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Since the presence of chaos in Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) systems plays a destructive role that can under-
mine the stability of the condensates, controlling the chaos is of great importance for the creation of the BEC.
In this paper, a fuzzy logic controller (FLC) to synchronize the chaotic dynamics of two identical master-slave
BEC systems has been proposed. Unlike the conventional approaches, where expert knowledge is directly used
to construct the fuzzy rules and membership functions, the fuzzy rules have been constructed using Lyapunov
stability theorem ensuring the synchronization process. The effectiveness of the proposed controller has been
demonstrated numerically.
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1. Introduction

Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) is a process, in which the system forms a single coherent matter
wave after the temperature of boson gases is reduced below a critical level. The theoretical background
of BEC was set by Einstein in [} 2], with the idea that the boson gases will experience a phase transition
at their critical temperature, whereas the idea was experimentally verified in 1995 using the dilute atomic
vapor of rubidium and sodium [3} 4].

Despite the fact that the temperatures obtained with lasers are quite low, to be able to form BEC,
an additional cooling method is required to enable the atoms with relatively higher energy to escape
from the trap [3]]. In this cooling method, which reduces the kinetic energy of the entire system, the
magneto-optical trap and lasers are turned off while another magnetic field is activated at the same time.
The energy of the atoms at the center of the trap is considerably smaller than the energy of the atoms at
the corners of the trap. Trapped dilute boson gases interact with each other due to their physical properties
or due to collisions. In the interacting gases, only weakly interacting states caused by binary collisions
(s-wave scattering) are considered, as it is not possible to express the system macroscopically with a
single wave function in non-weak interactions.

Radiofrequency is used to enable atoms with higher energies to escape from the trap, which provides
a change in the spinning direction of the atoms. This process generates a repulsive force for atoms, where
the magnetic field and the magnetic moment are parallel. An attractive force occurs among the atoms due
to opposite magnetic moments. The repulsive force separates the atomic cloud as trapped and untrapped,
and allows the atoms with more energy standing at the corners to be thrown out of the trap. The atoms
in the trap collide and transfer their momentum to each other; and they come into equilibrium at a new
low thermal energy called back thermalization. This process is repeated until the critical temperature is
reached [6].
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The condensation of weakly interacting boson gases, for which the temperature is close to zero, is
well expressed by the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE). This equation was derived in 1961 by Gross
and Pitaevskii independently and with different techniques to describe weakly interacting dilute boson
gases [[7, 18]]. Basically, the GPE is the nonlinear Schrodinger equation derived from mean-field theory.
The GPE gives favorable results in the experiments with weakly interacting BEC.

It is of great importance to study how to control the chaos of a BEC system in an optical lattice which
exhibits many rich and complex phenomena typical of nonlinear systems [9-13]]. An important approach
to consider is the synchronization problem from a control theory perspective.

Different control schemes including feedback control [[14H17], sliding mode control, [18, [19] and
fuzzy logic control [20, 21] have been proposed over the last decade for the synchronization problem
of chaotic systems. The main drawback of the feedback control schemes is that the control signals are
generated relying on the mathematical model of the chaotic system. However, in many applications the
dynamics of the system will be perturbed because of the uncertainties in the system parameters and
external disturbances. Hence, these controllers may fail to provide reliable results. The sliding mode
control approach can be pointed out among the most effective robust controllers to handle high-order
nonlinear systems. However, this approach inherently suffers from the chattering problem. On the other
hand, fuzzy logic controllers (FLC) provide an easy but effective way to cope with uncertain and nonlinear
system dynamics, and they were successfully applied in many areas such as control [22} 23], decision
making [24} 25]], prediction [26} 27], forecasting [28 29], and modelling [30} 131]]. Recently, fuzzy logic
control of chaotic systems has become an active research area. In the fuzzy logic control, the output
of the controller is determined using the fuzzy inference. The rules typically rely on expert knowledge.
Although promising results have been reported in the literature for the use of this conventional scheme in
chaos synchronization [32}33]], the performance of these controllers might significantly degrade if expert
knowledge is incomplete and/or uncertain. To alleviate this issue, adaptive approaches are commonly
preferred in the design of FL.Cs, in which the controller parameters are updated to lead the synchronization
error to zero [34,135]]. Despite the fact that the adaptive schemes can provide fairly good results, their time
requirements for the adaptation process might pose a problem in real-time applications. In the proposed
work, the Lyapunov stability theorem was directly employed to construct the consequent part of the fuzzy
rules such that two identical master-slave BEC systems can be synchronized. One of the most prominent
advantages of this control scheme is that the stability in the Lyapunov sense of error dynamics of two
identical chaotic BEC motions was ensured. The feasibility and effectiveness of the proposed controller
were demonstrated by numerical simulation results.

2. Description of system

GPE including macroscopic wave function can well describe the evolution of the BEC simultaneously
with regard to time and space [7, [8]]. One-dimensional (1D) GPE can be described as below:

.0 n? 9%
=W (4, 0) = =5 =W (6 0) + [Veu () + 910 ¥ (6 0P ¥ (x,0), @.1)
where m stands for the mass of the atoms which constitute the BEC, V. is the external potential with

tilted term trapping from the BEC, and g;p is the one dimensional interaction term between the atoms

defined as:
93

D
9D = P 2ashwy,
2ra;r
with a; being the s-wave scattering length between atoms. s-wave scattering length could be positive
or negative depending on the interactions whether it is repulsive or attractive, respectively. In our case,
its value is negative due to attractive interactions. w, is the ground state of a harmonic frequency of the
oscillator.

The external trap potential Vey (x) is given as:

Vet (x) = Vi cos?(w1x) + Va cos? (wax) + Fx. (2.2)
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Figure 1. (Colour online) Plot of the bichromatic optical lattice potential with the parameters v; = 1,
vy =0.8, w1 =27, wy =57, (a) F =0, (b) F=0.1.

Vext comprises two parts: while the first part of double well potential with two frequencies is related to the
optical lattice potential, the second part is related to the tilted potential. Here, V| and V; are the amplitudes,
F is the internal force and Fx corresponds to the tilted potential, which makes the atoms tunnelling out
from the potential and accelerates them in the x direction. 1D Hamiltonian (Hr = Hy + Fx) tends to
infinity when |x| — oo [36]]. However, the Hamiltonian is always bounded if the lattice size is finite
—L < x < L [37]. The BEC system of this study is bounded with 100 lattice sites. The number of lattice
sites was determined empirically as 100, which implies that L ~ 100nk~! (k = 2n/850 nm™") [38-40].
To meet the requirements on the numbers of the lattice sites and thus on the boundary conditions, the
simulated studies were carried out for 1000 steps with a step size of 0.1, and for 10000 steps with a
step size of 0.01. In figure[T] the evolution of the external potential for parameters set v; = 1, v, = 0.8,
w1 =27, wy =57, (a) F =0, (b) F =0.1 is illustrated.

There are different time-dependent ansatzs to solve the GPE [41], [42]]. In this study, the following
widely-used form of the time-dependent wave function is preferred:

¥ (x,1) = @ (x) e H/M (2.3)

here, u is the chemical potential of the condensate and ®(x) is a real function independent of time.
Normalized ®(x) gives the total number of particles in the system, i.e.,

J@@WM=M 2.4)

where N is the particle number. Substitution of equations (2.2)) and (2.3) into equation (2:1)) yields:

2 2
u® (x) = —zh—m;?q> () + [V1 cos? (w1x) + Vs cos? (wax) + Fx + gip |® (x)[*] @ (x) . (2.5)

Using the dimensionless parameters v; = 2mV) JR%, vy = 2mV, /K2, vy = Zmy/hz, n = 2mg0/h2,
" = 2mF /h?, the equation (2.3)) can be written as:

e
ol [U] cos? (w1x) + v2 cos® (wax) +Tx —y +7 |<I)|2] D. (2.6)
The solution of equation (2.6) has the following form:

D(x) = p(x)e ), 2.7)

where ¢ and 6 are real functions of x, expressing the amplitude and the phase, respectively. The first
derivative of the phase is proportional to the velocity field, and the squared amplitude corresponds to
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Figure 2. (Colour online) LCEs for paramter sets: J = 0.4, vi =1, v = 0.8, w| = 2%, wy = 5%, ' = 0.1,
n = —0.015, y = 0.5 and initial condition: (x| = 1, y; = —1).

the density of the atoms in the condensate. Substituting equation (2.7) into equation results in two
coupled equations, which correspond to the real and imaginary parts.

dz—¢ =¢ d—9 2+ [v cos? (w1x) + v cos? (w x)+Fx—y+n|¢>|2] ) (2.8)
dx2 dx l l 2 2 2 .

d’¢ _1d6de

— 4+ 2———=0. 2.9

dx2 ¢ dxdx 9

Integration of equation (2.9) gives the relation between the velocity field and the particle number density,
de

J=2¢*—], 2.10

¢ ( dx) (2.10)

where J represents the steady super-fluidity phase in fluid dynamics. Using J in equation (2.§), the
following nonlinear equation can be obtained:
dz—q5—1—2+[ ? (w1x) + vacos” (wax) +Tx =y + 7710’ 2.11)
ol 4¢3 U1 cos” (wix) + vy cos” (wox x—v+n|o|7| ¢. .
The equation (2.11)) was solved numerically for 1000 steps with 100 eliminated steps, with a step size
of 0.1 to satisfy the 100 lattice site boundary condition. In the simulation, the following values for
the parameters were assumed: J = 0.4, vi = 1, vo = 0.8, w; = 2n, wp = 57, ' = 0.1, n = -0.015,
v = 0.5 and possible initial conditions (x; = 1, y; = —1) by the Runge-Kutta method. The Lyapunov
characteristic exponents (LCEs) of the BEC system given in figure 2| are 1; = 0.0046543, 1, = 0 and
A3 = —0.00465435. For the given system parameters and initial conditions, the system exhibits chaotic
behaviour due to the presence of positive LCE.
Using the transformations d¢/dx = dx;/dx and d?>¢/dx> = dy;/dx, the equation (Z.11) can be
re-written with the following first-order coupled equations, which defines the master system as:

dx;
P 2.12
dy1 J2 2 2 )
1o [U1 cos® (w1x) + 2 cos? (wax) + Tx =y + 1 || x1, 2.13)
X1

and the dynamics of the slave system are given below:

do

. 2.14
o 2 (2.14)
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d J?
% = 4—3 + [v1 cos? (w1x) + vy cos? (wax)+Tx —vy+n |x2|2] X2+ Af(x2,y2) + u(x), (2.15)
X

2
where u is the control input, A f (x3, y») is the uncertain term which is assumed bounded, i.e., A f (x2, y2) <
a, where « is a positive constant. It is also assumed that A f (x7, 1) satisfy all the necessary conditions,
such as system (2.14), (2.15) having a unique solution in the spatial evolution xg + oo, for any given initial
condition. In this paper, the control input u(x) is derived to synchronize the master and slave system.

3. Fuzzy design for chaotic synchronization

Fuzzy inference can be defined as a process, in which the given input(s) are mapped to the output(s)
using the fuzzy set theory. Figure [3] depicts the general structure of a fuzzy inference system, which
consists of four main function blocks:

1. The knowledge base comprises expert knowledge and it can be separated into two parts: database
and rule base. In the database, the type and parameters of the membership functions are stored,
whereas the rule base includes the fuzzy “if-then” rules.

2. In the fuzzification stage, the crisp input variables are transformed into fuzzy sets using the expert
knowledge stored in the database. Hence, the outputs of this block are fuzzy sets.

3. In the inference engine, using the fuzzy “if-then” rules stored in the rule base, rule consequents are
computed for each rule and aggregated into a single fuzzy output set.

4. Output fuzzy sets are transformed into crisp output values in the defuzzification step.

Knowledge Base

L J r v

Inputis) inference Qutput(s)
Fuzzification  |—m Engine [ Defuzzification

Figure 3. Structure of a fuzzy inference system.

In order to synchronize the master and slave system with the dynamics given in equations (2.12)-
(2.15)), the error states are defined as ¢; = xp — x; and e = y» — y; by subtracting the master system from
the slave system. The error dynamics can be specified as:

d
o =en 3.1)
de2 2 2
oo [vl cos” (w1x) + vy cos” (wyx) +I'x — y] e1+Af(x2,p) +ur. (3.2)
The control input u(x) in equation (2.13) can be written as u(x) = ueq + ur, where upq = -1 Ix2)? x2 +

n |xi |2 x1. A fuzzy logic controller is proposed to construct the control input uy , where the error dynamics
in equation (3.1) and (3.2) are utilized as the input signals of the FLC. These incoming signals, (e1, ¢2),
are fuzzified using triangular membership functions shown in figure E], and associated with A; and B;
fuzzy subsets, respectively, which are defined by their corresponding membership functions 14, (e1) and
up;(ex)fori=1,..., ITandj=1,...,J.

The fuzzy “if-then” rule R;; with the inputs (e, e2) and the output uy can be stated as:
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Table 1. Rule Table of FLC.

Rule Antecedent Consequent
e e Urij
1 A B Ur 11
2 Ay B ur,12
3 Ay Bs ur,13
4 Ar By ur21
5 Az B ur2
6 Az B; ur3
7 Az B ur 31
8 Az B ur,3
9 A3 Bs ur.33

Rij:If e;is A; and ez is Bj, then uy = uy ;;(ei, e2),

where uy ;; is an analytical function of ey, e, that stabilizes the error dynamics in equation (3.1))
and (3.2). Minimum t-norm is employed to calculate the firing strengths of each rule, ie., W;; =
min[ua,(e1), up;(e2)], whereas the centroid defuzzification method is used to compute the output
control signal uy :
i1 0o Wi i
uyp = TE— . 3.3)
i=1 2=t Wij

The fuzzy rules used in this study are presented in table[I] in which e; and e, correspond to the input
variables used in the antecedent part of the rules, and uy,; denotes the output variable of the consequent.
As illustrated in figure [} three membership functions are used for each input: A, A and A3 for the input
signal ey, and By, B, and B3 for the input signal e;. The membership functions {A;, B1}, {A, B2} and
{As, B3} correspond to positive, zero and negative error dynamics, respectively.

3 2’ BZ A

0.8 4

0.6 T

ey ey)

0.4 q

-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3

Figure 4. Membership functions.

The following function, which is positive and continuously differentiable, is selected as the Lyapunov
function candidate:

1
v=s (3 +¢3). (3.4)

To ensure the Lyapunov stability, the following condition should be met [43]:

V =e1é; +eré2 <0, 3.5
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which requires é; < —e;é;/es. For the following cases, the consequents of the FL.C are proposed such
that the stability condition is ensured.

Casel:e; <0

For e, < 0, the stability condition requires that:

éy > —ejq. (36)
Substituting equation into equation (3.1)) and (3.2) produces
[v1 cos? (w1x) + vy cos? (wyx) +Tx — y] el +Af+up > —ey, 3.7

then — [v1 cos? (w1x) + vy cos? (wox) +'x —y — 1] e1 — Af < ur should be provided. Assuming that
the uncertainty term Af is bounded, that is |Af| < @, with @ being a positive constant, the following
equality can be derived:

- [vl cos? (w1x) + v cos® (wox) + I'x — v+ 1] er+a=uj. 3.8)

Case2:e; >0
If e, > 0, then:
éy < —eyq, 3.9

should be provided to meet the stability condition. Substituting equation (3.9) into equation (3.1)) and (3.2))
results in:
[v1 cos? (w1x) +v7 cos? (wox) +Tx — y] e1+Af +up < —ej. (3.10)

Hence, the control input u;, should satisfy the following inequality:
- [vl cos? (w1x) + vy cos? (wx) +Tx —y — 1] e1—Af >uyp. (3.11)

A new term u; can be derived as:

- [v1 cos? (w1x) + v cos? (wax) + Ix — v+ 1] el —a = uj;. (3.12)

According to table [I] e, is negative for Rules 3, 6 and 9, which corresponds to the above mentioned
Case 1. If the terms in the consequent parts of these rules are selected as u} = uy, 13 = up 23 = ur 33, then
the stability condition will be satisfied, i.e., V < 0, and the error states will be asymptotically driven to
zero. Similarly, for Rules 1,4 and 7, e; is positive, which corresponds to Case 2. Hence, if the consequent
parameters of these rules are selected as u; = urp 11 = ur 21 = ur 31, then the stability can be ensured.

Case3: ¢y >0andey; €0
In table[I] for Rule 2, ¢, is positive, whereas e; is zero. To satisfy the Lyapunov stability condition
stated in equation (3.3), the following equality should be provided:

e] +éy = —sgn(ey), (3.13)
where
S Il( ) 1: ey > 0,
eén) =
BN =116 <.
As e is positive, then
éy < —sgn(ey), (3.14)

should be satisfied. Substituting equation (3.14) into equation (3.1) and (3.2) yields
[v1 cos? (w1x) +v7 cos? (wox) +Tx — y] e1+Af +up < —sgn(ey). (3.15)
The equation can be written as

up < —sgn(ey) — [vl cos? (w1x) + vy cos? (wax) +Tx — y] el — Af, (3.16)
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which implies that if uy > is selected as:
ur 12 = —sgn(ez) — [u1 cos? (w1x) + vy cos? (wyx) +Tx — y] e —a, (3.17)
then it will satisfy the stability condition.

Cased: ¢y <0Oandey €0
The controller uy, 3, in Rule 8 can be derived in a way similar to Rule 2, which requires:

éy > —sgn(e). (3.18)
Substituting equation (3.18)) into equation (3.1) and (3.2) yields
[vl cos? (w1x) + v cos (wax) + x — y] el +Af +up > —sgn(e). (3.19)
The equation can be written as
uy, > —sgn(ey) — [v1 cos? (w1x) + v cos (wax) + [x — y] e1 —Af. (3.20)

To ensure the stability, the controller uy, 3, should be selected as:
ur 3 = —sgn(ey) — [vl cos’ (w1x) + v cos® (wox) + Ix — y] el +a. (3.2

Case5: ¢y €e0andey €0

For Rule 5 in TableE], the error states e and e, are both zero. Therefore, uy, 2 = 0.

The control function of uy,; withi =1,2,3 and j = 1,2, 3 depending on ey, e is summarized below.
The controller parameters are derived such that all of the rules in the FLC can lead to Lyapunov stable
subsystems under the same Lyapunov function (3.4). Therefore, it is ensured that the chaotic master and
slave system will be synchronized.

Up11 = UL =UL3] =— [v1 cos? (wx) + v, cos? (ng)+Fx—y+1] el —a,

Up13 = UL23 =UL33=— [Ul cos’ (w1x) + vy cos? (ng)+Fx—y+l] el +a,

urp12 = -sgn(ep) — [v1 cos? (w1x) +v7 cos? (wox) +Tx — 7] e —a,

urpz = -sgn(ep) — [v1 cos? (w1x) +v7 cos? (wox) +Tx — y] e +a,

urz = 0. (3.22)

4. Simulations and results

In this section, the FLC is applied to synchronize the two identical master and slave BEC systems of
the form (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14), (2.13). For this purpose, the equation systems are solved numerically
by using fourth order Runge-Kutta method. The same parameter sets are used in both master and slave
systemas J =0.4,v; =1,v; =0.8, w; = 2%, wy = 5%, ' = 0.1, n = —0.015, ¥ = 0.5. Initial conditions
are selected as (x1(0),y;(0)) = (1,-1) and (x2(0),y2(0)) = (0.2,0.3) for master and slave systems,
respectively. The system is evaluated for 10000 steps with a step size of 0.01 which fulfills the 1D 100
lattice sites boundary condition. Spatial evaluation and phase space displays for master and slave BEC
systems are given in Figure [5] and [] respectively. To observe the effectiveness of the proposed control
scheme more clearly, for the first 250 steps, the control input of the fuzzy logic controller, uy, is set to
zero, such that the master and slave systems are not synchronized. Following the 250" step, the computed
value of uy is directly fed to the system, which leads the error states e; and e,, to converge to zero
exponentially. Thus, it can be concluded that two identical BEC systems are synchronized along the flow.
The results of error states are given in figure[7} which are compatible with spatial evolution and the phase
space results given in figure 5] and [6] respectively. Finally, the graph of the control input u; is given in
figure 8] from which it can be inferred that u, is zero until x = 250, and it is computed with regard to
equation only after this step.
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5. Conclusion

In this paper, the effectiveness of the fuzzy logic controller method to synchronize chaotic BEC
systems is theoretically and numerically demonstrated. The chaotic synchronization system consists of
the master and slave systems. In the master slave scheme, the given BEC system is considered as a master
system, and the other identical BEC system is considered as a slave system. The difference between
the states of the master and slave system and its derivative is selected as the input signals for the fuzzy
logic controller. The consequent part of the fuzzy rules, which consists of analytical functions of the
error and its derivative, is determined using the Lyapunov stability theorem to ensure the stability of the
synchronization process. Furthermore, this way the dependence of the algorithm on the completeness
and accuracy of the expert knowledge is also overcome. In addition, the numerical simulation results
show that the error dynamics of the identical chaotic BEC synchronization systems are regulated to zero
asymptotically in shorter time in spite of the overall system undergoing irregularity.

The chaos which has a destructive role for BEC could disrupt the stability in the condensate. Therefore,
controlling the chaos is of great importance for the creation of BEC. A distinguishing feature of the present
work is the first synchronization of the identical chaotic Bose-Einstein condensate held in a 1D tilted
bichromatical optical lattice potential by using the fuzzy logic control technique. Consequently, this study
will make a significant contribution in this field.
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CuHXxpoHi3auia xaocy B cuctemi BEK 3 BUkopnctaHHAM
HeYiTKOro sIoriYHoro KOHTposnepa

E. Tociantl, . OHizZ ®. Aligormy32

L BigaineHHa onTukw, MNpodeciiHo-TexHi4YHe yunauLle oXopoHU 350poB’s, CTambynbCbKuii yHiBepcuTeT binri,
Kyctene, Cicni, Crambyn, 34387, TypeyunHa

2 Kadeapa mexaTpoHiku, PakynbTeT iHXMHepii Ta NPUPOAHNYHNX HayK, CTamMbynbCbKuii yHiBepcuTeT binri,
Eiton, Ctambyn, 34060, TypeuunHa

3 dakynbTeT NPUPOAHNYMNX HayK Ta Gi3ukm, CTambynbCbkuii yHiBepcuTeT, BesHeunnep, Ctambyn, 34134,
TypeuunHa

Ockinbkn HasBHiCTb xaocy B bose-EiHwTeliHiBCcbkoMy kOHAeHcaTi (BEK) Bigirpae gecTpykTvBHY ponb Ta Moxe
3MeHLLYBaTW CTabiNbHICTb KOHAEHCATY, KOHTPO/ILOBAHHSA XaoCy Ma€ Beinye3He 3Ha4YeHHS A5 cTBOpeHHs BEK. Y
Lili cTaTTi 3aNpONOHOBaHWIA HeYiTKNIA 10TIYHWUIA KOHTpONep ANS CUHXPOHI3aLii XaoTUYHOT ANHaMIKV ABOX ifeH-
TUYHKX Kepyrounx piBHAHb BEK cuctem. Ha BigMiHy Big TpagunuiiHuX nigxoAis, Ae ekcrepTHi 3HaHHA BUKOPUCTO-
BYETLCA ANA OTPUMAHHSA NPABW HEYiTKOro KOHTPOIO A5 BiANOBIAHUX GYHKLNA, y LiiA poboTi 3ragaHi npasuna
nobyAoBaHi 3 BUKOPUCTaHHSM TeopeMu CTilikocTi JIanyHoBa Ans 3abe3neyeHHs npoLecy CMHXpoHisauii. Epek-
TUBHICTb 3aNpOMNOHOBAHOrO MPOLieCy KOHTPOI NPOAEMOHCTPOBAHO YNCENBHO.

KnrouoBi cnoBa: HeuiTkuii 10riYHUA KOHTPOEP, CUHXPOHI3aLis, Xaoc, bose-EHLUTeIHIBCbKMIT KOHAeHcaT
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