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Im proved Sem iclassicalA pproxim ation for B ose-Einstein C ondensates: A pplication to

a B EC in an O pticalPotential
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B.A. M alom ed
Departm entofInterdisciplinary Studies,Faculty ofEngineering,TelAviv University,TelAviv 69978,Israel

W epresentsem iclassicaldescriptionsofBose-Einstein condensatesforcon�gurationswith spatial

sym m etry,e.g.,cylindricalsym m etry,and withoutany sym m etry.Thedescription ofthecylindrical

case is quasi-one-dim ensional (Q 1D ),in the sense that one only needs to solve an e�ective 1D

nonlinear Schr�odinger equation,but the solution incorporates correct 3D aspects ofthe problem .

Thesolution in classically allowed regionsism atched onto thatin classically forbidden regionsby a

connection form ula thatproperly accountsforthenonlinearm ean-�eld interaction.Specialcasesfor

vortex solutionsare treated too.Com parisonsoftheQ 1D solution with full3D and Thom as-Ferm i

onesare presented.

PACS num bers:3.75.Fi,03.75.-b,67.90.+ z,71.35.Lk

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

Sim ple approxim ationsfordescribing Bose-Einstein condensates(BECs)have been very usefulforunderstanding

their physics. For exam ple,in the m ean-�eld approxim ation,in regionswhere the localdensity is large enough,so

thatthe m ean-�eld (nonlinear)term in the G ross-Pitaevskiiequation (G PE)ism uch largerthan the kinetic-energy

term ,the Thom as-Ferm i(TF) approxim ation o�ers such a sim pli�ed description for the ground state ofa BEC in

a stationary potential[1]. However,in classically forbidden regionsofthe coordinate space,the density islow,and

the TF approxim ation isinvalid. Itisnecessary to m atch the TF approxim ation in the region ofhigh density to a

description valid neartheboundariesoftheclassicallyallowed m otion and in theclassicallyforbidden region foragiven

externalpotential.Fordynam icsituations,som esim pleapproxim ationsexistfortim e-dependentharm onicpotentials

[2,3].Itwould be very usefulto havea sim ple e�ective one-dim ensional(1D)approxim ation thatproperly accounts

forthe 3D characterofa BEC,forboth static and dynam ic problem sin con�gurationswith spatialsym m etry,such

asa BEC in a cylindrically sym m etricpotential(e.g.,a harm onictrap with cylindricalsym m etry,with orwithoutan

opticalpotentialthatvariesin space along the sym m etry axisofthe harm onic potential,see a detailed form ulation

ofthe m odelbelow in Sec.II). Pedrietal. developed a treatm entofthiskind [4]. Anothercontribution wasm ade

in Ref.[5],which aim ed at a derivation ofan e�ectively one-dim ensional(1D) G PE relevantfor the description of

3D BEC by m eansofthe variationalapproxim ation.The 1D wavefunction derived in [5]wasde�ned so thatithas

the sam e density distribution along the sym m etry axisofthe system asthatwhich could be obtained by integrating

thedistribution produced by thefull3D wavefunction in thetransverseplane.Asa result,thee�ective1D equation

derived in Ref.[5]had a non-polynom ialnonlinearity. M oreover,the transverse G aussian distribution adopted in

Ref.[5]to derive the 1D equation,strongly di�ersfrom the actualtransverse distribution in the case oflarge BEC

density (which iswellapproxim ated by the TF form ,seebelow).

Here,our objective is to im prove upon the treatm ents ofRefs.[4,5]in a num ber ofways. In our treatm ent in

Sec.III,regionsofphysicalspacein which thedensity issu�cientfortheapplication ofthem ean-�eld approxim ation,

and thosein which thedensity islow,aretreated com pletelydi�erently.In Sec.IV wedevelop aconnection (crossover)

form ula for the wave function in these regions,in analogy with the com m only known form ulas between classically

allowed and forbidden regions in ordinary quantum m echanics [6](the di�erence from the connection form ula in

quantum m echanics is due to the fact that the G PE is a nonlinear equation). A W K B approxim ation for the

nonlinearSchr�odingerequation in an externalpotential,uniform ly valid in classically allowed and forbidden regions,

wasrecently proposed in Ref.[7],butthatresultdoesnotproducetheconnection form ula.W edevelop an e�ectively

1D treatm entofthe dynam icsin cylindricalsym m etry,which properly accountsforthe 3D aspectsofthe problem ,

see Sec.IIIbelow. In the classically allowed region,the full3D G PE is reduced to a 1D counterpart,the solution
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to this 1D equation being subjectto a non-canonical(non-quadratic)norm alization condition [see Eq.(13)below],

which is derived from the canonicalnorm alization for the 3D wave function. As a physically relevant application

ofthe generalm ethod outlined above,in Sec.V we calculate the quantum -m echanicaldistribution ofvalues ofthe

longitudinalm om entum in a cigar-shaped BEC.Thisdistribution also hasa non-canonicalform ,in com parison with

ordinary quantum m echanicsin 1D.In Sec.VIwegeneralizetheapproach to treatthecaseofaBEC with vorticity;in

thiscase,thee�ective1D norm alization condition takeson a stillm oreinvolved form [seeEq.(48)].W ealso develop

a generalization forthe case when the cylindricalsym m etry isbroken by an externalpotential,so thatthe e�ective

equation isa 2D one,see Sec.VIIbelow. In thatcase,the 2D wave function issubjectto a di�erentnon-canonical

norm alization,see Eq.(50)below. In Sec.VIIIwe provide num ericalexam plesthatcom pare ourm ethod with full

3D calculationsfora BEC isstatic potentialsand fordynam icsofa BEC in the presence ofa tim e-varying external

potential.

W e stressthatourreduction ofthe 3D equation to its1D (or2D,in the broken-sym m etry case)counterpartdoes

notresortto theG aussian approxim ation forthedependenceofthe wavefunction on thetransversecoordinate(s)in

the high-density region,wherethisapproxim ation isnotwarranted.Thisisa principaldi�erence from the approach

developed in Refs.[4,5].

II. A M O D EL W IT H C Y LIN D R IC A L SY M M ET R Y

W e begin by de�ning the kinds ofsystem s ofinterest to us in the context ofa cylindrically sym m etric m odel

problem . To thisend,we considera BEC in an array ofopticaltraps,in the presence ofthe gravitational�eld and

large-size m agnetic trap in the form ofa parabolic potentialinduced by the interaction ofthe m agnetic m om entof

atom swith an externalstatic m agnetic�eld.The staticm agnetic-trap potentialis

VM (r)=
1

2
m
�
!
2
zz

2 + !
2
?
(x2 + y

2)
�
; (1)

wherem istheatom icm ass.Theopticalpotentialisproduced bylightbeam swith identicallinearpolarizations,whose

propagation directionsliein oneplanewith thez axis,form ing angles�=2 and � � �=2 with it,(� = 0 correspondsto

twobeam scounter-propagatingalongthezaxis).Interferencebetween these�eldsproducesastanding-wavepotential

along the z direction,whose am plitude is proportionalto the intensity oflight. It is assum ed that the intensity is

initially zero and gradually increaseswith tim e,hence the light-induced potentialexperienced by atom sin the BEC

is

VL (z;t)= V0(t)[1+ cos(2kz)]=2; (2)

where V0(t) is the optical-potential’sam plitude which variesin tim e,and k � (2�=�ph)sin(�=2) is the wave vector

ofthe opticallattices,�ph being the wavelength oflight. It is often convenientto discuss the depth ofthe optical

potentialin unitsofthe recoilenergy E R = (2��h=�ph)
2
=(2m ),which isthe kinetic energy gained by an atom when

itabsorbsa photon from the opticallattice.

Finally,the description ofthe m ean-�eld dynam icsofthe condensateisbased on the 3D tim e-dependentG PE,

i�h
@

@t
	(r;t)=

�
p̂
2
=2m + V (r;t)+ N U0j	j

2
�
	; (3)

whereV (r;t)= VM (r)� m gz+ VL (z;t)isthefullpotential(thesecond term isthegravitationalpotential),p̂2=2m is

thekinetic-energy operator,U0 = 4�a0�h
2
=m istheatom -atom interaction strength thatisproportionalto thes-wave

scattering length a0,and N isthe totalnum berofatom s.Note that,according to Eq.(1),the fullpotentialcan be

written as

V (r;t)� Vz(z;t)+ V? (r? ); with V? (r? )�
1

2
m !

2
?

�
x
2 + y

2
�
: (4)

Equation (3) can be rewritten,in term s ofcharacteristic di�raction and nonlinear tim e-scales tD F and tN L ,as

follows[8,9]:

@	

@t
= i

�
r2T F

tD F
r
2
� V (r;t)=�h �

1

tN L

j	j2

j	 m j
2

�

	 : (5)

Here,the di�raction tim e tD F � 2m r2T F=�h,with rT F =
p
2�=(m �!2) and �! = (!z!

2
?
)1=3,and the nonlinear tim e

tN L � (G j	m j
2=�h)�1 = (�=�h)�1 can be expressed in term s ofthe chem icalpotential,where j	 m jis the m axim um

m agnitudeof	 [8].Anotherusefullength scaleisrT F;z =
p
2�=(m !2z),i.e.,theTF radiusin thez direction.Thisis

the sizeofa TF wavefunction in the z direction forthe harm onicpotentialm !2zz
2=2.
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III. T H E SEM IC LA SSIC A L A P P R O X IM A T IO N

W econsidera sem iclassicalapproach based on theThom as-Ferm iapproxim ation fora 3D BEC wavefunction in a

cylindrically sym m etricpotential.O urtreatm entisbroken up into di�erentapproachesdepending upon whetherthe

atom ic gasdensity ishigh (in the classically allowed regionsofthe coordinatespace)orlow (in classically forbidden

regions).

A . C lassically A llow ed R egion

In the classically allowed region [not too close to its boundaries so that the atom ic gas density,and hence,the

nonlinearterm in Eq.(3),rem ain su�ciently large],ourdescription isbased on thefollowing ansatz forthe3D wave

function 	(r;t),

	(r;t)=  (z;t)

�
G � V? (r? )=j (z;t)j

2

G

� 1=2

(6)

where (z;t)isa newly de�ned e�ective1D wavefunction,and G � N U0 [cf.Eq.(3)].Notethattheansatzassum es

a fairly sim ple relation between the squared 1D and 3D wavefunctions,

j j
2
= V? =G + j	j

2
: (7)

O fcourse,the ansatz(6)m akessensein the region where

G j (z;t)j2 � V? (r? )> 0: (8)

Substituting the ansatz (6)into the 3D G PE and neglecting the transverse partofthe kinetic-energy operatorin

the spiritofthe TF approxim ation,wearriveatan e�ective 1D G PE,

i�h
@ 

@t
=

�
1

2m
p̂
2
z + Vz(z;t)+ G j j

2

�

 ; (9)

upon neglecting term sproportionalto V? . Strictly speaking,to derive Eq.(9)we need a condition V? � G j	j2,in

term softhe3D wavefunction.However,itwillbeshown below thatthe1D equation (9)isa reasonableapproxim ate

m odeleven when the term s V? and G j	j2 are on the sam e order ofm agnitude. The fullTF approxim ation for

stationarysolutionstoEq.(9)can beobtained,asdiscussed in Sec.IIIC below,ifonefurtherneglectsthelongitudinal

kinetic-energyoperator(1=2m )p̂2z.W estressthatansatz(6)isnotan exactsolution ofthefull3D G PE,and itcannot

describeradialexcitationsofthe BEC.

Forthe caseofa harm onictransversepotentialV? from Eq.(4),the abovecondition (8)yields

r
2
< r

2
m (z;t)�

2G

m !2
?

j (z;t)j2; (10)

where r isthe radialcoordinate in the plane (x;y). The quantity rm introduced in Eq.(10)m ay be regarded asa

de�nition oftheradiusofthecigar-shaped BEC ata given valuesofz and t.The3D wavefunction 	(r;t)issubject

to the ordinary norm alization condition,

2�

Z
1

0

rdr

Z + 1

�1

dzj	(r;z;t)j2 = 1: (11)

Upon noting thatthe integration overr in Eq.(11)iscon�ned to the region r < rm and substitution ofthe ansatz

(6)into Eq.(11),we obtain a result,

2�

Z + 1

�1

dz

Z rm

0

rdrj	(r;z;t)j2 =
2�

G

Z + 1

�1

dz

Z rm

0

rdr
�
G j (z;t)j2 � m !

2
?
r
2
=2
�

�
�m !2

?

G

Z + 1

�1

dz

Z rm

0

rdr
�
r
2
m � r

2
�
=

�G

m !2
?

Z + 1

�1

j (z;t)j4dz = 1: (12)
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Thus,according to Eq.(12),the usualnorm alization condition for the 3D wave function,Eq.(11),generates the

following non-canonicalnorm alization condition forthe e�ective1D wavefunction:

Z + 1

�1

j (z;t)j4dz =
m !2

?

�G
: (13)

W estressthatthisabnorm al-lookingcondition isa directresultofthestandard fullnorm alization condition (11)and

the ansatz(6)adopted forthe 3D wavefunction.

W e note that,asfollowsfrom Eq.(6), (z;t)� 	(x = 0;y = 0;z;t),i.e.,the function  isthe particularvalue of

the fullwave function 	 on the axisx = y = 0 (therefore,the functions and 	 are m easured in the sam e units).

Despite the on-axis identity between the functions 	 and  ,the latter one does not have the interpretation as a

probability am plitude forthe distribution ofatom salong the z axis;instead,the probability for�nding a particle in

the region between z and z+ dz (integrated in the transverseplane)is

P (z)dz = 2�

Z
1

0

rdrj	(r;z;t)j2 dz =
�G

m !2
?

j (z;t)j4dz; (14)

cf.Eqs.(12)and (13).

Recallthat,in contrastto linearquantum m echanics,the norm alization ofthe wave function  isim portantand

a�ectsphysicalresultsin nonlineartheoriesofthe G PE type.Indeed,the strength ofthe nonlinearm ean-�eld term

in Eq.(9)isdeterm ined by the m axim um valueofj j2 and isthusa�ected by the norm alization.

B . Stationary and Slow ly V arying C ases

A stationarysolution tothe3D G PE with atim eindependentpotentialV (r)can beapproxim ated,in theclassically

allowed regions,by a stationary version ofthe ansatz (6), (r;z;t)= �(z)exp[� (i=�h)�t],where the function �(z)

satis�esthe equation

�
�h
2

2m

d2�

dz2
+ [Vz(z)� �]� + G �

3 = 0 (15)

following from Eq.(9).

For problem s with a slow tim e variation, we can consider an instantaneous eigenstate of the nonlinear tim e-

dependentG PE equation. Adiabatically varying potentialsVz(z;t)can be treated by calculating the instantaneous

chem icalpotentialand quasi-stationarywavefunction �(z;t)in theinstantaneousexternalpotential,and then form ing

the fulltim e-dependentsolution as

 (r;z;t)= �(z;t)exp

�

� (i=�h)

Z t

0

dt
0
�(t0)

�

: (16)

Strictly speaking,the non-canonicalnorm alization condition (13),unlike the canonical(quadratic)one,isnotcom -

patible with the fulltim e-dependente�ective 1D G PE (9). However,there isno problem with the com patibility in

the caseofthe adiabatically slow evolution.

C . FullT hom as-Ferm iA pproxim ation in the C lassically A llow ed R egion

Thefull3D TF approxim ation can berecovered ifweapply theTF approxim ation directly to the1D equation (9),

neglecting the kinetic-energy operatorin it,so thatthe solution willbe

 (z;t)=

r
� � Vz(z;t)

G
exp

�

�
i

�h

Z t

0

dt
0
�(t0)

�

: (17)

According to Eq.(6),thisyieldsthe full3D TF wavefunction,

	(r;t)=

�
� � V? (r)? � Vz(z;t)

G

� 1=2

exp

�

�
i

�h

Z t

0

dt
0
�(t0)

�

: (18)
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Substituting Eq.(17)into the non-canonicalnorm alization condition (13)yields

Z + 1

�1

[�(t)� Vz(z;t)]
2
dz = G m !

2
?
=� ; (19)

where the region ofintegration over z is restricted by the condition �(t)� Vz(z;t)> 0. Hence,the norm alization

condition (19)determ inesthechem icalpotential�(t).Notethatthecondition (19)isequivalentto theusualform of

the condition which determ inesthe chem icalpotentialin the fram ework ofthe TF approxim ation applied to the full

3D equation (3):

2�

G

Z
1

0

rdr

Z + 1

�1

dz [�(t)� V (r;t)]= 1; (20)

where the integration isperform ed overthe region in which �(t)� V (r;t)> 0.Perform ing the algebra,we arriveat

the usualexpression forthe chem icalpotentialin the staticharm onic3D potential(withoutan opticalcom ponent):

� =
1

2
[15G =(4�)]

2=5
(m �!2)3=5 :

Finally,forany potentialVz(z)(and theharm onicpotentialV? ),thee�ectiveprobability density de�ned by Eq.(14)

takesthe following form in the TF approxim ation:

PT F(z)=
�

m !2
?
G
j� � Vz(z)j

2
; (21)

in the region where� � Vz(z)> 0;otherwise,PT F(z)= 0.

D . C lassically Forbidden R egions

In theclassically forbidden regions,thedensity ofatom sissm all,thereforethenonlinearterm in theG PE m ay be

dropped,so thatitbecom estantam ountto the ordinary quantum -m echanicalSchr�odingerequation,hence we adopt

the following productansatzfor	(r;t):

	(r;t)=  (z;t)exp(� r
2
?
=2R 2

?
� i!? t=2); (22)

where the transversesquared radiusisR 2
?
= �h=m !? .W e stressthatthe G aussian approxim ation forthe transverse

partofthe ansatz (22)isappropriate,unlike in the classically allowed region,asthe equation ise�ectively linearin

the presentcase.Upon substituting Eq.(22)into the linearized G PE,itisstraightforward to obtain an e�ective 1D

linearSchr�odingerequation,

i�h
@ (z;t)

@t
=

�
1

2m
p̂
2
z + Vz(z;t)

�

 : (23)

Q uite naturally,Eq.(23)is equivalentto Eq.(9)in the classically forbidden region,asin this region the nonlinear

term in Eq.(9)isnegligible.

IV . M A T C H IN G C O N D IT IO N S

Equations(9)or(5)can be rewritten in the following form by rescaling t,z and  :

iut+
1

2
uzz � U (z;t)u � 
 juj

2
u = 0; (24)

where
 > 0 isa properly norm alized nonlinearcoupling strength.A solution to Eq.(24)issoughtforas

u(z;t)= v(z;t)exp

�

� i

Z t

0

dt
0
�(t0)

�

; (25)
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with a realchem icalpotential�(t)and a realfunction v(z;t),cf. Eq. (16). Here,the tim e dependence ofU (z;t)is

presum ed to be slow enough,and v(z;t)satis�esa quasi-stationary equation,

[�(t)� U (z;t)]v+
1

2

d2v

dz2
� 
v

3 = 0: (26)

Asin the ordinary sem iclassicalform ofquantum m echanics,itisnecessary to m atch the approxim ationsforthe

wavefunction acrossthe classicalturning point,which separatesthe classically allowed and forbidden regionsin the

1D space.Aswellasin linearquantum m echanics,the wavefunction in the latterregion willbe taken in the W K B

approxim ation,see Eq.(27)below.However,a crucialdi�erence from the standard theory isthatthe wavefunction

in theclassically allowed area istaken notin thecorresponding version oftheW K B approxim ation,butratherin the

TF form .This,ofcourse,drastically changesthe m atching problem (seealso Ref.[7]).

Deeply underthebarrier,i.e.,forlargepositivevaluesofthepotentialU (z),thedensity ofparticlesissm all,hence,

asitwasalready m entioned above,thenonlinearterm in Eq.(26)m ay bedropped,and a solution m ay bepresented

in the standard sem i-classical(W K B)approxim ation,

v(z)=
C

[2(U (z)� �)]
1=4

exp

�

�

Z z

z0

p
2(U (z0)� �)dz0

�

; (27)

where,forthe de�niteness,we choose z0 asthe classicalturning point,atwhich U (z0)= �,and C is(forthe tim e

being) an arbitrary realconstant(because C is arbitrary,z0 m ay indeed be chosen arbitrarily). It is also assum ed

thatthe classically forbidden region islocated atz > z0,i.e.,to the rightofthe turning point. Asusual,the W K B

approxim ation (27)isnotvalid too closeto the turning point.

O n the other hand,the solution in the classically allowed region (z < z0),not too close to the turning point,is

taken in the usualTF approxim ation asdescribed above,cf.Eq.(17):

vT F =

s

� � U (z)



: (28)

Notethat,unliketheW K B solution (27),theTF approxim atesolution (28)doesnotcontain any arbitrary constant.

Now we need to m atch the two approxim ations(27)and (28)acrossthe turning point,in a vicinity ofwhich both

approxim ationsarenotapplicable,theeventualobjectivebeingto�nd theconstantC in Eq.(27).Followingtheusual

quantum -m echanicalapproach,one can castthe m atching problem into a standard form ,expanding the potentialin

a vicinity ofthe turning point,

� � U (z)� F0 (z� z0); (29)

where F0 is the value ofthe potentialforce at the turning point (in the present case,F0 < 0). The accordingly

m odi�ed version ofEq.(26)is

d2v

dz2
+ F0 (z� z0)v� 2
v3 = 0;

which istransform ed into a norm alized form ,

d2w

d�2
= �w + 2w3; (30)

by m eansofrescalings

� � (2jF0j)
1=3

(z� z0);v �
(2jF0j)

1=3

p



w: (31)

Equation (31)isa particularcaseofa classicalequation known asthe Painlev�etranscendentalofthe second type.

The fullform ofthisequation (a standard notation forwhich isPII)is

d2w

d�2
= �w + 2w3 + �;

cf.Eq.(30),where � is an arbitrary realparam eter;in the present case,� � 0. The use ofthe expansion (29)

and sim pli�ed equation (30) for m atching di�erent asym ptotic solutions ofan equation equivalent to Eq.(26) was
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proposed,in a contextdi�erentfrom BEC,in Ref.[10](however,theasym ptoticform ofthesolution in theclassically

allowed region,forwhich theanalysiswasdonein Ref.[10],wasdi�erentfrom Eq.(28):itcorresponded toanonlinear

wave function oscillating in space,ratherthan to the TF case). Here,itisnecessary to �nd a solution to Eq.(30)

with the property thatittakesthe asym ptoticform s

w �
p
� �=2 and w �

eC

�1=4
exp

�

�
2

3
�
3=2

�

(32)

at� ! � 1 and � ! + 1 ,respectively,in accordancewith Eqs.(28)and (27).The actualproblem isto �nd a value

oftheuniversalnum ericalconstant eC in Eqs.(32)from m atching thesolution to itsuniquely de�ned asym ptoticform

at� ! � 1 .

Asm entioned above,thism atchingproblem isdi�erentfrom itscounterpartin ordinary(linear)quantum m echanics.

An exactsolution to thisproblem isavailablein the m athem aticalliterature(see Ref.[11]and referencesto original

workstherein).The �nalresultofthe analysisis

eC =
1

2
p
�
� 0:282: (33)

Using thisexactresult,and undoing the rescalings(31),we obtain the value ofthe constantC in the W K B solution

(27):

C = eC

s

2jF0j



�

s

jF0j

2�

: (34)

W ith the relation (34),the W K B expression (27)forthe wave function underthe barrieriscom pletely de�ned. O f

course,the resultpresented in the form (34)also applieswhen the classically forbidden region islocated to the left

(ratherthan to the right)ofthe classicalturning point.

Thisresultforthem atchingproblem appliesaswelltothecaseoftheadiabaticallyslow variation oftheparam eters,

e.g.,when F0 slowly variesasa function oftim e (orwhen 
 changeswith tim e due to variation ofthe trap potential

with tim e). The resultdoesnotapply to the case ofa verticalpotentialwall(when,form ally,F0 = 1 ). However,

in this case,the solution is alm osttrivial. Indeed,assum e thatatthe pointz = 0 there isa jum p ofthe potential

from a largenegativevalueU� insidethe well(z < 0)to a largepositivevalueU+ in theclassically forbidden region

(z > 0). Then,in the allowed region,the TF solution in the form v =
p
(� � U� )=
 isvalid everywhere up to the

turning point,the exactsolution in the forbidden region is

v = C exp

�

�
p
2(U+ � �)z

�

;

and the constantC isim m ediately found from the continuity condition,C =
p
(� � U� )=
.

V . M O M EN T U M D IST R IB U T IO N

The approach developed above can be naturally applied to calculate the distribution ofvaluesofthe longitudinal

m om entum p in a given quantum state j	i,which can be m easured in a direct experim ent. The distribution is

determ ined by the scalarproduct

P (p)= jhpj	ij
2
; (35)

where,up to a norm alization factor,

hpj= exp

�
� ipz

�h

�

(36)

istheconjugateeigenfunction ofthem om entum operator.Thus,according to Eq.(35),to determ inethem om entum

distribution in thez direction weneed to calculatenothing elsebutthe1D Fouriertransform ofthe3D wavefunction

(6),additionally integrated in the transversedirection [the scalarproductin Eq.(35)assum es,ofcourse,the full3D

integration]:

hpj	i= 2�

Z + 1

�1

dzexp

�
� ipz

�h

� Z
1

0

	(r? ;z;t)r? dr? ; (37)
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wherethe m ultiplier2� isgenerated by the angularintegration in the transverseplane.

Substituting the expression (6)for	 in theclassically allowed region into (37),the integration overr? iscon�ned

to the interval0 < r? < rm ,where r
2
m (z;t)isthe sam e asde�ned aboveby Eq.(10).Taking into accountthe form

ofthe transversepotential(4),we arriveatan expression

hpj	i � 2�

Z + 1

�1

dzexp

�
� ipz

�h

�

 (z;t)

Z rm

0

�
G � V? (r? )=j (z;t)j

2

G

� 1=2

r? dr?

= 2�

Z + 1

�1

r
2
m dzexp

�
� ipz

�h

�

 (z;t)

Z 1

0

p
1� �2�d�; (38)

where � � r? =rm . Further,using an elem entary form ula
R1
0

p
1� �2�d� = 1=3 and the expression (10)for rm ,we

obtain from Eq.(38),

hpj	i=
4�

3

G

m !2
?

Z + 1

�1

dzexp

�
� ipz

�h

�

 (z;t)j (z;t)j2 ; (39)

which isthe �nalresult:Eq.(39)tellsone thatthe am plitude hpj	iofthe probability distribution,thatdeterm ines

the probability asperEq.(35),is

hpj	i=
4�(2�)1=2

3

G

m !2
?

F f j j
2
g(p=�h); (40)

whereF isthe sym bolofthe Fouriertransform ,

F ffg(!)�
1

(2�)1=2

Z + 1

�1

exp(� i!t)f(t)dt: (41)

In the classically forbidden region,the usualquantum m echanicalexpressionsforthe m om entum distribution apply.

Expectation valuesofoperatorsinvolvingonly thelongitudinalm om entum can becom puted asfollows,ifweneglect

a contribution from theclassically forbidden regions.Supposewehavean operatorO (p),such as,forinstance,p itself

orthe kinetic energy,p2=(2m ).Then,the expectation valueofthe operatorO (p)isgiven by

h	jO (p)j	i=

Z + 1

�1

dpO (p)jhpj	ij
2
: (42)

The expression (40)should be then substituted forhpj	iin Eq.(42).

V I. T H E C O N D EN SA T E W IT H V O R T IC IT Y

Theaboveconsideration can begeneralized foracasewhen thecondensateinsidethecylindrically sym m etricregion

isgiven vorticity,so thatthe wavefunction hasthe form

	(r;z;t)= exp(il�)�(r;z;t); (43)

where � isthe angularcoordinate in the transverseplane,and listhe vorticity quantum num ber. The ansatz (6)is

then replaced by

	(r;z;t)= exp(il�)G �1=2

s

G j l(z;t)j
2 �

�

m !2
?
r2=2+

�h
2
l2

2m r2

�

: (44)

The corresponding norm alization condition replacing Eq.(11)takesthe form

2�

Z + 1

�1

dz

Z rm

rm in

rdrj	(r;z;t)j2 = 1; (45)

wherenow,

r
2
m =

1

m !2
?

�

G j lj
2
+

q

G 2 j lj
4
� (l�h!? )

2

�

; (46)

r
2
m in =

1

m !2
?

�

G j lj
2
�

q

G 2 j lj
4
� (l�h!? )

2

�

: (47)
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The corresponding 1D G PE equation for l(z;t)is

i�h
@ l

@t
=

�
1

2m
p̂
2
z + Vz(z;t)+ G j lj

2

�

 l:

Finally,thesubstitution oftheexpressions(44)and (46),(47)into Eq.(45)yields,aftera straightforward calculation

ofthe integraloverthe radialvariabler,an e�ectively 1D norm alization condition in a com plicated form ,which isa

generalization ofthe abovenon-canonicalnorm alization condition (13)corresponding to l= 0:

Z + 1

�1

dz

2

4
G j l(z)j

2

q

G 2 j l(z)j
4
� (l�h!? )

2

m 2!4
?

�

�
�hl

m !?

� 2

ln

 

2G 2 j l(z)j
4

(l�h!? )
2

� 1+
2G j l(z)j

2

l�h!?

s

G 2 j l(z)j
4

(l�h!? )
2

� 1

! #

=
2G

�m !2
?

: (48)

Note that,with l= 0,this result indeed reduces to Eq.(13). A consequence ofEq.(48) is that j l(z)j
2
cannot

take values sm aller than

�

j l(z)j
2
�

m in
= (l�h!? )=G . Furtherm ore, from Eq.(44) it is clear that the condition

G j l(z;t)j
2 �

h

m !2
?
r2=2+ (�hl=r)

2
=(2m )

i

> 0 m ustbe satis�ed forthe ansatz(44)to be valid.

V II. T H E B R O K EN -SY M M ET R Y C O N D EN SA T E

Asm entioned in theintroduction,the approach developed abovecan beextended to thecasewhen thecylindrical

sym m etry about the z axis is broken by a non-axisym m etric potentialVxy(x;y). In this case,essentially the sam e

ansatz asgiven by Eq.(6)m ay be em ployed ifthe potentialis harm onic in z. Accordingly,we take the transverse

potentialasV? (z)= (1=2)m !2
?
z2,cf.Eq.(4),and an ansatzin the form

	(r;t)=  (x;y;t)

�
G � m !2

?
z2=2j (x;y;t)j2

G

� 1=2

: (49)

Note that the interpretation ofthe function  (x;y;t) is sim ilarto that ofthe function  (z;t)in the ansatz (6): it

coincides with the full3D wave function 	(x;y;z;t)at z = 0. Substitution ofEq.(49) into the 3D norm alization

condition (11)and straightforward integration in the z{direction yieldsa result

Z + 1

�1

Z + 1

�1

j (x;y)j
3
dxdy =

3

4

r
m !2

?

2G
; (50)

cf.Eq.(13).Thisisanotherexam pleofthenon-canonicalnorm alization condition which isgenerated by thereduction

in the e�ectivespacedim ension.Asforthe e�ective2D G PE generated by the ansatz(49),ithasthe usualform ,

i�h
@ (x;y;t)

@t
=

�
1

2m

�
p̂
2
x + p̂

2
y

�
+ Vxy(x;y;t)

�

 ; (51)

cf.Eq.(9)[aform alcondition underwhich Eq.(51)can bederived from the3D equation (3)ism !2
?
z2 � j (x;y;t)j2].

W e do not consider the problem ofm atching the wave function in the classically allowed and forbidden regions

in the fram ework ofthe 2D equation (51),as the W K B approxim ation for the classically forbidden region is itself

problem aticin the2D case.In fact,thisapproxim ation wasonly elaborated forthe2D m otion in an axially sym m etric

�eld [6],which doesnotcorrespond to thesituation ofinterestin thepresentcontext[theaxialsym m etry in the(x;y)

planewillbe destroyed by theopticallattice].

V III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

For the num ericalsolution ofEqs.(3)and (9),we used the standard split-step operatorm ethod [12]. The com -

putationalgrids had 65536 and 32 � 32 � 2048 points for the 1D and 3D cases,respectively, with spatialsteps

�h z � 0:0002rT F;z forthe 1D geom etry,and �h x = �h y � 0:13rT F and �h z � 0:005rT F forthe 3D case.W e used
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two di�erent m ethods for �nding stationary solutions to G PE (15),and to its 3D counterpart: the �rst technique

wasan im aginary-tim eversion ofthe split-step operatorm ethod [8],and the second isthe standard �nite-di�erence

m ethod used to solve a two-pointboundary value problem [13]. It is im portantto note that,by treating Eq.(15)

asa two-pointboundary problem ,the initialconditionsm ustinclude the eigenvalue �. Thiswill,generally,give an

unphysicalsolution for� sincethenorm alization condition willnotbem et.By gradually changingthevalueof�,and

redeterm ining the wave function ofthe nonlinearG PE using the �nite-di�erence m ethod,we can follow the surface

ofsolutionsto Eq.(15)untila physicalsolution isobtained.

Num erically,we �nd the im aginary tim e split-step relaxation m ethod painfully di�cultto converge in 3D forthe

cigar-shaped geom etry that we used in the calculations,both with and without the opticalpotential. The �nite-

di�erence two-pointboundary value m ethod appearsto be m ore e�cient. For dynam icalsim ulations,however,we

used only the split-step m ethod.

W e consider a 87Rb condensate with 106 atom s in a harm onic potentialwith trap frequencies !z = 100 Hz and

!x = !y = 20 Hz,and s-wave scattering length a0 = 5:017 nm . W e �rstconsiderthe case when only the harm onic

potentialis present; the action of an opticalpotential on the trapped BEC will be considered below. For the

param etersused in thecalculations,theTF radiusin thez direction isrT F;z = 36:35 �m ,and thechem icalpotential

is� = 1:507� 10�30 J.

Figure 1 showsthe probability P (z) versusz,as calculated using Eq.(5). Also shown is the probability PT F(z)

asobtained from the fullTF approxim ation based on Eq.(21 ),and a probability P3D (z)found from the num erical

solution of the full 3D G PE.The curve obtained from the 3D G PE lies on top of the TF curve, being nearly

undiscernible from it (it is no surprise that TF is a good approxim ation for 106 Rb atom s in a harm onic trap).

Clearly,the com parison ofthe P (z)found by m eansofthe approxim ation developed abovewith the TF and full3D

resultsisexcellent.A slightdeterioration occursin the region wherethe density islow.

Figure2 showstheprobability distribution forthesam eharm onicpotentialasin Fig.1,butwith an added optical-

latticepotentialasgiven by Eq.(2),with thewavelength �ph = 840nm ,relativeangle� = 10degreesbetween thetwo

lightbeam s,and the constantam plitude V0 = 5E R .Forthiswavelength,the recoilenergy E R = �h
2
(2�=�)2=(2m )=

2:15� 10�30 J,so theoptical-potential’sstrength isabout1:4 tim esthevalueofthechem icalpotentialin theabsence

ofthe opticallattice. In the presence ofthe opticallattice,the chem icalpotentialis calculated to be 3:15� 10�30

J (slightly m ore than twice the chem icalpotentialwithoutthe opticallattice). Also shown in Fig.2 are the optical

potentialVL (z),and P (z)determ ined withouttheopticallattice(asin Fig.1).Asisseen from the�gure,theoptical

potentialsqueezesthe atom icdensity outto largerz;italso squeezesitoutto largerx and y,seebelow.

Figure 3 showsthe com parison ofP (z)with PT F(z)and P3D (z),where PT F(z)iscalculated using Eq.(21),and

with P3D (z) as obtained by solving the stationary 3D G PE.The TF result stillprovides an adequate description,

despitethe factthatthe kineticenergy ism oreim portantin thiscasethan in thecasewithoutthe opticalpotential.

Henceweconcludethatthekineticenergy rem ainsm uch lesssigni�cantthan thepotentialand them ean-�eld energy

in this case. O ur m ethod produces results closer to the 3D result than the TF.The kinetic energy does broaden

the wave function in each opticalwell,hence peaksofthe wave functionsare lowerthan in the TF approxim ation,

as evident in Fig.3. Note,however,that our m ethod,being based on a TF-type approxim ation in the transverse

dim ension,restricts the di�usion ofthe wave function due to the kinetic energy to the z direction (but the wave

function isde�nitely squeezed into thetransversedim ension dueto theopticalpotentialand them ean-�eld { seenext

paragraph).Theinsetin the �gureisa blowup ofthe region nearz=rT F;z = 1.

Figure 4 showsj	(r)j2 versusr and z.A striking aspectofthis�gure isthe extentto which the wave function is

squeezed outto largerr in thepresenceoftheopticalpotential.W ithoutthispotential,thesizeofthewavefunction

in r is rT F;x (= rT F;y),but now it is squeezed out to about 5rT F;x. The size ofthe wave function in the radial

direction depends upon z,as does the extent ofthe squeezing in r. The distribution ofj	(r)j2 versusr and z,as

produced by the stationary 3D G PE,issim ilarto thatobtained by ourm ethod.

Lastly,in Fig.5 we show resultsofa dynam icalcalculation in which we varied the opticalpotentialasa function

oftim e,so thatthe peak strength depended on tim e asV0(t)= 5E R � exp[� ((t� tF )=�)
2
],with tF = 1:12 m sand

� = tF =2 = 0:56 m s. The calculated probability distribution P (z;t)is shown atfourdi�erenttim es,viz.,att= 0

before the opticalpotentialis ram ped up,att= tF =5 when the opticalpotentialis stillrather sm all,at t= tF =2

when theopticalpotentialissom ewhatlessthan 0.4 tim esits�nalvalueof5E R ,and att= tF ,when V0(tF )= 5E R .

Thedynam icsareinitially adiabatic,but,clearly,by the�naltim e,tF = 1:12 m s,thedynam icsceaseto beadiabatic

(com paretheresultwith theprobability distribution shown in Fig.2).Thedynam icsoftheprobability P (z;t)versus

z,calculated using the 3D G PE,aresim ilarto thatshown in Fig.5.
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IX . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have proposed severalim provem entsto the sem iclassicaldescription ofBECs in three dim ensions. First,an

ansatzthatm akesitpossible to reduce the corresponding 3D G PE to an e�ectively 1D equation in the cylindrically

sym m etriccasewasputforward.An interesting featureofthisapproach isthatthe corresponding 1D norm alization

condition,which followsfrom the standard norm alization condition in the full3D description,takesa non-canonical

form ,containingthefourth powerofthe1D wavefunction,ratherthan itssquare.Alsonon-canonicalisan expression

fortheprobability density ofthedistribution ofthe1D m om entum .Theseresultswerefurtherextended tocaseswhen

theBEC hasvorticity,and when cylindricalsym m etryisabsent;thesecasesyield additionalexam plesofnon-canonical

norm alization conditions,som etim esofquite com plicated form .

Anotherresult,obtained in thefram ework ofthee�ectively 1D description,isan explicitm atchingform ulabetween

the TF approxim ation valid in the classically allowed region,and the exponentially vanishing W K B approxim ation

valid in the classically forbidden region.Here,an exactsolution to a problem ,found long ago in an abstractm athe-

m aticalcontext,determ inesthe arbitrary constantin frontofthe exponentially decaying W K B wavefunction.

To verify thevalidity ofanalyticalapproxim ationsdeveloped in thiswork,wehaveperform ed directnum ericalcal-

culationsofbound statesand ofdynam icsin atim e-depenendentpotential,and com pared theprobabilitydistributions

obtained with full3D results.Thecom parison showsthattheanalyticalapproxim ationsarequite accurate.
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versusz=rT F ;z,ascalculated using Eq.(21).The probability P3D (z)found from thestationary version ofthe full3D equation
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