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Motivated by an unexpected experimental observation from the Cambridge group, [Eigen et al.,
Nature 563, 221 (2018)], we study the evolution of the momentum distribution of a degenerate Bose
gas quenched from the weakly interacting regime to the unitary regime. For the two-body problem,
we establish a relation that connects the momentum distribution at a long time to a sub-leading term
in the initial wave function. For the many-body problem, we employ the time-dependent Bogoliubov
variational wave function and find that, in certain momentum regimes, the momentum distribution
at long times displays the same exponential behavior found by the experiment. Moreover, we
find that this behavior is universal and is independent of the short-range details of the interaction
potential. Consistent with the relation found in the two-body problem, we also numerically show
that this exponential form is hidden in the same sub-leading term of the Bogoliubov wave function
in the initial stages. Conceptually, our results show that, for quench to the universal regime and
coherent quantum dynamics afterward, the universal long-time behavior is hidden in the initial

state.

Because the interaction in cold atomic systems can
be controlled by optical and magnetic fields, it can be
tuned in a time scale that is much shorter than the re-
laxation time. Cold atomic systems are also very clean
and the microscopic interaction between atoms can be
understood very well in terms of universal low-energy ef-
fective interactions. Because of these two reasons, cold
atoms are ideal for studying far-from-equilibrium dynam-
ics in the many-body sector from a microscopic point of
view. In equilibrium, there exists a lot of phenomena that
are universally applicable, independently of the details of
interactions at the microscopic scale. A major question
for the non-equilibrium physics is whether such univer-
sal phenomena can also be found in far-from-equilibrium
situations.

A recent experiment on strongly interacting Bose gases
reveals a great surprise [1]. The system is initially pre-
pared as a nearly pure Bose condensate at very low tem-
perature and with weak interactions. Then the interac-
tion is changed abruptly and the system is quenched to
unitarity with the s-wave scattering length being infinite.
The subsequent many-body dynamics was monitored by
observing the evolution of the momentum distribution
nk. A prethermalization stage was found where ny re-
mains a constant for a long time. The most surprising
finding in the experiment is that ny has a functional form

Ny ~ e M/ En (1)

where k = |k|, k, = (67%n)'/? is a momentum scale re-
lated to the total density n, and A = 3.62 is obtained
from fitting the experimental data [1]. This functional
form is seen to be valid for k£ ranging from ~ k, to a
few times k,,. There are a number of previous theoretical
works that have studied weakly interacting Bose gases
quenched to the strongly interacting regime [2-12], with

either finite or infinite scattering lengths. However, this
phenomenon has not been predicted by any theory be-
fore.

Here we should note that at unitarity, because there
is no other length scale, both the two-body collisional
rate and the three-body loss rate are proportional to
E,,, where E,, is given by h?k2/(2m). However, it has
been shown previously that the coefficient for the two-
body collisional rate is usually larger than that for the
three-body loss rate [13-16], such that the many-body
dynamics is governed by two-body collisions for a rea-
sonably long time before the three-body loss takes over
and heats the system up. Therefore, it is very reason-
able to view both the prethermalization and processes
occurring before that as caused by the two-body colli-
sions, while temperature increasing at later times is due
to the three-body losses. This separation of time scales
allows us to safely ignore the three-body loss and only
focus on two-body collisional effects when analyzing the
prethermal dynamics. In another words, we can view the
prethermalization regime as the long time limit of the dy-
namics governed by the two-body collisions. Moreover,
we have also ignored the coherent three-body effect like
the Efimov effect, because usually when two-body inter-
action is dominated, the three-body effect only provides
a small correction.

In this letter we focus on understanding of the origin of
the emergent exponential behavior of ny and answering
whether this functional form is universal or not, and we
address this issue from both two-body and many-body
perspectives. The main results can be summarized as
follows:

I. For the two-body problem, we prove a relation be-
tween the long time behavior of the momentum distribu-
tion and the properties of the initial wave function. This



relation works for arbitrary short-range potentials. With
this theorem, we can determine which property of the ini-
tial wave function is responsible for the exponential form
of Eq. (1) in the momentum distribution at a long time.

II. For the many-body problem, we employ a varia-
tional time-dependent Bogoliubov wave function and by
solving the time-dependent equation, we find that for a
certain range of momentum, the averaged ny for long
time evolution indeed obeys the form of Eq. (1), al-
though the coefficient A is quantitatively different from
the experimental value due to the mean-field nature of
our ansatz. We use three different potentials tuned near
the vicinity of a scattering resonance, that are the square
well, the Gaussian potential and the Yukawa potential,
and find that this behavior is independent of the short-
range details.

At the end, we also discuss the connection between the
two-body and the many-body results.

Two-Body Problem. Let us first start with the two-
body problem whose Hamiltonian can be written in terms
of the relative coordinate r as H = Hy + V/(r), where
Hy = —h?V?/m is the kinetic energy with m being the
mass, and V(r) is a short-range potential and we only
consider the s-wave interaction. Here we choose t = 0
as the time right after the quench of interactions and we
denote the initial wave function as |¢'). The momentum
distribution ny(t) at momentum k and time ¢ is given by

() = |(kle™ 771 ¢") 2 = |(K|er Tote= 5112, (2)

where |k) is a plane wave state. The second equality fol-
lows from the fact that |k) is an eigenstate of Hy and

e Hot only gives rise to a phase factor that does not

change ny. Furthermore, making use of the properties
of the Mgller operator [17]

OC) = lim efHte ot (3)
t——+oo

in scattering theory, we can derive the following relation

[18]

nic(t = +00) = [(KIQTT¢h)* = (KT (4)

Here [k(7)) is the inward scattering wave function defined
as [17]

a— (5)

K)) =) 4 ————
ex +10- — H

where €, = h%k?/m. For a short-range potential, it is
straightforward to show that outside the range of inter-
action, (r|k(=)) behaves as [17]

1 . 1 e—ikr
- 1K _ . 6
(27)3/2 (e tE T ) (©)

where r = |r| and k = |k|. Here we have explicitly used
the fact that the system is quenched to unitarity with
as = 0.

(rlk) =

With the relation Eq. (4), we can determine the re-
quirement for the initial wave function |¢%) that can lead
to the long-time behavior of Eq. (1) in nk. It is important
to know that {|{k(~))} also form a complete and orthogo-
nal basis, and we can expand the wave function in terms
of this basis. Let us introduce

(k) = 0\ /m(t — +o0), (7)

then the exponential form of ny will translate to the same
kind of exponential dependence for ¥(k) up to a phase
factor. We can then write the initial wave function |¢")
as

\wz/fwmex (8)

and in the momentum space

$ (k) = (k| = — /&#mﬁwmwww.

(2m)}
(9)

Considering the situation where 1 (p) is isotropic, i.e.
it can be written as ¢(p) with p = |p|, we can substi-
tute Eq. (6) into Eq. (9) and integrate out the azimuthal
degrees of freedom, we find [18]

. +oo
& (k) = % (_D 61_1)%1+/O dppy(p)
o /

o
* O_,Z::ip-l-a’(k — ZE)‘| - (0)
Let us introduce an auxiliary function ¥(z) in the com-
plex plane, such that it satisfies the requirement at the
positive side of the real axis ¥(z = p > 0) = ¢(p) and at
its negative side ¥(z = p < 0) = —¢)(—p) [19]. With the
help of this auxiliary function, it can be shown that

1 Res [220(2)]

S =~k - 1> ==y

Zj*k

where Res[f(z)].—., denotes the residue of the function
f(z) at its pole z;.

Eq. (11) is a very interesting result. Here we should
note that the amplitude of ¥(k) obeys this universal ex-
ponential form only at the momentum 2 k,,, however, the
auxiliary function ¥(z) will certainly depend on the small
momentum behavior of (k). Therefore, the residues of
U(z), as well as the coefficient for this second term in the
r.h.s. of Eq. (11), are non-universal. When (k) is a reg-
ular function as in Eq. (1) and Eq. (7), the second term
recovers the well-known 1/k* behavior of the momentum
distribution at large k. Hence, Eq. (11) tells us that, one
can subtract the leading order 1/k? term from fitting the
large momentum, and the remaining regular sub-leading
term reveals the momentum distribution at a long time.
That is to say that, in order for the long time behavior
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FIG. 1: A typical value of the normalized 7k (¢) (in unit of
1/k%) is plotted as a function of t. Here we take k = 0.6k,
and the interaction potential is the Yukawa potential. The
horizontal line with arrow indicates the time domain in which
we take average of 7k (t) to obtain fx. The two vertical arrows
indicates two time slots where the wave function is plotted in
Fig. 3.

of nx to obey Eq. (1), the sub-leading term of the initial
wave function has to obey the form given by Eq. (1) and

Eq. (7).

Many-Body Problem. Now we turn into the many-body
problem whose Hamiltonian can be written in second
quantized form as

~ a 1 . . A
H :Zekalak—f—ﬁ Z aL+qaL,_qV(q)ak,ak. (12)
k k.k'.q

Here d};(dk) is the creation (annihilation) operator for
bosons with momentum k. L2 is the system’s volume.
V(q) = [ d®re’™V (r) is the Fourier transform of the in-
teraction potential V(r). We implement the Bogoliubov-
type variational ansatz

|B(t)) = A(t) exp |go(t)af + Y ge(t)aga’ | |0).

k-2>0

(13)
Here A(t) is a normalization factor, |0) is the particle
vacuum; go and gy are variational parameters, which can
determine No(t) = |go]? and Ny (t) = |gk|?/(1 — |gx|?)
as the particle number at zero-momentum and finite mo-
mentum k modes. The Bogoliubov ansatz assumes that
the system remains as a Bose condensate during the en-
tire dynamics, which is indeed the case for this experi-
ment.

The dynamical equations for go(t) and gk (t) can be
obtained from the Euler-Lagrange equation for the La-
grangian £ = 2[(®|®) — (©|P)] — (®[H|P). It results in
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FIG. 2: (color online) Ak (in unit of 1/k3) is plotted as a
function of k/k,. Three different microscopic potentials are
used in the calculation.

coupled equations for gy and gy as [3]

. 1 95 9x + 9olgx|?
ihgo = nV(0)go + 73 > V(k)o—0||

_ 2
k0 1 |9k|
. V(p .
ihgp = 2[ep +nV (0)]gp + L(3 ) 95 + 95293 + 2l90/* gp]

2|gx|*gp + 9k + 9592
I

+ % > V(p-k) (14)

k#£0

The total number N = No + >, 5 Ni(t) is a conserved
quantity, and n = N/L? is the total density. Making use
of the spherical symmetry of this system, we consider
that gx only depends on k and can be simplified as gy,
and we can further simplify this equation by perform-
ing the azimuthal integration first [18]. Without loss of
generality, we take the initial state to be a pure Bose-
Einstein Condensate (BEC), i.e. go(0) = v/N and all
gk(0) = 0. As in the two-body case, we start the time
evolution right after the interaction quench, and there-
fore we set the interaction at scattering resonance.

Here, to verify whether the dynamics is universal, that
is to say, whether it depends on the short-range details,
we consider three different short-range potentials:

(i) The square well potential:

Vew(r) = — BTy (ro — ), where O is the Heaviside step

2
mrg

function. The s-wave resonance occurs at vs = (m/2)2.
(ii) The Gaussian potential:
Vow(r) = —%e’rz/ "0, and the s-wave resonance oc-
curs at 5 ~ 2.68.
(iii) The Yukawa potential:

2 —r/r
Vyw(r) = _% < 471'/r0 )
at vy ~ 21.1.
We numerically solve the coupled equations Eq. (14)
with these three potentials by discretizing both the radial
momentum and the time, from which we can obtain g (¢)

and Ni(¢). Following Ref. [1], we introduce a normalized

and the s-wave resonance occurs




momentum distribution

e (t) = ; (15)

such that 25 >, k(t) = 1. In Fig. 1 we plot ng(t) as
a function of t. One can see that following a growth at
the initial stage, My (t) exhibits an oscillatory behavior
for ¢t > t,,, where t, is a typical time scale defined as
t, = h/E,. We also find that this oscillatory solution
is stable against noises. Though it looks surprising that
the highly non-linear equations can display stable oscil-
latory solution, it can be understood analytically in term
of a simplified version of these coupled equations [18].
In reality, the interactions between quasi-particles cause
Baliaev-Landau damping, which will eventually smear
out the oscillation and lead to a saturation result. Here,
we take a long time average of ny(t) starting from the
second peak in the oscillation, as indicated in Fig. 1.
The average is denoted by 7y, which is taken as the long
time saturation value of the momentum distribution.

In Fig. 2, we plot the dimensionless quantity ki
as a function of k/k,. The fit shows a regime around
k ~ k,, where Ny behaves as Eq. (1), consistent with
the experimental observation in Ref. [1]. This fitting
yields a coefficient A = 5.1 — 5.2. For large k, the fitting
yields a 1/k* behavior. Most importantly, we note that
the curves obtained using the three different potentials
defined above collapse onto one another, which shows
that this emergent exponential behavior of the momen-
tum distribution is independent of the short-range details
of the interaction potentials.

Connection between the Two- and Many-Body Prob-
lems. To summarize the results above, on one hand, our
discussion on the two-body problem has established a re-
lation between ny at the long time and the wave function
behavior at the initial time; and on the other hand, our
Bogoliubov calculation for the many-body problem has
discovered the exponential form for ny at the long time
as observed in the experiment reported in Ref. [1]. Now a
natural question is whether the same relation also holds
in the Bogoliubov wave function, namely, whether the
exponential form is also hidden in the sub-leading term
of the Bogoliubov wave function at the early time. To
check this conjecture, we look into the wave function g
at times t < t,,, far before the saturation of the momen-
tum distribution, as indicated by arrows in Fig. 1. This
early stage wave function is reminiscent of the initial wave
function in the two-body case. In Fig. 3(a), we plot |gx|
as a function of k/k,, which does not show any expo-
nential behavior, and the large k part can be well fitted
by a 1/k? tail. In Fig. 3(b), following the same spirt of
Eq. (11) discovered in the two-body problem, we subtract
the 1/k? part in |gx|, and plot the sub-leading term as a
function of k/k,. Interestingly, in the same momentum
range where the long time ny plotted in Fig. 2 shows an
exponential behavior, this sub-leading term in the early
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FIG. 3: (color online) The momentum space Bogoliubov wave
function gx for two time slots at the early time ¢t = 0.2¢,, (blue
lines) and t = 0.3t (red lines) as marked in Fig. 1. In (a),
the log-log plot shows that the large k part of |gk| can be
well fitted by ~ 1/k*. In (b), the log plot shows that for the
intermediate k ~ k,, after subtracting 1/l<:2 part, the sub-
leading term can be well fitted by ~ e~ Me/kn

time wave function plotted in Fig. 3(b) also shows an ex-
ponential behavior. Notice that we start from an initial
state with all atoms in the zero-momentum state, the ex-
ponential behavior at the early stage wave function may
originate from the pair production process, as discussed
in Ref. [20].

Comments on Comparison with Ezperiment. Aside
from momentum distribution, we find that the growth
time also follows the scaling law as discovered by the
experiment, and we find that the condensed fraction at
long time is not vanishing and is about 10%. However,
we should emphasize that the agreement between our Bo-
goliubov theory and the experiment is only qualitative.
Experimentally, this exponential behavior of ny is valid
up to ~ 3k, and they do not find 1/k* behavior, but in
our case it is only up to ~ k, and is followed by a 1/k*
tail at higher momenta. The value of A is also somewhat
different between our calculation and the experimental
result. However, since the system is strongly interacting,
we do not expect the mean-field type Bogoliubov the-
ory to be quantitatively accurate anyway. Moreover, our
calculation leads to a very fast oscillation of ny at long
times and its mean value saturates. In experiment, the
momentum distribution eventually takes off again after
a prethermalization plateau, and this is caused by the



heating due to the three-body loss which we do not in-
clude in our theory. Our results offer valuable insight for
understanding this observation but more involved theo-
ries are required for a more quantitative comparison with
experiment.

Note Added. When finishing this paper, we became
aware of another preprint, Ref. [21], which also did the
many-body calculation with the Bogoliubov wave func-
tion.
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I. PROOF OF EQ. (4)

In this section we prove the relation Eq. (4) in the main text, i.e., the relation
nic(t — +00) = [(K[QT[¢")> = (k|67 [, (S.1)

As shown in our main text, here |¢?) is the initial state, which is a normalized wave packet, |k(~)) is the inward
scattering wave function defined in Eq. (5) of our main text,

() = |(Kle 7" 2 = |(k|et ot h | giy 2 (S.2)

is the momentum distribution defined in Eq. (2) of our main text, and

Q) = lim enftemtot (S.3)
t—+oo
is the so-called Mgller operator.

First, we emphasis that here in the unitary case, the Hamiltonian H does not support any bound state. As shown
in the end of Sec. 2-d of Ref. [S.1], in this case the Mgller operator Q) is an unitary operator. Namely, Q) is an
invertible map from the Hilbert space to itself, and satisfies Q-1 = Q)T Thus, for any normalizable state |¢?),
we can define another normalizable state |¢®) as

|6 = Qg = Qg (8.4)
It is clear that |¢") satisfies
Q8 =1¢"), (8.5)
or
Jlim [l e g — 1) | o, (S.6)
where [||¢)]| = v/ {#|¢). Notice that Eq. (S.7) yields
Jim 169 — e fore=# A1) | o, (8.7)
or
lim efHote=#Ht| gty — |Gy, (S.8)

t—+oo

Using Eq. (S.8) and Eq. (S.4), we know that for any normalizable state |¢%), the limit lim;_, o eiﬁgote_%ﬁt|¢i> does
exist, and can be expressed as

lim efHote= i | giy = ) ~1|gi) = QO|gi). (.9)

t—+oo



Substituting Eq. (S.9) into Eq. (S.2), we immediately have
ne(t — +00) = [(k|QT|6)]2. (S.10)

Thus, the first equality of Eq. (4) in the main text (i.e., Eq. (S.1)) is proved. .

Now we prove the second equality of Eq. (4) in the main text, i.c., the result |[(k|Q()T]¢")2 = |(k(7)|¢")|2. To this
end, we first re-express (k|Q(7)f[¢?) as
(na(k)| Qg7 = lim (¢Q) na(k))", (S.11)

= lim
d—0+ d—0+

(K|QT|g")

where the normalizable state |ng(k)) is defined as

a0} = [ di i = 10l (5.12)
with
, 1 Ik —k?
Ja(k k) = e (S.13)
Here we have used the result
S(k' — k) = i k' — k). S.14
( )= lim_fa( ) (S.14)

Furthermore, as shown in Sec. 8-c, 10-a and 10-b of Ref. [S.1], for the normalizable state |ng) we also have
QU na(k) = [ fall ~ 1K), (515

with the scattering state |k’(-)) being defined in Eq. (5) of our main text. Thus, substituting Eq. (S.15) into Eq.
(S.11), we obtain

(K[Q ) = (¢'[k )", (S.16)
which gives
[(K[QT[") 2 = (k) |g") | (S.17)

Thus, the second equality of Eq. (4) in the main text (i.e., Eq. (S.1)) is proved.

II. PROOF OF EQ. (10)

Now we prove Eq. (10) of our main text. First, substituting Eq. (6) of our main text into Eq. (9) of our main text,
and using the fact that ¢(p) is independent of the direction of p (i.e., ¥(p) = ¥(p)), we obtain

i 1 —ikr ipr , Le "
816) = g [ | [ dwretm (¢ 27|
) “+o0o e’}

= mu+wmmy (S.18)

s

with the function F'(p,r) being defined as

F(p,r) = (%) ¥ (p) sin(kr) cos(pr). (S.19)



Furthermore, since the integration fOJrOO dr [ fOJrOO dpF (p, r)} converges, we have

#'(k) = lim 2 /0 o drec" [ /0 o dpF(p,r)} (S.20)

e—0+ 4T

Using this result we can exchange the integrations [ dr and [ dp, and have

; L2t e —er
' (k) Jim — /0 dp {/0 drF(p,r)e ]

1 i Foeo o
- (-1} d S —
27 ( k) S0+ /0 ppy(p) Z p+ ok +ieo’)

o,0'=%

I
5
|

(S.21)

This is Eq. (10) of our main text.

III. SIMPLIFIED EQUATIONS FOR THE BOGOLIUBOV ANSATZ

In following we present a simplified form of the coupled equations of motion, Eq.(14), in the main text:

5 - e Jogr + g 2
iGo = A1do +/ dkAg(k)w
0 1 — gkl
idp = B1(p)gp + B2(p) [35 + 35°9; + 2190l 9] (S.22)

O 2|9k gp + 9x + 9195
— = dkk?F (k d
2“3/; ( TOvpro) 1— |gk|2

Here go = go/ V'N; gi = gx only depends on the the module k = |k|, preserving spherical symmetry, since we only

consider s-wave interaction. Each quantity is dimensionless, with time (momentum) unit ¢, (k,), which has been set

to be unity for simplicity. The coefficient functions A;, B;, F' are listed below for different interaction potentials.
For the square well potential:

473 To 47& k

A = Ay = i1 (k
1 O ) 2 T ]1( TO)?
85T 4~ 71 (pr
By =op? -~ 350 p . Awilpro) (5.23)
9 3mp
8vs[y sin(z) cos(y) — x cos(x) sin(y)
F(z,y) = ol 2( 3 3 ]’
T2 (ady — xy?)
where ji(x) = [sin(z) — x cos(x)]/z? is the first order spherical Bessel function.
For the Gaussian potential:
2’}/ To 2’7 ]{121"0 12,2
A, = — g Ay = — g krg
1 3\//}, 2 ﬁ € )
4dy,1g 29.10 2,2
By —op2_ e __ e p°ry
1 D 3\/7?’ 2 3\/77_ € ) (824)

,yg[e—(x—y>2/4 — e~ (@t+)?/4]

w3/ 2y



For the Yukawa potential:

A — o _ 'VkaTO
! 372 2 w2 (k2ri +1)°
2
By=2p? - B0 g WO (S.25)

, D2 ’
32 3m2(p?r3 +1)

2m3xy (x—y)?2+1

F(x,y) =

IV. OSCILLATORY SOLUTION OF THE BOGOLIUBOV EQUATIONS

In following we discuss the oscillatory behavior of the solution of the equation-of-motion (14). First of all, we
rewrite the Bogoliubov equation-of-motion for gp.o as follows:

ihgp = Ap + Bpgp + Cpya, (S.26)
where the coefficients are
V
Ap = Z Vip— k | NER
k0
2V 2| i |? 2
Bp = 2¢ep +2nV(0) + ( + 73 Z V(p 1|97k|2, (5.27)
kA0 - \9k|

Cp = Al*).

Let us now consider these coefficients. i) It is easy to see that Bp is real. For short-range potentials, V (p) is nearly a
constant for the momentum range of interests. Hence, by taking V(p — k) ~ V(p), we have

2V(p) 2\9k| 2V(p) 2 e
V(p S lgo|* + =2V (p)n. (S.28)
B el s SV 9 P

Hence, we assume B(p) is a constant independent of time. ii) Considering local two-point correlation

() = oo + Y i) = 7 (s + 2. (5.29)

2
e 9|

Note that, because of the translational symmetry, this correlation does not depend on r. It is quite a common
situation that, after a quench, the amplitude of local two-point correlation does not change with time after a local
thermalization time, which is of the order of a few ¢,, in this case. Hence, again by taking V(p — k) = V(p), we can
write

Ap = V(p)(¥(r)¥(r)), (5.30)
which can be assumed as a constant aside from a running phase, i.e.

Ap ~ AVt (S.31)

where Ag is a constant amplitude independent of time, and w is a constant frequency independent both of time and
momentum.
With these two assumptions, we find that Eq. (S.26) can be exactly solved as
wwt

e 2
~ — - Q .32
dp QAg <Q;1+O¢pempt +Bp +w p): (8.32)
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FIG. 1: The coefficients in Eq. (S.26) for the case with Gaussian interaction potential. (a) The amplitude (top panel) and
phase (bottom panel) of coefficient Ap as a function of time (different colors label different momenta). (b) The coefficient By,
after extracting 2ep, as a function of momentum (different colors label different times).
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FIG. 2: Comparison of the numeric solution (blue solid line) and the approximated solution (red dashed line) with Eq. (S.32)
for the normalized momentum distribution as a function of time. Here we take a typical value of momentum, k = 0.6k,, and
the interaction potential is the Gaussian potential. The parameter «p is chosen to be 4.60e!-3%¢,,.

where Qp = /(Bp +w)? — 4| AJ|? is the oscillation frequency of ny, and ap is a momentum-dependent parameter

determined by initial condition.

We also perform the self-consistent checks of the assumptions and the analytical solutions. First, in Fig. 1 we show
Ap from the numerical solution, and one can see that the amplitude of Ap quickly converges to a constant, and the
phase of different A, collapse into a single curve which linearly increases with the increasing of time, and Bp is a
constant independent of time. All these features are very much consistent with our assumptions discussed above.
Secondly, we compare the analytical solution with the numerical solutions. In Fig. 2, we use gp from Eq. (S.32) to
obtain a momentum distribution np, and compare this momentum distribution with the numerical solution of the
Bogoliubov equation-of-motion. We obtain good agreement for long time dynamics, as shown in Fig. 2. In this way, we
have demonstrated that although the Bogoliubov equation-of-motion is highly non-linear, it does host an oscillating
solution.
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[S.1] J. R. Taylor, Scattering Theory (Wiley, New York, 1972), Chapter 2, 8 and 10.



