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Stirring B ose-E instein condensate
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By shining a tightly focused laser light on the condensate and m oving the center of the beam
along the spiralline onem ay stir the condensate and create vortices. It is shown that one can induce
rotation of the condensate in the direction opposite to the direction of the stirring.

W hen a spoon (stick, or another ob fct of a sim ilar
shape) is used to stir a liquid, the latter rotates in the
direction induced by the stirring ob ect. Is it possbl
to m ake the liquid rotating counterclockw ise w hile stir-
ring it clockw ise? The ain of this paper is to show that
this counter-intuitive scenario m ay be realized in a quan—
tum  uid, orm ore precisely a BoseE instein condensate
BEC) when stirring it w ith the help ofa tightly focused
laserbeam .

C reation ofvortices n a BEC and study of their prop—
erties has been a sub fct of quite intensive research for
last couple ofyears (an extensive list of referencesm ay be
found in i}:]) . Let usm ention that vortices have been cre—
ated in the BEC experim entally using various m ethods.
P aris group ig] used the rotating anisotropic potential
(created by a detuned broad laser beam ) to m ake a di-
rect analog of the rotating bucket experim ents B]. The
form ation of a vortex is then the result of dynam ical in—
stabilities appearing in the course of the experin ent [fﬁ].
Sin ilarm ethod was used by K etterle group E]. Boulder
group [§] created vortices in tw o com ponent condensate,
w here one fraction wasm ade to rotate w ith respect to the
other by m eans of the phase engineering technique. The
latter technique attem pts to create directly the desired
vortex state in the condensate.

Vardous \stirring" propositions have been discussed
theoretically K/7] for creation of vortices. In particu—
lar t_‘l] used a localized potential m oving on a circular
path W ith an appropriate an ooth tum-on and tum-o
of the stirrer). Such a stirring produces the condensate
state w hich m ay be approxin ately described asa tin e de—
pendent com bination of the ground state and the vortex
state. A s tin e evolves the system undergoes a general-
ized R abi oscillation between the ground state and the
vortex state.

Sin ilar in goirit is our recent proposition for creation
of vortices In a BEC i‘_?:]. Tt relies on an appropriate de—
form ation of a ham onic trapping potential by m eans of
an additional, tightly focused laserbeam . T he beam ap—
proachesthe center ofthe trap m oving along a spiralline.
The e ective interaction of the detuned laserbeam w ith
atom s results in an additionale ective potential seen by
the atom ic extermal degrees of freedom . N eglecting the
interaction between atom s, the e ective tw o-din ensional

Ham iltonian, in the fram e rotating w ith the center ofthe
laser beam , reads
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where isthe frequency ofthe rotation ofthe laserbeam
around the center of the trap whilk ug > 0O, and xg
stand for the param eters ofthe beam . Th Eq. @:) and in
the follow ing we work In units de ned by the ham onic
trap. Changing xo from an initial negative value to zero,
according to xg (£) = x¢ (0) + vt, corresponds to the m o—
tion ofthe laserbeam along a spiralline In the laboratory
fram e. W hen the beam reachesthe center ofthe trap is
Intensity is reduced to zero [see arctan (ko Jj function in
Eqg. ('_]:)] and we end up w ith the ham onic trapping po—
tentialonly (or details of the m ethod see E]).
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FIG .1l. Energy lkvels of the H am iltonian @) as a function
ofxg orup = 16, = 02 and = 0:6. The energy kvels

for xo = 0 correspond to L, = 0,L, = 1l and L, = 2 (from
bottom to top). Note very narrow anticrossing structures
between the neighboring energy levels. The inset show s the
anticrossing between the ground and rst excited levels in
the enlarged scale.

W e have shown, on the other hand, E_S] that sweegping
the laserbeam acrossthe condensate along the spiralline
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m ay serveasan e cient and stable way to create vortices
in the system . This can be easily understood by looking
at the energy levels of the H am iltonian (-]. ) or di erent
( xed) values ofxg, see F ig. @ N arrow avoided crossings
betw een neighboring energy levels indicate that starting
w ith the system in the ground state and changing xo from
som e negative value to zero, one m ay pass the avoided
crossing diabatically and end up W ith a high e ciency)

In the rst excited state of the trap that possesses the
angularmom entum L, = 1. M oreover, the processm ay
be repeated, F ig. :!.' suggests that having the system in
the rst excited state ofthe hamonictrap with L, = 1
(after a single sweep) it is possble to em ploy the second
sin ilar process and transfer the population to L, = 2
state w ith a high e ciency.
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FIG.2. Tragctories (in the laboratory fram e) of the vor-

tex with n = 1 (solid line) and of the center of the Jaser beam
(dotted line) from t = 145 up to the end of the potential
sweeping (= 325). The ground state of the ham onic oscil-
Jator was chosen as an initial state and the param eters of the
laser beam were ug = 16, = 02, x00) = 65, = 06
and v= 0:02. The positions of the vortex (circles on the solid
line) were taken w ith tin e step that equals 0:54.

To look m ore quantitatively at the stirring process, we
w rite the wave fnction of the sy , In the hydrody-
nam ical approach E_Q], as (g;t) = E;exp @@ ;b))
where (¢;t) is the density of a probability uid. The
velocity eld isde ned as

v=F (et): )

T he single valuedness of the wave function requires that
the circulation ofthe velocity eld  around any closed
contour C is quantized Feynm an-O nsager quantization
condition i_l-(_j])

c = v d= 2 n; 3)

C
wheren = 0; 1; 2;:::. The value of n characterizes
vortices in the wave function. W e say that we have vor-
tex wih uni charge at a given point, when calculation

of ¢ givesn = 1 as contour C, encircling that point,
shrinks down to this point.

C reation of vortices by our m ethod, which is nothing
but a an ooth tin edependent m odi cation of the poten—
tial, requires a sudden (due to the quantization) appear—
ance ofa non—zero circulation. T his is necessarily accom —
panied by an appearance of a shgularity In the velociy

eld. It is Interesting to nd out how this process oc—
curs since we know that at the begihning of the laser
sweep there is no circulation in the velocity eld, at the
end there is a vortex approxin ately at the center of the
trap. Integrating the tin edependent Schrodinger equa—
tion (recallthat we discuss noninteracting particles rst)
w e have looked for the wave finction m odulism inin um
and calculated the circulation around sm all contour en-—
circling it. Ifn isequaltol 004 ( 1 0:04) weassume
that vortex (antivortex) with unit charge is located at
such am inin um . A s aln ost non-interacting condensates
have been realized in laboratories already [_i]_i,:_iz_i], i is
perfectly legitin ate to consider non-interacting particle
case rst.
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FIG . 3. Plot of the phas)e( of the nal wave function af-
ter the potential sweeping w ith the laser beam param eters
ug = 16, = 02,x%0(0) = 65, = 06 and v= 0:02. The
eigenstate of the hamm onic oscillator with L, = 1 was chosen
as an initial state. D espite the fact that the square overlap of
the nalwave function on the L, = 2 eigenstate isvery high ,
there is not a single vortex w ith the topological chargen = 2
but two separate vorticeswith n = 1 { see text.

Letusinspect the rstsweep ofthe laserbeam through
the system initially in the ground state. W e have found
(com pare F jg.-'_j) that the vortex m oves in from the bor-
der of the trap (ie. the range of the con guration space
where we are able to control the velocity eld num eri-
cally). P lease note that we are able to observe the vortex
after som e tin e since the beginning ofthe sin ulation. In-
deed, it crosses the trap border instead ofbeing suddenly
created at t= 145| see FJg:ga* T he position of the vor-
tex ollow s quite closely the center of the focused laser
beam . At the end of the excitation process the vortex
lands very close to the trap center.



Sin flarly for a second laser sweep ain Ing at increasing
L, to 2 an additional vortex w ith the topological charge
n = 1 comes from the border of the trap along a spiral
line (sin ilar to the lne depicted In Fig. :_Z) and collides
w ith the rst vortex which, during the whole tim e evolu-
tion, is situated in the vicinity of the trap center. In the
num erical im plem entation the nal wave function con-
sists m ainly of the eigenstate with L, = 2 (the square
overlap on this state is p» 0:9997). However, there
is also a slight contrbution from the L, = 0 eigenstate
o 0:0003). A sinple calculation inm ediately shows
that instead of a single vortex with n = 2 we get two
separate vorticeswih n = 1 In this case. This observa—
tion con m s that vortex wih n = 2 is unstable. The
tw o vortices are situated symm etrically w ith respect to
the trap center at a distance 2 @po=p,)*~?. P lot of the
phase ofthe nalwave fiinction in the viciniy ofthe trap
center con m s such prediction, see Fjg.-'_?;.
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FIG. 4. T ra pctories of V?J(rtjces with the topological
chargen = 1 (dotted line) and n = 1 (solid line) during the
potential sweeping. The L, = 1 eigenstate of the ham onic
oscillator was chosen as an Initial state and the param eters of
the Jaserbeam wereug = 16, = 02,x0((0)= 65, = 025
and v = 0:02. The main plot corresponds to t 2 [R53;289].
A fter that tim e the vortex with n = 1 topological charge
reaches the border of the trap and further evolution of the
vortex with n = 1 up to the end of the potential sweeping
(t= 325) is shown In the Inset. T he tra gctory of this vortex
ends a little o centerat ( 0:035; 0:175).

Energy levels of the H am iltonian @:) as a function of
xXo have been calculated in Fi;.:_il: for = 0%6.Forxo= 0
the ground state corresponds to L, = 0, the st ex—
cited state correspondsto L, = 1 and the second one to
L, = 2. However, the order can be di erent if we de—
crease . Indeed for < 1=3 the second excited state
(or xg = 0) correspondsto L, = 1. It o ersan oppor-
tuniy for the follow ing counterintuitive situation which
is ofm ain Interest for our study. Suppose, we start w ith
the L, = 0 state. A fter a potential sweeping we end up
wih a very high probability in the state with L, = 1
w here the rotation ofthe probability uid coincidesw ith
the rotation of the applied laser beam . Then another,

identical stirring by our \laser spoon" resuls in prob—

ability uid rotating in the opposie direction (@ state

wih L, = 1)! Needlessto say such a situation is quite

surprising and no analogy to som e process in a classical
uid appears.

T he prediction based on Ham iltonian levels behavior
can again be tested by a direct integration of the tin e-
dependent Schrodingerequation and indeed theL, = 1
state is excited w ith very high accuracy. Analyzing the
process of such change of the angular m om entum from
L,=1toL, = 1by boking at the tin e dependent
m otion ofvorticeswe nd thatthevortexwihn= 1 ni
tially situated at the centerm ovesout to the border ofthe
trap while the other vortex (bom at the border) w ith an
opposite n = 1 circulation arrives at the center along
a com plex tractory shown in Fig. :ﬁf T he latter vor-
tex, before reaching the center, experiences a sequence
of collisions w ith another n = 1 vortex that a ects is
tra pctory. Therefore a transition from n= 1ton= 1
case is a result of (@ bi com plicated as seen in Fjg.:ff)
dynam ics of vortices.

Tt rem ains to be seen w hether the counterintuitive stir-
ring schem e is feasble also in the presence of atom -atom
Interactions since so far we have presented a creation of
vortices for a non-interacting BEC . It is known, how ever,
that the stability of vorticesm ay be strongly a ected by
the atom -atom interactions [_13] To analyze the e ect of
Interactions we have perform ed num erical integration of
the G rossP itaevskii equation f_l-é_}']

i =

~ L2 .
ot H +g33%) )
with given by @) . The interaction param eter g is pro-
portional to the num ber of atom s in the system and to
the s-w ave scattering length. In an experin ent, g can be
easily of order of thousands but it can be also reduced to
a very sm allvalue exploring Feshbach resonances {1,131
In the present work, we have chosen g = 100 for the
num erical calculations.

Ifthe ground state ofthe system is chosen asan initial
state, applying the potential sweeping allow s one to ob—
tain the L, = 1 state wih a high e ciency as describbed
inRef. #]. W e perform ed such num erical sin ulation tak—
ng = 0d1. Now, we apply the second sin ilar laser
sweep on the state obtained after the rstone. It creates
a vortex with the topological charge n = 1 sin ilarly
as it takes place for a noninteracting BEC if < 1=3.
However, contrary to the linear case, the iniial vortex
wih n = 1 does not disappear | the interaction be-
tween atom sm akes the initial vortex m ore robust to the
perturbation. The vortex wih n = 1 lands close to
the center of the trap while the orighaln = 1 moves
to the edge of the trap. In e ect the total angular m o—
mentyp per particle ishl,i= 042 with the dispersion

L= Hi2i H,i% = 143.
T he position of vortj_oles may be observed us:ing the
interference approach [15]. In keft frame ofFjg.§ the



square m odulus of the nalwave function superin posed
w ith a plane w ave traveling vertically in the gure’splane
is presented. A vortex{antivortex pair, clearly visble In
the gure, can be observed experin entally asthe Interfer—
ence technigue has been applied n a laboratory already
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FIG .5. Interference pictures. Left: a well separated vortex —antivortex pair obtained after a \second" laser sweep through
the ham onic potem:al for = 0:1 and the strength of the e ective atom -atom interaction g = 100. For = 025 onem ay
observe two n = 1 vortices (right). Atom -atom interaction (g = 100) leads to a big vortex separation —com pare w ith Fig. :3

P aram eters of the laser beam areup = 25, = 02,x0(0) =
Increasing the frequency ofthe stirringto = 025
we com e back to the case oftwo n = 1 vortices dis—
cussed previously for noninteracting case. P lase note,
that now the energy spacihg between eigenstates w ith
di erent value L, has decreased, so i ispossible to have
al, = 2 stateasa second excited elgenstate for < 1=3.
In the presence of atom -atom interaction (g = 100) we
again sweep the laser across the condensate twice, st
stirring creates a single vortex, a second stirring process
adds an additional vortex with the topological charge
n = 1. This is again In a qualitative agreem ent w ith
the noninteracting case considered previously. Q uantita—
tively, the nalstate is characterized by hf,i= 1:69with
1, = 1:92. The interaction between atom s leads now to
a much larger separation between the two vortices, see
the right fram e in Fjg.id. Indeed, the separation betw een
them isnow com parable w ih the size of the entire con—

densate (hote di erent scalesin Fig. -’}:and Fi. l’é:) .

Tt is interesting to ask what is the critical stirring
frequency for a transition from the regin e of Vortex—
antivortex’ to that of Vortex-vortex’ production during
the second laser sweep. W e estim ate the critical fre—
quency ! . as satisfying the follow Ing equation:

L= D+!lc= @L.=2) 2!

where (L, = 1) and (L, = 2) are chem ical poten—
tials of two lowest eigenstates of the tin e-independent
GP equann The latter are found solving the 2D
equatjon(H+g]j) = , wih Ham itonian H =

t_l-§' T he appearance of such a vortex-antivortex pair

m ight be Interesting from an experim entalpoint ofview,
since interactions between such pairs in BEC con ned in
a ham onic trap, are stillan unexplored topic experin en—
tally.
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65, and v= 0:13. Tin e of evolution was equalto 50.

1~2 + —(x2 + v?), ie., the Ham iltonian ('_]l) in the
]aboratory fram e w thout laser beam . For stirring fre—
quencies lowerthan ! . three lowest GP eigenstates, in
the fram e rotating w ith stirrer, possess angular m om en—
tum L, = 0;1; 1whik in the case of frequencies higher
(out not too high) than !, theorderisL, = 0;1;2. The
frequency ! is an upper bound for the real critical fre—
quency since its de nition isbased solely on the ordering
of elgenstates in the fram e rotating w ith stirrer. ITndeed,
an e client transfer requires also that the distance in en—
ergy betw een the levelthat we would like to populate and
the next one should be su cient to assure adiabaticity,
which isby de nition not the casewhen we stirthe BEC
wih = ! .. Therefore, onem ight expect that the opti-
m al realization should require low er frequency, probably
in the m iddle between !. and the lowest estim ate for a
creation of vortex-antivortex pairs (equal to 0). That
gives ! =2 as a good guess. W e expect that the crit—
ical frequency should be som ew here between these two
estin ates, nam ely between ! =2 and !.. Calculation for
g = 100 gives ! = 0:18 which interestingly com pares
wih 0:125 001 determm ined from a direct integration
ofEq. (4) forg= 100, 20 Ug 25 and a duration of
a single ]aser sweep between 40 and 60 (com pare F ig. 5
and Eq. (g.)) T herefore, a num erical calculation gives a
valie which is higher than ! .=2 and lower than ! ., even
though the lowerbound is jist a rough estim ate. Sin ilar
calculations of upper bounds for the critical frequency
(!¢) yield 0237 org= 30 and 0:195 org= 70.



Finally, we would lke to comm ent on an in uence of
the stirring schem e’s details on nalresults in the inter—
acting case. F irst ofall, we have observed that the w idth

[com pare ('_]:)] should be am all, of the order of 02; two
tin es bigger w idths lead to a signi cant decrease In the
stirring process’ e ciency. Secondly, the param eter u
has to be high enough, of the order of 20, for an e cient
transfer of atom s from the ground state to the vortex
state(s). These two conditions provide non-trivial re—
strictionson laserbeam w idth and intensity, respectively.
T hirdly, changes of the sw itching tim e w thin about 20%
of a given tin e scale ( 8 periods of ham onic trap for
g = 100) do not a ect the dynam ics qualitatively. Fur-
ther details can be found in 1.

To summ arize we have investigated the details of the
creation ofvortices n BEC when the laser sweep schem e
g] is applied. E specially, we have shown that rotating
the probability uid by m eans of the \laser spoon" m ay
Introduce a circulation w ith the opposite direction w ith
respect to the steering one.
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