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Quantum Chaos of Bogoliubov W aves for a B ose-E instein C ondensate in Stadium
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(or wave) chaos for the Bogolubov exciations of a

BoseE instein condensate in billiards. Because of them ean eld interaction in the condensate, the
Bogoliubov excitations are very di erent from the single particle excitations In a non-interacting
system . N evertheless, we predict that the statistical distrdbution of level spacings is unchanged by
m apping the non-H em itian Bogoliubov operator to a real sym m etric m atrix. W e num erically test
our prediction by using a phase shift m ethod for calculating the excitation energies.
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In recent years, the realization of BoseE instein con—
densation BEC) of dilute gases ﬁ_}] has opened new op-—
portunities for studying dynam ical system s In the pres—
ence ofm any-body interactions. H ow ever, m ost previous
Investigations have focused on one dim ensional or high
din ensional separable system s and the dynam icsofBEC
In nonseparable systam sw ith two orm ore degrees of free—
dom have not received m uch attention r_Q].

In the lnear Schrodinger equation, system s w ith two
or m ore degrees of freedom can be characterized by the
statistics of energy levels: the typical distribution of the
spacing of neighboring levels is P oisson or G aussian En—
sam bles for segparable or nonseparable system s respec—
tively i_i']. In the lin i of short wavelengths (geom et—
ric optics) i_4], classical tra ectories em erge from the lin—
ear Schrodinger equation and the two types of quantum
statistics have been linked to di erent classicalbehaviors:
Poisson to regularm otion, while G aussian Ensem bles to
chaotic m otion. It is naturalto ask whether these nd-
ngs for the linear Schrodinger equation can be general-
ized to othertypes ofw ave equations [’_3]. T he B ogoliubov
equation E] obtained from the linearization about the
ground state of the G rossP itaveskii (G P ) equation has
a purely real spectrum , and there is also a classical Iim it
In the sense of geom etric optics. Ik therefore m akes sense
and w ill be very interesting to explore the relationship
between the B ogoliibov level statistics and requlariy of
the corresponding classical tra gctories.

T here is, however, an In portant di erence betw een the
tw o types of equations; whilk the Schrodinger equation
is Hem itian, the B ogoliubov equation is non-H emm itian
and its statistics can not readily be predicted by standard
random m atrix theory. In fact, the B ogoluibov equation
belongs to the category of sym plectic problem s, describ—
Ing linearized m otion about stationary states in nonlin—
ear classical Ham iltonian system s. This can be easily
understood by noting that the G P equation does have
a classicalH am iltonian structure (of n nite dim ensions,
though) fj.] and that the Bogolibov equation describes
excitations about a stationary solution ofthe G P equa—

tion. The non-Hem iticity of the Bogoluibov equation
m akes i allowable to have com plex eigenvalues in gen-—
eral, which signi es instability ofthe stationary solution.
Thisw ill not happen about the ground state (lowest en—
ergy state) which is always stabl. T herefore, our inves—
tigation of the B ogoliibov problem should shed light on
the behaviors ofm otions around stable stationary states
In extensive classicalH am iltonian system s.

In this Letter, we investigate the level statistics ofB o—
goluibov elem entary excitation in separable circular as
wellas nonseparabl stadiim billiards. T hese are the ex—
citations of a system of interacting particles in contrast
w ith the m odes of non-interacting particles described by
the linear Schrodinger equation {§, 4. T he classical tra—
“ectories of B ogoliibov w aves are found to be reqular in
circular billiards and chaotic In stadiim billiards. By
m apping the non-Hem itian Bogoliitbov operator to a
real symm etric m atrix, we nd the mean eld interac-
tions in the condensate do not change the level statistics
ofB ogoliubov excitations. T his surprising result is tested
num erically by using a phase shift m ethod for calculat-
Ing the excitation energy. In the regin e of strong inter—
action and low excitation energy (ehonon), wem ap the
B ogoliubov equation to an equivalent Schrodinger equa—
tion with Neum ann boundary condition and show that
the statistics of Bogoliubov lvels are the sam e as that
forthe Schrodingerequation, although interactions in the
condensate do change the average num ber of levels up to
a certain energy.

Consider condensed atoms con ned In a quarter—
stadiim shaped trap of area A W ith length of the top
straight side L, radius of the sem icircle R ) and height d,
where d << R so that lateralm otion is negligble and
the system is essentially two din ensional {[(]. W ith only
a quarter of a stadium , one is restricted to a single sym —
m etry class of the full problem iﬁ]. T he dynam ics of the
BEC are described by the G P equation
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Figure 1: P lot ofphase shift versus k=p gqo.

where g = 2p 2a=d is the scaled strength of nonlinear

interaction, N is the num ber of atom s, a is the s-wave

scattering length. T he ground state of BEC can be w rit—
ten as = o @®exp( it), where is the chem ical
potential and ( ) can be taken as real. . The length

and the energy arem easured in unitsofb=  4A= and

h’=m I# respectively, so that the scaled area ofbilliards is

K = =4.Thedynam icsofthe elam entary excitationsare

obtained by linearizing G P equation about the ground

state  and their energy spectrum is described by the

tin e-independent B ogoliubov equation E@']

u u Hi Ho
L =E ;L= ; 2
v v ! z Hy, H; ! @)

where , isthePaulim atrix, H, = %52+2gN z ,
H,=gN (2), E is the Bogoliibov excitation energy, and
(u;v) is the eigenw avefunction of linear operator L. The
ground state wRaveﬁmctjon 0 Istcji:atjon (u;v)) has the
nom alization , §dxdy= 1 (. @ V)dxdy= 1) and
satis estheboundary condition oex = 0 ((u;v)@A~ = 0).
C lassical tra gctories or rays arise from the Bogoli-
ubov equation in geom etric optics approxim ation [_2, 'ff].
Assum e a trial Bogoliibov wave of the form (u;v) =
( ; )€° and considera slow yvaryingm edium (¢ ,r
sm all) and a slow lyvaryingvelocity (r S sm all) approxi-
m atjgn . W eobtain theE konalequation ¥ S jz = p? wih
|
p= + E2+ @ 2)°
“ectories of the Bogoliibov waves are still govemed by
the ray equation % W) = rp, where & is the direc—
tion of the tra gctory and w is the arclength coordinate
along the tra gctory. Interestingly, the classical tra fcto-
ries are sin ply straight lines for non-in ng as well
as Interacting unifom gases because p = = Ej, the lo—
calmomentum in both cases. In the regin e of strong
Interaction where the ground state of BEC is nearly uni-
form , the classical tra fctories of B ogolibov w aves are
straight lines and undergo elastic specular re ection law
at theboundary ofthe billiard. T herefore w e predict that
the B ogoliubov level statistics are stillP oisson in circular
billiards and G aussian O rthogonalEnsembles (GOE) in
stadim billiards through quantum classical correspon—
dence.

T his prediction is supported by a general argum ent

29N Z. The classical tra—

based on m apping the non-H em iian B ogolitbov oper—
ator L to a real symm etric m atrix. T he linear operator
L can bewritten asL = ,Q, whereQ isa real sym—
m etric positive de nite m atrix because the ground state
of BEC is them odynam ical stable E)']. T he positive def-
niteness of Q yields the decom position Q = TYT (T is
a realm atrix w ith nonzero eigenvalues) and the B ogoli-
ubov equation reduces to

u
TZTYTV =E T : 3)

T herefore B ogoliibov excitation energy is the eigenvaluie
ofarealsymmetricmatrix T ,TY and should have GOE
distribbution in stadium billiards for arbirary nteraction
strength {1.

In the ollow Ing, we report num erical test of this pre—
diction by developing a phase shift m ethod to calcu-
late the Bogoliibov exciation energy. Notice that the
condensate density is nearly unifom f_l-]_:] In the inte—
rior of billiards that yields the planewave fom s of the
Bogolubov excitations. Sim ilar to the scattering wave
method in linear quantum m echanics f_l-g:], the nonuni-
form condensate density close to the boundary and the
hard walls can be taken as a pseudopotential and the
scattering by this pseudopotential only induces a phase
shift of the excited planew ave In the interior of the bil-
liard. The phase shift may be determm ined by solving
the one-din ensional G P equation wih an in nie wall
at x 0. Far from the wall, the Bogoluibov equation
has both planew ave and exponential solitions for a cer—
tain excitation energy. W e num erically integrate t_l-g] the
one-din ensional B ogoliibov equation w ith two di erent
Iniial conditions to elin inate the exponential term s and
extract the planewave solutions. The phase shift is
obtained by com paring the num erical solution w ith the
expected sin kx + ) dependence. T he resul is shown in
Fi. 1 asa function ofk= g% whereg’= gN ’2,and '
is the condensate w avefuinction far from thewall. W e see
that the phase shift approaches =2 in the lin it of low
energy excitation and strong interactions (honon) and
asym ptotically approaches zero in the regin e of high ex—
citation energy and weak interaction (free particles). As
expected, the phase shift is always zero forg®= 0.

W ih the phase shift m ethod, we can calculate the Bo—
goluibov excitation energy in one-din ensional billiards.
T he re ected planew aves from the boundary wallsx = 0
and L can bewrtten as (= C sin kx+ ) and 1 =
Fsn( kix L)+ ), respectively. The continuum of
the wavefiinction and its derivative in the interior of the
billiards require o= § = 1= ? that yields the quanti-
zation condition

kKL+2yx=n ; “4)

where n is an integer. Eq. (4) detem 'ales w avevector

k2

k and Bogolubov excitation energy E = 3 % + 2g°



Table I: Com parison ofBogoliubov excitation energies In one
din ensionalbilliards using both phase shift E1) and m atrix
diagonalization m ethods (E ;). gN = 1000.

Eq E»> Eq E, Eq E»> Eq E»>
0 2E-12| 9074 909.7 | 21444 21474 | 38943 38975
105.8 102.6 | 1038.7 1041.1 | 2333.0 2336.0 | 4153.1 4156.6
2122 2136 | 11759 1178.3 | 2529.7 2532.8 | 44214 44249
3201 322.0 | 1319.6 1321.9| 27353 27382 | 4699.1 4702.6
4304 4324 | 14700 14723 | 29490 29523 | 4968.1 49896
543.6 545.6 | 1627.0 1629.7 | 3171.9 3175.1 | 52822 5286.0
6604 662.5 | 1791.7 17945 | 3403.6 3406.9 | 55884 5591.9
7815 783.6 | 1964.1 1967.0 | 3644.1 3647.6 | 5903.7 59073

In onedin ensionalbilliards. For the non-interacting case
= 0),thephase shit = 0andEqg. (4) reducestok =
n =L, the quantization condition for a singl particlke in
one-din ensionalbilliards. A sk approacheszero E ! 0),
the phase shift ! =2, thereforek = 0 € = 0) isa
solution of Eqg. (4) that corresponds to the ground state
ofBEC (theuniform density in the interior ofthe billiard
Indicates the =2 phase shift).

To check the validiy ofthe phase shift m ethod, we also
calculate the B ogoluibov excitation energies using tradi-
tionalm atrix diagonalization m ethod in which the linear
operator L is represented as a m atrix and the diagonal-
ization process gives the excitation energy E . The resuls
are com pared w ith those from the phase shift m ethod In
Tabl 1. W e see that the phase shift m ethod gives ac-
curate resuls for the B ogoliibov excitation energy. T he
wavefiinction of the rst three excited states is shown In
Fig. 2. C karly, the excitation wavefunction is describbed
by the planewave sin kx + ) in the interior of the bil
liards and drops to zero at the boundary.

In the regin e of weak interaction and high excitation
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Figure 2: Bogoliubov excitation wavefiinctions In one dim en—
sionalbilliards forgN = 1000. Solid lines are from them atrix
diagonalization m ethod and dotted lines are from phase shift
method sin kx+ ). @), ) and (c) represent the rst three
excitation wavefunctions, respectively.

energy (k®=2 >> 29%), the excitations behave lke free
particles where the spectrum is well understood. D i-
rect calculations ofB ogolinbov excitation energies n tw o—
din ensional billiards for arbitrary interaction strength
and excitation energy are di cult for both phase shift

and m atrix diagonalization m ethods. However, we are
m ore interested In the regin e of strong interaction and
low excitation energy (k?=2 << 2g° phonon), where the
e ect of interactions isessential. In this regin e, the phase
shift is approxim ately =2 as seen from Fig. 1, which
m eans that the rst derivative of the planew ave should
be zero at the boundary, instead of the zero wavefuinc-
tion for the single particle case. The Bogolibov wave—
function far from the wall can be written as g ;v ) =

UxiVk) ,where Uy;Vx)= 3 + 15 b,
k=2 T
Zoar 290 E_é], satis es the Schrodinger equation
w ith N eum ann boundary condition
2 2 <
r° +k" =0, —=0; )
@n

7 is the nom al direction of the billiard wall. Eg. (5)
has an analytical solution = BJyy, kr)ocos@m ) In
quartercircular billiards, where J,, (kr) is the Bessel
function, m is an integer, and B is a nom alization
constant. The boundary condition is satis ed by re—
quiring J2 R) = O that detemm ines wavevector k
and Bogolbov excitation energy. No analytical solu—
tion is available for stadiim billiards and we use the
Snsatz of the superposition of planewaves (x;y)

=183 oos(ijx)oos(kjyy) (olanew ave decom position
method [14]) , where ky, = kcos( 3)jksy = ksin( 5), M
isthe number ofplanewaves, ;= 2j =M , ie. the direc-
tion angles of the wave vectors are chosen equidistantly.
The ansatz solves Eq. (5) inside the billiards and the
boundary condition detem ines the possble wavevector
k and Bogoliibov excitation energy.

T he average num ber of energy levelsIN E )iup to E
should satisfy a W eyHike type omula [15
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Figure 3: P Iots ofthe average num ber ofenergy levelsiN E )i
up to energy E In quartercircular (@) and quarter-stadium
() billiards. gO = gN ’ﬁ = 25000. Solid and dotted lines are
from num erical results and Eq. (6), respectively.
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Figure 4: The distrbutions of the spacing of neighbor-
ing Bogolubov energy lkvels ( k < 100 and the lower
50 ones are om itted) in phonon regmme. (@) Circular bik
liards. D ashed line: Poisson distribution Py (s) = exp ( s).
() Stadium billiards. D ashed line: Brody distribution
P()= (+1)asep as'' from the prediction of

1
GOE,where a = ii ' and is Gamma function.

The tting Brody parameter = 0:76 is sna]ller than ex—
pected 0:953 due to the "bouncing ball states" Ei] and nite
Jevels e ects @6_]

!
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where E = k% = 2¢° 1+ E

= 1 ,A andD are

the area and the perim eter of the billiard, and C is a
constant related to the geom etry and topology of the
billiard boundary. Eg. (6) is only valid in the sam i-

Chssical limit E' = k2 . ? that yieds the Bo-

go]jubovenergyp% > 1*’4%0 D . In the Iim it

of large interaction constant CE=qu<< 1), we have

. 1 E? E* E?2 .
W €)i 4—A? 2((3—0)3+D ?+Cw31:hthe

condition 2- P% P 0.
W e have com puted the Bogoluibov exciation ener-
gies In circular billiards R = 1;L = 0) usihg the an—
Iytical solution and in stadiim billlards R = L =
1=+ 4= )) usihg planew ave decom position m ethod.
In Fig. 3, weplbt N (€ )i in both circular and stadium
billiards. The agreem ent between the num erical results
and the corresponding W eyHike formula Eqg. (6)) is sat—
isfactory. W eunfold the spectrum form ed by the energies
E,, ie,weevaliate Eq. (6) foreach E, in order to ob—
tain the new energies E,, = W (E,)i. Note that the
Integer part of E, is about n and, as a result, the cor-
respon%jng mean level spacing is characterized through
hsi = En+1 En, =N i 1. The resulting lkevel

spacing distrbutions P (s) are shown In Fig4. C learly,
the statistics ofB ogoliibov excitation energy levels spac—
ing are stillP oisson in circularbilliardsand GOE in sta-—
dium billiards.

E xperin entally, the system can be realized by con n-
g BEC in two-din ensionalopticalbilliards [1]. Atom s
could be trapped in a one din ensionaloptical lattice that
is In the vertical direction to counteract gravity. Trans—
versem otion could be con ned to a closed pattem oflight
that is tuned to the blue side of atom ic resonance, form —

Ing a repulsive barrier for the atom s. T hispattem can be
created by rapid scanning ofa beam aswasdem onstrated
for ultracold atom s. However, for the case of a BEC it
would be betterto created a static pattems, which can be
accom plished using a liquidcrystal spatial light m odula—
tor [L§]. T he interaction strength m ay be adjisted by the
con nem ent in the verticaldirection, orby the num berof
atom s n each node ofthe standing wave. T he B ogoliibov
excitation energy m ay be m easured using Ram an tran—
sition between two hyper ne ground states, denoted jli
and Pi respectively. T he condensate would be form ed In
state jli. T wo copropagating R am an beam swould drive
a transition to state i and the num ber of atom s in that
state would be m easured as a function of the frequency
di erence in the beam s. The coupling e clency to the
excited states must depend upon the spatial pro les of
the beam s, requiring m ore detailed analysis i_l@l]
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