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It is shown that sin ultaneously changing the scattering length of an elongated, ham onically
trapped BoseE instein condensate from positive to negative and inverting the axial portion of the
trap, so that it becom es expulsive, results in a train of selfcoherent solitonic pulses. Each pulse
is itself a non-dispersive attractive B ose-E Instein condensate that rapidly selfcools. T he axial trap
functions as a waveguide. The solitons can be m ade robustly stable w ith the right choice of trap
geom etry, num ber of atom s, and interaction strength. T heoretical and num erical evidence suggests
that such a pulsed atom ic soliton laser can be m ade in present experim ents.

PACS numbers: 0545Y v, 03.75.4, 03.75F 1

I. NTRODUCTION

Solitons have applications in a w ide variety of physi-
cal contexts, ranging from water w aves to photonic crys-
tals 'E:, :;’, -'j.]. For exam ple, they have been used In
transatlantic com m unications system s, where the need
forexpensive am pli ersm id-line in beroptic cablesthat
run over long distances is reduced or elin nated. By
virtue of their m any uses, as well as their m athem ati-
calbeauty, solitons are a continuing sub ct of vigorous
research (see, for exam ple, E 5]) In particular, they
have proven highly usefil In laser applications ﬁ] Non-
linearm aterdals are used to cause high-intensity coherent
light wavesem itted by lasersto selffocus into stable non—
dispersive pulses.

BoseE instein condensates BEC ’s) are coherent m at—
ter waves in analogy to coherent light waves. BEC ’s are
usually generated as a standing wave in a trap which
functions as a caviy. W hen outcoupled from the trap,
a BEC can provide a highly brilliant source of coherent
m atterwave radiation, and as such is comm only called
an atom hser. The challenge in making a BEC Into a
usefiil atom laser is in the outcoupling f, 11l. To this
end, m any experin ental m ethods have been developed.
Anderson and K asevich [_é]tjlted aBEC trapped in a pe—
riodic potential created by a standing light wave. The
graviational eld induced by the tilt caused the conden—
sate to tunnel through the wells and interfere coherently,
thereby creating a pulsed atom laser. Bloch etal i_é] used
an extemal laser to change the spin state ofatom sin two
locations In a ham onic m agnetic trap. The condensed
atom s then spilled out, again due to gravitationale ects;
the tw o separate outcouplings allow ed them to m ake the

rst clear dem onstration of coherence along the whole
length of the beam . M any experin ents and proposals
have ollowed. A 1l of these atom lasers were studied in
the context of repulsive BEC’s. Repulsive BEC ’'s natu—
rally disperse in all directions; even axialcon nem ent in

a waveguide cannot prevent spreading in the direction of
propagation.

T he unique contribution ofthe present study isto show
how an atizactive BEC can bem ade Into an atom laser.
A repulsive BEC fractures near conducting surfaces f_l-C_i],
spreads out, and In general is easily excited. In contrast,
an attractive BEC, so long as it is axially con ned and
the experim ental param eters are chosen properly, can be
m ade into a pulsed atom ic soliton laserwhich is robustly
stable against all of these e ects. M oreover, attractive
BEC's In this form m ay be supenorto repulsive BEC’s
n ap_pJJcatJons to atom chips tl]J, .12 ] and interferom e—
try [13] For Instance, in the \nevatron" a BEC storage
ring, the wave packet of repulsive B ose-condensed atom s
circulates a few tim es before spreading out and decoher—
ng [_l-é_I] This e ect is accentuated by superconducting
w iresw hich lie transverse to the direction ofpropagation.
A bright soliton would not only be non-dispersive, but,
even if excited by the passage over the Jum p in potential
created by the w ire, would quickly selffcoolby em itting a
an all fraction of its atom s, typically less than a fraction
of a percent fl-ﬂ :L-é Tt could therefore circulate indef-
Initely, subect to threebody recom bination rates and
other e ects beyond those ofthemean eld I:L7|

In the follow ing, we explain how to create such a pulsed
atom ic soliton laser. Bright m atterwave solitons have
been created, both singly 18] and in trains [9]. It is
show n that a com bination ofthe experim entaltechniques
of Refs. [[8] and [L9], together w ith the right choice of
param eters, su ces to create a pulsed atom ic soliton
laser from an attractive BEC . A fter presenting the basic
m ethod In Sec. II, we illustrate is viability via three—
din ensional sim ulations In Sec. -]It Then, In Secs. |1V.
and ¥, the stability criteria and in portant dynam ical
features of the pulsed atom ic soliton laser are explained
in detail. Tn Sec. ¥ 1, the sinulations are discussed in
light ofthe resuls ofSecs.:_ﬂ[: and ;7: . Finally, In SecSI:I:[
we conclide.
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II. BASIC METHOD

The 3D Nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) or
G rossP iraevskilequation w hich describbesthem ean eld
ofthe BEC iswritten as (L]
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g 4 I%a=m,a is the s-wave scattering length, m is
the atom ic m ass, N is the num ber of condensed atom s,
the condensate order parameter =  (#;t) has been
nom alized to one, and axisym m etric ham onic con ne-
ment has been assum ed. Note that for negative scat-
tering length, or attractive nonlinearity, solutions are 1~
able to collapse in certain param eter regin es E 20 as
shallbe discussed below . W ith the exception of Sec. 'V B-,
w here the decoherence tin e betw een pulses is estin ated
it is assum ed that the BEC is descrbed by Eq. @:) .

T he basic m ethod for creating the pulsed atom ic soli-
ton laser is as follow s.

1.A repulsive BEC is created in an elongated har-
m onic trap such that !, !

2.The scattering length is made small and nega—
tive via the now wellestablished experim entaltech—
nique ofusing am agneUca]Jy Induced Feshbach res—
onance {i§, 19, 21, 241.

3. Sin ulttaneously, the axialpotential is changed from
an all and attractive (!, real) to small and expul-
sive (!, inagiary) 16,18, 231.

4. The condensate becom es m odulationally unstable
to spatial pulse om ation. This nstability is
non-dissipative. The pulses are seeded by self-
interference ofthe _orderparam eter, aswe have else—
w here described 4]. T he nitial grow th rate ofthe
m odulational instability can be calculated via lin—-
ear perturbation theory R5].

5. The ensuing solitonic pulses are sub fct to pri-
mary collapse in two or three din ensions, as well
as seoondary oollapse due to soliton {soliton inter—
actions f24 Furthem ore, if they are too long
In the z-direction they can be tom apart by the
force ofthe expulsive harm onicpotential Il6 W ih
the right choice of param eters, these e ects can be
avoided and the solitonic pulsesm ade robustly sta—
ble, as shallbe described In Sec:_l\-{:

6. T he solitons continue to accelerate. T heir relative
spacing Increasesas z / exp (3 ,Jo).
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FIG .1: Shown istheevolution ofan attractive B oseE instein
condensate Into a pulsed atom ic soliton laser. T im e slices
of the line density in z are shown for x;y = 0. M odula-
tional instability ofthe initial density pro le is seeded by self-
interference of the order param eter, so that solitons form rst
at the cloud edges and later towards the center. The lat-
est, top panel, show s that a wellseparated set of stable soli-
tonic pulses are produced. Note that, or N = 10* atom s,
a = 3ap, and a trap geometry of ! = 2 244 kH z,
', =2 1 226 Hz, the timn e units are scaled to 22 m s and
the spatialunitsto 10 m .

7. T he expulsive hamm onic potentialcan eventually be
coupled to a linearoreven a atpotential for appli-
cations. W e do not discuss the various possibilities
here.

An In portant point is that even if the coupling is not
an ooth, each soliton responds to perturbation by a shift
In its phase and by em iting a an all num ber of atom s,
typically a fraction of a percent of the total num ber in
the soliton. Insofar as an excited BEC described by the
NLS models a condensate plus themal eld 26 27-],
w here the \condensate" is a stationary solution, onem ay
tem this process self-cooling. A s each soliton is itself
a BEC, this m odel can be applied to each pulse sepa—
rately. Selfcooling to T = 0 in an expulsive hamm onic
potential occurs exponentially, w ith the density uctua-
tions at the center of each solitonic pulse falling o as
exp (330 el
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Shown are the evolution of the density and phase along a two din ensional cut at y = 0 for the sim ulation ofFJ'g.:l:.

A set of wellde ned solitonic pulses is evident in the latest (top) panel. The strong variations in the phase at late tim es is
due to the high m om entum of the solitons caused by the expulsive ham onic potential. N ote that the phase is shown on the
color circle, ie.,m odulo 2 , whil the density is in arbitrary relative units rescaled for each plot. T he aspect ratio of the p]ots
show Ing a region of 0.822 by 153 length units was changed for visualization; length and tin e units are the sam e as in Fig. :].

Onem ay ask what this schem ata has in comm on w ith
the operation ofa nom al, light-w ave laser. lnsofarasthe
Iniial condition is an excited m ode of the ham onic trap
plusmean eld potential, and the ensuing pulse train is
a much lower energy m ode, this situation has a certain
analogy with population inversion. As was m entioned
In the introduction, the initial trapping potential m ay
be considered as a cavity, w ith the outcoupling provided
by the sudden change to an expulsive trapping poten—
tial in the axial direction. H ow ever, the em ission of soli-
tonic pulses is not stin ulated, as strictly required for the
use of the acronym LA SER (light am pli cation by stin —
ulated em ission of radiation), but rather spontaneous.
T he analogy of the proposed schem e to the operation of
a laser is therefore rather In the output than in the de-
tailed m echanism of its operation: one produces a train
of non-phase-locked selfcoherent pulses.

III. PULSED ATOM IC SOLITON LA SER
DYNAMICS:PROOF OF PRINCIPLE
SIM ULATION S

Three din ensional sin ulations of Eq. (:14') were per—
form ed, w ith param etersw hich satis ed the criteria given
n Sec. -_I\z: Cylindrical symm etry was assumed In or—
der to m ake com putations with a large grid size possi-

® (2048 16) PB]. The initialpro ke was cbtained by
In aghary tin e relaxation. This resulted in a Thom as-
Fem ilke pro le in the z direction (see Eq. CZG below
and {17 and a nearly G aussian one in x and y. A trap
of aspect ratio | =!,0 = (%o=')? = 538 and nonln-
earity param eter agoN =" = 1:02 was used to produce
the Initial state, w here ! zOrp‘ZO and agg all refer to these
initial conditions, and ‘; h=m!;).

At t = 0, the longiudinal trapping frequency ! .o
was changed to a weak expulsive ham onic potential
wih !, = 0:5i!,4, and the nonlnearity was sw itched
from repulsive to attractive, with aN=}3 = 0:0854 =
0:00368 Y,p=" . Asattractive BEC ’s can collapse in three
din ensions, this is an inportant point in the choice
of param eters. The length uni in the simultions is
u = 056% and the tine unit = 2m1¥=h. To com -



pare w ith experin ental param eters, one m ust choose the
num ber of particles and a scaling factor, e.g.u= 10 m
and N = 10%, which corresponds to = 22m s,
2 453Hz, !, =2 i 226Hz,and! =2
w:i:hascattemg]engﬂqofa— 3.
Figures 'L and 12. illustrate the evolution of the density
and phase ofthe condensate in tin e slices through the x=z
plne fory = 0w ith the above described initial state and
param eters. Several observations m ay be m ade based
on the gures. Firstly, the nalnumber of solitons is
14. Secondly, they are stable against collapse and, once
form ed, do not subsequently interact over the lifetin e of
the sinulation. Thirdly, solitons form rst at the edges
of the cloud, then later towards the center, as was also
observed in a sin pli ed m odelin our previous work I.'24u]
W e note that no white or colored noise was added to this
sin ulation. T he reasoning bethd our choice of param e~
ters w ill be discussed In Sec. |1V., while the detaJJs of the
sin ulation itselfw ill be interpreted in Secs.¥' and ¥ 1.

!ZO =
2:44kH z

Iv. STABILITY CRITERIA

In order that the pulsed atom ic soliton laser be ro—
bustly stable over the lifetin e of an experin ent, a set of
criteria m ust be satis ed. These criteria are detailed in
the follow ing subsections. Note that in the below con—
siderationswe are interested in stability for experim ental
purposes, not m athem atical stability to in nite tin e.

A . Two-dim ensionalprim ary collapse

T wo-din ensional transverse prin ary collapse m ust be
avoided. In the case of strongly anisotropic axisym m et—
ric con nem ent, onem ay adiabatically separate the slow
longiudinal from the fast transverse degrees of freedom .
The adiabatically varying transverse state obeys a 2D
NLS which shows an nstability towards collapse. The
criterion for stability found by num erical integration of
the 2D NLS is
2D — 117 2225 3)

(¢}

8 anp (z;0) <

w here nip (z;t) is the localaxial line density of the con—
densate RY]. Ifadibaticity is violated, collapse can also
happen at weaker nonlinearity due to transverse oscilla—
tionson a tine scale =! Eg] W hen the longitudinal
dynam ics is signi cantly slower than this tin e scale, the
adiabatic separation ofscales isvalid. If, addiionally, the
transverse nonlinearity is weak, ie., B anip (z;t)J 1,
the longitudinal equation reduces to the quasi-lD NLS

2
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where gip 2a!h is the renom alized quasilD cou-
B]Jng constant [lé ], provided aj [31:], wih
h=m! ).

B. Threedim ensionalprim ary collapse

T hree-din ensional prin ary collapse of the individual
solitonic pulses in the atom laser m ust be avoided. The
static condition based on in aghary tin e relaxation of
Eq. @) is [ie)

E< 2D=O:627:::; )
where N 455 N =Ng is the num ber of atom s in a soliton,
w ith N g the num ber of solitons (see Sec.i_/-_ibebw ). Re—
placing the < sign with a sign ensures stability for
an excited soliton. Note that the value of 3D can vary
slightly as the anisotropy of the trap changes [}6 32:]
However, 3D collapse is essentially an isotropic phe—
nom enon, wih the trap sinply setting the niial con—
ditions [_3-9"]

C . Explosion of individual solitonic pulses

T he soliton can becom e unstable when the expulsive
potential overcom es the balance between themean eld
energy and kinetic energy necessary for the soliton’s ex—
istence and destroys it by tearing i in two [L6]. W e tem
this kind of possble instability explsion. In order to
avoid explosion, the geqq etry must be chosen so that
Y ‘o1, Where VY, h=m j',j. The soliton length
‘o1 , Where is the healing length, can be deter—
m ined as follow s. Taking the form of the soliton as the
weltknown solution in one dim ension for a constant po—
tential (see [_1-§] and references therein)

1 .
@i = po=sech — e ™% ©6)
z z
and substituting into Eqg. (:fJ:) while tem porarily ne-
gkcting the trapping potential, one obtains Y, =
2h*=n 1o Nass) - Then

‘o1 7 Y )
* :a:Najs

w here the w avefunction hasbeen renom alized to account
for the division ofN totalatom s into N .55 atom s In any
given soliton. Note that the prefactor is the inverse of
the ratio which must be an all to avoid 3D collapse, as
given by Eq. (:'_5) in the preceeding subsection.

A vardational analysis based on a hyperbolic secant
ansatz and Eq. é'ff) w ith the trapping potential gives a
m ore precise condition to avoid explosion as [_IE;]

1=4
=220:::: 8)

6 4
‘z 2

‘sol 33
In the quasilD regin e far from collapse, such a varia-—
tional analysis typically gives estim ates to better than
1% .Ash Eq. @5 the > sign can be replaced w ith a
sign to ensure stability for an excited soliton.



D . Soliton{soliton interaction and secondary
collap se

T he ham onic potentialm ust be su clently strong so
asto prevent secondary collapse caused by soliton { soliton
Interaction. If two solitons overlap coherently they can
violate the stability criterion ofEq. @), due to the dou-
bling ofthe num ber ofatom s. Even Jf, due to decoherence
during soliton propagation (see Sec. 'V B- below ), their rel-
ative phase is not de ned prior to interaction, upon in—
teracting they develop a wellde ned relative phase f_SZ_L']

In order to treat soliton m otion in a slow Iy varying po—
tential, as de ned explicitly by the condition of Eq. @),
one m ay suppose a separation of scales, asm ay be for-
m ally de ned by a m ultiscale analysis (see, or exam ple,
Ref. Bﬂ]) In this case an approxin ate equation ofm o—
tion forthe relative soliton param eters is given by B6,.37

gh? *
= sin( )exp( 1)
gh? 3
r = cos( ) exp ( r) fr; )
w here
N ¢ m =h?; 10)

1 2 is the relative phase, r B % jis the rel-
ative position, w ith the tw o solitons indicated by indices
1,2, and m otion according to Eq. (4) hasbeen assum ed.
E quation G descrbes a separated soliton pair, ie., the
m otion outside the interaction region: it breaks down as
they overlap fully. W ith respect to Refs. BG .37 ], we have
here added the physical units relevant for the BEC and
the expulsive harm onic potential.

To prevent soliton{soliton interaction it is necessary
that the potential due to the expulsive ham onic poten—
tialbem uch stronger than that due to the attraction be—
tween solitons. Taking () —(t) 0, which assum es
that the solitons are initially n-phase and have the sam e
am plitude, the two potentials are given by

1
Vho= —m '51‘2;

11
> 1)

2 2

Ve1= 8———exp( 1): 12)
m

In case the solitons are not niially in phase or do not
have the sam e am plitude, the criterion w ill only be less
stringent. It is therefore su cient that

4 4

A} A}

N 2 2°
E el
4 F:N ais Ns

8 Ng=N i) @ (13)

Here the rst factor In parentheses is the trap aspect
ratio while the second factor is again the nverse of the
3D collapse criterion ofEq. l_E;) .

T he question then arises as to whether or not the trap
can be m ade su ciently strong so as to prevent soliton

Interactions, as required by EJ. ¢_1-Z_§), and at the same
tin e su ciently weak so as not to cause the individual
solitons to explode, as required by Eq. @) . Putting these
tw o criteria together, one nds

33
2
Zep( 8 ); a4)

w here Ng=N .is. This relation is always ful lled,
show ing that the two criteria are com patble.

V. DYNAMICAL FEATURES

T here are two aspects of the dynam ics which are nec—
essary to discuss in detail. F irstly, there has been som e
debate as to the mechanism of soliton form ation. In
Sec. -V A., it is argued that both dynam ically generated

uctuations from self-interference of the order param —
eter [24 and noise due to them al uctuations @8] or

uctuations in the trapping ] potentJal B9 as seen exper—
In entally close to surfaces [40 causethe BEC to becom e
m odulationally unstable on approxin ately the sam e tim e
scale. Secondly, outside ofthe mean eld m odel encap—
sulated In the NLS, one m ay ask how long i takes for
the relative phase of solitonic pulses In the atom laser to
random ize, or decohere. In Sec.-'y-_]-B_:, an estin ate of this
tin e scale ism ade.

Two issues which we do not discuss In any detail are
quantum evaporation and center of m ass motion. The
form er is studied in detail in Ref. [16], where i is shown
thatm atterw ave bright solitons In an expulsive potential
evaporate and eventually explode. H ow ever, the tunnel-
Ing ratesare so an all in the param eter regin es of interest
to the present work so as to be unin portant. W ith re—
gards to the latter, in a ham onic potential the center
ofm ass and relative degrees of freedom are entirely de—
coupled, so that we need only consider the relative soli-
ton m otion [fl]_;] The center of m ass m otion is, In any
case, trivial: Zeom (£) = Zeom 0)exp (3! .F) In the quasi-
1D regmme.

A . Seeding ofm odulational instability:
self-interference vs. noise

In order to understand them echanisn ofm odulational
Instability fora non-uniform initialdensity pro I and in
the presence of a non-constant potential, it is necessary
to brie y review m odulational instability in the uniform
case, which iswellknown from ber optics t_ZE;] A Inear
regoonse analysis reveals that, for attractive nonlinearity,
a an all sinusoidalm odulation of a uniform state ( with
wavenumberk growswih tine at a rate  given by

2 h’ 2 2m Pip Jnip n%p o f

2
= k + : 15
4m 2 h? h? 42

Them axinum growth rate

g= 2! Rinp 16)
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FIG.3: Shown are the selfinterference fringes of the or—
der param eter w hich seed m odulational Instability, according
to the Feynm an propagator for a ham onic oscillator. The
iniial density pro le was Thom asFem i; shown is the ratio
of the density 66 m s later to the original density. Since the
wavelength of the instability must be on the order of 2 ,
where isthe healing length, solitons form rst on the edges
of the cloud, due to the early long wavelength fringes in this
region. At later tim es the wavelength of the fringes in the
center also becom es Ionger. Shown is the linear equivalent
of the panel depicting t = 3 In the full sin u]atJon ofthe 3D

G rossP itaevskii equation illustrated In Figs. .], and Q allpa-
ram eters are the sam e as the simulation, with length units
scaled to 10 m .

is obtained at wavenum ber

|

kng= 1= ; = 43inp ; a7)
w here J_S the e ective 1D healing length of the con—
densate [42 and nip = Njof = N=L is the lne

density. G rowthpoours only if 2 > 0, which inplies
0< k< kpax = 2Ky g. Thismeans that nonlinear fo-
cusing can only be seeded by m odulations of su ciently
Iong wavelength and is fastest at the length scale of2

Fora non-uniform initialdensity pro l, there aretwo
ways in which m odulational instability can occur. E ither
it can be seeded by noise, or i can be seeded by fringes
caused by self-interference of the order param eter. T he
tin e scale ofthe twom echanisn stums out to be approx—
In ately the sam e, as shallbe shown in the follow ing. A
sin ilar num ber of solitons results, but in the form er case
they form st in the higher density regions (typically
the center, for a Thom asFem ilke nithlpro ke {7,
while in the latter case they form rst at the edges, as
ustrated in Fjgs.:_il: and:_ﬁ and explained in our previous
work P41.

Consider rst the case of selfinterference. An anal-
ysis based on the Feynm an propagator for the linear
Schrodinger equation in a ham onic potential show s that
self-interference, or di raction, of the order param eter
leadsto fringesw hich have the correct length scale to seed
m odulational instability f_Z-Z_Ju'] Our ndings of Ref. I_Z-Z_j]
were supported later by K am chatnov et al, who used
W hitham theory to describe the nonlinear evolution of

the di raction pattem ofa rectangular initialdensity pro—
¥ I'A3] O ur previous analysis w as perform ed for a rect—
angular initial density pro ke In order to obtain closed
form analytic resuls f24] The Feynm an propagator is
de ned by
Z
zit) =

dz’c (z;t;zO;O) (z;0) : 18)

For a ham onic oscillator, the propagator is

exp i(@? 2zF=cos + ZZ)=Q%tan )
G = P i 19
> 2 ijsin j
where
Lt (20)
In the Ilim it 1, and for a rectangular erJaldensj:y

pro lg, the result of the integration of Eq. (:18') can be
Taylor expanded as

]]; @DF=3 @0 1+
8]% sin ky z+

7)sink z+ 7)

+
L+ 2z L 2z
2 2 2
41 L4+ 4z N cos[ks k )z] . o1)
L+ 22)2@L 2zF L+ 22)@  2z)
K sec( )z L‘ L2 cot( ) < E 22)
2Bsin( ) ' gg I FIC G

To linearorder in , the trapping frequency drops out
of the equat:ons, since ]z = ht=m . Equations (21)
and {22 descrbe the form ation of fringes. Note that,
according to the argum ent ofthe exponentialin the Feyn-—
m an propagator ClQ) , at the quarterperiod the w avefunc-
tion is fourier transform ed w ith respect to its initial state.
T herefore any initial wavefiinction exocepting a G aussian
m ust develop fringes. A tin e scale can be estJm ated from
these prefactors in the expansion ofE q. (2L Fringes ap—
pear at a length scale ‘qinge at time

pr Lo 23)

h fringe
This argum ent can also be m ade sin ply by the units in
the problem . The length scale at which m odulational
nstability ism axin ally probable iS ‘ginge = 2 . There—
fore, the tin e scale for fringe form ation leading to m od—
ulational instability m ay be estin ated as

2
X ’ .

teringe 21 s (24)
where njp is the m ean linear density and we have taken
the mean density asn = nip= ¥ in order to calou-
late the healing length. For the param eters of Sec. :]]-j:,
tinterference 7 41 ms. This is approxim ately the correct
tin e scale, as observed in Fjgs.:}' and-'_Z.



In order to study the problem with a m ore realistic
m odel than an iniially rectangular density pro l, the
Iongiudialvariation ofthe density pro le istaken asan
nverted parabola. T his is characteristic of the T hom as—
Ferm ilim it In a ham onic trap, and is the generic experi-
m ental case [17 At the sam e tim e, the transverse w ave—
function istaken asa G aussian, In keeping w ith the quasi-
1D approxin ation. T he density then takes the form

. 2 . 1 %% + y2
J €0)3° = § @0 Fp=rexp —p— 5
. 2 CRZ £)
) @0F = —5— 26)
4% 37
1=3
3N R3Y
R — 7)
| S
: h=m 3.3 (28)

where N j (z)F is the Iongitudinal Ine density, R is the
Thom asFem iradiis, and Y, is the longitudinal oscilla—
tor length. The linear developm ent of the wavefiinction
may be found at any tim e by num erical integration of
Eq. {18). Note that, in this case, !, is inagiary or
the expulsive ham onic potential. An exam ple relkevant
to Sec. -]It is shown In Fig. -3’ T he Ionger wavelength
fringes are clearly visble near the edges of the cloud, as
discussed in our previous work P4]. This leads to soli-
ton form ation near the edges of the cloud at early tin es
and In the center at late tim es. The qureusesthe sam e
param eters as the sin ulations of Sec. |]It and m ay be
com pared to the fourth panel from the bottom ,ort= 3,
n Figs. -} and g

Consider now the case of modulational instability
seeded by noise, rather than interference fringes. T here
are two kinds of noise. T hey originate in di erent phys—
icalm echanism s. The rst is classicalwhite or coloured
noise, which m ay be Induced, forexam ple, by uctuations
In the trapping potential. The second is them al quan—
tum noise, which corresoondsto a them aldistribution of
Boguliubov excitations. O nem ay estin ate the relevance
ofthe latter from rst principles. T he Boguliubov quasi-
pan:c]e digpersion relation for a Thom asfem ipro le
is {17]

8
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Substituting the wavenum ber of m axin um growth for

m odulational instability, Eq. ([%), into Eq. £9), the re-
sulting energy is

P—

Eny = 39n; (30)

where n is the mean density which can be estim ated
from Eg. C_Zﬁ) An experim ental situation may, eg.,

I‘Pﬁ, / \ |
t=0
o ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
_20 0 20 4
y4

FIG.4: Shown is the evolution of the density along a one—
din ensional cut at Xy = 0, wih the sam e param eters as
the sinulation of Fig. :l but with the addition of noise, as
described in the text. The tim e scale is shorter than that
observed in Fig. :11, and the solitons form rst in the center
of the cloud, rather than on the outside, but the end resul
is the sam e: a set of wellde ned solitonic pulses is evident
in the latest (top) panel. The length and tin e units are the
sam e as In Fig. IL

correspond to an Iniial tem perature of the condensate
of T ' Tprc=2, with Tggc h! N= 3)T° and !
(121,0)73. I this case, one can estin ate the probabil
ity ofa Boguliubov m ode of the appropriate wavelength
to seed m odulationalinstability from thebosonic num ber
distrdbution fiinction

1

= : 1
nE) expE=kg T)+ 1 1)

U sing the num bers from Sec.-'_]]-;t, oneobtainsT ’ 0:14 K
and EP¥=ks ’ 023 K, sothatn®,%7) ’ 0:7. Thus
noise caused by Boguluibov uctuations is present w ith
a nonnegligble occupation number for the param eters
we have chosen.

A tin e scale Por the grow th of seeding uctuations can
be estim ated as

1
e | 1= = —: 32
Thoise mg 21 R (32)

T his appears to be sm aller by a factor of # than tainge -
However, given the qualitative nature of the two esti-
m ates, and the fact that they have the sam e param eter
dependence, it is not possible to state that noise de ni-
tively dom inates over the fringem echanian . To test this,
we perform ed additional sin ulations w ith them ally dis—
trbuted and various other realizations of noise In the
niial condition. These sin ulations show that the nal



resu]i: is essentially the sam e as that shown in Figs. d
and -Zh 11 solitons result rather than 13, wih form a—
tion st in the regions ofhigher density and then lower,
In contrast to the case of fringes alone. Figure (:ff) i
lustrates an exam ple of the early tim e evolution of the
density. Solitons begin to orm att’ 30 m s, in contrast
to Fjg.:}', w here fringes appear to selffocusatt’ 40m s.
W e conclude that the two m echanisn s do indeed coexist.

Noise was added into the sinulations in the follow -
ing m anner. B ecause the Iongitudinaland transverse de—
grees of freedom are represented di erently in the La—
guerre DVR cylindrically sym m etric algorithm we used,
and m ost of the grid is not occupied in the iniial state,
one generates a great deal of high energy and high fre—
quency oscillations w ith usual noise schemes, such as
adding a am all random num ber to the wavefunction or
its Fourder transform . The uctuations that would seed
m odulational instability are of long wavelength. T here—
fore, starting from the wavefunction on the grid In po—
sition space an FFT was in plem ented In the longiudi-
nal direction. Then the wavefunction wasmultiplied at
each pointby 1+ nr, where r was a random num ber be-
tween 035 and 0:5 and n was the noise Jlevel. In Fig;_h,
r= 0:1 was usad. In the transverse direction, the noise
was added on only half the grid closest to the center.
Finally, n order to allow the noise to \them alize" as
much as possible, the wavefunction was propagated in
real tin e for positive scattering length, until the noise
had fully distribbuted iself, ie., for tin es m uch greater
than 2 =j!',3J This was intended to represent, qualita—
tively, a sam iclassical approxin ation to a them al dis—
tribution I_Z-Qi, :_2-]‘] of Bogulubov m odes. Figure :_4 then
follow s the real tin e evolution starting w ith this initial
wavefiinction after the scattering length is tumed nega-—
tive and the trap is changed to be longiudinally expul-
sive. In sin ulations w ith sn aller noise levels we cbserve
a coexistence regin e and crossover ofboth seeding m ech—
anismn s, as the grow th of them al uctuations is signi -
cantly delayed when they are nitially very sm all.

B . Phase decoherence tim e

A condensate adiabatically split Into two halves on a
tim e scale much shorter than the quantum revival time
has an initially well-de ned relative phase El@:, :§§:] E sti-
m ates for the decoherence tim e [_éig'i] have been m ade In
a num ber of speci ¢ contexts in the ]Jrerature, as for ex—
am ple In the two-well problem {47, .48 or or two spin
states I49] A general discussion of this issue m ay be
fund in Ref. 34]. Here, we llow the straightforward
estin atesm ade In a recent article on atom interferom e—
ters using B oseE instein condensates, in which the phase
decoherence tin e was studied experin entally {5d EL]

The Schrodinger phase of each soliton m ay be esti-
mated from its wavefiinction, which is proportional to
exp( 1 t=h):

=t =h; (33)

w here t is the decoherence tin e. T he chem icalpotential
may be determ ined from Eq. (_4), ie., In the quasiiD
approxim ation, to be

- 1n ; 34)
27 Ns v !

w here it hasbeen assum ed that N ¢ solitons ofequalam -
plitude are form ed. T hen, from the derivative ofEJ. {_34)
w ih respect to N ,

—_— ' — (35)

EOEP oissonian number uctuations, onem ay take N =
N . Setting = 2 ,which is a m easure of com plte
uncertainty in the relative phase and therefore decoher—
ence, Egs. 63) and C35 ) yield
[
h N
t= —: (36)
J 3

Substiuting Eq. (34) into Eq. {36),

N, ‘P—

— N
N

\ 2 l

t’ 2 — — (37)
a !

W e note that, In contrast to a repulsive condensate in
Thom asFem i lim it, for which the decoherence time
t/ N 1% in the case of solitonic pulses omm ed by m od—
ulational hstability t / N 372, However, unlke in the
repulsive case, the num ber of atom s js Iim ited by the
collapse conditions of Secs. IIV A' and -N B' For the
param eters of Sec. u]]i the phase deooherenoe tinemay
be calculated to be about 540 m s, so that the solitonic
pulses shown In the gures are expected to be coherent
over the evolution period depicted.

VI. DISCUSSION OF SIM ULATIONS:NUM BER
OF SOLITONS AND REFINED STABILITY
CONDITION S

In experim ents, a good m odelofthe iniialstate ofthe
condensate when the scattering length is changed from
positive to negative is a longitudinal T hom asFem iden—
sity pro e [[7]. In the ®low ing, explicit estin ates or
the num ber of solitons generated by such a pro ke and
criteria to avoid collapse, in tem s of the param eters of
a possible experin ent, is com pared to the m ore idealized
situation discussed in Sec.lV;.

U nder the condition that a suitable seed for them odu-
lationalinstability isprovided, one can estin ate the num —
ber of solitons generated for an initially hom ogeneous
pro Il along the z direction of length L by

S
N BjL

hom .
N o

S

b (38)
2



w here the m odulational instability is assum ed to take
place at the wavelength of maxinum growth given by
Eq. {Lh).

The 2D collapse criterion for the Initialstate G) can be
re ned by dem anding that the solitons form ed by m odu—
lational nstability are them selves stable against 3D col-
lapse and satisfy Eq. (E). For sim plicity, it is assum ed
that the Iniial condensate is split up Into N solitons
of equal am plitude. A s seen from the num erical sin ula—
tions ofSecs. ﬂIt and V A., this is not strictly true, but it
serves as a useful order of m agnitude estin ate. For the
hom ogeneous nitialpro le, one nds from Eq. (28_:)

8
8 AN=L< —(P)?=10:::: (39)

This estin ate assum es a quasi1D initial state, where
the transverse trapping is tight, so that Bj N

N ote that under these conditions the transverse oscﬂJator
length ' doesnot enter the collapse criteria for hom oge—
neous initial density pro les.

In the case of an Inhom ogeneous initial density pro ke
the above estin ates can be generalized by assum ing that
the length scale of 2 for the m odulational instability
is still valid locally. T he num ber of solitons can thus be
estim ated as

2 dz

Ng= > (z): (40)

For the Thom asFem idensity pro ke ofEq. gé, one ob—
tains

2
1 3NBjY: °

TF _
N " = > e 41)
Sin ilarly, one can derive a collapse criterion for the
Thom asFem icase. The aspect ratio of the trap enters
explicitly, and the criterion to avoid collapse is given by
. 3D \3 \
PN e V2 gozant, 42)
\Z 576 A} A}

These estin ates restrict the num ber of particles for a
given scattering length that can be used In a particular
trap geom etry. Combining the above results, one nds
an upper bound for the num ber of solitons that can be
generated from a given trap geom etry used for preparing
the initial state. In the case ofa rectangular initial state,
or hom ogeneous case, one obtains

L
N < 00635 : 43)

For a condensate initially describbed by a Thom asFem i
pro leone nds

Y

2
NJF <0055 = : (44)

S

T he bounds (_4-;)") and @-Z_i) were based on the 3D collapse
criterion of Eq. @). A sin ilar analysis based on the 2D

criterion (:_3) for the Initial wavefunction yields the sam e
scaling but a prefactor which is an order of m agnitude
larger, ie., a lss stringent constraint.

Onemay now com pare these re ned estim ates to the
sim ulations of Secs. n]I[ and -IV D' First, the choice of

aN =}, was taken to be about one order of m agitude
an aller than the upper lim it gJyen by the criteria to avoid
collapse, according to Eq. C42 Secondly, Eq. C4]. ) pre—
dicts an upper bound on the number of solitons to be
N g 13:3; In the sin ulations, between 11 and 14 solitons
were observed, depending on the noise level. Thirdly,
all form s of collapse have been successfully avoided, in—
cluding soliton {soliton interactions which m ight lead to
secondary collapse.

M any other param eter regin es were studied num eri-
cally. It was found that, for a rectangular nitial pro le
and no noise, as was studied analytically in Ref. {_24],
Increasing the strength of the nonlnearity to the critical
valie of nom = 1 (sse Eq. é3) below ) brought about in —
m ediate collapse at the borders of the condensate. That
is, the st soliton form ed collapsed. An order of m ag—
nitude decrease N pon to 0.1 led to delayed collapse
w hich occurred after all solitons had been form ed, while
or pom = 0:01 no collapse occurred. N ote that a rectan—
gular initial density pro le m ay be created by optically
induced potentialswhich ©om end-caps [52‘ aswere used
in the experin ent of Ref. {19].

VII. CONCLUSION

W e have show n both num erically and analytically that
a pulsed atom ic soliton laser is viable. In particular,
the gures illustrate the evolution of such an atom laser
wih a set of realistic param eters that could be real-
ized In straightforward adaptions of existing BEC ap—
paratuses {18, 19]. It was shown that all phenom ena
leading to instability, nam ely, two-din ensional prin ary
collapse, three-din ensional prim ary collapse, explosion
of individual solitonic pulses brought about by the lon-
gitudinally expulsive ham onic trapping potential, and
secondary collapse caused by soliton {soliton interaction,
could be avoided by the proper choice of param eters.
Typical param eters were 10? particles, a nal scatter—
Ing length ofa 3@, and trapping frequencies on the
order of 2 22 kHz by 2 22kHzby2 1 25Hz.
A fter form ation via m odulational instability seeded by a
com bination of self-interference of the condensate order
param eter and noise due to the presence of B oguliibov
quasiparticles and uctuations in the trapping potential,
propagating solitonic pulses selfcoolto T = Oon a tine
scale of 1=7 ,j through the em ission of a fraction of a
percent of the total num ber of particles E[E}, :_Ig:]

In m ost previousw ork on attractive B oseE instein con—
densates, regin es or cyclks of runaway instability were
explored ;_5.3:, :_51_1] Even in the cases where a stgl;‘)]e_‘—
nal state was produced, as for exam ple in Refs. [18,,19],
the m a prity of the atom s were lost to collapse. In con—



trast, we have here suggested a way to avoid collapse
entirely and take advantage of the nnstabilities Inherent
in switching the interactions in a BEC from repulsive to
attractive to produce a usefiil device: nam ely, a pulsed
atom ic soliton laser.
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