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W e calculate the dispersion relation associated with a solitary wave In a quasione-dim ensional
BoseE instein condensate of atom s con ned In a ham onic, cylindrical trap in the lin it ofweak and
strong interactions. In both cases, the dispersion relation is linear for long wavelength excitations
and tem Inates at the point where the group velocity vanishes. W e also calculate the dispersion
relation of sound waves in both lin its of weak and strong coupling.
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BoseE instein condensates of trapped alkalim etal
atom s ﬂ] o era rich source of Interesting non-linear phe—
nom ena. At mean- eld level, the e ects of atom -atom
Interactions can be described as a onebody potential
proportional to the local density of atom s. T he order
param eter, ie., the condensate wavefiinction, then satis—

esa non-linear Schrodingerequation which also includes
the e ect ofthe con ning (ham onic) potential.

M any authors have discussed the properties of solitary
waves In a BoseE Instein condensate of trapped alkali-
m etalatom s E{E]. Solitary wavesw ere created and stud-—
ied experin entally by Burgeret al [[]]and by D enschlag
et al EI]. Solitary waves result as a balance between
the energy cost associated w ith the Heisenberg princi
pl, h’=2m 2, wherem is the atom mass and  is the
characteristic length ofthe solitary wave, and the energy
gain due to the local density variation of the system,
which isof ordernUy,. Here n is the atom ic density, and
Up= 4 h?’a=m is the e ective tw o-body interaction m a—
trix elem ent, w ith a being the scattering length for atom —
atom oollisions. In the present study, we consider repul-
sive interactions wih a > 0. Equating these two tem s,
one sees that the characteristic size of a solitary wave
is set by the coherence length  which satis esthe a—
tion h?=2m 2 = nU,. In the experin ents ofR efs. [L4,[L]]],
the e ective Interaction betw een the atom swas repulsive,
and the solitary wavesw ere thus densiy depressions. For
an attractive e ective interaction, the solitary waves are
expected to be elevations in the density.

Since the atom sare con ned, m om entum isnot a good
quantum num ber. However, i is possble to use cigar-
shaped trapsw hich are very long along the z axis. T hese
system s are quasi one-din ensional E,@], and the m o-
m entum along thisaxis is approxin ately a good quantum
num ber.

An Interesting question arises in this context. Some
40 years ago, Lieb considered a purely one-din ensional
Bose gas ofatom s Interacting via a contact potentialand
predicted two distinct m odes of excitation E]. Onewas
identi ed asthe usualB ogolitbov m ode. T he other class
of excitations was later shown by Kulish et al @] to be
associated w ith solitary waves (see also Ref. E].) T hese
authors dem onstrated that the dispersion relation result—

Ing from solitary wave excitation is associated to that
predicted by Lieb. It is thus reasonabl to ask (at least
In the case of quasione-dim ensionalatom ic condensates)
w hether this \Ligb m ode" exists. A ctually, in the recent
study of Ref. E] the Lieb m ode was exam ined In one
din ension. A tfhough the theoretical prediction for this
mode seem s m , I has never been observed experin en—
tally. In this regard, it is interesting that Stam per¥ um
etal E] and O zeriet al. E] have recently m anaged to
probe the long wavelength phonon spectrum associated
w ith the Bogoliibov m ode in a cigarshaped condensate
of atom s using B ragg spectroscopy. A s we argue below,
the Lieb m ode should be present in such a system and
m ay be observable. Since for long-w avelength excitations
the Lieb m ode coincides w ith the usualB ogoliibov m ode
ofsound w aves, i is crucialthat them om entum in parted
to the cloud be appropriately large for the two m odes to
have distinct energies. O ne, forexam ple, could excite the
cloud using the m ethod of phase in printing, In order to
create a solitary wave, and then m easure the excitation
energy and the corresponding m om entum .

In the present study we derive the dispersion relation
associated with the Ligb mode. Reference @] (and,
recently, Ref. E]) has deal with the sam e problm
for a di erent range of param eters using a f1ll three-
din ensional num erical calculation based on the nonlin-
ear G rossP ftaevskii equation. In this calculation, the
solitary wave is found to be a hybrid between a one-
din ensional soliton and a three-din ensionalvortex ring,
but the m ethod is applicable in our lim it, aswell. Since
the present results dealw ith weaker interactions, we have
chosen to adopt a description which neglects the con-—
tribution of vortex rings. W e distinguish between two
Iim its. In the lin it of weak interactions, ngUg h!,,
wheren, isthem axin um density ofatom s faraway from
thewave, and !, isthe frequency ofthe trapping poten-—
tial transversely to the long axis of the trap, the result—
Ing equation is the ordinary nonlinear G rossP itaevskii
equation. In the opposite lim it of strong interactions
noUg h!, , the resulting equation isam odi ed G ross—
P itaevskii equation, in which the nonlinear tem is pro—
portional to the m agniude of the order param eter. F i-
nally, we calculate the usual Bogoliibov m ode in both
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regin es ofweak and strong interactions and com m ent on
the Iim its of validity of our study.

Model Westartwith a T = 0 BoseE instein conden—
sate of atom s con ned In a cylindrical ham onic poten—
tial, V. = m ! 2 (x*+ y?)=2 and assum e wavem otion along
the z axis. There isno con nem ent along the z axis, and
away from the wave, there is a uniform density of atom s,
n x;y), which is independent of z. For a short-ranged
atom -atom interaction, Vi @ ) = Ug @ B, the
G rossP ftaevskiiequation for the order param eter has
the form

th@ = ( hr?=2m + Ugj 2+ V) : @)
Follow ng Ref. @], we assum e that the transverse di-
m ension of the cloud is su ciently sn all and the corre—
soonding tin e scale su ciently rapid that the transverse
pro le of the particle density can adjist to the equilbb—
rum form appropriate for the instantaneous num ber of
particles per unit length. The problem becom es one—
din ensional, and the solitary pulse can be described by
a localvelociy, v (z), and a locigldens:ity of particles per
uni kngth, (z) f[3], @) = dxdyj &;y;z)i%. W ih
this assum ption, the w avefiinction m ay be w ritten in the
pm (1) = £@EZ;0g&;y; ) §) where g is the equi-
Ibrim wavefunction forthe transversem otion which de—
pendson tin e Im plicitly through the tin eglependence of

. W e choose g to be nom alized so that fyfdxdy = 1
and thus, from the equations above, £ = .

To proceed, we consider two opposie lim its, nam ely
the weak-coupling lin it and the Thom asFem i regin e.
T he transition between the two lim its occurs for ga
1=4 E],where o Isthevaluieof faraway from thewave.

W eak-coupling lim it. W e rst consider the weak cou—
pling regime. A though this has traditionally been an
academ ic lim i, it isnow possble to create B oseE Instein
condensates In cigar-shaped traps @I] w hich realize the
weak-Interaction lim it. In this case §f has a G aussian
om, f = (a3) te =22 Aschown I Ref. E],f
satis es the equation

thef=  (f=2m)@*f+ h!, 1+ 2a¥F)f: @)
W e see from this equation that £ / e 2 @422 0t ¢
#j! 1 . Thus, we rewrite Eq. f]) using the variablke
w = fel's 1+23 o)t 5 obtain
thew =  (=2m)@*w + h!,2aF ow: @)
E quation E) hasthe standard (quadratic) nonlineartem
and leads to a speed of sound, g, , which satis es the
equation m & = 2h!, a [ kee alo Eq. {19).] Since
0=ng a,weseethatmc = noUy=2.

Writihgw = &' and separating the realand in ag—
nary parts ofEq. E), we obtaln the two hydrodynam ic
equations

=u( 0= ): )

Here, we have in posed the boundary condiion v ! 0 for
! . The solution ofEq. {) is
cog?
@)=o0 1= ———; ®)
cosh” (zcos = )
) wih (o) equal

where = arcsinu=g,)and = 2
to the coherence kngth orng = o=( a%) (e, =
a» =2 ca)™?). The wavefunction w can also be w ritten
as

w = p_o isin + cos tanh(zcos = )I: (7)

Energy and mom entum of the solitary wave. In the
lim it of weak interactions, Eq. E) In plies that

Z Qw @
w w
E= — = 4+ hloa@ww )

2hl,a gww
2m @z Qz

+h!,a ¢ dz; @)

where the naltem , which represents the energy of the
background density of atom s, ensures convergence of the
Integral. E quation E) can be w ritten as

Z _
hz @p 2

+hlsal 0)? dz: ©)

Since v = h@, =m ,Eqs.@) and ﬁ) allow us to reduce
Eq.ﬂ)tothesinp]erﬁmn
Z

E=2h!,a ( 0)’dz: (10)

G ven the solitary wave pro ke ofEq. @), Eqg. @) yields

P 3
E= 4 2=3)Eqcos ; 1)
whereEg = h!, ( 0a)'™ jas .
Calculation ofthe m om entum P,
Z

ih  w i—: dz=m (z)v (z)dz; 12)
requires a m ore carefiil description of the solitary-wave
pro ke for lJarge 3j. This ism ost easily accom plished by
requiring that the solitonic wavefuinction is periodic on a
large nterval [ L=2;+ L=2]. T he solution to thisproblem
foralll, can be expressed analytically in tem s of Jacobi
elliptic finctions @]. For our purmposes, it is su cient

to note the behaviour of and in the Im i of large
L.Forz O @), isstillgiven by Egs.[d) and ).
Forpositive u, Eqg. E) Indicates that @, isnegative and
that a net phase will accum ulate as we m ove from the
center of the solitary wave at z = 0 towards z = + L=2.
For z O L), however, the periodic  approaches a
constant value larger than ¢ by an am ount proportional



to 1=L. In this region, @, is positive, the total phase
accum ulated between z = 0 and + L=2 isprecisely 0, and
the periodic boundary conditions are fi1l lled. Evidently,
this Jargez behaviourm akes a nite contribution to the
momentum inthelL ! 1 lm itwhich isreadily evaluated
from Eq. ) . To leading order, the m om entum can be
evaliated using Egs. @) and ﬂ) to obtain

21 21 ( 0)?
P=m ( 0)v(z)dz=mu ———dz: (13)
1 1
U sing the orderparameteroqu.ﬂ),we nd that
P=Po(u=hj 2 sin2 ); 14)

where Py = oh. The momentum P was also de-
tem fged In Ref. @] using the m acroscopic relation
P = u! @E=Qu)du. This yields a result identical to
Eqg. ) . Equation @) In pliessthatam axin um m om en—
tum ofPp ax = oh isobtained foru = 0. Note that, to
lading order in 1=L, the energy ofEq. @) is unaltered
by the in position of periodic boundary conditions.

Combining Egs. ) and ), we arrive at the disper—
sion relation E (P ) forthe Ligb m ode in the lin it ofweak
Interactions. T he solid line ofF ig.1 (@) show s this result.
ForP ! 0,E = ¢, P, In agreem ent w ith the usualBo—
goliubov digpersion relation discussed below . The Lieb
m ode tezg;i'nates atP = P ax Wwhere it has an energy of
E=E0 = 4 2=3.

Bogoliubov m ode in the weak interaction lim it. Equa—
tion ﬁ) In plies that the B ogoliubov m ode obeys the dis—
persion relation

E P— P a a, 2
— = 2?;] 1+ — _o< : (15)
Eo Po Py 8 a

Choosing ga = 0d,a, = 1 m,and a = 100 A, the

coe clent inside the square root is 125. This number

is relatively large because the characteristic wavevector
corresponding to Py, ie.,, o, ismuch larger than the n—
verse coherence length, ! (o). Speci cally, * @)

8 oa)'™@=a, . Thus, o M) & (¢=a)'™ 10. The
dotted line n Fig.l (@) show s the dispersion relation of
Eq. ) for the above num bers.

T he strong coupling 1im it. In the lin it of strong inter—
actions, ngUg h!, ,weuse the Thom astem iapprox-—
in ation for the transversepro ¥, 37 = 2( R2) ' @

=R%),with R,=a, = 2( a)'™ @]. From Ref. E]we
again see that w = fe 2% 2 (03)t gatis es the equation
th@w =  H=2m )@ w + 2h!, a2 (vj Jujw: (@16)
T he e ective equation obeyed by w now involvesa m od—
i ed non-linear tem proportionalto ¥ Jj. Equation @)
inplies a sound speed ofm 2 = h!, ( oa)'™ (see also
Eq.£).] Since noUp = 2h!; ( ga)'™2, this becom es
m Cg = l'loU0=2 E].

UsingEq. [L§), we again writew = P=¢ ana separate
real and In aghary parts. The velociy is still given by
Eqg. E). In addiion, Eq. ) In plies that

2 o s
=§h!?a1‘2(2 237 7

a7

T hisequation provides a relation between u and them In—

Imum valieof , . Foragivenu, i isgiven by

the non-trivialroot ( 6 o) ofthe right side ofEq. (L7).

Energy and m om entum in the strong interaction lim it.
UsjngEq.) we nd that them om entum is given by
Z

P=Po=u=c, (y 1F=ydx; 18)

where x = z( ga)'™=a, andy= = ,. Here, isthe

solution ofEq. ) . In addition, Eq. @) gives an energy

Z _
h2 @p 2 h2 @ 2
E= — + — — o+
2m Qz 2m Qz
2 12 . 3=2 1=2 | 3=2
+§h!?a 2 3 57+ dz: (19)

The naltem in the integralagain guarantees its conver—
gence and corresponds to the energy of the background
density.
Sincev = h@, =m,Eq. {l]) and the brmulav=u(
0= ) allow usto write Eq. @) as
Z

— (4:3)1,1! - al:2 1=2 3=2

@2 3 7+ J9dz: @O

Introducing the unit of energy Eg =h!, ( pa)* ja,,

Z
0 4
E=E, = =

0,32
3 ey

3y+ 1)dx: (21)

W e have solved Eq. {L]) num erically to cbtain  (z) for
various values of u. T his num erical solution was used in
Egs. (1§) and @) to detem ine P @) and E (u), respec—
tively. The solid line in Fig.1l (o) show s the resulting dis—
persion relation for the Ligb m ode In the lm it of strong
interactions. The x axis ism easuredO in units of Py, and
the y axis is m easured in units of E;. As in the case of
weak interactions, the slope ofthe curve or sm all values
ofP jsequalt? Cs, and also the curve term Inatesat Py
wih E 15E.

Bogoliulov mode in the lim it of strong interactions.
E quation ) In plies that the dispersion relation asso—
ciated w ith the B ogolibov m ode is

2
a, 2

(0a)*2 @2)

I

For ga= 1l,a, = 1 m,anda= 100A,thecoe cient
Inside the square root is 2500, which is 1, since the



characteristic w avevector corresoonding to Py, ie., o, s
than ' (o): o (o) 0@z =( 9a)'™. The dotted
line in Fig.1 (o) show s the dispersion relation ofEq. @)
for this choice of param eters. O nce again, the Lieb and
the B ogoliubov m odes have identical dispersion relations
In the lim i of long wavelength exciations, as expected.

The m ethods adopted here are expected to be reli-
abl for weak interactions E] for which the w idth of the
solitary wave is much larger than the transverse w idth
of the cloud. In this regin e the transverse degrees of
freedom are frozen out, and the behavior of the sys—
tem is essentially one-din ensional. A s the strength of
the Interaction is Increased, it has been dem onstrated
In Ref. E] that the dark solitary waves becom e unsta-—
ble. (See alo Ref. []) As shown in this reference,
dark solitary waves in a cylindrical trap becom e unsta—
bl for ngUg=h!- 2#4. Assum ing that the system is
in the ThomasFemiregine, o=( RZ) = n¢=2, with
RZ = 4aZ ( ga)'™ @], and therefore the corresponding
criticalvalieof ogais 12 = 1:44.Thus, ourapproach
should also provide a reasonable variational description
ofthe dispersion relation in the strong Interaction regin e
provided only that dark solitary waves are stable. In ad—
dition, we note that the Bogoliuibov dispersion relation
obtained here is in analytic agreem ent w ith num erical so—
utions E] in the large and san allm om entum lin its for
both weak and strong interactions. D i erences ofonly a
few percent for nterm ediate m om enta are found for ga
as large as 1.

In summ ary, we have calculated the dispersion rela—
tion E = E (P ) of a sound wave and of a solitary wave
In a quasi one-dim ensional BoseE instein condensate of
atom scon ned In a ham onic, cylindricaltrap in the lim —
is of weak and strong interactions. For solitary waves,
In both lim its the spectrum has the sam e qualitative be—
haviour: it is linear for long wavelength excitations and
coincides w ith the Bogoliibov m ode. For shorter wave—
length exciations, it lies below the Bogoliibov m ode,
and it tem inates at a maxinum mom entum for which
the group velocity vanishes.
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FIG.1l. (@) Dispersion relation E = E (P ) in the lin it of
weak interactions for a solitary wave (solid curve) and for the
Bogolubov m ode (dotted line.) The energy is m easured in
units ofEg and them om entum in unitsofP. () Sam e as (@)
in the lim it cgf strong interactions, w ith the energy m easured
In units of E;. The inset show s the sam e graph on a sm aller
scale, for long-w avelength excitations.
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