
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

65
32

v2
  6

 F
eb

 2
00

3

B ose-Einstein condensates in a one-dim ensionaldouble square w ell: A nalytical

solutions ofthe N onlinear Schr�odinger equation

K .W .M ahm ud1�,J.N.K utz2,and W .P.Reinhardt1;3

1
Departm entofPhysics,University ofW ashington,Seattle,W A 98195-1560,USA

2
Departm entofApplied M athem atics,University ofW ashington,Seattle,W A 98195-2420
3
Departm entofChem istry,University ofW ashington,Seattle,W A 98195-1700,USA

(April14,2024)

W epresenta representativesetofanalyticstationary state

solutions of the Nonlinear Schr�odinger equation for a sym -

m etric double square wellpotentialfor both attractive and

repulsive nonlinearity. In addition to the usual sym m etry

preserving even and odd states,nonlinearity introducesquite

exotic sym m etry breaking solutions-am ong them are trains

ofsolitonswith di�erentnum berand sizesofdensity lum psin

the two wells.W e use the sym m etry breaking localized solu-

tionsto form m acroscopic quantum superposition statesand

explore a sim ple m odelforthe exponentially sm alltunneling

splitting.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

M any featuresofBose-Einstein condensates(BECs)of

dilute atom ic gasesin a single wellexternalpotentialat

zero tem perature are welldescribed by m ean �eld the-

ory [1,2].In the m ean �eld picture allcondensateatom s

have the sam e m acroscopic wave function satisfying the

G ross-Pitaevskii(G P)equation.In thispaperweinvesti-

gatethestationary statesofBEC in a sym m etricdouble

square wellpotential. W e �nd analytic solutions ofthe

G P equation forboth sym m etry preserving and sym m e-

try breakingstationarystatesoftheattractiveand repul-

sive nonlinearity. The solutions presented in the paper

give such analytic expressions for what are seen to be

stationary soliton trainsin thedoublewell-am ongthem

aresuch trainswith di�erentnum berand sizesofdensity

lum psin the two wells.Single dark solitons[3,4],bright

soliton [5]and soliton trains[6]havebeen recentlyexperi-

m entallyobservedin trapped BECs,suggestingthattheir

doublewellanalogsm ay beexperim entally accessible.In

addition we present,asan application ofthe m ean �eld

sym m etry breaking solutions,a zero order m acroscopic

m ean �eld descriptions ofm acroscopic quantum super-

position states(Schr�odingerCatstate)in a double well

BEC system .

Sym m etry breaking m ean �eld solutions,such as we

observein thisexacttreatm ents,areexpected in the at-

tractive case as an attractive condensate in the ground

statetendstolocalizein onewellortheother.Sym m etry

breaking solutions for a nonlinearSchr�odingerequation

was�rstpointedoutin thecontextofm olecularstates[7].

Sym m etry breaking m ean �eld states for repulsive con-

densates have been discussed in the two-state m odelof

condensatedynam icsin a doublewell[8{11],and seen in

the nonlinearnum ericalstudiesofthe G P equation in a

sym m etricquarticdoublewell[12].Thepresentanalytic

work thuscon�rm sthe num ericalwork ofD’Agosta and

Presillain Ref.[12]in thecontextofadoublesquarewell.

Such m acroscopicquantum self-trapped stateshavealso

appeared on thestudiesoftransporton a dim erm odeled

by discretenonlinearSchr�odingerequation [13].

BECs in a double welland m ulti-wellsystem s have

been studied in the context ofcoherence [14],Josepson

tunneling[8,15,16],squeezed states[17],thesuperuid to

M otttransition [18]and condensate fragm entation [19].

In discussions ofcondensate tunneling it is wellknown

that a high barrier leads to condensate fragm entation

in which two or m ore distinct single particle states are

m acroscopically occupied. For a repulsive condensate,

raising the barrier leads to the condensate in the two

wellsfrom being coherentto being incoherentin a Fock

state[19].Theanalysisherein givesthenonlinearm odes

ofthe entire double wellin a m ean �eld picture when

alltheatom shavethesam esingleparticlewavefunction.

Correlation e�ects leading to condensate fragm entation

areneglected hereand thusthetheory presented applies

directly only to the case ofstrong tunneling. However,

them ean �eld statesobtained could form thebasisfora

correlated description.

The G P equation is a cubic nonlinear Schr�odinger

equation(NLSE)[20]wheretheparticleinteractionsgive

rise to such e�ective nonlinearity. The NLSE has

been successful in m odeling m any other natural phe-

nom enon besides BEC.It describes light pulses in op-

tical�bers [21],helicalexcitations ofa vortex line [22],

Bose-condensedphotons[23],spin wavesin m agneticm a-

terials [24], and disordered m edia [25]. Despite being

a canonical physics problem [26], the sym m etric dou-

blesquarewellproblem hasnot,to ourknowledge,been

solved fornonlinearSchr�odingerequation.Although the

discussionsin the paperisexclusively forBose-Einstein

condensates,the analysiswillapply to any system satis-

fying cubic NLSE.

The sym m etry breaking localized one particle m ean

�eld states can be used to form a zero order two-

con�guration Schr�odingercatstatesofthe form �N
left

�

�N
right

. There have been severalreports ofthe creation

of Schr�odinger cat states in various condensed m atter

system s [27,28]. In the context of BEC, several au-

thors have suggested producing such states [11,29{32],
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although none have been dem onstrated experim entally.

In a double well,as is found analytically in this paper,

them ean �eld ground stateforan attactivecondensateis

a sym m etry breaking state localized in one ofthe wells.

The superposition ofsuch degenerate localized states is

a \cat" state. W e calculate the tunneling splittings for

such statesusing correctm ean �eld singleparticlestates

starting from the fullN-body Ham iltonian. Such two-

con�guration tunnelingsplittingsareexponentially sm all

in the N-body wave function overlap. Particle correla-

tionsarestillneglected,butstrong m ean �eld e�ectsac-

counted for.

Thearticleisorganizedasfollows.In Sec.IIwepresent

thefullsetofsym m etry preservingand sym m etry break-

inganalyticsolutionsofstationaryNLSE forasym m etric

doublesquarewellpotential.In Sec.IIIwediscussan ap-

plication ofthesym m etry breaking solutions-thepossi-

bility ofcreating superpositionsofm acroscopicquantum

states,and calculate the tunneling splittingsofsuch cat

states.Rem arksand discussionsin Sec.IV concludethe

paper.

II.D O U B LE SQ U A R E W ELL

The stationary NLSE with a potentialhasthe form

[� @2x + � jf(x)j2 + V trap(x)]f(x)= �f(x); (1)

where f(x) is the m ean �eld condensate wavefunction

in the longitudinaldirection,� is the eigenvalue or the

chem icalpotential,and � is the nonlinearity param eter

which is proportionalto the num ber ofatom s and the

s-wavescattering length.Allquantitiesin Eq.(1)aredi-

m ensionless.

Analytic solutions of the G P equation for harm onic

and quarticdoublewellpotentialsarenotpossible,so we

have chosen to investigate the in�nite square wellwith

sym m etrically placed �niterectangularpotentialbarrier.

The potentialisofthe form

V
trap(x)=

8
<

:

1 ; jxj� a

0; b< jxj< a

Vo; jxj< b

(2)

Forclarity,Fig.1 showsa pictureofthispotential.Dou-

blewelltrapscan becreated in experim entswith a com -

bination ofopticaland m agnetic trapping. Varying the

laser strengths the barrier or the depth and the width

ofthe trap can be easily tailored to experim entalspeci-

�cations. The double welltraps created in experim ents

usually have gaussian barriers;however,the qualitative

behaviorofthe stationary statesofsuch wellswould be

the sam e asdiscussed in this paperfora double square

well.

W e present the analytic solutions ofEq.(1) with the

potentialEq.(2).Solutionsin an in�nitewelland a �nite

wellhave been presented for both attractive and repul-

sive condensates [33{35]. In Eq.(1) � > 0 corresponds

to repulsive condensate while � < 0 corresponds to at-

tractive condensate. The solutions ofNLSE in a zero

potentialareJacobian Ellipticfunctions[36].Such func-

tions are wellknown in the soliton literature,and also

asthesolution to theanharm onicclassicaloscillator,i.e.
�� + � � �3=3!= 0. An exam ple ofthe standard nota-

tion for JacobiElliptic functions is sn(x jm ),where m

istheellipticparam eter.Theperiod isgiven by 4K (m ),

where K (m )isthe com plete elliptic integral. The value

ofm is bounded between 0 and 1. It interpolates the

elliptic functions between trigonom etric and hyperbolic

functions.Thereare12 ellipticfunctionsallofwhich are

solutions to the NLSE.O fthe 12 elliptic functions,six

arebounded and six areunbounded.O fthesix bounded

functions,only sn(x jm ),cn(x jm ),dn(x jm )have dis-

tinctphysicalform s.O thersdi�eronlyby atranslational

shiftora rescaling oftheam plitude.Thesix unbounded

functionscan be represented asa quotientofthe above

three functions in di�erent com binations. W e will�nd

that the pieces ofthese unbounded functions are those

appropriatein thebarrierregion ofthe doublewellfora

repulsive condensate. Table Isum m arizesthe functions

relevantto thiswork.

Solutions in the three regions willbe written in the

form

f(x)=

8
<

:

f1(x); � a < x < � b

f2(x); jxj� b

f3(x); b< x < a

(3)

Thesolutionsvanish on and outsidethehard wallbound-

ary at jxj� a. The solutions willbe found subject to

continuity off(x)and f0(x)atx = � band the norm al-

izationcondition
Ra
�a

dxjf(x)j2 = 1.Thevanishingofthe

solutionsatthehard wallsistaken asbuiltinto theellip-

tic functionsand doesnotform an additionalboundary

condition. The solutions are divided into two di�erent

categories-Sym m etry preserving and Sym m etry break-

ing. Taking advantage ofthe sym m etry ofthe problem

�nding sym m etry preserving states reduce to solving a

setofthree nonliearalgebraicequations.The sym m etry

breaking statesrequiresolving �ve sim ultaneousnonlin-

earequationswhich isa farm oredi�cultundertaking.

A .Sym m etry preserving states

Sym m etry preserving states are the states that pre-

servethesym m etry oftheN-particlem any-body Ham il-

tonian.Sim ply put,they aretheeven and odd solutions.

Aswewill�nd outin thenextsection,therecan also be

solutions which does not preserve even/odd sym m etry

expected from linearquantum m echanics.
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1. Attractive nonlinearity

Sym m etric solutionstakethe following form

f1(x) = A cn(k(x + a)� K (m )jm ); (4a)

f2(x) = A 2 dn(k2x + K (m 2)jm 2); (4b)

f3(x) = A cn(k(x � a)+ K (m )jm ); (4c)

and antisym m etricsolutionstakethe form

f1(x) = A cn(k(x + a)� K (m )jm ); (5a)

f2(x) = A 2 cn(k2x + K (m 2)jm 2); (5b)

f3(x) = � A cn(k(x � a)+ K (m )jm ); (5c)

where A,A 2,k,k2,m and m 2 are free param eters.

f1(x) and f3(x) have been chosen to preserve odd and

even parity.Notethattheellipticparam eterK (m 2)dis-

placesthecn in thebarrierregion tom akeitantisym m et-

ric. In the next section we describe uniquely nonlinear

type solutionswhich doesnotpreservesuch parity.The

condition that the states vanish at the hard walls at a

and -a arebuiltinto the form ofthe solutions.

Sym m etricand antisym m etricsolutionsaresolved us-

ing the sam e m ethod. Substituting the sym m etric solu-

tions into Eq.(1) with the potentialEq.(2),following

conditionsareobtained

A
2 = 2m k2=�;A22 = 2k22=� (6a)

� = (1� 2m )k2;� = (m 2 � 2)k22 + Vo (6b)

The boundary condition f1(� b) = f2(� b) is equivalent

to f2(b)= f3(b),and requires

A cn(k! � K (m )jm )= A 2 dn(� k2b+ K (m 2)jm 2) (7)

where! � a� bisthewidth ofeach ofthewells.Conti-

nuity ofthe �rstderivativerequires

Aksn(k! � K (m )jm )dn(k! � K (m )jm )= A 2m 2k2

� sn(� k2b+ K (m 2)jm 2)cn(� k2b+ K (m 2)jm 2) (8)

Finally,the norm alization condition is

2A 2

Z a

b

dxcn2(k(x � a)+ K (m )jm )

+ 2A 2

2

Z b

0

dxdn2(k2x + K (m 2)jm 2)= 1: (9)

Eq.(9)can be written as

2A
2

2

k2
[E (k2b+ K (m 2)jm 2)� E (m 2)]�

2A
2

m
(1� m )!

+ 2A
2

m k
[E (m )� E (� k! + K (m )jm )]= 1: (10)

whereE (k2ljm )isstandard notation foran incom plete

elliptic integral[36].

Equating ofEqs.(6b)givesusa constrainton the en-

ergy. Substitution ofEqs.(6a) into Eqs.(7), (8),and

(10)producesa system offoursim ultaneousequations-

an energy condition,a nontrivialnorm alization and two

enforcing thecontinuity ofthewavefunction and its�rst

derivative at the interior discontinuity ofthe potential.

Thefourequationscan be reduced to threeequationsin

threeunknowns.These are

p
m kcn(k! � K (m )jm )

= �dn(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2) (11a)

p
m k2 sn(k! � K (m )jm )dn(k! � K (m )jm )= m 2�

2

sn(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2)cn(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2)(11b)

4�

�
[E (�b+ K (m 2)jm 2)� E (m 2)]�

4k
2

�
(1� m )!

+ 4k

�
[E (m )� E (� k! + K (m )jm )]= 1: (11c)

where � =

q
Vo�(1�2m )k 2

2�m 2

� k2 and ! � a� b.Thisisa

system ofthree nonlinearalgebraicequationswith three

unknown variables m ,m 2 and k and four experim ental

param eters-thebox width 2a,barrierheightVo,barrier

width 2band nonlinearity param eter�.

Thissystem ofequation Eqs.(11)isanalogousto the

setofequationsforlinearSchr�odingerequation forapar-

ticle on a box double wellpotential[26]. However,the

norm alization equation Eq.(11c) here is nontrivialand

givesan additionalcondition. These equationscan ide-

ally besolved by a m ultidim ensionalsecantm ethod,and

thatisthem ethod weuseto�nd theroots.However,the

nonlinearparam eterspace istoo large to choose a good

startingpointfortherootsto converge.Aswewillseein

thenextsection when wedealwith asetof�veequations

forthesym m etry breaking solutions,itisalm ostim pos-

sibleto �nd therootsand theanalyticsolutionswithout

a good initialchoiceofparam etersfrom an approxim ate

num ericalsolution.

Such num ericalapproxim ationsto the exactsolutions

ofEq.(1) with the double wellpotentialEq.(2) can be

generated by the shooting m ethod [37]. However,the

cubic nonlinearity generated from the m ean-�eld inter-

actions ofthe atom s introduces num ericalsti�ness into

the resulting two-pointboundary value problem .To ac-

curately com pute the num ericalsolutions,G ear’sm eth-

ods [38]are em ployed which are e�cient in overcom ing

thenum ericalsti�nessby utilizing backward di�erencing

form ulas. The resulting shooting schem e is then easily

im plem ented and both thenorm alizedsym m etrypreserv-

ing and sym m etry-breaking states are com puted along

with their chem icalpotential. W e note that by adjust-

ing theshooting angle,thenorm alization to unity can be

satis�ed.

K nowing the chem icalpotentialand the value ofthe

solution atbarrierboundaryx = bfrom theshootingrou-

tinenum ericswecan �nd thethreeapproxim aterootsof

Eqs.(11). W ith the form ofthe solutions and the ap-

proxim aterootsathand,secantm ethod isused to solve
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the Eqs.(11) to �nd the exact analytic solutions. In

Fig.2 we show the �rst four odd and even states. The

statesareordered according to thechem icalpotential�.

A barrierheightofVo = 100,barrierwidth of2b= 1=5,

wellwidth 2a = 1 and nonlinearity of� = � 100 were

used. Table IIshowsthe solution param etersforFig.2.

The true m ean �eld ground state foran attractive con-

densate in thiscase isa sym m etry breaking state where

thecondensatelocalizesin onewellortheotherasisde-

scribed in the nextsection. The �rstexcited even state

forthiswellin Fig.2(c)wherethecondensatehasoneof

the peaks on top ofthe barrier is a uniquely nonlinear

state [12]which doesnothave any counterpartin linear

Schr�odingerequation. For� > Vo alleven solutionsare

ofthiskind,howevereven for� < Vo strong nonlinearity

can give rise to such states.Sym m etric solutionsofthis

kind hasthe form f2(x)= A 2 cn(k2x jm 2).

The antisym m etric solutions were found using a

sim ilar m ethod. For reference the system of equa-

tions is
p
m 2�cn(� �b + K (m 2);m 2) =

p
m kcn(k(a �

b)� K (m );m );
p
m 2�

2sn(� �b+ K (m 2);m 2)dn(� �b+

K (m 2);m 2) =
p
m k2sn(k! � K (m );m )dn(k! �

K (m );m ); 4�

�
[E (�b+ K (m 2)jm 2)� E (m 2)]�

4k
2

�
(1�

m )!� 4�
2

�
(1� m 2)b+

4k

�
(E (m )� E (� k!+ K (m )jm ))=

1,where� =

q
Vo+ (1�2m )k 2

2m 2�1
� k2.

W e would liketo notethatunlikelinearquantum m e-

chanics,forattractivecondensatetheeigenvalueorchem -

icalpotentialofthe antisym m etricstateforthiswelldi-

m ensionshasalowervaluethan thesym m etriccase.This

behaviourisonly true forstrong nonlinearity.The total

energy per particle for the antisym m etric state is how-

ever always greater than the sym m etric case. Sim ilar

behaviorofsym m etricand antisym m etricstatechem ical

potentialshasalso been found in the caseofring poten-

tials[33].

2. Repulsive nonlinearity

Sym m etric solutionstakethe form

f1(x) = A sn(k(x + a)jm ); (12a)

f2(x) = A 2 ds(k2x + K (m 2)jm 2); (12b)

f3(x) = � A sn(k(x � a)jm ); (12c)

and antisym m etricsolutionstakethe form

f1(x) = A sn(k(x + a)jm ); (13a)

f2(x) = A 2 cs(k2x + K (m 2)jm 2); (13b)

f3(x) = A sn(k(x � a)jm ); (13c)

Substitution ofthesessolutionsintoEq.(1)with thedou-

blewellpotentialEq.(2)givesthefollowingequationsfor

the am plitude and the chem icalpotential

A
2 = 2m k2=�;A22 = 2k22=� (14a)

� = (1+ m )k2;� = � (2m 2 � 1)k22 + Vo (14b)

Just like for the attractive case the three sim ultaneous

equations obtained from the boundary conditions,nor-

m alization and the energy conditionsarefollowing

p
m ksn(k! jm )= �ds(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2);(15a)

p
m k2 cn(k! jm )dn(k! jm )= � �2 �

cs(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2)ns(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2)(15b)

4�2b=� � 4�2m 2b=� +
4k

2

�
!

+ 2�

�
[cs(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2)dn(� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2)

� cs(�b+ K (m 2)jm 2)dn(�b+ K (m 2)jm 2)]

� 2�

�
[� E (�b+ K (m 2)jm 2)+ E (� �b+ K (m 2)jm 2)]

� 4k

�
E (k! jm )= 1 (15c)

where� =

q
(1+ m )k2�V o

1�2m 2

� k2.A sim ilarsetofequations

isobtained forthe antisym m etriccase.

The ground state and the �rst three sym m etry pre-

serving excited states are shown in Fig.(3). The well

dim ensions used here are di�erent than the attractive

casewhich waschosen toshow thepeculiaritiesofattrac-

tive condensate. A barrierheightofVo = 1000,barrier

width of2b= 1=10,wellwidth 2a = 1 and nonlinearity

of� = 100 were used here. Table IIshowsthe solution

param etersforFig.3.In addition totheeven and odd ex-

cited statesthere can also be sym m etry breaking states

asdescribed in thenextsection.Fora repulsiveconden-

sate the lowestsym m etry preserving state isalwaysthe

ground state.

B .Sym m etry breaking states

Sym m etry breaking states are uniquely nonlinear

states where di�erent size or num ber of \lum ps" are

present in the two wells. Such stationary states with

strong localization and di�erentnum berofnodesin the

two sym m etric wells are not possible for linear Sturm -

Liouville system s. Finding such solutions con�rm s and

extends the num ericalwork [12]and the two state tun-

neling m odels[8{10,39]ofthe double wellwhere m acro-

scopicquantum self-trappinghasbeen predicted.O n the

N-particlelevelthestationary statesshould preservethe

sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian and can only be sym m et-

ric and antisym m etric.So these asym m etricstatesarise

due to the nonlinearity associated with the m ean �eld

approxim ation.

In the work ofD’Agosta and Presilla [12]a non-linear

trial function and relaxation m ethod for patial di�er-

entialequations was used to num erically �nd both the

sym m etry preserving and sym m etry breaking states of

the G P equation in a sym m etric harm onic/quartic dou-

ble well. The di�cult task ofchoosing the right trial

functions and the possibility offalse m inim a leading to

4



artifactsin such m ethodsm otivated ustotreatthem odel

doublesquarewellpotentialand to�nd therootsofthese

algebraicequations,and thus�nd the exactanalyticso-

lutions. The qualitative behaviour ofsolutions in any

sym m etric double potentialshould be the sam e asours,

and whereverthesetofparam etersweused overlapswith

thoseofRef[12]thereisone-to-onecorrespondencein the

solutions.

1. Attractive nonlinearity

Solutionswith no nodesinside the barrierregion take

the form

f1(x) = A 1 cn(k1(x + a)� K (m 1)jm 1); (16a)

f2(x) = A 2 dn(k2(x + d)+ K (m 2)jm 2); (16b)

f3(x) = A 3 cn(k3(x � a)+ K (m 3)jm 3); (16c)

and solutionswith nodesinsidethe barrierare

f1(x) = A 1 cn(k1(x + a)� K (m 1)jm 1); (17a)

f2(x) = A 2 cn(k2(x + d)+ K (m 2)jm 2); (17b)

f3(x) = � A 3 cn(k3(x � a)+ K (m 3)jm 3); (17c)

d in Eqs.(16)and (17)isa m easureofhow farthesolu-

tion underthebarrierisdisplaced from being sym m etric.

The am plitudesand the chem icalpotentialsare

A
2

1 = 2m 1k
2

1=�;A
2

2 = 2k22=�;A
2

3 = 2m 3k
2

3=� (18a)

� = (1� 2m 1)k
2

1;� = (m 2 � 2)k22 + Vo;

� = (1� 2m 3)k
2

3 (18b)

The setof�veequationsin �veunknownsare

p
m 1 �cn(�3(m 1)jm 1)= � dn(�1(d;m 2)jm 2); (19)

p
m 3  cn(�4(m 3)jm 3)= � dn(�2(d;m 2)jm 2); (20)

p
m 1 �

2 sn(�3(m 1)jm 1)dn(�3(m 1)jm 1)

= m 2
2�

2 sn(�1(d;m 2)jm 2)cn(�1(d;m 2)j2); (21)

p
m 3 

2 sn(�4(m 3)jm 3)dn(�4(m 3)jm 3)

= m 2
2�

2 sn(�2(d;m 2)jm 2)cn(�2(d;m 2)j2); (22)

�
2

2

�
(1� m 3)! +

2

�
[E (m 3)� E (�4(m 3)jm 3)]

� 2�
2

�
(1� m 1)! +

2�

�
[E (m 1)+ E (�3(m 1)jm 1)]

2�

�
[E (�2(d;m 2)jm 2)� E (�1(d;m 2)jm 2)]= 1 (23)

where � =
q

�

1�2m 1

� k1, � =

q
��V o

m 2�2
� k2,

 =
q

�

1�2m 3

� k3, �1(d;m 2) = k2(d � b)+ K (m 2),

�2(d;m 2)= k2(d+ b)+ K (m 2),�3(m 1)= �! � K (m 1)

and �4(m 3)= � ! + K (m 3). Thisisa setof�ve non-

linearequationsin �ve unknownsm 1,m 2,m 3,d and �.

A sim ilarsetofequationsare obtained forthe solutions

thathasnodesinside the barrier.

As described in the previous section we use a shoot-

ing m ethod to �nd theapproxim atenum ericalsolutions.

K nowing the eigenvalue and the values ofthe functions

atthe barrierboundariesatx = � b,we can reduce �ve

equationswith �ve unknownsto equationswith two un-

knowns.W ith justtwo unknownswecan usea graphical

m ethod [35]to �nd the approxim atesolutions.Such ap-

proxim aterootsarethen used to �nd the exactanalytic

rootsofthese�veequationsusing a m ultidim ensionalse-

cantm ethod,and thusweobtain theanalyticsolution of

the sym m etry breaking states.W ithouta good bracket-

ingon therootsobtained from �rstsolvingitnum erically

itsextrem ely unlikely forasecantm ethod toconvergefor

a setof�venonlinearequations.

ForFig.4weuseawelldim ension of2a = 1,2b= 1=10,

Vo = 1000 and nonlinearity � = � 100. W e use a di�er-

ent welldim ension here than the attractive sym m etric

case just to show the varieties ofasym m etric solutions.

Table IIIshows the solution param eters for Fig.4. The

solutions can be classi�ed as m ultiple node solutions -

zero node, one node, two node and such. The lowest

sym m etry breaking stateforattractivecondensateisthe

ground state of the system as the clustering of parti-

cles in one ofthe wells m inim izes the energy forstrong

enough selfinteraction. There can be ground and ex-

cited statesolutionswith assym etrically placed peakson

top ofthe barrier. The analytic form ofsuch solutions

is f2(x) = A 2 cn(k2(x + d) jm 2). For an asym m etric

ground state,increasing the barrierheight localizes the

condensatem oreintothewell,on theotherhand increas-

ing the barrierwidth pushesthe peak ofthe condensate

density m oretowardsthecenterofthewellon top ofthe

barrier.

Fig.2 and Fig.4 are the brightsoliton solutionsin a

doublewell.Itshowstheone,two,threeand foursoliton

solutions.Brightsoliton and soliton trainshaverecently

been observed in attractivecondensatesof7Li[5,6].Un-

like stationary soliton trainsofequaldensity lum psin a

singlepotentialwell,doublewellgeom etryhasstationary

soliton train solutionswith unequaldensity lum ps asis

shown in Fig.4.Thereexistsawholeclassofsuch m any-

soliton solutions. As an exam ple,Fig.5 shows an ana-

lyticsolution ofasym m etry breakingeight-soliton bright

soliton train in a wellofdim ensions 2a = 1,2b = 0:1,

Vo = 1000,and fornonlinearity � = � 500.

2. Repulsive nonlinearity

Solutionswith no nodesinside thebarrierare

f1(x) = A 1 sn(k1(x + a)jm 1); (24a)

f2(x) = A 2 ds(k2(x + d)+ K (m 2)jm 2); (24b)

f3(x) = A 3 sn(k3(x � a)jm 3); (24c)
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Solutionswith nodesinsidethe barrierare

f1(x) = A 1 sn(k1(x + a)jm 1); (25a)

f2(x) = A 2 cs(k2(x + d)+ K (m 2)jm 2); (25b)

f3(x) = � A 3 sn(k3(x � a)jm 3); (25c)

Theam plitudeand chem icalpotentialsforthestatesthat

hasno nodesinsidethe barrierare

A
2

1 = 2m 2k
2

1=�;A
2

2 = 2k22=�;A
2

3 = 2m 3k
2

3=� (26a)

�1 = (1+ m 1)k
2

1;�2 = (1� 2m 2)k
2

2 + Vo;

�3 = (1+ m 3)k
2

3 (26b)

Forreferencethe equationsare

p
m 1�sn(�! jm 1)= �ds(�1(d;m 2)jm 2) (27)

p
m 3sn(� ! jm 3)= �ds(�2(d;m 2)jm 2) (28)

p
m 1�

2cn(�!;m 1)dn(�!;m 1)

= � �2ns(�1(d;m 2)jm 2)cs(�1(d;m 2)jm 2) (29)

p
m 3

2cn(� ! jm 3)dn(� ! jm 3)

= � �2ns(�2(d;m 2)jm 2)cs(�2(d;m 2)jm 2) (30)

4�2b=� � 4�2m 2b=� +
2�

2

�
! +

2
2

�
!

+
2�

�
[cs(�1(d;m 2)jm 2)dn(�1(d;m 2)jm 2)

� cs(�2(d;m 2)jm 2)dn(�2(d;m 2)jm 2)]

� 2�

�
E (�! jm 1)�

2

�
E (! jm 3)

�
2�

�
[� E (�1(d;m 2)jm 2)+ E (�2(d;m 2)jm 2)]= 1 (31)

where the sam e notations as in the attractive case has

been used.Here the �veunknown variablesarem 1,m 2,

m 3,d,and �; �,� and  are functions ofthe elliptic

param etersand the chem icalpotential�. A sim ilarset

ofequationsisobtained forthe solutionsthathasnodes

inside the barrier.

The �rst four states are plotted in Fig.6 for a non-

linearity of� = 100 and the sam e welldim ension asthe

repulsive sym m etry preserving case,2a = 1,2b = 1=10

and Vo = 1000.Table IIIshowsthe solution param eters

for Fig.6. Again the solutions can be classi�ed as one-

node, two-node,three-node sym m etry breaking states.

For repulsive condensates the asym m etric ground state

has a m uch higher energy and is in fact the second ex-

cited state of the double well. Note that for the two

two-node solutions keeping one node inside the barrier

and another outise the barrier is energetically m ore fa-

vorable than having two nodes outside the barrier. In

Fig.7 we show the sym m etry breaking ground state as

wechangethenonlinearity.Itevolvesfrom being alm ost

localized for sm allnonlinearity to having three distinct

density lum psforhigh enough nonlinearity.

III.SC H R �O D IN G ER C A T STA T E O F B EC IN A

D O U B LE W ELL

As wasshown in the previoussection,the m ean �eld

ground state ofattractive condensate and som e ofthe

excited states ofboth attractive and repulsive conden-

sate are sym m etry breaking states. For the sym m etry

breaking localized states such as the attractive ground

state,coherentquantum tunneling between thedegener-

ate statesrem ovesthe degeneracy and form sa superpo-

sition ofthe m ean �eld states. Such localized superpo-

sition states ofthe form �Nleft � �Nright are Schr�odinger

cat states. O n the other hand, the usual even and

odd sym m etry preserving delocalized statesofthe form

	 N = (�left � �right)
N are not traditionalSchr�odinger

catstates. For the cat states,tunneling splitting is ex-

ponentially sm allin the N-body wave function overlap.

In thefollowing we�nd thezero ordertwo-con�guration

m ean �eld catstatetunneling splitting starting with the

N-particleHam iltonian with pseudopotentialinteraction.

It has not gone unnoticed that the ground state ofthe

attractivecondensateiscat-like[40,41].Ciracetal.[11]

havestudied theground stateofJosephson-coupled two-

species condensates which has sim ilarities with conden-

sate in a double well. In the nextsection we deliberate

on theexperim entalrealization ofcatstatesofBEC in a

doublewell.

A .Schr�odinger cat state tunneling splitting

The N-body Ham iltonian for a system of N weakly

interactingidenticalbosonseach ofm assm in an external

potentialVext is

H N =

NX

i= 1

�

�
�h
2

2m
r
2

i + Vext(ri)

�

+ 1=2
X

i6= j

V (ri;rj);

(32)

Here V (ri;rj) = g�(ri � rj) is the Ferm i ‘contact’

pseudo-potential,and g = 4�as�h
2

m
where as isthe s-wave

scattering length characterizing the binary atom ic colli-

sions.

For a fully condensed Bose condensate the N-body

wavefunction can be written asa sym m etric productof

single-particlewavefunctions

	 N (r1;r2;:::;rN )= �(r1)�(r2):::�(rN )� �
N (33)

where�(ri)’sarethesingleparticlem ean �eld wavefunc-

tionsnorm alized to unity
R
drj�j2 = 1.

The expectation value gives us the N particle m ean

�eld energy

h�
N
jH N j�

N
i= �N �

N (N + 1)

2
g

Z

drj�j
4 (34)
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where � is the chem icalpotential. W e can generalize

these to the left and right localized G P solutions in a

double well, which in the above equatin would corre-

spond to replacing � by �L and �R . The expectation

value with respect to the left and right localized states

contains overlap integrals which no longer vanishes be-

causeoftheirnon-orthogonality -

h�
N
L jH N j�

N
R i=

N (N � 1)

2
g

Z

dr(��L )
2
�
2

R (�)
N �2

� gN
2

Z

dr�
�

L j�R j
2
�R (�)

N �1
+ �N (�)

N
(35)

where � =
R
dr��L �R is the overlap integral. The even

and odd com binationsofthe leftand rightlocalized so-

lutions �Nleft � �Nright are a two con�guration m odelfor

Schr�odingercatsuperposition states.Taking �L and �R
to be real,the expectation value ofthe energy at this

sim plestlevelofapproxim ation is

E S;A =
h�NL jH N j�

N
L i� h�NL jH N j�

N
R i

1� h�L j�R i
N

(36)

Although this equation is identicalin appearance with

Eq.(20)ofCirac etal.[11],ouruse and inclusion ofthe

exactm ean �eld e�ecton thefully localized leftand right

wellsolutionsdi�er from their treatm entofspinorcon-

densates.The tunneling splitting isthe di�erencein an-

tisym m etric and sym m etricenergy

�E = E A � E S (37)

Forthe case when the overlap is extrem em ly sm alland

fora large num ber ofparticlesthe norm alization factor

in the denom inatorcan be ignored and the splitting can

be written as

�E � � 2�N (�) N + 2gN 2

Z

dr�L j�R j
2
�R (�)

N �1

� N (N � 1)g

Z

dr�
2

L �
2

R (�)
N �2 (38)

This shows explicitly how the catstate tunneling split-

ting dependson theoverlap ofthe localized singleparti-

cle m ean �eld wave functions. However,in our calcula-

tionswe �nd the exactsplitting by use ofEq.(37)since

physically realizable splitting can only be generated for

a signi�cantoverlap such thatwe cannotcom pletely ig-

nore the the �N term in the denom inator. Since � is

alwayslessthan 1 the splitting isexponentially sm allin

the wavefunction overlap.

W e use the solution ofthe one-dim ensionalG P equa-

tion Eq. (1) to �nd the tunneling splitting and its

dependence on other quantities. The conversion fac-

tor to get the energy from a dim ensionless quantity is

�h
2
=(2m l2)[35],wherelisthelength ofthebox.To �nd

the splittings in one dim ension, the coupling constant

‘g’should bereplaced by thedim ensionlesse�ectiveone-

dim ensionalcoupling constant geff. The dim ensionless

nonlinearity � ofthe NLSE Eq.(1)isrelated to geff by

the realtionship � = geffN ,where N is the totalnum -

berofparticles.Forexperim entalpurposeswherea con-

densate isthree dim ensionalorcan be quasi-onedim en-

sionalthee�ectivecouplingconstantgeff dependson the

transverse dim ensions ofthe trap,the species ofatom s

(whetherattractiveorrepulsive)and thetotalnum berof

particlesin a nonlinearand nontrivialway. Even with-

outknowingtheexactgeff forrealisticthreedim ensional

condensatewecan explorethedependenceofthetunnel-

ing splittingson thenum berofparticlesN and on theef-

fective coupling constant. The relationship between the

e�ective coupling constant geff and the transverse di-

m ensionsofrealistic double welltrapsthatwillgive the

correctexperim entalpredictionsisunderinvestigation.

B .D iscussions

Pairs of sym m etry breaking m ean �eld states in a

double wellare shown in Fig.8,coherenttunneling be-

tween these will produce a cat state. Experim entally

such m acroscopic catstatescould be observed by start-

ing with a localized attractive condensate in the lower

wellofan asym m etric double wellpotential,and then

varying the sym m etry of the two wells. In Fig.9 we

show the log oftunneling splitting for a condensate of
7Lias a function ofparticle num ber for a double well

ofdim ensions 12.5 � separated by 75 � in a box width

of100 � and barrier height ofVo = 133. A constant

e�ective coupling constant ofgeff = � 0:145 has been

assum ed. In Fig.10 we show the log oftunneling split-

ting in the sam e wellas a function ofjgeffjfor a �xed

num ber ofparticles -in this case for500 particles. For

a cat state,with the addition ofm ore and m ore parti-

clesthe single particle overlap becom essm aller,and the

tunneling splitting becom esvanishingly sm alldue to its

exponentialdependenceon theoverlapand thenum berof

particles.Fig.11 showstheG P singleparticletunneling

splitting between theattractiveantisym m etricand sym -

m etric state for geff = � 0:911 which sharply contrasts

with the catstate tunneling splitting.

For an exam ple of a cat state, for N = 440 and

geff = � 0:145 the peaks of the degenerate states are

asym m etrically placed on top ofthebarrierand thesep-

arationofthepeaksis1.5� ,thetunnelingsplitting48Hz

and thetunnelingtim e21m swhich arewithin theexper-

im entalrange ofdetection. Forhigherpeak separations

the overlap issm alland the splitting becom esnegligble.

An optim alcat state with gaussian barriers as is often

used in experim entswhere the peaksare wellseparated

and the splitting iswithin the rangeofdetection should

be attainable with externally tuning the coupling con-

stant through Feshbach resonance [42]. The num ber of

particlesin ourstudy islim ited to the orderofhundred

atom s which is within the range ofstability ofattrac-

tive condensates[43]such as 7Lior85Rb.Changing the
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scatteringlength by Feshbach resonancewillallow stable

attractivecondensatesto beprepared with severalthou-

sand atom s [6]. For a repulsive condensate,cat states

m ay also beprepared m aking useoftheexcited localized

condensate which m ustbe tuned to the rightregim e to

geta welllocalized condensateasshown in Fig.7(a).

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

W e have presented the stationary states ofnonlinear

Schr�odingerequation in one dim ension for a sym m etric

double square wellpotentialforboth attractive and re-

pulsive nonlinearity. In addition to the sym m etry pre-

serving even and odd states,we�nd analyticexpressions

for sym m etry breaking states that have di�erent num -

bers and sizes ofdensity lum ps in the two wells. For

attractive condensates these provide the analytic solu-

tions ofthe stationary bright soliton trains in a double

well.Sym m etry breaking statesdo notpreservetheeven

and odd parity of the N-particle m any-body Ham ilto-

nian. Finding such analyticalsolution ofcontinous G P

equation puts the selftrapping states as found num eri-

cally [12],in the‘two-state’tunneling m odels[8{11],and

in thediscretenonlinearSchr�odingerequation [13]on an

exact footing. Such unique sym m etry breaking states,

which are notpossible fora linearScr�odingerequation,

resultsfrom thenonlinearityintroduced bythem ean �eld

approxim ation.

Thesuperposition ofm ean �eld localized statesofthe

form �Nleft � �Nright are Schr�odingercatstatesthatarise

due to coherent tunneling between the two degenerate

states strongly localized in two di�erent wells. Attrac-

tive condensatein the ground stateorrepulsiveconden-

sate in itssym m etry breaking excited state can be used

to produce such cat states. In a zero order two con-

�guration m odelthe splitting is exponentially sm allin

the N-body wavefunction overlap. Tailoring the width

and barrier height ofa double welland with adequate

num berofparticlesin thetrap to givetheoptim alsplit-

ting,m acroscopic superposition statesshould be attain-

ablewith currentBEC technology.

The use ofm ean �eld picture in describing BEC fully

delocalized in a double wellisvalid only when the con-

densate in the two wells are fully coherent. For su�-

ciently low tunneling,condensatein adoublewellcannot

m aintain itscoherenceand thereforem ean �eld analysis

ofa fully coherent condensate as was presum ed here is

notadequate.Such fragm ented condensatewith num ber

sqeezed con�gurationscan only betreated using theories

which go beyond m ean �eld theory. However,the avail-

ability ofthem ean �eld analyticsolutionsaspresented in

thispaperprovidesthezeroth ordernonlinearwavefunc-

tions needed to include im portant and large m ean �eld

e�ectsin m odelswhich treatfragm entated condensates.
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FIG .1. Sym m etricdoublesquarewellpotential:them odel

used in thispaper
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TABLE I. Lim its ofJacobian elliptic functions and inte-

grals. The �rst two sn and cn are periodic solutions in the

wellwhiledn,cn,ds,and csaresolutinsin thebarrierregion.

4K (m )isthe periodicity and the elliptic integralsK (m )and

E (m )both play a role in the system ofequations which de-

scribe the solutions.

m = 0 m = 1

sn(u jm ) sin(u) tanh(u)

cn(u jm ) cos(u) sech(u)

dn(u jm ) 1 sech(u)

ds(u jm ) csc(u) csch(u)

cs(u jm ) cot(u) csch(u)

K (m ) �=2 1

E (m ) �=2 1

TABLE II. Solutions param etersfor sym m etry preserving

states ofattractive and repulsive nonlinearity for Fig.2 and

Fig.3.Thenum bersshown areofsu�cientprecision asinitial

estim ate to be used in the num ericalsolution ofthe nonlin-

ear equations ofsection II.However,as m ! 1 use ofhigh

precision arithm etic isrequired.

m m 2 k �

F ig:2a 0:9684 0:9959 13:25 � 164:42

F ig:2b 0:9758 0:9935 13:04 � 161:90

F ig:2c 0:6352 0:9298 12:47 � 42:03

F ig:2d 0:4763 0:7426 15:36 11:18

F ig:3a 0:8539 0:9976 9:88 181:06

F ig:3b 0:8514 0:9977 9:98 184:51

F ig:3c 0:4338 0:9912 14:79 313:75

F ig:3d 0:4313 0:9909 15:00 322:24

TABLE III. Solutions param eters for sym m etry breaking

states ofattractive and repulsive nonlinearity for Fig.4 and

Fig.6.Thenum bersshown areofsu�cientprecision asinitial

estim ate to be used in the num ericalsolution ofthe nonlin-

ear equations ofsection II.However,as m ! 1 use ofhigh

precision arithm etic isrequired.

m 1 m 2 m 3 d �

F ig:4a 0:9999 1� 10
�8

1� 10
�16

� 0:0680 � 625:27

F ig:4b 1� 10�8 0:9999 0:7640 0:0618 � 174:10

F ig:4c 0:8257 0:9994 0:6171 0:0219 � 62:829

F ig:4d 0:8401 0:9992 0:6177 0:0184 � 62:820

F ig:6a 0:9273 0:9958 0:2612 � 0:0035 243:16

F ig:6b 0:9273 0:9959 0:2529 � 0:0043 248:95

F ig:6c 0:9612 0:9992 0:0016 � 0:0491 308:14

F ig:6d 0:0787 0:9876 0:6012 0:0122 412:30
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