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Abstract

The introduction of nonlinearities in the Schrödinger equation has been considered in the litera-
ture as an effective manner to describe the action of external environments or mean fields. Here, in
particular, we explore the nonlinear effects induced by subtracting a term proportional to Bohm’s
quantum potential to the usual (linear) Schrödinger equation, which generates the so-called “clas-
sical” Schrödinger equation. Although a simple nonlinear transformation allows us to recover the
well-known classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation, by combining a series of analytical results (in the
limiting cases) and simulations (whenever the analytical treatment is unaffordable), we find an an-
alytical explanation to why the dynamics in the nonlinear “classical” regime is still strongly non-
classical. This is even more evident by establishing a one-to-one comparison between the Bohmian
trajectories associated with the corresponding wave function and the classical trajectories that one
should obtain. Based on these observations, it is clear that the transition to a fully classical regime
requires extra conditions in order to remove any trace of coherence, which is the truly distinctive
trait of quantum mechanics. This behavior is investigated in three paradigmatic cases, namely, the
dispersion of a free propagating localized particle, the harmonic oscillator, and a simplified version
of Young’s two-slit experiment.

Keywords: nonlinear Schrödinger equation, classical Schrödinger equation, Bohmian dynamics, inter-
ference, induced self-focusing

1 Introduction

Typically, the emergence of the classical world from the quantum one is associated with the action of
decoherence [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Accordingly, the constant interaction with an environment is what eventually
leads a given (quantum) system of interest to loose its quantumness (its ability to display genuine
quantum features, such as interference, for instance), and hence to behave like the objects that we
observe in our everyday life. The theory of open quantum systems [6] contains a wide variety of effective
models to investigate the effects and consequences arising from the environmental interaction, while
avoiding the technical complexities (analytical and numerical) inherent to the corresponding many-body
problems. Among all such models, the Lindblad equation provides us with the most general form of
a master equation, where the environmental action on the system reduced density matrix is described
by a dissipator term. Nonetheless, if we are interested in a wave-function based description, still the
Lindblad equation can be recast in terms of a stochastic nonlinear equation, according to the quantum
state diffusion approach [7, 8, 9].

To investigate the quantum-to-classical transition, however, there is an alternative route, which con-
sists in considering effective nonlinear equations. This is the case of the so-called “classical” Schrödinger
equation,

iℏ
∂ψ(r, t)

∂t
= − ℏ2

2m
∇2ψ(r, t) + V (r)ψ(r, t) +

ℏ2

2m

∇2A(r, t)

A(r, t)
ψ(r, t), (1)

where A(r, t) denotes the amplitude of the wave function ψ(r, t). In this equation, the effect of intro-
ducing a nonlinear term on the right-hand side gives rise to a phase dynamics governed by a classical-
like Hamilton-Jacobi equation. It is worth noting that the introduction of nonlinear terms into the
Schrödinger equation in this manner has been considered in the literature as an effective method to
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recover or reproduce classical-like behaviors. For instance, the Kostin or Schrödinger–Langevin equation
[10, 11, 12], or the Schuch–Chung–Hartmann equation [13, 14, 15] constitute attempts to describe dissi-
pation in a pure quantum state, in an analogous manner to how it is done in classical mechanics, with a
friction term. In the first case, in particular, the dissipative term is associated with the phase of the wave
function, while in the latter it is related to the square of its amplitude (i.e., the probability density).
The so-called Schrödinger-Newton equation is another example of effective nonlinear equation, formerly
intended to investigate the equilibrium configurations of self-gravitating systems of scalar bosons and
spin−1/2 fermions, and later reconsidered to study the role of gravity in the collapse of the wave func-
tion (the so-called problem of the quantum state reduction) and, therefore, how classicality emerges in
a cosmological scenario [16, 17]. A simplification of this equation is the Gross–Pitaevskii equation [18],
of common used to study the dynamics of Bose-Einstein condensates, although it can also be extended
to other contexts, such as the propagation of light through a nonlinear medium [19]. In this equation,
the self-interacting term becomes a cubic nonlinearity, which acts on the system wave function only
locally, that is, it is the density at a given position and time what acts on the wave function at such a
position and time. This equation is also used to described light propagation along optical fibers, when it
is derived from Maxwell’s equations [20, 21], instead of from a collection of bosons. Nonetheless, in this
context, nonlinearities can be just a cubic term, as in the Gross–Pitaevskii equation, or acquire a more
generalized and complicated form in order to include other effects, such as ultrashort pulses or multi-
photon absorption, which lead to the appearance of higher orders in the time-derivatives or imaginary
fractionary powers of the nonlinear term.

Following the Van Vleck semiclassical formulation of quantum mechanics [22], Schiller found [23] that
by modifying the classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation one can obtain a classical Schrödinger equation with
classical complex-valued wave functions. Almost by the same time, Rosen also found the same equation
while investigating when quantum and classical dynamics look the same [24, 25, 26, 27]. A heuristic
derivation of this equation employing the language of Lagrangian dynamics is given by Holland [28], who
also discusses a series of aspects related to it and its solutions concerning the dissimilarities between
quantum and classical motions (“classical” in terms of this nonlinear equation). On the other hand,
following similar arguments to those of Rosen, Ghose [29] reconsiders the classical Schrödinger equation
as a means to recover classicality alternative to decoherence or other classical approaches, such as ℏ going
to zero. More recently, it has also been revisited by Schleich et al. [30], from whom “the linearity of
quantum mechanics is intimately connected to the strong coupling between the amplitude and phase of a
quantum wave”, which is, actually, what the Bohm’s picture of quantum mechanics emphasizes. On the
other hand, numerical simulations of well-known paradigmatic quantum systems carried out by Chou
[31, 32], Benseny et al. [33], and Ghose and Bloh [34] show that, despite of the strong connection between
the classical Schrödinger equation and the classical Hamilton-Jacobi, there are still major discrepancies
between the motions generated by one and the other. On the other hand, Richardson et al. [35] showed
that still it is possible to keep linear features by conveniently tuning the contribution of the nonlinear
term in the classical Schrödinger equation.

To better understand what really makes interesting the classical Schrödinger equation, it is worth
noting the fact that it includes a locally evaluated mean or self-consistent field term that antagonizes
the dispersive contribution implicit in the kinetic operator. Thus, like Schiller [23], let us consider the
system wave function in polar form,

ψ(r, t) = A(r, t)eiS(r,t)/ℏ, (2)

where both A(r, t) =
√
ρ(r, t) and S(r, t) are real-valued fields describing, respectively, the local varia-

tions of the probability amplitude (or the probability density ρ) and the phase undergone by the system.
The action of the kinetic operator, K̂ = −(ℏ2/2m)∇2, on this ansatz, divided by ψ(r, t), produces

K̂ψ(r, t)
ψ(r, t)

=
[∇S(r, t)]2

2m
− ℏ2

2m

∇2A(r, t)

A(r, t)
− iℏ

2

∇j(r, t)

ρ(r, t)
. (3)

On the right-hand side of the above equation, we have

j(r, t) = ρ(r, t)v(r, t) =
1

m
Re [ψ∗(r, t)p̂ψ(r, t)] , (4)

which is the usual quantum flux [36], where p̂ = −iℏ∇ is the usual momentum operator, and

v(r, t) =
j(r, t)

ρ(r, t)
=

1

m
Im

[
p̂ψ(r, t)

ψ(r, t)

]
=

∇S(r, t)
m

(5)
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is a velocity field that accounts for the local phase variations. Within the context of Bohmian mechanics,
this velocity field is directly related to the so-called Bohm’s momentum [37].

From a physical point of view, the three terms in Eq. (3) contribute to a different dynamical aspect
displayed by the wave function during its evolution [38]. The imaginary term, which depends on the
quantum flux and the probability density, is related to the conservation of the latter. As for the two
real-valued contributions, they are specifically related to the wave function propagation dynamics. In
analogy to the role of the kinetic term within the classical Hamilton-Jacobi formulation, the first one
of these contributions is also a purely kinetic term, i.e., it is connected to the “motion” of the wave
function in the corresponding configuration space. However, because a wave function is an extensive
object, its dynamics is also strongly influenced by its own configuration, which is precisely what the
second term accounts for, as it depends on the local changes undergone by the amplitude of the wave
function (more specifically, it is a measure of its local curvature at a given time t). In the literature,
this term is the so-called Bohm’s quantum potential [37, 39, 28], although the term “potential” might be
certainly misleading, as neither its origin nor its action on the system have to do with those of a usual
potential function. Note that it is responsible for dispersion or diffraction of the wave function, thus
governing its spreading [38, 40].

The idea of a classical Schrödinger equation thus departs from the above considerations: if an equiv-
alent term, but with opposite sign, is directly added to the usual Schrödinger equation, then it should
counteract the dispersive effects induced by the quantum potential generated by the kinetic operator
and, therefore, the dynamics displayed by the quantum system should look pretty much like classical
dynamics, since only the classical-like contribution, (∇S)2/2m, remains. Such a term is what Schleich et
al. [30] call the classicality-enforcing potential, a term also adopted by Richardson et al. [35]. The purpose
in this work is to investigate this conjecture, which, in principle, seems to solve the problem of the clas-
sical limit and the quantum-classical correspondence, as trajectories can also be introduced in quantum
mechanics through Eq. (5). Specifically, by integrating in time the equation of motion ṙ = v(r, t), we
obtain the so-called Bohmian trajectories in a natural manner [41], which here are interpreted as paths
or streamlines that serve to monitor the flux of the probability density [42] rather than the actual paths
followed by real particles. Note that, if the polar ansatz (2) is substituted into the nonlinear Schrödinger
equation (1), we obtain

−∂S(r, t)
∂t

=
[∇S(r, t)]2

2m
+ V (r), (6)

∂ρ(r, t)

∂t
= −∇j(r, t), (7)

where Eq. (7) is the continuity equation, while Eq. (6) looks like a classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation.
Unlike previous works [31, 32, 33], here we are interested in providing analytical solutions to also

paradigmatic cases in order to better understand the main differences between the quantum (Bohmian)
solutions and the classical ones, and, more specifically, such differences come from. In particular, the
analysis will focus on some paradigmatic systems, such as dispersion of a free particle, the harmonic
oscillator, or two-wave packet interference, as all of them capture in one way or another the essence of
what we understand by non-classical behavior in a simple manner, even though they are often invoked
to explain more complex problems. To tackle the issue, we revisit the transition from a fully quantum or
linear regime, described by the usual Schrödinger equation, to the (seemingly) classical one determined
by the nonlinear Eq. (1) by adding a coupling factor, λ, to the nonlinearity. This coupling factor ranges
from 0 to 1, which allows us to pass from the linear to the nonlinear case in a smooth manner. To proceed
in an analytical manner in as much as possible, at least, in the limiting cases, we have considered Heller’s
frozen Gaussian wave-packet method [43]. According to this method, the propagation of a Gaussian wave
packet can be determined by means of a a series of time-dependent parameters that obey a set of coupled
ordinary differential equations, to which the Bohmian equation of motion can also be added [40], which
acquires a rather simple form. In some particular instances, these equations admit analytical solutions,
which makes the interpretation of the corresponding dynamics more evident, even in those cases where
the wave function consists of coherent superpositions of such wave packets and the full solution is no
longer analytical. Thus, the results obtained show that, although the overall classical behaviors are
nicely reproduced, there are still major differences that avoid us to speak about a true classical limit, in
agreement with previously reported data. In this regard, even though a classical-like equation is recovered
from the nonlinear Schrödinger equation (1), the dynamics still keeps strong non-classical features.

The organization of this work is as follows. In next section, we briefly introduced the equations of
motion in the general case. The dynamics for single wave packets is discussed in Sec. 3, considering both
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free propagation and the harmonic oscillator. In Sec. 4 we present results for two wave-packet interference
propagating both in free space and inside a harmonic potential. Finally, the main conclusions extracted
from this work are presented in Sec. 5.

2 General framework

For simplicity, let us consider the case of a one-dimensional non-relativistic particle with mass m acted
by the nonlinear Schrödinger equation

iℏ
∂ψ(x, t)

∂t
= − ℏ2

2m

∂2ψ(x, t)

∂t2
+ V (x)ψ(x, t) + λ

ℏ2

2m

1

A(x, t)

∂2A(x, t)

∂x2
ψ(x, t), (8)

where the potential function V (x) can be recast as a second-degree polynomial (higher order polyno-
mials are disregarded here because of their loss of analyticity, as discussed below) and the parameter λ
determines the strength of the coupling with the nonlinear contribution, with its value ranging between 0
(linear regime) and 1 (classical regime). Analogous gradual transitions can also be found in the literature
[31, 32, 34, 35]. Regardless of the nonlinear term, the equation of motion for the trajectories describing
the time evolution of systems governed by Eq. (8) is

ẋ(x, t) =
j(x, t)

ρ(x, t)
=

1

m

∂S(x, t)

∂x
. (9)

Given the degree of the potential, let us then consider the suitable Gaussian ansatz

ψ(x, t) = exp

[
iαt(x− xt)

2

ℏ
+
iβt(x− xt)

ℏ
+
iγt
ℏ

]
. (10)

which depends on the parameters αt, βt, γt, and xt. The justification for this ansatz arises [43] from the
fact that, if the wave packet is sufficiently narrow for a time and it is acted by a relatively smooth external
potential, then the dynamics of such a wave packet will only be affected (for such a time duration) by
the first terms in the Taylor expansion of the potential around its centroidal position, according to
Ehrenfest’s theorem [36]. That is, if we retain terms up to (x− xt)

2 in this Taylor expansion, then the
wave packet will be acted, in good approximation, by a harmonic potential, which means that initially
Gaussian wave packets will preserve their Gaussian shape.

The ansatz (10) allows us to obtain the solutions to the nonlinear Schrödinger equation (8) from a
set of partial differential equations instead of solving directly a nonlinear partial differential equation.
Those equations arise after substituting (10) into Eq. (8), with the corresponding approximation, up to
second order, for the potential function around xt, i.e.,

V (x, t) = Vt(xt) + V ′
t (xt)(x− xt) +

1

2
V ′′
t (xt)(x− xt), (11)

and then separating in terms of the powers of (x − xt). Moreover, let us also consider a series of
conditions that simplify the calculations. From the normalization condition for the ansatz (10), we
obtain a relationship between the imaginary parts of αt and γt:

γit = −ℏ
4

ln

[
2αi

t

πℏ

]
, (12)

where a superscript “i” is used to denote imaginary part (similarly, a superscript “r” will be used to
label the real part of a quantity from now on). Since the condition (12) must be satisfied at any time
and, at t = 0 it implies the initial condition

γi0 = −ℏ
4

ln

[
2αi

0

πℏ

]
. (13)

On the other hand, taking into account (12), if we compute the expectation value for the position and
momentum of (8), we obtain

⟨x̂⟩ = xt, ⟨p̂⟩ = βt. (14)

Accordingly, both xt and βt are real-valued quantities, which determine the instantaneous position and
momentum of the centroid of the wave packet centroid in phase space.
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Proceeding now as it was indicated above, we obtain, respectively, from the zeroth, first, and second
orders in (x− xt) the following equations

γ̇t =
iℏαt

m
+ βtẋt −

β2
t

2m
+ Vt +

λℏ
m

αi
t −

λ

2m

(
βi
t

)2
, (15)

2αt

(
ẋt −

βt
m

)
= β̇t + V ′

t +
2λℏ
m

αi
tβ

i
t , (16)

α̇t = −2α2
t

m
− 1

2
V ′′
t − 2λ

m

(
αi
t

)2
. (17)

Because βt is real, according to (14), Eq. (16) reduces to

2αt

(
ẋt −

βt
m

)
= β̇t + V ′

t . (18)

Now, since αt is complex and the right-hand side of Eq. (18) is real, the following identities must be
satisfied:

ẋt =
βt
m
, β̇t = −V ′

t , (19)

which is in compliance with Ehrenfest’s theorem, i.e., the centroid of the wave packet evolves in time
according to the classical Hamiltonian equations, with xt and pt defining a classical trajectory. Thus,
from now on, we will denote βt as pt. Accordingly, Eq. (15) can be recast in a simpler manner, as

γ̇t =
iℏαt

m
+ ptẋt − Et +

λℏ
m

αt, (20)

where Et = p2t/2m+ Vt.
Therefore, the set of equations of motion that determine the time evolution of the ansatz wave

function (8) is

ẋt =
pt
m
, (21)

ṗt = −V ′
t , (22)

α̇r
t = −2(αr

t )
2

m
+ (1− λ)

2(αi
t)

2

m
− 1

2
V ′′
t , (23)

α̇i
t = −4αr

tα
i
t

m
, (24)

γ̇rt = −(1− λ)
ℏαi

t

m
+ ptẋt − Et, (25)

γ̇it =
ℏαr

t

m
. (26)

To this set of equations, we need to add the general expression for the equation of motion of the trajec-
tories, which reads as [40]

ẋ =
1

m
[pt + 2αr

t (x− xt)] . (27)

The trajectories obtained from this equation for each case will help us to understand the role played by
the classicality-enforcing potential in terms of the coupling strength λ. Note that, if λ = 0, the above
system of equations reproduces the original Heller’s set [40, 43], while for λ = 1, the real part of both αt

and γt decouples from the imaginary part of αt, which is related to the dispersion of the wave packet.
This is better appreciated if Eq. (27) is recast as

ẋ− pt/m

x− xt
=

2αr
t

m
, (28)

which can readily be integrated to yield the general expression

x(t) = xt + [x(0)− x0] exp

[∫ t

0

2αr
t′

m
dt′

]
. (29)
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Accordingly, any effect induced by αi
t on the Bohmian trajectories disappears, as Eq. (27) will only

depend on αr
t . On the other hand, the phase accumulated by the wave, accounted for by γrt , will equal

the classical action, S =
∫
L dt, where L = ptẋt/2− Vt is the classical Lagrangian.

From Eqs. (23) and (24), we note that, in the fully nonlinear regime λ = 1, the dependence of αr
t

on the imaginary part of αt is washed out, although αi
t still depends on αr

t . In general terms, this
“non-recriprocal” dependence can be understood by noting that αr

t is directly related to dispersion in
the trajectory dynamics, according to Eq. (27). In turn, these dynamics must be in compliance with the
dispersion undergone by the wave packet (10), which is described by αi

t. Therefore, for a dispersive wave
packet, αr

t must not only be nonzero, but should also influence the dynamics of αi
t, even if the opposite

is not the case, regardless of the value of λ.

3 Single wave packet dynamics

3.1 Free-space propagation

In the case of free-space propagation, V (x) = 0, the set of equations (21) to (26) becomes

ẋt =
pt
m
, (30)

ṗt = 0, (31)

α̇r
t = −2(αr

t )
2

m
+ (1− λ)

2(αi
t)

2

m
, (32)

α̇i
t = −4αr

tα
i
t

m
, (33)

γ̇rt = −(1− λ)
ℏαi

t

m
+ ptẋt − Et, (34)

γ̇it =
ℏαr

t

m
. (35)

If the initial ansatz is

ψ(x, 0) =

(
1

2πσ2
0

)1/4

exp

[
− (x− x0)

2

4σ2
0

+
ip0(x− x0)

ℏ

]
, (36)

we have the following initial conditions for the Gaussian parameters:

α0 =
iℏ
4σ2

0

, γ0 =
iℏ
4

ln
(
2πσ2

0

)
, (37)

and (x0, p0) for (xt, pt). For the linear case, the solutions are readily obtained, being

xt = x0 +
p0
m

t, (38)

pt = p0, (39)

αt =
iℏ
4σ2

0

(
1

1 + iℏt/2mσ2
0

)
=

iℏ
4σ0σ̃t

, (40)

γt = γ0 +
iℏ
2

ln

(
1 +

2α0t

m

)
=
iℏ
4

ln (2πσ̃t) , (41)

where

σ̃t = σ0

(
1 +

iℏt
2mσ2

0

)
. (42)

We thus obtain the usual Gaussian dispersion or diffraction, described by the wave function

ψ(x, t) =

(
1

2πσ̃2
t

)1/4

exp

[
− (x− x0)

2

4σ0σ̃t
+
ip0(x− xt)

ℏ
− Ett

ℏ

]
, (43)

and the typical hyperbolic trajectories describing these dynamics,

x(t) = xt +
σt
σ0

[x(0)− x0] , (44)
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where

σt = |σ̃t| = σ0

√
1 +

(
ℏt

2mσ2
0

)2

. (45)

The above results and their dynamical consequences are well-known (see Refs. [38, 40] for a general
discussion). In order to better understand the physics associated with the αt-parameter as well as its
contribution to the quantumness of the system, we now consider a more general initial condition α0,
such that αr

0 ̸= 0. In this case, the integration in time of Eqs. (32) and (33) renders

αt =
α0

1 + 2α0t/m
, (46)

where its respective real and imaginary parts

αr
t =

αr
0

1 + 4αr
0t/m+ (2|α0|t/m)2

+
2|α0|2t/m

1 + 4αr
0t/m+ (2|α0|t/m)2

, (47)

αi
t =

αi
0

1 + 4αr
0t/m+ (2|α0|t/m)2

. (48)

Substituting Eq. (47) into Eq. (29), and then integrating in time, leads to the trajectory equation

x(t) = xt +
√

1 + 4αr
0t/m+ (2|α0|t/m)2 [x(0)− x0] , (49)

which, somehow, resembles the functional form displayed by Eq. (44), although it now contains an
additional linear term, as it also does the denominator of αi

t (apart from substituting the prefactor αi
0

by |α0| in the quadratic term). The presence of this term introduces a linear correction in the quadratic
expansion at very short times, i.e., for t≪ m/2|α0|, where Eq. (49) can be approximated by

x(t) ≈ x(0) +

{
p0
m

+
2αr

0

m
[x(0)− x0]

}
t+

2|α0|2

m2
[x(0)− x0] t

2. (50)

As it can readily be seen, taking p0 = 0 for simplicity, if t ≪ αr
0/m|α2

0|2, the linear term dominates the
dynamics in the very short time regime, unlike the case of a typical minimum uncertainty wave packet
seen above. This effect is purely induced by the addition of an initial extra position-dependent phase,
which is the role played by a nonzero αr

0 [note that, in such a case, the wave packet acquires an initial
phase given by αr

0(x − x0) at t = 0]. This is the case, for instance, if we wish to induce self-focusing
without the intervention of any additional nonlinear term in the Schrödinger equation, as it shown in
[44].

With respect to the other limiting case, namely, the full nonlinear scenario, for λ = 1, the initial
condition (37) for a minimum uncertainty wave packet leads to

αt =
iℏ
4σ2

0

, (51)

γt =
iℏ
4

ln (2πσ0) , (52)

and, therefore, the “classical” wave function will read as

ψ(x, t) =

(
1

2πσ2
0

)1/4

exp

[
− (x− xt)

2

4σ2
0

+
ip0(x− xt)

ℏ
− iEt

ℏ

]
. (53)

This wave function is very similar to the wave function (43), except for the lack of a dispersive term, since
its width is constant in time, as one might expect once the dispersive contribution accounted for by αi

t

is suppressed. This gives rise to the phenomenon of spatial localization, which is precisely the behavior
that one would expect for a free-propagating Gaussian classical statistical particle distribution, where all
its constituents (an ensemble of identical, non-interacting particles) have exactly the same momentum
p0. Accordingly, given that the phase factor is linear in the position, the Bohmian trajectories will be
straight lines described by the equation

x(t) = x(0) +
p0
m

t, (54)
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Figure 1: Suppression of the dispersion of a single Gaussian wave packet with an initial width σ0 = 0.5
and increasing coupling constant: (a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7, (c) λ = 0.9, and (d) λ = 1. A set of 15
Bohmian trajectories has been used to illustrate the process and, in turn, to show how these trajectories
eventually show a classical-like behavior, in the Newtonian sense, for λ = 1 in panel (d). The initial
conditions for these trajectories are such that the blue trajectory has been launched from the center of
the wave packet, while the red one starts at a 2.5σ0-distance from it. In all simulations here, we have
considered ℏ = 1, m = 1, x0 = 0, and p0 = 0.

as it corresponds to uniform motion.
As we have seen, the classical wave function (53) is dispersionless and has a definite energy, E, which

translates into Bohmian trajectories all with the same momentum. This result seems to confirm the
hypothesis that the quantum potential is directly responsible for dispersion or diffraction phenomena,
since the rectilinear motion is unaffected, at least whenever α0 is purely imaginary. The four sets of
trajectories plotted in Fig. 1 correspond to four different values of the strength coupling constant, λ,
ranging from a full quantum regime to a full classical one: (a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7, (c) λ = 0.9, and (d)
λ = 1. These trajectories have been obtained by numerically integrating the set of coupled equations
(30) to (35) together with Eq. (27). As it can be seen, the increase of λ leads to a cancellation of the
diffraction undergone by the wave packet. The trajectories represented with blue and red solid lines help
to better visualize how, as λ increases, the whole set approaches the dispersionless condition.

Usually, within the full quantum regime, an increase in σ0 (or in the massm) gives rise to slowing down
the diffraction process, since the effective width of the wave packet, described by Eq. (45), will remain
nearly constant (σt ≈ σ0) for longer times. The characteristic time that determines when diffractive
effects are going to become apparent is

τ =
2mσ2

0

ℏ
. (55)

However, the action of a non-vanishing classicality-enforcing potential generates an analogous inverse
effect, as it annihilates the imaginary component in (42), which is equivalent to diminishing the relevance
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of the time scale τ .
From the above results, it is thus clear that the presence of an classicality-enforcing potential nonlinear

contribution in the Schrödinger equation leads to motions that, at least in appearance, are classical-like.
This, however, does not constitute a proof itself of the classicality of the system in the regime λ = 1,
neither that the dispersion is only attainable to the quantum potential. This is a misleading impression
that arises from the particular type of initial ansatz here considered, with a vanishing αr

0, because we
were describing the propagation of a usual minimum uncertainty wave packet. If, on the contrary, we
consider a non-vanishing real part for α0, then the real and imaginary parts for αt will read as

αr
t =

αr
0

1 + 2αr
0t/m

, (56)

αi
t =

αi
0

(1 + 2αr
0t/m)

2 , (57)

and, from Eq. (56), we obtain the trajectory equation

x(t) = xt +

(
1 +

2αr
0t

m

)
[x(0)− x0] = x(0) +

{
p0
m

+
2αr

0

m
[x(0)− x0]

}
t, (58)

which indicates that the trajectories will spread with a different rate depending on their distance with
respect to the center of the wave packet, x0, something that also happens in the fully linear regime
(λ = 0) for large t [42]. Nonetheless, here we notice that the term proportional to t2 has disappeared
from these expressions, so the wave packet will show a linear expansion at any time, according to Eq. (57),
and unlike what happened for λ = 0, where this linear behavior was observable only either for a very
short time at the beginning of the propagation, or asymptotically in the long-time regime. This behavior
is also made evident by the trajectories rendered by Eq. (58), which is identical to Eq. (50), except for
the quadratic dependence on time. However, although we have a linear dependence on time, note that
we cannot relate this behavior to a proper classical dynamics, as the addition of a phase affects the
propagation of the swarm of particles, which are going to disseminate in different directions depending
on their position with respect to the center of the distribution, x0, and also the initial value αr

0.
From the above results, summing up, it is worth noting that, regardless of a full action of the quantum

potential, dispersion has to do, in general, with the presence of a non-vanishing real part of αt. The
quantum potential contributes, as we have seen, to generate with time the development of a non-vanishing
αr
t if α0 is a pure imaginary quantity. In such a case, the addition of the classicality-enforcing potential

leads to the cancellation of the real part of αt generated by the quantum potential. However, if αr
0 is

nonzero, not only such a cancellation does not occur for λ = 1, but the wave packet still undergoes a
linear dispersion since the very beginning, which somehow mimics a diffusion problem.

Apart from the “non-classical” behavior that we have just found for a non-vanishing αr
t , an important

distinctive trait of classical trajectories is that they can get across the same spatial point at the same
instant, because of the multi-valuedness of the momentum. In the present context, therefore, this means
that a genuine classical behavior should lead to a violation of the well-known Bohmian non-crossing
rule [38]. To investigate this hypothesis, next we consider two scenarios that should help to prove it or
disprove it, namely, the harmonic oscillator and the two wave-packet interference.

3.2 Harmonic oscillator

Consider a Gaussian wave packet acted by a harmonic potential,

V (x) =
1

2
mω2x2. (59)

In the linear case (λ = 0), the general solution to Heller’s equations (21) to (26) is

xt = x0 cosωt+
p0
mω

sinωt, (60)

pt = p0 cosωt−mωx0 sinωt, (61)

αt =
mω

2

(
2α0/mω − tanωt

1 + (2α0/mω) tanωt

)
=
mω

2

(
2α0 cosωt−mω sinωt

2α0 sinωt+mω cosωt

)
, (62)

γt = − iℏ
4

ln

(
2αi

0

πℏ

)
+
iℏ
2

ln

(
cosωt+

2α0

mω
sinωt

)
+

1

2ω

(
p20
2m

− 1

2
mω2x20

)
sin 2ωt− p0x0 sin

2 ωt. (63)
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These solutions describe the dynamics of a “breathing” Gaussian wave packet, i.e., a wave packet with
an oscillatory width as it propagates back and forth between the turning points of the potential function
(59), x± = ±

√
2E/mω2.

The general expression for the real and imaginary parts of αt read as

αr
t =

mω

2

(
− sinωt cosωt+ (2αr

0/mω) sin 2ω + (2|α0|/mω)2 cosωt sinωt
cos2 ωt+ (2αr

0/mω) sin 2ωt+ (2|α0|/mω)2 sin2 ωt

)
, (64)

αi
t =

αi
0

cos2 ωt+ (2αr
0/mω) sin 2ωt+ (2|α0|/mω)2 sin2 ωt

, (65)

from which we readily obtain the general expression for the corresponding Bohmian trajectories,

x(t) = xt +

[
cos2 ωt+

(
2αr

0

mω

)
sin 2ωt+

(
2|α0|
mω

)2

sin2 ωt

]1/2

[x(0)− x0] . (66)

If now we choose the particular initial condition α0 = imω/2ℏ, from Eq. (62) we readily obtained that
αt = αi, that is, the width of the wave packet is constant all the way down during its back and forth
journey, with its wave function being

ψ(x, t) =
(mω
πℏ

)1/4

exp

[
−mω

2ℏ
(x− xt)

2 +
iptx

ℏ
− i

(
p20

4mωℏ
− mωx20

4ℏ

)
sin 2ωt

− ip0x0
ℏ

cos2 ωt− iωt

2

]
, (67)

which has an invariant probability density profile, because its width remains constant at any time,
σ0 =

√
ℏ/2mω, although it moves back and forth inside the harmonic well. Correspondingly, its space-

dependent phase factor is linear with the x-coordinate, which gives rise to the trajectory equation

x(t) = xt + cosωt [x(0)− x0] , (68)

which indicates that all associated Bohmian trajectories are parallel one another and also with respect
to the classical one, described by xt. The Gaussian wave packet in this specific case is called a Glauber
coherent state, which is regarded as the most classical wave function that we may have, because, as
seen above (and made more evident by the Bohmian trajectories), it reproduces the behavior of a
classical oscillator. For any other arbitrary value of α0, but still with a zero real part (αr

0 = 0), we
have the so-called squeezed coherent states, for which αt oscillates every half a period between α0 (at
ωt = 0, π/2, π, . . .) and −m2ω2/4α0 (at ωt = π/4, 3π/4, . . .), thus generating the “breathing” type
propagation mentioned above. In this case, the Bohmian trajectories follow the equation

x(t) = xt +

[
cos2 ωt+

(
2αi

0

mω

)2

sin2 ωt

]1/2

[x(0)− x0] , (69)

where the time-dependent prefactor in the second term accounts for the “breathing” of the wave packet.
For simplicity in our analysis, we are going to consider Glauber states to remove any additional

misleading element in the dynamics (e.g., “breathing”). Note that, since these states are regarded as the
most classical ones, their associated trajectories constitute a very valuable tool to probe their dynamics,
and hence to detect any particularity in the trend towards the classical limit. Thus, proceeding as in the
previous section, after integrating Eq. (23) for λ = 1, we obtain

αr
t =

mω

2

(2αr
0/mω)− tanωt

1 + (2αr
0/mω) tanωt

, (70)

which is independent of the imaginary part of αt, although α
i
t still depends on α

r
0 [see Eq. (73) below].

If αr
t is now substituted into Eq. (27) and then we integrate in time, we readily obtain

x(t) = xt +

cosωt+ 2αr
0

mω
sinωt

 [x(0)− x0] . (71)

In the case of the coherent state, where αt = imω/2 (αr
0 = 0), this solution simplifies to

x(t) = xt + | cosωt| [x(0)− x0] . (72)
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Figure 2: Gradual approach to a classical-like behavior, in a Newtonian sense, for a coherent wave
packet in a harmonic oscillator with ω = 1 and launched from the center of the potential, at x0 = 0, with
p0 = 1, as the coupling constant increases: (a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7, (c) λ = 0.9, and (d) λ = 0.999. A
set of 15 Bohmian trajectories has been used to illustrate the process, noticing that, as λ becomes close
to the unity, there is a kink denoting the position where the corresponding classical trajectories merge.
Three classical trajectories superimposed to the set of Bohmian trajectories to show the turning points.
The initial conditions for these trajectories are such that the blue trajectory has been launched from the
center of the wave packet, while the two red ones start with the same initial conditions of their Bohmian
counterparts at the margins. In all simulations here, we have considered ℏ = 1 and m = 1.

which resembles the classical solution, except for the fact that Bohmian trajectories are kept either on
one side or the other of the central one, described by the classical trajectory xt. That is, they are
prevented from coming together on the same point in the strict limit λ = 1, where such a point refers
to the spatial loci where a homologous set of classical trajectories focus on during the course of a full
oscillation.

It is worth highlighting that the sets of trajectories described by Eq. (72) are in compliance with the
time-dependence acquired now by the width of the wave packet, unlike the fully linear case, where it
is constant (σ0 =

√
ℏ/2mω, as indicated above). This time-dependence can readily be obtained after

substituting Eq. (70) into Eq. (24), and then solve for αi
t, which renders

αi
t =

αi
0

[cosωt+ (2αr
0/mω) sinωt]

2 . (73)

Defining, as in previous cases, that the width at any later time is σt =
√
iℏ/4αi

t, we obtain

σt =
iℏ
4αi

0

cosωt+ 2αr
0

mω
sinωt

 . (74)
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Figure 3: Gradual approach to a classical-like behavior, in a Newtonian sense, for a coherent wave
packet in a harmonic oscillator with ω = 1 and launched from the turning point x0 = 1, with p0 = 0,
as the coupling constant increases: (a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7, (c) λ = 0.9, and (d) λ = 0.999. A set of 15
Bohmian trajectories has been used to illustrate the process, noticing that, as λ becomes close to the
unity, there is a kink denoting the position where the corresponding classical trajectories merge. Three
classical trajectories superimposed to the set of Bohmian trajectories to show the turning points. The
initial conditions for these trajectories are such that the blue trajectory has been launched from the
center of the wave packet, while the two red ones start with the same initial conditions of their Bohmian
counterparts at the margins. In all simulations here, we have considered ℏ = 1 and m = 1.

This is general expression for the width of the “classical” wave packet inside the well, which describes
a time-periodic variation for the width, analogous to a squeezed state. Now, if we apply the condition
here that the wave packet is a coherent Glauber state, with αr

0 = 0, then the above expression reads as

σt = σ0| cosωt|, (75)

i.e., the time-dependence of the width of the wave packet is consistent with the motion displayed by the
trajectories, periodically turning from a maximum value (given by σ0) to extreme focusing (zero width),
and back again. As it can be seen, this is independent of the initial conditions considered, so we will
observe maximum width at even multiples ωt/4π, and focusing at odd multiples of this quantity.

To illustrate the transition towards the classical limit, in Figs. 2 and 3 we have plotted sets of
trajectories associated with wave packets launched from x0 = 0 with p0 =

√
2mE, and from x0 = x+ =√

2E/mω2 and p0 = 0, respectively. In both cases, in order to make more apparent the loci where
classical trajectories focus, we have included classical trajectories launched from the center of the initial
wave packet (denoted with blue solid line) and also the same initial conditions as the two Bohmian
trajectories launched from the margins (denoted with red solid line). Also, for an easier comparison, in
both cases we have used the same four values for the strength coupling constant: (a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7,
(c) λ = 0.9, and (d) λ = 0.999. In Fig. 2, we observe a gradual transition from the characteristic parallel
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Figure 4: To better appreciate the focusing region in Figs. 2 and 3, here an enlargement of these figures
is shown in panels (a) and (b), respectively, around the respective first focal points, at ωt = 0.25, for
λ = 0.999. As in the previous figures, regarding the classical trajectories at display, the blue one has been
launched from the center of the wave packet, while the two red trajectories start with the same initial
conditions of their Bohmian counterparts at the margins. In all simulations here, we have considered
ℏ = 1 and m = 1.

motion displayed by Bohmian trajectories in a fully linear regime (λ = 0) to the incipient appearance
of focal points in the turning points, x±, which are the spatial loci where the classical trajectories with
the same initial conditions meet together. Indeed, in the limit λ→ 1, in Fig. 2(d), the Bohmian and the
classical trajectories are seemingly the same. The same behavior is observed in Fig. 3, although the focal
point now appear at the center of the potential function, x = 0, as it is clearly shown by the crossing
undergone by the classical trajectories at that point. As it is clearly seen, the set of Bohmian trajectories
gradually focuses on those points as λ increases, until it is difficult to distinguish any difference between
Bohmian and classical trajectories started at the same initial position.

A closer look at the foci in both cases shows, as it is seen in Fig. 4, that the approach is fast but
leaving the Bohmian trajectories on one side or the other with respect to the central one (blue solid
lines), unlike the behavior displayed by the classical trajectories (red solid lines), which cross at the foci.
Although the simulations have been carried for λ = 0.999, the trend is the same as we approach more and
more the limit λ→ 1. Therefore, this behavior disproves the fact that including an classicality-enforcing
potential leads to the classical limit. There are important differences, as we have seen in the case of the
Glauber state, which is regarded as the most classical quantum state.

4 Two wave-packet interference dynamics

4.1 Free-space propagation

Apart from using the harmonic oscillator to investigate the classical limit, as seen in Sec. 3.2, one still
may wonder whether there are other typical quantum traits that cannot be fully suppressed by this
classicality-enforcing potential, such as interference. To investigate this scenario, let us remember that,
in free space, we can have two interference situations worth discussing separately, namely, Young-type
interference or interference produced by a head-on collision of two wave packets [38]. In both cases, we
start with a superposition of two identical wave packets, like (53), localized at two different positions
and with different momenta,

ψ(x, t) =
√
N

(
1

2πσ2
0

)1/4 {
exp

[
− (x− x1,t)

2

4σ2
0

+
ip1,0(x− x1,t)

ℏ
− iE1t

ℏ

]
+exp

[
− (x− x2,t)

2

4σ2
0

+
ip2,0(x− x2,t)

ℏ
− iE2t

ℏ

]}
. (76)

Here, N is the normalization factor of the superposition; if the center-to-center distance between the
wave packets is such that |x1,0−x2,0| ≫ σ0, then N ≈ 1/

√
2. To simplify, we consider x1,0 = −x2,0 = x0
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Figure 5: Suppression of the dispersion of two Gaussian wave packets in a coherent superposition, both
with an initial width σ0 = 0.5 and centered at x± = ±x0 (x0 = 3), as the coupling constant increases:
(a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7, (c) λ = 0.9, and (d) λ = 1. A set of 15 Bohmian trajectories has been launched
from region covered by each wave packet in order to illustrate the process and, in turn, to show how
these trajectories eventually show a classical-like behavior, in the Newtonian sense, for λ = 1, as seen in
panel (d). As it can be noticed, the lack of dispersion also produces that the wave packet cannot overlap
and hence the trajectories will not accumulate along the directions expected from a typical interference
process. The initial conditions for these trajectories are such that the blue trajectory has been launched
from the center of the wave packet starting on the positive part of the x-axis, while the two red ones
start at a 2.5σ0-distance from the previous one on either side. In all simulations here, we have considered
ℏ = 1, m = 1, and p0 = 0.

and p1,0 = −p2,0 = −p0.
As it is explained and discussed with detail in [38], a Young-type situation arises if p0 = 0, because

the gradual spreading of the wave packets eventually provokes their spatial overlapping and, hence,
the appearance of interference fringes. Thus, in the long time limit, the interference profile displays a
stationary shape, where the distance between consecutive minima (or maxima) increases linearly with
time [45]. From a trajectory point of view, this phenomenon consists of two distinctive stages. In
a first stage, the trajectories associated with each partial wave behave, in a good approximation, in
an independent manner, showing the typical hyperbolic dispersion already seen in Sec. 3.1 for a free
Gaussian wave packet. Once the two waves start overlapping importantly, this behavior is severely
distorted, transitioning towards the second stage, where all the trajectories, as a single ensemble, start
redistributing in space along different channels, each one directly related to an interference maximum.
This is the behavior observed in Fig. 5(a), where we have put with different color several trajectories
launched from one of the initial wave packets (with blue the one launched from the center, and with red
those launched from the margins). As λ increases, because the dispersion of the two initial wave packets
is inhibited, the appearance of the channel sets of trajectories undergoes a longer and longer delay. In
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Figure 6: Same as Fig. 3, but adding an extra transverse momentum to each wave packet (p± = ∓10),
so that they fully overlap at t = 3. In this case, we find that the Bohmian trajectories do not cross
the center of symmetry of the figure, although true classical trajectories would be able to do it, as it
is inferred from the behavior displayed by the three classical trajectories included in the graphs. The
initial conditions for these trajectories are such that the blue trajectory has been launched from the
center of the wave packet starting on the positive part of the x-axis, while the two red ones start at a
2.5σ0-distance from the previous one on either side. In all simulations here, we have considered ℏ = 1
and m = 1.

the limit λ = 1, in Fig. 5(d), because the dispersion of the two wave packets is totally inhibited, we
simply observe two separated sets of parallel trajectories.

Again, similarly to the case of a single Gaussian, if we only examine the Young-type scenario, one
could conclude that all signatures of quantumness have been removed. However, if we consider the head-
on collision of two wave packets, characterized by two wave packets that do not almost increase their
width during the course of the propagation, but that show interference when they meet at an intermediate
position, the situation is very different. This scenario is illustrated in Fig. 6. As λ increases, we notice
that, effectively, the dispersion of the wave packets is inhibited; in the limit λ = 1, indeed, the Bohmian
trajectories coincide with the classical ones at the margins (red solid lines). However, in analogy to the
behaviors already observed with the harmonic oscillator, the divergence from a true classical behavior
immediately arises if we observe what happens in the crossing region, which here is much larger than in
the case of the oscillator. First, as λ increases, interference features within this region do not disappear at
all, but persist even for λ = 1. Second, while the classical trajectories get across this interference region,
the homologous pairs of Bohmian trajectories undergo a deflection backwards, such that the output
part of a classical trajectory overlaps with the output part of a Bohmian trajectory corresponding to
the opposite wave packet. Therefore, here we find another important behavior, which revels that the
presence of the classicality-enforcing potential does not prevents the observation of typically quantum
features (in this case, interference and non-crossing).

15



Figure 7: Same as Fig. 3, but for two wave packets inside the harmonic oscillator, each starting on
an opposite turning point at x± = ±x0 (x0 = 5): (a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7, (c) λ = 0.9, and (d)
λ = 0.999. In this case, we find that the Bohmian trajectories do not cross the center of symmetry of
the figure as λ increases, although true classical trajectories would be able to do it, as the three classical
trajectories superimposed make apparent. The initial conditions for these trajectories are such that the
blue trajectory has been launched from the center of the wave packet, while the two red ones start with
the same initial conditions of their Bohmian counterparts at the margins. In all simulations here, we
have considered ℏ = 1 and m = 1.

4.2 Harmonic oscillator

Last, we consider another interference process, but this time inside a harmonic well, with two counter-
propagating wave packets launched from opposite turning points, x±. The superposition state is as
described by (76), substituting the free-propagating Gaussian wave packets, but the wave packets for a
harmonic oscillator (67). The results for these superpositions are represented in Fig. 7, where we have
considered again four different values for the coupling strength constant: (a) λ = 0, (b) λ = 0.7, (c)
λ = 0.9, and (d) λ = 0.999. In Fig. 7(a), we observe the appearance of a series of voids at the region
where the two wave packets overlap. These voids arise as a consequence of the presence of nodes in
the wave function, where the phase is undefined and hence also the velocity field, thus preventing the
trajectories from crossing these regions and making them to undergo sudden turns, as we can also see in
Fig. 6(a). Now, because Bohmian trajectories cannot cross, they undergo a bounce backwards, reaching
again their initial positions in half a cycle, unlike the corresponding classical trajectories (denoted with
blue and red solid lines), which require a full cycle. As λ increases, though, the Bohmian trajectories
seem to mimic the behavior observed in the classical trajectories, as it is seen in Fig. 7(d), with the
ensembles coming from each wave packet focusing at the center of the potential function.

To better understand what happens at the focus, in Fig. 8 we show an enlargement in a neighboring
region around it for the cases displayed in Figs. 7(a) and 7(b), where we can clearly observe the presence
of voids in the first case, and the focusing effect in the second one. Two remarks are worth noting. First,
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Figure 8: To better appreciate the details of the region where the two sets of Bohmian trajectories
undergo the bounce backwards in Figs. 7a (λ = 0) and 7d (λ = 0.999), panels (a) and (b) show here,
respectively, an enlargement around of the corresponding regions. The maximum approach takes place
at ωt = 0.25. As in Fig. 7, the initial conditions for the trajectories plotted are such that the blue
trajectory has been launched from the center of the wave packet, while the two red ones start with the
same initial conditions of their Bohmian counterparts at the margins. In all simulations here, we have
considered ℏ = 1 and m = 1.

note the order of magnitude of difference between the two regions displayed despite in both cases we have
used exactly the same initial conditions, which gives an idea of the induced focusing. Should we have
used a λ-value closer to 1, the dimensions of the focus region would have decreased even more. Second,
although we do not observe the presence of nodes in Fig. 8(b), this does not mean that they do not form.
In symmetric head-on collisions (i.e., whenever both wave packets have exactly the same properties and
they propagate with the same speed in opposite directions), the nodes formed when both wave packets
fully overlap are separated by a distance ∆x = πℏ/p0 provided the dispersion at that time with respect
is negligible compared to the initial dispersion. In all panels in Fig. 6, this is precisely the case, so all
the nodes are separated a distance ∆x ≈ 0.31 (their positions can be inferred from the sudden turns
undergone by the trajectories at t = 0.3). In the case of the two wave packet inside the harmonic well,
the distance between nodes is given by the expression ∆x = πℏ/mωx0 ≈ 0.63, as it can be clearly seen in
Fig. 8(a). As the focusing becomes stronger for sets of trajectories with the same initial conditions, it is
clear that they will pack closer and closer, in distances of orders much below ∆x, and hence we will not be
able to see them, which is the case of Fig. 8(b). To do so, and hence to obtain a representation analogous
to that of Fig. 6(d), we would therefore need to consider a much wider range for initial conditions around
the center of each wave packet. Of course, this would imply considering to cover with initial conditions
regions far away from the centroids of the wave packets, where the probability density already is already
negligible (note that in all cases here we have chosen initial conditions reaching regions with very low
values of the probability density).

5 Final remarks

Here we have analyzed the consequences of introducing nonlinearities in the Schrödinger equation in the
form of the so-called Bohm’s quantum potential. In the literature, this has been widely regarded as a
means to recover the classical limit, since, following the usual Bohmian prescription [28], the addition
of this classicality-enforcing potential gives rise to an equation of motion for the phase field identical to
the classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Hence, if from this latter equation one obtains the trajectories
of classical mechanics, from the phase of the classical wave function resulting from the corresponding
nonlinear Schrödinger equation one should also obtain Bohmian trajectories that behave like classical
trajectories. Now, this hypothesis omits the fact that, while in classical mechanics it is allowed a multiple
valuation of the momentum (also given by the gradient of the classical action), the Schrödinger equation
is constructed under the implicit assumption that their solutions are single-valued, except for a constant
global phase factor. This means that the phase of the wave function is also single valued, except for that
constant factor, but the velocity field has to be single-valued. The most striking consequence from this
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constraint is the well-known Bohmian non-crossing rule. Nonetheless, within a more general perspective,
this is nothing but a direct physical consequence arising from the preservation of the phase coherence,
present in any wave theories, regardless of the physical system described and, in particular, of whether
the corresponding equation is linear or nonlinear.

To analyze the above mentioned consequences led by the classicality-enforcing potential, we have
considered the propagation of Gaussian wave packets both in free space and inside of a harmonic potential,
as well as the corresponding superpositions. Given that Gaussian wave packets are exact solutions
of the Schrödinger equation for potential functions that are polynomials of up to second order, and
that the addition of the classicality-enforcing potential is analogous to partly considering a kinetic-type
contribution, we have obtained exact solutions in all cases for both the linear and the fully nonlinear cases.
For any other intermediate case, we have obtained analytical equations of motion for the parameters
describing the evolution of the Gaussian as well as for the corresponding trajectories. Numerically
integrating the latter, we have investigated the behavior for various values of the coupling strength
constant, from λ = 0 to λ = 1.

From the results obtained, we conclude that the action of the classicality-enforcing potential, although
provides us with behaviors analogous to those displayed by classical trajectories, it also reveals that its
presence does not prevent the observation of typically quantum features directly connected with the
preservation of the quantum coherence, such as interference and non-crossing. This situation is similar
to that found when dealing with trajectories that describe fully incoherent quantum systems, but that
are obtained from the associated reduced density matrix [46]. In these situations, groups of trajectories
associated with two different wave packets do not cross the symmetry axis between them, because the
phase coherence connected to the information about having the two wave packets involved at the same
time in the system dynamics is still preserved (even though any interference trait is fully washed out).
Obtaining a genuine classical behavior thus requires a suppression of the wave packet that the trajectories
are not associated with [47], which is the case when an environment is present [45].
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