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ABSTRACT

We propose a method for shortcut to adiabatic control of soliton matter waves in harmonic traps. The tunable interaction
controlled by Feshbach resonance is inversely designed to achieve fast compression of soliton matter waves but within a
short time, as compared to the conventional adiabatic compression. These results pave the way to control the nonlinear
dynamics for matter waves and optical solitons by using shortcuts to adiabaticity.

Introduction

Tailoring matter wave in an accurate and fast way, includingansion/compression, transport, and rotatfo?y in various
time-dependent potential traps becomes requisite witrapipications ranging from atom interferometrynetrology to
quantum information processifigAs usual, to guarantee the high fidelity, the “slow” adi@bptocess has been put forward
and widely applied to prepare or manipulate the quantune sthitnatter wave, avoiding the final excitation. However, the
slowness might destroy the control due to decoherence, g consumption could be also problematic. Therefore, th
techniques, sharing the concept of “shortcuts to adiabgtiSTA) including invariant-based inverse engineericgunter-
diabatic driving, and fast-forward approaches, have beepgsed to achieve adiabatic-like control but within a veingrt
time, see review.

In particular, STA provides an efficient way to expand or coesp matter waves without final heating in time-dependent
harmonic traps-1?, which has been experimentally demonstrated for cold atomBose-Einstein condensates (BECs)
atoms 1314, The frictionless atom cooling in harmonic trap is also ieing for thermodynamié¢s'®, and quantum heat
engine or refrigeratdf 8. Actually, STA solution can be inversely constructed wheare exists a scaling solution for various
systems. Therefore, such shortcut control has been alsaded from non-interacting single atom to interacting mbogly
system&>22, Particularly, in order to implement shortcut to adiabatiatrol over BEC, three main strategies are proposed by
considering (i) the non-interacting limit; (i) a suitaldeiving of the interaction term; (iii) the Thomas-Fermi 121419,
Alternatively, the counter-diabatic driving, is also dggtd for speeded-up adiabatic manipulation of matter wanaghich
auxiliary nonlocal interactions and even potential paigtiechnique are needed for different propcSal®r example, with
applications of atomic loading in optical lattiée Currently, counter-diabatic interaction has been furtietained to prevent
the non-adiabatic transitions in nonlinear integrabldesys based on the equivalence between the equation of dgalami
invariant and the Lax equatién

In this Report, we propose shortcut to adiabatic controlatifan matter waves in harmonic traps, since the nonlinear
dynamics of BEC is of primary importance for coherent atooptics, atom transport, and atom interferoméitryinstead
of counter-diabatic drivin€p, we apply the inverse engineering to design the time-degmibnlinearity, originating from
controllable atom interactions, to compress the solitpidig. Such shortcut reveals the existence of universat lgewverning
self-similar scale-invariance in this nonlinear systewesinot require changing trap frequency and adding a conepiry
potential. To illustrate how the STA works for soliton coragsion, we first set the adiabatic reference by using therpghe
tangent function of nonlinearity to modulate the atom iatgion slowly. It seems that the long time required to follihe
adiabatic reference calculated by the analogy of pertukmaler problem. In addition, the adiabatic result is nobkta
in asymptotical limit. To remedy such difficulties, we desigversely the smooth and feasible function of nonlingasit
choosing the same boundary conditions at initial and fina$, so that the soliton can be compressed from the sana faiti
final widths as adiabatic reference but within a short timengrical simulation demonstrates that the compressionattem
wave solitons can be accelerated at least by ten times, agarethto slow adiabatic compressinThe results presented
here are different from previous wofks'21923 in which the time-dependent trap frequency is engineevedéhieving
fast adiabatic-like (frictionless) evolution of cold aterand the time dependence of nonlinearity is specified eveBEC
atoms. Here fast compression of the bright soliton for mattves, as an extension, is proposed by tuning time-depénde
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nonlinearity, contributing from atom interaction, in tesmof Feshbach resonance.

Results

Model and Hamilton. It is well known that at zero temperature the dynamics ofkhemteracting Bose gas trapped in
a time-dependent harmonic trap is well described by Grisewski equation (GPE). Here we consider the cigar-shaped
harmonic trapping potential with the elongated axis inittérection,

1
i+ wax+g(r>|w|2w—V(x,t>w =0, 1)

wherey(x,t) is the wavefunction of the condensai€,) is a time-varying function of nonlinearitg.> 0 (¢ < 0) corresponds
to the case of negative (positive) scattering lengta). Considering physical potentia¥,(x,) = w?[x — xo(¢)]? is a real
function with trap frequency. For convenience, all variables have been dimensionleEgjin(l). t = w, ¢, x =x'/a,,
W=+/2ag|@', V(x,t) =V'/hw,,a, = \/h/mw, (transverse harmonic-oscillator lengthy, is the transverse frequency, and
m is the atomic massg(r) = 41h%a,(t) /m characterizes the strength of interatomic interactionichvitan be effectively
modulated by s-wave scattering lengthwith Feshbach resonances in the experiment.

We begin with the scaling solution of EdL)( which is the well-known bright solitary wave solutihrepresented as

x—2(1)
a(r)
Here,A=A(t),a=a(t), b=0b(t), c =c(t), { = {(t), andp = ¢(¢) represent the amplitude, width, chirp, velocity, center
position and phase, respectively. They are all time deperatel real functions. The normalization/i$y’ |@|?dx = 2aA? =

2N, resulting inA = /N /a. Here two main parametessand( satisfy the following equations:

i) = a)seeh L0 expli o)~ L+ el — 200 +igt0) @)

.. 4 49(t)N
{ + 4w —xo(1)] = 0. (4)

Obviously, the width of wave packetis connected with time-dependent interactigin) through Eq. 8). Eg. @) also
provides the relation between the center of the mass of wavket( (1) and trap centery(¢). Here we are concerned about
the compression, instead of transport, so the harmonicisrapsumed to be statigg(z) = 0, and the solution of Eq.4j
gives{(¢t) = 0. In what follows we will play with Eq. §) for inverse engineering, thus achieving fast and perfelitos
compression by designing the atom interaction appropyidtem initial state

Y(x,0) = \/%sech[ﬁ} exp[i%xz} , (5)

to the final one

i) = oot iy | 0| ey ®©)

with the boundary conditions ferand its derivative: at time edges, = 0 andt;.

Adiabatic Reference. First of all, we discuss the adiabatic reference of soltompression before using shortcuts to
adiabaticity in terms of inverse engineering. To this end,consider the analogy exists between EJ.ahd the dynamical
equation of a fictitious (classical) particle with positionas a perturbed Kepler probléft®. The particle moves in the
potential of the form,

4g(r)N 2
am? ma?’

U(t) = 2a°w® — (7)

Newton’s equation takes indeed the form of Eg) ith certain kinetic energy?/2. This analogy helps us to achieve the
adiabatic reference for further STA design. Whee= 0, U (¢)/da = 0 gives the minimum point of potential

ac(t) = . (8)
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Figure 1. (Color online). (a) Evolution of soliton width(z) for adiabatic compression (solid blue) and non-adiabatic
compression (dashed red). The adiabatic referepegis undistinguishable from adiabatic case (dotted bladk)Wave
function of adiabatic soliton compression with initial whd:(0) = 0.494 (dot-dashed purple) and final widtfr;) = 0.0834
(solid blue). The numerical result (dotted black) is sigldifferent theoretical prediction (solid blue). The notiabatic
compression (dashed red) is also compared. ParamatersiO,s = 1, w = 0.04,N = 1, adiabatic casg = 100,s = 1, and
non-adiabatic casg = 10,s = 10.

On the other hand, whew # 0, the above equation gives the numerical solutign) from the following expression:
a*(1)w?m? + g(1)Nae(1) —1=0. (9)

Assumingw < 1, we can obtain the analytical solution, by using pertudraas’

1 [ | Po? }

 Ng() gHN |’

which provides the minimum of perturbed Kepler potentiabof effective particle. Thusi.(7) in Eq. (10) provides the
adiabatic reference, when the interactidn is given, since trajectory, (¢) always gives the solution of non-adiabatic energy
minimization'®. Without loss of generality, we choose the switching fumciof g(¢) as follows,

ac(1) (20)

g(t) =2+A,{1/2+ 1/marctarsm(r — 17/2)] } , (11)

wheret; is final time,A, ands are the control parameters, which determine the range amaing speed. Onggt) is chosen,
one can calculate the varying width of soliton by using B). At the time edges,= 0 andty, Eq. (11) gives

g(0) = 2+4A,[1/2—1/marctarsu;/2)], (12)
glty) = 2+4As[1/2+1/marctarismus/2)], (13)

which asymptotically trend tg(0) = 2 andg () = 2+ A, whenst; > 1. Through Eq. 10), we can further obtain the exact
initial and final widtha.(0) = 0.494 andu.(r;) = 0.0834 for the parameters used in Fig.In Fig. 1 (a) we compare the exact
result calculated from Eq3) with the adiabatic referencé@. To fix the same compression range, we choose- 100. For

a long time s = 100, the evolution of(r) follows the adiabatic refereneg(r) exactly, while the process is not adiabatic at
all whent; = 10, so that the final width(s;) does not coincide with.(z7). In adiabatic case, final widt(z;) approaches
asymptotically the adiabatic referencgt;), see also Figl (a).

Furthermore, numerical calculations are performed in Higb) by solving the GP equatiori) with time-dependent
nonlinear termg(¢), using the Crank-Nicholson schefhe By using adiabatic protocol, we can compress the solitomfr
the initial widtha(0) = 0.494 to the final one(z;) = 0.0834. The results presented here almost coincide with tblkeitsan
of a(¢) in Fig. 1 (a). The slight difference results from the switching fuont(11), see the discussion below. However, for
non-adiabatic process, the wave function of soliton at fimag 1, is completely different from what we expected from the
adiabatic reference.(¢). Actually, multi-soliton could happen when the processisrs

Inverse Engineering. Now we shall apply the auxiliary differential equatids) o construct STA protocol in terms of
concept on inverse engineering. To speed up the adiabatiegs but achieving the same target as the adiabatic reéenea
have to set the following boundary conditions at the timeesdg= 0 andr =7,

a(0) = ac(0), alty) = aclty). (14)
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Figure 2. (Color online). Evolution of soliton width(z) (a) and nonlinear parametgfr) (b) designed by STA (solid red)
are compared with adiabatic references (dashed blue) hy hgperbolic tangent function EqLY) (solid blue). Parameters:
STAt; = 10,s = 10 and others are the same as those in Eig.
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Figure 3. (Color online). Nonlinearity () versug /7, wherest; = 100, solid blackr; = 0.1; dot-dashed blugy = 0.2,
and dotted reds; = 10. Other parameters are the same as those ir2Fig.
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Figure 4. (Color online) (a) Wave function of shortcut to adiabaticngression for soliton with initial widtlka(0) = 0.494
(dot-dashed purple) and final widfr ;) = 0.0834 (solid blue). The numerical result (solid blue) coites exactly with
theoretical prediction (dotted red), thus they are unaligtishable. (b) Counterplot of evolution of soliton dynasi
Parameters are the same as those inEig.
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Figure 5. (Color online) Fidelity versud; for adiabatic reference (dashed blue) and STA (solid reafareters are the
same as those in Fig.

In addition, more boundary conditions,

a(0) = ac(0), alty) = ac(ty), (15)
ii(O) = 56(0), d(tf) = dc(tf)- (16)

are required to make(r) anda{r) continuous at = 0 andr = ¢, through Eq. 8). From Egs. §) and 6), the boundary
conditions guarantee that during fast adiabatic-like c@sgion of soliton the initial and final states should be #mesas the
adiabatic references with specified width(0) anda.(r;). Otherwise, the initial and final states are not stationatytin

of GPE at initial and final times, so the STA design will be epnldown. Once the boundary conditions are settled down,
we can use simple polynomial ansatz) = Z?:()bjtj to interpolate the function af(r), where the coefficients; are solved
by using the boundary conditions Eqd.4)-(16). Finally the function of nonlinearity(¢), can be constructed from Eq@)(
Since the boundary conditions are fixed in advance, the fewllr should be consistent with the adiabatic reference for
arbitrarily short time. This guarantees how the STA worksfést adiabatc-like compression of soliton. Noting that we
consider the nonlinearity(z) as free parameter to control. This is different from the jmes shortcut design for BEC by
using inverse engineerifgand counter-diabatic drivirtg, where the non-interacting limit is assumed or the specifidrdy

of the interactiong(¢) = 1/a, has to be imposed.

Figure2 (a) demonstrates that the evolutionudf) designed by STA does not follow the adiabatic referen¢s, but the
initial and final values do coincide with the adiabtic refeze. This means the soliton can be compressed via STA. In Fig.
2 (b) the designed the function of nonlinearityr), are also depicted, in which the valuesgd0) andg(z;) are consistent
with the values predicted by adiabatic reference, hypé@htahgent function 11). Mathematically, there is no limit for
shortening the time by using STA, when the boundary contlitare satisfied. However, physical constraint comes fr@m th
experimental implementation of time-dependent nonliear(z). Since the time-dependent interaction is tuned by using
Feshbach resonances in presence of magnetic or electigfi@ne can not modulate atom interaction as rapidly as we wish.
In addition, when decreasingthe maximum value of () becomes larger, see Fig. Supposing operation time is quite short,
i.e. 1y < 0.2, we will have negative value @f(r) at certain time, and crossing resonance could induce atssn lanyway,
here we shorten the time by ten times as compared to adialmatipression. The smooth function of nonlinearitf,), is
reasonable for experimental implementation.

Figure4 (a) shows initial and final width of matter wave soliton, tammstrate the shortcut to adiabatic compression.
Numerical calculation has a good agreement with the thieatgirediction. STA can exactly compress the soliton tacjme
final width, as compared to adiabatic process. In order toalize it, we also show the dynamical evolution of solitorttera
waves during the shortcut process, in Fdb).

Discussion

Finally, we shall turn to the stability of STA with respect different values ofA;. As mentioned above, the amplitude
of compression can be actually determined by the paramgteiThe fidelity, defined ag = |(@ (x,t;)|@(x,t))|?, is
numerically calculated in Fig5, where|y(x,t;)) is the numerical result andy®(x,t()) is the ideal target state predicted
from adiabatic reference. Remarkably, by using STA prdtose can compress the soliton to exact final width that we
expected, whery = 10 ands = 10, and fidelity is always perfect, equal to 1, showing theaadage of STA on robustness. On
the contrary, when, = 100 ands = 1, the process is adiabatic, and in general the fidelity i#@80%, but there exists the
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oscillation due to the switching functigs{r). This oscillation is relevant to hyperbolic tangent funatfor nonlinearityg(7)

(11), similar to Allen-Eberly scheme in two-level systénand thus can be somehow suppressed by choosing other smooth
switching function. Additionally, we do not show the resulbr the parameters; = 10 ands = 1 by using the switching
function, g(z) (11), since the fidelity is far away from 1, due to non-adiabatosition. In fact, when decreasingfurther,

the fidelity becomes imperfect, less than 1. This is due téetiethe values o, () and its derivative at= 7, calculated from

Eq. 9) become inaccurate. One has to modify the boundary condifia)-(16) by replacing the numerical values calculated
from Eq. ©), instead of Eq. X0).

Conclusion

In summary, we have proposed the shortcut to adiabatic @owitisoliton matter waves in harmonic trap by using inverse
engineering. The variational method used here providesaaewliary differential differential equatiorB] for engineering
inversely the time-dependent nonlineargtfy), implemented by tunable Feshbach resonance. As an examplfist fix
boundary conditions from adiabatic reference, design tiretfon of nonlinearityg(s) and finally achieve fast adiabatic-
like compression. This is completely different from oth@AJrotocols for BEC manipulation, in which the time-depent
nonlinearity has to be imposed in both methods of inverseeeging and counter-diabatic driving. The physical caaigt on
shortening time is discussed, and the time-optimal prolalechother optimization will be interesting for further irstigation

by combing STA and optimal control theory, see example in®Refn addition, several extension could be done in the near
future. For instance, one can transport the soliton matteet? simultaneously along with compression/expansion. Optica
soliton can be compressed in optical fibre by modulating gaihlos$®. These results presented here pave the way to study
the fast and robust control of nonlinear dynamics in clagsiod quantum systerfvs>°.

Methods
The Lagrangian density3336

y 04’ 19y 2
( T

Inserting ansatz Eq.2) into Eq. (L7), we can calculate a grand Lagrangian by integrating thedragjan density over the
whole coordinate space?” = [’ Ldx. The Euler-Lagrange formulas? /dp = 0, wherep presents one of the parameters

a, b, c and{, give the following coupled differential equations:

(t)IAUI4 — 207 [x —xo(1)?| ¢ 17

a = 2ab, (18)
b = a44n2—2b2— g) - 242, (19)
{ = o (20)
¢ —4a?[ —xo(1)]. (21)

Note thatd.Z/d¢ = 0 is tantamount to the conservation of the norm of the wavetfan, which is the single dynamical
invariant of Eq. ), thus the absolute phase variable) plays no role in the variational dynamics. Finally, the abogupled
differential equations1(g)-(21) become Egs.3) and @). Here we choose hyperbolic secant ansatz, seeBgthé solution
of nonlinear GPE, which is different from the Gaussian onthagground state in the linear limit (no interactiotis)
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