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The two–mode Bose–Hubbard model revisited: Many-particle and mean-field

evolution in phase space
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The number-conserving quantum phase space description of the Bose-Hubbard model is discussed
for the simple but illustrative case of two modes. We introduce the Husimi-(Q) and the Glauber-
Sudarshan-(P )-distribution function and show that they provide a distinguished tool to analyze
many-particle quantum states. The exact evolution of these distribution functions are given by
second-order partial differential equations, which they provide a distinguished instrument to derive
the celebrated mean-field limit and to go beyond this approximation. An important consequence is
that the applicability of the mean-field dynamics is greatly enhanced by considering classical phase
space distributions or ensembles instead of single trajectories. Two important applications of this
approach are discussed in detail. For instance this method cures the well-known breakdown of the
mean-field approximation when the classical dynamics becomes unstable. Furthermore we discuss
the heating of a BEC due to elastic scattering with the background gas which can be understood
simply as phase noise.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Lm, 03.65.-w

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics of ultracold atoms in optical lattices has
made an enormous progress in the last decade, since it
an excellent model system for a variety of fields such as
nonlinear dynamics or condensed matter physics. The
dynamics of bosonic atoms can be described by the cel-
ebrated Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian, which is a paradig-
matic model for the study of strongly correlated many-
body quantum systems [1]. Such systems are hard to
deal with theoretically since the dimension of the re-
spective Hilbert space increases exponentially both in
the particle number and in the number of lattice sites.
However, things can become surprisingly simple if the
atoms undergo Bose-Einstein condensation. In many sit-
uations, the mesoscopic dynamics of a Bose-Einstein con-
densate (BEC) is extremely well described by the (dis-
crete) Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) for the macro-
scopic wavefunction of the condensate (see, e.g., [2]).
This mean-field description is often called ’classical’ since
it can be viewed as the classical limit of the second quan-
tization with the inverse particle number taking the role
of ~. In practice, this approximation is often derived
within a Bogoliubov approach, factorizing the expecta-
tion values of products of operators into the product of
expectation values.

A systematic and illuminative approach to the mean-
field limit is provided by a quantum phase space ap-
proach. In this formulation, a quantum state is described
by a quasi-density on the corresponding ’classical’ phase
space, which is given by the parameter space of the gen-
eralized coherent states. This exact representation does
not only give an illustrative insight into the dynamics
but also allows for a deeper analysis of the many-particle-
mean-field correspondence, since in the macroscopic limit
of large particle numbers the distribution function of a
pure Bose-Einstein condensate reduces to a point in the

’classical’ phase space propagating according to the clas-
sical equation of motion – the discrete Gross-Pitaevskii
equation.
The phase space formulation of quantum mechanics is

nearly as old as the theory itself. Although this theory is
well-established by now, only a small fraction of the lit-
erature is dedicated to systems with intrinsic symmetries
and a general algorithm to construct phase space dis-
tribution functions for such system has been developed
only eight years ago [3]. In the present case, we must take
into account the SU(M) symmetry of the Bose-Hubbard
Hamiltonian, M being the number of lattice sites, and
the resulting conservation of the particle number. The
correspondence of the quantum and the classical system
is established by the generalized SU(M) coherent states,
which incorporate the fixed particle number. The pa-
rameter space of these states and correspondingly the
classical phase space are given by a multidimensional
Bloch-sphere. Furthermore, the SU(M) coherent states
are equivalent to the fully condensed product states and
are thus of high physical significance.
In a preceding paper [4] we have surveyed the math-

ematical foundations of the number conserving phase
space description of the Bose Hubbard model and de-
rived the exact evolution equations for the Husimi Q-
function and the Glauber-Sudarshan P -function. In the
present paper we will illustrate this approach and discuss
possible applications for the simple case of a two-mode
Bose-Hubbard model given by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −∆
(

â†1â2 + â†2â1

)

+ ǫ
(

â†2â2 − â†1â1

)

+
U

2

(

â†21 â
2
1 + â†22 â

2
2

)

, (1)

which commutes with the particle number operator N̂ =

â†1â1 + â†2â2. Such a two-mode system was realized ex-
perimentally by confining a BEC in a double-well trap
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[5, 6, 7]. Furthermore, this model can describe the funda-
mental phenomena of two weakly coupled BECs in more
general setups [8]. Early theoretical studies of the system
dynamics were reported in [9, 10].
The algebraic structure of the model are clarified by

a Jordan-Wigner transformation, so that we rewrite the
dynamics in terms of the operators

Ĵx =
1

2

(

â†1â2 + â†2â1

)

Ĵy =
i

2

(

â†1â2 − â†2â1

)

(2)

Ĵz =
1

2

(

â†2â2 − â†1â1

)

,

which form an angular momentum algebra su(2) with
quantum number j = N/2 [9, 10, 11]. The Hamiltonian
(1) then can be rewritten as

Ĥ = −2∆Ĵx + 2ǫĴz + UĴ2
z (3)

up to a constant term. This formulation makes the sym-
metries of the system most obvious: The angular momen-
tum operators obviously commute with the Casimir oper-
ator, which is given by the total particle number through
Ĵ2 = N̂/2 (N̂/2 + 1). A fixed particle number thus cor-
reponds to a fixed modulus of the angular momentum.

II. NUMBER CONSERVING PHASE SPACE

DESCRIPTION

The number conserving phase space description of the
Bose-Hubbard dynamics has been introduced in [4], start-
ing from the generalized coherent states of Gilmore [12]
and Perelomov [13]. Here we will only recall the main
results for the special case of two modes for the sake of
completeness.
Generalized coherent states for arbitrary dynamical

Lie groups are defined by the action of a translation
operator onto a reference state. For instance, the cel-
ebrated Glauber coherent states for the Heisenberg-Weyl
group H4 are defined by the relation |α〉 = D̂(α)|0〉 =

eαâ
†−α∗â|0〉, where the reference state is just the vacuum

state. The parameter space of the translation operators
D̂(α) and thus the space of the coherent states is isomor-
phic to the classical phase space C ≃ R× R.
The situation is different for a BEC in double well trap

since the dynamical group is now SU(2) spanned by the
angular momentum operators (2). This reflects the exis-
tence of a conserved quantity, the total number of parti-
cles N̂ . Thus the corresponding classical phase space is
not flat but given by the Bloch sphere S2. In physical
terms, the z-component of the Bloch vector describes the
population imbalance of the two modes, while the polar
angle represents the relative phase. Since this variable
is cyclic and not defined if all particles are in a single
well (i.e. at the poles), the topology is clearly that of a
sphere.

The SU(2) coherent states or Bloch coherent states are
then defined by the action of a rotation operator onto the
reference state |N, 0〉:

|θ, φ〉 = R̂(θ, φ)|N, 0〉 (4)

= e−iθ(Ĵx sinφ−Ĵy cosφ)|N, 0〉

=
∑

n1+n2=N

(

N

n2

)

cos
(

θ
2

)n1

sin
(

θ
2

)n2

e−in2φ|n1, n2〉.

Again the space of rotations R̂(θ, φ) and thus the space of
coherent states is isomorphic to the classical phase space
S2. Instead of a parametrization of the coherent states
by the angles θ and φ we will frequently use the variables

p = cos2(θ/2) and q = φ, (5)

where p is the population in the second well and q the
relative phase of the two modes. Note that the SU(M)
coherent states are the product states, i.e. they represent
a pure condensate. For two modes, M = 2, this relation
simply reads

|θ, φ〉 = 1√
N !

(

cos( θ
2
)a†1 + sin( θ

2
)e−iφa†2

)N

|0, 0〉. (6)

With the help of the SU(2) coherent states one can
readily introduce quasi phase space distributions of a
BEC in a double well trap. The Glauber-Sudarshan P -
distribution is defined as the diagonal representation of
the density operator ρ̂ in coherent states

ρ̂ =

∫

S2

P (Ω)|Ω〉 〈Ω| dµ(Ω) (7)

where Ω denotes the solid angle and dµ(Ω) = (N +
1)/4πdΩ is the invariant measure on the sphere. Due
to the overcompleteness of the coherent states, the P–
function does always exist but is usually not unique. Fur-
thermore it is not positive definite and often highly singu-
lar. On the other hand, the Husimi Q–function defined as
the expectation value of the density operator in coherent
states,

Q(Ω) = 〈Ω| ρ̂|Ω〉, (8)

is unique, regular and positive definite. Thus the Q-
function is especially suited for illustrations, while both
quasi distribution functions will be used for actual calcu-
lations. Note, however, that the Q-function is also not a
proper distribution function since it does not give the cor-
rect marginal distributions. Note that it is much harder
to define the Wigner function on a spherical phase space
than the P - and Q-function, since its construction uses
harmonic functions on the respective phase space. This
makes actual calculations hard for two lattice sites corre-
sponding to SU(2) (see, e.g., the contradictory results in
[14] and [15]) and almost impossible for larger systems.
Evolution equations for the classical phase space dis-

tributions can be derived using the mapping of operators
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in Hilbert space to differential operators on the classical
phase space. The Dℓ-algebra representation of an arbi-
trary hermitian operator Â is defined in a way that both
operators have the same effect when acting on a coherent
state projector:

Â|Ω〉 〈Ω| !
= Dℓ(Â)|Ω〉 〈Ω| (9)

|Ω〉 〈Ω| Â !
= Dℓ(Â)∗|Ω〉 〈Ω| . (10)

The Dℓ-algebra representation is well known for the
Heisenberg-Weyl algebra. It has been introduced for the
su(M)-algebra by Gilmore and coworkers (see [12] and
references therein). The evolution equations for the Q–
function are then given by

∂

∂t
Q(Ω) = tr( ˙̂ρ|Ω〉 〈Ω|)

= −itr(ρ̂Ĥ |Ω〉 〈Ω| − |Ω〉 〈Ω| Ĥρ̂) (11)

= −i(Dℓ(Ĥ)−Dℓ(Ĥ)∗)Q(Ω).

For the P -function we need an associated D̃ℓ-algebra de-
fined by an integration by parts:

∫

S2

P (Ω)Dℓ(H)|Ω〉 〈Ω| dµ(Ω) =
∫

S2

D̃ℓ(H)P (Ω)|Ω〉 〈Ω| dµ(Ω) (12)

Using this algebra, the evolution equation for the P -
function can be derived via

˙̂ρ =

∫

S2

∂

∂t
P (Ω)|Ω〉 〈Ω| dµ(Ω) = (13)

=

∫

S2

i
(

D̃ℓ(H)− D̃ℓ(H)∗
)

P (Ω)|Ω〉 〈Ω| dµ(Ω).

The Dℓ-algebra representation of the relevant operators
and the evolution equation for theM -site Bose-Hubbard-
Hamiltonian have been calculated in the first part of this
work [4]. Here, we just quote the exact results for the
Q-function in the case of two sites,

∂

∂t
Q(p, q) =

{

+ 2ǫ
∂

∂q
(14)

+∆

(

2
√

p− p2 sin q
∂

∂p
+

1− 2p
√

p− p2
cos q

∂

∂q

)

+U

(

N(1− 2p)− 2p(1− p)
∂

∂p

)

∂

∂q

}

Q(p, q),

and the Glauber-Sudarshan P -function,

∂

∂t
P (p, q) =

{

+ 2ǫ
∂

∂q
(15)

+∆

(

2
√

p− p2 sin q
∂

∂p
+

1− 2p
√

p− p2
cos q

∂

∂q

)

+U

(

(N + 2)(1− 2p) + 2p(1− p)
∂

∂p

)

∂

∂q

}

P (p, q).

q/π
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FIG. 1: Classical phase space structure: Lines of constant
energy H(p, q) for J = 1, ǫ = 0, and g = 0 (left) resp. g = 10
(right).

One can directly show that both evolution equations con-
serve the normalization. Furthermore it can be shown
that the interaction terms ∼ U cancel exactly for N = 1,
since a single Boson obviously does not interact. The ex-
pectation values of the angular momentum operators (2)
are directly given by the phase space averages [4]

〈Ĵk〉/N = (N + 2)

∫

S2

sk(p, q)Q(p, q)dµ(p, q) and

〈Ĵk〉/N = N

∫

S2

sk(p, q)P (p, q)dµ(p, q), (16)

where k = x, y, z and

s =





√

p(1− p) cos(q)
√

p(1− p) sin(q)
p− 1/2



 (17)

is the classical Bloch vector.
From the phase space evolution equations (14) and (15)

one is directly led to the mean-field approximation in
the macroscopic limit N → ∞ with g = UN fixed. In
this limit one can neglect the the second order deriva-
tive terms in the evolution equations since they vanish as
O(1/N). In this case one obtains a Liouville equation for
a quasi-classical phase space distribution function ρ(p, q):

∂

∂t
ρ(p, q) = −

(

∂H
∂p

∂

∂q
− ∂H

∂q

∂

∂p

)

ρ(p, q)

= −{H(p, q), ρ(p, q)} (18)

with the Poisson bracket {·, ·} and the Gross-Pitaevskii
Hamiltonian function

H = −2ǫp− 2∆
√

p(1− p) cos(q) +
g

4
(1− 2p)2. (19)

The macroscopic interaction strength is given by g = UN
if we start from the Q-function and by g̃ = U(N + 2) for
the P - function due to the different underlying operator
ordering. The difference also vanishes in the macroscopic
limit N → ∞ with UN fixed. As already mentioned,
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a pure Bose-Einstein condensate, i.e. a product state, is
equivalent to a SU(2) coherent state and thus its phase
space representation is maximally localized. In this case
one can approximate the dynamics of a phase space dis-
tribution by the dynamics of its center, which is given by
the canonical equations of motion

ṗ = −∂H
∂q

= −2∆
√

p(1− p) sin(q) (20)

q̇ =
∂H
∂p

= −2ǫ−∆
1− 2p

√

p(1− p)
cos(q)− g(1− 2p).

These equations are equivalent to the celebrated discrete
Gross-Pitaevskii equation

i
d

dt

(

ψ1

ψ2

)

=

(

ǫ + g|ψ2|2 −J
−J −ǫ+ g|ψ2|2

)(

ψ1

ψ2

)

, (21)

if one identifies ψ1 =
√
1− p and ψ2 =

√
p exp (−iq)

and neglects the global phase. In the noninteracting case
U = 0, these mean-field equations of motion are exact
and an initially coherent state remains coherent in time.
However, if one wishes to simulate the dynamics of a
different initial state classically, one still has to consider
phase space distribution functions instead of single tra-
jectories.
The classical phase space structure induced by the

Hamiltonian function (19) is shown in Fig. 1 for J = 1,
ǫ = 0 and two different value of the interaction strength,
UN = 0 and UN = 10. In the linear case one recovers the
simple Rabi or Josephson oscillations. One of the elliptic
fixed points bifurcates if the interaction strength exceeds
the critical value UN = 2J , leading to the self-trapping
effect [9, 10].
It is important to note that two steps of approximation

were necessary to derive the Gross-Pitaevskii equation:
In the first step we have neglected the quantum noise
term in the evolution equations (14) and (15) which is al-
ways possible in the macroscopic limit N → ∞ with UN
fixed. In the second step one assumes a nearly pure con-
densate, so that its phase space representation is strongly
localized and can be approximated by a single trajec-
tory in phase space. Thus it is possible to simulate the
dynamics of every quantum state ’classically’ up to an
error of order 1/N if one considers phase space distribu-
tions ensembles instead of single trajectories. The single-
trajectory mean-field approximation will break down if
the quantum state differs significantly from a product
state while the phase space description still gives ex-
cellent results. This issue will be further discussed in
Sec. IV.
Let us finally note that a comparable analysis of the

dynamics of ultracold atoms in terms of a flat phase space
based on Glauber coherent states has been introduced in
[16]. The classical phase space is then given by C2 and
the distribution functions thus depend on four variables.
In comparison, the present approach has some conceptual
advantages as it directly embodies the conservation of the
particle number N and eliminates a global phase. For

q/π

(b)
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FIG. 2: Husimi functions in a Mercator projection of (a)
the coherent state |p = 1/2, q = 0〉, (b) the Fock state
|n1 = N/2, n2 = N/2〉 and (c) the lowest eigenstate of the
Hamiltonian (1) for ∆ = 1, U = 10 and ǫ = 0. The number
of particles is N = 40 in all plots.

example the truncation of quantum noise terms in the
evolution equations of the Q- and the P -function leads
to an error of order 1/N . In the present approach this can
be directly read off from equation (14) and (15), while it is
not easy to see within the Glauber phase space approach
since N is an operator then and not a number. Another
approach discussing the convergence to the mean-field
approximation by an expansion in terms of the inverse
particle number 1/N has been reported in [17, 18].

III. HUSIMI FUNCTIONS FOR THE su(2)
ALGEBRA

In this section we will illustrate the use of the SU(2)
phase space distributions for the analysis of many-
particle quantum states. Here we will restrict ourselves
to the Husimi Q-function since it is always a positive,
regular function and thus more suited for a graphical rep-
resentation.
To become familiar with phase space distributions on

the sphere we have plotted the Husimi function for (a)
the coherent state |p = 1/2, q = 0〉, (b) the Fock state
|n1 = N/2, n2 = N/2〉 and (c) the lowest eigenstate of
the Hamiltonian (1) for ∆ = 1 and U = 10 in a Mercator
projection of the sphere in Fig. 2. The coherent state is
maximally localized at the position (p, q) and thus closest
to a point in classical phase space. On the contrary a
Fock state is localized around p = n2/N . The phase
q is completely delocalized in the sense that the Husimi
function in uniform in q. Finally one can clearly visualize
the number squeezing of the eigenstate (c) in comparison
with the coherent state (a) due to the interaction term
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p
(a)

0

0.5

1 (b)

q/π

p
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0 1 2
0

0.5

1

q/π

(d)

0 1 2

FIG. 3: Husimi density of the eigenstates |En〉 with n =
1, 15, 23, 34 (a-d) of the Hamiltonian (1) for ∆ = 1, ǫ = 0,
UN = 0 and N = 40 particles. Dark colors encode high
values of the Husimi density.

in the Hamiltonian – a fact which is desirable for matter
wave interferometer experiments [19].
Furthermore, we have plotted the Husimi function for

some selected eigenstates of the Bose-Hubbard Hamilto-
nian (1) for the linear case UN = 0 in Fig. 3 and for
UN = 10 in Fig. 4. The Husimi functions of the eigen-
states localize on the classical phase space trajectories of
the respective energy as shown in Fig. 1, where their sum
covers the classical phase space uniformly,

∑

n

Q|n〉(p, q) = 1. (22)

In the linear case UN = 0, the classical trajectories cor-
respond to the Rabi oscillations between the two wells
as shown on the left hand side of Fig. 1. This behav-
ior is directly mirrored by the eigenstates as shown in
Fig. 3: The lowest eigenstate localizes on the classical
fixed point (p, q) = (0, 0) while the others correspond to
Rabi oscillations
The situation is more interesting, when the interaction

strength exceeds the critical value for the self-trapping
bifurcation, as shown exemplarily for UN = 10 in Fig. 4.
For low energies one still finds Rabi modes, while the
eigenstates of higher energies correspond to self-trapping
trajectories with a persistent particle number difference
and a running phase (cf. Fig. 1, right). However, the
eigenstates always localize equally on the trajectories
with p > 1/2 and p < 1/2 because of the symmetry of
the Hamiltonian (3). Most interestingly, quantum states
can also localize at the unstable hyperbolic fixed point as
shown in Fig. 4 (c).
Finally we would like to emphasise the fact that the

Husimi function contains the complete information about
the quantum state. In fact, one can reconstruct a pure
state solely from the N zeros of the Husimi function or
the Bargmann function up to a global phase factor [20].
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q/π
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0 1 2

FIG. 4: As Fig. 3, however for UN = 10.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Husimi density of the cat states
|ψ±〉 ∝ |0.2, 0〉 ± |0.8, 0〉 (a,b) and the incoherent sum ρ̂+ =
(|0.2, 0〉 〈0.2, 0| + |0.8, 0〉 〈0.8, 0|)/2 (c) for N = 20 particles.
The zeros of the Husimi function are marked by red crosses.

Thus these zeros carry the essential information about
the quantum states. As an example, Fig. 5 compares the
Husimi distribution of a cat state, i.e. a coherent su-
perposition of two coherent states |ψ±〉 ∝ |p = 0.2, q =
0〉 ± |p = 0.8, q = 0〉, with the incoherent sum of these
two states ρ̂+ = (|0.2, 0〉 〈0.2, 0|+ |0.8, 0〉 〈0.8, 0|)/2. The
global shape of the Husimi function of the three states
appears quite similar with significant differences only
around the point (p, q) = (0.5, 0). The Husimi density
is increased (decreased) for the coherent superpositions
|ψ+〉 (|ψ−〉) in comparison with the incoherent sum, re-
flecting constructive (destructive) interference. The com-
plete information about the pure states |ψ±〉 is coded in
the distribution of the N = 20 zeros of the Husimi func-
tion, which are plotted as red crosses in the figure. The
Husimi function of the mixed state ρ̂+ has no zero at all.
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FIG. 6: Breakdown of the mean-field approximation around a hyperbolic fixed point in phase space. Shown is the dynamics
of an initially coherent state located at p0 = 0.9045 and q0 = 0 at times t = 0, 0.12, 0.24, 0.36, 0.48 (from left to right) for
∆ = 1, UN = 10 and N = 20 particles. The exact quantum evolution of the Husimi function (top) is compared to the classical
Liouvillian dynamics (middle) and to the dynamics of a classical phase space ensemble (bottom).

IV. BREAKDOWN OF THE MEAN-FIELD

APPROXIMATION

The phase-space description of the Bose-Hubbard
model is especially suited to explore the correspon-
dence of the quasi-classical mean-field approximation and
the many-particle quantum dynamics. The established
derivations of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation assumes a
fully coherent quantum state, so that the mean-field ap-
proximation is restricted to this class of quantum states.
In fact it has been shown that the approximation is no
longer valid if the Gross-Pitaevskii dynamics becomes
classically unstable [17, 18]. A particular illustrative ex-
ample of this effect was introduced by Anglin and Vardi
[11, 21], who demonstrated the breakdown of the mean-
field approximation for a two-mode BEC around the hy-
perbolic fixed point shown in Fig. 1 on the right-hand
side. The top row of Fig. 6 shows the resulting evolution
of the quantum Husimi Q-function. Initially the system
is in a fully condensed state, i.e. a SU(2) coherent state
at p0 = 0.9045 and q0 = 0, and thus the Husimi func-
tion is maximally localized. In the course of time the
condensate approaches the hyperbolic fixed point, where
the Husimi function rapidly diffuses along the unstable
classical manifold. The coherence is lost and the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation is no longer valid. This is further
illustrated in Fig. 7, where the evolution of the quantum
Bloch vector 〈Ĵ〉/N (solid blue line) is compared to its
classical counterpart s (solid red line). Both agree well in
the beginning, when the system is fully condensed. How-
ever, the mean-field approximation breaks down as they
approach the hyperbolic fixed point (marked by a cross

in the figure). The quantum Bloch vector penetrates into
the Bloch sphere, while the classical vector s is forced to
remain on the surface.

However, this breakdown of the mean-field approxi-
mation is only due to the neglect of higher moments of
the quantum state and not a consequence of a failure
of the quasi-classical Gross-Pitaevskii dynamics. Thus
it is easily resolved in quantum phase space. The mid-
dle row of Fig. 6 shows the evolution of a classical phase
space distribution propagated by the Liouville equation
(18) which coincides with the Husimi function at t = 0.
With increasing particle number N the width of the ini-
tial distribution decreases such that one recovers a sin-
gle phase space point in the macroscopic limit N → ∞.
One observes that the classical distribution captures the
essential features of the quantum evolution – the spread-
ing along the unstable manifold of the hyperbolic fixed
point. Due to the neglect of the second order differen-
tial term in Eqn. (14) this spreading is a little overes-
timated while the quantum spreading in the orthogonal
direction is absent. Thus, this can be construed as a
disregard of quantum noise which garanties the uncer-
tainty relation. Furthermore we can interpret the Liou-
villian flow in terms a classical phase space ensemble as
shown in the bottom row of Fig. 6. At t = 0 this ensem-
ble is generated by 200 phase space points to mimic the
quantum Husimi distribution. Afterwards all trajectories
evolve according to the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (21)
resp. (20). Fig. 7 shows the quasi-classical expectation
value of the Bloch vector (dashed green line) calculated
by the simple phase space average (16) in comparison to

the quantum Bloch vector 〈Ĵ〉/N . One observes an ex-
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Time evolution of the Bloch vec-

tor 〈Ĵ〉/N approaching the hyperbolic fixed point (solid blue
line) for the same parameters as in Fig. 6. The ensemble
average over 500 trajectories (dashed green line) closely fol-
lows the quantum result, while a single trajectory (solid red
line) breaks away in the vicinity of the hyperbolic fixed point
(marked by a cross).

cellent agreement. Note that the expectation values cal-
culated from the classical distribution function and the
phase space ensemble are indistinguishable on this scale
and thus only one curve is seen in the figure.
Finally we want to point out that the phase space pic-

ture also provides a quasi-classical description of genuine
many-particle quantities. For instance we consider the
condensate fraction of a many-particle quantum state,
which can be defined as the leading eigenvalue of the
reduced single-particle reduced density matrix (SPDM)
[22]

ρred =
1

N

(

〈â†1â1〉 〈â†1â2〉
〈â†2â1〉 〈â†2â2〉

)

=
1

N

(

N/2− 〈Ĵz〉 〈Ĵx〉 − i〈Ĵy〉
〈Ĵx〉+ i〈Ĵy〉 N/2 + 〈Ĵz〉

)

. (23)

As discussed above, the expectation value of the angular
momentum operators can be calculated from the quasi-
classical phase space distribution function ρ(p, q) in a
good approximation. From these it is also possible to
reconstruct the SPDM and thus calculate the conden-
sate fraction completely classically. Furthermore, it is
important to note that these quantities are not accessi-
ble within a single trajectory mean-field approach. To
illustrate this issue we compare the eigenvalues of the
SPDM from the quasi-classical Liouville approximation
with the exact quantum results in Fig. 8. Initially one
eigenvalue is unity, indicating a pure BEC equivalent to
a product state with every particle in the same mode.
This eigenvalue decreases rapidly when the Husimi func-

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

0.5

1

t

p 1,
2

FIG. 8: (Color online) Eigenvalues of the reduced single-
particle density matrix (23) calculated from the quantum
(solid blue line) and the quasi-classical (dashed green line)
Bloch vector depicted in Fig. 7.

tion approaches the hyperbolic fixed point (cf. Fig. 6), in-
dicating a rapid depletion of the condensate mode. One
observes that the classical calculation reproduces this de-
pletion of the condensate mode very well.

V. HEATING OF A TWO-MODE BEC

Recently, the long-time dynamics of a BEC interacting
with the background gas has attracted a lot of interest [7,
23]. It was shown that collisions with the background gas
lead to a decrease of the coherence of the two condensate
modes, which can be used as a noise thermometer at
extremely low temperatures. In this section we want to
discuss the heating of a BEC within the quasi-classical
phase space picture.
The main source of decoherence and heating is caused

by collisions with the background gas atoms and can de-
scribed in leading order by the master equation [24, 25]

˙̂ρ = −i[Ĥ, ρ̂]− γ1
2

∑

j=1,2

n̂2
j ρ̂+ ρ̂n̂2

j − 2n̂j ρ̂n̂j

−γ2
2

∑

j=1,2

âj â
†
j ρ̂+ ρ̂âj â

†
j − 2â†j ρ̂âj (24)

−γ2
2
eβ(~δ−µ)/2

∑

j=1,2

â†j âj ρ̂+ ρ̂â†j âj − 2âj ρ̂â
†
j ,

where µ is the chemical potential and δ is the energy
gap between the ground and the first excited mode of
the trapping potential. The first terms describe elastic
scattering events that conserve the number of particles
in the condensate mode and only lead to phase decoher-
ence (see, e.g., [26]). Thus they are readily described
within the number conserving phase space approach dis-
cussed in the present paper, where the the interpretation
as phase noise becomes especially clear. The second con-
tribution describes inelastic scattering of atoms in and
out of the condensate. As argued in [25] this effect is
smaller by orders of magnitude for certain trap geome-
tries if the temperatures are low enough and only the
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ground mode is occupied in every well. Thus we will ne-
glect this amplitude decoherence effect, i.e. we set γ2 = 0
in the following.
The effects of the scattering events are conveniently

understood and visualized in quantum phase space. The
evolution equation for the Husimi function is obtained
as in Sec. II by taking the expectation value in SU(2)
coherent states:

∂

∂t
Q(p, q) = 〈p, q| ˙̂ρ|p, q〉 (25)

= i tr
(

Ĥρ̂− ρ̂Ĥ |p, q〉 〈p, q|
)

−γ1
2

∑

j=1,2

tr
(

n̂2
j ρ̂+ ρ̂n̂2

j − 2n̂j ρ̂nj|p, q〉 〈p, q|
)

Using the D-algebra representation of the operators in-
troduced above, this equation can be cast into the form

∂

∂t
Q(p, q) = −2 Im(Dℓ(Ĥ))Q(p, q) (26)

−γ1
2

∑

j=1,2

(

Dℓ(n̂j)−Dℓ(n̂j)
∗
)2
Q(p, q)

= −{H(p, q), Q(p, q)}

−2Up(1− p)
∂2

∂p∂q
Q(p, q) + γ1

∂2

∂q2
Q(p, q),

with the classical Hamiltonian function (19). By an anal-
ogous calculation one finds the evolution equation for the
Glauber-Sudarshan distribution:

∂

∂t
P (p, q) = −{H(p, q), P (p, q)} (27)

+2Up(1− p)
∂2

∂p∂q
P (p, q) + γ1

∂2

∂q2
P (p, q),

keeping in mind that the macroscopic interaction
strength is now given by g̃ = U(N+2) instead of g = UN .
In these representations the effect of the decoherence
term ∼ γ1 becomes most obvious: It leads to a diffusion
of the relative phase of the two condensates and thus to a
blurring of the coherence of the two condensates modes.
This effect has been directly measured in the experiments
of the Oberthaler group [7, 23].
If we neglect the quantum noise term ∼ g/N , the equa-

tions (27) and (28) reduce to Fokker-Planck equations.
Thus the condensate dynamics can again be interpreted
in terms of phase space ensembles, now subject to the
stochastic evolution equations

ṗ = −∂H
∂q

and q̇ = +
∂H
∂p

+
√

2γ1ξ(t), (28)

where ξ(t) describes uncorrelated white noise:

〈ξ(t)〉 = 0 and 〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′). (29)

An example for this quasi-classical description of phase
diffusion due to heating of the condensate is shown in

p

0

0.5

1

p

0

0.5

1

p
q/π

−1 0 1
0

0.5

1

(a)

−1 0 1
q/π

0 20 40 60 80 100
0.2

0.6

1

t

α(
t)

(b)

FIG. 9: Heating of a two-mode BEC in quantum phase space
for UN = 0 J = 1, ǫ = 0 and γ1 = 0.01. (a) Comparison of
the exact quantum evolution of the Husimi function Q(p, q, t)
(left-hand side) and the stochastic dynamics of a classical
phase space ensemble (right-hand side) for t = 0, 30, 60 (from
bottom to top). Dark colors encode high values of the Husimi
density. (b) Decay of the coherence factor α(t). The exact
quantum result (solid blue line) is compared to ensemble sim-
ulations based on the Q-function (dashed green line) and the
P -function (dash-dotted red line).

Fig. 9(a) for UN = 0 and Fig. 10(a) for UN = 10, re-
spectively. The left hand side shows the exact quantum
evolution of the Husimi distribution Q(p, q, t) calculated
from the evolution of the density matrix ρ̂(t) according to
the master equation (24). At t = 0 the system is assumed
to be in a coherent state |p = 1/2, q = 0〉, i.e., a pure
condensate with equal population and zero phase differ-
ence between the two wells. In the course of time, the
Husimi function spreads and thus the coherence factor
α(t) = 2

N 〈Ĵx〉t decays as shown in part (b) of the figures.
The right-hand sides of Fig. 9(a) and Fig. 10(a) show
the evolution of a classical phase space ensemble initially
distributed according to the Husimi function Q(p, q, 0).
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FIG. 10: As Fig. 9, however for UN = 10.

The single trajectories evolve according to the stochas-
tic equations of motion (28) and thus diffuse over the
classical phase space. One observes that the quantum
dynamics is well reproduced by the classical approach,
especially the different shape of the Husimi function for
U = 0 and U = 10 after the diffusion process.
For a more quantitative analysis we have plotted the

coherence factor α(t) in Fig. 9(b) and Fig. 10(b). The

quantum result 2
N 〈Ĵx〉t is compared to the ensemble aver-

ages (16) over 500 classical trajectories for the Q-function
and P -function, respectively. In the linear case UN = 0
the mapping to stochastic evolution equations is exact
and thus the deviations only result from the finite num-
ber of classical representations. For UN = 10, however,
quantum noise is neglected leading to a systematic un-
derestimation of loss of phase coherence.
Furthermore one observes that the coherence factor

α(t) decreases much slower for UN = 10 compared to
the non-interacting case UN = 0 both in the exact and
in the classical calculation. This differences is readily un-
derstood from the structure of the classical phase space

as shown in Fig. 1. One observes that the minimum
of the classical Hamiltonian function H(p, q) is much
deeper for UN = 10, so that the classical trajectories are
bound much stronger and phase diffusion is significantly
reduced.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In the present paper we have discussed the number-
conserving phase space description of the Bose-Hubbard
model for the simplest model system consisting of just
two wells. Apart from its theoretic value as an highly
illustrative model this system has attracted considerable
experimental interest within the last years [5, 7].
We demonstrated the advantages of the Husimi phase

space quasi-density for the analysis and discussion of
quantum states. This representation allows a straightfor-
ward comparison of the many-body quantum system and
its ’classical’ counterpart given by the celebrated Gross-
Pitaevskii equation. In fact the quantum eigenstates lo-
calize on the classical phase space trajectories.
The most important conclusion of the present paper is

that two steps of approximation are necessary to derive
the celebrated Gross-Pitaevskii equation for the dynam-
ics of a Bose-Einstein condensate: Firstly the neglect of
quantum fluctuations in the limit of many particles and
secondly the assumption of a many-body quantum state
strongly localized in phase space, i.e., a nearly pure BEC.
For arbitrary quantum states one can still simulate the
dynamics ’classically’, however one now has to consider
phase space densities propagating according to the classi-
cal Liouville equation or, equivalently, ensembles of phase
space trajectories. We have demonstrated this issue for a
BEC approaching a classically unstable fixed point. The
condensate fraction rapidly decreases so that the dynam-
ics cannot be described by a single GPE-trajectory any
longer. This failure has been denoted as the breakdown
of the mean-field approximation in the literature [11, 21].
We have shown that this is an artifact of the description
by one point in quantum phase space. The breakdown
can be cured by the introduction of classical phase space
densities or ensembles.
Furthermore we have also discussed the heating of a

BEC due to collisions with background gas atoms start-
ing from a master equation description. It was shown
that this effect can also be well understood in quantum
phase space since the collisions lead to a diffusion of the
relative phase of the two modes. Using this description it
is easy to understand the dependence of the decoherence
on the system parameters simply from the structure of
the classical phase space.
Most of these facts are well established for a flat phase

space in terms of Glauber coherent states but relatively
unknown for systems with a constant of motion such as
the particle number N in the present paper. The great
advantage of this approach is that the particle number
N appears as a parameter instead of an operator which



10

simplifies approximations and expansions in this quantity
drastically. By a comparison with the well known evolu-
tion equations for phase space densities in single-particle
quantum mechanics one can directly see the analogies
between the classical limit and the macroscopic limit of
many-body quantum mechanics. In this respect the in-
verse particle number 1/N takes over the role of ~ as a
semiclassical parameter [27].
The introduction of coherent states and phase space

distributions opens the door for the use of semiclassi-
cal methods for the Bose-Hubbard model. First of all we
would like to stress that the method is not at all restricted
to two modes. In the first part of the present work [4]
we have introduced the phase space description and cal-
culated the equations of motion for an arbitrary number
of modes. The generalization of the ensemble method to
this case is straightforward and allows the approximate
calculation of many-particle quantities such as the con-
densate fraction or higher moments with small numerical
efforts. Here we have restricted ourselves to the simplest

case just for didactic reasons. The ’classical’ ensemble ap-
proach is of course not capable to describe generic quan-
tum effect such as tunneling in quantum phase space and
(self-)interference. These features can be reconstructed
using semiclassical coherent state propagators, requiring
however the generalization of techniques that have been
established for flat phase space [28]. Further opportuni-
ties include the use of phase space entropies on spherical
phase spaces (see, e.g., [20, 29]) to classify quantum states
and entanglement.
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