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A bstract. W e investigate system s of identical bosons w ith the focus on two-body
correlations. W e use the hypersoherical adiabatic m ethod and a decom position of
the wave function in twobody am plitudes. An analytic param etrization is used for
the adiabatic e ective radial potential. W e discuss the structure of a condensate for
arbitrary scattering length. Stability and tin e scales for various decay processes are
estin ated. T he previously predicted E m ov-lke states are found to be very narrow .
W e discuss the validity conditions and form alconnectionsbetween the zero—and nite-
range m ean— eld approxin ations, Faddeev-Y akubovski fom ulation, Jastrow ansatz,
and the present m ethod. W e com pare num erical results from present work w ith m ean—
eld calculations and discuss qualitatively the connection w ith m easurem ents.
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1. Introduction

The interest in dilute Bose gases has been grow ing since the experin ental realisation
of the phenom enon of BoseE instein condensation BEC) [1,12,13]. Excellent review s of
the world of BEC are given In recently published m onographs [4,15]. T he theoretical
Interest In BEC goesm ore than fiy years badck and is widely based on the m ean— eld
ormulation. The usualm easure of the validity of the m ean— eld is that np, 7 1,
where n is the density and ag is the twobody s-wave scattering length [4]. Then the
particles are not too close to each other and correlations are expected to be negligbly
an all. The i portance of correlationsm ust ncrease w ith the density ofthe system and
the m ean— eld m ethod sooner or later becom es inadequate.

A Feshbad resonance is routinely used to create BoseE instein condensed systam s,
where the e ective Interaction corresponds to a large scattering length ag [6]. Then
stronger correlated structures arise and the condensate becom es unstable as seen
experin entally [1]. A theoretical description based on the tin edependent G ross-
P ftaevskii equation (zero—range two-body interaction) was given in [8,19]. By de nition
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then only average properties are incorporated although the dom inating decay m echanisn
is very sensitive to correlations.

Correlations are clearly fully Included in exact solutions of the full problem as
attem pted in few body physics. For fem ionic system s the current lm it is about 10
particles, see eg., [LO]. The sin pli cations for identicalbosons allow com putations ofa
larger num ber of particles especially when using variationalm ethods like the quantum
M onte Carlo m ethod, see eg., [L1]. However, detailed investigations for relatively few
boson or fem ion system s already require a substantiale ort [12,[13]. A Jargernum ber of
particles can be handled ifonly speci ¢ properties are wanted and not the fi1ll correlated
wave function. In particular quantum M onte C arlo calculationshave reproduced density
pro les in agreem ent w ith the G rossP itaevskii resuls (14, [15].

T he need to acoount for correlations seem s unavoidable In experin entsw here cluster
structure is in portant, eg., form ation ofm olecular dim er states. T he sin plest exam ple
isprobably the threebody recom bination process, where two of the atom s n them any—
body system react and form a two-body bound state. In [16] is suggested to apply a
Fedshbacdch resonance to create a hybrid atom icm olecular BoseE instein condensate. The
atom -m olecule coupling is included on top of the usualm ean— eld equations. Tt is then
con ctured, that the ground state of a Feshbadch resonant BossE Instein condensate in
reality is a m ixed condensate of atom s and diatom ic m olecules. A dhikari [1'/] studied
the coupled system of atom s and m olecules from the G rossP itaevskii equation and
predicted oscillation phenom ena. The experin ent reported in [L8] used the tuning of
a Feshbach resonance with a collapseburst process as a result. It was subsequently
shown [19, 120, 21]] that the coherent burst—rem nant oscillations could be accounted for
by the presence ofa m olecular B oseE Instein condensate. Furthem ore, the creation ofa
diatom icm olecular condensate of ferm ionic atom swas recently cbserved 27,123] giving
additional evidence for the creation of a m ixed condensate.

D escriptions of correlations within N Joody system s suggest the use of few body
techniques which are tools to understand the f&w body structures essentially decoupled
from all other degrees of freedom . This suggests to extend the use of suitable three-
body fom ulations. A particularly prom ising set of caloulations were reported in [12]
for an isolated threebody system with totalangularm om entum zero. T hey varied the
scattering length and described system s w ith any num ber of bound two-body states.
M oreover, they studied a range of excited states and concluded that such higher-lying
condensate-like states do not collapse under the usual conditionswhen N ;5o > 05
24], where b is the trap length of an extemalham onic eld.

G eneralization of this work to N -body system s started in R3], where average
properties of boson system s were nvestigated with hyperspherical coordinates. In
268, 127]] this adiabatic hypersoherical m ethod was extended to explicitly include two-—
body correlations in N Jboody boson system s. This structure of the wave function is
beyond the m ean— eld. The application for the particle number N = 20 was extended
up to N = 10° P8]. Scaling properties were deduced as fiinction of scattering length
and particle num ber and analytic expressions were derived for the adiabatic potentials.
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The results from 26, 127, 28] ndicate that the m ean— eld properties for dilute
system s are reproduced In addition to the twobody correlations. B etter understandings
of validity conditions and connections between m ean— eld m odels and the adiabatic
hypersoherical expansion m ethod are desirable. O fparticular Interest are correlations
for large scattering lengths, which cannot be studied by m ean— eld m ethods.

BefPre proceeding it may be usefiil to express our de nition of correlations In
N body system s, ie. as structures Indescribabl by m ean— eld wave functions. For
exam ple, if two particles form a bound state it is possbl to formulate a m ean— eld
theory for such dim er states. It is also possible to construct a theoretical form ulation
where mean— eld wave functions are used for each species in a ocoupled system of
single particles and din ers. Even when din ers can ssparate and two particles com bine
to din ers this could still appropriately be called a m ean— eld treatm ent. Exam ples
are the HartreeFok-Bogolubov HFEFB) formulation in [L9] for atom s and m olecular
(oound or unbound) din ers and the HFB approxin ation for nuclons and unbound
pairs of nuckons frequently applied to the nuclkar m any-body problem [R9]. W hen
all divergences are ram oved by renom alization, the restriction of the H ibert space to
m ean- eld wave functions allow com putations for any interaction param eter, eg., large
twodbody scattering length. O bviously, this does not In ply that the true m any-body
correlations can be described, only the structures allowed by the wave function. The
key point is the allowed H ibert space in a speci ¢ form ulation. In [19] both atom s and
m olecular din ers are sin ultaneously allowed. In 26,127,128] not only m olecular din ers
are allowed, but all kinds of diatom ic correlated structures w ith non-zero higher-order
correlation fiinctions are inclided.

T he purpose of this articke is to discuss both qualitative and quantitative gross
properties ofN body boson system sw here tw o-body correlations explicitly are included.
TIn section [d we brie v summ arize the hypersoherical theory for studying correlations.
T he connections to m ean— eld m ethods and other descriptions of correlations in m any—
body system s are not previcusly formulated and we include a general discussion in
section 2. In section[@ we present the hyperspherical potentials and discuss the analytic
param etrization of the e ective radial potential extracted in [28]. W e derive scaling
properties and discuss qualitatively a possible scenario for decay and collapse of the
condensate after sudden changes of the e ective twobody interactions. In section [4
we discuss details of relations to the m ean— eld, In provem ents over the m ean— eld, and
ranges of validity ofthem ean— eld and the present hypersohericalm ethod. T his section
contains essentially only new results. Finally, we sum m arize and conclude in section [3.

2. Theory

W estudy N identicalbosonsofm assm trapped by an extemalham onic eld ofangular
frequency ! . W e assum e Interaction via a short—range twobody potentialV , which m ay
depend on the relative spin state. H owever, we shall see that the Interaction basically
only enters through the relevant scattering length and the form ulation is therefore the
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sam e as for spinless bosons. The H am iltonian is then given by

NS 15 1 22 .

H = . %+ Em! oy +i<jV(rij), @)
where r; is the position of particle i, p; the conjugate m om entum , and ry; = Jy £]
is the nterparticle distance. T he Interaction part is independent of the center ofm ass.
Both the kinetic energy and the extermal ham onic eld can be separated into parts
depending on the center ofm ass and parts only depending on relative coordinates. For
this we use the wlation

X X!

1
1:2i=N— ri2j+NR2; )
=1 i< 3
P
where R = ;#=N is the center of m ass coordinate. This inm ediately leads to the
convenient de nition of the hyperradius

1 X X
— r’ ¥ NR: B3)

2 —3
13 i

i< 3 =1
The relative degrees of freedom are rst relted by N 1 Jacobi vectors ~
30]. W e next choose a new st of coordinates, the hypersoherical coordinates,
to describe the 3N 3 rehtive degrees of freedom . The hyperradius sets the
overall length scale for the system, the angls  detem ine the N 2 relations
Kk = Q0SS y 100S y 2:::00S ;1S , between the lengths of the Jacobi vectors,
and 2 (N 1) angles detemm ine the ordentations of the Jacobi vectors. A1l 3N 4
hyperangles are collectively denoted by  [31),132].

2.1. Adialatic hypersphericalm ethod

The H am iltonian then ssparates Into a center ofm asspart, a radialpart, and an angular
part depending respectively on R, ,and [32]

A A A Nzﬁ
B —Hen v H +— @
Hem.= B + Inmi%R?; (5)
cm . 2N m 2 . 4
~ ~ 1 e w48 1 2 2
BT o woag @ T ©
A Ay oom 2X
h = N l+ 2 A\ (rij) . (7)
i<j
T he angular kinetic energy operator AIZQ 1 Is given recursively by
N2
N2 A2 + k 1 + E . 8
K K ClOS2 k S:iI'l2 k ! ( )
A @ 3k 6 Gk 2) sz @
2 _ + ( ) ke ; (9)
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w here j; is the angularm om entum operator associated w ith ~ .
The relative wave function ( ; ) obeys the Schrodinger equation

N

€ Hen) (;)=E (;): (10)

T he adiabatic expansion of the wave function is

xR
()= F () (;); F ()= 9% (); (1)
=0
w here is an eigenfiinction ofthe angular part of the H am iltonian w ith an eigenvalue
2 2
~* ()=Cm °)

A (;)= () (;): 12)

Neglkcting couplings between the di erent —channels yields the radial eigenvalue
equation for the eigenfunction £ and the energy E

~2 d2

gzt O E£()=0; (13)
2mU () (3N 4) 3N 6) 2
= =t 42 e d4)

where Iy P ~=m !) is the trap length and the adiabatic potential U is a function
of the hyperradius. It consists of three tem s, ie., the extemal eld, the generalized
centrifigalbarrer, and the angular average of the interactions and kinetic energies. T he
neglcted non-diagonaltem s are for large hyperradii less than 1% ofthe diagonaltem s
for attractive G aussian potentials. T hus, the center ofm assm otion is ssparated out and
the hypersoherical adiabatic m ethod is prom ising sim ply due to an all coupling tem s.
T he ram aining problem is the determ ination ofthe angularpotential from the angular
eigenvalue equation.

22. The wave function

W e have so far not assum ed speci ¢ structures or restricted the allowed H ibert space
for the m any-body wave fiinction. At som e point we need to m ake a suitabl ansatz
for the angular wave function (; ).However, rstwe shallrelate to the historically
successfiil approaches to describe a m any-body wave fiinction.

22.1.TheHartree m ean— edd description. T he ground-state H artree product of sihgle-
particle am plitudes [33]
pal
@it )= sp. @®) ; (15)
=1
is for the non-interacting gas In the extemal eld given by the am plitude

3=2

o) = Ce @0 ; ¢ 1= >y (16)
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. . PN 2 2 . .
W ith the relation _,ri = ?+ NR? this can be rew ritten as
h i

=1
2_ 2_
=CcVe @ NRSED - @)F.() o 17)

T he ssparation ofthe center ofm assm otion assures that the ground-state center ofm ass
function alvaysis o ®R) = CN **exp[ N R*=(K)]. Then equation [I7) is a product
of the lowest solution for the m otion of the center of m ass In a trap, and the lowest
hyperspherical wave function Fy ( in equation [[l), whereFo( ) / exp[ *=@f)]and
the angularpart ,( ; ) isa constant. This relation in equation () between ordinary
cartesian and hyperspherical coordinates is valid for any length param eterl. . T herefore
am ean— eld product of identical shgle-particlk G aussian wave flinctions is equivalent to
a hyperradial G aussian and a constant angular wave finction, ie., w ith no dependence
on hyperangles

In reality the interactionsproduce correlations and the hypersphericalw ave fiinction
deviates from a hyperradial G aussian muliplied by a constant hyperangular part.
T herefore the m ean— eld Hartree product wave function is not exact. However, a
m easure can be obtajnzed by calculating the singleparticle density n, given by

ne)= dds mI(;) RF; (18)

whith can be compared with the mean- eld analogue j sp,(fl)f. The 3N 1)-
dim ensional integral in equation [8) is very complicated with the filll num erical
hypersoherical solution. To get an idea of the possible structures we assum e a constant

angular part ( ; ). W e expand the hyperradial density distrdbution on G aussian
am plitudes w ith di erent length param eters a:
X 2 2
F ( )_21 = o] We ’g 19)

3 2 3

P R,
_ . ‘ 3N 4 _ P
where ;G = 1 assuresthat F ( ) isnom alized as 0 a N i )f— 1. Thisy¥lds

X 1 a2 N 1)& + &
ne)= S —5=3e 23 sz-: 3 ; 0)
, B: N
’ R
which isequivalent tohri= &z n @&)r?, since
hr? i lh2'+er2' 31 L x 2+312 1)
1= —h "1 i= — — a4+ ==
TN 2 N ,C” 2Nb°
J
and 7 Jx
d3’fl n (rl)rf = 5 CJB§
j
>, 2 * 2, 31 - (22)
= J— JR— a [ =
> N Lt o S 11
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The m ean square distance between the particles can then be ocbtained from the G ross—
P itaevskii, or m ean- eld, approxin ation for hr?i by the relation

2N 5, 5. 2N 5. 13,

N 1 hrii HR1 = N 1 hrii N—Ebc : (23)
For a non-Interacting gas In a ham onic extemal eld the energy E, is rlated to
E, / hrfiby the virial theorem .

These relations are derived and valid only for G aussian wave functions. H owever,
the true m ean— eld solution is not strictly a G aussian, although such an approxin ation
is rather e cient as pointed out by Pethick et al. [l4]. T he above resuls can be used to
relate an approxin ate G aussian m ean— eld density distrdbution to a sin ilar hyperradial
distrdoution implicitly, assum ing oconstant angular wave function corresponding to
uncorrelated structure, see Bohn et al. 23].

2 s _
hri,i=

22 2. Faddesv-Y akubovski description. W e seck the e ect of correlations and have to
operate beyond them ean— eld. Letus rst consider the Faddeev-Y akubovski technigques
where the proper asym ptotic behaviour of the wave functions directly is taken into
acoount [34,133]. This form ulation is well suited when the lJarge distance assym ptotics
is crucial as expected for low -density system s.

Faddeev [34] nitially studied threeparticle system s N = 3) where one of the two—
body subsystem s isbound, and the other subsystem s are unbound. He w rote the wave
function as = 12+ 13+ ,3 wih the three tem s given by suitable pem utations of

- KyE 4 K 3R
03 = o3 lmy3)ei Tt R R 24)

whereR,3 = M ¥+ m3x)=M ,+ m 3) isthe center ofm ass of the bound subsystem and
K ,3 is the conjugate wave vector. A generalization ofthis threebody wave function is

X X
5= mEglexp 1 Kem+ KRy ;00 = iyt @5)
k6 1;] i< j
W hen allrelative energiesare snall, K33 ¥ Oand kg * O, wecdbtain 45" i @3) .

G eneralization to an N -particle system was formulated by Yakubovski who
arranged the particles into all possible groups of subsystem s and thersby form ally was
abl to include the correct lJarge-distance asym ptotic behaviour for all cluster divisions
[339]. T he decisive physical properties are related to the division into clusters which for
N = 3 am ounts to three possibilities. T he three Faddesev com ponents are related to the
num ber of divisions and not the num ber of particles. ForN > 3 the num ber of cluster
divisions ismuch largerthan N . ForN partickes the wave finction is therefore w ritten
asa sum over possi;{]e clisters

= (cluster) : (26)

clusters
This method is often applied with success In nuckar physics 36, 137, 138]. In a
dilute system two closelying partickes are found m uch m ore frequently than any other
cluster con guration. Then the dom inating temm s in the general cluster expression in
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equation [28) are the twodbody clusters w here the ram aining particles can be considered
unoorrelated and described by plane waves or in them ean— eld approxin ation. Thewave

flinction then reduces to the fom

X
(;)= 5050 @)

i<j

22 3. Jastrow procedure. T he Jastrow variational form ulation was designed to account
for correlations 39,140, 141]. W e willbre y comm ent on the Jastrow ansatz, since it
provides a physically transparent reason for writing the wave function as a Faddeev
sum In the dilute lim it. A connection between the Jastrow ansatz for the relative wave
function E1]

¥
(;)= fe.s) @8)

i<
and the Faddeev form ulation ispossble. W e w rite the twodody Jastrow com ponent as
amean- eld term muliplied by a m odi cation expected to be In portant only at sm all
Separation, ie., (om itting nom alization)

)= e R L+ @y)l; =0 for r>xn; 29)
where we Introduced the length scalke r, beyond which deviations due to correlations
vanish. W ith equation [J) this leads to the relative wave function

) ¥ h i
(;)=e "% 1+ @) (30)
i<j
, ,h w >y i
—e TOD 14 (esy) + (ey) () + : (31)
i< i< 6 k<1

Through equation [[1) the Gaussian mean—- eld Hartreeansatz is cbtained for a
non-interacting system I the ham onic extermal eld. For a hom ogeneous density
distrdoution wih b ! 1 the mean- eld solution is a constant [42]. For a su ciently
dilute system it is unlikely that m ore than two partickes sim ultaneously are close in
space, ie., both rj5 < ry and 11 < 1y . Therefore the expansion In equation [Z) can be
truncated after the rsttwo tem s, ie.,

¥ h i Dl ¥ h 1 i

- 14 L) = - - -

- 1+ (=) 1+ - (®15) - N N l)=2+ (Ey) - (32)
Rede ning the twodbody amplitude we end up wih a Faddesv-lke sum as in
equation [27).

2.3. Twodody s-wave correlations

T he conclusion from the preceding subsection is that a wave fiinction of the fomm

X
(;)=F(C) ( 7n3) 33)

i<j
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Incorporates both the mean- eld properties through F ( ) and the correlations in
addition to them ean— eld through the Faddeev-com ponents . W e therefore decom pose
the angular wave function in equation () (om itting indices ), into the symm etric
expression of Faddeev com ponents

bl bl

(7)= (i) (imy) e (34)

i< j i<j
w here the last approxin ation assum es that only relative s-waves contribute, leaving the
dependence on the distance ry5. H igher partialwaves could in principle be included but
the num erical com plications would Increase rather dram atically. T hus, we have \onk™"
assum ed relative s-waves between each pair of particles as appropriate for an all relative
energies and large distances. The capability of this decom position for large scattering
length hasbeen dam onstrated forN = 3 by an application to the IntricateE m ov e ect,
which also arises precisely or am all energies and large distances [43, 144].

The Faddeev ansatz in equation [27) can be form ally established as a generalized
partial wave expansion in tem s of the hypersoherical ham onic kinetic energy
eigenfiinctions. T he twobody s-wave sim pli cation then appears as a truncation ofthis
expansion to nclide only the lowest hyperham onics for the description ofthe rem aining
N 2 particles. Since this function is a constant we arrive at equation [B4) . This s-wave
assum ption em phasizes twobody correlations. T he m ethod can be extended to Include
higherorder correlations directly in the form of the wave function, eg. threedbody
correlations, as suggested by [311].

In oconclusion, we believe that the Faddeev ansatz with twodbody am plitudes
acoounts for the in portant twobody correlations when the system is su ciently dilute,
and at the sam e tin e keeps the m ean—- eld informm ation about m otion relative to the
rem alning particles. An extension of this technique would be a feasble, but perhaps
Intricate, approach to study threebody correlations in denser system s and in connection
w ith the in portant process of threebody recom bination within N body system s.

3. G eneral properties

The m ethod outlined above leads to the e ective radial potential n equation {I4) and
the radial equation [[3). This huge simpli cation is hiding all the com plications and
the detailed infom ation in the angular eigenvalue com putations. The key quantity is
then the function , which detemm ines the properties of the radial potential.

T he angular eigenvalue equation [[J) can by a varational technique be rew ritten
as a sscond-order integro-di erential equation In the varabl 1 32]. For atom ic
condensates the Interaction range is very short com pared w ith the spatial extension of
the N -body system . U sing this shortrange property of the interaction in the integro-
di erentialequation sin pli eseven further to contain at m ost one-din ensional integrals.
The valdiy of our approxin ations only relies on the sm all range of the potential,
w hereas the scattering length can be as Jarge as desired.
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T he general structure of the Interaction between neutral atom s is an attraction at
Jonger distances arising from mutually nduced polarization. At shorter distances the
Pauli blocking dom inates and causes the e ective Interaction to be repulsive. This is
often m odelled by potentials sin ilar to the van der W aals potential. In the present
form ulation it is possble to use any short-range potential also with a nite repulsion
at the core, eg., a sum oftwo G aussians w ith repulsion at the origin and attraction at
larger distances. H owever, for the large distances crucial for the condensate’s properties,
only the scattering length is in portant. W e therefore rst apply a G aussian potential
V (r) = Vyexp( 7=’) and study dependence on the scattering length a; ora xed
range b. It is convenient to m easure the strength of the interaction in units of the
B om-approxin ation ag of the scattering length

0 Z
4 ~2
which fr the Gaussian potential is ag = P BVy=(4~?). Physical results when
N b are Independent of the shape of the potential 271].

The e ective two-body Interactions can vary enom ously for di erent system s and
di erent experin ents. D epending on the strength of the interaction the two particles
may form a bound state of rlatively am all radius (nm ) com pared to the typical size
( m) of a BossE Instein condensate. For the akali atom s there are usually ssveral of
such bound twobody states. Scattering of two atom s at su ciently low relative energy
depends only on the two-body s-wave scattering length as. Large distances appropriate
for dilute system s can then be expected to be detem Ined alm ost entirely by as. At
higher densities also the e ective range of the Interaction m ay be signi cant.

W ethen st solve the angularequation by them ethod of nitedi erences [27]. The
basis points are chosen to catch the rapidly varying parts of the wave function and the

nite short—range potential. T his in plies that the points vary strongly w ith hyperradius
and particle num ber. W ih the angular eigenvalue and wave function we then continue
to solve them uch sin pler radialequation where only one adiabatic potential is included.

as FraV @) ; (35)

3.1. Angular potential

Twobody interactions are regoonsible for the properties of the m any-body system . In
our form ulation, rst the properties of the angular eigenvalues are determ ned and next
they enter decisively the e ective potentials and the radial equations. Q ualitatively the
results depend on the sign of the scattering length and the num ber of two-body bound
states. T his is understandablk as the atom s In a dilute system at low energy e ectively
Interact as In a two-body scattering situation. H igherorder processes seldom occur and
do not contribute to the properties of the dilute system .

The study In 28] Included variations of the interaction strength and the num ber
of particles. W e show In gure [l the Iowest angular potential from equation [[2) for
N = 100 for G aussian twobody Interactions w ith various scattering lengths. W hen
as = b (solid line) the potential has no bound twobody states. The lowest angular
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n
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Figure 1. The lowest angular eigenvalies for N = 100 bosons interacting via a
G aussian two-body potentialV (r) = Vyexp ( r*=kf) w ith zero or one bound tw o-body
states. T he scattering lengths as=b are indicated on the gure.
eigenvalue is zero at = 0, decreases then through a m nimum as a function of

and ocontinues afterwards to approach zero at large hyperradii as a;= . Increasing the
attraction (oroken lines) decreases allangular eigenvalues forall -values. Thedetailsat
an aller hyperradiihardly change w ith Jarge variations ofthe scattering length . H owever,
at Jarger distances the approach towards zero is converted Into a parabolic divergence
as soon as the scattering length jum ps from negative (dotted) to positive (dot-dashed)
corresponding to the appearance of a bound two-body state.

G enerally, an attractive niterange Interaction can support a certain number N g
of twodbody bound states for both positive and negative scattering lengths. Then
the lowest angular eigenvalues, o; 15:::; y, 1 descrbe these bound twobody states
w ithin the m any-body system at large hyperradii, ie., they divergeto 1 asseen In

gure[ll. The next eigenvalue y_, oconverges to zero at large distance and corresponds
to the rst \twobody-unbound" m ode. Through the derived adiabatic potential this
m ode is responsible for the properties of atom ic B oseE instein condensation, w here no
clusterization is allowed.

The detailed num erical analysis In 28] resulted in a param etrization for the
behaviour of these -functions. Here we restrict ourselves to attractive twobody
Interactions in two di erent regim es: i) no bound twobody states and ag < 0, and
i) one bound twodbody state and a; > 0. For hyperradii exceeding a lower Iim it o,
which roughly is at the m ininum , ie., > o 0:87N*? (o="p,9*>b the analytical
expressions are 28]

, , 0:92N =*b
NG )= JN; )1y —m
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8
< J1 N)J .
1 exp ERCERE when ag < 0 ’ (36)

1 )3 3903
+ > 0;
3N 3 M3 when a;> 0;

where is the expectation valie of i for the zero-range Interaction V (¥) =

4 ~?a, (¢)=m 1in a constant angularwave fiinction ( ; ) = constant, ie.,
r_ r__
2 (E) as 3 3.4
™; )= —ﬁN(N 1)—“‘!15 NE 37)
2
L N) = 15N ; (38)
2 2
@y =g @) 2m . @2 - c: (39)
~2 m Jisf

T he num ber ¢ approaches unity when the scattering length becom es very large. The
factor (L+ 0:92N "“*b= ) re ects dependence on potentialdetails like the nite rangebof
the G aussian two-body interaction. At N’=*-p,jwe have 1 @ Foramall
hyperradii < o we use for allag the perturbation result obtained as the expectation
value of the twobody interaction in a constant angular wave function, ie.,

o) mV (O)N ? ?

a 7
~2

or < 4; (40)

where we use equation [0) ranall when j @ ( )jis analler than the expression
equation [3d). Then the angular eigenvalue is de ned analytically for all . These
expressions describbe accurately the results of full num erical com putations for any two—
body interaction as soon as is larger than . W e should em phasize that the sn all
distance region where , = © () is sensitive to the speci ¢ choice of twobody
Interaction.
The results of the param etrization in equations [3d) and [40) are ilustrated in
qure[d orN = 100 for a larger range of scattering lengths than in gure [l in order

to show the quality of the param etrization. The pronounced desp m ininum at 0
0

50000 |- .

o L _

100000 |- .

150000 — S

10° 10 10° 10° 10’ 10°
=

Figure 2. The angulareigenvalue , equations {(3d) and [M0), forN = 100 as function
of forthe di erent scattering lengths given on the gure in units of the range a=b.
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is In the region depending on the twobody potential and re ects only the qualitative
behaviour of the num erically correct lowest angular eigenvalie. A fter this strongly
attractive region at an all the eigenvalues approach zero. A s the size of the scattering
length increases the eigenvalue develops a plateau at a constant valuie ; independent
ofas. Eventually at large the eigenvaliesvanish as foras < 0 and divergesto 1
when ag > 0.

W hen ag < 0 the analytic and the correct eigenvalues both exceed the asym ptotic
zero-range resul, ie., 4 for allhyperradii. Thism eans that the true ground state
energy is higher than the energy obtained with the zero-range interaction. Thus the
ground state energy from ourm odel is higher than the m ean— eld energy. T he origin of
this sequence of energies is that the zerorange Interaction nevitably lads to diverging
energies for an aller distances. T he present m odel avoids this non-physical short—range
collapse.

W hen ag > 0 the interaction ise ectively repulsive at large hyperradiiand we nd
analogously that an analytical expression in this case for the second angular eigenvaliue
obeys . for all hyperradii, due to the divergence of !' +1 as ! 0.
C orrespondingly we get energies an aller than the zero-range m ean—- eld result in the
positive ag—case. Bohn et al. R3] cbtained in this case only energies higher than the
G rossP itaevskii energy.

32. Radialpotential

The param etrization in equation [3d) leads to an analytic expression for the radial
potential. W e can then also study the properties of the radial potential and derive
physical quantities like the energy and the root-m ean-square ssparation between bosons.
In particular the attractive tw o-body potentials generally give rise to a Jarge num ber of
negative-energy m any-body states. U sing the m ethod described in [43] it is possibble to

estim ate the number N of such bound states, ie.,

P—7
2m q

N7 PO (41)

~

where U ¢ ’0) denote the negative part of the radial potentialU ( ).

32.1. Features of the analytic expression. The radial potential obtained from
equation [3d) is shown In gure @ as function of the hyperradius for a series of
di erent particle num bers and scattering lengths. T he strongly-varying short-distance
dependence is om itted to allow focus on Intermm ediate and large hyperradii. W hen an
Intermm ediate barrier is present the condensate is described as the state of lowest energy
Iocated In them nimum at large hyperradius. Thism nin um exists for ag < 0 when
N BsFb < 05 asestablished In 25, 127]

The behaviour at very am all hyperradii can be constructed from equation [40).
However, now the central value of the twobody interaction enters explicitly and the
resulting radial potential therefore depends on the shortdistance behaviour of this
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Interaction. T hism odeldependence extends to larger distances w here the perturbation
expression In equation [0) is nvalid. This region of up to Nb is not very
Interesting In the present context and we therefore only crudely connected the analytic
param etrization in equation [3d) and the expression in equation [40) to allow extraction
of the m odelxindependent resul.

M oving alphabetically In qure @ from @)-(f) we rst in (@)-d) maintain the
particle number N = 6000 whilk only the scattering length ag vares. From (d)—(f)
wemaintain a;=b= 035 and vary N . In (@) the twobody interaction is zero, g = 0,

01 ;
- . - \ .
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(b(\] O N
£ - . - .
- @) . o B3 1
_O‘1 ||||||||| I\IIIIIII 11 11l |||||||||\| L1 Ll Lt
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- \ . - \ .
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r&\E] L N L i
- () . S C)) 1
_O‘1 11 11t I\IIIIIII 11 11l | I I\IIIIIII Lt
- - \\ .
i i \ 1
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D - - AN -
b, 0 =
(g] L . L i
- © 1 @) _
_O.l_ ||||||||| |||||||| ||||||||_ [ ||||||||| ||||||||| ||||||||-
103 10* 10° 10° 10° 10* 10° 10°
=b =b

F igure 3. Radialpotentialsw ith b-=b= 1442 and @) N = 6000,as 0; )N 6000,
as=b= 0:05; )N = 6000,as=b= 0:18; d)N = 6000,as=b= 035; ) N = 3000,
as=b= 035; N = 500, agc=b= 035. The dashed lnes arewih ag = 0. The
divergenceU () ! +1 when ! 0 isnot shown.

leading to a vanishing angular eigenvalie, = 0. The e ective radial potential then
consists only of centrifiigalbarrer and external eld with onem ininum . In (o) we tum
on an attractive potential, ag = 0:05b, su ciently strong to overcom pensate for the
centrifiigal repulsion and create a second m inimum In the radial potential at am aller
hyperradiis. An intem ediate barrier is keft between the twom Inim a at an alland large
hyperradii. A further increase of the attraction n (c) ram oves the barrier whike laving
a analler, at region. The negativepotential region around the m ninmum at snall
hyperradiis is now even m ore pronounced. This tendency is continued n (d) wih a
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stronger attraction.

W ith the scattering length from ), as = 0:35b, and a decreasing num ber of
particles the intem ediate barrer is slow Iy restored whilk m oving to am aller hyperradii.
In ) for N = 3000 a barrer is about to occur, and in (f) wih only N = 500 an
Intermm ediate barrier is again present between am lninum at sm alland large hyperradii.

322. Large scattering ength A large scattering length in plies through equation [34)
an interm ediate region In hyperradiis where the angular potential is alm ost constant.
M ore speci cally, when < N '®g,jand '’ ; two of the tetms in the radial
equation [[4) add to a negative value

1 (3N 4) 3N 6)

—2+ 12 <0; (42)

which in plies that no repulsive barrier is present. Then the e ective potential is 2
until the trap begins to dom nate.

W eshow In gure[d the analytic radialpotential corresponding to one ofthe angular
eigenvalues from gureld. W e observe that the radialpotential isnegative in a lJarge range
ofhyperradiiw hich can be divided Into three di erent regions. For an allhyperradii the
radial potential has a m lninum . For intemm ediate hyperradii the angular potential is
a constant and therefore the radial potential behaves as 1=2. This is from gure
seen to appear Hr =bbetween 10 and 10°. W hen N’=¢-p,jthe angular potential
vanishes as 1= , so the radial potential vanishes as 1=, although not clear on the

gure. Finally the trap / 2 dom inates w ith positive contributions at Jarge hyperradii.

10000 J
0

% ;
2 10000 3
b as=b= 10 —— ]
-20000 ]
_30000 1 1 || 1 1 || 1 1 || 1 1 || 1 1 || 1 1 || Il Il || Il Il || Il Il |:

10° 10t 10* 10° 10* 10° 10° 107 10® 10°

=

Figure 4. Analytic radialpotentialobtained from equations [I4) and [38) orN = 100
and a;=b= 10%.

The bound states In this potential can be divided Into groups according to their
hyperradial extension. T he totalnum ber of such states iswrtten asN = N;+ Nz + N,
where N, N, and N, are the number of states located respectively in the attractive
pocket at am all hyperradii, in the interm ediate  1=? region and at hyperradii large
com pared w ith the scattering length.
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W ith the analytic expressions inserted Into equation [4ll) to cbtain the e ective
potentialwe nd a crude estin ate of the num ber of selfbound states in the podcket to
beN; ’ 13N *2. Thisnumber depends on the properties of the tw o-body potentialbut
the N 3 scaling rem ains unchanged fr all short-range interactions. The outer region
also supports bound stateswhen the trap length I is su ciently large, ie.,br N Bsj
where we analogously ndthatN , / 0:78N '~°. This num berm ay be severely in uenced
by the con nem ent of the extemal trap, but again the N =° scaling rem ains unchanged.

The Intemm ediate region is only present when the scattering length is relatively
large. This region exist when

b o B 43)

where these lin its correspond to values of the hyperradius Jargerthan 5 = N "~°band
an aller than a.x = N "“°$,3. The number of states Ny located in this region is again
obtained from equations [l), A7) and [[4), see [486,[268]. This gives

Ny © 29m == 44)
3N 4) 3N 6) 1 _
2 1 ( ) )2 159N ; 45)
4 4
where we used equation [38) and assum e N is Jarge. T he num ber of these bound states
is then
Ny’ 040N T Ji—ij : 46)

They are Jocated in the region, w here the radial potentialbehaves as 1= 2, which is the
generic form of the potentials giving rise to the E m ov states in threebody system s
43,144]. These states have characteristic scaling properties relating neighboring values
ofenergies and m ean square radii. T he num ber of states depends logarithm ically on the
size of the 1= “~region as in equation [44), analogous to the threebody E m ov states.
T hese states were therefore denoted m any-body E m ov states [26].

T his estin ate assum ed that the extemal trap has no In uence on the hyperradial
potential for p<_ mnax» However, when the trap length I is su ciently snall, ie.,
when iz = Nk < N '™®H.j the extension of the plateau is truncated at large
hyperradii. T he num ber of states can then be estin ated by substituting pax with ap
in equation [44). This yields

P
3=2h
N 2=3p
The plateau can not exist when the extemal potential dom Inates already at an all
distances, ie., for short trap ngths when a, < N *borequivalently N & N o
©=b)*?. This maxinum number of particles allow ing a plateau and the resulting
E mov-lke states is for a realistic ratio of b.=b = 1442 therefore obtamned to be
Nupax 7 55000. This estin ate is rather uncertain but it ilustrates that too m any
particles not only exclude stability of the condensate but also the existence of the

Nz / 040N ~°n @7)
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soatially extended E m ov-lke structures which otherw ise m ight play a rok in the
recom bination processes.

The number of E m ov-lke states N ; increases strongly with N as seen in tabk[dl
forh=b= 1442 for a few particle numbers. These estin ates are m ore precise than In
previous work where we cbtained Nz = 28 forN = 20 for the sam e param eters 24d].

N 10| 20 | 100 | 1000 | 10000
Ng || 35| 72 | 380 | 3632 | 24810

Table 1. ThenumberNg ofE mov-lke states forb=b= 1442 and fsj! 1 .

T he energies and m ean square radii of the E m ov-lke states are related by the
expressions [40]
2

~ 2 2 2 n=
E,= mgﬂf" )i E,=Ege ; 48)
w here the exponential dependence on both the strength ofthe e ective potential and
the num ber of excited states is highlighted.

Let us assum e that the trap length is lJarge and not responsble for term inating the
plateau at large distance. W e can then crudely assum e that them ean square hyperradii
ofthe rstand lastE mov-lke statesaregiven by 2, = N 7HF and 2., = N""H7,
resoectively. Using equation (48) we then obtain the energies of the rst and last

E m ov-lke states
2 2

~ ~

——; E r _— 49
2m 17 ast om f. 7y @9

which tum out to be independent of the particle number N . These energies rem ind
of the kinetic energy scale of strongly bound two-body states and the expression for a
weakly bound or a resonance two-body energy, regoectively. T his does not m ean that
the average distance r between tw o particles In thesem any-body states also are given by
band a;. In fact, r contains an additional N -dependent factor, ie., r N3N 2= q, 7]
for the two cases. These constant energy lin its in ply that the density of E m ov-like
states increases w ith particle num ber precisely as the interval scales, ie., N =,

E '’

32.3.Demmy and colbpse. The BoseE instein condensate is intrinsically unstable and
decays spontaneously, eg., Into lower lying dim er states. R ecom bination oftw o particles
Into a lowerlying (oound) state is possbl by am ission of a photon, but the rate is
strongly enhanced when a third particle is involved instead of the photon. This three—
body recombination process has been suggested to be in portant in Bose condensates
[L7,147]. T he outocom e ofdin ers can not be distinguished directly from these very sim ilar
processes. M okcular orm ation from two cold atom s, enhanced by tuning the Feshbach
resonance, corregoonds to absorption ofa photon and creation ofam eta-stable structure.
The related dchange of the surrounding m ediuim oould lad to instability collectively
Involring m any particles, and much faster decays better described as a collapse B].
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In the experim entsby D onky et al. [/]a condensatewas rst created w ith e ectively
zero Interaction, ie., zero scattering length as in gure[3a. The radialwave function is
then located at relatively large distances in the m lnimum created by the com prom ise
between centrifigalbarrier and extemal eld. The attractive podket at am all distances
isnot present and the condensate appears as the ground state in thispotential. Both the
radial potential and the wave function are shown in gure[H. The e ective interaction
was then suddenly changed by tuning a Feshbadch resonance 48] to obtain a large and
negative scattering length [/]. The measurem ent showed a burst and a rem nant of
coherent atom s. Thiswas interpreted and explained as form ation ofdim ers via the two—
body resonance, a burst of dissociating din ers and a ram nant of an oscillating m ixture
of coherent atom s and coherent m olecules (19,120, 1211].

In our formulation the e ective potential is suddenly altered by a change of the
underlying twobody interaction. The corresponding new radial potential, shown in

gure[d, has a pronounced attractive region abk to support a num ber of bound states.
The :niial wave function is no longer a stationary state in the new potential and a
m otion is started towards am aller hyperradii, where i would be re ected from thewall
of the centrifigal barrier. The system would then oscillate between the centrifigal
barrier and the wall of the extermal eld.

This m akes the unrealistic assum ption that no other degrees of freedom are
exploited, eg., the angular dependence of the wave function orm olecular bound states
described by other adiabatic potentials. Thus direct population of twodbody bound
statesand resonances arenot allowed. T his requires In addition inclusion ofthe adiabatic
potential asym ptotically describing these states. This is entirely possbl within our
m odel, but i constitutes a m apr new num erical investigation where coherent atom s
and m okcules, oscillations between them , and (threebody) recom bination are studied
In the sam e fram ework.

In the present work we con ne ourselves to the soenario ofm acroscopic contraction,
w here the density rapidly increases and din ers quickly are produced and subsequently
efcted from the trap. W e shall In the follow ing m ake qualitative estin ates of the three—
body recombination rate producing the din ers. W hether this process is signi cant or
not ram ains to be seen.

To study the process we m aintain the chosen degrees of freedom described by one
adiabatic potential. W e expand the nitial wave function on the eigenfiinctions in the
new adiabatic potential. T he dom inating states In this expansion are the highest—ying
E m ov-lke statesnow present because ofthe large scattering length which produces the
plateau region and the  ?potential. T hese states have a sin ilar Jarge spatial extension
as the mnitial wave function. The resulting non-stationary wave fiinction provides a
goeci ¢ oscillation time. A fter a quarter of a period the extension of the system has
reached itsm ininum . The wave function at thistine T isalso shown in gure[T.

The recom bination probability ncreases w ith decreasing hyperradius due to the
higher density, ie., ssveral particles are close In space and therefore m uch m ore lkely
recom bine Into m olecular states. T he tin e scale for threebody recom bination is given
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Figure 5. W ave functions £ and e ective hyperradial potentials U in dim ensionless
units as function of hyperradius or N = 20. T he scattering length is zero up to the
tine t= 0 and then suddenly changes to be large and negative at later tines t > 0.
P otentials and the corresponding wave finctions are sketched fort= 0 and at a time
T after a quarter ofa period. T he horizontallines show the stationary negative-energy
states fort > 0.

byN () = N O)exp( t=Te), whereN isthe number of atom s in the condensate. This
is as a function ofthe average hyperradiis estin ated by 28]

2m ©
Tree= ———= ¢ 50
™ g dN 3 0)
This recom bination tin e for the highestJying E m ov-lke states ( N"=-a,9 can

then be com pared to the tine scale for motion In the condensate which is given by
Tirap 2 =l'.We nd

. .2
Twe N N3]

Ttrap b
T hus, close to the 1im it of stability established asN as Fo 05, we have T Tirp
N 1) and the recom bination process is rather slow for these highestying E m ov—
like states. Still the lifetin e m ust In all cases be shorter than for the Initially created
condensate because the density is larger.

If these E mov-lke states are populated In experin ents where the potential
suddenly is changed from gure Ba to gure [3d,e they could possbly be indirectly
observed. A signature of this m any-body E mov e ect would be cbservation of the
diatom ic m olecules form ed in the recom bination process and w ith the estim ated rate
Tre from equation [Rl). The rate should then be inversely proportional to the square of
the scattering length reached after changing the potential. The din ers them selves can
probably not be distinguished from this and other processes, but the m easured rate of
din ers can possbly be ssparated into di erent characteristic com ponents.

These E m ov-lke states m ay exist as quasistationary states essentially decoupled

(1)
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from all the other m any-body degrees of freedom . The recombination tin e or the

corresoonding width g nov = ~=Twc Of the E mov-lke states Indicates the degree
of decoupling. U sing equations [48) and [49) we obtain
2
E mov 1 b E mov l
= — i - (52)
En En 1 4 2N 11=6 as En En 1 4 2N 11=6

for the st and last E m ov-lke states, respectively. The couplings com pared to the
Jevel spacings are sn all and decreasing wih N . Thus the identities of these states
could be very well preserved w ithin the m any-body system . Still their lifetin es due to
recom bination processes can be very large com pared to the tin e scale de ned by the
extemal eld. These negativeenergy selfbound m any-body states should essentially
m aintain their spatial extension after the external eld is switched o . This is in clear
contrast to positive energy states where only the ion trap prevents expansion. Thus a
relatively slow tin e evolution of the density distribution w ithout external eld should
be characteristic for these very weakly coupled m any-body E m ov states.

4. Connections to the m ean- eld approxim ation

The mean— eld is often used to describbe a condensate. A H artree product of single-
particle wave functions describes successfiilly a BoseE instein condensate of a dilute,
weakly interacting gas of pointlike particlesw ith n 7 1,wheren isthedensity. The
m ean- eld validity condition is then ful lled, ie., the m ean free path is long com pared
to the interaction range of the system de ned by the scattering length. T he low -energy
scattering properties expressed by the scattering length are then clearly decisive. In the
follow ing we rst comm ent on the choice of Interaction and second on the di erences
between the m ean— eld m ethod and the hypersoherical adiabatic m ethod. Fially we
discuss the conditions of validity.

4.1. The twodody interaction

The choice of the interactions should be consistent with the H ibert spaces for the
di erent m ethods. In the m ean— eld treatm ent a zero-range interaction is often applied

4 ~2a
V (r) = °

®) ; (53)
m

where a5 is the twobody s-wave scattering length. This lin it can be ocbtained from a

nierange potentialw here the range approaches zero and the strength is appropriately
adjusted. W e use a niterange G aussian interaction

Vo () = Voo * 77 ; (54)

where the Bom-approxin ation ag to the scattering length then is a m easure of the

strength, see equation [33). The G aussian is in the Iimit when b ! 0 a representation
b ®) ofthe D irac -function

Z
1 _
b)) —ome YT 1= dr e (55)
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W e rew rite equation [B4) as

2
4~aB

Vs )= PPV, L) = b @) ; (56)

which has the sam e form as equation [B3), but with az instead ofas. Then forag, = ag
we have

Im Vg @)=V () : (57)
Bl 0

However, a; = ag isonly valid when g Fo! 0, which is rmrely the case.

The lin it of vanishing range b can be reached in sveral ways, eg., as In
equation [Bd) with a constant ag or with an adjistm ent of Vy to kesp a constant as.
These lin tsdi er enom ously and the optinum choice depends on the purpose and the
H ibert space restricting the wave function. If the low-energy scattering properties
are crucial the constant a; seem s to be the choice. However, this does not lad
to equation [B3), but the strength of the Interaction should instead approach zero
Inearly with b. In fact, the scattering length is not even de ned for the interaction
in equation [B3). Still, the ain of computing reliable energies in the mean- eld
approxin ation can be achieved w ith this strength fordilute system s [49]. T he interaction
and the H ibert space must be consistent, ie. a renom alized interaction follows a
restricted space to produce the correct energy. In this case the H ibert space is restricted
to them ean— eld product wave functions. A ny extension to include features outside this
restricted space, for exam ple twobody clister structures, would be disastrous [B0]. In
otherwords the wave finctions are very di cul to im prove even In perturbation theory.
M aintaining the niterange Interaction with the correct scattering length then resuls
In di erent properties of the Interaction even when the range approaches zero on any
scale de ned by the physics of the problem . T hus the m ean— eld product wave function
w ith a realistic two-body potential would also lead to disastrous results.

C learly, the full H ibert space w ith the correct interaction must produce correct
results. W hetherthe realistic Interaction com bined w ith our choice ofthe space including
tw o-body correlation am plitudes can reproduce them ain features is not apriori cbvious.
However, the investigations summ arized In the previous section dem onstrate that the
energy ofthem ean— eld approxin ation for dilute systam s is reproduced and the correct
large-distance behaviour is at least approxin ately obtained. T his asym ptotic behaviour
is detem ned by the scattering length which only inplicitly is contained in a given
com bination of range and strength of the G aussian interaction. This in plies that our
H ibert space m ust account properly orthe crucial correlationsnecessary foran accurate
description at large distances.

4 2. Hyperspherical form ulation with the zero-range interaction

A reformulation of the m ean— eld in hypersoherical coordinates was given by Bohn
et al. R5]. They assumed an angular wave function, where all correlations are
neglected, and a —interaction, equation [BJ), is used precisely as in the mean- ed



Structure ofboson system s beyond the m ean— eld 22

approxin ation. This results n an angular potential produced by the angular eigenvalie
n equation [37).W ith this hyperspherical potential they solve the radial equations.
Roughly speaking, our angular potential arising from the G aussian interaction is
above when a; < 0, and below when a; > 0. The \exaggeration" in PH] of the
zero-range interaction is a result of including the a;= divergence of also for small
distances. W hen approaches zero or the scattering length diverges, these and other
m ean— eld m ethods yield disastrous resuls.
The m ean— eld Interaction energy can be estin ated as the expectation value of
the -function Interaction in equation [B3) with a Hartree wave function of G aussian
single-particke factors:

)= ——o e (58)
3=4b:
N N 1)Z 2N N 1)~a
Ep= ——— dz @)V @) @)= P - (59)

2 mg '
where we used Iy as the size param eter for the wave flinction since the con nement
is due to the trap. This wave function is then the lowest ham onic oscillator solution
obtained w ithout any twobody interaction.

W ith hypersoherical coordinates this interaction energy is then related to the
angular eigenvalue:

Zl 2 ()

Ene= . df()mf(); (60)

where £ is the nom alized radialG aussian function corresponding to the H artree form
S

2 _ _
f( )= (3N 4)72e 27(213{2:) . (61)

o
This radial wave function is not the correct solution obtained by usihg the e ective
potential corresponding to . However, only this Gaussian approxin ation allow s
an analytic com parison between the hypersoherical and cartesian m ean- eld wave
finctions.

4 3. P roperties of the wave functions

The Hartree wave function is closely related to the hyperradial function in the dilute
Iim it and the Jastrow ocorrelated wave function is closely related to the Faddeev-like
decom position of the wave function. A direct com parison of the wave functions is not
possbl in general as this requires an expansion on a com plete set of basis fiinctions
in one of the coordinate systam s. T he necessary calculations involve non-reducible 3N -
din ensional Integrals.

Instead we use the indirect relations provided in section [222.], where energy and
average distance between particles are characteristic features of the wave function. For
a given scattering length the energy E is num erically obtained for a BoseE instein
condensate as a function of the particle number. W e then calculate the interaction
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energy de ned as E Eyp where Ey = 3N ~!=2 is the energy of the non-interacting,
trapped gas. The results are shown in  gure[d. For attractive potentials the m ean— eld
hasa lJocalm nin um at large average distance and m uch lower ([diverging for zero-range)
energies at am all average distances. The m ean— eld (quasistabl) solution is located in
them InIn um at Jarge average distance. Thism Inin um becom esunstabl forsu ciently
large particle num bers. In the exam ple of gure[@a no stable m ean- eld solution exists
forN > 1000. This is consistent w ith the stability criterion ofabout N g o < 055 as
seen from the x-axis exhibited at the top ofthe gure.
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Figure 6. a) GrossP ftaevskii energy as a function of N for ag;=b = 084 and

b=b= 1442. A 1so shown are the hyperspherical calculation for three particle num bers
and as;=b= 084 (@g=b= 035). The dashed line show s the G rossP itaevskiienergy
forag=b= 0:5.TheN B, Foaxisabove only appliesto as;=b=  0:84.

b) M ean square distance between the particles for the cases ofa).

In thesam e gurewe com pare to resuls obtained w ith the present m ethod forthree
di erent particle num bers. T he interaction energies are ram arkably sim ilar to those of
the stabl m ean- eld solution where the scattering length in the Bom approxin ation
equals the correct valie. W e also show the resuls of the less attractive zero-range
Interaction where the scattering length In the Bom approxim ation is the sam e as for
the niterange potential. Now the m ean— eld Interaction energy ismuch lss negative.
W e should em phasize that this com parison does not include the negative-energy states
supported by the attractive pocket at short distance, s;e gure[H. They would appear
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below the \condensatelke" state shown in gure[da.

Using equations [{) and P3) we compare n  gure B hri,i for the solutions
of the m ean— eld approxin ation and the hypersoherical m ethods. The m ean square
distance decreases w ith Increasing particle num ber forall calculationsw ith an attractive
potential. A sN approaches 1000 the G rossP itaevskiim ean— eld radius approaches zero
due to the unavoidabl collapse. The sam e behaviour is seen for radii and Interaction
energies, ie. the average distance between particlkes decreases until the condensate
collapses and the size vanishes in the m ean— eld while m any-body bound states w ith
an aller extension play a rok in the hypersoherical description. T hen also higherorder
correlations can be expected to be essential and result in recom bination processes.

T he average distance is related to the Interaction energy E Eyp. In a ham onic
trap the relation E, / hr?i is valid. For condensates the trap detem ies the average
properties. It is then not very surprisihg that the num erical calculations of hrfi
show that the Interaction energy roughly is proportional to the mean square radial
di erence between interacting and non-interacting system s, ie, E = E, / hrfi hfi,.
The sin flarity of these two sets of second m om ents indicates that the corresponding
wave functions also are sin ilar. For weak interactions (very am all scattering lengths)
a stationary m any-body state can be approxin ated by a product of single-particle
am plitudes. H owever, stronger attraction between particles m ust invoke other degrees
of freedom lke clusterization. Then a sim ple sihgleparticle description is not valid.

4 4. Validity conditions for the m odels

Validiy criteria for our m odel and the m ean— eld approxin ation, both for zero and
niterange interactions, can be com pared_for a BoseE instein condensate where the
wave function is located at hyperradii N_bC . A ccurate angular eigenvalues in this
J:egjolg are crucial for a proper description. Ifthese hyperradiiare su ciently large, ie.,
N kb > N =®-a.5 the angular eigenvalue has reached its asym ptotic valie where
. This condition is equivalent to N psFo < N 2 which is obeyed by stable
condensates where N B, Fo < 0:5< N 23 2§, [24].
The di erent m odels are valid if appropriately designed, ie., our m odel should
reproduce the correct scattering length, whereas both the zero and nierange m ean—
eld interactions should reproduce this sam e correct scattering length but by using the
Bom approxin ation. T he Interaction energies and sizeswould allbe sim ilar forthe states
corresoonding to the condensate. Tom ake this com parison and reach this conclision we
have to assum e that the angular wave function is a constant and that the hyperradial
function is equivalent to the singleparticke product in m ean— eld com putations, see
section[ZZ7. O therw ise the direct connection betw een w ave functions and their properties
is in possible. This assum ption about a speci ¢ form of the angular wave function is
sin ilar to that of spherical H artreeFock com putations for identical ferm jons.
Ifwe fora given average hyperradius , through equation @), relate the m ean— eld
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P _—
average distance r by r = N , then the density n of the systam is given by

3 3N 72
42 4 3
T he zero-range m ean— eld m ethod is usually clain ed to be valid for condensates when
4 npsT=3 1, s=e [42,15]. Then the num ber of particles w thin a scattering volum e
4 $,F=3 is on average m uch sn aller than one.
On the other hand, in the zerorange asym ptotic region of > N ’=*-g jwe have
n *> N"nf,7 inmediately implying that np,F < 1=N? 1, which m eans that
the system is very dilute and both zero and niterange m ean— eld energy is accurate.

n (©62)

For < N7'°4,jthe largedistance asym ptotics are not valid and the zerorange
m ean— eld description breaks down. For N 2.3 < N "®q.7j or equivalently
1N ? < npT 1 the nierange, but not the zerorange, m ean— eld is valid. For
even an aller distances of < N'*2-f jalso niterange m ean- eld becom es nvalid.

T he present adiabatic hypersohericalm ethod w ith twobody correlations explicitly
allowed in the form of the wave function is rst of all valid In the same region as
the niterange m ean— eld approxin ation, ie., orN 2q,j< , where correlations are
expected to be insigni cant. H owever, the validity range of the hypersoherical m ethod
w ith twobody correlations incorporated extends to hyperradii sm aller than N 2 q,73
w here two-body correlations are su cient to describe the clusterizations.

W hen higher-order clusterizations occur, any m ethod w ithout correlations higher
than twodody breaks down. The density when this happens for this hypersoherical
m ethod is not easily derived. The Iower lim it is probably when the distance between
two particles on average equals the interaction range b, ie., N b < . However, or
nucleiw ith identical ferm ions the radius at saturation is about N *~b where the m ean-

eld approxin ation is very successful. This lin i would then correspond to N **b<
but identicalboson system sm ay allow even sn aller hyperradii.

In oonclusion, the wvalidiy regions for the twobody oomelated method
(hyperspherical), niterangem ethods ( niterangem ean— eld and hypersoherical), and
the zerorange m ean— eld are estin ated to be

P

> NbDb for two-body correlated m ethod, (63)
P

> N Bj for niterangemethods, (64)

> N'*q,j for nie-and zerorange m ethods. (65)

These relations can w ith equation [67) be expressed via the density

. . 3
ngd< 20 frtwobody correlated m ethod, (66)
naf< 1 or niterange m ethods, 67)
1
na g < <7 or nite-and zerorange m ethods. (68)

W hen the density is low, the three approxin ations are valid and the energis are
sim ilar. T his assum es that the renom alization is appropriate. For higher densities the
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In portance of correlations increases and the m ean— eld approxin ationsbreak down. At
even higher density also twobody correlations are lnadequate and the particles want
to exploit higherorder correlations. In any case, the wave functions can not be better
than the H ibert space they span, no m atter how precise the energy is com puted.

5. Sum m ary and conclusion

The m ethod of hypersoherical adiabatic expansion is brie y sketched for a system of
denticalbosons. The form ofthewave function is chosen asthe s-waves In a partialwave
expansion of the Faddeev-Y akubovski cluster am plitudes. This restriction is expected
to be accurate for large distances and dilute system s. W e relate to the Jastrow ansatz
designed to dealw ith correlations in rather dense system s. W e discuss the theoretical
connections betw een these approaches and them ean— eld approxin ation both w ith zero
and niterange Interactions.

The angular eigenvalues in the hypersoherical adiabatic expansion appear as
crucial ngredients In the radial potentials. W e use the analytic expressions recently
param etrized to reproduce the results of fiull num erical com putations. We st
discuss the general properties of these eigenvalues as functions of hyperradius for
arbitrary particke num ber and arbitrary scattering length. T he Jarge-distance behaviour
corresponding to the zero-range m ean— eld resul is obtained.

The radialpotential hasa m lnimum at large distance when particle num ber tin es
scattering length divided by trap length is lss than about 0.5. The wave function of
the condensate is located in thism inim um . In addition, for su ciently large scattering
lengths an intemm ediate region appears wih a radial potential decreasing inversely
proportional to the square of the hyperradius. This region supports the m any-body
E m ov-lke states. At much an aller distances a pronounced attractive podket is present
when the twodbody potential is attractive. W e give analytical estin ates of the num ber
ofbound states Jocated In these di erent regions. W e then discuss the decay properties
eventually arising from recom bination processes. In particular the highestlying E m ov—
like states located at large distances recom bine corresponding to w idths much am aller
than the level spacing. T hese peculiar states could then lave observable traces.

F inally, we discussed the connection between this work and the m ean— eld approx—
In ation. W e 1rst em phasized that the e ective twobody interactions m ust be related
to the H ibert space for the wave fuinction. W e soecify the necessary renom alization for
the m ean— eld restriction. Num erical com parison for energies and radii are then pre-
sented. T he validity conditions for the m odels are discussed and expressed as regions in
hyperradiis. T hese regions Increase from zero via niterangem ean— eld approxin ation
to the hyperspherical adiabatic expansion m ethod. M ost of the resuls are lndependent
of the structure of the two-body interaction. The conclusions are derived In temm s of
scattering length, num ber of particlks, extemal eld frequency and occasionally the ef-
fective range of the twobody potential.
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