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Abstract

We study the damping of Bogoliubov excitations in an optical lattice at finite temperatures. For
simplicity, we consider a Bose-Hubbard tight-binding model and limit our analysis to the lowest
excitation band. We use the Popov approximation to calculate the temperature dependence of
the number of condensate atoms n’(T) in each lattice well. We calculate the Landau damping
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collision process must exhibit anomalous dispersion (i.e. the excitation energy must bend upward
at low momentum), as also exhibited by phonons in superfluid *He. This leads to the sudden
disappearance of all damping processes in D-dimensional simple cubic optical lattice when Un® >
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I. INTRODUCTION

Bose-Einstein condensates in a periodic optical lattice potential have attracted much in-
terest. An optical lattice is an ideal system for studying a variety of solid state physics
phenomena, such as Bloch oscillations [, 2], Landau-Zener tunneling |3, 4], and Josephson
oscillations [5]. An optical lattice is an ideal crystal without lattice imperfections or impuri-
ties, and parameters can be changed easily over a wide range. The experimental achievement
of the superfluid-Mott insulator transition in an optical lattice [6] also proved the usefulness
of optical lattices to understand basic properties of strongly correlated systems. Moreover,
Bose condensates in an optical lattice are predicted to show novel phenomena such as dy-
namical instability [, |8, 9, [L0, [L1] and swallow-tail energy loops in the band structure
12,113, [14]. Recent studies have concentrated on the case of pure Bose condensates at zero
temperature. The effect of a thermal cloud on the dynamics of the condensate excitations
in an optical lattice have not been studied very much. This is the subject of the present
paper.

Recently, several experimental papers have reported results on the collective modes of
Bose condensates in a one-dimensional optical lattice [15, 16, [17, [L8] and its damping at
finite temperature [16]. In these experiments, a shift of the oscillation frequency in the
presence of the optical lattice and a sharp change of the damping rate with increasing depth
of the optical lattice have been observed. The measured frequency shift [15] of the collective
modes is in good agreement with the renormalized mass theory of Kramer et al. [19]. The
damping of condensate oscillations in a 1D optical lattice at 7" = 0 has been measured [17].
The damping of the condensate excitations at finite 7" has not been studied in any detail.

Since our major interest in this paper is the thermal cloud of excitations, it is important
to make a clear distinction at the outset between (a) The Bloch-Bogoliubov excitations asso-
ciated with linearized fluctuations of an equilibrium Bose-condensate and (b) The stationary
states of the time-independent Gross-Pitaevskii equation for the Bose order parameter. In
a continuum model, the latter states can be described by the eigenfunction (we use a 1D

lattice for illustration)
Oy () = e up (@), (1)

where the condensate Bloch function satisfies the usual periodicity condition uy(x) = ug(x+

Id), where d is the optical lattice spacing and [ is an integer. Physically, ®?(x) corresponds
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to a solution of the GP equation with a superfluid flow in the periodic potential with the
condensate quasi-momentum k. Recent theoretical literature (see, for example, Refs. [7] and
[9]) has reported extensive studies of such condensate Bloch states, including their energy
band structure and stability. The latter question can be studied by considering the dynamic
fluctuations 0@ (z, ¢) around the equilibrium state ®9(z), with the generalized Bogoliubov
excitation energy E,(k). These excitations are also described by a quasi-momentum ¢ in
the first Brillouin zone (BZ) and will be referred to as the Bloch-Bogoliubov excitations of
the optical lattice. The thermal cloud of non-condensate atoms which is present at finite
temperature is described as a gas of these Bloch-Bogoliubov excitations. As emphasized
in the literature [20], one must not confuse the energy bands of these Bloch-Bogoliubov
excitations E,(k) with the condensate energy bands or Bloch eigenstates described by Eq.
([@). That is, we must distinguish between the “condensate” energy band and the “excitation”

energy band. In our tight-binding model, the analogue of Eq. () is
Oy (1) = e*y/ne(k), (2)

where d is the optical lattice spacing and [ is an integer. While one could generalize our
analysis, we only consider the Bose condensate in the £ = 0 Bloch state, in which case Eq.

@) reduces to
Dp_(l) = Vneo. (3)

Here n° denotes the number of condensate atoms trapped in each well of the optical lattice,
labelled by (.

In this paper, we study the dynamics of Bose atoms in an optical lattice at finite temper-
atures. We discuss a Bose-Hubbard tight-binding model using the Gross-Pitaevskii approx-
imation, but generalized to include the presence of non-condensate atoms. We calculate the
temperature dependence of the condensate atom number n°(T') in each lattice well using
the static Popov approximation. This is needed in our calculation of the Landau damping of
condensate modes due to coupling to thermal excitations. We also extend our earlier results
for a 1D optical lattice [21] to 2D and 3D optical lattices. As discussed in Ref. [21], for damp-
ing processes to occur, the dispersion relation of the Bloch-Bogoliubov excitations E, must
initially bend upward as the quasi-momentum ¢ increases. This is referred to as “anoma-

lous dispersion” and is also the source of 3-phonon damping of long wavelength phonons in



superfluid “He [22, 23]. This condition leads to a dramatic disappearance of all damping
processes of phonon modes in a D-dimensional optical lattice when o = Un®®/J > 6D,
where U is the on-site interaction and J is the hopping matrix element.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [l we introduce the well-known Bose-Hubbard
tight-binding model which describes Bose gases in an optical lattice. In Sec. [, we dis-
cuss the generalized discrete Gross-Pitaevskii equation and the characteristic changes in the
Bloch-Bogoliubov excitation dispersion relation as a function of the dimensionless interac-
tion parameter a = Un®/J. In Sec. [[¥], we introduce the static Popov approximation for
optical lattices, and calculate the condensate fraction and « as a function of the optical
lattice depth and temperature. In Sec. [Vl we calculate the Landau damping of Bogoliubov
excitations in an optical lattice of dimension D. We also briefly remark on Beliaev damping
into two excitations. We made some concluding remarks in Sec. [V

As mentioned, some of results of this paper in a 1D optical lattice were briefly described
in Ref. [21]. In the present paper, we give a more detailed derivation and discussion, as well

as new results for 2D and 3D optical lattices.

II. MODEL

We consider bosonic atoms in an optical lattice potential

Vop(r) = sEgR Z sin?(kz;), (4)

i=1

where s is the usual dimensionless parameter describing the optical lattice depth in units
of the photon recoil energy Er = h?k?/2m. D is the dimension of the optical lattice and
d=7= % is the lattice period. We only consider simple cubic lattices considered in recent
experiments [6, 24]. We call attention to the recent technique [17] of producing a two-
dimensional array of long, tightly confined condensate tubes by loading a Bose condensate
into a deep 2D optical lattice potential, which prevents atoms from hopping between different
tubes. With an additional 1D optical lattice potential along a tube, an ideal 1D system
can be experimentally realized [L7]. One can also have an ideal 2D system by loading a
condensate into a deep 1D optical lattice and a shallow 2D optical lattice. We assume this

experimental setup for the realization of 1D and 2D optical lattices in the present paper.

We also assume that the laser intensity determining the depth of the optical lattice wells is
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large enough to make the atomic wave functions well localized on the individual sites (i.e.,
where we can use the tight-binding approximation). The energy gap between the first and
the second excitation bands is large compared to the thermal energy (2kgT/Er < s), and
thus only the first band is thermally occupied.

Within a tight-binding approximation, the Hamiltonian is effectively described by the
Bose-Hubbard model [25, 26, 217, 28] as

1
H=-J Z (a}al + alTaj) + §U Z a;a;ajaj, (5)
<> J
where a; and a} are destruction and creation operators of atoms on the j-th lattice site.
(7,1) represents nearest neighbor pairs of lattice sites. The first term describes the kinetic
energy due to the hopping of atoms between sites. The hopping matrix element J is given

by

7= = [avuste) (<15 + Viglo) ) o) (®

where w;(r) is a wave function localized on the j-th lattice site, and m is the atomic mass.

Expanding the optical lattice potential around the minima of the potential wells, the well

2
§1/2 1K
m

trap frequency is ws; = . Approximating the localized function as the ground state

wave function of a harmonic oscillator with frequency w, at the potential minima of j-th

site
mwsg D/4 mwg
win = (T5) e (-G -, (@)
one obtains
2 1/2 1 )
e~ [ = ) - gtk explos ) e )

\/ 2m(sER)
Here s¥/2 ~ y

potential which has height sExr and well width d.

d can be interpreted as a WKB factor for tunneling in an optical lattice

The second term in Eq. (B) describes the interaction between atoms when they are at
the same site. We assume that atoms can move along z direction in 1D case and in xy plane

in 2D case. The on-site interaction U depends on the dimensionality of the optical lattice.



U is given by [26]
U=y [arlowol! [l (D) )
—g [aloia)|' [ asdylue)lts (20 (10)
—g [ drlus(o) (3D) (11)

where g = 4rnh?a/m and a is the s-wave scattering length. Here ¢, (r;) =
(%)1/2 exp (—™12 ) and ¢ (z) = (%)1/4 exp (—5:L2%) are the ground state wave func-

tions in optical lattice well traps for confining atoms in 1 and 2 dimensions. Approximating

the localized function w; as a simple Gaussian, one obtains [26]

U g 2Pad ),
En (27)372a2 a, - 7T3/2a2L$ ; (1D) (12)
g _ 252 1/2
Y @n)plaed 7T1/2a”5 , (2D) (13)
p 2P2x1i2q
Y enpra T 4 (3D) (14)

where a, = L, a, = /-2, and a = N
mws mw | mw)|

III. THE GENERALIZED GROSS-PITAEVSKII EQUATION

In order to investigate the collective excitations of a Bose condensate in an optical lattice,
we restrict ourselves to the superfluid phase of the system described by Eq. (H). We start

from the Heisenberg equation of motion for a;(t) (we set h = 1 from now on),

.d
ia;(t) = la;(t), H] (15)

:—JZal ) + Ual(t)a;(t)a; (), (16)

where (I) means that [ runs over the nearest neighbor sites of site j. In the presence of Bose
condensation, we write a;(t) = ®;(t) + 1;(t), where ®;(t) = (a;(t)) is the condensate wave
function at site j and );(t) is the non-condensate field operator (with (¢,(t)) = 0). This

non-condensate operator v; satisfies the usual Bose commutation relations,

[@EJ’@EIT] = 5jl’ [@Ejjﬁzl] = [@E;[JZZT] = 0. (17)



The equation for the condensate wave function is obtained by taking an average of the
Heisenberg equation. If, as usual, we neglect the anomalous correlations m;(t) = (¢;10;) and
(@ZJ@E]@ZJ), we are left with a “generalized” form of the discrete Gross-Pitaevskii equation [29]

which includes the mean field of non-condensate atoms
.d c .
i (1) = —J D (1) + U (1) + 2;(1)) @5 (t). (18)
0

Here, n$(t) is the number of condensate atoms on the j-th lattice site and 7;(t) = @JT@) is
the number of the non-condensate atoms on j-th lattice site. The time-dependent Hartree-
Fock mean field 2Un,(t) in Eq. (I§) arises from the thermal gas of non-condensate atoms.
Equation (I§) reduces to the usual discrete Gross-Pitaevskii equation [3, €, 28] when all the
atoms are assumed to be in the condensate (i.e., if we set n; = 0).

Introducing the usual phase and amplitude variables for the condensate, ®;(t) =

nS(t)e? ™ Eq. ([[8) is equivalent to

W oy 3 Jusomi@sindit) - 0,0, (19)
0]

do;(t) ns (1) cos 08 — Dl .
i J%:\/n;(t) (O1(t) — 0;(8)) — U(ns(t) + 27,(2)
—e5(t)

(20)

Equation () is the continuity equation for the condensate and Eq. (20) often called the
Josephson equation. The energy of a condensate atom 5§(t) reduces to the equilibrium
chemical potential jieo of the condensate in static thermal equilibrium (6;, n$ and 7; are

independent of site index j)
feo = —2J + UnP(T) + 23°(T)). (21)

Here z is the number of the nearest neighbor sites, n®° is the number of the condensate
atoms per site in equilibrium, and 7° is the number of the non-condensate atoms per site
in equilibrium. The solution of Eq. () in static equilibrium is 6y(t) = —pucot. From
Eq. (@), one finds that the Josephson current between the j-th and [-th lattice sites is
Jj(t) = 20 [ns(Oms (8) sin(01(t) — 6,().

The well-known Bogoliubov excitation spectrum for a uniform optical lattice is easily
obtained from the above equations [27, 28, 30]. Considering small fluctuations from equi-

librium, n§(t) = n® 4 6nS(t), 0;(t) = Oo(t) + 060;(t) and n;(t) = 7® 4 on;(t), Eqs. () and
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FIG. 1: The Bogoliubov excitation spectrum F, in a 1D optical lattice plotted as a function of the

quasi-momentum ¢ in the first Brillouin zone. The spectrum is plotted for a < 6 and « > 6. The

dotted lines give the low ¢ phonon dispersion relation E, = cq.

@0d) reduce to
dons
i O _ g0 % (86,(t) — 50(1)
do.; J n
52 = gt 2 (i (1) =3 0) = U (5n(0) + 20750

(22)

(23)

Ignoring the non-condensate atom term (d72; = 0), the solution of these coupled equations

are the normal modes
30;(t) = 59(q)€i[q'rj—eq]’ 5n§(t) — 5nc(q)ei[q'”_eq].

The Bloch-Bogoliubov excitation energy in an optical lattice is given by

Eq = \/e(e) + 2Un),
where
D
0 — o Gid
€q = 4J ; sin 5
For small g, this spectrum is phonon-like £y ~ cq, with the phonon velocity

c0
¢ = V2J2UnD = 4| U”* ,
m

8

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)



where m* = ﬁ is an effective mass of atoms in the first excitation band of the optical
lattice [19,131]. This 7' = 0 excitation spectrum in 1D case is shown in Fig. 1, for two values
of the dimensionless interaction parameter o = Un’/.J.

We call attention to an important feature of the dispersion relation £, in Fig. [, con-
sidered as a function of the ratio . For v < 6, the excitation energy E, bends up before
bending over, as ¢ approaches the BZ boundary. This behavior is analogous to the so called
“anomalous dispersion” of the phonon spectrum in superfluid *He [22, 23, 32]. For a > 6,
in contrast, the spectrum simply bends over as one leaves the low ¢ (phonon) region. This
feature will play a crucial role when we consider damping processes in optical lattices. The
excitation spectrum in 2D and 3D optical lattices also exhibit this kind of spectrum. How-
ever, the critical value of o then depends on the direction of q, since simple cubic optical
lattices in 2D and 3D do not have rotational symmetry. The crucial effect of this anomalous

dispersion on damping processes will be discussed in detail in section [V]

IV. STATIC POPOV APPROXIMATION

In this section, we calculate the condensate fraction n° /n and the parameter o = Un®/.J
as a function of the optical lattice depth s and the temperature. This is needed as input
to the calculations in Sec. [Vl We base our discussion on the static Popov approximation
g, d, B3]

Substituting a; = ®; + 1@ to K = H— uN, where N = Zj a}aj is the total number of



atoms, one obtains,
K = Ko+ Ki + Ky + K3 + Ky, (28)

Ko = =73 (@0 0i8) —p 3|0 + L (29)
J

(4,0)
K1=§:<—J§j®—w%+U@#©J@
J ()
+<—JZ®7—M‘P§+U|®;’\2‘P§)@ (30)
m
fo = =3 (I 1)~ 0y
j J

+5 Z(qﬂ )2+ 41 200 + (25)%02) (31)
Ky = UY (@;@zz; + 0, (0])%) (32)
m=%¥@%ﬁ (33)

Here, we use the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov-Popov approximation that takes into account the
third and fourth order terms of ’(ZJ]', ’JJ;L within a mean-field approximation, but neglects terms

involving the anomalous averages (@EJ@EJ) and (@E;@EJ@EJ), namely we use

Ky ~20Y (@;&j + @@) L Ko~ 20> w40 (34)
J J
Within this approximation, we have
K = Ko+ K] + K} (35)
K=Y < T @ — p®; + U(n§ + 27;)® )w
j 0
+< — T @ — p®; + U(nS + 2@)@;) n (36)
)

Ky = —=J) (@@Ez + @Ma) — > ol
@b J

+ % > (@202 + dnydld; + (@5)%52) (37)
J

where n; = n$+n; = |®;* + <1/~)]T@Ej) The coefficients of the linear terms in 1, ¢! in Eq. (B8)
identically vanish using the fact that ®; satisfies the generalized Gross-Pitaevskii equation

Eq. [@8). As a result, K] = 0.
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As discussed in Sec. [ we consider a Bose condensate in static thermal equilibrium in
the k& = 0 Bloch state, and hence ®; = vn®. Using the value of the condensate chemical
potential in thermal equilibrium given in Eq. (1), the remaining term K in Eq. (B0)
reduces to

Ky = -] (@@Ez + @@%) + (2T +Un®) > 9l
0 J

U 0/, 7 c0,7

+§ Z (n 0(¢;)2 +n owjg) : (38)
J
We next introduce Fourier components,

- 1 ,

Ui = D el (39)
D
I q7#0

where the number of lattice sites in one direction is denoted by I and hence the total number

of sites is I”. The Momentum sum is over the first Brilloiuin zone of the optical lattice.

Substituting Eq. (BY) into Eq.(BY), one finds

. UncO
K = Z(eg +Un O)agaq + — Z(agaiq + aqa_gq)- (40)
q#0 q7#0

We can diagonalize K = K, + K/, by the Bogoliubov transformation [21, 28],
Qg = Uqlq + van_q,
ol = v g + Ul al (41)

q —q-

If we assume that aq and af obey the usual Bose commutation relations, we obtain the

following conditions for uq and vg,
[ug|* = |vg|* = 1. (42)

From the condition for the diagonalization of K, we find that uq and vq have to satisfy the

following equation,
Unco(uzl + vé) - 2(62 + Un)uqug = 0. (43)

Solving both Eq. (#2) and Eq. (#3), one can easily derive the parameters for the Bogoliubov

transformation (we take uq and vq real),

1(FE 1(E
2 _ a9 2 _ a _ . 44
fa 2<Eq+ )’Uq 2 \ B, (44)



We have here introduced the Hartree-Fock (HF) excitation spectrum

Eq = [eo(q) +2U(n* + )] — pueo

d
= 4J siHZ(%) + Un®. (45)
Putting all these results together, our total Hamiltonian has been reduced to

K = Ko+ Z (Eqvé - Uncouqvq> + Z quzilozq
q#0 q#0

c ~ 1 n
= SR ) 5 (EBa— Ea) +>° Eaclaq. (46)

q7#0 q#0

Here Ny = n®IP is the total number of condensate atoms. The Bogoliubov-Popov excita-
tion spectrum Fq appearing in Eq. (@f) is identical to Eq. ([EH), except that now n®(T)
is the temperature-dependent number of condensate atoms in any given lattice well. The
Bogoliubov-Popov excitation spectrum can be obtained by ignoring the non-condensate fluc-
tuation (67; = 0) but using the temperature-dependent number of condensate atoms n(T)
as given by Eq. (22) and Eq. (Z3). We thus assume that the thermal cloud is always
in static equilibrium when dealing with the time-dependent density fluctuations on§(t) of
the condensate. The approximation of a static thermal cloud has been successfully used
in other discussions of condensate collective modes [29, 33], which we refer the reader for
further discussion.

It is easy to verify that E in Eq. (23) reduces to the HF energy Eq in the limit J > Un®°,
i.e., when o < 1. This HF limit corresponds to setting the Bogoliubov amplitudes U?; =1,

2:

q = 0 in Eq. ). In dealing with Bose gases trapped in harmonic potentials, one can

v
always use this HF approximation [34] for the excitations describing the thermal cloud as
long as the kinetic energy of the atoms (~ kgT’) is much larger than the interaction energy
(Un). In contrast, apart from the limiting case of a < 1, we must always use the full
Bogoliubov spectrum E to describe the thermal cloud composed of excitations in the first

band of an optical lattice.

Expressing n°(7T) in terms of these Bogoliubov-Popov excitations, we have [27, 28, 29]

1
n = n?+ 7D Z(agaq)
q#0
1
= nl 4+ 5 Z [(ud +02) fP(Eq) + 7], (47)
q#0
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where fO(E,) = [exp(BE,) — 1]7! is the usual Bose distribution function. The number of
condensate atoms n® at a site is found by solving Eq. (@) self-consistently for a fixed value
of the total site density n. The condensate fraction n®’/n in a D-dimensional optical lattice
is shown in Fig. Bl We take n = 2 and use the parameters from Ref. [17] The spurious finite
jump in the condensate atom number n® at the transition temperature 7, is an inherent
problem of the Bogoliubov theory in a uniform gas (for further discussion see, for example,
Ref. [35]).

Strictly speaking, there are no solutions of Eq. (H) at finite temperature for an infinite
optical lattice in 1D and 2D because of the divergent contribution from excitations with
small momentum, in accordance with the well-known Mermin-Wagner-Hohenberg theorem
[36]. However, for the finite systems discussed in this paper, this divergence is not present.
That is, Eq. (@) has a solution describing a finite value of the condensate n®(T") below T.

In Fig. B, we plot the parameter o = Un®/.J as a function of the temperature for several
values of the optical depth s. The dimensionless interaction parameter a and the results in
Fig. Bl will play an important role in the discussion in the rest of this paper. Since we limit
our discussion to the first energy band of the optical lattice, our results only apply when
s > 2kpT/ER. Higher excitation bands would be thermally populated if we consider lower

values of s and would have to be considered.

V. DAMPING OF BOGOLIUBOV EXCITATIONS

In this section, we discuss the damping of condensate modes in optical lattices. In Sec.
VAl we derive a formal expression for the damping of Bogoliubov excitations using the
thermal Green’s function formalism. In Sec. [V Bl we use this expression to calculate the
Landau damping of Bogoliubov excitations in 1D lattice. Section (O extends this analysis

to 2D and 3D optical lattices.

A. Green’s function technique

In this section, we take Kg = Ky + K; + K, in Eq. (B3)) as the bare zeroth-order
Hamiltonian and treat K3 as a perturbation (We neglect the fourth order term Kjy). We

use the simplest Bogoliubov theory to diagonalize Kp [27, 28]. We neglect the fourth order
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term in the fluctuation K4. The chemical potential for K is given by upy = —2J + Un®
(from the condition K7 = 0). K, can be diagonalized by the Bogoliubov transformation Eq.
1) and one obtains Eq. (EG).
Using Eq. (B9) and Eq. (), K3 can be re-written in terms of the Bogoliubov quasipar-
ticles
1

— § T T oAt
K3 = 2 Mpl,pz;m (apgapl Qp, + O‘1>3O‘plo‘p2)
P1,P2,P37#0

+ Z LP17P2;p3 (O‘I):;O‘T—maipz + Q—p3qp,; O4132) ) (48)

P1,P2,P37#0

where the matrix elements are

nCO
My, pops = QU\/ 7D § [(umupa + Up, Upy — Up1up3)upz
G

_(uplups + Up,Ups — uplvp:a)Upz} 5P1+p2,p3+G7 (49>
nco
Lpipops = U D Z (Umvmum - uplupzvm) Op1+p2,p3+G> (50)
G

and G is a reciprocal lattice vector. The Kronecker delta d0p,1p, ps+G €xpresses the conser-

vation of quasi-momentum of the three excitation scattering processes (Umklapp processes
are associated with G # 0).

The thermal Green’s function for Bogoliubov quasiparticles is defined by (see e.g. [37))

Gq(ri —12) = ~(T: (ag(n)ali(m))), (51)
where
aq(7) = " Tage 7, Oé:;(T) = eKTage_KT. (52)

The angular brackets (...) indicates taking an average for thermal equilibrium and T, gives
the usual time ordered product of operators. Fourier transformation of this imaginary time

Green’s function is given by

1 : —iwnT
Gy(T) = 3 Y Galiwy)e ™, (53)
where w,, is the boson Matsubara frequency w, = 2"7“ (n is an integer). The zero-th order
Green’s function is
GO (iw,) = b (54)
a iw, — Eq’
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FIG. 4: The second order self-energys.

where E is the Bloch-Bogoliubov excitation energy given in Eq. (Z3).

The second-order self-energy terms are given by the usual diagrams shown in Fig. 4.
Fig. H (a) describes a condensate excitation of (quasi) momentum q being absorbed by
an excitation ps of the optical lattice thermal gas, lending to a thermal excitation with
momentum p;. This describes Landau damping processes [38, 39, 40]. Fig. @ (b) describes
a condensate excitation of momentum q decay into two excitations with momentums p; and
p2. This describes Beliaev damping [41l]. These diagrams give the second-order self-energy

of the Bogoliubov excitation

Yq(iw,) = Eg(iwn) + Eg(iwn),

. 1 . . .
Shlwn) = —7 3 3 Mo PGS, (1) G, (i — i),

P1,P2#0 w;

. 1 . : :
Zg(lwn) = _% Z Z|Mp1,pz;q|2G(1))1(Wl)GOpz(lwn_lwl)- (55)

p1,p2#0 w;

The summation over Matsubara frequencies is calculated by the well-known formula (see
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Ref. [37])

S glen) =~ § dag(2)/°(2), (56)

21 Jo

where f9(2) is the Bose distribution function and the contour encircles the poles of g(z).

Using Eq. (Bfl), one obtains

. fU(Ep,) — *(Ep,)
EI&(wn) = = Z | qu,p1|2 p1(E — Epz)a (57)
p1,p2#0 p1 p2
: 1 L+ f(Ep,) + f*(Ep,)
B _ 2 P p
Eq(lwn) D Z | Mp, psial i, — Elfpl — Ey, =t (58)
P1,p2#0

The damping of excitations is given by the imaginary part of the self-energy
Iy = —Im¥q(Eq + 10), (59)

where 0 — +0. This gives the damping of Bogoliubov excitations in an optical lattice,

Iq = I +T¢, (60)
FI& =7 Z QPz,P1| fo( )_fo (Ep1>]6(Eq_Ep1 +Ep2>7 (61>
P1,p27#0
T
FE = § Z |Mp1,p2;q|2[1 + fO(Em) + fO(Ep2>]5 (Eq — EBp, — Epz) : (62>
P1,p27#0

Landau damping FI& is expected to be dominant at higher temperatures where there are
thermally excited quasiparticles. In contrast, Beliaev damping I g’ is due to a decay process
and can arise in the absence of thermally-excited excitations. Beliaev damping is possible

even at T =0 [i.e. fO(E,) = 0] and is expected to be dominant at low temperatures.

B. Landau damping in a 1D optical lattice

In this subsection, we calculate the Landau damping given by Eq. (&) for a 1D optical
lattice. For this, the energy conservation condition Eq + Ep = Eqiprc = Egqqp needs to
be satisfied, where G is a reciprocal lattice vector. The solution of the energy conservation
condition E, + E, = E,., for a 1D optical lattice is illustrated in Fig. Bl [42]. First, we draw
an excitation spectrum and mark ¢ on the line. Then we draw the spectrum line again with ¢
as origin. If those two lines intersect, solutions consistent with energy conservation condition

for three excitation process exist. The intersection can be taken as (¢ +p, E, + E, = E ).

18



k4

q g+p

FIG. 5: The Bogoliubov excitation energy £, in a 1D optical lattice, for o < 6. The intersection
of the two dispersion curves at p + g shows that the energy conservation condition is satisfied in

this case.

Clearly, the condition for these two dispersion curves to have intersections requires that the
dispersion relation E, first bends up as ¢ increases, before bending over. From Fig. 1, we
see that the 1D optical lattice dispersion relation £, has this feature only for a < 6 and thus
Landau damping can occur only when o < 6. If the intersection (¢ + p, E, + E,,) is outside
of the first Brillouin zone, it has to be reduced in the first Brillouin zone by subtracting a

reciprocal lattice vector G,, = 2“7" (n is an integer), corresponding to an Umklapp process

[42].

The values of (g, p) satisfying the energy conservation condition for 1D optical lattice are
shown in Fig. For a given value of ¢, we see that as a — 6, the value of p decreases
to zero. There is no solution for a > 6, indicating the disappearance of the damping for
an excitation £, with any value of ¢. In Fig. 5, the curves of the solution of the energy
conservation condition never cross the dashed line at ¢+p = 7/d. Thus Umklapp scattering

processes (G,, # 0) do not contribute to Landau damping in our present single-band model.

When the excitation of wavevector ¢ has a wavelength much larger than the thermal
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gdin

FIG. 6: The values (¢, p) satisfying the energy conservation condition E, + E, = E,4,, for several

values of the interaction parameter a.

excitation p (i.e., when ¢ < p, 7/d), one finds that % = ¢ from the energy conservation
condition £, + E, = E,;, in Eq. (&l). The Landau damping of the excitation £, = cq
comes from absorbing a thermal excitation E, with a group velocity equal to ¢ [32]. This

condition requires

dE E d d
d—pp lele sin % coS %

= ¢ = V2Jd*Un®. (63)

This equation can be written in the form

16X+ 8(a — 2)X + (a® — 6a) = 0, (64)
where X = sin® %l. The unique value of py such that dif; ¢ in Eq. (B3] equals ¢ is found to

be given by the condition

sin” (1%) I ) +4 2(c + 2)

. (65)
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This expression is only valid for « smaller than 6, such that pg > ¢.

For ¢ < p, where we can use the following approximations,

I ) "
o=\ (1= 30em) (7)
Ugrp = Up — JS;I;(ppd) (Ug;0)2qd7 (68)
v~ JsiQr;(ppd) (Ug;0)2qd, (69)

the matrix element in Eq. (€&1]) reduces to

nCO
Mypgrp = 2U \/ 7 [(upuqﬂr + UpUgip — Vpligrp) Uq — (Upllgip + Vplgtp — UpUgip) Uq]

n® (€ Un® (Un®)?.Jd cq
~ 2U =2 — — sinpd . 70
i (Ep YoE, T TE O ) 2Un (70)
From the energy conservation condition
dE, FE
= d—pp = Ep 2Jd sin pd, (71)
p
the matrix element can be approximated by
e FE qg \Y2 N, v
Mypgip =U | 2+ 2 ) () =2 72

where Ny = n®I. This is the analogue of Eq. (10.76) in Ref. [43]. Using the delta function

for energy conservation to integrate over p, the Landau damping is finally reduced to

2
L — o Epo ’ 620 Epo BJUqd 73
‘ “Zat\e ) \E 5 ) 9B (73)
PO Po sinh” —*

Po

One finds there is no damping when «a > 6 (see Fig. 3 for « as a function of s and T'). In
fact, F{; diverges at o = 6, but this is due to the 1D nature of our system. This divergence

does not occur in 2D and 3D lattices.

C. Landau damping in 2D and 3D optical lattices

We next discuss the energy conservation condition in a 2D optical lattice. We imagine

a surface in a three dimensional space which satisfies the Bogoliubov dispersion relation
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(¢, @y, Eq). Then, we draw a new dispersion Eq in the three dimensional space, with a
point on the surface (¢14, g1y, Eq,) as origin. That is, we draw (gs, ¢y, Eq—q, + Eq,). If those
two surfaces intersect, the energy conservation condition Fq, + Ey, = Eq, 14, is satisfied, the
intersection being given by (¢14 + ¢2s, ¢1z + 2y Eqi+q,)- For this condition to be satisfied, the
surface (q,, gy, Eq) has to be above the other surface (¢;, gy, Eq—q, +Eq) around (giz, ¢iy, Eq,)-
Since the Bogoliubov spectrum is phonon like Ey >~ cq for small ¢, the maximum gradient
of Eq at (i, 1y, Eq,) must be greater than c. Since |VqEq|q=q, i the maximum gradient

of E4 at q, this condition is equivalent to the requirement:

E,
VaLqlg=a: = 2Jqu1

q1

\/sin2 q12d + sin® qu,d > c. (74)

Equation ([4) is the 2D version of the condition for the Bogoliubov spectrum of a 1D
optical lattice to have anomalous dispersion. If Eq. ([) is satisfied, the energy conservation
condition Fy, + Ey, = Fq,1q, can be satisfied. An excitation gy, can then decay into Ey, 44,
by absorbing E, (Landau), or an excitation Eq, 14, can decay into two excitations Ey, and
E,, (Beliaev).

The condition for such a q; to exist is that the maximum value of |V4E,| as a function
of (g, qy) is greater than c. Due to |V4Eq|q=0 = ¢, we only need to consider the condition
that |VqEq| takes its maximum at q # 0. When |V4Ey| has its maximum value,

2Jd? sin q,d
V/sin? g,d + sin? ¢,d

Vq‘quq| =

y Eq [ cosqd 2.JU?(n0)?

1
(sin g,d + sin® g, d) = 0. (75)
Eq \ cos qyd E3 ! 1

From Eq. (@), |VqEq| has its maximum value when cos ¢,d = cos g,d, i.e., at the two values

¢ = *q,. If we assume ¢, = ¢, and define u = sin” ¢,d, Eq. ([[3) reduces to

—(Ba —4) + V5a? + 24a + 16

16 (76)

u = sin® ¢,d =

From Eq. (@), one sees that u decreases as « increases, vanishing when o = 12. Therefore,
we conclude that the Landau damping when o < 12 is due to excitations with momentum
¢» = £qy, and all damping processes in a 2D optical lattice will vanish when o > 12. We have
confirmed this analytical result by numerically solving the energy conservation condition.
The condition for the disappearance of Landau damping in a 3D optical lattice can be

derived by generalizing the procedure described above for a 2D optical lattice. One sees that
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|VqEq| has its maximum when cos ¢,d = cos g,d = cos ¢.d, i.e., ¢, = £¢, = +q, and

—3(a = 2) + /502 + 36 + 36
24 '

sin? ¢,d = (77)

One finds that v — 0 when o — 18, and damping in a 3D optical lattice vanishes when
a > 18. As in the 2D case, Landau damping when a < 18 only occurs for an excitation
with momentum ¢, = +¢q, = %q¢..

We discuss the energy conservation condition in a 2D optical lattice in detail. We only
consider the damping of long wavelength phonon q. Using the approximation for the long
wavelength phonon Eq ~ c¢q and Eg 1, ~ Eq + VB, - q, the energy conservation condition

Eq+ Eq = Eq4p can be written as

o E . . :
5 (qi + qs) = E—g (sm2 (ped)q> + 2sin(p,d) sin(p,d)q.q, + sin? (pyd)qj) ) (78)
P
When ¢, > 0 and ¢, = 0, Eq. (§) can be solved easily. Defining X = sin2% and
Y = sin? ’izd, the solution of Eq. () is
Q 1 a3
Y =— (X —> —\/ . 79
+4 +4 8X2 —8X + « (79)

One can confirm that Eq. ([[d) reduces to the 1D result in Eq. (83) when Y = 0.

Equation ([[9) is plotted in Fig. [ for several values of a. We see that as @ — 6 the line
in the (p,,p,) plane which satisfies the energy conservation condition shrinks and vanishes
when o > 6. Therefore, the Landau damping of an excitation with g, = 0 disappears when
a > 6. po in Fig. 2.8 is given by Eq. (63).

For a long wavelength phonon q with ¢, = ¢, > 0, we solve the energy conservation
condition numerically. The solution is shown in Fig. B There is no solution when o > 12 as
expected. Figures[] and [ clearly show that the threshold value of « for the disappearance
of damping strongly depends on the direction of q due to the anisotropy of 2D square lattice.
This result also holds for 3D square lattice.

As for the 1D case, I’ (Ll becomes larger than Fq around the threshold value of o in 2D and
3D optical lattices. In this case, we cannot use the simple Golden Rule expression of the
Landau damping given by Eq. (). We have to extend it using higher order perturbation

theory in order to calculate the Landau damping when « is close to the threshold value [44].
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FIG. 7: The solution of the energy conservation condition Eq+ Fy = Eq4p for a 2D optical lattice,

with ¢, > 0 and gy = 0. pg is defined in Eq. (GH) and we note py — 0 as a — 6.
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FIG. 8: The solution of the energy conservation condition Fq + Ep = Fq1p in a 2D optical lattice,

for ¢, = g, = 0.17/d.
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D. Beliaev damping in a 1D optical lattice

We briefly discuss the Beliaev damping of the Bloch-Bogoliubov excitation in this subsec-
tion. The Beliaev damping is due to spontaneous decay of an excitation into two excitations,
and thus we need to satify the energy conservation condition Eq = E4_p + Ep. We focus on
a 1D case in the following.

In Fig. @ the solution of the energy conservation condition for 1D optical lattice E, =
E,_,+E, is shown in a (g, p) plane. As predicted in Sec. /Bl one finds that the curve of the
solution shrinks as « increases and vanishes when a > 6, which indicates the disappearance
of the Beliaev damping for o > 6.

For a fixed value of a < 6, Beliaev damping is only possible when ¢ is between the
threshold momenta ¢g and ¢. shown in Fig. ([@). At the threshold momenta ¢q and ¢., two
excitations F, and E,_, created by the decay of an excitation E, have the same velocity.
This effect was first predicted by Pitaevskii in 1959 for the phonon excitation in superfluid
“He [47]. The two created excitations have the same quasi-momentum ¢./2 and energy F,, /2
at ¢ = ¢.. At ¢ = qo, one of the generated excitations is a phonon having the sound velocity
c. Therefore, the other one also has the velocity equal to the sound velocity c.

In addition to Landau damping and Beliaev damping, one also has intercollisional damp-
ing arising from two body collisions which transfer atoms between the condensate and ther-
mal cloud at finite temperatures [33,134]. Such processes also involve the energy conservation
condition for three-excitation processes. Thus, the intercollisional damping also disappears

when o > 6D in a D-dimensional optical lattice.

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have given a detailed treatment of the damping of Bogoliubov excita-
tions associated with Bose condensates in an optical lattice at finite temperature using the
tight-binding Bose-Hubbard model, extending the work we reported in Ref. [21].

We have used the Popov approximation in the Bose-Hubbard model to extend the usual
theory to finite temperatures. As a by-product, we have calculated the number of condensate
atoms per lattice site as a function of both the temperature and the lattice well depth s.

These results may be of general interest.
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FIG. 9: The solution of the energy conservation condition F, = E, + F,_, for Beliaev damping in

a 1D optical lattice.

We calculated the damping of Bloch-Bogoliubov excitations in 1D, 2D and 3D optical
lattices. All previous work [7, I8] on this problem only considered dynamical instabilities.
These studies did not include the dissipation processes we have considered. We find that the
Bogoliubov-Popov excitation spectrum Eq must exhibit “anomalous dispersion” for damping
processes to occur. This is analogous to the case of phonon damping in superfluid *He. In
the absense of this “bending-up” of the low q spectrum, energy conservation cannot be
satisfied. As a consequence, excitation damping is absent when o = Un®/.J > 6D where D
is the dimension of the optical lattice.

The first studies [16] of damping of excitations were limited to 1D optical lattices along
the axis of a cigar-shape magnetic trap, but one would need a much tighter magnetic trap
(in the radial direction) for our 1D model results to apply. In the more recent experiments
by Stoferle et. al. [17], a 3D optical lattice is prepared first, and the lattice potential depths
in two lattice axes are then made much larger than the third one to produce 2D array of
tightly bound 1D optical lattices. An analogous 2D optical lattice can be formed by choosing
a much larger lattice potential depth along one lattice axis than that in other two axes. This
effectively 2D optical lattice might be better for checking our theoretical predictions than
the 2D poriodic array of 1D tubes used in Ref. [24], since excitations along the direction

perpendicular to the 2D lattice potential can be neglected.
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Due to our use of a tight-binding approximation, our results are not directly applicable
to the damping of excitations found in very weak optical lattices (s < 1) [1§]. Extension of

our calculations to such weak optical lattices would be clearly of interest [46].
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