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We consider a prime example of simulating interacting relativistic QFT with cold atoms: the
realisation of the sine-Gordon model by tunnel-coupled quasi-1D Bose gases. While experiments
have shown that it can realise the sine-Gordon model in equilibrium, studies of non-equilibrium
dynamics have revealed a phase-locking behaviour that stands in contrast to predictions from sine-
Gordon field theory. Here, we examine a one-dimensional field-theoretic model of the system and
find that the phase-locking behaviour can be understood in terms of the presence of the longitudinal
harmonic trap, and that the additional degrees of freedom known to be present in the experiment do
not appear to play a significant role. Therefore, the experimental setup provides a good simulator
of the sine-Gordon quantum field theory, even out of equilibrium, if the inhomogeneous background
induced by the trap is taken into account. Furthermore, our results support the idea that modifying
the longitudinal trap to a box shape should result in agreement with standard sine-Gordon dynamics.
The main remaining open issues are to account for 3D corrections and model the effect of the
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condensates' [7, 27, 30], whereas ultra-cold atoms are
trapped in an elongated double-well potential, effectively
limiting the physics to one spatial dimension. Bosonisa-
tion of the one-dimensional description of the many-body
system [30], leads to a sine-Gordon model realised by the
relative phase between the condensates, which is weakly
coupled to a Luttinger liquid accounting for their common
(average) phase. The latter coupling breaks integrability;
however, equilibrium correlation functions agree well with
sine-Gordon predictions [27, 31], indicating that in thermal
equilibrium the coupled condensates can be regarded as a
good quantum simulator of the sine-Gordon quantum field
theory.

Out-of-equilibrium dynamics can be investigated using
the paradigmatic protocol of quantum quench [32, 33],
which involves preparing the system in an equilibrium state
and then suddenly changing some physical parameter, e.g.,
a coupling in a Hamiltonian. In the coupled condensates, a
natural protocol involves splitting a single one-dimensional
condensate, imprinting a relative phase between them, and
then switching on the tunnel coupling. Theoretical com-
putations based on pure sine-Gordon dynamics predict a
rephasing [34-37], in which the relative phase of the con-
densates relaxes to a finite value. In contrast, the experi-
ment found a rapid phase locking [38] between the conden-
sates, which can be parameterised in terms of a two-mode
model extended with a dissipative term [39, 40]. The main
experimental findings can be captured using a stochas-
tic Gross-Pitaevskii description [41], which, however, steps
outside the framework of the quantum field theoretic (sine-
Gordon) description. The alternative approach, involving a
self-consistent Hartree-Fock approximation [42-44], is not
applicable in the parameter regime relevant to the experi-
ment, which involves a significantly higher number of par-
ticles than those used in the model calculation.

In this paper, we consider the dynamics of the system
in the effective coupled sine-Gordon-Luttinger field theory
description, using the so-called truncated Wigner approx-
imation [45-47]. In fact, this has already been applied to

J

the sine-Gordon model, resulting in universal rephasing dy-
namics [34]. The validity of the TWA method can be con-
firmed by using Hamiltonian truncation [48, 49], which,
however, cannot reach the experimentally relevant param-
eter regime. Here we take into account the longitudinal
trapping potential, as well as the coupling between the sine-
Gordon and Luttinger degrees of freedom and demonstrate
that this approach captures the phase locking dynamics as
illustrated in Fig. I.1. For qualitative comparison with
the experiment, the parameters are selected according to
Ref. [38].

The outline of the paper is as follows. Section II reviews
the derivation of the effective field theoretical description
for the coupled condensates and the implementation of the
truncated Wigner approximation. In Section III, we con-
sider three crucial ingredients of the model: the nonlin-
earity inherent in the sine-Gordon self-interaction, the spa-
tial inhomogeneity resulting from the trapping potential,
and the coupling between the relative (sine-Gordon) and
common (Luttinger) modes. Section IV presents the re-
sults for the full dynamics in the experimental parameter
regime. In section V, we analyse the scaling of the Joseph-
son frequency and relaxation time of the relative phase as a
function of various input parameters of the experiment and
compare the findings to previous results. In addition, we
compare our results to the leading order behaviour of small
quenches described by a free massive boson approximation
of the sine-Gordon field. Finally, we present our conclu-
sions in Section VI. We also added a summary of useful
relations between different parameters in Appendix A.

II. MODEL AND METHODOLOGY
A. The effective 1D description

In this section, we describe the quasi-one-dimensional
model of a single elongated bosonic quasi-condensate. We
start from the grand canonical Hamiltonian of a three-
dimensional interacting Bose gas:

H :/d3F\Iﬁ(f’) (;‘;W +V(F) - u) W (7) + /d3fd3ﬁ\1/T(ﬁ)\1/T(ﬁ)Ucﬁ(F— YU (F)U(F),

[w(7), ()] = 6(7 )

L Alternative cold atom realisations can be found in Refs. [2, 22, 27,
28]; additional proposals include realisations via quantum circuits
[19] or coupled spin chains [29].

(I1.1)

(

where m is the atomic mass, V(7) is the 3D trapping poten-
tial and g is the chemical potential. For low temperatures,
the effective interaction Ug can be approximated by a delta
potential

Ut (F—7) = (I1.2)
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Figure I1.1: TWA results of the phase and the total particle number difference of a Josephson quench. We also illustrated
the evolution of cos ¢ signalling phase locking with (cos p)eq = 0.945. The expectation value of ¢ is taken in the middle
of the condensate (z = 0). Parameters: N = 3300, wy| = 2r - 1257, J/(27h) = 19.0Hz, T = 0,05 = 300, o = —1.3(2).

characterised by the s-wave scattering length a,.

n= [ (—;naf V() -t OID wz)w(z)) (),

where the effective one-dimensional coupling can be ex-
pressed in terms of the s-wave scattering length and the
frequency w, of the transversal trapping potential [50]

2h%a, < ag)_l
2 1—-1.036— .
91D miZ L

(IL5)

Here |, = y/h/(mw,) is the transverse oscillator length
associated with the frequency w,; of the radial confining
potential, and as the three-dimensional s-wave scattering
length of the atoms. In the weak interaction regime as < [

Switching on a radial trapping potential, e.g. of the form

}mwi(ﬂ:2 + %) (IL.3)

2
in the zy plane leads to an elongated condensate, which can
be modelled as an effectively one-dimensional Lieb-Liniger
gas

£ (I1.4)

(

the result simplifies g1p ~ 2hw | as.

We assume that the system is in the quasi-condensate
regime where the density of the condensate can be con-
sidered a classical function pg(z) dressed up by relatively
smaller quantum fluctuations. To obtain a low-energy ef-
fective theory, it is useful to introduce the Madelung rep-
resentation of the field

h(z) = e \/po(2) + dp(2) ,

where ¢(z) and 6p(z) are real-valued fields. The classi-
cal background density profile po(z) satisfies the Gross—

(IL.6)



Pitaevskii equation

(;naf V(&) 91DPo(Z)> Vpo(z) =0, (IL7)

where the chemical potential u is fixed by the total number
of particles
N = /dng(z). (I1.8)
In the experimental setup, the condensate is further con-
fined in the z direction by the quadratic potential
1

Viz) = fmwﬁZQ,

. (1L.9)

where w)| < w, . Neglecting the kinetic term in (I1.7) (lo-
cal density approximation) gives the Thomas—Fermi density

profile
22
po(z) = ng (1 - R2> ) (I1.10)
TF
where
RTF:%’ noz%7 (I1.11)

with L giving the full length in the z direction.

To the leading order approximation in the density fluc-
tuations dp, the system is then described by an inhomoge-
neous Luttinger-liquid Hamiltonian [51]

Hyppp, — % / dz (VN(Z) (16p)° + vs(2) (3230)2) (IL12)

where the density and phase stiffness are given by [52, 53]

1 Ou 91D
vN(2) = — +— ~h
() Th 0po | ,0—pyzy  Th (I1.13)
_ mhpo(z)
vale) = =0

where the first approximation holds in the weakly interact-
ing regime

m
y = 91D <1

h2n1D

(I1.14)

The Hamiltonian can be written in the form

hCo

Hrpp = T/dz (I:()(SpQ + f(z)I:)(azga)Q) , (IL.15)
where
ng = po(z =0) (I1.16)
is the density,
f(z) = 2 (IL17)
no

is the dimensionless density profile,

co = 4 LR10 (IL.18)
m
is the sound velocity, and
Ko = 7hy | —2 (I.19)
mygip

is the (dimensionless) Luttinger parameter, and the index 0
indicates that all of them are specified by their local values
at the midpoint z = 0.

The spectrum of the quadratic Hamiltonian (II.15) can
be obtained in terms of decoupled bosonic modes satisfy-
ing the classical equation of motion in terms of the renor-
malised field ¢(z) = /Ko/7 ¢(z)

—07 ¢+ 0. (f0.0) =0, (I1.20)
for which the solutions can be written in the form
i (t, 2) = Tt 7, (2), (11.21)
where
0, (f0.2,) = —w2Z,, (11.22)

where we choose all the Z,,’s as real-valued functions, which
form an orthonormal basis

L/2
/ dzZp(2)Zm(2) = Opm, - (I1.23)
L/2
Then ¢ can be decomposed into eigenmodes
Zn , .
ot z) = Zn: 252 (ane_“"”t + ale_“""t) , (11.24)

where a,, and a], are bosonic creation and annihilation op-
erators, from which the Hamiltonian becomes

Hryy, = heg Z wna! a, + const . (I1.25)

In the case of the Thomas-Fermi density profile (I1.10) we
have f(z) = 1 — 42%2/L? and the Z, functions can be ex-
pressed by Legendre polynomials:

[2n+1 z
with the corresponding frequencies given by
1
wn =7 (2n+1)2—-1. (I1.27)

Note that the issue of the boundary conditions is rather
non-trivial. Naively, particle number conservation implies
Neumann boundary conditions (0,¢ = 0 at the boundaries)



at both ends of the system. However, since f(z) vanishes at
the boundaries, we can at most prescribe regularity (finite-
ness) for Z, at the boundaries. Indeed, it turns out that
the general solution of the differential equation is a linear
combination of Legendre functions of the first and second
kind. Dropping the latter, irregular one and matching the
frequencies leads to the solutions above.

The decomposition of the field into eigenmodes can be
written as

(I1.28)
I, = /dzZn(z)H(z),
with the inverse transformations
= Z ZTL(Z)QZS
" (I1.29)

2) = Zn(2)

B. The tunnel coupling

The experimental setup corresponds to coupling two
quasi-condensates 1 2(2) via a tunnelling Hamiltonian

Hy——J / dz (V](20a(2) + b (2)n(2)) . (1130)

Using the Madelung representation Eq. (I1.6) for of ;o
shows that the coupling between the two condensates de-
pends on the relative phase ¢1(z) — ¢2(2). Therefore, we
introduce the relative and common degrees of freedom

QOC(Z> — 901(2) ; 902(2)
(Spr(Z) — 6p1(2) ;5p2(z) 7
0p°(2) == 0p1(z) + dp2(2) -

(11.31)

To the lowest order in density fluctuation, the relative mode
is described by the sine-Gordon model with the interaction
Hamiltonian

qHY =2 / dz po(2) cos(¢"(2)), (11.32)

while the common mode remains an independent Luttinger
liquid. Higher-order corrections couple the relative to the

common mode, and the next-to-leading order gives the term

g =7 / dz 6p°(2) (cos("(2)) — 1) . (I1.33)

C. Lattice discretisation

The inhomogeneous Luttinger Hamiltonian (I1.12) can
be discretised by a lattice z; = ja with lattice spacing a,
and its dimensionless version (corresponding to condensate
s =1,2) can be written in the form

oy
%Z ( M (fs,541 — <z>s,j)2) , (I1.34)

where

H#* = — H#
hCO

[ | K
Hs,j = foa(sps(zj) , ¢s7j = 70905(3]’) .

To characterise the tunnel coupling interaction suitably,
we switch to relative and common degrees of freedom

(11.35)

1

;= ﬂftp’“(zj% I} = ap6p"(25),
17" (11.36)
¢§ = E‘PC(%) B} I1° = aﬁcépc(zj) )
where
2T ™
= ./ == =, —". 11.37
Vi B =\ (1L37)

The Luttinger Hamiltonian in terms of the relative and
common degrees of freedom takes the same form as
Eq. (I1.34), while the dimensionless lattice regularised in-
teraction terms corresponding to (I1.32) and (I1.33) can be
expressed as

. 2gL
O _ QTS”OE ' f(25) cos(B,97)
J

g e (11.38)
rr(D# j r
AP* = 55 (sl )
where Ny = L/a is the number of lattice sites, and
J L
=2r——. 11.39
g T 21h ¢g ( )

Combining the free and interacting parts, the complete lat-
tice regularised dimensionless Hamiltonian takes the form
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D. The truncated Wigner approximation

To simulate the quasi-condensate in the experimentally
relevant parameter regime, we adopt a powerful semiclas-
sical method, the truncated Wigner approximation (TWA)
[54, 55], which is particularly suitable for calculating out-
of-equilibrium expectation values. The TWA is based on
the one-to-one mapping between quantum operators and
ordinary functions defined in the (classical) phase space:
for an arbitrary operator Q) we define the Weyl symbol

X/
Qw(x,p) = /dx’ <x -3

where |x) are the eigenstates of the position operator x. In
particular, the Weyl symbol of the density matrix with a
suitable normalisation is called the Wigner function

1 , x/ X'\ o
(I1.42)

/

x + ’;> e (IL41)

QO

F

where N is the dimension of the x and p vectors.

The trace of a product of two operators can be expressed
as a phase space integral of their Weyl symbols. In partic-
ular, for an expectation value, we get

<Q> = /dx dp W (x,p)Qw (x,p) . (11.43)
To incorporate time evolution, we approximate the trajec-
tories of the phase space points with the classical paths

<Q>TWA () = /dxo dpo W (%0, Po) 2w (x(t), (1)) ,
(11.44)

where x(t) and p(t) are the solutions of the classical equa-
tions of motion with the initial conditions x(0) = x¢ and
p(0) = py, respectively. The truncated Wigner approxima-
tion can be systematically derived as the leading order of a
systematic expansion of the Keldysh path integral for quan-
tum fields [54, 55]. Here, we follow the exposition in [48],
to which we refer for further details on the implementation.

In the context of the coupled condensate sys-
tem, the canonically conjugate classical variables are
{rj);,H;}j:l ,,,,, N, and {gzﬁj, H“;}j:l ,,,,, N.- The pre-quench

)2] L1 {(HQ)Q L L)+ fEe) (6541 — 65)°

J

2 2 (I1.40)

II¢
f(z5) cos(ﬁrgb;) — Niﬁ—j [cos(ﬂTgb;) — 1] } .

(

state is the uncoupled condensate, J = 0, corresponding
to the dimensionless Hamiltonian ﬁ}ﬁe = N#LLJ +E[T#LL,2'
The pre-quench Hamiltonian is quadratic and can be di-
agonalized with the linear transformation {(¢§,I3)} —
{(?{,ﬁ%)},a = r,c described in Eq. (I1.28).? Note that,
for a lattice regularised theory, the eigenmode decomposi-
tion (I1.28) transformation is established by an orthogonal
matrix, which is the set of eigenvectors of the lattice regu-
larisation of the differential operator in Eq. (I1.22).

The ground state Wigner function is a Gaussian in each
transformed mode {(¢%,11%)}, which allows for Monte—
Carlo sampling. For n # 0, the standard deviations of
the nth mode (¢%,1I%) is given by

1
oz, = ——
o V2aw,
(I1.45)
awn,
Offa = 4] ——
13 92
The zero mode energy is zero (wy = 0), therefore the

ground state Wigner function is a uniform distribution on
[0,2mv/N;/B4) in variable ¢§ and a ¢ function (centred at
0) in variable TIg.

The experimental quenching protocol sets the total rela-
tive phase

1 Br e
0=— [ dz¢"(2) = 0 I1.46
G- [ = b L)
with some standard deviation o,,. Therefore, instead of
a uniform distribution, we incorporate the experimentally
given zero mode of the relative phase ¢ into the Wigner
function: a normal distribution centred at /Nspf /8, with
standard deviation
i
05 = T:%O : (11.47)
The corresponding conjugate variable ﬁg is chosen to be a
Gaussian centred around 0 with standard deviation min-
imising the Heisenberg inequality:

oy = — (IL48)

o 2v/ N0, ’

2 We define an additional normalization factor \/a to eliminate the
dimension of the Z,, functions.



The TWA simulation consists of taking a Monte-Carlo
sample of initial values from which the real space functions
are obtained via the inverse transformation Eq. (I1.29). The
TWA simulation then consists of computing the classical
time evolution from these initial conditions using the inter-
acting Hamiltonian J # 0. Observables are computed by
averaging the values obtained from individual trajectories.
The Monte-Carlo error of these averages is estimated from
the standard deviation of the data at each time point. The
TWA has several significant advantages, including numer-
ical stability and broad scalability, which enable negligible
MC error even with limited computational resources. We
note that TWA also allows for computations at finite tem-
perature kT = 1/, where each (non-zero) mode in the
Wigner function remains Gaussian with a broadened stan-

dard deviation
Bw
o® =g et L
e —1

III. BREAKING DOWN THE MODEL

(I1.49)

A. The main scenarios

To achieve a systematic understanding of the coupled
condensate system, we dissect the model along its primary
characteristics. We begin by examining the linearised sine-
Gordon model on a homogeneous background. The full
model is then constructed incrementally, with each step in-
troducing a new aspect of the full model. For each of these
refinements, we analyse its specific impact on the system’s
dynamics.

The subsequent analysis focuses on three crucial charac-
teristics of the model:

e Non-linearity: This concerns the validity of the
quadratic approximation for the cosine potential in
accurately describing the system’s behaviour.

e Inhomogeneity: We examine the impact of the
quadratic longitudinal trapping potential (resulting
in an approximate Thomas-Fermi density profile)
on the dynamics, contrasting it with a simple flat-
bottom potential.

¢ Common-mode coupling: We examine the influ-
ence of the subleading interaction term, Eq. (I1.33),
which couples the common and relative phase modes.

For a systematic comparison of these effects, we explore
all 22 = 8 combinations obtained by activating them.
Throughout the different settings, we keep the local physi-
cal parameters constant at the midpoint z = 0. Figure IT1.1
presents the resulting dynamics for the relative phase de-
fined at the midpoint

(cosp)(t) = (cosp" (2 =0,1)), (I11.1)

obtained using experimentally relevant parameters. No-
tably, the eight different scenarios lead to qualitatively dis-
tinct dynamic behaviours.

Our main finding is that the phase relaxation
(cos)(t) —= 1 can be attributed to the inhomogeneity
resulting from the presence of the quadratic longitudinal
trapping potential. Regardless of the other two settings, in
the presence of an inhomogeneous background, the relative
phase (cos ¢)(t) system approaches ~ 1 on the timescale of
2w /wH determined by the longitudinal trap. However, once
(cos @) (t) reached its peak, revivals appear, which decrease
its value. Nevertheless, there is a well-defined plateau be-
fore the appearance of revivals when the (cos p)(t) is sta-
bilised around a value close to 1, indicating phase locking.
In this regard, we note that even the expectation value of
(cos ¢) does not exactly equal 1 even in the (zero tempera-
ture) sine-Gordon vacuum [26] due to quantum fluctuations
of the phase field ¢. Even more deviation from 1 is expected
after a quantum quench, which injects finite energy density
into the system. Therefore, even in phase locking, we ex-
pect residual fluctuations in the relative phase, leading to
(cos p)(t) relaxing to a value slightly less than 1.

Depending on the parameter regime, both nonlinearity
and common-mode coupling can play a role in suppress-
ing these revivals; however, for the experimentally relevant
regime, the effect of common-mode coupling on the dynam-
ics turned out to be negligible.

The nonlinearity of the cosine interaction is another im-
portant characteristic of the model. It is obviously relevant
for large o values of the initial phase. Furthermore, it
also turns out to play an important role in smoothing the
Josephson oscillations for general values of the other pa-
rameters.

B. Further refinements

To make our analysis more realistic, we considered sev-
eral further refinements, including a finite temperature and
uncertainty in the initial particle number loaded into the
system when initiating the individual experimental runs.

1. Finite temperature

We considered runs at finite temperature and found that
it leads to an additional damping in the relaxation of
(p"(t)) — 0. Additionally, it also decreases the asymp-
totic value of the phase (cos¢"(t)) (c.f. Fig. I11.2). Since
the experimentally observed phase locking was quite ro-
bust, we expect that the temperature of the relative de-
grees of freedom was considerably smaller than the energy
scales governing phase locking. Therefore, in order to keep
things simple, from now on, we consider simulations at zero
temperature (if not indicated otherwise).
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Figure II1.2: Analysing the effect of finite temperature and the fluctuation of the initial number of atoms considering the
cos ¢" expectation value. Parameters: N = 3300, J/(27h) = 19.0 Hz, of = —1.3, 0,7 = 0.2,.

2. Particle number variance

Another refinement is to consider the uncertainty of the
initial parameters. Here we limit ourselves to the uncer-
tainty of the initial number of particles V. In the experi-
ment, the data points are calculated as an average of mul-
tiple single runs; therefore, the fluctuation of initial param-
eters results in an additional damping due to decoherence.

In contrast to thermal fluctuation, the decoherence re-
sulting from the variance of the initial particle number leads

to damping only in (" (¢)). The uncertainty of the initial
parameters does not change the expected variance of "
and therefore does not dampen the expectation value of

(cos ™).

The simplest way to characterise the distribution of the
atom number N is given by a Gaussian distribution. How-
ever, it is not clear how the standard deviation o is related
to the total number of particles. Moreover, one may also
consider a post-selection approach (neglecting runs with
too large particle deviation, cf. [41]); however, a sharp cut-



off is experimentally unrealistic and results in an unphysical
~ sinc(wt) modulation. Based on these considerations, we
consider a simple Gaussian distribution, assuming that the
standard deviation is clearly defined by the corresponding
experimental setup.

IV. THE FULL DYNAMICS IN THE
EXPERIMENTAL PARAMETER REGIME

A. Simulations

We also ran a full simulation in the parameter regime
relevant for the experiment [38]. The results are shown
in Fig. I.1. From the experimental settings, we fixed the
following values for the parameters

N =3300, oy =300,
wy=2m-12s"", J/(2rh) =19Hz, (IV.1)
oo =—13, o, =02,

for the average number of atoms and its variance, the lon-
gitudinal trap frequency, the Josephson coupling?, and the
initial phase, respectively. The temperature is set to T = 0
as explained in Subsection III B 1, and the only variable for
which we had a freedom of choice is the initial time offset
to match the start of the experimental data taking.

We found that with a single choice of this time offset, the
simulated curves accurately capture the characteristics of
the experimental data. Additionally, we also displayed the
theoretical evolution of the expectation value of the cosine
of the relative phase. The reason is that the relaxation
of the average to zero does not necessarily signify phase
locking, which also requires its variance to approach zero.
The evidence for the latter is provided by the fact that the
cosine of the phase relaxes to a value close to 1.

B. Timescales

The behaviour of the system can be understood on three
different hierarchical timescales.

The first is the timescale of the Josephson oscillations
1/fy, for which the dynamics of the relative mode is well
described by the sine-Gordon model in a homogeneous po-
tential. We observe no qualitative differences (other than
a renormalisation of the Josephson frequency) compared
to the inhomogeneous model and the model including the
common-mode coupling (see Fig. I11.1).

The next timescale is the relaxation time corresponding
to (cosp)(t) =~ 1. Since phase locking is the result of

3 The Josephson coupling is determined from the frequency of the
oscillations.

the trap, the time until the system reaches phase locking
is characterised by w)|. As is apparent from Fig. .1, this
timescale is approximately the same as the relaxation time
of the oscillations in {¢)(t) — 0. We investigate the depen-
dence of the relaxation time on experimental parameters in
the next section.

The sine-Gordon model is well-known to be integrable
on a homogeneous background. At the same time, it does
not show a full relaxation to a phase-locked state; rather,
it only has a (universal) rephasing dynamics, for which the
expectation value of the relative phase approaches a non-
zero value [34, 37]. The inhomogeneity induced by the trap
breaks integrability, and so one naturally expects a pro-
found change in the relaxation dynamics. However, the
detailed connection between the breaking of integrability
and phase locking remains unclear at this stage. Further-
more, we observe that the coupling to the common mode
does not play a significant role at this timescale, although
it also breaks integrability.

The third timescale is the one of the revivals that ap-
pear, which is when the coupling to the common-mode can
become relevant by further suppressing revivals in the in-
homogeneous sine-Gordon model. This feature can be un-
derstood by noting that the coupling to the common mode
is suppressed by the particle density, which is high in the
middle region of the condensate but approaches zero near
the ends. Therefore, the common-mode coupling has a neg-
ligible effect on the dynamics in the middle region of the
condensate for short times, but it can have a large effect
on the reflection from the boundaries and, therefore, the re-
vivals. However, due to the density approaching zero at the
boundaries, the field-theoretic description has a limited va-
lidity in its neighbourhood; therefore, a more detailed and
realistic description of this regime requires further research.

V. SIMPLIFIED MODELS

In this section, we analyse the scaling of the relaxation
time 7 and the Josephson frequency wy of ¢"(t,z =0) as a
function of the input parameters of the model.

A. Fitting functions

To define 7 and wy, we fitted ¢(t) = " (t,z = 0)* with
a damped oscillation
¢ac(t) = pie /T sin(wst + o) , (V.1)

which is the exact analytic form of the leading order be-
haviour of small quenches (with one-particle contributions)

4 To avoid edge effects, we considered the local observable in the
centre and time evolution before revivals reach the middle point.
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Figure V.1: Local extrema of ¢(t) on the semi-log axis (red
dots). The blue line indicates the plateau corresponding to
the long-living excitations. Parameters: T' = 0nK, ¢f =
—1.3,0,; = 0.2,05 = 300, N = 3300, J/(27h) = 31.2 Hz.
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Figure V.2: The ¢(t) expectation value from the TWA
simulation (red dots) and the fitted function Eq. (V.1)
(blue line). Parameters: 7' = 0nK, ¢ = —1.3,0,5 =
0.2,0ny = 300, N = 3300,J/(2rh) = 31.2Hz, fit results:
00, =2.09,w; = 1694571, 7 = 8.10ms.

in massive quantum field theories [56]. The sinusoidal form
can be obtained from a leading order form factor expan-
sion on the pre-quench basis [57, 58], while a resumma-
tion of higher order terms (in an expansion using the post-
quench basis) elucidates the origin of the exponential damp-
ing [59, 60].

We remark that the start of the quench does not provide
a good fit even with non-linear model functions (e.g. for the
two-mode model used in Ref. [38]). We only found robust
fitting by considering the long-living excitations. As the
amplitude of the long-living excitations becomes relatively
small, we can use the fit function in Eq. (V.1) coming from
a leading order small density approximation.

We first smoothed the result of the TWA simulation,
©(t), and identified its zeros, local minima, and maxima.

Js]

log

Figure V.3: The fitted Josephson coupling Jg; as a func-
tion of the input coupling of the simulation J (red dots)
compared to the identity function (blue line). Parameters:
N =3300,7 = 0nK, o5 = —1.3,0,; = 0.2,0n = 300.

Observing the absolute values of the local extremal points
on the semi-log plot, we can identify a decreasing plateau
corresponding to the relaxation of long-living oscillations
(c.f. Fig. V.1). To capture this regime, we fit Eq. (V.1)
between the 3rd and 10th periods of Josephson oscillations.
A typical fit is illustrated in Fig. V.2.

We also briefly analysed the conjugate variable II(¢, z =
0), which corresponds to the local particle imbalance in the
centre. The total particle number difference between the
two condensates is extrapolated from this quantity as

L. Nu—Np 4N IL,(0)
" NL+Ng 3N B,

which is obtained by assuming &p"(2)/po(2) =
0p"(0)/po(0).  This approximation is not necessarily
valid in every regime; nevertheless, it provides a way
to calculate an effective Josephson coupling (Jgt, see
Eq. (V.4)) which turns out to be a consistent proxy in the
experimental domain of parameters.

Assuming 7 > 1/w;, the particle imbalance becomes

(V.2)

nae(t) = nd. et/ cos(wst + ) . (V.3)
Considering {¢(t,0),II(¢,0)} as a single-mode oscillator,
the effective Josephson coupling can be expressed in terms
of the fitted parameters

hwy nf
Jay = —— —at (V.4)
2 ¢
We found that the effective Josephson coupling (Jg¢) is in
notable agreement with the raw input parameter of the sim-
ulation J (see Fig. V.3), which confirms the self-consistency
of our approach.



B. Josephson frequency

Next, we analysed the Josephson frequency wy. It is
natural to compare this to the simplest quantum field the-
oretical approximation of the leading-order behaviour. For
small quenches, the middle region of the condensate can be
approximated with the free (homogeneous) massive boson.
The parameters of this free boson are chosen such that the
local parameters (particle density n, sound velocity ¢, Lut-
tinger parameter K() match the corresponding ones at the
midpoint z = 0. The initial state is modelled as a coherent
state corresponding to an initial expectation value @q. It
is then straightforward to express the oscillation frequency
with the parameters of the condensate as

= = 1/6
o — 8m2Jcong 9 32J3N29%Dw|2\m (V.5)
T Ky, " 2473 R3 ’ '

where J = J/(2rh). We check this analytic result against
the simulation results obtained in our model.” Fig. V.4
shows the frequency of the Josephson oscillations as a func-
tion of the Josephson coupling, the number of atoms, and
the strengths of the trapping potential, compared to the
theoretical prediction (V.5). We found good agreement be-
tween the theoretical prediction and the simulated results.

The agreement between the theoretical prediction by the
linearised model and the simulation proved to be robust
even for large initial phase differences, indicating that the
dynamics is dominated by low-energy sine-Gordon breather
quasi-particles, which are well-approximated within the lin-
earised model, after an initial transient which is omitted
from the fitting.

C. Relaxation time

Next, we considered the damping time 7 at different pa-
rameter settings (see Fig. V.5). We found that the damp-
ing time only shows a slight oscillatory dependence on the
initial global phase ¢g. On the other hand, we found a de-
creasing tendency of 7 as a function of the Josephson cou-
pling J, the total number of particles N and the strengths
of the trapping potential. Assuming a power-law depen-
dence, we fitted a line to the logarithmic plot to extract
the corresponding exponents. We found that the relax-
ation time scaled with the power —1/2 of the Josephson
coupling J, and the power —1/3 of the particle number
N and longitudinal trap strength w). For the case of the
transversal potential strength, w, , the exponent is not ab-
solutely clear (somewhere between 1/4 and 1/3); a wider
logarithmic range should be covered to give a more accurate

5 The Josephson frequency is obtained by fitting the aforementioned
model to the simulated data.
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result. Unfortunately, the parameters cannot be changed
indefinitely, as one must obtain a reasonable number of
Josephson oscillations before revivals reach back from the
edges.

Our results for the scaling of 7 as a function of the pa-
rameters J and N deviate from the results given in pre-
vious studies [38, 41]. In this respect, we emphasise that
our simulations are based on an effectively one-dimensional
model, which does not account for all 3D phenomena. One
such correction is the local swelling of the condensate when
the linear particle density is increased, which results in a
position-dependent tunnel coupling. Taking into account
these effects requires a substantial extension of our model,
perhaps along the lines of Ref. [44]; we leave these consid-
erations for future studies. We also note that the three-
dimensional stochastic Gross-Pitaevskii model considered
in Ref. [41] could successfully capture the experimentally
observed dependence of the relaxation time on the input
parameters.

Another source of the discrepancy can come from the
definition of the relaxation time. While the damped oscil-
lation in Eq. (V.1) is the low-amplitude approximation of
the two-mode model result in Ref. [38], the fitted regime
in time is different: instead of the long-living excitations,
the experiment focuses on a shorter timescale where the
amplitude is still large.

A further question is the proper form of the initial state
in the effectively one-dimensional model. For simplicity,
following [37, 49] we considered the non-zero mode part of
the initial state as a zero (or finite) temperature equilibrium
state, while the zero mode realised the initial angle g,
which is a coherent state. Considering more realistic initial
states that take into account the effect of the preparation
procedure by splitting the condensate [35, 36] is left for
further study.

Additionally, as discussed at the end of Sec. IV, near the
edges of the harmonic longitudinal trap, where the density
approaches zero, the field-theoretic approximation is not
valid and the Luttinger liquid description breaks down. In
our analysis, the Hamiltonian (II.40) used for the simula-
tions is regular (finite) even at the edges; however, the next
order interaction (in particle density) would blow up. To
avoid unreliable results, we analysed quantities located at
the centre and only considered time evolution before re-
vivals appear. Developing a robust method to model the
edges requires further analysis.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We considered an effective one-dimensional quantum
field theory model of the coupled bosonic condensate simu-
lator of quantum sine-Gordon field theory. Previously, ex-
periments established it as a good simulator in equilibrium
[27, 31]; however, its non-equilibrium dynamics displayed
phase-locking behaviour [38] in contrast to the universal
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Figure V.4: The Josephson frequency as a function of (a) the initial phase difference ¢g, (b) the Josephson coupling
J, (c) the number of atoms N, and the strength of (d) the longitudinal and (e) the transversal trapping potential, w,
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—1.3(2), N = 3300,0x = 300, J/(27h) = 19Hz, (e): J/(2wh) = 30Hz.
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Figure VI.1: Phase relaxation of the pure sine-Gordon

model compared to the sine-Gordon dynamics with the
common mode coupling (CMC) in a flat-bottom (box)
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0.0nK, pp = —1.3,0,; = 0.2,0n = 0.

rephasing predicted from theory [34-37].

We have demonstrated that the phase-locking dynam-
ics can be accounted for by considering the effect of the
longitudinal trapping potential. The role of the longitu-
dinal trapping was already found in the stochastic Gross-
Pitaevski approach [41]. However, our approach reaches
this conclusion in a one-dimensional field theory setting,
suggesting that the experiment can be considered as a good
simulator of sine-Gordon field theory on an inhomogeneous
background. We also found that the coupling between the
relative phase (corresponding to the sine-Gordon field) and
the average phase (common mode) does not play a signif-
icant role in the time interval where boundary effects can
be neglected. As a consequence, we fully expect that a box
trap prepared by shaping the trapping potential, as pro-
posed in Ref. [61], can achieve an accurate simulation of
sine-Gordon dynamics out of equilibrium as illustrated in
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Fig. VI.1.

We close by mentioning a few interesting open questions.
One of them is to take into account deviations from the
strictly one-dimensional behaviour, i.e., 3D effects, which
are thought to account for the anomalous scaling of the re-
laxation time and the Josephson frequency with the number
of atoms in the trap. The other is modelling the behaviour
near the edges. In the case of the parabolic longitudinal
trap, the density of the condensate approaches zero at the
edge, which increases the effective coupling to the com-
mon mode, thereby calling into question the validity of the
field-theoretic model. For a box trap, we expect that the
sine-Gordon field satisfies Neumann boundary conditions at
the edge, which is an integrable boundary condition with
exactly known reflection factors [62] and boundary excita-
tion spectrum [63], which makes it an interesting question
whether these predictions can be verified experimentally.
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Appendix A: Summary of model parameters

In this appendix, we summarise all the parameters of
our model. It is important to precisely separate the input
parameters that are varied independently, and to determine
all the physical characteristics of the system.

Input parameters of the experiment (which are directly
given or can be tuned):

e atomic mass m (for 8’Rb, m = 86.90918 - 1.660539 -
10727 = 1.44316 - 10~ kg),

e one-dimensional interaction strength gip ~ 2hw, as
(for 8"Rb, a5 = 5.24nm, and for the experimental
setup considered, w, = 27 - 1500 Hz),

e total number of atoms N (typically between 750 and
4500) and its uncertaintyoy (if its known),

e longitudinal trapping potential wj (for the experi-
mental setup considered, w; = 27 - 12 Hz if not indi-
cated otherwise),

e Josephson coupling J = J/(2mh),

e the initial total relative phase ¢ and its standard
deviation oy,

e temperature 7' (the temperature of the experimental
condensate is 18 nK before the splitting procedure;
however, as argued in Section ITI B 1, the relative de-
grees must be substantially colder, therefore we chose
the temperature as 0).

These input parameters determine the physical system, and
they can be changed independently. From these, we can
calculate many other physical quantities relevant to our
study, such as

e length of the condensate L,
e 1D density at the midpoint (z = 0): ng,

e sound velocity at the midpoint: ¢,

Luttinger parameter at the midpoint: Ky,

chemical potential, pu,

e Josephson frequency, w;.

17

The relations determining these parameters are given by

o 31/3 ( gipNuwy \ '/
0 27/6 m )
K 313 Nuy \V°
0 ™ 27/6 mg%D )

3 5 22 e
H= (2791DN W||m) )

32J3N2g2 w2m 1/
— e |
wy = 2 .

2473R3 (&.1)
The following relations are also convenient:
2p
Rip = ,
TF wﬁ
_ K
ng = —
91D
4
N = gnoRTF,
2/3
3 1
w= <491DN Qmw2> )
7rfm0
m =
KSCO
1/3
N — 32/3 mg%DN2
# 25/6 wHTLS ’
~23/2
g =2 —
]
7ThCO
= A2
91D K, (A.2)
The lattice parameters are chosen according to
Lmcy
Ns = ’
)
L
= — A.3
a Ns ? ( )
so the lattice constant satisfies
h
R — A4
L (A.4)
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