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Lieb M ode in a Q uasiO ne-D im ensionalB ose-Einstein C ondensate ofA tom s
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W e calculate the dispersion relation associated with a solitary wave in a quasi-one-dim ensional

Bose-Einstein condensateofatom scon�ned in a harm onic,cylindricaltrap in thelim itofweak and

strong interactions. In both cases,the dispersion relation is linear for long wavelength excitations

and term inates at the point where the group velocity vanishes. W e also calculate the dispersion

relation ofsound wavesin both lim itsofweak and strong coupling.

PACS num bers:05.45.Y,03.75.Fi,05.30.Jp,67.40.D b

Bose-Einstein condensates of trapped alkali-m etal

atom s[1]o�erarich sourceofinterestingnon-linearphe-

nom ena. At m ean-�eld level,the e�ects ofatom -atom

interactions can be described as a one-body potential

proportionalto the localdensity ofatom s. The order

param eter,i.e.,the condensatewavefunction,then satis-

�esanon-linearSchr�odingerequation which alsoincludes

the e�ectofthe con�ning (harm onic)potential.

M any authorshavediscussed thepropertiesofsolitary

waves in a Bose-Einstein condensate oftrapped alkali-

m etalatom s[2{9].Solitary waveswerecreated and stud-

ied experim entallyby Burgeretal.[10]and by Denschlag

et al.[11]. Solitary waves result as a balance between

the energy cost associated with the Heisenberg princi-

ple,�h
2
=2m �2,where m is the atom m ass and � is the

characteristiclength ofthesolitary wave,and theenergy

gain due to the localdensity variation of the system ,

which isofordernU0.Heren istheatom icdensity,and

U0 = 4��h
2
a=m isthe e�ective two-body interaction m a-

trix elem ent,with a beingthescatteringlength foratom -

atom collisions.In the presentstudy,we considerrepul-

sive interactionswith a > 0. Equating these two term s,

one sees that the characteristic size ofa solitary wave

issetby thecoherencelength � which satis�estheequa-

tion �h
2
=2m �2 = nU0.In theexperim entsofRefs.[10,11],

thee�ectiveinteraction between theatom swasrepulsive,

and thesolitarywaveswerethusdensity depressions.For

an attractivee�ectiveinteraction,the solitary wavesare

expected to be elevationsin the density.

Sincetheatom sarecon�ned,m om entum isnotagood

quantum num ber. However,it is possible to use cigar-

shaped trapswhich arevery long along thez axis.These

system s are quasione-dim ensional[5,12],and the m o-

m entum alongthisaxisisapproxim atelyagood quantum

num ber.

An interesting question arises in this context. Som e

40 years ago,Lieb considered a purely one-dim ensional

Bosegasofatom sinteractingvia a contactpotentialand

predicted two distinctm odesofexcitation [13].O newas

identi�ed astheusualBogoliubov m ode.Theotherclass

ofexcitationswaslatershown by K ulish etal.[14]to be

associated with solitary waves(seealsoRef.[15].) These

authorsdem onstrated thatthedispersion relation result-

ing from solitary wave excitation is associated to that

predicted by Lieb. Itisthusreasonable to ask (atleast

in thecaseofquasione-dim ensionalatom iccondensates)

whetherthis\Lieb m ode" exists.Actually,in the recent

study ofRef. [16]the Lieb m ode was exam ined in one

dim ension. Although the theoreticalprediction for this

m odeseem s�rm ,ithasneverbeen observed experim en-

tally.In thisregard,itisinteresting thatStam per-K urn

etal.[17]and O zerietal.[18]haverecently m anaged to

probe the long wavelength phonon spectrum associated

with the Bogoliubov m ode in a cigar-shaped condensate

ofatom susing Bragg spectroscopy. Aswe argue below,

the Lieb m ode should be present in such a system and

m ay beobservable.Sinceforlong-wavelength excitations

theLieb m odecoincideswith theusualBogoliubovm ode

ofsound waves,itiscrucialthatthem om entum im parted

to thecloud beappropriately largeforthetwo m odesto

havedistinctenergies.O ne,forexam ple,could excitethe

cloud using the m ethod ofphase im printing,in orderto

create a solitary wave,and then m easure the excitation

energy and the corresponding m om entum .

In the presentstudy we derive the dispersion relation

associated with the Lieb m ode. Reference [19] (and,

recently, Ref. [20]) has dealt with the sam e problem

for a di�erent range of param eters using a full three-

dim ensionalnum ericalcalculation based on the nonlin-

ear G ross-Pitaevskiiequation. In this calculation,the

solitary wave is found to be a hybrid between a one-

dim ensionalsoliton and a three-dim ensionalvortex ring,

butthe m ethod isapplicable in ourlim it,aswell.Since

thepresentresultsdealwith weakerinteractions,wehave

chosen to adopt a description which neglects the con-

tribution ofvortex rings. W e distinguish between two

lim its. In the lim it ofweak interactions,n0U0 � �h!? ,

wheren0 isthem axim um density ofatom sfarawayfrom

thewave,and !? isthefrequency ofthetrapping poten-

tialtransversely to the long axisofthe trap,the result-

ing equation is the ordinary nonlinear G ross-Pitaevskii

equation. In the opposite lim it of strong interactions

n0U0 � �h!? ,theresulting equation isa m odi�ed G ross-

Pitaevskiiequation,in which the nonlinearterm ispro-

portionalto the m agnitude ofthe orderparam eter. Fi-

nally,we calculate the usualBogoliubov m ode in both
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regim esofweak and stronginteractionsand com m enton

the lim itsofvalidity ofourstudy.

M odel. W e startwith a T = 0 Bose-Einstein conden-

sate ofatom scon�ned in a cylindricalharm onic poten-

tial,V = m !2
?
(x2+ y2)=2and assum ewavem otion along

thez axis.Thereisno con�nem entalong thez axis,and

away from thewave,thereisa uniform density ofatom s,

n(x;y),which is independent ofz. For a short-ranged

atom -atom interaction,Vint(r � r
0) = U0�(r � r

0),the

G ross-Pitaevskiiequation fortheorderparam eter	 has

the form

i�h@t	 = (� �h
2
r 2

=2m + U0j	j
2 + V )	: (1)

Following Ref.[12],we assum e that the transverse di-

m ension ofthe cloud issu�ciently sm alland the corre-

sponding tim escalesu�ciently rapid thatthetransverse

pro�le ofthe particle density can adjust to the equilib-

rium form appropriate for the instantaneous num ber of

particles per unit length. The problem becom es one-

dim ensional,and the solitary pulse can be described by

a localvelocity,v(z),and a localdensity ofparticlesper

unitlength,�(z)[12],�(z)=
R

dxdyj	(x;y;z)j2. W ith

thisassum ption,thewavefunction m ay bewritten in the

form 	(r;t) = f(z;t)g(x;y;�) [5],where g is the equi-

librium wavefunction forthetransversem otion which de-

pendson tim eim plicitly through thetim edependenceof

�.W e chooseg to be norm alized so that
R

jgj2dxdy = 1

and thus,from the equationsabove,jfj2 = �.

To proceed,we consider two opposite lim its,nam ely

the weak-coupling lim it and the Thom as-Ferm iregim e.

The transition between the two lim its occursfor�0a �

1=4[5],where�0 isthevalueof� farawayfrom thewave.

W eak-coupling lim it. W e �rstconsiderthe weak cou-

pling regim e. Although this has traditionally been an

academ iclim it,itisnow possibleto createBose-Einstein

condensatesin cigar-shaped traps[21]which realize the

weak-interaction lim it. In this case jgj2 has a G aussian

form ,jgj2 = (�a2
?
)�1 e�(�=a ? )

2

. As shown in Ref.[5],f

satis�esthe equation

i�h@tf = � (�h
2
=2m )@2

z
f + �h!? (1+ 2ajfj2)f: (2)

W e see from this equation that f / e�i! ? (1+ 2a�0)t as

jzj! 1 . Thus,we rewrite Eq.(2) using the variable

w = fei!? (1+ 2a�0)t to obtain

i�h@tw = � (�h
2
=2m )@2

z
w + �h!? 2a(jwj

2 � �0)w: (3)

Equation(3)hasthestandard(quadratic)nonlinearterm

and leads to a speed ofsound,cw , which satis�es the

equation m c2
w
= 2�h!? �0a [5][see also Eq.(15).] Since

�0 = n0�a
2
?
,we seethatm c2

w
= n0U0=2.

W riting w =
p
�ei� and separating therealand im ag-

inary partsofEq.(3),we obtain the two hydrodynam ic

equations

�h
2

2m

�
@
p
�

@z

� 2

=
�

2�h!? �a� m u
2
�(� � �0)

2

2�
; (4)

v = u(1� �0=�): (5)

Here,wehaveim posed theboundary condition v ! 0 for

� ! �0.The solution ofEq.(4)is

�(z)=�0 � 1 = �
cos2 �

cosh
2
(zcos�=�)

; (6)

where� = arcsin(u=cw )and � = 2�(n0)with �(n0)equal

to the coherence length for n0 = �0=(�a
2
?
) (i.e., � =

a? =(2�0a)
1=2). The wavefunction w can also be written

as

w =
p
�0 [isin� + cos� tanh(zcos�=�)]: (7)

Energy and m om entum of the solitary wave. In the

lim itofweak interactions,Eq.(3)im pliesthat

E =

Z �
�h
2

2m

@w �

@z

@w

@z
+ �h!? a(ww

�)2 � 2�h!? a�0ww
�

+ �h!? a�
2
0

�

dz; (8)

where the �nalterm ,which representsthe energy ofthe

background density ofatom s,ensuresconvergenceofthe

integral.Equation (8)can be written as

E =

Z
"

�h
2

2m

�
@
p
�

@z

� 2

+
�h
2
�

2m

�
@�

@z

� 2

+ �h!? a(� � �0)
2
�

dz: (9)

Since v = �h@z�=m ,Eqs.(4) and (5) allow us to reduce

Eq.(9)to the sim plerform

E = 2�h!? a

Z

(� � �0)
2
dz: (10)

G iven thesolitary wavepro�leofEq.(6),Eq.(10)yields

E = (4
p
2=3)E0 cos

3
�; (11)

whereE0 = �h!? (�0a)
1=2�0a? .

Calculation ofthe m om entum P ,

P = � i�h

Z

w
�
@w

@z
dz = m

Z

�(z)v(z)dz; (12)

requires a m ore carefuldescription ofthe solitary-wave

pro�le forlargejzj.Thisism osteasily accom plished by

requiring thatthesolitonicwavefunction isperiodicon a

largeinterval[� L=2;+ L=2].Thesolutiontothisproblem

forallL can beexpressed analytically in term sofJacobi

elliptic functions [22]. For our purposes,it is su�cient

to note the behaviour of� and � in the lim it oflarge

L. For z � O (L0),� is stillgiven by Eqs.(6) and (7).

Forpositiveu,Eq.(5)indicatesthat@z� isnegativeand

that a net phase willaccum ulate as we m ove from the

centerofthe solitary wave atz = 0 towardsz = + L=2.

For z � O (L), however, the periodic � approaches a

constantvaluelargerthan �0 by an am ountproportional
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to 1=L. In this region,@z� is positive,the totalphase

accum ulated between z = 0 and + L=2 isprecisely 0,and

theperiodicboundary conditionsareful�lled.Evidently,

thislarge-z behaviourm akesa �nite contribution to the

m om entum in theL ! 1 lim itwhich isreadilyevaluated

from Eq.(12). To leading order,the m om entum can be

evaluated using Eqs.(6)and (7)to obtain

P = m

Z
1

�1

(� � �0)v(z)dz = m u

Z
1

�1

(� � �0)
2

�
dz: (13)

Using the orderparam eterofEq.(7),we �nd that

P = P0(�u=juj� 2� � sin2�); (14)

where P0 = �0�h. The m om entum P was also de-

term ined in Ref. [15] using the m acroscopic relation

P =
R

u�1 (@E=@u)du. This yields a result identicalto

Eq.(14).Equation (14)im pliesthatam axim um m om en-

tum ofPm ax = ��0�h isobtained foru = 0.Notethat,to

leading orderin 1=L,the energy ofEq.(11)isunaltered

by the im position ofperiodic boundary conditions.

Com bining Eqs.(11)and (14),wearriveatthedisper-

sion relation E(P )fortheLieb m odein thelim itofweak

interactions.Thesolid lineofFig.1(a)showsthisresult.

ForP ! 0,E = cw P ,in agreem entwith the usualBo-

goliubov dispersion relation discussed below. The Lieb

m ode term inatesatP = Pm ax whereithasan energy of

E=E0 = 4
p
2=3.

Bogoliubov m ode in the weak interaction lim it. Equa-

tion (3)im pliesthattheBogoliubov m odeobeysthedis-

persion relation

E

E0
=
p
2
jP j

P0

s

1+

�
P

P0

� 2
�0a

8

�
a?

a

�2

: (15)

Choosing �0a = 0:1,a? = 1 �m ,and a = 100 �A,the

coe�cient inside the square root is 125. This num ber

is relatively large because the characteristic wavevector

corresponding to P0,i.e.,�0,ism uch largerthan thein-

verse coherence length,��1 (n0). Speci�cally,�
�1 (n0)�

(8�0a)
1=2=a? . Thus,�0�(n0)� a? (�0=a)

1=2 � 10. The

dotted line in Fig.1(a) shows the dispersion relation of

Eq.(15)forthe abovenum bers.

The strong coupling lim it.In the lim itofstrong inter-

actions,n0U0 � �h!? ,weusetheThom as-Ferm iapprox-

im ation forthe transverse pro�le,jgj2 = 2(�R 2
?
)�1 (1�

�2=R 2
?
),with R ? =a? = 2(�a)1=4 [12]. From Ref.[5]we

again see thatw = fe�2i! ? (�0a)t satis�esthe equation

i�h@tw = � (�h
2
=2m )@2

z
w + 2�h!? a

1=2(jwj� jw0j)w: (16)

Thee�ectiveequation obeyed by w now involvesa m od-

i�ed non-linearterm proportionalto jwj. Equation (16)

im plies a sound speed ofm c2
s
= �h!? (�0a)

1=2 (see also

Eq.(22).] Since n0U0 = 2�h!? (�0a)
1=2, this becom es

m c2
s
= n0U0=2 [5,12].

UsingEq.(16),weagain writew =
p
�ei� and separate

realand im aginary parts. The velocity is stillgiven by

Eq.(5).In addition,Eq.(16)im pliesthat

�h
2

2m

�
@
p
�

@z

� 2

=
2

3
�h!? a

1=2(2�3=2 � 3�
1=2

0
� + �

3=2

0
)

� m u
2
(� � �0)

2

2�
: (17)

Thisequation providesarelation between u and them in-

im um value of�,�m in. For a given u,�m in is given by

thenon-trivialroot(� 6= �0)oftherightsideofEq.(17).

Energy and m om entum in the stronginteraction lim it.

Using Eq.(13)we�nd thatthe m om entum isgiven by

P =P0 = u=cs

Z

(y� 1)2=y dx; (18)

where x = z(�0a)
1=4=a? and y = �=�0. Here,� is the

solution ofEq.(17).In addition,Eq.(16)givesan energy

E =

Z
"

�h
2

2m

�
@
p
�

@z

� 2

+
��h

2

2m

�
@�

@z

� 2

+

+
2

3
�h!? a

1=2

�

2�3=2 � 3��
1=2

0
+ �

3=2

0

��

dz: (19)

The�nalterm in theintegralagain guaranteesitsconver-

gence and correspondsto the energy ofthe background

density.

Sincev = �h@z�=m ,Eq.(17)and theform ulav = u(1�

�0=�)allow usto writeEq.(19)as

E = (4=3)�h!? a
1=2

Z

(2�3=2 � 3��
1=2

0
+ �

3=2

0
)dz: (20)

Introducing the unitofenergy E
0

0 = �h!? (�0a)
1=4�0a? ,

E=E
0

0 =
4

3

Z

(2y3=2 � 3y+ 1)dx: (21)

W ehavesolved Eq.(17)num erically to obtain �(z)for

variousvaluesofu.Thisnum ericalsolution wasused in

Eqs.(18)and (21)to determ ine P (u)and E(u),respec-

tively.Thesolid linein Fig.1(b)showstheresulting dis-

persion relation forthe Lieb m ode in the lim itofstrong

interactions.The x axisism easured in unitsofP0,and

the y axisis m easured in units ofE
0

0. As in the case of

weak interactions,theslopeofthecurveforsm allvalues

ofP isequalto cs,and also thecurveterm inatesat�P0
with E � 1:5E

0

0.

Bogoliubov m ode in the lim it of strong interactions.

Equation (16)im plies that the dispersion relation asso-

ciated with the Bogoliubov m ode is

E

E
0

0

=
jP j

P0

s

1+

�
P

P0

� 2
1

4
(�0a)

3=2

�
a?

a

�2

: (22)

For�0a = 1,a? = 1�m ,and a = 100�A,thecoe�cient

insidethe squarerootis� 2500,which is� 1,sincethe
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characteristicwavevectorcorresponding to P0,i.e.,�0,is

� than ��1 (n0):�0�(n0)� �0a? =(�0a)
1=4. The dotted

linein Fig.1(b)showsthe dispersion relation ofEq.(22)

forthischoice ofparam eters. O nce again,the Lieb and

theBogoliubov m odeshaveidenticaldispersion relations

in the lim itoflong wavelength excitations,asexpected.

The m ethods adopted here are expected to be reli-

able forweak interactions[5]forwhich the width ofthe

solitary wave is m uch larger than the transverse width

ofthe cloud. In this regim e the transverse degrees of

freedom are frozen out, and the behavior of the sys-

tem is essentially one-dim ensional. As the strength of

the interaction is increased, it has been dem onstrated

in Ref. [6]that the dark solitary waves becom e unsta-

ble. (See also Ref. [8].) As shown in this reference,

dark solitary wavesin a cylindricaltrap becom e unsta-

ble for n0U0=�h!? � 2:4. Assum ing that the system is

in the Thom as-Ferm iregim e, �0=(�R
2
?
) = n0=2,with

R 2
?
= 4a2

?
(�0a)

1=2 [12],and therefore the corresponding

criticalvalueof�0a is� 1:22 = 1:44.Thus,ourapproach

should also provide a reasonable variationaldescription

ofthedispersion relation in thestronginteraction regim e

provided only thatdark solitary wavesarestable.In ad-

dition,we note that the Bogoliubov dispersion relation

obtained hereisin analyticagreem entwith num ericalso-

lutions[23]in the large and sm allm om entum lim itsfor

both weak and strong interactions.Di�erencesofonly a

few percentforinterm ediatem om enta arefound for�0a

aslargeas1.

In sum m ary,we have calculated the dispersion rela-

tion E = E(P ) ofa sound wave and ofa solitary wave

in a quasione-dim ensionalBose-Einstein condensate of

atom scon�ned in aharm onic,cylindricaltrap in thelim -

its ofweak and strong interactions. Forsolitary waves,

in both lim itsthespectrum hasthesam equalitativebe-

haviour:itislinearforlong wavelength excitationsand

coincideswith the Bogoliubov m ode. Forshorterwave-

length excitations, it lies below the Bogoliubov m ode,

and it term inates at a m axim um m om entum for which

the group velocity vanishes.
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FIG .1. (a) D ispersion relation E = E(P ) in the lim it of

weak interactionsfora solitary wave(solid curve)and forthe

Bogoliubov m ode (dotted line.) The energy is m easured in

unitsofE0 and them om entum in unitsofP 0.(b)Sam eas(a)

in the lim itofstrong interactions,with the energy m easured

in unitsofE
0

0. The insetshows the sam e graph on a sm aller

scale,forlong-wavelength excitations.
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