihŜjihŜki; (23)

weobtain the BBR equationsofm otion:

i
d

d�
Si =

M �1X

j= 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
ijSk

+ L

M
2
�1X

j= M 2�M + 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
ij(SjSk + � jk) (24)

i
d

d�
� il =

M �1X

j= 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

�
c
k
ij� lk + c

k
lj� ik

�
(25)

+ L

M
2
�1X

j= M 2�M + 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
ij (� ljSk + � lkSj)

+ L

M
2
�1X

j= M 2�M + 1

M
2
�1X

k= 1

c
k
lj(� ijSk + � ikSj);

where Sj =
hŜji

2N
and � jk =

hŜj Ŝk + Ŝk Ŝji�2S jSk

4N 2 . In the

following section we com pare the accuracy ofthe BBR

approxim ation with respectto G P,HFB,and 2PIe�ec-

tiveaction.
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FIG .6: (color online) Site-populations in a four-site system

as a function ofrescaled tim e � for N = 20;40;80 and �xed

L = 2. Blue,green,red,and cyan lines correspond to 1st,

2nd,3rd,and 4th sitepopulations,respectively.Solid linesde-

pictthefullm any-bodydynam ics,whereasdotted and dashed

linescorrespond to theHFB approxim ation and theBBR ap-

proxim ation,respectively.

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In orderto testthe accuracy ofthe BBR approxim a-

tion com pared to other m ethods,we carried out exact

num ericalcalculations for lim ited num bers ofparticles

and sites (up to N = 100 particles and M = 5 lattice

sites).The Ham iltonian (1)wasrepresented in term sof

site-num berstatesand theN -body Schr�odingerequation

was solved num erically,as in Refs. [23,26,27]. These

m any-body resultswerethen com pared with BBR m ean-

�eld calculations,aswellaswith G P,HFB and variants

ofthe 2PIe�ective action m ethod.

In Fig 1 the evolution offractionalpopulation di�er-

ence for a hundred particles in two-sites,is plotted for

variousvaluesofthe coupling param eterL. W ithin the

G P m ean-�eld theory, full-am plitude Rabi-like oscilla-

tionsare predicted in the linearregim e with L < 2 (Fig

1(a)). As the transition is m ade to the strong-coupling

regim e,the oscillation becom es increasingly m ore non-

linear, until when L � 4 m acroscopic self-trapping is

attained (Figs. 1(b)-1(d)). The value ofL = 4 is par-

ticularly interesting because for this coupling a trajec-

tory starting from a single-populated site becom es dy-

nam ically unstablewhen site-populationsequilibrate.In

previous work we have shown that this dynam icalin-

stability servesasa quantum -noise am pli�er[26,27],so

that the growth ofthe deviation ofa quantum trajec-

tory from the corresponding G P prediction is initially

exponential,leading to a log(1=N ) slow convergence of

them any-body quantum -�eld resultsto theclassicalG P

prediction. Thus,while the naive expectation would be

that quantum uctuations would sim ply grow with the

coupling param eterL,theirroleisin factm axim ized for

L = 4,as evident in Fig. 1(b). It is clear from Fig. 1

that the BBR approxim ation gives a better description

ofthe ensuing quantum dynam ics,forlongertim escales,

than HFB does.

Convergence ofvarious approxim ations with increas-

ing num berofparticlesisdem onstrated in Fig.2,where

the two-sitespopulation dynam icsisplotted forincreas-

ing particle num bers,keeping a �xed coupling value of

L = 2.In addition to the exact,BBR,and HFB results,

we also plottwo calculationsbased on the 2PIe�ective

action approach,taken from Fig.5ofRef.[23](ourexact

and HFB resultsexactly coincidewith thecorresponding

linesin that�gure). Here too,the BBR approxim ation

(red dashed lines) gives a m ore accurate description of

the dynam ics than any ofthe other m ethods,attaining

a nearly perfectconvergencein the given tim e-fram e for

N = 80 particles.In com parison,standard HFB failsto

depictthe dam ping ofcoherentoscillations,whereasthe

2PIe�ectiveaction m ethodstend tooverdam p.W enote,

that in term s ofform alistic com plexity alone,the BBR

approxim ation isfarsim plerthan the noninstantaneous

integrodi�erentialequationsused in the2PIe�ectiveac-

tion m ethods[23]. In fact,itiseven sim plerthan HFB,

in thatonly norm alquantititiesareinvolved,givinga to-

talofnine equationsfortwo sites,asopposed to �fteen

in HFB.

Dynam icalcondensate depletion is also well-depicted

by the BBR approxim ation. In Fig. 3 we plotthe evo-

lution of the leading eigenvalue of the reduced single-

particle density m atrix � and the single-particle von-

Neum ann entropy � Tr(�ln�),correspondingto thepop-

ulation dynam icsofFig.2.W hileHFB calculationsseem

to give an abruptdeviation ofthe predicted condensate

fraction from its exactvalue,the BBR results converge

well,givingareasonablyaccuratedescription ofBEC de-

pletion.

The sam e qualitativebehaviorcarriesoverto system s

with m orethan twosites.In Fig.4and Fig.5,population

dynam icsand condensatedepletion areshownforathree-

sites system with N = 20;40;80 particles. Sim ilarly to

thetwo-sitescase,theBBR approxim ation constitutesa

signi�cantim provem entoverthe HFB approach,giving

a betterdescription ofpopulationsaswellascoherences.

Thesam eisalsotrueforthefour-sitescaseshown in Fig.

6.

The fasterconvergenceofBBR ascom pared with the
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FIG .7:(coloronline)Characteristictim esatwhich theCarte-

sian distance between the exact Bloch vector and its HFB

(green,x’s)and BBR (blue,circles) approxim ants,reachesa

predterm ined threshold,as a function ofN for L = 1 (a),

L = 4 (b),L = 6 (c),and L = 10 (d).The break-threshold is

setto 0:2 in (a)-(c),and to 0.05 in (d).

HFB appoxim ation isillustrated in Fig.7,wherecharac-

teristic breaktim es ofthe two approxim ationsin a two-

sites calculation,are plotted as a function ofthe total

num berofparticlesN .Asanticipated,breaktim esgrow

as
p
N when the classicaldynam icsisregular(7a,7c,7d)

and as logN when the classicaltrajectory hits the dy-

nam icalinstability (7b).TheBBR calculationsgivecon-

sistently longerbreaktim es,with a m ore regularconver-

gencepattern.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

The rich regim e of strongly correlated m any body

physics,which ultracold atom experim ents are now be-

ginning to probe,willsurely not be fully conquered by

any sim ple hierarchy truncation schem e such as BBR.

NordoesBBR o�eranything likean exactsolution even

to the problem s to which we have applied it in this

paper;its im provem ents over its rivals are increm ental

ratherthan revolutionary. O n the otherhand itshould

be born in m ind thatincrem entalim provem entsin the-

ory arem oresigni�cantin thecontextofultracold gases

than in traditional condensed m atter, because in the

new atom ic system ssam plesareprecisely characterized,

controlled,and m easured,and relevant m icrophysics is

clearly known. Itisperfectly plausible in these system s

thatwem ay com eto learn im portantqualitativeprinci-

plesfrom experim entaldiscrepancieson the few percent

level.

The m erits ofBBR thatwe would like to em phasize,

along with its very reasonable levelofaccuracy,are its

sim plicity and itsdirectrelation to experim entalreality.

It involves only quantities which are directly observed

in single-and two-particle num ber-conserving m easure-

m ents,and itrespectsthe factthatin currentquantum

gaslaboratoriesatom sareneithercreated nordestroyed.

And itis conceptually and com putationally straightfor-

ward.

In onesenseitisofcourseconceptuallyalltoostraight-

forward: like all hierarchy truncation schem es since

Boltzm ann’s,itisan uncontrolled approxim ation,whose

accuracy istherefore arguably asm uch a puzzle asitis

a solution.Insofarastruncating a hierarchy ata deeper

levelisgroundsforexpecting higheraccuracy,however,

theadvantageofBBR isclear:itisatruncation atfourth

orderin �eld operators,com pared to only second order

forHFB.Deeperleveltruncation often involvesprolifer-

ation ofterm s,to the point ofsharply dim inishing re-

turnsin accuracy versuse�ort;butBBR avoidsthis,and

m anages to use fewer equations than HFB,because it

elim inatesallanom alousterm s.

And thisleadsustoconcludeby indicatingsom eofthe

potentialfutureapplicationsoftheresultsofthispaper.

W hy do hierarchy truncations often work as wellas

they do? W hat determ ines the best way oftruncating

a hierarchy? These are questionsthathave been raised

eversince Boltzm ann’sstosszahlansatz produced the ar-

row of tim e, but they have yet to be fully answered.

W ith current experim entalcapabilities for precise and

controlled m easurem entson ultracold gases,introducing

a physically m otivated alternativetruncation schem e,as

thispaperhasdone,m ay contribute to new progresson

thesequestions.

Finally,another conceptualm eritofBBR is that be-

cause it is based on the single particle density m atrix,

ratherthan justthem acroscopicwavefunction,itm akes

such aconceptually im portantquantity asthesinglepar-

ticle entropy { the entropy ofBoltzm ann { a basic in-

gredient in the theory, rather than a perturbative af-

terthought.Rethinking entropy,heretoforem ainly in the

contextofquantum inform ation and com putation theory,

is another m ajor thrust ofcurrentphysics;the alterna-

tiveviewpointo�eredbyBBR m aypotentiallybeofsom e

valuein a broaderconception ofthisproject.
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