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A bstract

W e consider the collision ofa dark soliton with an obstacle in a quasi-one-dim ensionalBose

condensate.W eshow thatin m any respectsthesoliton behavesasan e�ective classicalparticle of

m asstwice the m assofa bare particle,evolving in an e�ective potentialwhich isa convolution of

the actualpotentialdescribing the obstacle. Radiative e�ectsbeyond thisapproxim ation are also

taken into account. The em itted waves are shown to form two counterpropagating wave packets,

both m oving atthespeed ofsound.W edeterm ine,atleading order,thetotalam ountofradiation

em itted during the collision and com pute the acceleration of the soliton due to the collisional

process.Itisfound thattheradiative processisquenched when thevelocity ofthesoliton reaches

the velocity ofsound in thesystem .
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1 Introduction

O ne of the m any interesting aspects of the physics of Bose-Einstein condensation of ultracold

atom ic vapors is to open opportunities of studying m esoscopiclike phenom ena in new types of

setups.Theadvancesin theproduction and propagation ofBose-Einstein condensatesin m oreand

m oreelaborate waveguides(m agnetic oroptical,m icrofabricated ornot[1])opensup theprospect

ofstudying a rich variety ofquantum transportphenom ena forthese intrinsically phase-coherent,

�nite-sized system s. In particular it has been possible to study quantum interference e�ects [2],

Bloch oscillationsand Landau-Zenertunneling [3],Josephson junctions[4],and super
uidity [5].

Pushing furthertheanalogy in transportpropertiesofm esoscopicsystem sand Bose-condensed

vapors,one notices that,whereas in m esoscopic physics interaction e�ects are often di�cult to

understand,in Bose-Einstein condensatesthey arem oreeasily accessibleto theoreticaldescription

and have the advantage ofcovering a wide range ofregim es,ranging from alm ost noninteracting

atom laserstostrongly correlated system s.Alongthisline,theexistenceofnonlinearity in thewave

equation,resultingin theexistenceofbright[6]adark [7]solitons,appearsasanatural{and rather

sim ply understood { consequence ofinteraction on transportphenom ena ofquasi-one-dim ensional

Bose-condensed system s.

In the present work we address the problem of transport of a dark soliton in a quasi-one-

dim ensionalBose-Einstein condensate.M oreprecisely,weconsidera guided Bose-Einstein conden-

sateand theoretically study thepropagation ofa dark soliton encountering an obstacleon itsway.

In theappropriatelim it[seeEq.(1)below]thesystem isdescribed by a one-dim ensionalnonlinear

Schr�odingerequation.Thisequation adm itsbrightand dark solitonic solutions,depending on the

sign ofthe interparticle interaction. The obstacle is m odeled via an externalpotential,and this

could correspond todi�erentphysicalrealizations,such asaheavy im purity,a(red orblue)detuned

laserbeam crossing the atom ic beam ,a bend,a twist,ora constriction in theshapeofthe guide.

A soliton underthe in
uence ofa perturbation (here,the obstacle)seesitsshapeand velocity

m odi�ed and m ay also radiate energy (see,e.g.,Ref.[8]).Despite theirm utualdependence,these

twophenom enaarenoteasily treated on thesam etheoreticalfooting.Theevolution ofthesoliton’s

param eters is typically studied within the adiabatic approxim ation (see Ref.[9]and references

therein),whereasradiativee�ectsarenotsoeasily described,becausetheirin
uenceon thesoliton’s

param etersonly appearsatsecond orderin perturbation theory (seethediscussion in Section 4.4).

However,ithasbeen possibleto treatboth phenom ena concom itantly in thecaseofbrightsolitons

[8{12].Concerning dark solitons,severalstudiesofadiabaticdynam icshaveappeared [13{19],but

untilrecently radiative e�ectshave been treated m ainly num erically [20{22].

In the present paper we study the dynam ics ofa dark soliton via perturbation theory. This

m ethod,based on thetheory oflinearpartialdi�erentialequations,hasbeen established in thecase

ofthenonlinearSchr�odingerequation with repulsiveinteraction in Refs.[23,24](seealso theearlier

attem pt[25]). Although our�rstinterestliesin the physicsofguided Bose-Einstein condensates,

the m ethod em ployed and the results displayed also apply to opticalwaveguides described by a

one-dim ensional(1D)nonlineardefocussing Schr�odingerequation.
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The paperisorganized asfollows. In Section 2 we presentthe basic ingredientsofthe m odel

and the resulting equation governing the tim e evolution ofthe condensate wave function. In the

fram ework ofperturbation theory we then derive the equations determ ining the dynam ics ofthe

soliton and ofthe radiated part(Section 3).The resultsare analysed in Section 4.W e show that

one can devise a quite successfulapproxim ation that we denote as \e�ective potentialtheory,"

where the soliton is assim ilated to a classicalparticle ofm ass twice the m ass ofa bare particle,

evolving in an e�ective potential(Section 4.1). The agreem ent ofthis approxim ation with the

results of the adiabatic approxim ation is veri�ed even for a �ne quantity such as the position

shift induced on the trajectory ofthe soliton by the obstacle (Section 4.2). W e then consider in

Section 4.3theradiated partand show thatitisform ed ofbackward-and forward-em itted phonons,

which form two counterpropagating wavepackets m ooving at the speed ofsound. In the lim it of

large soliton’svelocity we furtherm ore obtain in Section 4.4 an analyticalexpression forthe total

am ountofradiation em itted bythesoliton duringthecollision.In addition weshow that(within our

leading-orderevaluation)a soliton reaching thevelocity ofsound doesnotradiate,and wepropose

a physicalinterpretation for this phenom enon. Finally we present our conclusions in Section 5.

Som e technicalpointsare given in the Appendixes.In Appendix A we recallthe m ain properties

ofthe spectrum ofthe operator governing the wave dynam icsofthe system around the solitonic

solution.In Appendix B we brie
y presentthe Lagrangian approach forderiving the dynam icsof

theparam etersofa dark soliton.In Appendix C weshow how to com putesom eintegralsinvolved

in theevaluation ofthe totalam ountofradiation em itted by the soliton.

2 T he m odel

W e considera condensatecon�ned in a guideofaxisz and denoteby n(z;t)the1D density ofthe

system . The condensate is form ed by atom s ofm ass m which interact via a two-body potential

characterized by its3D s-wave scattering length asc. W e considerthe case ofa repulsive e�ective

interaction-i.e.,asc > 0. The condensate is con�ned in the transverse direction by an harm onic

potentialofpulsation !? .The transverse con�nem entischaracterized by the harm onic oscillator

length a? = (�h=m !? )
1=2.

W ith n1D denoting a typicalorder ofm agnitude ofn(z;t),we restrict ourselves to a density

range such that

(asc=a? )
2 � n1D asc � 1 : (1)

This regim e has been called \1D m ean �eld" in Ref.[26]. In this range the wave function of

the condensate can be factorized in a transverse and longitudinalpart [27{29]. The transverse

wave function isG aussian (thisisensured by thecondition n1D asc � 1)and thelongitudinalone,

denoted by  (z;t)[such thatn(z;t)= j (z;t)j2],satis�esan e�ective1D G ross-Pitaevskiiequation

(see,e.g.,[27{29]):

�
�h2

2m
 zz +

n

U (z)+ 2�h!? ascj j
2

o

 = i�h t: (2)

InEq.(2),U (z)representsthee�ectoftheobstacle.W erestrictourselvestothecaseoflocalized

obstacle such that lim z! � 1 U (z) = 0. Hence,we can consider that the stationary solutions of
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Eq.(2) have at in�nity an asym ptotic density unperturbed by the obstacle. Besides,considering

solutionswithoutcurrentatin�nity,weim posethefollowing form to thethestationary solutions:

 sta(z;t)= f(z)exp[� i� t=�h]; with lim
z! � 1

f(z)=
p
n1 ; (3)

wheren1 isthe1D density farfrom theobstacleand � = 2�h!? ascn1 thechem icalpotential[30].

W e note here thatin Eq.(1)we have discarded very low densitiesin orderto preventthe sys-

tem from getting in the Tonks-G irardeau regim e where the m ean-�eld picture im plicitin Eq.(2)

breaks down [28,31]. This can be intuitively understood as follows: it is natural to assum e

that the G ross-Pitaevskiischem e is valid-i.e., that the system can be described by a collective

order param eter  -only if the interparticle distance (of order n� 1
1
) is m uch sm aller than the

m inim um distance � over which  can signi�cantly vary [� is the healing length, de�ned by

� = �h=(m �)1=2 = a? =(2ascn1 )
1=2]. The condition n� 1

1
� � then im poses us to consider the

regim e n1 asc � (asc=a? )
2 to which,from Eq.(1),we restrictourstudy.Ifone considers,forin-

stance,87Rb or23Naatom sin aguidewith atransversecon�nem entcharacterized by !? = 2�� 500

Hz,theratio asc=a? isroughly oforder10� 2 and therestriction (1)stillallowsthedensity to vary

overfourordersofm agnitude.

In allthe following we use dim ensionless quantities: the energies are expressed in units of�,

the lengths in unitsof�,and the tim e in unitsof�h=�.  is also rescaled by a factor n
� 1=2
1 ;this

correspondsto expressing the linear density in units ofthe density at in�nity,n1 . W e keep the

sam e notation z,t,U (z),and  (z;t)forthe rescaled quantities.Equation (2)now reads

�
1

2
 zz +

n

U (z)+ j j2
o

 = i t: (4)

From Eq.(3), the stationary solutions of Eq.(4) are of type f(z)exp[� it], f being real, and a

solution of

�
1

2
fzz +

n

U (z)+ f
2 � 1

o

f = 0 ; (5)

with theasym ptotic condition lim z! � 1 f(z)= 1.

Them ethod wewillexposeisquitegeneraland appliesto a broad rangeofpotentialsU (z),but

forconcretenesswewilloften display theexplicitsolutionsoftheproblem in thecaseofa pointlike

obstacle,where U (z)= � �(z);� > 0 (< 0) correspondsto a repulsive (attractive) obstacle. For

such an obstacle,the solution ofEq.(5)is

f(z)=

�
tanh(jzj+ a) if � > 0

coth(jzj+ a) if � < 0
with a =

1

2
sinh� 1

�
2

j�j

�

: (6)

In section 4 we willconcentrate on perturbative aspectsofthe problem and considerthe case

ofa weak potentialU (z). Fora pointlike obstacle,thiscorrespondsto the lim itj�j� 1. In this

case sinh� 1(2=j�j)’ ln(4=j�j)and Eqs.(6)sim plify to

f(z)’ 1�
�

2
expf� 2jzjg : (7)
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In the generalcase,one can design a sim ple treatm ent [29,32]valid forany weak potentialU (z)

leading afterlinearization ofEq.(5)to the perturbativeresultf(z)= 1+ �f(z)with

�f(z)’ �
1

2

Z
+ 1

� 1

dy U (y)expf� 2jz� yjg; (8)

ofwhich Eq.(7) is a particular case. In section 4 it willrevealconvenient to rewrite Eq.(8) in

an other way: denoting by Û (q)=
R

R
dzU (z)exp(� iqz) the Fourier transform ofU (z),one m ay

equivalently express�f de�ned in Eq.(8)as

�f(z)’ � 2

Z
+ 1

� 1

dq

2�

Û (q)

4+ q2
expfiqzg : (9)

The stationary solutionsofthe problem being de�ned,letusnow turn to the m ain subjectofthe

present work and consider the case oftim e-dependent solutions corresponding to a dark soliton

propagating in the system . The soliton willappearasa distortion ofthe stationary background,

and itishere very naturalto follow the approach ofFrantzeskakis etal.[17]who write the wave

function ofthe system asa product:

 (z;t)= �(z;t)f(z)exp(� it): (10)

�(z;t)in Eq.(10)accountsforthedeform ation ofthestationary background f(z)exp(� it)caused

by the m otion ofa soliton in the system . From Eq.(4)we see thatthe unknown �eld �(z;t)isa

solution ofthefollowing equation:

i�t+
1

2
�zz �

n

j�j2 � 1

o

� = R[�]; (11)

where

R[�]= � �z
fz

f
+ (f2 � 1)(j�j2 � 1)� : (12)

Farfrom the obstacle,f(z)= 1 and thusR[�]= 0. In thiscase,the m otion ofa dark soliton

in the system isdescribed by the usualsolitonic solution ofthe defocussing nonlinearSchr�odinger

equation [33]

�(z;t)= �(z� V t� b;�); (13)

where

�(x;�)= �(x;�)+ iV ; with �(x;�)= cos� tanh(x cos�) and sin� = V : (14)

Equations(13)and (14)describe a dark soliton consisting in a density trough located atposition

V t+ b at tim e t. The phase change across the soliton is 2� � �. The choice ofthe param eter

� in [0;�=2]correspondsto a soliton m oving from leftto rightwith a velocity V = sin� 2 [0;1].

Note that a dark soliton has a velocity always lower than unity (which,in our rescaled units,is

the velocity ofsound [34]). W hen � = 0,the soliton isstanding and itsm inim um density iszero;
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it isreferred to as a black soliton. W hen � 6= 0 one speaksofa gray soliton. W e display in Fig.

1 the density pro�le and the phase ofthe wave function  (z;t)[see Eq.(10)]describing a soliton

incidentwith velocity V = 0:4 on a repulsive point-like obstacle characterized by � = 0:5.
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Figure 1:Upperplot:density pro�le ofa

darksoliton incidentwith velocity V = 0:4

on a point-like repulsive obstacle U (z)=

� �(z) (with � = 0:5). The arrow repre-

sents the direction ofpropagation ofthe

soliton. Lower plot: phase of the wave

function  (z;t= 0)describingthesystem .

Across the soliton the phase ofthe wave

function changes from � � � to � (with

V = sin�).

3 Perturbation theory

In the following we willsetup the basisfora system atic perturbative expansion,and forproperly

identifying theordersofperturbation atwhich theexpansion isdone,itiscustom ary to introduce

an arti�cialm ultiplicativeparam eter� in thepotentialoftheobstacle(otherwiseofarbitrary form ).

W e willsee in the present section (and justify on physicalgrounds in the next one) that for an

obstacle characterized by � U (z),the condition ofsm allperturbation reads V2 � � U . Since the

soliton velocity isalwayslowerthan unity (which isthespeed ofsound in ourdim ensionlessunits),

thiscondition im plies� U � 1;i.e.,Eqs.(8,9)hold.

Atinitialtim esthesoliton isunperturbed and described asin theprevioussection by �(z;t)=

�(z� V t;�0)[� isde�ned in Eq.(14)];i.e.,one considersa soliton incidentfrom leftin�nity with

velocity V = sin�0. The m ore im portante�ectofthe obstacle on the soliton isa m odi�cation of

itsshape;i.e.,theparam eterscharacterizing thesoliton willbecom etim edependentin thevicinity

oftheobstacle.Perturbation atnextorderdescribetheem ission ofradiations.O nethuslooksfor

solutionsofEq.(11)ofthe form

�(z;t)= �sol(z;�z(t);�(t))+ ��(z;t); (15)

where

�sol(z;�z(t);�(t))= �(z� �z(t);�(t)); (16)

describesa soliton which ischaracterized by the two param eters �z(t)(decribing the centerofthe

soliton)and �(t)(describing the phase shiftaccrossthe soliton).�� describesadditionalradiative

com ponents:

��(z;t)= � �1(z;t)+ �
2
�2(z;t)+ :::: (17)
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Equations(15)-(17)form thegroundsofa secularperturbation theory wherethetim edependence

ofthe param etersofthe soliton perm itsto avoid the grow ofsecularperturbation in �� (see,e.g.,

the discussion in Ref.[8]).

Itism ore appropriate to de�ne �� in Eq.(15) and the �i’sin Eq.(17)asfunctionsofz� �z(t)

than as functions ofz. To this end,we de�ne x = z� �z(t) and choose to work with x and tas

independentparam etersratherthan z and t.Thiscorrespondsto the transform ation

@z ;@t ! @x ;@t� _�z@x : (18)

Furtherm ore,in ordertotakeintoaccounttheslow tim edependenceoftheparam etersofthesoliton,

it is custom ary to introduce m ultiple tim e scales: tn = �n t(n 2 N). A tim e-dependentfunction

could,forinstance,depend on tvia t1,indicating a weak tim e dependence(a t2 dependencebeing

related to an even weakertim e dependenceand a t0 dependenceto a \norm al" tim e dependence).

G enerically,tim e-dependentquantitieswillbeconsidered asfunctionsofallthe tn’s,with

@t= @t0 + � @t1 + �
2
@t2 + :::: (19)

In the following we willm ake an expansion atorder� and itwillsu�ce to consideronly the fast

tim e t0 and the �rstslow tim e t1. The soliton’s param eters � and �z are considered as functions

�(t1)and �z(t0;t1)[35].

Putting everything together,we see that,atorder�,Eqs.(15)-(17)read explicitly

�(z;t)= �(x;�(t1))+ � �1(x;t0;t1); with x = z� �z(t0;t1): (20)

Equation(11) is now rewritten taking the transform ations (18) and (19) into account, with an

expansion atorder�. To thisend,we have to take into accountthatR[�]de�ned in Eq.(12)isa

sm allquantity and can bewritten at�rstorderin � as

R[�]’ � @x�(x;�)
�
@z�f(z)+ 2�(x;�)�f(z)

�
� � R (x;z); (21)

where z = x + �z(t0;t1) and �f(z) is de�ned as in Eqs.(8) and (9),with an extra m ultiplicative

factor� in U which hasbeen written explicitly in thede�nition ofR on theright-hand-side(RHS)

ofEq.(21).

W e are now ready to expand Eq.(11)in successive ordersin �.Theleading orderreads

�
1

2
�xx + i�zt0 �x + (j�j2 � 1)�= 0 ; (22)

im plying that

�zt0 = sin� ; (23)

whence �z can bewritten as

�z = t0 sin� + ~z(t1); (24)

where ~z(t1)isa stillunknown function [36].Atnextorderin � one obtains

i@t0�1 =
�
�
1

2
@
2
x + isin� @x + 2j�j2 � 1

�
�1 + �2

�
�

1 + R � i�t1 �� + i�zt1 �x : (25)
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Equation (25)can berewritten as

i@t0j�1i= H j�1i+ �3jR i+ i�zt1j!ei�
�t1

cos�
j
ei; (26)

wherej�1i= (�1;�
�

1
)T ,jR i= (R ;R �)T ,�3 isthe third Paulim atrice,and

H =

�
� 1

2
@2x + isin� @x + 2j�j2 � 1 �2

� �� 2 1

2
@2x + isin� @x � 2j�j2 + 1

�

: (27)

H is not diagonalizable,butcan be putin a Jordan form in a m annersim ilar to whathas been

done for the attractive nonlinear Schr�odinger equation [37]. Its eigenfunctions and eigenvalues

are presented in Appendix A. In particular,j!ei and j
ei appearing in Eq.(26) belong to the

generalized nullspace ofH ;they verify H j!ei = 0 and H j
ei = cos2� j!ei. As wellas its null

space,H hastwo continuousbranchesofexcitations which we denote by its\phonon spectrum ."

Thecorresponding eigenfunctionsaredenoted by j��q iwith q2 R (see Appendix A).

Itisphysically intuitive thatj�1icorresponding to the radiated partshould beexpanded over

the phonon partofthe spectrum ofH :

j�1i=
X

�= �

Z
+ 1

� 1

dqC
�
q(t0;t1)j�

�
qi: (28)

A m oretechnicalargum entforlim iting theexpansion (28)to thephonon com ponentsofthespec-

trum ofH isthefollowing:onem ightthink thata greatergenerality could beachieved by allowing

j�1ito havealso com ponentson j!eiand j
ei,forinstance.However,exactly asin thecaseofthe

brightsoliton [12],thesecom ponentscan (and should)beim posed to rem ain zero foravoiding the

appearance ofsecularterm sin theevolution ofthesoliton’sparam eters.

3.1 Evolution ofthe param eters ofthe soliton

Applying h!ej�3 and h
ej�3 onto (26)and using the orthogonality relations(A6),one obtainsthe

equationsofevolution oftheparam etersofthe soliton:

4�t1 cos
2
� = � h!ejR i = � 2Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dx�x R
�(x;x + �z)

�

=
2

�
Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dzR
�[�sol]@�z�sol

�

; (29)

and

4�zt1 cos
2
� =

1

icos�
h
ejR i = � 2Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dx ��R
�(x;x + �z)

�

= �
2

�
Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dz R
�[�sol]@��sol

�

: (30)

The setofequations(23),(29)and (30)describe the tim e evolution ofthe soliton’sparam eter.

The sam e equationsare obtained via adiabatic approxim ation which isa sim plervariationnalap-

proxim ation where radiative e�ectsare neglected [see Appendix B,Eqs.(B9)and (B10)]. Thisis
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evidentin thecaseofEq.(29)which istheslow tim eanalogousto Eq.(B9)(since _� = � �t1).In a

sim ilarway,the prescription (19)indicatesthat _�z = �zt0 + � �zt1;com bining Eqs.(23)and (30),one

seesthattheequationsofevolution of�z obtained in thepresentsection correspond to them ultiple-

tim e expansion ofEq.(B10).Asa sideresultofthisexactcorrespondanceofthetim e evolution of

the soliton’sparam eters,we obtain here that,asin the adiabatic approach,sin[�(t1 ! � 1 )]= V

(seethediscussion attheend ofAppendix B)and thequantity ~z appearing in Eq.(24)isidentical

when t1 ! + 1 to theone de�ned in Eq.(48).

A technicalrem ark is in order here. O ne can notice that in Eq.(15) we did not consider the

m ostgeneralvariationalform forthesolitonic com ponentofthewave function.W e could have let

itsglobalphasedepend on tim e,forinstance,and thiswould have given in Eq.(26)a contribution

along j!oi (j!oi is de�ned in Appendix A). Sim ilarly,a m ore generalvariationalansatz could

also have been used in Appendix B. The im portant point is that ifthe soliton’s param eters are

chosen within the sam e variationalspace,theirtim e evolution isdescribed { in the adiabatic and

perturbative approach { by the sam e equations.Besides,the radiative term �1 having in allcases

to berestricted to thephonon partofthespectrum ,itstim e evolution isnot(atleastin thelim it

V 2 � � U ;see below)a�ected by the speci�c choice ofvariationalparam etersused fordescribing

the soliton.

3.2 R adiated part

Thetim eevolution oftheradiativecom ponentj�1iisobtained in a m annersim ilarto whatisdone

forthesoliton’sparam eters.Projecting Eq.(26)onto thephonon eigenfunctionsofH by applying

h��qj�3 yields

iN �
q @t0C

�
q = N �

q "
�
q C

�
q + h��qjR i; (31)

where� = � ."�q in Eq.(31)isthe eigenvalue ofH associated with j��qi[see Eq.(A2)]

"
�
q = q

 

� sin� + �

r
q2

4
+ 1

!

; (32)

and N �
q isa norm alization factor[seeEqs.(A4)and (A5)].In deriving Eq.(31),wehavetaken into

account that the eigenfunctions j��qidepend on tonly through the slow tim e t1 (via sin�). The

sam e holdsfor"�q and N �
q .Thus,writing

C
�
q(t0;t1)= D

�
q(t0;t1)expf� i"

�
qt0g ; (33)

one has,atthesam e orderofapproxim ation asEq.(31),

@t0D
�
q =

1

iN �
q

h��qjR i: (34)

In integratingEq.(34)wecan choosebetween twoequivalentstrategies.The�rst(and di�cult)one

istosolvethisequation takingintoaccountthatt1 = � t0 and that� and �zhavethetim edependence

speci�ed by Eqs.(23),(29)and (30).Thesecond oneisto integratethisequation considering t0 and
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t1 asindependentvariables. In thiscase,the t1 dependence of� and �z willnotm atterand the t0

dependenceof�z willbespeci�ed by Eq.(24).According to thissecond m ethod one obtains

D
�
q(t0;t1)=

1

iN �
q

Z t0

� 1

dt
0

0e
i"
�
qt

0

0 h��qjR i+
~D �
q(t1); (35)

where ~D �
q isan unknown function oft1 [verifying ~D �

q(t1 ! � 1 )= 0]which could be determ ined

by pushing the perturbative expansion to nextorderin �. In the following we willsim ply neglect

thisterm .Thisislegitim ate in thelim itwhereallthet1-dependentterm sarenearly constant-i.e.,

to the lim itwhere the param etersofthe soliton are very weakly a�ected by the obstacle.W e will

see in the nextsection thatthislim itisreached when � U � V2.

O fm ostinterestto usisthe totalam ountofradiation em itted by the soliton. For the deter-

m ination ofthisquantity we need theexplicitexpression ofEq.(35)atlarge tim es.In the lim itt0

and t1 ! + 1 ,Eq.(35)(withoutthe ~D �
q term )readsexplicitly

D
�
q(+ 1 )=

1

iN �
q

Z

R 2

dxdt
0

0 e
i"
�
q t

0

0

h

u
� �
q (x)R (x;x + �z(t00;+ 1 ))+ v

� �
q (x)R �(x;�z(t00;+ 1 ))

i

;

(36)

where the functionsu�q(x)and v�q(x) are the explicit com ponents ofj�
�
qi de�ned in Appendix A

[Eq.(A3)]. Note that the t1-dependent param eters in Eq.(36) have been given their asym ptotic

value. In particular, sin�(t1 ! + 1 ) = sin�0 = V , and according to Eq. (24) one has here

�z(t00;+ 1 )= V t00 + ~z(+ 1 ).The integration along t00 in Eq.(36)can becom puted easily using the

expression (21)forR and Eq.(9)for�f,leading to

D
�
q(+ 1 ) =

4

iV N �
q

Û �(
"�q

V
)

4+ (
"�q

V
)2
e
� i"�q ~z(+ 1 )=V �

Z

R

dx e
� i"�q x=V @x�

�

u
� �
q (x)

�

�(x)�
i"�q

2V

�

+ v
� �
q (x)

�

�(x)� �
i"�q

2V

��

: (37)

A long butstraightforward com putation givesthe�nalresult

D
�
q(+ 1 )= �

1

16V 3

q
p
1+ q2=4

Û �("�q=V )e
� i"�q ~z(+ 1 )=V

sinh

�
� q

p
1+ q2=4

2V
p
1� V2

� : (38)

In this form ula the term ~z(+ 1 ) can be obtained through the num ericaldeterm ination of �z(t).

W e indicate in section 4.2 di�erent approxim ation schem es allowing one to obtain an analytical

evaluation ofthis term [Eq. (47) and below]. >From expression (38) we see that the radiation

contributes to (20) to the total wave function with a contribution of order (�Û =V 2)
p
1� V2.

According to the approxim ation schem e de�ned in the beginning ofthe present section we have

V 2 � � U . SinceÛ and U are ofsam e order ofm agnitude,the radiated part is,as expected,a

sm allquantity.
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4 A nalysis ofthe results

In thissection weanalysethesolutionsofEqs(23),(29),and (30),(28),(33)and (34)which describe

the dynam icsofthe system within ourapproach.The separation between the slow and fasttim es

weused up to now in orderto identify which tim ederivativeswerenegligibleisnolongernecessary,

and wewillhenceforth only em ploy theactualtim et.W ewillalso drop them ultiplicative factor�

in frontoftheperturbing potentialU (z)and of�1(x;t).In thetwo following subsectionswestudy

theevolution oftheparam etersofthesoliton and in thetwo lastonesweanalysetheradiated part.

4.1 E�ective potentialapproxim ation

Sincewenow usetheactualtim et,instead ofusing Eqs.(23),(29)and (30),itism oreappropriate

to work with the equivalent equations (B9,B10). In order to get insight into the details ofthe

dynam ics ofthe soliton,one should solve these equations num erically for a particular obstacle.

Thisisdone in section 4.2,where we study the behaviorofa soliton incidenton a delta scatterer.

But before going to this point,it is interesting to study som e lim iting cases. In particular,the

dynam ics ofthe variationnalsolution (16) can be m ore easily understood in the lim it ofa very

dark soliton (alm ost back). To this end,let us m ultiply Eq.(B9) by _�z and add it to Eq.(B10)

m ultiplied by _�.Thisgives

4 _� sin� cos2� = 2Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dz R
�[�sol]

�
_�z@�z�sol+ _� @��sol

��

: (39)

In the lim itofa weak potential,we have to keep in m ind thatR isa sm allquantity (oforder

ofU ).Itisthen legitim ate at�rstorderto replace on the RHS of(39) _�z by sin� and to drop the

term _�.O nethusobtains

_� =
3

4
cos2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz
@zf

cosh4[cos�(z� �z)]
: (40)

A further sim pli�cation ofthe equations is obtained in the lim it ofvery dark soliton,when

� ! 0.In thislim it_� ’ ��z and using expression (8)forf wecan putEq.(40)in thefollowing form :

2��z = �
dUe�

d�z
where Ue�(�z)= �

3

2

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz
�f(z)

cosh4(z� �z)
=
1

2

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz
U (z)

cosh2(z� �z)
: (41)

Ifwe furtherm ore considera potentialU (z)which slowly dependson z (overa length scale m uch

larger than unity [38]),then U (z)in the convolution ofthe RHS ofEq.(41)doesnotappreciably

vary overthe distance wheretheterm cosh� 2(z� �z)isnoticeable.Thisyields

Ue�(�z)’
U (�z)

2

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz
1

cosh2(z� �z)
= U (�z): (42)

Equations(41) and (42) show than in the appropriate lim it (very dark soliton,weak and slowly

varying potential) the soliton can be considered as an e�ective classicalparticle ofm ass 2 (i.e.,

twice the m assofa bare particle) ofposition �z (the position ofthe center ofthe density trough)

evolving in a potentialU (�z). Ifwe relax the hypothesis ofslowly varying potential,the soliton
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can stillbe considered asa particle ofm ass2,butitnow evolves in an e�ective potentialU e�(�z)

de�ned in Eq.(41)asa convolution ofthe realpotentialU (z). The factthatthe e�ective m assof

the soliton is twice the one ofa bare particle has already been obtained in Refs.[16,17,19,39].

Previousstudiesm ainly focused on slowly varyingexternalpotentialsand,asaresult,theexistence

ofan e�ective potentialU e� { di�erentfrom U { had notbeen noticed so far,exceptin Ref.[17]

wherethisresulthasalready been obtained in thespecialcaseofa � scatterer.In thefollowing,we

denote the approxim ation corresponding to Eq.(41)asthe e�ective potentialapproxim ation:the

soliton isconsidered asan e�ective classicalparticleofm ass2,position �z,m oving in thepotential

Ue�(�z).

4.2 N um ericalcheck

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

obstacle-i.e.,a � scatterercharacterized by U (x)= � �(x).In thiscase,thestaticbackground f(z)

isgiven by Eq(6)and Eqs.(B9)and (B10)read

_� = sgn(�)cos2�

Z
+ 1

0

dz

sinh(2z+ 2a)

�
1

cosh4X
�

1

cosh4Y

�

+
cos3�

2

Z
+ 1

0

dz
�
1� f

2(z)
�
�
tanhX

cosh4X
�

tanhY

cosh4Y

�

; (43)

and

sin� � _�z = sgn(�)sin�

Z
+ 1

0

dz

sinh(2z+ 2a)

�
X cosh� 2X + tanhX

cosh2X
+
Y cosh� 2Y + tanhY

cosh2Y

�

+
sin� cos�

2

Z
+ 1

0

dz
�
1� f

2(z)
�
�
1� X tanhX

cosh4X
+
1� Y tanhY

cosh4Y

�

: (44)

X and Y in Eqs. (43) and (44) are notations for (z� �z)cos� and (z+ �z)cos� respectively,and

the expressionsoffunction f and ofparam etera are given in Eq.(6).Solving Eqs.(43)and (44)

num erically,we obtain the tim e evolution ofthe param eters ofthe soliton. W e plot in Figs. 2

and 3 the behavior of�z as a function oftfor di�erent initialvelocities V . Figure 2 corresponds

to a repulsive interaction with � = + 1 and Fig. 3 to an attractive one with � = � 1. The initial

conditions for the num ericalintegration ofEqs. (43) and (44) are taken to be �z(t = 0) = � 10

and _�z(t= 0) = sin[�(t= 0)]= V . Severalcurves are drawn,corresponding to severalvalues of

V . In the repulsive case (Fig. 2),three initialvelocities have been chosen: V = 0:9,0.707,and

0.4. The value V = 0:9 corresponds to a fast soliton which is weakly perturbed by the barrier,

the value V = 0:4 corresponds to a re
ected soliton,and the value V = 0:707 is just below the

value V =
p
�=2 which,according to the e�ective potentialapproxim ation (41),isthe separatrix

between transm ission and re
exion (correspondingto V 2 = m ax fUe�(�z)g = �=2).In theattractive

case (Fig.3)the curvesare drawn in the casesV = 0:707,0.4 and 0.3. In both �gures,the solid

linescorrespond to the exactnum ericalsolution ofEqs.(43)and (44)and the dashed linesto the

resultofthe e�ective potentialapproxim ation.

W e�rstrem ark thatthecaseofa� scattererweconsiderhereistheworstpossibleforthee�ec-

tive potentialapproxim ation and thatthisapproxim ation iscertainly m oreatease with sm oother
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potentials. However, it is interesting to note that the e�ective potentialapproxim ation,which

could be thoughtasoversim pli�ed,isoften very good.The worstagreem entoccursin the case of

repulsiveobstacle,neartheseparatrix (which isestim ated by thee�ectivepotentialapproxim ation

to occurin the case ofFig.2 atV = 1=
p
2).Aswe willsee below (Fig.4),the e�ective potential

approxim ation doesnotexactly predictthe location ofthisseparatrix whereas,in thisregion,the

trajectories are strongly a�ected by sm allchangesofthe initialvelocity V . Thisisthe reason for

the bad agreem entofthe resultofthe approxim ate m ethod with the onesgiven by the num erical

integration ofEqs.(43)and (44)forV = 0:707.However,itissurprising to notethatthee�ective

potentialapproxim ation is generically valid,even in the case where the soliton is far from being

very dark:even thelim itV ! 1 isvery accurately described by thisapproxim ation on Figs.2 and

3.

0 20 40

   t
−10

0

10

 z

V=0.9

V=0.707

V=0.4

FIG .2. �z(t) for solitons of initialvelocity

V ,incident on a repulsive obstacle U (x) =

� �(x) with � = + 1. The solid lines corre-

spond to the num ericalsolution ofEqs.(43)

and (44)and thedashed linesto thee�ective

potentialapproxim ation (41).

0 20 40

   t
−10

0

10

 z

V=0.3

V=0.707

V=0.4

FIG .3.: Sam e as Fig. 2 for solitons inci-

denton an attractive obstacle U (x)= � �(x)

with � = � 1. The dashed lines correspon-

ding to thee�ective potentialapproxim ation

arehardlydistinguishablefrom thesolid lines

which correspond tothenum ericalsolution of

Eqs.(43)and (44).

In order to investigate m ore precisely the lim it oflarge initialvelocities V and to assess the

validity ofthe e�ective potentialapproxim ation,let us now establish the form ofEqs. (B9) and

(B10) in the case ofa weakly perturbed soliton. From the e�ective potentialapproxim ation,one

infersthatthesoliton isweakly perturbed by theobstaclewhen itsinitialenergy islargecom pared

to the externalpotentialUe�-i.e.,in the regim e V 2 � U (since Ue� and U are typically ofsam e

orderofm agnitude). Thisiscon�rm ed by the num ericalresultspresented on Figs. 2 and 3: the

trajectory ofthe soliton islessm odi�ed forlarge V .In the extrem e lim itV 2 � U one m ay write

�(t) = �0 + �(t) and �z = V t+ �(t),with � � � 0 and _� � V . � has the m eaning ofa shift

in position:itisthe di�erence between the position ofthe centerofthe soliton in presence ofthe

obstacle with thevalueitwould havein absenceoftheobstacle.TheperturbativeversionsofEqs.
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(B9)and (B10)read

4 _� cos2�0 = � 2 Re

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz R
�[�(z� V t;�0)]�z(z� V t;�0) (45)

and

4 cos2�0[�cos� 0 � _�]= 2 Re

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz R
�[�(z� V t;�0)]��(z� V t;�0): (46)

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

ofthe soliton param eter. O ne obtains { as expected { �(+ 1 )= 0,and the asym ptotic shiftin

position is

�(+ 1 )= � Û (0)
1+ 2V 2

6V 2
; (47)

where Û (0) =
R

R
dxU (x). Equation (47) for �(+ 1 ) is an approxim ation (valid in the regim e

V 2 � U )oftheexactresult

�(+ 1 )= lim
t! + 1

f�z(t)� V tg : (48)

Com paring de�nitions (24) and (48) we see that,since sin�(t1 ! + 1 )= V ,one has �(+ 1 )=

~z(+ 1 ).In thecaseofa � scatterer,theexactvalue(48)wascom puted through num ericalsolution

ofEqs. (43) and (44). The result is displayed in Fig.4 (thick solid curves) and com pared with

the approxim ate expression (47) (thin solid curves) and with the result ofthe e�ective potential

approxim ation (dashed curves).

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

 V
−4

−3

−2

−1

0

1

2

3

4

∆ 
(+

∞
)

λ = − 0.5

λ = 0.5

FIG .4. �(+ 1 ) as a function ofthe initial

velocity V ofa soliton incident on a � peak

U (x)= � �(x).Theuppercurvescorrespond

to the case � = � 0:5,the lower ones to the

case � = 0:5. The thick solid lines are the

exact result (48) obtained form the num eri-

calintegration ofEqs. (43) and (44). The

dashed curves are the result (49) ofthe ef-

fective potentialapproxim ation and the thin

solid curvesare theapproxim ate result(47).

In the case of the e�ective potential approxim ation, the value of the shift �(+ 1 ) can be

com puted eithervia the num ericalsolution ofthe equation ofm otion (41)orvia the form ula

�(+ 1 )=

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx

"

1�
1

p
1� Ue�(x)=V

2

#

: (49)
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>From this expression,one sees that in the lim it V 2 � Ue� � U ,the e�ective potentialapprox-

im ation yields a result �(+ 1 ) ’ � 1

2
Û (0)=V 2. Hence,in this lim it,the shift com puted via the

e�ective potentialapproxim ation atV = 1 iscorrect[sinceitagreeswith theresult(47)atV = 1].

Thisissurprising,becausethee�ectivepotentialapproxim ation isexpected to beaccurateonly for

very dark solitons.However,onecan also noticethatdetailed agreem entwith theexactresult(48)

ism issed since,in thelim itV 2 � U ,theasym ptoticevaluation (47)of(48)doesnotexactly m atch

theoneof(49).Yetoneseesfrom Fig.4 thattheshiftcom puted via thee�ectivepotentialapprox-

im ation isin surprisingly good agreem entwith theexactvalue,even forfastsolitons.In particular,

in the case ofan attractive potential,the exactevaluation of�(+ 1 )and itsapproxim ation (49)

are hardly distinguishable.

4.3 B ackw ard-and forw ard-em itted w ave packets

At this point it is interesting to study in m ore detailthe structure of the phonon part of the

wave function-i.e.,of�1(x;t). >From Eqs. (28) and (A3) one can separate �1 into two parts:

�1 = �
+

1
+ �

�

1
with

�
�
1(x;t)=

Z

R

dqC
�
q(t)u

�
q(x): (50)

>From the explicit expressions(32),(33) and (A3) one seesthat�+
1
(��

1
)describeswaves propa-

gating toward thepositive (negative)x.

W e are interested in studying the outcom e ofthe collision-i.e.,in obtaining an analyticaleval-

uation of Eq(50) when t ! + 1 . To this end, one uses the fact that at large tim e one has

C �
q(t)/ expf� i"�q[t+ ~z(+ 1 )=V ]g.Hence,instead ofworking with the variable t,itisconvenient

here to de�ne� = t+ ~z(+ 1 )=V and to write Eq.(50)in the form

�
�
1(x;t)=

Z

R

dqG
�(q;x)expfi[q(x + V �)� � � F (q)]g ; (51)

whereF (q)= q(q2=4+ 1)1=2 and G �(q;x)= [q=2+ "�q=q+ i�(x)]2D �
q(+ 1 )expfi"�q~z(+ 1 )=V g.In

theappropriatelim it(to bede�ned soon),onecan evaluatethisexpression through a saddlephase

estim ate. In this lim it,the rapidly oscillating phase in Eq.(51) is stationary at point� q� which

are solutionsofx + V � = � � F0(q).O nehas

q
2
� =

1

2

h

X
2 � 4+ � X

p
X 2 + 8

i

; with X = V +
x

�
: (52)

O necan easilyverifythatq� goestozerowhen V +
x

�
= � and thatq2� ispositiveonlyif�(V +

x

�
)> 1.

From this,one seesthatthe saddle phase estim ate ofEqs.(50)and (51)isaccurate when the two

saddles are wellseparated-i.e.,in the regim e x � (1� V )� for � = + and x � � (1+ V )� for

� = � .Ifthiscondition isful�lled,one obtains

�
�
1(x;t) ’ G

�(q�;x)

s

2�

jF 00(q�)j
e
i[q� (x+ V �)� � � F (q� )� � �=4]

+ G
�(� q�;x)

s

2�

jF 00(q�)j
e
� i[q� (x+ V �)� � � F (q� )� � �=4]: (53)
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Theexactexpression com puted from Eq.(50)iscom pared in Fig.5 with thesaddlephaseestim ate

(53).Thecurvesaredrawn at� = 60 [40]fora soliton with incidentvelocity V = 0:5.Theobstacle

is here taken to be a delta scatterer � �(x). �1 being proportionalto � [through the expression

(38)ofD �
q(+ 1 )]werepresentin Fig.5 thevalueof�1(x;t)=� (actually itsrealpart)which do no

depend on �.

O ne sees in Figure 5 thatthe sem iclassicalapproxim ation (53) isexcellent in allits expected

dom ain ofvalidity and diverges at x = (1� V )� = 30 (for � = + ) and x = � (1+ V )� = � 90

(for� = � )[41]. Hence,these pointscan be considered asrepresentative ofthe region where the

contribution of�+
1
and �

�

1
to the totalwave function is m ore im portant. Roughly speaking,the

presentapproach indicatesthat,long afterthecollision,��1(x;t)ism axim um around x = (�� V )�.

W erecallthatwhen usingx (instead ofz)asposition coordinate,thesoliton is,atalltim es,located

around x = 0.Hence,going back to thez coordinate,wehavea clearpictureoftheprocessatlarge

tim es: the soliton propagatesatvelocity V (the sam e asitsinitialvelocity) after having em itted

phononswhich form twowavepackets,onepropagatingin theforward direction with group velocity

1 (i.e.,the sound velocity)and theotheronepropagating backwardswith group velocity � 1.The

sam e conclusion seem sto bereached in thenum ericalsim ulationsofParkeretal.[21,22].

−150 −120 −90 −60

 x

−0.2

−0.1

0.0

0.1

λ−
1
 R

e{
φ 1

(x
,t

)}
 

α = −

10 40 70 100

 x

α = +

Fig. 5. Ref�1(x;t)g as a function ofx

for � = 60 for a soliton ofinitialvelo-

city V = 0:5 incident on a � scatterer

� �(x).Thethick line representsthe re-

sult (50) and the thin line its sem iclas-

sicalapproxim ation (53). For legibility

wehaveseparated theregion where�
�

1
is

nonzero (around x = � 90)from theone

where �
+

1
is non zero (around x = 30).

Notethatin theexpected dom ain ofva-

lidity ofEq.(53)(x � 30and x � � 90)

onecan hardly distinguish thethick line

from itssem iclassicalapproxim ation.

4.4 R adiated energy

A quantity ofim portanceforcharacterizing thesystem isthetotalenergy radiated by thesoliton.

Equation(4)forthe�eld  which,in thepresentwork,isoftheform ’(z;t)exp(� it)[cf.Eq.(10)],

conservestheenergy E de�ned as:

E[’]=

Z

R

dz

�
1

2
j’zj

2 +
1

2
(j’j2 � 1)2 + U (z)j’j2

�

: (54)
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In orderto have an expression ofthe energy in term softhe �eld � which,when � = �,m atches

the usualexpression (B3) ofthe energy ofthe soliton,we rather work with the quantity E [�]=

E[f�]� E[f]. E [�]is ofcourse a conserved quantity,and we are interested in its expression far

before(t! � 1 )and farafter(t! + 1 )thecollision with theobstacle.W enoteherethatf(z)� 1

and U (z)are non zero only when z isclose to to origin,whereas,in the sam e region,�(z;t)� 1 is

zero when t! � 1 .Aftera change ofvariable from z to x = z� �z(t),the previousrem ark allows

one to obtain the sim pli�ed expression forE (only valid when t! � 1 ):

E [�]=
1

2

Z

R

dx
�
j�xj

2 + (j�j2 � 1)2
	
: (55)

Using the decom position (15),keeping the lowest orders in ��,and taking into account the fact

that,when t! � 1 ,j�j2 � 1 iszero in theregionswhere�� isnoticeable,one obtains

E [�]=
1

2

Z

R

dx
�
j�xj

2 + (j�j2 � 1)2
	
+
1

2

Z

R

dx

n

j��xj
2 +

�
��
�� + ��

��
�2
o

+ O (��3): (56)

The�rstintegralon theRHS ofEq.(56)correspondsto thesoliton’senergy and isequalto 4

3
cos3�.

The second integralon the RHS ofEq.(56)correspondsto the energy ofthe radiated partand is

denoted by E rad in thefollowing.

W e are now facing a di�culty: we perform ed a com putation at order � and at this order we

have�(+ 1 )= �(� 1 )sincetheequationsfortheparam etersofthesoliton arethesam eastheone

obtained in theadiabaticapproxim ation (seethediscussion attheend ofAppendixB).Accordingly,

E rad in Eq.(56)beingoforder�
2 should beneglected.Hence,atorder� nothinghasoccurred forthe

soliton’s energy: thisquantity isnotm odi�ed by the collision with the obstacle and the radiated

energy should be neglected. Thus,itseem sthatour�rst-orderapproach isunable to predictthe

am ountofenergy lostby thesoliton during the collision with theobstacle.

However,asalready rem arked in thestudy ofthescattering ofbrightsolitons[42],onecan cir-

cum ventthisdi�culty and extractsom esecond-orderinform ation from ourresults.Theprocedure

is the following: when pushing the com putations at order �2,the O (�2) estim ate ofE rad is still

given by the second term on the RHS of(56)with �� = ��1,which we know from our�rst-order

approach. At second order,since E rad isnon zero,the soliton’s energy hasbeen m odi�ed by the

collision and energy conservation now reads

4

3
cos3[�(� 1 )]= E =

4

3
cos3[�(+ 1 )]+ Erad : (57)

Equation (57)allowsusto determ inethechangein thesoliton’sparam eter�.W riting �(� 1 )= �0

(with sin�0 = V )and �(+ 1 )= �0 + �� one obtains

�� =
E rad

4 cos2�0sin�0
: (58)

From Eq.(58) one can also determ ine the velocity at t ! + 1 which is equalto sin[�(+ 1 )]=

V + �� cos�0. Thus, we can determ ine how the collision has a�ected the soliton’s shape and

velocity by com puting E rad (replacing �� by �1).Thiswillbedonein therem aining ofthissection.
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O n the basisofthe analysisin term sofforward-and backward-em itted wave packet m ade in

Section 4.3,one can separate E rad into two parts,which we denote E �

rad
and E

+
rad
,the �rst one

corresponding to energy radiated backwardsand thesecond one to forward-radiated energy,with

E
�
rad

= lim
t! + 1

1

2

Z

R

dx

n

j���xj
2 +

�
��
��

� + ��
� ��

�2
o

: (59)

A long com putation which issum m arized in Appendix C yieldstheresult

E
�
rad

= 16�

Z
+ 1

0

dqjD �
q(+ 1 )j2("�q)

2

�
q2

4
+ 1

�

: (60)

W hen D �
q(+ 1 )isgiven by Eq.(38),oneobtains

E
�
rad

=
�

16V 6

Z
+ 1

0

dq
q2("�q)

2ĵU ("�q=V )j
2

sinh2
�
� q

p
1+ q2=4

2V
p
1� V2

� : (61)

Thebehavioratlow and high velocity ofE �
rad

de�ned in Eq.(61)isthe following

E
�
rad

�
�

16V

Z
+ 1

0

q4 ĵU (q)j2

sinh2
�
� q

2

�dq when V ! 0; (62)

and

E
�

rad
�

4

15
(1� V

2)5=2 ĵU (0)j2 ; E
+
rad

�
2

35
(1� V

2)9=2 ĵU (0)j2 ; when V ! 1 : (63)

O neseesfrom Eq.(62)thatourapproach predictsan unphysicaldivergenceoftheradiated energy

at low incident soliton velocity. O n the contrary,num ericalcom putations indicate that a soliton

with very low velocity doesnotradiate [21,22]. However,one m ustbearin m ind that(61)isthe

resultofa�rst-orderexpansion only valid in thelim itV 2 � U and isunabletotackletheregim eof

very low incidentvelocities.M ore interestingly,in the high-velocity regim e { wherethe �rst-order

perturbation theory is valid { we see from Eq.(63) that the leading-order estim ate ofthe total

am ountofradiation (forward orbackward em itted)vanishes.

In orderto �x the ideas,we plotin Fig. 6 the value ofE �
rad

asa function ofthe initialsoliton

velocity V .Theobstacleisheretaken to bea delta scattererU (z)= � �(z).In thiscaseÛ (q)= �.
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FIG 6.Energy E �
rad
radiated in thefor-

ward (� = + )and backward (� = � )

directions by a soliton of initialvelo-

city V incident on a � scatterer. The

solid linesrepresenttheresult(61)and

thedashed linetheapproxim ation (62)

which reads here E �
rad

’ �2=(15V ).

The inset displays a blowup ofthe �-

gure athigh velocity. In the inset,the

dashed curves are the asym ptotic re-

sults(63).

Figure6 showsthatm ostoftheenergy isradiated backwards(thiswasalready im plicitin Fig.

5) and con�rm s that,at leading order in U=V 2,a soliton does not radiate in the lim it V ! 1.

Besides,not only the absolute value ofE rad goes to zero,butalso the relative am ount ofenergy

radiated E rad=E vanishes[as(1� V2)].Very sim ilarresultsareobtained foran obstacleinteracting

with thebeam through a�nite-rangepotential(forinstance,aG aussian).Thisabsenceofradiation

ofafastsoliton can beexplained intuitively asfollows:whateverthesign ofthepotentialdescribing

the obstacle,the soliton losesenergy underthe form ofradiated phonons.Accordingly itgetsless

dark [�� > 0 in Eq. (58)]and is accelerated. This increased velocity after a loss ofenergy is

a typicalfeature ofdark solitons which are som etim es referred to as e�ective particles having a

negative kineticm asswhich decreaseswith increasing energy [43].However,ourresultsshow that,

sincethesoliton velocity cannotexceed thespeed ofsound,a soliton whosevelocity iscloseto this

upperlim itcannotbefurtheraccelerated and the radiative processissuppressed.

5 C onclusion

In thispaperwe have presented a study ofthe dynam icsofa dark soliton experiencing a collision

with a �nite-size potentialin a quasi-1D condensate.W e determ ined theevolution ofthe soliton’s

param etersand also included radiative e�ectswithin secularperturbation theory.

A �rstoutputofthe presentwork iswhatwe called the \ e�ective potentialtheory":in m any

instancesthesoliton can bedescribed asan e�ective classicalparticleofm ass2 (twicethem assof

a bare particle)evolving in an e�ective potentialU e� [de�ned in Eq.(41)]. Thisapproxim ation is

rigorously valid in the case ofa slow soliton incidenton a weak potential,butitsactualregim e of

validity appearsto bequitebroad.

The e�ective potentialtheory is an approxim ation where { as in alladiabatic approaches {

radiative e�ects are neglected. Perturbation theory allows one to get a deeper insight into the

collisionalprocessand to determ ine the am ountofradiated energy atleading orderin U=V 2.W e

show thatthe radiated waves form two counterpropagating phonon wave packets,and we predict

thattheradiativeprocessissuppressed in thelim itofa soliton m oving with a velocity closeto the

velocity ofsound.Thisresultshould bechecked num erically;work in thisdirection isin progress.
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W hereasadiabatictheory predictsthatthesoliton’sshapeand velocity arethesam efarbefore

and farafterthecollision with theobstacle,itisan im portantfeatureoftheperturbativeapproach

ofbeing able to determ ine �nite asym ptotic m odi�cations ofthe soliton’s param eters due to the

collision.W ecom puted [in Eq.(58)]them odi�cation ofthesoliton’sparam etersatleading orderin

U=V 2.Thequalitative pictureofthecollisionalprocessdrawn from ourapproach isthefollowing:

the soliton radiatesenergy,getslessdark,and isaccelerated. Since the velocity ofa dark soliton

cannot exceed the velocity ofsound in the system ,it is naturalthat this velocity appears as a

threshold for em ission of radiations. Roughly speaking, a soliton with a velocity close to the

velocity ofsound cannotradiate [asseen from Eqs.(63)]sinceitsvelocity cannotfurtherincrease.
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A ppendix A

In this appendix we present the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the Ham iltonian H de�ned in

Eq.(27).H isnotdiagonalizablebecause,aswewillseebelow,itsnullspaceand theoneofH 2 are

notidentical. Ifwe denote by its\generalized nullspace" [37]the union ofthese two nullspaces,

one can easily verify thatitisspanned by thefourvectorsj!oi,j!ei,j
oi,and j
eide�ned as

j!oi=

�
�= � + isin�

� �� = � � + isin�

�

; j
oi=

�
x�x + �

x�x + �

�

;

j!ei=

�
�x = �x

�x = �x

�

; j
ei=

�
icos� �� = � cos2� � isin� (x�x + �)

icos� ��
�
= cos2� � isin� (x�x + �)

�

;(A1)

where the function �(x;�) is de�ned in Eq.(14). The kets de�ned in Eq.(A1) verify H j!oi =

H j!ei= 0 and H 2j
oi= H 2j
ei= 0,with H j
oi= 2cos2� j!oiand H j
ei= cos2� j!ei.O nesees

from Eq.(A1)thatj!eiand j
eiare,respectively,linked to variationsofthe centerofthe soliton

and ofthe param eter � (i.e.,to the phase change across the soliton): this is the reason why the

term sin �t1 and �zt1 in Eq.(25)can be rewritten in Eq.(26)by m eansofj!eiand j
ei. O ne can

sim ilarly show thatj!oiislinked to m odulationsoftheglobalphaseofthesoliton and thatj
oiis

linked to variationsofthe background density atin�nity.

Therem ainderofthespectrum ofH iswhatwecallthe\phonon spectrum ." Ithastwobranches

which we denote \+ " and \� ." The corresponding eigenvectorsand eigenvaluesare denoted j��q i

and "�q with

H j��q i= "
�

q j�
�

q i: (A2)

The explicit expression ofthe eigenvalues is given in the m ain text [Eq. (32)]. It can be sim ply

obtained by considering the form ofEq.(A2)when x ! � 1 .In thislim it,� goesto a constant,

and looking forthe eigenvectors underthe form ofplane waves,expfiqxg(U �

q ;V
�

q )T (where U �

q
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and V �

q areconstants),yieldstheresult(32).Thisisthereason why wedenotetheseexcitationsas

phonons.A betterdenom ination should be\Bogoliubov excitations" because,farfrom thesoliton,

their form and dispersion relation correspond indeed to the elem entary excitations ofa constant

background m oving with velocity � V .

The exact expression (valid for allx 2 R) ofthe eigenvectors is given by the squared Jost

solutionsoftheinverse problem [23].They read j��q i= (u�q (x);v
�

q (x))
T with

u
�

q (x) = expfiqxg

 

q

2
+
"�q

q
+ i�

! 2

;

v
�

q (x) = expfiqxg

 

q

2
�
"�q

q
+ i�

! 2

: (A3)

The naturalinner product of two kets is h� j�3j� i, where �3 is the third Paulim atrice. The

eigenvectorshave the following norm alization:

h��pj�3j�
�
qi=

Z

R

dx
�
u
� �
p (x)u�q(x)� v

� �
p (x)v�q(x)

�
= N �

q ��;� �(p� q); (A4)

with

N �
q = 16� � q

r
q2

4
+ 1

�
"�q

q

� 2

: (A5)

In the m ain textwe also use thefollowing orthogonality relations:

h!ej�3j!ei= h
ej�3j
ei= h!ej�3j�
�
qi= h
ej�3j�

�
qi= 0 ; h!ej�3j
ei= � 4cos3� (A6)

and

h!oj�3j!oi= h!oj�3j!ei= h!oj�3j�
�
qi= 0 ; h!oj�3j
ei= 2isin� cos� : (A7)

A ppendix B

In this appendix we brie
y present the Lagrangian approach for dark soliton of K ivshar and

K r�olikowski[14]and derive theLagrange equations(B9)and (B10).

In absence ofthe perturbation R[�],Eq. (11) can be derived from the following Lagrangian

density:

L[�;��]=
i

2
(���t� � �

�

t)(1�
1

j�j2
)�

1

2
j�zj

2 �
1

2
(j�j2 � 1)2 : (B1)

Accordingly,the energy and m om entum arede�ned by

E =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz

�

�t
@L

@�t
+ �

�

t

@L

@��t
� L

�

=
1

2

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz
�
j�zj

2 + (j�j2 � 1)2
�
;

P =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz

�

�z
@L

@�t
+ �

�

z

@L

@��t

�

=
i

2

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz (� ��z � �
�
�z)(1�

1

j�2j
): (B2)
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The Lagrangian density (B1) is not a priorithe m ost naturalone leading to Eq.(11),but for

the asym ptotic boundary condition we are working with (j�j! 1 when z ! � 1 ),it yields a

�nite value ofthe energy and,besides,the energy and m om entum are now,fora �eld ofthe form

�(x� V t)(in particular,in thecaseofasoliton),related by therelation �E = V �P ,indicatingthat

the background contribution hasbeen rem oved and allowing one to treatthe soliton asa classical

particle-like object[33,44].Forcom pleteness,wenotethat,fora soliton,� isgiven by Eq.(13)and

itsenergy and m om entum de�ned in Eq.(B2)have thefollowing expressions:

E =
4

3
cos3� ; P = � � 2� � sin(2�): (B3)

Following K ivsharand K r�olikowski[14],one can obtain adiabatic equationsofm otion forthe

soliton’sparam etersin thefollowingway.Letusconsideravariationalapproxim ation ofthetypeof

Eq.(16);the�eld ofthesoliton isparam etrized with tim edependentquantitiesq1(t),...,qn(t)and

hasno othertim edependence:�sol(z;t)= �(z;q1(t);:::;qn(t)).O ne�rstde�nestheLagrangian for

the qi’sasbeing

L(q1;_q1;:::;qn;_qn)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz L[�sol;�
�

sol
]: (B4)

Then thequantities@qiL and @_qiL arecom puted via

@qiL =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz
�
@qi� @�L + @qi�z@�zL + @qi�t@�tL

�
+ c.c. (B5)

and

@_qiL =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz @_qi�t@�tL + c.c. (B6)

where c.c. standsforcom plex conjugate. Considering that� issolution ofEq.(11)(including the

perturbativeterm R[�]),sim plem anipulationsallow oneto obtain Lagrange-like equationsforthe

qi’s:

@qiL �
d

dt
(@_qiL) =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dz
�
@�L � @z(@�zL)� @t(@�tL)

�
@qi� + c.c.

= 2 Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dz R
�[�sol]@qi�sol

�

: (B7)

In the particularcase where�sol(z;t)= �(z� �z(t);�(t))oneobtains

L(�;_�;�z;_�z)= _�z[� � 2� � sin(2�)]�
4

3
cos3� ; (B8)

and the equationsofm otion (B7)read explicitly

4 _� cos2� = 2 Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dz R
�[�sol]@�z�sol

�

(B9)
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and

4 cos2� (sin� � _�z)= 2Re

�Z
+ 1

� 1

dz R
�[�sol]@��sol

�

: (B10)

W enoteherea generalfeature,alwaysvalid in thefram ework oftheadiabaticapproxim ation:with

equation (4)conserving energy,one can show thatthe soliton’senergy de�ned in Eq.(B2)hasthe

sam evaluefarbeforeand farafterthecollision with theobstacle (thedem onstration isessentially

thesam eastheonegiven in Section 4.4where,in addition,theconsequencesofsoliton’sradiation {

neglected in thepresentadiabaticapproxim ation {aretaken intoaccount).Asaresult,oneobtains

forthesolutionsofEqs(B9)and (B10)that�(+ 1 )= �(� 1 ),and_�z(� 1 )= sin�(� 1 )= V .Hence

the soliton’sshape and velocity m ay change during the collision,butthey eventually regain their

initialvalues. This is intim ately connected to the neglecting ofradiative e�ects in the adiabatic

approxim ation.

A ppendix C

In thisappendix webrie
y indicatehow to obtain expression (60)fortheradiated energy starting

from Eq.(59),where �� is given by �1-i.e.,by (50). Instead ofgiving a detailled explanation on

how to treatalltheterm sin theintegrand of(59),forbrievity wefocuson oneofthecontributions

to theexpression (59)forE �
rad
:

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx j�j2j���j2 =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx

�

1�
cos2�

cosh2(xcos�)

�

j��1(x;t)j
2
: (C1)

W erecallthatweareinterested oftheevaluation ofthisterm atlargetim es.Expressing�1 through

Eq.(50),one can show that the term in cosh� 2 in the integrand on the RHS ofEq.(C1) can be

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

checked by a stationary phase evaluation ofthe integrals over the m om enta). Itthus rem ainsto

evaluate

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx j��1j
2 =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dq

Z
+ 1

� 1

dp

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx
�
C
�
q C

� �
p (u�qu

� �
p � v

� �
q v

� �
p )+ C

�
qC

� �
p v

�
qv

� �
p

	
: (C2)

In Eq.(C2) we have added and substracted the contribution v� �q v� �p in order to m ake use ofthe

norm alization (A4). For the evaluation ofthe last partofthe integrand on the RHS ofEq.(C2),

theexplicitexpressions(A3)ofu�q(x)and v
�
q(x)areto beused.In thecourseofthiscom putation,

an argum entofstationary phaseshowsthatonly thex-independentterm swith p = q give a �nite

contribution att! + 1 . These term s willcontribute as 2��(p� q)after the integration over x.

Altogetheroneobtainsthe expression

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx j��1j
2

’
t! + 1

Z
+ 1

� 1

dqjC �
q j

2

8
<

:
N �
q + 2�

"�
q

2
�
"�q

q

� 2

+ cos2�

#2
9
=

;
: (C3)
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Noting thatN �
q de�ned in Eqs(A4)and (A5)isan odd function (and thusdoesnotcontribute to

the integralsince jC �
qj

2 iseven)and explicitly com puting the othercontributions,one obtains

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx j��1(x;t)j
2

’
t! + 1

8�

Z
+ 1

0

dq(q2 + 2)

�
"�q

q

� 2

jD �
q(+ 1 )j2 : (C4)

Theotherscontributionsto Eq.(59)can becom puted sim ilarly.O neobtains

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx j@x�
�
1j
2

’
t! + 1

8�

Z
+ 1

0

dqq
2(q2 + 2)

�
"�q

q

� 2

jD �
q(+ 1 )j2 (C5)

and

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx (��
�
�
1)

2
’

t! + 1

� 16�

Z
+ 1

0

dq

�
"�q

q

� 2

jD �
q(+ 1 )j2 : (C6)

G athering allthese contributionsyieldsthe �nalresult(60).
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0+ ẑ(t1),where ẑ isa (stillunknown)

function oft1.

[37] M .I.W einstein,SIAM J.M ath.Anal.16,472 (1985).

[38] In dim ensioned unitsthiscorrespondsto a potentialwhich variesslowly overa lengthsscale

oforderofthe healing length ofthe system .

[39] A.E.M uryshev,H.B.van Linden van den Heuvell,and G .V.Shlyapnikov,Phys.Rev.A 60,

R2665 (1999).

[40] Note that� is very close to the actualtim e tand that,here,t= 0 correspondsto the tim e

wherethe soliton’scenterwould beatz = 0 in absence ofthe obstacle.

[41] Atthesepointsthetwo saddlescoalesce to q� = 0 and go to im aginary axis.

[42] Y.S.K ivshar,A.M .K osevich,and O .A.Chubykalo,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.93,968 (1987)

[Sov.Phys.JETP 66,545 (1987)].

[43] P.O .Fedichev,A.E.M uryshev,and G .V.Shlyapnikov,Phys.Rev.A 60,3220 (1999).

[44] I.V.Barashenkov and E.Yu.Panova,Physica D 69,114 (1993).

26


