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A bstract

Selfconsistent excited states of condensates are solutions of the G rossP taevskii (GP) equation
and have been am ply discussed In the literature and related to experim ents. By introducing a
m ore generalm ean— eld which includes the GP one as a specialcase, we nd a new class of self-
consistent excited states. In these states m acroscopic num bers of bosons reside in di erent one-
particle finctions, ie., the states are fragm ented. Still, a single chem ical potential is associated
w ith the condensate. A num erical exam ple is presented, illustrating that the energies of the new,
fragm ented, states arem uch lower than those ofthe GP excited states, and that they are stable to

variations of the particle num ber and shape of the trap potential.
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N um erous properties of dilute B oseE Instein condensates are well discussed by the G ross-
P itaevskil (GP) equation fI,2]. For review s see, eg. [3,'4,9]. If the condensate is trapped,
this equation, which is equivalent to the so called nonlinear Schrodinger equation, possesses
a discrete spectrum of stationary states. Being a nonlinear equation which has to be solved
selfconsistently, the solutions ofthe GP equation are generally called selfconsistent states.
The properties of GP selfconsistent excited states and their form ation have been am ply
discussed, see, eg. [, 71, 9,9, 10, 11,12, 13, 14]. The GP equation supports m any well
known selfconsistent excitations, such as vortex states f15, 16,17, 18, 19], and bright and
dark solitons P20, 21,22, 23,24]. The observation of solitons in trapped B ose gases P25, 26]
provides a striking m anifestation of nonlinear atom optics 27].

By htroducing a m ore generalm ean— eld which ncludes the GP one as a special case,
we nd another class of sslfconsistent excited states. Num erical exam ples show that the
corresoonding energies are substantially lower than those ofthe GP excited states. To avoid
m isunderstanding we m ention that selfconsistent excited states are physically distinct from
collective (or particlke-hol) excitations. T he latter corresoond to am all oscillations around a
given state and are described by m ean— eld linear+esoonse theoriesbased on the B ogoliubov
approxin ation R§, 29].

W e consider a system of N identical bosons. The corresponding GP equation is the
mean— eld equation of this system wih a -function Interaction potentialW (g x) =

o @® %), where r is the position of the ith boson and the nonlinear param eter , is
related to the swave scattering length of the bosons E!]. The GP ansatz further assum es
the wave function sp to be a product of identical spatial oneparticle functions (oroitals)
i ogp @imyiiiiEy) = 7 @) @) y J.@W ih this wavefunction the total energy
Ecgrp =<  gp :HAj gp > is odbtained as the expectation value of our Ham iltonian H and

reads
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where h (¥) = T+ v (©) is the unperturbed one-partick H am iltonian consisting of the trap
potentjal\//\ () and the kinetic energy ope::atorTA . By m inim izing the energy (1) one cbtains
the GP equation:
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Each selfconsistent solution of this eigenvalue equation determ ines ’/ and the chem ical
potential ¢p . The ground state of the system , of course, corresoonds to the solution w ith
the Iowest energy Egp . T he other solutions describe the selfconsistent excited states of the
system .

In the absence of the m utual Interaction between the bosons, allbosons reside in a single
goatial orbital in the ground state ofthe system . The GP ansatz for the wavefunction ¢»p
is thus very appealing for the ground state and has indeed been very successfill in explaining
m any observations. W e have reason to assum e, however, that not all relevant m acroscopic
excited states are describbable by sp . The general wavefunctions of N non-interacting
bosons is a product of orbitalswhich can allbe di erent. Since the bosons are identical, this
product must be symm etrized and several bosons m ay reside in the sam e spatial orbital.
W e may put n; bosons In orbital 1, n, in orbital , and so on. For transparency of
presentation we restrict oursslves in the follow ing to two orbitals | and , wih particle
occupationsn; and n, and n; + ny = N . The extension to m ore orbitals is straightforward.

T he wavefunction now reads
wiiiiim ) =S 1) L ®) 2®@i1) 2 ®ain,); 3)

where $ is the sym m etrizing operator.
By de nition them ost generalm ean— eld energy isE =< jHAj > where isthe above

discussed wavefiinction. It is evaluated to give 3Q]
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where hy; = ; h ;dr is the usualonepartick energy. W e now m inin ize this energy w ith

respect to the orbitals under the constraints that they are orthogonaland nom alized, ie.,
< 1J2>=0;< 1J1>=< Jj2>=1: ©)
T his leads to the follow ng set of coupled equations for the optim al orbitals:
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T hese equations should not be confiised w ith those for condensates m ade of two types of
bosons. The ;5 are the Lagrange param eters due to the above m entioned constraints; 14
and 5, are related to the nom alization constraints and the introduction of i, and 5
enforces orthogonality of ; and ,. Wemention thatn; 12 = n, ;. ngeneral, 1, 6 0
unless ; and , are ofdi erent spatial symm etry.

By setting n, = 0 we readily see that the general mean— eld wavefunction n (3)
contains the GP wavefunctions sp asa specialcase. The energy E in (4) then reduces to
the expression rEgp In (1). Becaussofn; 12 = n, ,;,theparam eter ,, vanishes and the

rst equation In (6) is then nothing but the GP equation (2). Contrary to the GP equation
(2), the general m ean— eld equations (6) are —ow Ing to the presence of 1, and ,; —not
eigenvalue equations. T his is a generic property of the latter equations. Unless either one of
the particle occupations vanishes, orn; = n, = N=2, or ; and ; have di erent symm etry,
or 11 = 3,,theo diagonallagrange param eters 1, and ,; cannot be ram oved from (6)
by linear transform ations.

W hilk we cannot attrbute a physical cbservabl to the o -diagonal Lagrange param eters

12 and ,; we can do so for the diagonalones. A s can be seen from (1), the energy needed
to ram ove a boson from the condensate w ithout changing the orbital’ is, wihin GP m ean—

eld, given by Egp N ) Egp N 1) = ¢p . Analogously, we can com pute wihin the
present generalm ean— eld the energy needed to ram ove a boson from orbial ; and that
from orbial ,. Recalling that ; and , are orthogonal, we readily nd from (4) and (6)
the dentities ;= E (hy;n;) E @ 1Lynp)and ,,=E Mi;n) E @;ny; 1).Clearly,

11 and 5, can be viewed as chem ical potentials of the £ ;g—and £ ,gdoson m anifolds,
resoectively.

N ext, we can m ake use ofthe fact that the energy E and the orbitals ; and , depend on
the particlke occupation n; and treat this occupation as a variational param eter, ie., search
for its optim al value which m akes the energy stationary. Interestingly, one can show for
m acroscopic occupancies nq;n, 1 that at any extrem um ofthe energy as a function ofn;

the two quantities ;; and 5, coincide BQI:

1= 22°¢ (7)

This is a rkvant nding for understanding the conospt of a condensate and the m eaning

of its selfconsistent states. The system describbed by the wavefunction (3) consists oftwo



(orm ore) subsystam s each possessing its own chem ical potential. Thism ay contradict the

picture one usually has of a condensate. It is thus in portant to note that thess, In general
di erent, chem ical potentials becom e identical at the optin al occupations restoring thereby
the picture ofa condensate. W ih this In m ind, we de ne as selfoconsistent condensate states
of the present m ean— eld only those solutions of (6) at which the chem ical potentials 14
and ,, are dentical. T hese corresoond to the extrem a ofthe energy E as a function of the
boson occupation nj .

Let us refer here to the problem of fragm entation often discussed In the literature, see
refs. 31, 32] and references therein. A condensate is fragm ented if its reduced one-body
density m atrix has two or m ore m acroscopic eigenvalues (the total num ber of particles N
is assum ed large). Until now fragm entation has not been found for trapped condensates.
O ur present ansatz has the potential to descrbe fragm entation on the m ean— eld lkevel. If
the optim alboson occupations n; and n, are both m acroscopic for large N, fragm entation
In the respective selfconsistent state indeed takes place. Consequently, we call such states
which are beyond reach ofthe GP equation (2), selfconsistent fragm ented states.

W e shalldem onstrate In the follow Ing that the present m ean— eld supports selfconsistent
fragm ented excited states. M oreover, these states can be at m uch ower energy than allthe
G P selfoonsistent excited states. A s an exam ple we choose a repulsive condensate ( o > 0)
In an one-dimn ensional doubl-well potential. Since equations (6) have very recently been
derived, the num erical procedures to evaluate them are not yet su ciently developed to
allow for computations in three dim ensions. W e have reason to believe, however, that
sin ilar results w illbe obtained in m ore dim ensions.

In our exam pk the potential

! p
V (x) = c+ — X2 a?+ ( 2x%()2) ®)

describes two wells ssparated by a barrer. The depths of these wells di erby a bias

T he param eter ¢ is chosen to set the bottom ofthe potentialequalto zero. T he coordinate x
is dim ensionless and allenergies and ( are now In units ofthe frequency ! . The equations
for the optin al orbitals have been evaliated num erically by using the DVR method B3].
Starting from an initial guess for ; and ,, for instance, the solutions of the equations
w ith slightly di erent boson occupations, the equations are iterated until selfconsistency is

achieved. To accelkrate the convergence of the calculations we have em ployed an energy—



shift technigque as often done in HartreeFock electronic structure com putations 34]. The
GP equation has been evaluated by solving the corresponding eigenvaluie equation self-
consistently using the DVR m ethod.

H aving obtained the optin al orbitals for the present and GP m ean— elds, we have com —

puted the energies E and Egp . Com putations have been carried out system atically for
the ground and the st few excited states using various values of the coupling constant
( = oN) (ote that N 1) and of the param eters appearing In the potential V (x) in
(8) . Foreach set ofthese values the optin alorbitals and the m ean— eld energy E have been
determm ined as a function ofthe boson occupation n; . A typicalexampl isshown in gl. In
this gure them ean— eld energy perparticke E =N is depicted as a function ofthe fractional
occupation n;=N for = 2:5. For com parison, the energies per particke Egp =N ofthe GP
ground and rst excited state are ndicated aswell. Two dispint E=N curves are seen in
the gure and we concentrate rst on the one at lower energy. Starting the calculations at
n; = N, the energies E and Egp , of courss, coincide. W e then continuously lowered the
value of n;=N and obtained a sm ooth E =N curve. This curve exhiits two m axim a and a
m ininum which is, of course, Jocated between them . Follow ing (7) there is only one value
for the chem ical potential at each of these extrem a. A coordingly, the states corresponding
to these extrem a are selfoconsistent fragm ented excited states of the condensate.

The twomaxina ofE (n;) corresgpond to m etastable states. Any varation of the boson
occupation n; lowers the energy favoring a "decay" into either the GP ground state which is
also the ground state ofthe present m ean— eld orto the state corresponding to them Inim um
ofE (n;). T he lJatter state is stable w ith respect to variationsofn,, orbrie y a stable state. A
substantial energy barrier has to be overcom e in order to lower the energy and to destabilize

this state. U sing equations (4-6) we can show that

dE

a = 1 22 )
holds. This physically appealing relation adds insight into the understanding of the curves
E=N depicted n gld. For large N the quantity 11 22 is the energy gain cbtained by
rem oving a boson from the -manifold and adding it to the ,-manifold. i 55 s thus
the "driving force" forthe ow ofbosonsbetween the two boson subsystem s. At the extrem a

ofE asa function of the boson occupation one recovers (7).

The orbials ; (x) and , x) forthe stable fragm ented excited state discussed above are



depicted in g2A .For com parison also the orbitals’ forthe ground and forthe rst excited
GP state are shown. The ground state GP orbital is as usual nodeless and consists of two
hum ps related to the two wells of the potential. The rst excited state GP oroital exhibits
a node close to the top of the barrer. Each of the orbitals ; and , of the fragm ented
stable excited state also possesses a node, but these nodes are Iocated at distinct di erent
sites. ;1 is rather localized at the desper well and its node is close to the m ininum of the
other well. The reverse situation holds for ,. That these nodes are well ssparated can
be understood by com paring the density per particles = @;j:F + n,j ,F)=N wih the
respective quantities gp = J  for the GP states. These densities are shown n  g2B
together w ith the trap potentialV (x). Since the bosons in our exam ple repeal each other,
the density would like to spread over space to reduce this repulsion. Indeed, in the ground
state the density is substantial in between the wells. D ue to the node of the excited GP
state, the density vanishes close to the top of the barrier, and as a consequence the density
is enhanced inside the wells. This inevitably leads to a substantial ncrease of the energy
E¢p for the excited state. Fragm entation assigns di erent nodes to di erent orbitals and
hence the density can penetrate the region of the barrier as seen In  g2B . C onsequently,
the energy of the fragm ented excited state ismuch lower than that ofthe GP excited state
assen n gl.

It should be stressed that the above ndings depend only weakly on the shape of the
doublewell potential. W e have perform ed num erous calculations varying the coupling con-—
stant , thebias and other param eters of the trap potential. In particular, if we choose
the potential to be symm etric (pias = 0), the sam e conclusions as above can be drawn.
Furthem ore, enlarging the coupling constant = (N results In even m ore prom nent
mIhmum and maxin a of the energy curves as a function ofn;=N .

Let us bre y discuss the short E=N curve n gJl. W e have cbtamned this curve by
solving (6) starting from the GP excited state orbital, ie., from n, = N , and increasing n;
continuously. As seen in the nsert which show s this curve on an enlarged scale, the curve
exhlbis a m axinum thus describbing another fragm ented m etastable state. It is also seen
that the curve has a boundary m ininum at n; = 0, indicating that the corresponding GP
excited state is stable. T he energy barrier involved is, however, very low . W e ram ark that
at large values of (& 8:0), this barrer disappears and we nd a boundary m axmmum , ie.,

the GP state becom es m etastable. The E (n;) curve then acquiresa m nimum atn; € 0



giving rise to a new stable fragm ented state.

In conclusion, selfconsistent fragm ented excited states of condensates exist. T hese states
can be either m etastablk or stable with respect to the ow ofbosons from one fragm ent
(m anifold ofbosons residing in one orbital) to ancther one. In the class of exam ples studied
here energies of fragm ented states are m uch lower than those of the excited GP states. Due
to the transparent physics behind populating several orbitals in excited states, we expect
such states to exist also in two and three din ensions and in other trap potentials.
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FIG.1l: Energy perpartick E=N as a function of the fractional boson occupation n1=N for the
coupling constant = (N = 2:35. For com parison, the energies Egp =N of the GP ground and
rst excited state are indicated. Two curves are shown, starting at the respective GP energies.

T he follow iIng param eters of the trap potential (8) havebeen used: = 0d,a= 004 andx o= 15.
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FIG.2: A :Theorbials ;&) and ; (x) corresponding to the stable fragm ented excited state of
gl. (broconvenience (=N )l=2 i X) are shown) in com parison w ith the orbitals’ corresponding

to the GP ground and st excited state.

B : Thedensitiesperpartick = (;j1F+ n,j »F)N ofthe stable fragm ented excited state and
gp = 7 F ofthe GP ground and rst excited state. A lso shown is the trap potential V &) (for

param eters, see caption of g.). T he values of the potentials have been scaled by 1/20.
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