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A bstract

W e consider the collision of a dark soliton w ith an cbstack in a quasione- din ensional Bose
condensate. W e show that In m any respects the soliton behaves as an e ective classical particke of
m ass tw ice the m ass of a bare partick, evolving in an e ective potential which is a convolution of
the actual potential describing the cbstaclk. Radiative e ects beyond this approxin ation are also
taken Into account. T he em itted waves are shown to form two counterpropagating wave padkets,
both m oving at the speed of sound. W e determ ine, at lrading order, the total am ount of radiation
em itted during the collision and com pute the acceleration of the soliton due to the collisional
process. It is found that the radiative process is quenched when the velocity of the soliton reaches
the velocity of sound In the system .
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1 Introduction

O ne of the m any interesting aspects of the physics of BoseE instein condensation of ultracold
atom ic vapors is to open opportunities of studying m esoscopiclike phenom ena In new types of
setups. T he advances in the production and propagation of B oseE Instein condensates in m ore and
m ore elborate waveguides (m agnetic or optical, m icrofabricated or not E]) opens up the progpect
of studying a rich variety of quantum transport phenom ena for these Intrinsically phase-coherent,
nitesized system s. In particular it has been possble to study quantum interference e ects @:],
B loch oscillations and Landau-Zener tunneling [_3], Josephson janctions Ef], and super uidiy [E].

Pushing further the analogy In transport properties ofm esoscopic system s and B ose-condensed
vapors, one notices that, whereas In m esoscopic physics interaction e ects are often di cul to
understand, in B oseE Instein condensates they are m ore easily accessble to theoretical description
and have the advantage of covering a w ide range of regin es, ranging from aln ost noninteracting
atom Jlasers to strongly correlated system s. A long this line, the existence of nonlneariy in the wave
equation, resulting in the existence ofbright [jG] a dark fj] solitons, appearsasa natural { and rather
sin ply understood { consequence of interaction on transport phenom ena of quasione-din ensional
B osecondensed system s.

In the present work we address the problem of transport of a dark soliton in a quasione—
din ensional B oseE Instein condensate. M ore precisely, we consider a guided B oseE instein conden—
sate and theoretically study the propagation of a dark soliton encountering an obstack on itsway.
In the appropriate lim it [see Eq. @) below ] the system is described by a one-din ensionalnonlinear
Schrodinger equation. T his equation adm its bright and dark solitonic solutions, depending on the
sign of the interparticle interaction. The ocbstack is m odeled via an extemal potential, and this
could corresoond to di erent physical realizations, such asa heavy in purity, a (red orblie) detuned
laser beam crossing the atom ic beam , a bend, a tw ist, or a constriction in the shape of the guide.

A soliton under the In uence of a perturbation (ere, the cbstaclk) sees its shape and velociy
m odi ed and m ay also radiate energy (see, eg., Ref. B]) . D expite their m utual dependence, these
tw o phenom ena are not easily treated on the sam e theoretical footing. T he evolution ofthe soliton’s
param eters is typically studied w ithin the adiabatic approxim ation (see Ref. ig] and references
therein), w hereas radiative e ectsare not so easily described, because their in uence on the soliton’s
param eters only appears at second order in perturbation theory (see the discussion in Section fl-_éi) .
H owever, it hasbeen possble to treat both phenom ena concom itantly in the case ofbright solitons
B{;fz_i]. Conceming dark solitons, several studies of adiabatic dynam ics have appeared f_l-:d‘{:_l-gi], but
until recently radiative e ects have been treated m ainly num erically II_Z_(_)'{E-%:].

In the present paper we study the dynam ics of a dark soliton via perturbation theory. This
m ethod, based on the theory of Iinear partialdi erential equations, hasbeen established in the case
ofthe nonlinear Schrodinger equation w ith repulsive interaction in Refs. [_2-3,-'_2@:] (see also the earlier
attem pt E_2-§]) . A lthough our rst Interest lies in the physics of guided B oseE instein condensates,
the m ethod em ployed and the results displayed also apply to optical waveguides described by a
one-din ensional (1D ) nonlinear defocussing Schrodinger equation.



T he paper is organized as follow s. In Section EZ we present the basic Ingredients of the m odel
and the resulting equation goveming the tim e evolution of the condensate wave function. In the
fram ew ork of perturbation theory we then derive the equations determ ining the dynam ics of the
soliton and of the radiated part (Section d) The resuls are analysed in Section '4 W e show that
one can devise a quite successfiil approxin ation that we denote as \e ective potential theory,"
w here the soliton is assin ilated to a classical particlke of m ass tw ice the m ass of a bare particle,
evolving in an e ective potential (Section {l-._i:) . The agream ent of this approxin ation w ith the
results of the adiabatic approxin ation is veri ed even for a ne quantiy such as the position
shift nduced on the trafctory of the soliton by the cbstack (Section :_4-_.2) . W e then consider in
Section :_4-_5. the radiated part and show that it is form ed ofbackw ard—and forw ard-em itted phonons,
which form two counterpropagating wavepadkets m ooving at the speed of sound. In the lim it of
large soliton’s velocity we fiirthem ore obtain in Section :_4_7{ an analytical expression for the total
am ount ofradiation em itted by the soliton during the collision. In addition we show that (w ithin our
lrading-order evaluation) a soliton reaching the velocity of sound does not radiate, and we propose
a physical jnterpretation ﬁ)r thjs phencom enon. anaDy we present our conclisions jn Section '5

n the evaluation of the total am ount of radiation em itted by the soliton.

2 Them odel

W e consider a condensate con ned in a guide of axis z and denote by n (z;t) the 1D density of the
system . The condensate is form ed by atom s of massm which Interact via a twobody potential
characterized by its 3D swave scattering length ag.. W e consider the case of a repulsive e ective
Interaction-ie., asc > 0. The condensate is con ned in the transverse direction by an hamm onic
potential of pulsation !, . The transverse con nem ent is characterized by the ham onic oscillator
kngth a; = (=m !, ).

W ih n,, denoting a typical order of m agnitude of n (z;t), we restrict ourselves to a density
range such that

@sc=a- )2 n;p dsc 1: @)

This regin e has been called \1D mean eld" in Ref. P@]. In this range the wave function of
the condensate can be factorized in a transverse and longiudinal part 227.{:_2-9] T he transverse
wave function is G aussian (this is ensured by the condition n;, asc 1) and the Iongiudinalone,
denoted by (z;t) [such thatn (z;t) = jJ (z;t)f ], satis esan e ective 1D G rossP itaevskii equation
(see, eg., £1{29)

h2 n o
T U@+ 2h!sasj ¥ =11 ¢ @)
InEq. @ z) representsthee ect ofthe cbstacle. W e restrict ourselves to the case of localized

obstack such that lm, 1 U (z)= 0. Hencs, we can consider that the stationary solutions of



Eq.@) have at In niy an asym ptotic density unperturbed by the cbstack. Besides, considering
solutions w ithout current at In nity, we in pose the follow ing form to the the stationary solutions:

@t = £@expl i thl; wih  lm £@)= " ®)

Z.

wheren; isthe 1D density far from the cbstack and = 2h!, asn; the chem icalpotential BQ].

W e note here that In Eq.@:) we have discarded very low densities in order to prevent the sys—
tem from getting in the TonksG irardeau regin e where the m ean—- eld picture m plicit n Eqg. @)
breaks down Q-g,-'}-;]. This can be intuitively understood as follow s: it is natural to assum e
that the G rossP itaevskii schem e is valid-ie., that the systam can be describbed by a collective
order param eter -only if the interparticle distance (of order n; 1) is much smaller than the
m ininum distance over which can signi cantly vary [ is the healing length, de ned by

= h=m )32 = a, =(Qagen1 y1=2]. The condition nll then In poses us to consider the
regineni asgc @sc=a, ) to which, from Eq. {j}), w e restrict our study. If one considers, for n—
stance, ®’Rb or?>N a atom s in a gquide w ith a transverse con nem ent characterized by ! , = 2 500
H z, the ratio ag.=a, is roughly oforder 10 2 and the restriction {1:) still allow s the density to vary
over four orders of m agniude.

In all the follow ng we use din ensionless quantities: the energies are expressed in units of
the lengths In units of , and the tine in units of h= . is also rescaled by a factor iy l=2; this
corresponds to expressing the linear density in units of the density at in nity, n1 . W e keep the
sam e notation z, t, U (z), and (z;t) for the rescaled quantities. E quation @) now reads

n o
2t U@+ 3F =1 @)

14

From Eq.{i{), the stationary solutions oqu.@) are of type f z)exp[ it], £ beihg real, and a
solution of

1 n o

St U@+ £ 1£f=0; )

w ith the asym ptotic condiion lim,, ;1 f(z)= 1.

Them ethod we w illexpose is quite general and applies to a broad range ofpotentials U (z), but
for concreteness we w ill often display the explicit solutions of the problem in the case of a pointlike
obstacle, where U (z) = (z); > 0 K 0) corresponds to a repulsive (attractive) cbstaclke. For
such an obstack, the solution of Eq.{§) is

0 e i A
coth (gj+ a) if

>0 2
<0 I3

. 1 ..
w ith a= > sinh — (6)
In section 4 we w ill concentrate on perturbative aspects of the problem and consider the case

of a weak potential U (z). For a pointlke obstack, this corresponds to the Iim it 7 7 1. In this
case sinh ' 2= 9’ Ih@=j J and Egs. () sin plify to

f@z)’ 1 Eexpf 2% : (7)



In the general case, one can design a sin ple treatm ent t_2-9,:§-g] valid for any weak potentialU (z)
Jleading after linearization ofEq. 6'_5) to the perturbative result £ (z) = 1+ £ (z) wih

1 z +1
f@’ > ldyU(y)expf 2% vy ®)
of which Eq.{?}) isa partij]ar casg, In section 4 it will reveal convenient to rew rite Eq.@) n
an other way: denoting by U () = R dzU (z)exp ( igz) the Fourder transform ofU (z), one m ay
equivalently express f de ned h Eq.{§) as

Z A
"t dg U@
1 2 4+ &P

T he stationary solutions of the problem being de ned, ket usnow tum to the m ain sub gct of the
present work and consider the case of tin edependent solutions corresponding to a dark soliton
propagating in the system . T he soliton w ill appear as a distortion of the stationary badkground,
and it is here very natural to follow the approach of Frantzeskakis et al D.-:/H who w rite the wave
function of the system as a product:

f@)"’

expfigzg : )

(z;0)= @Of@E@exp( ib : (10)

(z;t) mh Eq. (_-_O) acoounts for the deform ation of the stationary badkground £ (z) exp ( it) caused
by the m otion of a soliton In the system . From Eqg. @) we see that the unknown eld (z;t) isa
solution of the follow ing equation :

n o
. 1 .
et S oz i¥ 1 =RI[]; 1)
w here
_ £, 2 . 2
R[]= .7+ DGE3 1 e 12)
Far from the obstacle, £ (z) = 1 and thusR [ ]= 0. In this case, the m otion of a dark soliton

In the system is described by the usual solitonic solution of the defocussing nonlinear Schrodinger
equation [3]

= (@ Vt Iy ); 13)
where
®; )= &; )+ 1V ; wih xX; )= cos tanhxcos ) and sn =V : 14)

E quations (,'_1-3) and (_1-4) describe a dark soliton consisting in a densiy trough located at position
V t+ b at tine t. The phase change across the soliton is 2 . The choice of the param eter
in 0; =2] corresponds to a soliton m oving from left to right wih a velocity V. = sin 2 [0;1].
N ote that a dark soliton has a velocity always lower than uniy @Which, In our rescaled units, is
the velocity of sound i_?s-f!]) .When = 0, the soliton is standing and itsm inin um density is zero;



it is referred to as a black soliton. W hen 6 0 one goeaks of a gray soliton. W e digolay In F ig.
1 the density pro ke and the phase of the wave function (z;t) [see Eqg. G_l(_j)] describing a soliton
Incident w ith velocity V = 04 on a repulsive point-lke cbstacle characterized by = 0:5.

1.5
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Figure 1: Upper plot: density pro ke ofa
dark soliton incidentw ith velocity V.= 04
on a point-lke repulsive cbstacke U (z) =
o ‘ (z) wih = 05). The arrow repre—
1 ‘ : sents the direction of propagation of the

n(z,t

=
~ soliton. Lower plot: phase of the wave
§ function (z;t= 0) descrbing the system .
305 ¢ 1 A cross the soliton the phase of the wave
E function changes from to (w ith
2 V =sh ).
s , ‘
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3 Perturbation theory

In the follow ng we w ill set up the basis for a system atic perturbative expansion, and for properly
dentifying the orders of perturbation at which the expansion is done, it is custom ary to introduce
an arti cialm ulijplicative param eter in thepotentialofthe obstacle (otherw ise ofarbitrary form ).
W e will see In the present section (@and justify on physical grounds in the next one) that for an
obstacke characterized by U (z), the condition of sm all perturbation reads V2 U . Since the
soliton velocity is always lower than uniy Which isthe speed of sound in our din ensionless unis),
this condition nplies U 1;ie., Egs. (8,9) hod.
At initial tim es the soliton is unperturbed and described as in the previous section by (z;t) =

z Vt o) [ isde ned n Eqg. (i_ll_i]; ie., one considers a soliton ncident from left n nity with
velocity V = sin g. Them ore In portant e ect of the cbstaclk on the soliton is a m odi cation of
its shape; ie., the param eters characterizing the soliton w illbecom e tin e dependent in the vicinity
of the obstaclk. Perturbation at next order describe the aem ission of radiations. O ne thus looks for
solutions of Eq.{L1) of the form

(z;t) = 1(Ziz); ©)+ (z;1) ; 15)

where

w1 Ziz®; ©)= @ z@®; ©); (16)

describes a soliton which is characterized by the two param eters z (t) (decrdbing the center of the
soliton) and (t) (describing the phase shift accross the soliton). describes additional radiative
com ponents:

2

(z;t) = 1 (z;0) + 2(z;B) + i @7)



E quations {_ZI.B)—@.-]) form the grounds of a secular perturbation theory where the tin e dependence
of the param eters of the soliton pem its to avoid the grow of secular perturbation in (see, eg.,
the discussion in Ref. §)).

Tt is m ore appropriate to de ne n Eq.z_l-_ﬂi) and the i’sin Eq.@'_l-j.) as functions of z z (t)
than as fiinctions of z. To thisend, wede nex = z z (£) and choose to work with x and t as
Independent param eters rather than z and t. T his corresponds to the transform ation

@z H @t ! @x ’ @t Z_@X : (18)

Furthem ore, in orderto take Into account the slow tin e dependence ofthe param eters ofthe soliton,
it is custom ary to introduce multple tine scales: t, = "t (m 2 N). A tin edependent function
could, for instance, depend on t via ty, ndicating a weak tin e dependence (@ tp dependence being
related to an even weaker tin e dependence and a ty dependence to a \nom al" tin e dependence).
G enerically, tin edependent quantities w illbe considered as functions of all the t,’s, w ith

@e= Q@ + @ + 2@t2+ S 19)

In the follow ing we w illm ake an expansion at order and it will su ce to consider only the fast
tine ty and the rst slow tine t;. The soliton’s param eters and z are considered as functions
() and z (to;tz) B3I
P utting everything together, we see that, at order , Egs. i(15)4(1V) read explicitly

(z;0)= & @)+ 1&bt/h); wih x=2z  z(4b): (20)

E quation (_l-}') is now rew ritten taking the transfomm ations 6_1-?.) and {_1-9) nto account, wih an
expansion at order . To this end, we have to take Into account that R [ ] de ned in Eq.:@_ﬁ) isa
an all quantity and can be written at rstorderin as

R[]’ €@ ;) @ f@+2 &) £@) R x;2) ; (21)

where z = x + z(p;ty) and £ (z) is de ned as in Egs.(8) and (9), with an extra multiplicative
factor in U which hasbeen w ritten explicitly in the de niion of R on the right-hand-side RH S)
ofEq.Ql).

W e are now ready to expand Eq.{{1) In successive orders .n . T he kading order reads

% wetize x+ GF 1) =0; (22)
In plying that
Zy, = sin (23)
whence z can be written as
z=tsh +=z@{); @4)

where =z (t;) is a stillunknown fiinction [_3-§] Atnext order in one obtains

2

1
R, 1= 5@§+isjn R+ 293 1 1+ J+tR iy iz ok ©5)



E quation C_2-§) can be rew ritten as
ReyJri=H jri+ 3R i+ dzg el ——J ei; 26)
cos
where j 1i= ( 1; )", Ri= R;R )", 3 isthethird Paulim atrice, and

12 4 4o ) 2
ZQZ+ + 2 1
q - ;@5 + isihn @x2 33 L N : 27
s@g+ isin & 2j F+1
H is not diagonalizable, but can be put n a Jordan form in a m anner sin ilar to what has been
done for the attractive nonlinear Schrodinger equation Bj] Tts eigenfunctions and eigenvalues

generalized null space of H ; they verify H Jlei= 0 and H j ¢i= oo Jlei. Aswell as its null
space, H has two continuous branches of excitations which we denote by its \phonon spectrum ."

Tt is physically intuitive that j 11 corresponding to the radiated parjl:-s-h-oll-]c-i -b-e- expanded over
the phonon part of the spectrum ofH :
X Z +1
j1i= dqCy (oita) I i s 28)
_ 1

A m ore technical argum ent for lim iting the expansion (_2-§) to the phonon com ponents of the spec—
trum ofH isthe follow ing: onem ight think that a greater generality could be achieved by allow ing
j 11 to have also com ponentson j .iand j i, r nstance. H owever, exactly as in the case ofthe
bright soliton Ll-g], these com ponents can (@nd should) be Im posed to ram ain zero for avoiding the
appearance of secular tem s in the evolution of the soliton’s param eters.

3.1 Evolution of the param eters of the soliton

Applying h!ej 3 and h j 3 onto @-_é) and using the orthogonality relations @_A_é.), one obtains the
equations of evolution of the param eters of the soliton:

Z 4
4, co = hLRi = 2Re dx xR &®;x+ z)
1
2 Z 4
= - Re dZR [ sol] @Z sol 14 (29)
1
and
1 Z +1
4z o = - heRi = 2Re dx R X;x+ z)
icos 1
2 4 4
= — Re dz R [ sol] @ sol : (30)

T he set of equations £3),{29) and Ed) descrbe the tin e evolution of the soliton’s param eter.
T he sam e equations are obtained via adiabatic approxin ation which is a sin pler variationnal ap—



evident in the case ofEq. {_2-9) which is the slow tin e analogous to Eq. @_E-Bl) (shce —= ). Ina
sin ilar w ay, the prescription 6_1-_91) Indicates that z= z,, + 3z, ;combining Egs. 6_2-3) and (_3-(_1), one
sees that the equations of evolution of z obtained in the present section correspond to them ultiple—
tin e expansion of E q.{B:l:Q) . As a side result of this exact correspondance of the tim e evolution of
the so]iton’s param eters, we obtain here that, as in the adjabatic approach sjn[ (11 ! 1)]=V

whent; ! +1 totheonede ned n Eq. @§).

A technical rem ark is In order here. O ne can notice that in Eq.‘_l-_ﬂ) we did not consider the
m ost general variational form for the solitonic com ponent of the wave function. W e could have lt
its global phase depend on tin e, for instance, and this would have given in Eq.@_é) a contribution

along Foi (Foids de ned In Ap_pendjx A) Sin jJar]y, a more general var:iau'onal ansatz could

chosen w ithin the sam e var:lannal space, their tin e evolution is described { in the adiabatic and
perturbative approach { by the sam e equations. Besides, the radiative term ; having in all cases
to be restricted to the phonon part of the spectrum , its tin e evolution is not (at least in the lim it
\ U ; see below ) a ected by the speci ¢ choice of variational param eters used for descrbing
the soliton.

3.2 Radiated part

T he tin e evolution ofthe radiative com ponent j ;i is cbtained in a m anner sim ilar to what isdone
for the soliton’s param eters. P roecting Eq. @26 onto the phonon eigenfiinctions of H by applying
h a J 3 yields

iN, @,Cq =Ny " Cy+h qRij @61
where = ." inEq.QBl) isthe eigenvalue of H associated with j ,i ee EQ.B3)]
r !
. I
"s =4 sih + " +1 (32)

and N, is a nom alization factor [see Eqs.@:}{) and @:_5.)]. In deriving Eq.@-i_h'), we have taken into
account that the eigenfunctions j qi depend on t only through the slow tine ty (via sin ). The

sam e holds for ") and N ; . Thus, w riting

Cq (oitu) = D4 (osty) expf 1% tog; 33)
one has, at the sam e order of approxin ation asE q.(_3-1:),

1 .
@QDq:mhqf{l: (34)
In integrating Eqg. (_3-4) we can choose betw een tw o equivalent strategies. The rst (and di cul) one
isto solve thisequation taking into account thatty = {5 and that and z have the tin e dependence
speci ed by E qs.(g-lj'), @-9:) and @-(_Zf) . The second one is to integrate this equation considering ty and



t; as ndependent variables. In this case, the ty dependence of and z w illnot m atter and the
dependence of z w illbe speci ed by Eq.(@4_:) . A coording to this second m ethod one obtains

Z

1 to o _i" tg )
Dq(to;t1)= N dye 4 hq:Rl+ Uq (t) ; (35)
q 1
where D”C1 is an unknown function ofty [erifying D”q g ! 1 )= 0] which could be determm ined

by pushing the perturbative expansion to next order n . In the follow Ing we w ill sin ply neglect
this term . T his is legitin ate In the 1im it where all the t; dependent tem s are nearly constant-ie.,
to the lim it where the param eters of the soliton are very weakly a ected by the cbstack. W e w ill
see In the next section that this lim it is reached when U V2.

O fm ost interest to us is the total am ount of radiation em itted by the soliton. For the deter-
m ination of this quantity we need the explicit expression oqu.C_§§) at lJarge tim es. In the lim it t
andty ! +1 ,Eq. C_§§) (Wji'houttl’lequ term ) reads explicitly

Z h ;
D (‘|’1)=L dxdoei"qtg ®)R &;x+ z(;+1 )+ v. )R (x-z(0'+l))l'
q iN R> t() Uq ’ tOI q ’ t()r ’
q

Eq. @3)]. Note that the ty-dependent param eters .n Eq.(36) have been given their asym ptotic
valie. In particular, sh (G ! +1 ) = sh g = V, and according to Eq. (:_2-@) one has here
z(t8;+ 1)=V t8 + =z 1 ). The integration a]ongtg n Eq.{}-gi) can be com puted easily using the
expression C_Z-li) forR and Eq.@) for £, leading to

4 U &) . -
Dq(+l) — '\'/ elqz(+l)—v
hAVA Nq a4+ (Vq)z
dee Tax=V @ L ®) (x) g v, ®) &) R 37)
R * d 2V d 2V )

A Ilong but straightforw ard com putation gives the nalresult

b w1ye Lt g d U (g=v)e ezt )
4 C16V3T 1+ P4 Y _

2V 1 V2

In this formula the tetm z(+ 1 ) can be obtained through the num erical determm ination of z (t).
W e Indicate in section EI:Z di erent approxin ation schem es allow ing one to obtain an analytical
evaluation of this temm Eq. @7) and below]. >From expression 3§) we see that the radiation
contributes to C_Z-@) to the total wave fiinction w ith a contribution of order ( [f=V2) 1 v2.
A cocording to the approxim ation schem e de ned In the begihning of the present section we have
v 2 U. SthheeU and U are of sam e order of m agniude, the radiated part is, as expected, a

an all quantity.
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4 Analysis of the resuls

Tn this section we analyse the solutions ofEgs £3),£94), and @0), £€4),83) and {34) which describe
the dynam ics of the system w ithin our approach. T he ssparation between the slow and fast tin es
we used up to now In order to identify which tin e derivatives w ere negligible is no longer necessary,
and we w illhenceforth only em ploy the actualtine t. W e w ill also drop the m ultiplicative factor

In front ofthe perturbing potentialU (z) and of 1 x;t). In the two follow ing subsections we study
the evolution ofthe param eters ofthe soliton and in the two last oneswe analyse the radiated part.

41 E ective potential approxim ation

Sihce we now use the actualtim e t, instead of using Eqs.é'_2-3),('_2-§i) and @-@), it ism ore appropriate
to work with the equivalent equations B9B810). In order to get insight into the details of the
dynam ics of the soliton, one should solve these equations num erically for a particular obstacle.
T his is done 1 section 4 2, where we study the behavior of a soliton incident on a delta scatterer.
But before going to this point, it is interesting to study som e lim iting cases. In particular, the
dynam ics of the variationnal solution Cié) can be m ore easily understood iIn the lin it of a very
dark soliton (aIn ost back). To this end, ket usmultiply Eq. 89) by z and add i to Eq. (B1Q)
muliplied by —. This gives
Z 41

4 _Sm CD% = 2Re dZ R [ sol] z‘-@Z sol+ _@ sol : (39)
1

In the lm it of a weak potential, we have to keep In m Ind that R is a sn all quantity (of order
0ofU). Lkt isthen lkgitin ate at rst order to replace on the RHS of @-3) zby sin and to drop the
term —. O ne thus obtains

Z
+1 @zf

3
—= > cof’ dz —— : (40)
4 1 cosh [COS (Z Z)]

A further simpli cation of the equations is ocbtained in the Iim it of very dark soliton, when
! 0.Inthislin i —' z and using expression {§) for f we can putEq. ¥() i the ollow ing form :
Z +1

7
du. f (z) 17! U (z)
w here U, ()= — dz—— = 5 dz—— : 41)

2z = 2 >
dz 2 cosh® (z  z) 1 cosh® (z  z)

If we furthem ore consider a potential U (z) which slow Iy depends on z (over a length scale much
larger than unity 523]), then U (z) in the convolution ofthe RHS oqu.Gfl-Z_ll) does not appreciably
vary over the distance w here the term cosh 2 (z z) is noticeable. This yields

dz% =U (z): (42)
2 1 cosh® (z  z)

Equau'onsdfl-l:) and (:fl-g) show than in the appropriate lin  (very dark soliton, weak and slow ky
varying potential) the soliton can be considered as an e ective classical particlke ofmass 2 (ie.,
tw ice the m ass of a bare partick) of position z (the position of the center of the densiy trough)
evolving In a potential U (z). If we relax the hypothesis of slow Iy varying potential, the soliton
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can still be considered as a particke ofm ass 2, but i now evolves In an e ective potential U, (z)
de ned in Eq.@1) as a convolution of the realpotentialU (z). The fact that the e ective m ass of
the soliton is tw ice the one of a bare partick has already been cbtained in Refs. [L6,11,19,39].
P revious studiesm ainly focused on slow Iy varying extemalpotentials and, as a resul, the existence
of an e ective potential U, { di erent from U { had not been noticed so far, exospt In Ref. E_L-j]
w here this result has already been obtained in the specialcase ofa scatterer. In the follow ing, we
denote the approxin ation corresoonding to Eq. 6_4-;.') as the e ective potential approxim ation: the
soliton is considered as an e ective classical particle ofm ass 2, position z, m oving in the potential
U, ().

4.2 N um erical check

Let us now study In detail a particular exam ple. W e consider a soliton incident on a pointlike

cbstaclk-ie. a scatterer characterized by U (x) = (x). In this case, the static background f (z)
is given by Eq @) and Egs. 89) and {B10Q) read
Z
() ol Tl dz 1 1
— = (x)
= o sh@z+ 2a) cosh’X  cos’Y
Z
cos® ! tanh X tanhY
— dz 1 £ (2) . 7 ; 43)
2 0 cosh™ X cosh™ Y
and
Z 41 2 2
. . dz X cosh “X + tanhX Y cosh “°Y + tanhY
sn  z = sgn( )sh , 2 + 2
g O sinh 2z + 2a) ocosh® X ocosh® Y
sh cos = *?! 1 XtanhX 1 Y tanhY
+ —— dz 1 £ () . + 7 (44)
2 0 cosh® X cosh® Y

X and Y In Egs. @-3) and Cfl-{]) are notations for (z z)oos and (z+ z)cos respectively, and
the expressions of function f and of param eter a are given In Eq. {-_6) . Solving Egs. @3) and (_4-51)
num erically, we obtain the tin e evolution of the param eters of the soliton. W e plot n Figs. 2
and 3 the behavior of z as a function of t for di erent initial velocities V . Figure 2 corresoonds

to a repulsive interaction with = +1 and Fig. 3 to an attractive onewih = 1. The mnitial
conditions for the num erical integration of Eqgs. 43) and (44) are taken to be z(t = 0) = 10
and zk= 0) = sin[ &= 0)]= V. Several curves are drawn, corresponding to several values of

V . In the repulsive case Fig. 2), three initial velocities have been chosen: V. = 09, 0.707, and
04. Thevalue V = 09 corresponds to a fast soliton which is weakly perturbed by the barrier,
the value Vp =_0:4 corresponds to a re ected soliton, and the value V. = 0:707 is just below the
valie V = =2 which, according to the e ective potential approxin ation @1), is the separatrix
between tranam ission and re exion (corresoonding toV 2= max fUu, (z)g= =2). In the attractive
case (Fig. 3) the curves are drawn in the casesV = 0:707, 04 and 03. In both gures, the solid
Iines correspond to the exact num erical solution oqus.ér_4-_3') and @'_4-4) and the dashed lines to the
resul of the e ective potential approxin ation.

W e rst ram ark that the caseofa scatterer we consider here is the worst possble forthe e ec—

tive potential approxin ation and that this approxin ation is certainly m ore at ease w ith sm oother
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potentials. However, i is interesting to note that the e ective potential approxin ation, which
could be thought as oversim pli ed, is often very good. T he worst agreem ent occurs in the case of
repulsive obstacl, near the separatrix (V\B’l_ldl is estim ated by the e ective potential approxim ation
to occur in thecase ofFig. 2 atV = 1= 2). Aswewillseebelow Fig. 4), the e ective potential
approxin ation does not exactly predict the location of this separatrix whereas, In this region, the
tra gctories are strongly a ected by am all changes of the initial velocity V . This is the reason for
the bad agream ent of the result of the approxin ate m ethod w ith the ones given by the num erical
Integration ofEgs. (43) and {44) forv = 0:707. However, it is surprising to note that the e ective
potential approxin ation is generically valid, even in the case where the soliton is far from being
very dark: even the lm itV ! 1 isvery accurately described by this approxim ation on F igs. 2 and
3.

V=0.9 ) / V=0.707
V=0.707
e o L ‘\/ g 0
T v=03
\
V=04
V=0.4
0 20 \40 0 20 40

t t
FIG. 2. z (@) for solitons of initial velocity FIG. 3.: Same as Fig. 2 for solitons inci
V , incident on a repulsive obstacke U (x) = dent on an attractive cbstack U (X) = (%)

(x) wih = +1. The sold lines corre— w ith = 1. The dashed lines correspon-—

soond to the num erical solution of E qs.dflj) ding to the e ective potential approxin ation
and #4) and the dashed linesto thee ective are hardly distinguishable from the solid lines
potential approxin ation (_4}') . w hich correspond to the num erical solution of

Egs.@3) and {4).

In order to Investigate m ore precisely the lin i of large initial velocities V. and to assess the
validity of the e ective potential approxin ation, ket us now establish the form of Egs. 0_3-_§I) and
@:l:d) In the case of a weakly perturbed soliton. From the e ective potential approxin ation, one
Infers that the soliton is weakly perturbed by the cbstacle when its nitial energy is lJarge com pared
to the extemal potential U, — ie., In the regim e v 2 U (shce U, and U are typically of sam e
order of m agniude). This is con m ed by the num erical results presented on Figs. 2 and 3: the
trafctory of the soliton is lessm odi ed for large V . In the extrem e Iin it V 2 U onemay wrie

)= o+ @® andz= V t+ (), wih o and — V. has the m eaning of a shift
In position: it is the di erence between the position of the center of the soliton in presence of the
obstack w ith the value i would have in absence of the obstaclk. T he perturbative versions ofEgs.

13



+1

4 —os? = 2Re dzR [(z Vt o)l @ Vto) (45)
1

Z+l
4c0f o[ cos ¢ -J= 2Re dzR [ V¢t o)] (@ Vtio): 46)
1

>From these equations it is a sin ple m atter to com pute analytically the asym ptotic expressions

of the soliton param eter. O ne cbtains { asexpected { (+1 ) = 0, and the asym ptotic shift In
posiion is
3 A~ 1+2v?2
+1)= U(O)W' 47)

N R -
where U 0) =  dxU ). Equation Cfl"_}) for (+1 ) is an approximn ation (valid in the regine
v 2 U ) of the exact result

+1)= Im fz{) Vig: (48)
th+1

Com paring de nitions (:_2-@:) and (5-8_') we see that, sheesin (! +1 )= V,onehas +1)=
zH+ 1 ). Inthecassofa scatterer, the exact value :@_53) was com puted through num erical solition
of Egs. @-3) and ('_4-4) The resukt is digplayed In Fig. 4 (thick solid curves) and com pared w ith
the approxin ate expression (_4-:2) (thin solid curves) and w ith the result of the e ective potential
approxin ation (dashed curves).

FIG.4. &1 ) as a function of the iniial
velocity V of a soliton incident on a  peak

U x)= (). The upper curves corresoond
tothecase = 0:5, the lIower ones to the
caze = 0:5. The thick solid lines are the

exact result @8) cbtained orm the num eri-
cal integration of Egs. 43) and (44). The
dashed curves are the resul {_4-9) of the ef-
fective potential approxin ation and the thin
solid curves are the approxin ate result @7).

[}
I
I
|
‘ ‘ I ‘
0 0.2 0.4 V 0.6 08 1

In the case of the e ective potential approxin ation, the value of the shit #1 ) can be
com puted either via the num erical solution of the equation ofm otion gfl;:) or via the omula

Z " #
+1 l
+1)= dx 1 p— : 49)
1 1 U &=v?
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>From this expression, one sees that in the lim i V2 U, U, the e ective potential approx-—
In ation yiedsa result +1 ) ' %L? (O)=V2. Hence, n this lm it, the shift com puted via the
e ective potential approxin ation at V = 1 is correct [since it agreesw ith the result @-Z:) atv = 1].
T his is surprising, because the e ective potential approxin ation is expected to be accurate only for
very dark solitons. H owever, one can also notice that detailed agreem ent w ith the exact result {48)
ism issed since, in the Im it V? U, the asym ptotic evaluation ('_4-:2) of @-g) does not exactly m atch
the one of @'9) . Yet one sees from F ig. 4 that the shift com puted via the e ective potential approx—
In ation is in surprisingly good agreem ent w ith the exact value, even for fast solitons. In particular,
in the case of an attractive potential, the exact evaluation of (+1 ) and its approxin ation (49)
are hardly distinguishable.

4.3 Backward-and forward-em itted wave packets

At this point it is interesting to study in m ore detail the structure of the phonon part of the
wave function-ie. of 1 (x;t). >From Egs. @8) and (A3) one can sesparate ; into two parts:
1= 1+ | wih
Z
1 &= daCy Buy &) : (50)

R
>From the explicit expressions 34), 33) and {&3) one seesthat | ( ;) descrbes waves propa-
gating tow ard the positive (negative) x.

W e are Interested In studying the outcom e of the collision—ie., In cbtaining an analytical eval-
uation of Eq{(d) when t ! +1 . To this end, one uses the fact that at large tine one has
Cq (t) / expf i'('q E+ z+ 1 )=V Ig. Hence, nstead of working w ith the variable t, it is convenient
heretode ne = t+ z(#+1 )=V and to write Eq. (50) in the orm

Z

1 &)= daG  (@x) expfibk + VvV ) F @l (51)
R
whereF (@) = g (@=4+ D)2 and G (gix) = =2+ ",=q+ i &®)FD, ¢+1 )expfi" z(+1 )=Vg. In
the appropriate lin i (to be de ned soon), one can evaluate this expression through a saddle phase
estim ate. In this Ilim it, the rapidly oscillating phase in Eq.C_E;l:) is stationary at point g which
are solutionsofx+ V. = Eo(q) . Onehas
1h 5 p i ) X
q2=§x 4+ X X248 ; with X =V+=: (52)

O ne can easily verify that g goesto zerowhenV + £ =  and thatq® ispositiveonly if  + £) > 1.
From this, one sees that the saddle phase estin ate of Egs.{50) and (i) is accurate when the two
saddles are well separated-ie., In the regim e x @ V) for =+ and x @a+v) for
= . If this condition is fi1l lled, one obtains
S

2 ; -
x;t) G (g ;x) Iel[q x+V ) F @) =4]
! FPq)J
s
2 ig ®+V ) F @) =4]
+ G ( q,X) Wje . (53)
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T he exact expression com puted from Eq.@-g) is com pared In Fig. 5 w ith the saddle phase estin ate
&_5-3) . Thecurvesaredrawn at = 60 :_[zl_b] for a soliton w ith incident velocity V. = 0:5. The obstack
is here taken to be a delta scatterer (x). 1 belhg proportional to through the expression
(:3-5) ofD a (+1 )lwe represent In Fig. 5 the value of 1 (x;t)= (actually its realpart) which do no
depend on

One sees In Figure 5 that the sam iclassical approxin ation 6_5-3) is excellent In all its expected

dom ain of validiy and diverges at x = (1 V) =30 or = +) and x = r+v) = 90
(or = ) :_[Zl_i]. Hence, these points can be considered as representative of the region where the
contribution of 1’ and ; to the totalwave function ism ore im portant. Roughly speaking, the
present approach indicates that, long after the collision, ; (x;t) ism axinum around x = ( V)
W e recallthat when using x (instead of z) asposition coordinate, the soliton is, at alltin es, Jocated
around x = 0. Hence, going badk to the z coordinate, we have a clear picture of the process at large
tin es: the soliton propagates at velocity V (the sam e as its initial velociy) after having em itted
phononswhich form two wave packets, one propagating In the forw ard direction w ith group velocity
1 (ie., the sound velocity) and the other one propagating backw ards w ith group velocitty 1. The
sam e conclusion seem s to be reached in the num erical sin ulations of Parker et al '@'31,1_2'_2].

Fig. 5. Ref ; (x;t)g as a function of x
for = 60 for a soliton of nitial velo—
city V. = 05 incident on a  scatterer
(x). The thick line represents the re—
sul 0) and the thin line its sem iclas-
sical approxin ation {_5-_3) . For kgbility
wehave separated theregion where ;| is
nonzero (@round x = 90) from the one
01 L 1 L i where I isnon zero (around x = 30).
N ote that in the expected dom ain ofva—
Idity ofEq. (53) & 30 and x 90)
one can hardly distinguish the thick line
from its sem iclassical approxim ation.

0.1 r B

0.0

A" Refo,(x,1)}

-0.2 - R
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44 Radiated energy

A quantity of In portance for characterizing the system is the total energy radiated by the soliton.
E quation {-f!) forthe eld whid, In thepresentwork, isofthe form ’ (z;t)exp ( it) cf. Eq. KI_O)],
conserves the energy E de ned as:

Z

1 1
Ef]= dz -J.f+-0dFf 1w+u@mif : (54)
R 2 2
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In order to have an expression of the energy In temm s ofthe eld which,when = ,matches
the usual expression (B3) of the energy of the soliton, we rather work w ith the quantity E [ ] =

EE ] E[]. E[ ] is of course a conserved quantiyy, and we are interested in its expression far
before (t ! 1 )and farafter (¢! +1 ) the collision w ith the cbstacle. W enoteherethat £ (z) 1
and U (z) are non zero only when z is close to to origin, w hereas, In the sam e region, (z;t) 1lis
zero when t ! 1 .After a change ofvariabl from ztox = z z (t), the previous rem ark allow s
one to obtain the sin pli ed expression forE (only valid when t ! 1):
1 Z
E[]=- dx j«¥+ 3% 17 : (55)
2 R
U sing the decom position {_].-_5), keeping the lowest orders in , and taking into account the fact
that, when t ! 1,357 1 is zero In the regions w here is noticeable, one obtains
Z Z n o
1 . . L2 1 . 2 3
Ell=- dx Jxf+ @33 17 +5 dx J . F+ + +0( %) 66
2 R 2 R

The rst ntegralon theRHS oqu.(i_S-g.) corresponds to the soliton’s energy and is equalto % cos>
The second Integralon the RHS oqu.(':S-_é) corresponds to the energy of the radiated part and is
denoted by E .4 In the follow ing.

W e are now facing a di culty: we perform ed a com putation at order and at this order we
have #1 )= ( 1 ) sihcetheequations for the param eters of the soliton are the sam e as the one

obtained In the adiabatic approxin ation (see the discussion at theend of:}_- ppendix BY). A ccordingly,

E,.¢ ME q.('_5-§) being oforder ? should be neglected. Henoce, at order nothing has occurred for the
soliton’s energy: this quantity is not m odi ed by the ocollision w ith the obstacle and the radiated

energy should be neglected. Thus, it seem s that our rst-order approach is unable to predict the

am ount of energy lost by the soliton during the collision w ith the cbstaclk.

H owever, as already rem arked in the study of the scattering ofbright solitons El-j], one can cir-
cum vent this di culty and extract som e second-order inform ation from our resuls. T he procedure
is the llow ing: when pushing the com putations at order 2, the O (?) estinate of E,, is still
given by the second term on the RHS of (_5-5) w ith = 1,whicth we know from our ust—order
approach. At second order, since E .4 is non zero, the soliton’s energy has been m odi ed by the

collision and energy conservation now reads

4 3 4 3
goos[ ( 1)]=E=§ cos’[ +1 )]+ E,q : 57)
E quation 6]) allow s us to determ ine the change in the soliton’sparameter .Writlhg ( 1 )= g
Withsn g=V)and #1 )= o+ one cbtains
Erad

_ . 58
4CIOS2 OSjl’lo ©8)

From Eq. {5§) one can also detem ine the vebcity at t ! +1 which isequalto sin[ *+1 )]=
vV + csg. Thus, we can determ ine how the oollision has a ected the soliton’s shape and
velocity by com puting E .4 (replacing by 1). Thiswillbe done in the ram aining ofthis section.
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On the basis of the analysis in term s of forw ard— and badckw ard-em itted wave packet m ade In
Section :_4_-3,, one can separate E,., into two parts, which we denote E_, and E_, the 1st one
corresponding to energy radiated backw ards and the second one to forward-radiated energy, w ith

E - Im - dx § F+ + 2° (59)
+1 2 Jox :

A Ilong com putation which is summ arized in A ppendix Ci yields the result
Z

+1 f
E,..= 16 dg P, ¢1)f (")? T+ (60)
0

WhenD, (+1 ) isgiven by Eq.{_?;g), one obtains

Z A
. ~ +ld C_[2 ("q)zj‘l ("q= ):? o
rad 6 q M ( )
2v. 1 v?
T he behavior at Iow and high velocity ofE, , de ned in Eq.(pL) is the Hllow ing
241 a4
E_. d j;(q)f dg when V ! 0; (62)
16V  shh® 2
and
4 N 2 A

Emo 120 V)= oFf ; EL, = v3)? 245 0)f; when V! 1: 63)

O ne sees from Eq. (62) that our approach predicts an unphysicaldivergence of the radiated energy
at Jow incident soliton velocity. O n the contrary, num erical com putations indicate that a soliton
w ith very low velociy does not radiate @-1_'1,@2] H owever, one m ust bear in m ind that (_6-14') is the
result ofa rst-order expansion only valid in the lin itV 2 U and isunabl to tackle the regin e of
very low incident velocities. M ore interestingly, In the high-velocity regim e { where the rst-order
perturbation theory is valid { we see from Eq. ('_6-3) that the lading-order estin ate of the total
am ount of radiation (forward or backward em ited) vanishes.

In oxder to x the ideas, we plot In Fig. 6 the value ofE _, as a function of the initial soliton
velocity V . T he cbstack is here taken to be a delta scatterer U (z) = (z). In this caseU @ =
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FIG 6. Energy E _, radiated in the for-
ward ( = +) and backward ( = )
directions by a soliton of nitial velo—
city V incident on a  scatterer. The

08 -

~N -
~< solid lines represent the result {61) and
\E the dashed Iine the approxin ation (_62)
0.4
c&f which reads here E_, ’/ 2=(15V).

The inset digplays a blowup of the -
gure at high velocity. In the Inset, the
dashed curves are the asym ptotic re-
sults 63).

02 -

Figure 6 show s that m ost of the energy is radiated backwards (thiswas already in plicit in F ig.
5) and con mn s that, at lrading order in U=V 2, a soliton does not radiate n the lim vV ! 1.
Besides, not only the absolute value of E .4 goes to zero, but also the relative am ount of energy
radiated E . .4,=FE vanishes [as (1 v2)]1. Very sin ilar resuls are obtained for an obstaclk interacting
w ith thebeam through a niterangepotential (for nstance, a G aussian) . T his absence of radiation
ofa fast soliton can be explaned intuitively as follow s: whatever the sign ofthe potential describing
the obstacle, the soliton loses energy under the form of radiated phonons. A ccordingly it gets less
dark [ > 0 nn Eq. :_(-5_8)] and is accelerated. This increased velocity after a loss of energy is
a typical feature of dark solitons which are som etim es referred to as e ective particles having a
negative kinetic m ass w hich decreases w ith Increasing energy t_4-_3] H owever, our results show that,
since the soliton velocity cannot exceed the speed of sound, a soliton w hose velocity is close to this
upper lim it cannot be further acoelkerated and the radiative process is suppressed.

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have presented a study of the dynam ics of a dark soliton experiencing a collision
wih a nitesize potential n a quasi-1D condensate. W e determ ined the evolution of the soliton’s
param eters and also included radiative e ects w thin secular perturbation theory.

A rst output of the present work is what we called the \ e ective potential theory": In m any
nstances the soliton can be describbed as an e ective classical particle ofm ass 2 (tw ice the m ass of
a bare partick) evolving in an e ective potentialU. [e ned ;n Eq. @1)]. This approxin ation is
rigorously valid In the case of a slow soliton incident on a weak potential, but its actual regin e of
validity appears to be quite broad.

The e ective potential theory is an approxin ation where { as In all adiabatic approaches {
radiative e ects are neglected. Perturbation theory allow s one to get a deeper insight into the
collisional process and to determ ine the am ount of radiated energy at leading order n U=V 2. W e
show that the radiated waves form two counterpropagating phonon wave padckets, and we predict
that the radiative process is suppressed in the lin i of a soliton m oving w ith a velocity close to the
velocity of sound. T his resul should be checked num erically; work in this direction is in progress.
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W hereas adiabatic theory predicts that the soliton’s shape and velocity are the sam e farbefore
and far after the collision w ith the ocbstaclk, it is an in portant feature of the perturoative approach
of being abl to determ Ine nie asym ptotic m odi cations of the soliton’s param eters due to the
collision. W e com puted [n Eq. (r'_5-8)] them odi cation ofthe soliton’s param eters at leading order in
U=V 2. T he qualitative picture of the collisional process drawn from our approach is the follow ing:
the soliton radiates energy, gets less dark, and is accelerated. Since the velocity of a dark soliton
cannot exceed the velocity of sound in the system , it is natural that this velocity appears as a
threshold for em ission of radiations. Roughly speaking, a soliton with a velociy close to the
velocity of sound cannot radiate fas seen from Egs. {_6-3)] since its velocity cannot further increase.
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A ppendix A

In this appendix we present the eigenvectors and eigenvalies of the Ham iltonian H de ned in
Eq.(_Z-j) . H isnot diagonalizabl because, aswe w ill see below , its null space and the one of H 2 are
not identical. Ifwe denote by its \generalized null space" S:}] the union of these two null spaces,
one can easily verify that it is spanned by the four vectors ' i, el J ol and j <ide ned as

L =  +ish . X oyt

. ol = . . . 1= .

Jo _ + ish r Jo X .+ 7
§.is xT kgl icos = o$ isin &y + ) L @)
"€ = x r-e icos = of ish ®Kyx+ ) !

where the function (X; ) is de ned In Eq.{_l-fi). The kets de ned in Eq.{_Aj_]-;) verify H jlo1i =
Hei= 0andH?j oi= H?j ¢i= 0,with H j oi= 2008 JoiandH j ci= o Jei.One sees
from Eq.@:_i:) that J' i and j 1 are, respectively, linked to variations of the center of the soliton
and of the param eter  (ie., to the phase change across the soliton): this is the reason why the
tetmsin ¢ and z; In Eq. {_2-_5) can be rew ritten in Eq. (_2:6) by means of jciand j <i. One can
sin ilarly show that j .1 is linked to m odulations of the global phase of the soliton and that j i is
Iinked to variations of the background density at In nity.

T he rem ainder ofthe spectrum ofH iswhatwe callthe \phonon spectrum ." Tt hastwo branches
which we denote \+ " and \ ." The corresponding eigenvectors and eigenvalues are denoted q i
and "y w ith

Hgi="g 3 1i: @2)

T he explicit expression of the eigenvalues is given in the m ain text Eqg. 6_3-2)]. Tt can be sin ply
obtained by considering the form ofE(g. @_2) when x ! 1 . In this lim i, goes to a constant,
and looking for the eigenvectors under the form of plane waves, expfigxg Uq iVg )'  Where Uqg
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and Vq are constants), yields the result {_3-_2) . This isthe reason w hy we denote these excitations as
phonons. A better denom nation should be \Bogoliubov excitations" because, far from the soliton,
their orm and dispersion relation correspond indeed to the elem entary excitations of a constant
background m oving w ith velocity V.

The exact expression (valid for all x 2 R) of the eigenvectors is given by the squared Jost
solutions of the inverse problem r_B-_j] They read j q i= (U.q (x);vq ®))" wih

ug ) expfigxg

@3)

|

|
+
[

vy ®) = expfigxg

The natural inner product of two kets ish 3j i, where 3 is the third Pauli m atrice. The
eigenvectors have the follow Ing nom alization:

z
h ;3] q1i= Rdx U, ®ug &) p ®K)vgk) =Ng o, @ 9 @ 4)
w ith
rqz 5
N, =16 —+1 2 5
. a gl @5)

In them an text we also use the Hllow ing orthogonality relations:

hlejsdei=h eJsj ei=hleisiqi=h oJsJqi=0; hlejsjei= 4co8 ®6)
and
h'ojsfloi=hloisfei= hlojsi qi= 0; hlojs] ei= 2isih cos : @)
A ppendix B

In this appendix we brie y present the Lagrangian approach for dark soliton of K ivshar and
K rolikow ski [14] and derive the Lagrange equations B9) and ®10).

In absence of the perturbation R[ ], Eq. @.-J.') can be derived from the Pllow Ing Lagrangian
density :

i 1 1 1
L[> = = 1 — =3 = 1y : 1
(i J=5C = 0L 59 i 56F 1F ®1)
A ccordingly, the energy and m om entum are de ned by
Z Z
1 QL QL 17t ,
E = dz ¢——+ —~— L = - dz j.F+ GF 17 ;
. @ ¢ O . 2
P I 4 ) B2)
1 ‘e e, 2 i ’ 323



The Lagrangian density @_1') is not a priori the m ost natural one kading to Eg. Qfl:), but for
the asym ptotic boundary condition we are working wih (j j! 1 when z ! 1), tyiedsa
nite value of the energy and, besides, the energy and m om entum are now, ora eld of the form

(x V t) (In particular, in the case ofa soliton), related by therelation E = V P, indicating that
the background contribbution has been rem oved and allow ing one to treat the soliton as a classical
particle-like ob fct t_33,-'_44] For com plkteness, we note that, fora soliton, isgiven by Eq.i_l_ﬁ%) and
its energy and m om entum de ned in Eq.(}_§_2) have the follow Ing expressions:

4 :
E=§oos ; P = 2 sh@ ) : B 3)
Follow ing K ivshar and K rolikow ski f_l-ff], one can obtain adiabatic equations of m otion for the
soliton’s param eters in the follow ing way. Let us consider a variational approxin ation ofthe type of
Eq. (16); the eld ofthe soliton is param etrized w ith tin e dependent quantities g (t), ..., o () and
hasno other tin e dependence: ., (z;t) = (z;q (©); 59 €)). One rst de nesthe Lagrangian for
the g;’s as being
Z 4
L@imisihi%h)= AZ L[ w1 el B4)
1
Then the quantities @5 L and @y L are com puted via
Z +1
QgL = dz @y @ L+ @y Q@ , L+ @y +@ L + cc. B5)
1

and
Z 41
QgyL = dz Qg +@ L + cc. B6)
1
where cc. stands for com plex conjugate. Considering that  is solution oqu.{_f_i) (Ihcluding the
perturbative term R [ ]), sin ple m anjpulations allow one to ocbtain Lagrange-lke equations for the

a;'s:

Z
d +1
QgL EC(@%L) = dz @ L @@ ,L) @@ . L)@, + cc.
1
Z +1
= 2Re dzR [ »1]1@g w1 ®B7)
1
In the particular case where _,(z;0) = (z z(); () one obtains
. 4
L(;—=zz)= z] 2 sin 2 )]goos ; B38)

and the equations ofm otion C_E-s_-7l) read explicitly
Z +1

4_wo€ = 2Re dzR [ «1]@ o1 B9)
1
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and

Z+l
4 (sh  z)= 2Re dzR [ .,]@ ., : ®10)
1

W e note here a general feature, always valid In the fram ew ork ofthe adiabatic approxin ation: w ith
equation @) conserving energy, one can show that the soliton’s energy de ned in Eq.d_3-_2-:) has the
sam e value far before and far after the collision w ith the obstacle (the dem onstration is essentially
the sam e as the one given 1 Section ¥ 4 where, in addition, the consequences of soliton’s radiation {
neglected in the present adiabatic approxim ation { are taken into acocount). A sa resul, one obtains
forthe solutionsof Eqs{89) and 810) that +1 )= ( 1 ),and( 1)=sh ( 1 )=V .Hence
the soliton’s shape and velocity m ay change during the oollision, but they eventually regain their
Initial values. This is intin ately connected to the neglecting of radiative e ects in the adiabatic
approxin ation.

A ppendix C

In this appendix we brie y Indicate how to cbtain expression (E(j) for the radiated energy starting
from Eq.c_:‘;gi), w here is given by -ie., by G_S-(_If) . Instead of giving a detailled explanation on
how to treat allthe term s In the Integrand of (_5-9), for brievity we focus on one of the contributions
to the expression (59) orE _,:

Z Z
+1 +1 o

ax 3335 = dx 1 —5— J,&DF: c1
1 1 cosh? kcos ) Tt

W e recallthat we are Interested ofthe evaluation ofthisterm at large tim es. Expressing ; through

Eq.{50), one can show that the tem in cosh ? in the integrand on the RHS of Eq.{C1) can be

dropped because it gives a contrbution which decreases algebraically at t ! +1 (this can be

checked by a stationary phase evaluation of the integrals over the m om enta). It thus rem ains to
evaluate

2 41 241 Zyr 24

dlef= dg dp dx Cq Cp (uqup % Y ) + CqCp Vg Vp : C2)
1 1 1 1

In Eq.{_C-_Z-}) we have added and substracted the contribution Vg Y in order to m ake use of the
nom alization @ 4). For the evaluation of the last part of the integrand on the RHS ofEq.{2),
the explicit expressions @ 3) of u, (x) and v, (x) are to be used. In the course of this com putation,
an argum ent of stationary phase show s that only the x-independent term swih p= ggive a nie
contribution at t! +1 . Thesetem swillcontrbute as2 (@  q) after the integration over x.
A Together one ocbtains the expression

Z +1 Z +1 E " 2 #22

d><j132t'l daf,F N, +2 + oo : C3)
I+ 1 .

"_q
q 7

N LQ

1
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Noting that N q de ned in Egs @-__Z{) and @-_5:) is an odd function (and thus does not contrbute to
the integral since I, ¥ iseven) and explicitly com puting the other contributions, one cbtains

Z Z+l n 2

dx 3, ki F 7 8 dq@+2) = Pyt1)HF: C4)
t! +1 0 q

+1
1

T he others contributions to Eq.@-g) can be com puted sin ilarly. O ne cbtains

Z+l Z+1 n 2
ax R ;F 7 8 daf € +2) = P e1)F €5)
1 th +1 0 gq
and
Z+l Z+1 n 2
dx (1) 16 dg = P,e1)F: C6)
1 t! +1 0 q

G athering all these contrbutions yields the nalresult (0).
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