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State engineering in nonlinear quantum dynam ics som etin es m ay dem and driving the system
through a sequence of dynam ically unstable interm ediate states. T his very general scenari is es—
pecially relevant to dilute BoseE instein condensates, for which am bitious control schem es have
been based on the powerfl G rossP taevskiim ean eld theory. Since this theory breaks down on
logarithm ically short tin e scales In the presence of dynam ical instabilities, an interval of insta-
bilities introduces quantum corrections, which m ay possbly derail a control schem e. To provide
a widely applicable theory for such quantum ocorrections, this paper solves a general problm of
tin edependent quantum m echanical dynam ical instability, by m odelling it as a second-quantized
analogue of a Landau-Zener avoided crossing: a tw isted crossing’.

Quantum dynam ical instabilities (com plex excitation
frequencies) have been associated w ith form ation of soli-
tons and vortices in driven BoseE instein condensates.
Forexam pl, In Refs. 'E:] and E"_Z:], the B ogoliibov spectra
are exam Ined for two-param eter fam ilies of mean eld
states. A Ithough the physics involved is signi cantly dif-
ferent (one-din ensionalm odulated current versus rotat—
Ing ham onic trap), gures in both these works show dy—
nam ical nstabilities in narrow, nger-lke regions of pa—
ram eter space (see Figure 1). W e will show below that
this is generic for dynam ically unstable quasiparticle ex—
citations in weakly Interacting m any-body system s.

Such system s, especially condensates, may be su -
ciently weakly dam ped that state engiheering under ener—
getic instability becom es feasble. Interesting structures
such as solitons and sonic event horizons w ill require this
capability. But to access the entire volum e of energet-
ically unstable control space, it will also be a comm on
task to drive systam s brie y through narrow regions of
dynam ical instability. M ean eld theory and adiabatic
approxin ations, which are in portant tools of state engi-
neering, w ill break down during these episodes 1. This
paper therefore explois an analogy between dynam ical
Instability in second quantization, and avoided crossing
In two-state quantum m echanics EJ:], to determm ine the
quantum e ects of driving a system through dynam ical
Instability. An aln ost identical calculation has recently
been presented E] to dealw ith the speci ¢ dynam icalin—
stability Involved In dissociation of a m olecular conden—
sate fﬁ]; the present paper provides an explicit derivation
of the result in a general context.

Quantum dynam ical instability is not always recog—
nized as a possbility, because w ith a H em itian H am ilto—
nian, the eigenfrequencies of Schrodinger evolution m ust
allbe real. But the eigenfrequencies of H eisenberg evo-
ution may be complex. It is easy to see this for the
m anifestly Hem itian H am iltonian
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FIG.1l: Grayscale plot of sum of absolute values of in agi-
nary parts of Bogoliubov excitation frequencies for a quasi-
one-din ensional condensate ow ng w ith w inding num ber 10
around a toroidal trap w ith m odulated potential. A xes are
control param eters: m ean condensate density increases from

bottom to top, severity of density m odulation Increases from

left to right. Com pare to gures in Refs. ﬁl:, é].

where all co-e cients are real, and & and &' are ordi-

nary annihilation and creation operators (ie. Bj;éi] =
s is the only non-vanishing com m utator). The eigen—
operators of H eisenberg evolution satisfy
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where we assum e 0 @ ithout loss of generality, since

we can always rede ne &, ! & ). These operators
always obey &;B ]= 0. Aslongas < jj are
both real, and we also have

<3jj: b;F1= sn() ; B;BFI1=0: 6
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And we can w rite
" #
X
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forkEg = ! .Thismeansthataslongas < j joneof
theb is really a creation operator which would have a ¥
In m ore conventionalnotation; but apart from thistrivial
issue of Jabelling, w e have diagonalized to noninteracting
quasiparticles of the standard (posonic) kind.
If > j j however, are com pkx, and neither 1S
nor® are standard annilation operators. T hey obey
>33: biB1=0 ; biI= 1 O
so that we must say that the canonical conjigate ofb
s & , and no longer coincides w ith the H erm itian con—
Jugate. In this case we have

X
H==8,+ i BB ; > 37 ®)

Instead of (:_d). Onecan also show that if > j jthen the
eigenvalues of H no longer nvolve integer m ultiples of
: they rem ain real, but are continuous. Hence in this
case there is no way to interpret the energy eigenstates
as having de nite num bers of any kind of quasiparticle.
I > j j,thenl-f isunbounded below aswe%as above;
this can also occur even or < j 3 if 3 3> 2 2.
In these cases, ('_]:) can be physical only as the lineariza—
tion of a nonlinear H am iltonian about an excited state.
And in allcases, since the anom alous coupling’ term pro-—
portionalto in @) does not conserve the num bers of
particles created and anntilated by &Y and & , these
must be som e kind of quasiparticle, or else there must
be a source of atom s (such as a m olecular condensate
treated asa cnum ber eld ﬂ_f'a]) . But there arem any real-
istic situations In which unboundedness of the linearized
Ham ittonian, and non-conservation of (quasijparticks,
are perfectly correct. For these @) is universal, in the
sense that for all eigenfrequencies, w hether real or com —
plx, pairs of m odes m ay be expressed in this form by
using (3) tode ne a
Two-body interactions am ong particles lead to quasi
particle H am iltoniansw ith anom alous couplingsas in (.-]:) .
Since  is thus constrained to be am all if Interactions
are weak, dynam ical Instabilities tend to arise In weakly
Interacting system s not through  becom Ing large, but
through  becom ing even snaller. A dynam ical insta—
bility is thus a kind of second-quantized analogue to an
avoided crossing U]. See Figure 2. If the m any-body
Ham iltonian depends on som e num ber D of control pa—
ram eters, then any two m odes w ill have frequencies ex—
actly opposite on a O 1)-dim ensional param eter sub—
space, and so there w illbe a dynam ical instability w ithin
a thin shell around that hyper)surface. O f course, dy—
nam ical Instabilities can only arise if there is energetic
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FIG. 2: At ¥ft, an ordinary avoided crossing; at right, a
tw isted crossing’ w ith com plex intermm ediate eigen frequencies.

Instability, so that som e negative frequency m odes exist.
But if the system is energetically unstable, then nger—
like (or n higher din ensioned control spaces, hypershell-
like) regions of dynam ical instability are generic.

Since much state engineering can be accom plished
by m eans of tin edependent control param eters in the
H am iltonian, we need to assess the e ects of a tim e de—
pendence that brings a system through an intem ediate
Interval in which one dynam ical instability exists. Fo—
cusing our attention on the pair ofm odes involved in the
Instability, we can always cast them in the form of ('_]:),
wih tinedependent !; ; . Aslngasjj we can
apply standard m ethods, but a connection form ula is re—
quired to give the quantum evolution over the interm edi-
ate nterval. W ithin this Interval, we assum e the w idely
applicable case that ! and are essentially constant,
and changes linearly with tine. Since & &, & & )
com m utes w ith HA, we can elim lnate ! In an interaction
picture by takinga ! e ¥ta , givig us the problem

H:= @a +aa)+ *t@a +aa) 0O
for a constant rate

By exam ining the Heisenberg equations of m otion
w ith this tin edependent H am iltonian we can straight-
forw ardly obtain

- ot ©
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and & 1y ,our are tin edndependent annihilation opera—
tors, whose relationship to each other unfortunately de—
pends on the Intervening evolution at nite tines. (The
factorm ultiplying t in the argum ent of the logarithm in
ﬁ_l-Z_i) isnotactually xed by the equation ofm otion, but is
chosen for our notational convenience below .) O f course
the point ofthe Iim itst ! 1 isnot literally to consider
In nie tim es, but only to give the asym ptotic behaviour



w hich can be an oothly m atched to adiabatic approxin a—
tionsvald for 2%j . Hence in the H eisenbery picture
no furtherde nition ofé& 1y is required: i willbe given
In tem sofinitialtin e operatorsby solving the evolution
problem fort 2 . So the problem is to detem ine
the gyt Operators in temm s of the 1y operators.

This problem is directly analogous to the Landau-—
Zener problem for am plitudes in a two-state system be-
Ing driven through an avoided crossing, except that the
am plitudes are replaced by operators, and the second-
quantized problem allow sthe anom alous’ coupling w hich
would be non-Hem itian in the two-state system . Be-
cause our problem is also linear, we can solve it In a very
sim ilarway. Tterating the H eisenberg equations to obtain
a second order equation r 4, with & elim inated,
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then Fourder transform ing from tto frequency ,we nd
an easily-solved rst order di erential equation in
Z
2t2
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Inverse Fourier transform ing back to t then gives

X
a @ = AR5 ()

j=1:2

.22 d .
A gz —et)

Cs
2 2

St( ) t+—42+p]1'1— : (15)

T here are two independent solutions A1, (t), w th inde—
pendent operatorvalied co-e cients * 1,3, shcethe in-
tegralm ay be evaluated along inequivalent contoursC i,

In the complex -plane. Since the integrand vanishes at
the branch point = 0, and at in nity between angles
(0;3) and ( ;37), Integration contours can only tem i-
nate at these points (pecause tem inating anyw here else
am ounts to replacing the integrand w ith som ething that
does vanish elsewhere). The sin plest distinct contours
are C; munning from lowerleft in nity to upperright,
and C, running from zero to upperxright in nity. Since
the Integrand is analytic except at upper-left and lower-
right In niy, and on thebranch cut Wwhich wetaketo run

along the negative in agihary axis), we are free to choose
contours that m ake the evaluation easier; see Fig. 3.

A given choice of contour yields a single solution valid
forallt,butorfj! 1 the integralm ay beevaliated us—
ing com binations of the m ethod of steepest descents and
Integral representations of the Gamm a function. (T here
is a second saddlepoint near the origin, butas £j! 1 it

FIG. 3: Contours used In the text, for 2t (solid)
and ‘t (dashed), plotted in the com plex plane of

=( Zj'.j) . Saddlepoints are m arked w ith crosses on the real
axisat 2sgn (t). At keft, contour C; traverses from lowerleft
to upperright In nity; at right, contour C», runs from 0 to
upperright ln nity.

is too close to the branch point for the m ethod of stesp—
est descents to work, and so contour C, must run along
the In aghhary axis until it reaches a contour of steepest
descent through the other saddlepoint.) T he asym ptotic
behaviours of the full solutions A 5 (t) can thus be cb-
tained explicitly, allow ing us to determ ine the late tine
behaviour of the solutions whose early tin e behaviour
m atches {_I(_}) .

The contributions to the contour integrals for A 5 (t)
from the djagonalportj?ns are dom inated by the saddle-

points ¢= 2 *t+ O (57),shee or =2 %t+ e ™ s,
Z Z .
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So if the contour passes through the saddlpoint we get
a contribution to A 5 (t)
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If a diagonal segm ent shown in Fig. 3 does not cross
a saddl¥point, then this segm ent yields only an utterly
2,2

negligble contrbution e? % .
For the vertical segm ents along the im agihary axis in
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w here in the second line we extend the integration lim it
2
to In nity by ignoring tem s of order e 2¢ ¥, and drop
2
theexp 4~ from the integrand because i yields cor-

rections of order ( t) 2. This yields the contribution
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From thetwo segm entsatt> 0whereC; hugsthebranch
2

cut, we gain a controution (I e % )Apy .

Combining these contrbutions and recalling our def-
inition of () i [12), we obtain, up to corrections of
order ( t) 2,

p 2
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where the suppressed O ( t) ! tem s can easily be com —
puted from (19), but w ill not be needed.
Com paring {0) wih {10) and {15), we can read o
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Then com paring these last results w ith C_l-Z_L:), and noting
that the equations or & and &7 are exactly sim ilar to
those we have exam ined, we nally conclude
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E quation €_2-§') is our main resul. It is indeed very
sin ilar to the Landau—Zener form ula, except for the vital
di erence that the exponents are all positive rather than
negative. C onsequently, in the state which is annihilated
by & 1n , the expected num bers of quasiparticles after
passing through the instability w illbe

D E 2
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D riving through a dynam ical instability in less than the
characteristic tin e scale of the instability produces only
m id excitation, but exceeding this tin e generates quasi-
particles explosively. And the crossover between these
regin es is rather abrupt. Thism ay set In portant prac-
tical 1im its to the precision of state engineering, because
controlling fasterthan m ay m ean notbeing slow enough
to be adiabatic for other, dynam ically stablem odesofthe
totalnonlinear system .

Note that changing 2 ! 2 in {4), so that the sys-
tem is stable at early tim es rather than late, produces
only et ! e! in {9). And whil we have analyzed
them ost generaltype ofdynam ical instability, w ith com —
plex frequency and two degrees of freedom involved, the
sim pler case w ith purely in aghhary frequency, which was

treated 1 _:55], can be obtained by setting ! ! 0, and
a ! &&= 2mn ('EI.'). E veryw here else, one m ust use sin -
ply & ! & instead; there are also trivial changes to

(:_d) and @) . W e have therefore obtained a quite general
result that will be usefil for state engineering through
dynam ical instabilities.
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