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Im proved Sem iclassical A pproxim ation for B ose-E instein C ondensates: A pplication to
aBEC in an O ptical P otential
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W e present sem iclassical descriptions of B oseE instein condensates for con gurationsw ith spatial
sym m etry, eg., cylindrical sym m etry, and w thout any sym m etry. T he description ofthe cylindrical
case is quasione-din ensional (Q 1D ), in the sense that one only needs to solve an e ective 1D
nonlinear Schrodinger equation, but the solution incorporates correct 3D aspects of the problem .
T he solution in classically allowed regions ism atched onto that in classically forbidden regions by a
connection form ula that properly accounts for the nonlinearm ean— eld interaction. Specialcases for
vortex solutions are treated too. C om parisons ofthe Q 1D solution w ith 1l13D and Thom asFem i
ones are presented.

PACS numbers: 3.75F i, 03.75.D, 67.90 + z, 71.35Lk

I. NTRODUCTION

Sin ple approxin ations for describbing B oseE instein condensates BEC s) have been very usefiul for understanding
their physics. For exam ple, In the m ean— eld approxin ation, in regions where the local density is lJarge enough, so
that the m ean— eld (nonlinear) tem in the G rossP itaevskiiequation GPE) ismuch larger than the kineticenergy
term , the Thom asFem i (TF) approxin ation o ers such a sin pli ed description for the ground state ofa BEC In
a stationary potential ﬂ}']. However, In classically forbidden regions of the coordinate space, the density is low, and
the TF approxin ation is invalid. It is necessary to m atch the TF approxin ation in the region of high density to a
description valid near the boundaries ofthe classically allow ed m otion and in the classically forbidden region fora given
extemalpotential. For dynam ic situations, som e sin ple approxin ations exist for tin e-dependent hamm onic potentials
'g, -'_3]. Tt would be very usefiil to have a sin plk e ective one-dim ensional (1D ) approxin ation that properly accounts
for the 3D character ofa BEC, for both static and dynam ic problem s in con gurations w ith spatial sym m etry, such
asaBEC in a cylindrically sym m etric potential (eg., a ham onic trap w ith cylindrical sym m etry, w ith or w ithout an
optical potential that varies In space along the symm etry axis of the ham onic potential, see a detailed form ulation
ofthe m odelbelow in Sec. IT). Pedriet al. developed a treatm ent of this kind B]. A nother contribution wasm ade
in Ref. E], which ain ed at a derivation of an e ectively one-din ensional (1D ) GPE re_]evant for the description of
3D BEC by m eans of the variational approxin ation. The 1D wave function derived in ﬁ] was de ned so that it has
the sam e density distribution along the sym m etry axis of the system as that which could be obtained by integrating
the distrbution produced by the full 3D wave function in the transverse plane. A s a resul, the e ective 1D equation
derived in Ref. E] had a non-polynom ial nonlinearity. M oreover, the transverse G aussian distrbution adopted in
Ref. E:Jn] to derive the 1D equation, strongly di ers from the actual transverse distrbbution in the case of large BEC
density which is well approxin ated by the TF form , see below ).

Here, our ob fctive is to in prove upon the treatm ents of Refs. [4 -5] In a number of ways. In our treatment In
Sec. -J:Ij: regions ofphysical space n which the density is su cient forthe app]Jcann ofthem ean- eld approxin ation,
and those in which the density is Iow , are treated com pletely di erently. In Sec. ELV. we develop a connection (crossover)
form ula Por the wave function In these regions, In analogy w ith the comm only known formm ulas between classically
allowed and forbidden regions In ordinary quantum m echanics f_é] (the di erence from the connection formula in
quantum m echanics is due to the fact that the GPE is a nonlhear equation). A W KB approxin ation for the
nonlinear Schrodinger equation In an extemalpotential, uniform Iy valid in classically allowed and forbidden regions,
was recently proposed In Ref. H], but that result does not produce the connection form ula. W e develop an e ectively
1D treatm ent of the dynam ics in cylindrical sym m etry, which properly accounts for the 3D aspects of the problam ,
See Sec. -]It below . In the classically allowed region, the ull 3D GPE is reduced to a 1D counterpart, the solution
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to this 1D equation being sub fct to a non-canonical (hon-quadratic) nom alization condition [see Eq. C_l-§') below ],
which is derived from the canonical nom alization for the 3D wave function. As a physically relevant application
of the generalm ethod outlined above, In Sec. :y: we calculate the quantum -m echanical distribution of values of the
Iongitudinalm om entum in a cigarshaped BE C . This distrbution also has a non-canonical form , in com parison w ith
ordinary quantum m echanics in 1D . In Sec. i\/ iwe generalize the approach to treat the case ofa BEC w ith vorticiy; in
this case, the e ective 1D nomm alization oonthJon takes on a stillm ore involved form [see Eq. ('A&) W e also develop
a generalization for the case when the cylindrical symm etry is broken by an extermmal potential, so that the e ective
equation is a 2D one, see Sec. i_/_]; below . In that case, the 2D wave function is sub fct to a di erent non-canonical
nom alization, see Eq. ('_5-g) below . In Sec.:f/_-]]_-:F we provide num erical exam ples that com pare our m ethod w ith full
3D calculations for a BEC is static potentials and for dynam ics ofa BEC in the presence of a tin evarying extemal
potential.

W e stress that our reduction of the 3D equation to its 1D (or 2D, in the broken-sym m etry case) counterpart does
not resort to the G aussian approxin ation for the dependence of the wave function on the transverse coordinate(s) in
the high-density J:egjog, w here this approxin ation is not warranted. T his is a principaldi erence from the approach
developed in Refs. {,5].

II. A MODEL W ITH CYLINDRICAL SYMM ETRY

W e begin by de ning the kinds of system s of interest to us In the context of a cylindrically sym m etric m odel
problem . To this end, we consider a BEC in an array of optical traps, in the presence of the gravitational eld and
large-size m agnetic trap in the form of a parabolic potential induced by the Interaction of the m agnetic m om ent of
atom sw ith an extemal static m agnetic eld. T he static m agnetictrap potential is

1
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wherem isthe atom icm ass. T he opticalpotential isproduced by light beam sw ith identical linearpolarizations, whose
propagation directions lie In one plane w ith the z axis, form ing angles =2 and =2 wih i, ( = 0 corresponds to
tw o beam s counterpropagating along the z axis) . Interference between these eldsproducesa standing-w ave potential
along the z direction, whose am plitude is proportional to the intensity of light. It is assum ed that the intensiy is
niially zero and gradually increases w ith tim e, hence the light-induced potential experienced by atom s In the BEC
is

Vi (z;D) = Vo (©) [L + coskz)]=2; @)

where Vj (t) is the opticalpotential’s am plitude which varies in tin e, and k 2 =pn) ( =2) is the wave vector
of the optical Jattices, ,n being the wavelength of light. It is often convenient to dJscuss the depth of the optical
potential in units of the recoilenergy Ex = (2 h= ph)2 =(2m ), which is the kinetic energy gained by an atom when
it absorbs a photon from the optical lattice.
F inally, the description of the m ean— eld dynam ics of the condensate isbased on the 3D tin edependent GPE,
@
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whereV (r;t) = Vy ¥) mgz+  (z;t) is the fullpotential (the second tem is the gravitationalpotential), p2=2m is
the kineticenergy operator, Uy = 4 aoh2=m is the atom -atom interaction strength that is proportionalto the s-wave
scattering length ag, and N is the total num ber of atom s. N ote that, according to Eg. 6_].'), the full potential can be
w ritten as

1
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E quation 6'_3) can be rew ritten, in tem s of characteristic di raction and nonlinear tim escales tpr and 4y 1, as
olows 8, d1:
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Here, the di raction tine tp » 2mZ,.=h,with g = 2 = !?)and ! = (!,!Z)'7?, and the nonlhear tine
i Gin F=h) ' = ( =h) ! can be expressed s of the chem ical potential, where j , Jis the m axin um
m agniude of [@.Anotheruseﬁ,ll]engﬂl scak isrrp;, = 2 =@ !2),ie, the TF radius in the z direction. This is

the size ofa TF wave fiinction i the z direction for the ham onic potentialm ! 2z%=2.
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III. THE SEM ICLASSICAL APPROXIM ATION

W e consider a sem iclassical approach based on the T hom asFem iapproxin ation fora 3D BEC wave function in a
cylindrically sym m etric potential. O ur treatm ent is broken up into di erent approaches depending upon whether the
atom ic gas density ishigh (in the classically allowed regions of the coordinate space) or low (in classically forbidden
regions).

A . C lassically A llow ed R egion

In the classically a]nged region ot too close to its boundaries so that the atom ic gas density, and hence, the
nonlinear tem in Eq. (lj), rem ain su ciently large], our description is based on the follow Ing ansatz for the 3D wave
function (r;t),

. 1=2
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where (z;t) isa newly de ned e ective 1D wave function, and G N Uy f. Eq. z_:%)]. N ote that the ansatz assum es
a airly sin ple relation between the squared 1D and 3D wave functions,

jF=v.=6+ 33 : ™)
O f course, the ansatz {G) m akes sense in the region where
Gj @ W @)>0: ®)

Substituting the ansatz ‘_é) Into the 3D GPE and neglecting the transverse part of the kineticenergy operator in
the spirit of the TF approxin ation, we arrive at an e ective 1D GPE,

. @ 1 .
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upon neglecting tem s proportionalto V, . Strictly speaking, to derive Eq. (:9') we need a condition V; Gji%, i
term s ofthe 3D wave function. H owever, it w illbe shown below that the 1D equation ('_9) is a reasonable approxin ate
model even when the term s V, and G j 3% are on the same order ofm agniude. The Il TF approxin ation for
stationary solutionsto Eq. {é) can be obtained, asdiscussed in Sec. ']I[C- below , ifone fiirther neglects the longitudinal
kinetic-energy operator (1= om p2 W e stressthat ansatz (6 ) isnot an exact solution ofthe f1ll3D G P E,and it cannot
describe radial excitations ofthe BEC .

For the case ofa ham onic transverse potentialV, from Eqg. 621), the above condition {g) yields

2G
—73 @it F; (10)
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where r is the radial coordinate In the plane (x;y). The quantity , ntroduced in Eq. C_l-(_)') m ay be regarded as a
de nition ofthe radiis ofthe cigarshaped BEC at a given valuesofz and t. The 3D wave function (x;t) is sub fct
to the ordinary nom alization condition,
Z Z 41
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Upon noting that the integration over r n Eq. I_fl:) is con ned to the region r < 1, and substitution of the ansatz
(@) into Eq. {11), we obtain a resul,
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T hus, according to Eqg. C_l-z_i), the usual nom alization condition for the 3D wave function, Eq. {_i}'), generates the
follow ing non-canonical nom alization condition for the e ective 1D wave function:

Z +1 m
j @i fdz =

12
2

@3)
1

W e stress that this abnom aHooking condition is a direct result of the standard fall nom alization condition {_l-]_;
the ansatz (§) adopted for the 3D wave finction.

W e note that as follow s from Eq. (é (z;0) x= 0;y= 0;z;t), ie., the function  is the particular value of
the fullwave finction on the axisx = y = 0 (therefore, the functions and aremeasured in the sam e units).
D espite the on-axis identity between the fiinctions and , the latter one does not have the interpretation as a
probability am plitude for the distrbution of atom s along the z axis; instead, the probability for nding a particle in
the region between z and z + dz (integrated in the transverse plane) is

Z
P (z)dz= 2 rdr j (J:;z;t)j2 dz =

~3 (i) fdz; 14)
m!
cf. Egs. C_l-@') and {_1-2_5)
Recall that, in contrast to linear quantum m echanics, the nom alization of the wave function is Im portant and
a ects physical results iIn nonlinear theories ofthe GPE type. Indeed, the strength of the nonlinear m ean— eld tem
n Eq. (.'g) is determ ned by the m axinum valie of 3 ¥ and is thus a ected by the nom alization.

B . Stationary and Slow ly Varying C ases

A stationary solution tothe 3D GPE wih atime J'nde}?endent potentialV (r) can be approxin ated, in the classically
allowed regions, by a stationary version of the ansatz (-_d), (r;z;t) = (@) exp [ (@=h) t], where the function (z)
satis es the equation

——+ V, @) ] +c3=0 15)

follow ing from Eg. ('g) .

For problem s wih a slow tine variation, we can consider an instantaneous eigenstate of the nonlinear tim e—
dependent GPE equation. A diabatically varying potentials V, (z;t) can be treated by calculating the instantaneous
chem icalpotentialand quasistationary wave function (z;t) in the instantaneous extemalpotential, and then form ing
the full tin edependent solution as

Z t
wzi= @Hep (@=h) d ¢) : 16)
0
Strictly speaking, the non-canonical nom alization condition Clﬂ), unlike the canonical (quadratic) one, is not com —

patble with the fi1ll tin edependent e ective 1D GPE (d H ow ever, there is no problem w ith the com patibility in
the case of the adiabatically slow evolution.

C. FullThom asFerm 1A pproxim ation in the C lassically A llow ed R egion

The ull 3D TF approxin ation can be recovered ifwe apply the TF approxin ation directly to the 1D equation ('_9),
neglcting the kinetic-energy operator in it, so that the solution w illbe
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A ccording to Eq. (:_6),thjsyje1dsthe 113D TF wave function,
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Substituting Eq. C_l-]') Into the non-canonical nom alization condition {_ij) yields

Z
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w here the Jgegion of integration over z is restricted by the condition (t) v, (_z;t) > 0. Hence, the nom alization
condition {_19) determ ines the chem icalpotential (t). N ote that the condition C_lg‘) is equivalent to the usual form of
the condition _whjch determ ines the chem icalpotential In the fram ework ofthe TF approxin ation applied to the full
3D equation 3):

> Z Z 1

— rdr dz [ () V ;0)]1= 1; (20)

G o 1
w here the integration is perform ed over the region In which (t) V (r;t) > 0. Perform ing the algebra, we arrive at
the usualexpression for the chem icalpotential in the static ham onic 3D potential w ithout an optical com ponent):

I56=@ )T~ (m!12)>:
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Finally, for any potentialV, (z) (and the ham onicpotentialV, ), the e ective probability density de ned by Eq. (:_LQ:
takes the ©llow Ing orm in the TF approxin ation:

i % @7F; @1)

Prr (2) = -

In the region where V, (z) > 0; otherw ise, P (z) = O.

D . C lassically Forbidden R egions

In the classically forbidden regions, the density of atom s is an all, therefore the nonlinear tetm In the GPE m ay be
dropped, so that i becom es tantam ount to the ordiary quantum -m echanical Schrodinger equation, hence we adopt
the follow ing product ansatz for (r;t):

@)=  (z;0) exp( r2=2RZ il t=2); ©2)

w here the transverse squared radiis isR2 = h=m !, . W e stress that the G aussian approxin ation ©r the transverse
part of the ansatz CZZ is approprate, unlike in the classically allowed region, as the equation is e ectively linear in
the present case. Upon substiuting Eq. CZZ) into the linearized GPE, i is straightforward to obtain an e ective 1D

linear Schrodinger equation,

J.h@ (z;1) _

1 2
ot %p ;t Ve (z;D) (23)

Quie natura]Jy, Eqg. C23) is equivalent to Eq. (9) in the classically forbidden region, as in this region the nonlinear
term In Eqg. (S} ) is negligble.

IVv. MATCHING CONDITIONS
E quations @) or 6_5) can be rew ritten in the follow ing form by rescaling t, z and
. 1 2.
i + > Uzz U (z;tu ifju= 0; (24)

where > 0 isa properly nom alized nonlinear coupling strength. A solution to Eg. I_Z-fi) is sought for as
Z t
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w ih a real chem icalpotential () and a real function v (z;t), cf. Eq. C_l-Q') . Here, the tim e dependence of U (z;t) is
presum ed to be slow enough, and v (z;t) satis es a quasistationary equation,
t) U (z;t +ldzv v = 0: 26
[ © z;olv 2 a2 = 0: (26)

A s in the ordinary sem iclassical form of quantum m echanics, it is necessary to m atch the approxin ations for the
wave function across the classical tuming point, which separates the classically allowed and forbidden regions in the
1D space. Aswellas in linear quantum m echanics, the wave fiinction in the latter region willbe taken In the W KB
approxin ation, see Eq. @-j) below . However, a crucialdi erence from the standard theory is that the wave function
In the classically allowed area is taken not in the corresponding version ofthe W K B, approxin ation, but rather in the
TF form . This, of course, drastically changes the m atching problem (see also Ref. ﬁ])

D eeply under the barrier, ie., for large positive values of the EotentJalU (z), the densiy ofparticles is amn all, hence,
as it was already m entioned above, the nonlinear tetmm i Eg. C26 ) m ay be dropped, and a solution m ay be presented
In the standard sem iclassical W KB ) approxin ation,

C [ S
V@)= ——————— exp 206) a2 ; ()
U@ i 20

w here, for the de niteness, we choose zg as the classical tuming point, at which U (zg) = , and C is (for the tine
being) an arbitrary real constant (pecause C is arbitrary, zp m ay indeed be chosen arbitrarily). It is also assum ed
that the classically forbidden region is located at z > zy, ie., to the right of the tuming point. A susual, the W KB
approxin ation {_Z-j) is not valid too close to the tuming point.
O n the other hand, the solution in the classically allowed region (z < zp), not too close to the tuming point, is
taken In the usualTF approxin ation as described above, cf. Eq. {;L-:/:):
S

U
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N ote that, unlke the W KB solution Qi the TF approxin ate solution Qé) does not contain any arbitrary constant.

Now we need to m atch the two approxin ations (27' and C28) across the tuming point, in a vicinity ofwhich both
approxin ations are not applicable, the eventualob ctive being to nd the constantC in Eq. C_Zj) Follow ing the usual
quantum -m echanical approach, one can cast the m atching problem into a standard fom , expanding the potential in
a viciniy ofthe tuming point,

U@ bE 2); 29)

where Fy is the value of the potential force at the tuming point (in the present case, Fg < 0). The accordingly
m odi ed version ofEq. (26) is

Fv
@+F0(Z %)V 2X;=O;

w hich is transform ed into a nom alized fomm ,
= w+ 2w’; (30)

by m eans of rescalings

_ 2 1=3
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E quation 61:) is a particular case of a classical equation known as the P ainlve transcendental of the second type.
The full form of this equation (a standard notation for which is P 1) is

d? 5
— = w+ 2w+ ;
d 2
cf. Eq. 6_3-(_5), where is an arbirary real param eter; in the present case, 0. The use of the expansion 1_5_53)

and sin pli ed equation C_B-(_):) for m atching di erent asym ptotic solutions of an equation equivalent to Eq. (2-6_:) was



proposed, In a context di erent from BEC, in Ref. [:L() (how ever, the asym ptotic form ofthe solution in the classically
allow ed region, for which the analysiswasdone in Ref. ﬂlO wasdi erent from Eq. Q8 : It corresponded to a nonlinear
wave function oscillating In space, rather than to the TF case). Here, i is necessary to nd a solution to Eq. C_BC_S)
w ith the property that it takes the asym ptotic form s

p— & 2 5.,
w =2and w —_ exp - (32)
at ! 1 and ! +1 , respectively, In accordance w ith Eqs.:_z§'8) and:_-(zj7) . The actualproblem isto nd a value

ofthe universalnum erical constant € in Egs. ('_3-2:) from m atching the solution to itsuniquely de ned asym ptotic form
at ! 1.

A sm entioned above, thism atching problem isdi erent from its counterpart in ordinary (Iinear) quantum m echanics.
An exact solution to this problem is available in the m athem atical literature (see Ref. l_l]_:] and references to original
works therein). The nalresult ofthe analysis is

1
&= Ep: 0:282: (33)

U s:ng this exact resul, and undoing the rescalings C_3-]_: we obtain the value of the constant C in the W KB solution
L

S

c=¢

S

2F0] FoJ,
S

(34)

W ith the relation {_54) the W KB express:ton {21 for the wave function under the barrier is com pletely de ned. O £
course, the result presented in the form (34 ) also applies when the classically forbidden region is located to the left
(rather than to the right) of the classical tuming point.

Thisresult forthem atching problem appliesaswellto the case ofthe adiabatically slow variation ofthe param eters,
eg., when F( slow Iy varies as a function oftine (orwhen changesw ith tin e due to variation of the trap potential
wih time). The result does not apply to the case of a vertical potentialwall wWhen, form ally, Fo = 1 ). However,
In this case, the solution is aln ost trivial. Thdeed, assum e that at the point z = 0 there is a Jim p of the potential
from a large negative value U inside the well (z < 0) to a large posjijyepvahe U, in the classically forbidden region
(z > 0). Then, in the allowed region, the TF solution In the form v = ( U )= isvalid everywhere up to the
tuming point, the exact solution in the forbidden region is

r-——
v=C exp 20+ )z ;

o
and the constant C is inm ediately found from the continuity condition, C = ( U )=

V. MOMENTUM DISTRIBUTION

T he approach developed above can be naturally applied to calculate the distribution of values of the longiudinal
momentum p In a given quantum state j i, which can be m easured in a direct experim ent. The distrdbution is
determ ined by the scalar product

P )= $pjii’; (35)
w here, up to a nom alization factor,
ipz
Ipj= exp —;p (36)

is the conjigate eigenfunction ofthe m om entum operator. T hus, according to Eq. (_3-15), to determ ine the m om entum
distribution in the z direction we need to calculate nothing else but the 1D Fourder transform ofthe 3D wave function
@), additionally integrated in the transverse direction fthe scalar product in Eq. C_3!_5) assum es, of course, the 11l 3D
Integration]:

Z 41 : 2,
z

hoji= 2 dz exp (r,;z;0)r dr; ; 37)
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where themultiplier 2 is generated by the angular integration in the transverse plane.

Substituting the expression Qd) for In the classically allowed region into (37) the Integration overr, iscon ned
to the nterval 0 < r; < 1, , where rﬁ (z;t) is the sam e as de ned above by Eq. (_lQ.) Taking Into account the form
of the transverse potential (:_4), we arrive at an expression

Z Z -
- = ipz =G V@)= g
hoj i 2 dz exp (z;t) r; dr;
1 h 0 G
Z Z
+1 iz 1
= 2 2 dzexp ——  (z;t) 1 24 ; (38)
1 h 0
. RiP— -
w here 5 =Ip . Further, using an elem entary formula 0 1 2 d = 1=3 and the expression -gl_d) forgy ,we
obtain from Eq. (38),
Z
.4 G Tt ipz .
pji= — dzexp ——  (@ZiDj @ivF; (39)
Sm!s; h
which isthe nalresult: Eq. (:_3-9') tells one that the am plitude hpj i of the probability distrdoution, that determ ines
the probability asperEq. 5), is
.. 4 2 )% G
lpji= ——— (40)
3
where F is the sym bol of the Fourder transform ,
1 Z +1
F ffg(! _— ilt) £ ()dt: 41
g(!) PR exp ( ) £ 41)

In the classically forbidden region, the usual quantum m echanical expressions for the m om entum distribution apply.

E xpectation values of operators nvolving only the Iongitudinalm om entum can be com puted as follow s, ifwe neglect
a contribution from the classically forbidden regions. Suppose we have an operatorO (o), such as, for instance, p itself
or the kinetic energy, p?= (2m ). Then, the expectation value of the operator O (o) is given by

Z+1

hD)ji= dpo () $p3 i3° : 42)

1

T he expression {46) should be then substituted for bpj i in Eq. (42).

VI. THE CONDENSATE W ITH VORTICITY
T he above consideration can be generalized fora case when the condensate nside the cylindrically sym m etric region
is given vorticity, so that the wave function has the form
Liz;t)=exp ) (ziv); 43)

where is the angular coordinate in the transverse plane, and 1 is the vorticity quantum num ber. T he ansatz E_é) is
then replaced by

s
h’ 2
zih=exp il )G 2 Gji@;HF m!2r2=2+ 44)
: 2m r?
T he corresponding nom alization condition replacing Eq. C_l-]_:) takes the form
zZ +1 zZ T
2 dz rdrj (z;t) 3% = 1; 45)
1 Im in
w here now ,
1 2 4 4 2
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T he corresponding 1D GPE equation for ;(z;t) is

Q@ 3 1
th—== —p, + V, (z;t) + G ] :
. 2m1@§ LD+ GIf

F inally, the substitution of the expressions Cfl-é_j) and Cfl-é), @]‘) into Eqg. @5) yields, after a straightforward calculation
of the integralover the radialvariabl r, an e ectively 1D nom alization condition in a com plicated form , which isa
generalization of the above non-canonical nom alization condition C_li_%) corresoonding to 1= 0:

2 q

21 G3J 1(Z)j2 G2 1(2)]4 (h!, )?
dz4 Z
1 m2!7
2 4 ,S —4! #
hl n 2G2j l(Z)] 1+ 2G j l(Z)j sz 1(Z)j 1 _ 2G ) s)
m ! h!s)° !, (!, ) mi2°

Note that, wih 1= 0, this result indeed reduces to Eq. ('_1-3) A consequence of Eq. @g‘) is that j l(z)j2 cannot
take values an aller than Jj l(z)j2 = (h!,)=G. Furthemore, from Eg. (,'4-4') it is clear that the condition
h min j - -

Gj.ziF m!2rP=2+ @lkr)’=@m) > 0mustbe satis ed or the ansatz (#4) to be valid.

VII. THE BROKEN-SYMMETRY CONDENSATE

A sm entioned In the Introduction, the approach developed above can be extended to the case when the cylindrical
symm etry about the z axis is broken by a non-axisym m etric potential V., (x;y). In this case, essentially the same

ansatz as given by Eq. (6) may be em ployed if the potential is ham onic in z. A ccordingly, we take the transverse

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

!2 2=2. I 1=2
= oy o ?ZG ) ivind : 49)

N ote that the interpretation of the function (x;y;t) is sim ilar to that of the function (z;t) In the ansatz (é
coincides wjth the 111 3D wave function ;y;z;t) at z = 0. Substitution ofEq. 49) into the 3D nomm ahzatJon
condition C_l]_}) and straightforward integration in the z{direction yields a result

24124 *

2
j &;y)J dxdy = :

m !
—; (50)

2G

1w

1 1

ct.Eq. Clﬂ) T his is another exam ple of the non-canonicalnom alization condition which is generated by the reduction
In the e ective space din ension. A s for the e ective 2D GPE generated by the ansatz (A9n it has the usual fom ,

m% - % B+ Ve 655D 1)
cf.Eq. {4) B Hm alcondition underwhich Eq. (51) can be derived from the 3D equation @) ism 222  j &;yitFl.
W e do not consider the problem ofm atching the wave function in the classically allowed and forbidden regions
in the fram ework of the 2D equation (51), as the W KB approxin ation for the clhssically Hrbidden region is itself
problem atic in the 2D case. In fact, this approxim ation wasonly elaborated forthe 2D m otion in an axially sym m etric
eld g], which does not correspond to the situation of interest in the present context fthe axialsym m etry in the (x;vy)
plane w ill be destroyed by the optical lattice].

VIII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

For the num erical solution of Egs. H and @), we used the standard split-step operator m ethod [_12 The com —
putational grids had 65536 and 32 32 2048 points for the 1D and 3D cases, respectively, wih spatial steps
h, 00002 %F;, forthe 1D geometry,and h = h 0d3%f and h, 0:005%f forthe 3D case. W e used
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two di erent m ethods for nding stationary solutions to GPE (:L?_'-), and to is 3D ocounterpart: the rst technique
was an im aghary-tin e version of the split-step operatorm ethod B], and the second is the standard nitedi erence
m ethod used to solve a two-point boundary valie problem ﬁ_lgx'] Tt is In portant to note that, by treating Eq. C_l§')
as a two-point boundary problem , the iniial conditions m ust include the eigenvalue . This will, generally, give an
unphysical solution for sihce the nom alization condition w illnot bem et. By gradually changing the value of , and
redeterm ining the wave finction of the nonlinear GPE using the nitedi erence m ethod, we can ollow the surface
of solutions to Eq. {15) untila physical solution is obtained.

Num erically, we nd the im agihary tim e split-step relaxation m ethod painfully di cult to converge in 3D for the
cigarshaped geom etry that we used in the calculations, both wih and w ithout the optical potential. The nite-
di erence two-point boundary valie m ethod appears to be m ore e cient. For dynam ical sim ulations, however, we
used only the split-step m ethod.

W e consider a ®’Rb condensate with 10° atom s in a ham onic potential w ith trap frequencies !, = 100 Hz and
'y = !y = 20 Hz, and swave scattering length ag = 5:017 nm . W e rst consider the case when only the ham onic
potential is present; the action of an optical potential on the trapped BEC will be considered below . For the
param eters used in the calculations, the TF radius in the z direction is rrg;, = 3635 m, and the chem icalpotential
is =1507 103%° J.

F igure i show s the probability P (z) versus z, as calulated using Eq. @). Also shown is the probability Pry (z)
as obtained from the illTF approxim ation based on Eq. C_Z-]_: ), and a probability P3p (z) ound from the num erical
solution of the full 3D GPE. The curve ocbtalned from the 3D GPE lies on top of the TF curve, being nearly
undiscemible from i (it is no surprise that TF is a good approxin ation for 10° Rb atom s in a ham onic trap).
C learly, the com parison ofthe P (z) found by m eans of the approxin ation developed above w ith the TF and fiill 3D
results is excellent. A slight deterioration occurs in the region w here the density is low .

F igure d show s the probability distrbution for the sam e ham onic potentialas in F ig.i, but w ith an added opticat-
lattice potentialas given by Eq. 6'_2), w ith thewavelength ., = 840 nm , relativeangle = 10 degreesbetween thetwo
light beam s, and the constant am plitude Vo = 5ER . For this wavelength, the recoilenergy Ex = h? @ = )=@m)=
215 103° J, so the opticalpotential’s strength is about 1:4 tin es the value of the chem icalpotential in the absence
of the optical lattice. In the presence of the optical Jattice, the chem ical potential is calculated to be 315  103°
J (slightly m ore than tw ice the chem ical potential w ithout the optical lattice). A I1so shown in Fjg.:_Z are the optical
potentialVy (z), and P (z) detem ined w ithout the optical lattice (as in Fjg.:g:) . Asisseen from the gure, the optical
potential squeezes the atom ic density out to larger z; it also squeezes it out to larger x and y, see below . _

Fjgure:j show s the com parison ofP (z) with Prr (z) and P3p (z), where Py (z) is calculated using Eq. ('_214'), and
with P3p (z) as obtained by solving the stationary 3D GPE.The TF result still provides an adequate description,
desoite the fact that the kinetic energy ism ore in portant in this case than in the case w ithout the optical potential.
Hence we conclude that the kinetic energy rem ainsm uch less signi cant than the potential and the m ean— eld energy
In this case. Our m ethod produces resuls closer to the 3D resul than the TF. The kinetic energy does broaden
the wave function in each optical well, hence peaks of the wave fiinctions are lIower than in the TF approxin ation,
as evident in Fig. -3 N ote, however, that our m ethod, being based on a TF -type approxin ation in the transverse
din ension, restricts the di usion of the wave function due to the kinetic energy to the z direction (ut the wave
function isde nitely squeezed into the transverse dim ension due to the opticalpotentialand them ean— eld { see next
paragraph). The inset In the gure is a blowup of the region near z=rrp,, = 1.

Fjgureg shows j (r)3% versusr and z. A striking aspect of this gure is the extent to which the wave finction is
squeezed out to larger r in the presence of the opticalpotential. W ithout this potential, the size of the wave finction
Inrisrrx E Irr,y), but now it is squeezed out to about Srrr; . The size of the wave function in the radial
direction depends upon z, as does the extent of the squeezing in r. The distribution of § (r)j? versus r and z, as
produced by the stationary 3D GPE, is sim ilar to that obtained by ourm ethod.

Lastly, in Fjg.:'_ﬂ we show resuls ofa dynam ical calculation in which we varied the optical potential as a function
of tim e, so that the peak strength depended on tine asVj (t) = 5Egr exp[ (& )= )2], wiht = 142 msand

= =2= 056 ms. The calculated probability distrbbution P (z;t) is shown at four di erent times, viz.,, att= 0
before the optical potential is ram ped up, at t = t =5 when the optical potential is still rather small, at t = t =2
when the opticalpotential is som ew hat less than 04 tines s nalvalie of5E R ,and att= tz ,when Vo (& ) = 5ER .
T he dynam ics are Iniially adiabatic, but, clearly, by the naltime, tz = 112 m s, the dynam ics cease to be adiabatic
(com pare the result w ith the probability distribution shown in F jg.:Z) . The dynam ics of the probability P (z;t) versus
z, caloulated using the 3D GPE, are sin ilar to that shown in Fig. 3.
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IX. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

W e have proposed several In provem ents to the sem iclassical description of BEC s in three dim ensions. First, an
ansatz that m akes it possible to reduce the corresponding 3D GPE to an e ectively 1D equation in the cylindrically
symm etric case was put Prward. An interesting feature of this approach is that the corresponding 1D nom alization
condition, which follow s from the standard nom alization condition in the f111 3D description, takes a non-canonical
form , containing the fourth powerofthe 1D wave fiinction, ratherthan its square. A 1so non-canonical is an expression
for the probability density ofthe distribbution ofthe 1D m om entum . T hese resultsw ere further extended to casesw hen
the BEC hasvorticity, and w hen cylindrical sym m etry is absent; these casesyield additionalexam ples ofnon-canonical
nom alization conditions, som etin es of quite com plicated fomm .

Another resul, cbtained in the fram ew ork ofthe e ectively 1D description, is an explicit m atching form ula between
the TF approxin ation valid in the classically allowed region, and the exponentially vanishing W KB approxin ation
valid in the classically forbidden region. Here, an exact solution to a problem , found long ago in an abstract m athe—
m atical context, determ ines the arbitrary constant in front of the exponentially decaying W KB wave function.

To verify the validity of analytical approxin ations developed in this work, we have perform ed direct num erical cal-
culations ofbound states and ofdynam ics In a tin e-depenendent potential, and com pared the probability distributions
obtained w ith 111 3D results. T he com parison show s that the analytical approxim ations are quite accurate.
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FIG . 1l: The probability P (z) for the 3D_ ham onic potential versus z=r rr;,, as found num erically using Eqg. ¢_5I), and Prr (z)
versus z=rrr ;;, as calculated using Eq. @1). The probability P3p (z) found from the stationary version of the ull 3D equation
(see the text) cannot be discemed, as i lies on top ofPrr (z).
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FIG.2: Th'e probability P (z) for the com bination of the 3D hamm onic and optical potentials vs z=rrr;,, as found num erically
using Eq. é) . For com parison, the probability P (z) without the optical potential, and the optical potential itself are also
shown.
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FIG . 3: The probability distrdbutions P (z), P3p (z) and P rr (z) versus z=rrr;, for the combination of the 3D ham onic and

opticalpotentials. The Inset is a blow up of the region near z=rrg;, = 1.

FIG . 4: The probability j (r)j vsx and z.
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FIG .5: The probability P (z;t) vsz at fourdi erent valuesoftine, t= 0 Vo (0) = 0], t= &= =5 Vo (¢ =5) = 0387ERr ], t= t= =2
Vo (e =2) = 1839Er ,t=t& WMol )= 5Er].



