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D issipative ow and vortex shedding in the P ainleve boundary layer ofa B ose
E instein condensate
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Ram an et aLE!:] have found experim ental evidence for a critical velocity under w hich there is no
dissjpation when a detuned laser beam is m oved in a BoseE instein condensate. W e analyze the
origin of this critical velocity in the low density region close to the boundary layer of the cloud. In
the fram e of the Jaser beam , we do a blow up on this low density region which can be described by a
Painleve equation and w rite the approxin ate equation satis ed by the wave function in this region.
W e nd that there is always a drag around the laser beam . Though the beam passes through the
surface of the cloud and the sound velocity is an all in the Painleve boundary layer, the shedding
of vortices starts only when a threshold velociy is reached. T his critical velocity is lower than the
critical velocity com puted for the corresponding 2D problem at the center of the cloud. At low
velocity, there is a stationary solution w ithout vortex and the drag is sm all. At the onset of vortex
shedding, that is above the critical velocity, there is a drastic increase in drag.

PACS numbers: 03.75F 1,02.70 ¢

D ilute BoseE Instein condensates have recently been
achieved In con ned alkalim etal gases and the study
of vortices therein is one of the key issues. Raman et
al. 'Q:, :}’], Onofrio et al. E_Z] have studied dissipation
In a Bose E Instein condensate by m oving a blue detuned
laserbeam through the condensate at di erent velocities.
They found experin entally a critical velocity for the on—
set of dissipation. T his critical velocity has been related
to the one found by Frisch et al. El] for the problem ofa
2D super uid ow around an obstaclk in the fram ework
of N onlnear Schrodinger Equation (NLS): below a crit—
ical velocity, the ow is stationary and dissipationless,
w hile beyond this critical velocity, the ow around the
disc becom es tin e dependent and vortices are em itted.
Num erical sim ulations have been done for this type of
problem in 2D Bland 3D f, il]. In particular, the direct
3D sin ulation of i_‘/:] show sthe plot ofthe drag against the
velocity. A criticalvelocity can be num erically com puted
when the drag becom es nonzero, but no precise m echa—
nism of vortex nuclation is described by the authors.
T his critical velocity has been analyzed theoretically for
a hom ogeneous 2D system E] and an inhom ogeneous 2D
system [, 10].

In this paper, we want to take Into account the 3D
geom etry of the experiment of {I, d,3]. Our am is to
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understand the m echanisn of vortex nuclation in the
boundary region. Indeed the analysis of EJ;] allow s to un—
derstand what is happening in the interior of the cloud,
w here the kinetic energy isnegligble in front ofthe inter—
action energy. In the region w here the lJaserbeam crosses
the boundary ofthe cloud, the sound velocity gets sm all,
since the am plitude of the wave fiinction becom es sm all.
T here, the kinetic energy term can no longerbe neglected
In front of the trapping and interaction tem s. W e blow

up this region in such a way that the trapping potential
varies linearly w ith the distance to the boundary and far
aw ay from the laserbeam , the w ave fiinction isthen given
by a Painlve equation. W e analyze the behavior of the
wave function in the fram e of the Jaser beam . The real
experin ents are quite com plex, and in particularherewe
do not take into account the oscillations and acceleration
of the beam but we believe that our analysis allow s to
understand the m echanian of increase of drag. One of
our m ain results is that there is always a drag around
the laserbeam and this drag grow s continuously. At low

velocity, the drag is not a consequence of the shedding
of vortices, and nally of a tim e dependent density and
velocity eld. The origih of this drag is in the radiation

condition for the wave eld: the m otion changes contin—
uously the structure of the solution seen in the fram e of
reference of the " uid" at In nity. W e study the transi-
tion toward a tin e degpendent regin e of vortex shedding,
w hich happens at a critical velocity. T he critical velociy
that we nd is lower than the 2D critical velocity at the
center of the cloud com ing from the com putation of ?_ﬂ].
Vortices are nuclkated close to the boundary ofthe cloud
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and the tubes grow and detach to form rings that m ove
downstream . W hen tubes are em ited, signi cantly large
drag values are observed. The drag increases an oothly
as the velocity Increases.

The dynam ics can be modeled using the G ross
P itaevskii equation at zero tem perature with an exter—
naltrapping potential Vey = m=2 (! 2x* + 12y* + 122%).
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If an ob fct is m oved inside the condensate, Vi, has to
be replaced by Vi + Vo, where Vo, depends on x = vt.
Based on the experim ental data of E:, EZ], we take a =
mg=4 h* = 294nm,N = 12107, !, = !, = 377s !,
and !y = !,,wih = 03. W e also de ne the char-
acteristic length d= (=m !,)¥™2 = 271 m and a snall
nondin ensionnalized param eter " given by
"o d 2=5,

8 Na

We nd that " = 621 10 ° which may be viewed as
an all param eter and allow rescaling the equation near
the edge of the condensate. Re=scaling the distances by
R =d= "= 344 m, the tine by 1=("!,), we have

(r;t) = R¥? (;®) where ¥ = Rr. In these new units,
the radiiofthe condensateareRy, = R, = 0®65and R, =
2:18. The laser beam ism odeled by an obstack which
is a cylinder C of axis z and radius 1= 0:19 on which

= 0. We willwork in the fram e where the obstaclke
is stationary. O utside the obstacle, the equation can be
rew ritten as

2i@ = t 5z (e 3 f) ;

where p = o (?x%® + y?> + z%) is the Thomas
Fermm i 1im it density and ¢ = 042 is the rescaled chem —
ical potential. Note that § F is close to its Thom as
Fem ivalule g except near the obstack and near the
boundary of the cloud. Thisboundary layer has a thick—
ness of order ">~ so that we rescale the dom ain with

Giviz) = "Puxjyiz), where x = x=""3, y = y="""3
and z = o 2)=""3,v = v"3, By blowig up
the boundary of the cloud near z = 0, and truncating
at z = L, the rescaled layer thickness, we see that the
m odulus of the stationary solution in the boundary layer
for kxjand ¥j large, that is far away from the obsta-
cle, is given by the solution ofthe rst Painleve equation
(L3, 14).

p— ! p—
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W e choose the size of the boundary layer L so that
n2=31, = 3P —5=10. This is based on the consideration
that, on _the one hand, ">=3L should be suitably sn all so
that 2z , is a good approxin ation or p = o 2
In the boundary layer and on the other hand the critical
velocity at z = L is not too di erent from the critical

velocity at the center of the cloud. T he obstaclk is now
a cylnder of radiusa = ="*"3 = 5:6.

The cbstack moves at the rescaled velocity v =
Vexp=(""!,R), and in the frame of the cbstack, the
equation becom es

. . p— .
2iReu= u 2iv@ yu+ Rz ¢ jljz)u: )

W e want to understand the behaviour of solutions de-
pending on v. Ifwe restrict {) to z = L, we can perfom
a sin ilar analysis to EI] and get the value of the crit-
ical velocity for the onset of vortex shedding and nd
v = ol ToL=11= 2c2=11, where c; isthe sound velbcity.
O foourse, we cannot apply this analysis in the low den-—
sity region, since there the sound velocity gets close to 0.
Anotherm echanisn has to be understood. T he rescaled
drag around the obstaclk is

1 Z
drag = > (Uxu, uyguy) dldz: 3)
C

W e rst analyze the stationary solution of (@:) n the
very low densiy region, where the system is very dilute
and one can neglect the nonlnear tem . In fact, a pre-
cise condition is that p? is less than v?, which gives a
truncation point z. at which p? (z.) = v?. Ik is rather
straightforw ard In classical scattering theory to com pute
the perturbed wave eld and nally the drag on the ob—
stacke (@ related problem , the scattering of sound by a
cylinder, is treated in {[3)). In the low density region, it
is reasonable to ook foru with the ollow Ing ansatz

u;y;z) = p) &ye ™ : @)
W e can rst approxin ate p(z) In this region by an A iry
fiinction given by the solution of p®+ 2zp" o = 0, that
is, by de ning z° = 1= P 5), we have
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T hen, outside the obstacle,
Helm holtz equation

is a solution of the 2D

+ v =0 6)

wih = 0 forr = a, the obstack boundary, and_
e* at in niy. This solution can be computed {{3] in
termm s of Bessel functions Jx and Ny . One nds that, at
leading order forv am all, the 2D dragof isproportional
to

V3§ )J1 @N, )N ) v=log’ v: )
T he totaldrag has to be m ultiplied by the integral of p?
along the z axis to the truncation point z. de ned by
©? (zo) = V2. D irect calculation gives

Z
\% o, v
P dz C = : @)
log” " v

]og2 v 1



In conclusion, the total scattering drag tends to zero at
low speed. Tt isplotted in Figure'l; (solid line).

To understand how the solutions of ('g) behave, we nu—
m erically integrate the equation In a com putational do-—
maln ofdinension 60 60 L wih periodic boundary
conditions n x and y and taking u = 0 on the boundary
of the obstaclk and away from the condensate (z = 0).
At the truncated surface z = L inside the condensate,
we use the condition (@=@z)@u=p) = 0, where p is the
solution to the Painleve equation @:) described before.
T he num erical solution is com puted based on a continu-
ous piecew ise quadratic nite elem ent approxim ation in
space and the RungeX utta ourth-order in tim e integra—
tion schem e. U sing p as Iniial condition, we rst com -
pute the solution of @) for som e tin e by adding a dam p—
ing coe cient, that is, we replace iu + In @) by iu. 1+ 1 ).
For sm all velociy, this e ectively drives the num erical
solution of ‘_2) close to a stationary solution. Then, we
continue the Integration with a much reduced dam ping
coe cient = 0:02 orwith nodamping = 0.

In what llows, we will diyide the velocity by the
sound velocity at center ¢; = © 2 o="'"%. In Figure,
we plot the drag vs. the velocity divided by cs. For
a given velocity value, the drag is the value obtained
through tin e averaging of (-'j) . W ehaveveri ed that w ith
di erent an all values of , the drag calculation rem ains
essentially the sam e.
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FIG.l:'Dmgvs. V=Cs : for (:_8'), o for num erical solu—
tion of @); Insert: zoomed In for smallv.

For v amall, we nd that the solution is aln ost sta—
tionary. Surface oscillations are present near z = 0, and
the drag is sm all, but not zero. See Fjgure:_z for plots of
the solution. T he drag com puted in thisregine tsvery
wellto the cubic grow th given by (:g) .

W hen v is increased, at a critical velocity ve=cs 02,
the surface oscillations develop into sm all handls that
move up and down the obstacle w ithout detaching; see
Figure :j. .

T here isno stationary solution, but no vortex shedding
either: the sn allhandlesm ove up the obstaclk to a crit—
ical z value and down. This instability m ay be related
to the one discussed by Anglin [14]: in our scaling, the
critical velocity found In E[é‘] is 02. At this stage, the
solutions do not produce large drag nor vortex shedding.

&t is only for larger velocities (v=cs > 025) that the

FIG . 2: Isosurface snapshot of 13 surface waves forv= 0:08
andv= 02.

FIG . 3: Isosurface snapshots of jijat di erent tines for v =
024: form ation of vortex handles.

handles m ove up to the top, detach from the obstacle
and produce signi cant drag. T his is a wholly nonlinear
phenom enon and m ost lkely cannot be described by a
linear analysis.

Let usdescribe the solutions forv=c; > 025 illustrated
n Figure :ff The vortex handles seem to rst nuckate

FIG .4: A sequence of isosurface snapshotsof njforv= 028:
a) form ation of vortex handles, b) detachm ent from obstacle,
c) bending of vortex tubes and d) fom ation of vortex half
rings.

near z = 0 and are top connected to the obstaclk. A s



tin e Increases, the bottom endsm ove away from the ob—
stacke in a slightly down stream direction whilke the top
end m oves up along the obstacke F igure :ffa) . W hen the
top ends of the vortices becom e close to z = L, the bot—
tom ends reverse their trend ofm oving aw ay from obsta—
cle. Instead, they m ove back to the bottom of the ob—
stacle, as if the handles prefer certain curvature E igure
:ffb) . Eventually, the top ends of the handle m ove away
from the obstack and produce a pair of vortex tubes
w ith their bottom ends at the bottom of the obstaclke
F gure :ffc) . The handles m erge Into a half vortex ring,
this half ring m oves both upward and dow nstream F ig—
ure 'ffd) . Near z = 0, the solution can be approxin ated
by the solution (:ﬁJ:) and this solution does not have vor-
tices, so the instability creates the vortex but the vortex
m oves away. Vortex detachm ent happens only at su -

ciently high densiy, in the region where the nonlnear
term in the equation dom inates. The direction of the
vortex digplacem ent is due to the velociy ofthe ow and
the self interaction of the vortex on itself, which gives a
m ovem ent along its nom alvector. M eanw hile, while the
vortex ring starts to detach from the obstacle, another
pair of vortex handles is form ing near the obstack. The
above process repeats itself. N ote that we have truncated
the dom ain close to the boundary of the cloud, so that
the half ring we com pute would correspond to a closed
ring in the experin ents.

W e have to point out that the critical velociy we have
found for the onset of vortex shedding is lower than the
critical velocity for the 2D problem at z = L. In this
case vyp =¢s = 0:35. So the inhom ogeneity in the con—
densate lowers the critical velocity from the 2D value.
One can check that for di erent L, the critical velocity
does not change. This is veri ed by our num erical com —
putation where we have used two boxes w th one about
50% higher in z than the other, and there is little change
in the drag plots, nor there is any signi cant di erence
in the dynam ic behavior of the solutions.

In the experin ents '[_]:, :_2, :_3], the drag is plotted vs ve-
lociy and a critical velocity can be de ned when a sharp
slope is observed in the drag plot. T he criticalvelocity In
ij] isvery sin ilar to ours, though slightly sn aller. This is
certainly due to the nite extent ofthe condensate in the
x, y direction. Indeed, our sin ulations have not taken
Into acoount that the cloud is narrow er in the y direction
than along the x. W e can check that for the 2D problem ,
this geom etry lowers the velocity. On the other hand,
our com putations indicate that the lnhom ogeneiy in the
z direction and the soft boundary of the laser beam are
well accounted for by our problem .

Sum m ary. W e have studied the onset of dissipation
In thePahlveboundary layerofa BEC when a detuned
laserbeam ism oved In the condensate. W e do a change
of fram e and blow up the low density region near the
boundary ofthe cloud to w rite the equation for the wave
function In this region: z = 0 is now the boundary of
the cloud and z large is the center. For am all velocity,
there is a drag around the obstacle due to radiation, but
no vortex is generated: it is a stationary ow, which is
supersonic near z = 0, but subsonic for z lJarger. O n the
other hand, when the critical velocity is reached, the In—
stability propagates tow ards the top, a vortex handlk is
nucleated and detaches from the obstacle to form vortex
rings that m ove away. O ur ain was to understand the
origin of vortex shedding. The critical velociy is lower
than for the 2D problem . There is a drag for all veloc—
iy, it Increases am oothly w ith the velocity, and there a
signi cant increase at the onset of vortex shedding.

A cknow ledgm ents

The authors would lke to acknow ledge discussions
w ith Vincent Hakim and M arc Etienne B rachet. Q iang
Du is supported in part by a NSF grant DM S-0196522.

l1C.Raman, M .Kohl, R.Onofrdio, D.S.Durfee, C.E.
Kuklew icz, Z . Hadzibabic, and W . K etterle, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 83, 25022505 (1999).

RI1 R .Onofrdo, C.Raman, J.M .Vogels, J.R . Abo-Shaeer,
A .P.Chikkatur, and W . Ketterle Phys. Rev. Lett. 85,
2228-2231 (2000).

Bl]C.Raman, R.Onofrdo, J.M .Vogels, J. R . Abo-Shaeer
andW .Ketterle,J.Low Temp Phys.122,99-116, (2001).

A1 T .Frisch, Y .Pomeau, and S.Rica, Phys.Rev. Lett. 69,
1644 (1992).

B] C Huepeand M E Brachet, PhysicaD 144, 20-36 (2000).

6] B .Jackson, J.F .M cCann, and C.S.Adam s, Phys.Rev.
A 61, 051603 (2000).

[71 T W iniecki, B Jackson, JF M cCann and C S Adam s J.

Phys.B:At.M oLOpt.Phys.33 No 19 (2000) 4069-4078.
B] J.S.Stiebergerand W .ZwergerPhys.Rev.A 62, 061601
(2000) .
PIM . Crescinanno, C. G. Koay, R. Peterson, and R.
W alsworth Phys.Rev.A 62, 063612 (2000).
[L0] P.O .Fedichev and G .V . Shlyapnikov Phys.Rev.A 63,
045601 (2001).
1] F D alfovo, L P itaevskiiand S Stringari, Phys.Rev.A 54,
4213 (1996).
[12] A L Fetterand D L Feder,Phys.Rev.A,58,3185 (1998).
[13] P.M orse and K . Ingard, T heoretical A coustics, M cG raw —
Hill, (1968).
[14] J.R .Anglin, Phys.Rev.Lett. 87, 240401 (2001).



