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C ondensates and correlated boson system s
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A bstract. W e study twobody correlations In a m any-boson system with a
hyperspherical approach, where we can use arbirary scattering length and
Include twobody bound states. As a special application we look on Bose—
E nstein condensation and calculate the stability criteriim In a com parison
w ith the experim ental criterium and the theoretical criterium from the G ross—
P itaevskii equation.

1 Introduction

BoseE instein condensates BEC) of akali atom s, eg., Rb and Na, have suc-
cesfilly been created in the last decade [L]. The JILA experim ents [P, 3] touch
upon the collapse of boson system s at large twobody scattering length ag due
to the fom ation of twobody bound states. T he stability criteriim has recently
been m easured to be N psFp < 055 EJ'.], where N r3is‘che num ber ofbosons, ag is
the twobody swave scattering length, and bg = ~=fm !) wih the geom etric
mean ! ofthe angular frequencies of the deform ed oscillator. T he properties of
BEC have largely been acoounted for by the G rossP taevskii equation (GPE)
f,'4]1w ith a zero-range interaction, which reproduces the correct average energy,
density distribution, and stability criterium E?.]. T his approxin ation is usually
succesfiil at Iow density n, where the combination n s is very am all
T he need fOr a m ore realistic potential isbecom ing m ore in portant w ith the
cases of stronger attraction or larger densities, where critical phenom ena like
collapse of a condensate @] and the conversion into m olecular BEC occur -B].
In addition, the pure m ean— eld structure of the wave finction is not ablk to
account for the correlations between the particles. A ttem pts on top ofthem ean—
eld have been tried, eg., ncluding pairing correlationsbetw een the bosons @:] in
the H artree Fock-B ogoliubov form ulation. A tematively the Jastrow ansatz w ith
them any-body wave fiinction as a product of tw o-body am plitudes have lead to
good resuls for large scattering length Eﬂ]. Quantum M onte<C arlo calculations
have been applied for a lJarge num ber of bosons in a density m atrix form ulation
E.-g], and m ore detailed studies for am aller num bers E.-;', :_L-Z_I*, -'_1-;*.’]
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2 Correlated m any-boson system s w ith arbitrary scattering length

R ecently I_fl_l] a hypersphericaldescription analogous to them ean— eld yielded
the stability criterium N BsFoy < 0:67 for a spherical extemal eld. Thiswas
extended I_l-g;] to treat twobody correlations w ith realistic niterange potentials
and applied to a an all num ber of particlks. R ecently E;L-ﬁ] this was applied to a
large num ber of particles and som e universal scalings were extracted from the
results. This paper w ill review these results and discuss the various structure
descriptions possible w ithin the m odel.

2 Theory

W e study the N -boson system of identical, Interacting bosonsofm assm trapped
by an isotropic ham onic extermal eld ofangular frequency ! . The totalH am it
tonian is then
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W e focus on the relative degrees offj:eedom and use hyperspherical coordinates
{[8]: hyperradius given by % = ; rfj=N ,where rj; = ¥; 153 and hy-
peranglks relating to the rem aining 3N 4 relative degrees of freedom . D ue
to the properties of the ham onic oscillator, the centerofm assm otion separates

out, lraving a relative eigenvalue equation:
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W e factorize the relative wave functionas ( ; ) = BN D=2 £y | ; ).This
way we obtain an e ective radialequation for £ ( ) asthe eigenfunction ofenergy
E in the e ective potentialU ( )
2 g2

2m d 2

mU()_ 6N 46N 6 (), °

- 17 2+E: @)

+U() E £()=0; 3)

Here b = P ~=fm !) is the length uni of a ham onic trapping potential of
frequency = !=@2 ). The -dependent is an e ective angular potential,
which includes the e ects of interactions and correlations.
A ssum ing then a wave function which isbasically a sum , and not a product,
of twobody am plitudes as
X
(7 )= ( in3) )

i< j

we are ablk to solve the angular part of the m any-body Schrodinger equa—
tion as just a onedin ensional Integro-di erential equation with up to two—
din ensional integrals. In the angular equation we use a niterange G aussian
V (ry) = Vgoexp ( ij=b2) as the twobody interaction potential. The only ad—
ditional approxin ation consists in assum Ing that the range b of this potential
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ismuch amn aller than the average distance between the particks. T he scatter—
Ing length ag can assum e any value, and there can be any num ber of tw o-body
bound states, at least in principle; In actual calculations the accuracy is better
w ih as few twobody bound states as possible. T he usual zero-range interaction
used In the m ean— eld am ounts to equating ag w ith the B om-approxin ation ag

to the scattering length. In com parison we generally have that ag and ag di er
substantially. T he B om-approxin ation is given by

Z 4
m 2
ag dr rV (r) : (6)
~Too
W hen we assum e that ( ; ) is independent of angular coordinates, the
angular potential becom es for N 1
r __ r __
3 3 _5as 3 3 _45as
== NTF= 1 = ZN'T=;
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w here we due to them ean— eld lke assum ption ofno intermal structure replaced
ag by ag. This is generally the asym ptotic angular eigenvalue for the lowest
state above twobody bound states. The m ean— eld description only contains
this e ective interaction potential. Twobody structures and bound states in
this twobody correlated m odel is clearly beyond the m ean— eld.

3 Resuls

W ih a G aussian twobody Interaction potential of range b the qualitative fea—
turesof areasshown n gure ﬂ,' The large- features only depend on ag and
therefore b only m atters for the m odekdependent region at snall ( =b< 10 1

gure .}') .At an all and negative scattering length the angular eigenvalue quickly
approaches zero as 15N "2az= .At larger, but still negative, scattering length
the angular eigenvalie follows a constant valie 1:#6N’~> before approaching
zero as before. In the case of a bound tw o-body state, when the scattering length
tums positive, diverges as 2 2=a§ . Thus a description of twobody bound
states is also possbl w ithin the m odel.

The inclusion of the twobody bound state is evident from oconsidering the
full spectrum of angular eigenvalues for the case of, eg., one twobody bound
state. In gure :_’2'. we show the two lowest angular eigenvalies n such a case w ith
one two-body bound state and positive scattering length. T he low est eigenvalue
(dashed curve) diverges to m inus in nity proportionalto 2. This corresponds
to the bound state. The second eigenvalue (solid curve) is negative at gm all
hyperradii but tums positive at larger and approaches the asym ptotic behavior

/ as= (dotted curve, see inset).

T he deviations of thism ethod from them ean- eld are illustrated In gure 5:,
w here the Iow est angular eigenvalue fora case w ith no tw o-body bound state and
negative scattering length is com pared to the zerorange angular eigenvalue for
the sam e scattering length. For low density nsF < 1=N ? the e ective energy
of the two m ethods coincide, for Jarger densities the m ean— eld energy diverges,
w hile the energy from the nierangem odelrem ains nite.M oreover, it deviates
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Figure 1.Theangulareigenvaluie forN = 1000 and a G aussian interaction potentialofrange
b.The hyperradius is in unisofb and the twobody s-wave scattering lengths as is indicated
as as=b on the plt.
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Figure 2. The two lowest angular eigenvalies (dashed and solid curves) for N = 100, as=b =
+ 10, and one bound two$ody state. T he dotted curve is for the sam e scattering length.

in a region where the density is still relatively low njsF < 1 so higherorder
correlations (especially threebody) do not play a rol yet.

A direct com parison of the interaction energy is done by calculating the
Interaction energy per particle for the zero-range m ean— eld and for this nite-
range m odel w ith correlations, see gure '4 The solid curve shows the GPE
Interaction energy, which increases In m agnitude until there is no stable system
for N s ¥y > 0:55. The crosses are the results from this niterange corre—
lated m odel, which alm ost coincide w ith the GPE results. Setting the barrier
height of the radial potentialwith = equal to the oscillator energy yields
the stability criteriim N RsFoy < 053, which agrees well w ith the above. The
dashed curve is the resul for the m ean— eld w ith a scattering length equal to
the Bom-approxin ation ofthe niterange G aussian we used in the calculation.
T he deviation ofthetwo GPE calculations, is equivalent to the observation that
the m ean— eld m odel w ith a zerorange interaction gives the correct resul, but
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Figure 3. The lowest eigenvalie for a;=b = 104, N = 100, and no bound two-body states
(solid) . The dashed curve is  forthe sam e scattering length. T he vertical lines indicate regions
of di erent density.

notw ith a niterange interaction.H ow ever, the correlated m odel reproduces the
correct Interaction energy with a niterange Interaction of the true scattering
length. W e interpret this as a con m ation that the crucial degrees of freedom
are included In the ansatz for the wave function.
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Figure 4. Interaction energy per particle for b=b = 1442, as=b = 084 (@g=b = 0:5)
calculated by the GPE (solid line) and the twobody correlated m ethod (crosses). T he dashed
Ine isthe GPE calculation wih as = ag = 0:5b.

4 C onclusion

W e presented the key results of a hypersoherical study of tw o-body correlations
In BEC.W e con m ed the stability criterium . M oreover, structure beyond the
m ean— eld is ocbserved due to the description of twobody bound states and the
e ective energy at larger densities. W e expect this m odel In the future allow s
m ore detailed analysis of the coupling between m olecular BEC and atom icBEC .



6

Correlated m any-boson system s w ith arbitrary scattering length

A possiblk extension isthe inclusion ofthe im portant threebody correlations for
a study of the recom bination process in dilute atom ic m edium .

R eferences

1.

10.

11.

16.

M .H .Anderson etal.,, Scienc= 269, 198 (1995).C .C .Bradlky, C .A .Sackett,
J.J.Tollett, and R .G .Hulkt, Phys.Rev.Lett. 75, 1687 (1995).K .B.D avis
et al, Phys.Rev.Lett. 75, 3969 (1995).

.E.A.Donky etal, Nature (London) 412, 295 (2001).

.E.A.Donky,N.R.Clhussen,S.T.Thompson,and C .E.W iem an, Nature

(London) 417, 529 (2002).

.N.R.Clussen et al,, Phys.Rev.A 67, 060701 (2003).

. C.J.Pethick and H. Sm ith, BoseE instein Condensation in D ilute G ases

(C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge, 2001).

. L. Piaevskii and S. Stringari, Bose-E instein Condensation (C larendon

P ress, O xford, 2003).

.A.Gammal, T .Frederico, and L. Tom io, Phys.Rev.A 64, 055602 (2001).
. S.Kokkelm ans and M .Holland, Phys.Rev. Lett. 89, 180401 (2002).

.S.Cowellet al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 88, 210403 (2002).

W .Krauth, Phys.Rev.Lett. 77, 3695 (1996).

E . Cerboneschi, C .M enchini, and E . A rimn ondo, Phys. Rev.A 62, 013606
(2000).

.D.Blumeand C.H.Grene, Phys.Rev.A 63, 063601 (2001).

. G . Astrakharchik, D.Blme, S. G jorgini, and B. G ranger, eprint cond*

.J.L.Bohn,B.D .Esry,and C .H .G reene, Phys.Rev.A 58, 584 (1998).

.0.S rensen,D .V .Fedorov, and A . S. Jensen, Phys.Rev. Lett. 89, 173002

(2002); Phys.Rev.A 66, 032507 (2002).

acoepted for Phys.Rev. A ; cond-m at/0306564, subm itted to J.Phys.B.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308585
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308585
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305040
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306564

