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Based on the tin edependent G rossP itaevskii equation we study the evolution ofa collapsing and
exploding B oseE instein condensate in di erent trap sym m etries to see the e ect of con nem ent on
collapse and subsequent explosion, which can be veri ed In future experin ents. W e m ake prediction
for the evolution of the shape of the condensate and the num ber of atom s in it for di erent trap
sym m etries (cigar to pancake) as well as in the presence of an optical lattice potential. W e also
m ake prediction for the gt form ation in di erent cases when the collapse is suddenly term inated by
changing the scattering length to zero via a Feshbach resonance.

PACS numbers: 03.75Nt

I. NTRODUCTION

Since the detection and study ofB oseE instein conden-—
sates BEC s) of 'Liatom sw ith attractive nteraction t}'],
such condensates have been used in the study of solitons
'Q] and collapse B]. In general an attractive condensate
w ith num ber ofatom sN Jlargerthan a criticalvalue N or
isnot dynam ically stable E.']. However, if such a strongly
attractive condensate is \prepared" or som ehow m ade
to exist i experiences a dram atic collapse and explodes
em itting atom s. The rst dem onstration of such a cok
lapse wasm ade w ith a "Licondensate by slow Iy increas-
ing the number of atom s In i from an extermal source,
while the BEC showed a sequence of collapse w ith the
num ber of atom s N oscillating around N ¢r. Such a col-
lapse is driven by a stocastic process.

A dynam icalstudy ofa m uch stronger and violent col-
lapse has been perform ed by Donly et al ij] on an
attractive ®*Rb BEC H] i an axially symm etric trap,
w here they m anipulated the interatom ic Interaction by
changing the extemalm agnetic eld exploiting a nearby
Feshbach resonance ). In the viciity of a Feshbach
resonance the atom ic scattering length a can be varied
over a huge range by adjisting the extermal m agnetic

eld. C onsequently, they changed the sign ofthe scatter—
Ing length, thus transform ing a repulsive condensate of
85R Db atom s Into an attractive onew hich naturally evolves
Into a collapsing and exploding condensate. D onley et al
provided a quantitative estin ate of the explosion of this
BEC by measuring di erent properties of the exploding
condensate.

Tt has been realized that m any features of the exper—
Inent by Donky et al. B] on the oo]Japsmg oondensate
can be descrbed {4, 11,8, 9, 10, i1, 13, 13, 14, 15, 16,
:17 18] by the mean- ed GIOSS—PJtaeVSle GP) equa-
tion I19 To account for the loss of atom s from the
strongly attractive collapsing condensate an absorptive
nonlinear threebody recom bination term is included in
the GP equation E_G]. However, we are fully aware that
there are features of this experim ent which are expected

to be beyond m ean- eld description. Am ong these are
the distrbution of num ber and energy of em itted high—
energy ( 10 7 Kelvh) uncondensed burst atom s re—
ported In the experiment. A though there have been
som e attem pts ig, :_f(_i,-'_l-;] to describe the burst atom sus—
Ing them ean- eld GP equation, now there seem sto be a
consensus that they cannot be described adequately and
satisfactorily using a m ean— eld approach @-15, i@:, ifi-]
A Iso, the GP equation does not successfully predict the
\tin e to collapse" (orthe tin e lJag to start the collapse af-
ter changing the sign ofthe scattering length) in allcases
nvestigated In the experim ent, as has been pointed out
n Refs. 14,1161

The GP equation is supposed to dealw ith the zero—
or very low-energy condensed phase of atom s and has
been used to predict the tin e to collpse, evolution of
the collapsing condensate including the very low -energy
( nano Kelvin) ¥t form ation B] when the collapse is
suddenly stopped before com pletion by jum ping the scat—
tering length to dquench = 0 (oninteracting atom s)
or positive (repulsive atom s) values. The gt atom s are
slow Iy form ed in the radial direction when the collapse
is stopped in this fashion. In the experim ent usually
dquench ~ 0. It is emphasized that unlike the em it—
ted uncondensed \hotter" m issing and burst atom s re—
ported in the experim ent B] the ¥t atom s orm a part
of the surviving \colder" condensate and hence should
be describable by the m ean— eld GP equann Saito et
al LE%], Bao et al. {15 and this author [17 ] presented a
m ean— eld description of Ft form ation and C alzetta et al
I_lé_;] treated gt form ation exclusively asa quantum e ect.
M ore recently, the present author has used a set of cou—
pled m ean- eld-hydrodynam ic equations ﬂl&“ to describe
the essentials of the collapse dynam ics of a m xture ofa
boson and ferm ion condensates QO

In this paper we extend the study of the evolution of
the collapsing and exploding condensate in di erent sym —
m etries to see the e ect of con nem ent on collapse and
subsequent explosion. Future experin ents m ay verify
these predictions and thus provide a m ore stringent test
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forthem ean— eld GP equation. T he experin ent ofD on—
¥y et al. was perform ed for an axially-sym m etric cigar-
shaped BEC . In the present analysiswe extend our study
to a spherical as well as an axially-sym m etric pancake—
shaped BEC .

Lately, the periodic opticaHattice potentialhas played
an essential role In m any theoretical and experim ental
studies ofB oseE instein condensation, e. g., In the study
of Josephson oscillation 12]1 and its disruption l22 inter—
ference of m atter-w ave {23 BEC dynam ics on periodic
trap 24], etc. The opticallattice con nem ent creates a
BEC in an entirely di erent shape and trapping condi-
tion form a conventional hamm onic oscillator trapping.
C onsequently, one could have a collapse ofa di erent na—
ture in the presence of an optical-attice potential. W e
shall see in our study that under certain conditions of
trap symm etry, In addition to the usual global collapse
to the centre, In the presence of the optical-attice poten—
tial one could have independent local collapse of pieces
of the condensate to local centres. In view of this we
study the dynam ics of a collapsing and exploding BEC
of di erent symm etries prepared on a periodic optical-
lattice potential. W e study the evolution of the shape
and size of the condensate as well as the gt form ation
upon stopping the collapse by m aking the BEC repulsive
or noninteracting.

In Sec. ITwe present ourm ean— eld m odel. In Sec. ITT
we present our resuls that we com pare w ith the exper—
In ent and other num erical studies. ITn Sec. III we also
present a physical discussion of our ndings and som e
concluding rem arks are given in Sec. IV .

II. NONLINEAR GROSS-PITAEV SKII
EQUATION

The tin edependent BoseE instein condensate wave
function (r; ) at position r and tine  allow ing for
atom ic lossm ay be described by the follow ing m ean— eld
nonlinear GP equation Iig

ho h2r2+V()+ NG ) f 2
Q om r g J (x; >
KN (; )F+KsN?F @ )F) @ )= 0:

@1

Here m is the mass and N the number of atoms in
the condensate, g = 4 h’a=m the strength of inter—
atom ic interaction, w ith a the atom ic scattering length.
The temns K, and K3 denote two-body dipolar and
three-body recombination lossrate coe cients, respec—
tively and include the Bose statistical factors 1=2! and
1=3! needed to describe the condensate. The trap po—
tential with cylindrical symm etry m ay be written as
V@)= im!?(2+ ?z%)+ Vop where ! is the angu-
lar frequency in the radial direction r and ! that In

the axial direction z of the ham onic trap. The cigar-
shaped condensate corresponds to < 1 and pancake-
shaped condensate correspondsto > 1. The periodic
opticaHattice potential in the axial z direction created
by a standing-wave laser eld ofwave length isgiven by
Vop= Eg of kyz) withEx = h’k2=0m )k, = 2 =
and the strength. T he nom alization condition of the
wave finction is drj (r; )F = 1:Here we sinulate
the atom loss via the m ost in portant quintic threebody
term K 3 t_é, :j, :_é, :_Sf.]. T he contribution of the cubic two—
body losstem K, @-5] is expected to be negligble [_6,:_9]
com pared to the threebody term In the present problem
of the collapsed condensate w ith large density and will
not be considered here.

In the absence ofangularm om entum the w ave fiinction

hastheform (; )= ( ;z; ):Now sﬁormjngtodi—
mensionless variablesde ned by x = 2 =l,y= 2z=],
t= !;1 h=@m !), and
s
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wheren = N a=l, o= P2 dana = 4K3=@%1*!):The
nom alization condition of the wave function becom es
Z Z
Nnpom 2 dx
0 1

dyd &yifx * ©.4)

For = K3z = 0;Nnpom = 1, however, in the presence
of lossK3 > 0, Npnom < 1:The number of ram aining
atom sN in the condensate is given by N = N ¢N nom
where N g is the initial num ber of atom s.

In this study the temn K3 or = 4Ks; @°1*!) willbe
used for a description of atom Iloss in the case of attrac—
tive interaction. The choice 0fK 3 has a huge e ect on
som e experin ental observables and the fact that it is ex—
perin entally not precisely determ ined is a problem for
existing theory on the experim ent. As In our previous
study l17 lweemply = 2andKs; a? throughout this
study. It was fund [_1]'] that this valie of (= 2) repro—
duced the tim e evolution of the condensate In the exper—
Iment ofDonlky et al B] satisfactorily for a w ide range
of variation of initial number of atom s and scattering

kngths [1]. Thepresentvalue = 2withK;= &11=4
kadsto [}, 81K5’ 8 10 »® an®/sata= 340a; and
Ks’ 6 10 ?’” an®/sata = 30ap, where ay is the

Bohr radius. T he experin ental value of loss rate is l_2§']
K3z’ 7 10 ®® an®/sata= 340a, which is very close



to the present choice. O fthe theoretjcal studies, the K 3
values used by Santos et al. ﬁll-] K3’ 7 10 ® an®/s

at a = 340ay), Savage et al [12 1] ®s " 19 10 ?7
an®/sata= 30ap),Baoetal 5] K3’ 675 10 2
an®/sata= 30ag) and the present author E_7:] are con—

sistent w ith each other and describes well the decay of
the collapsing condensate.

III. NUMERICAL RESULT
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FIG .1: (Colronline) Num berofrem aining atom sN (t) in the

condensate 0£ 16000 ®*Rb atom s after ram ping the scattering

ngth from ay, = 7a0 to (@) Al = 30agp and () Al =
6:7ap as a function of evolution tim e in m illissconds. The

unpub]Jshed and unanalyzed experim entalpoints ofD on]ey et

al B] for a1 = 6:7ap are taken from Bao et al. I15] The

curves are labeled by their respective optical lattice strength
and axial trap param eter

W e solve the GP equation C_Z-;Q) num erically usihg a
tin e-iteration m ethod based on the C rank-N icholson dis—
cretization schem e elaborated in 1_2-§] W e discretize the
GP equation using tine step = 0:001 and space step
0: forboth x and y spanning x from 0 to 15 and y from

30 to 30. Thisdom ain of gpacewas su cient to encom —
pass the whole condensate wave function in this study.
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FIG. 2: (Colr online) The tine to collapse t collapse Vs
:aco]jlapsejzao for ammal_ 0, Ng = 6000. Solid circle w ih
error bar: experin ent Eﬁ WJth = 039 and = 0;Open cir-
cle: m ean— eld m odel of I:‘)]wr_h = 0:39and = 0; fullline:
present result with = 0:39 and = 0; dashed line: present
resuktwith = 1and = 0; dashed-dotted lne: present re—
sultwih = 0:d and = 4;and dashed-doubled-dotted line:
present resut with = 01 and = 0.

F irst, the num erical sin ulation is perform ed w ith the
actualparam eters of the experimn ent by D onley et al. B],
e. g. the initial number of atom s, scattering lengths,
etc. Throughout this investigation we take the ham onic
oscillator length 1= 2607 nm and one uni oftinet=
0.009 095 s tj] consistent w ith the experim ent ofD onley
et al. @]. W hen we inclide an opticallattice potential,
the opticallattice strength  is taken to be 4, and the
reduced wave length  is taken to be 1 throughout this
study. These opticaldattice param eters are consistent
with the experin ent by Cataliotti et al. P&, 24]. The
num erical sin ulation using Eq. (_2-;3) w ith a nonzero &
2) Inm ediately yields the rem aining num ber of atom s in
the condensate after the Jum p in scattering length.



A . Evolution ofthe Num ber of A tom s in the
C ondensate

In the experin ent the initial scattering length a3, ¢ 0)
ofa repulsive condensate is suddenly jum ped to a1 (< 0)
to start the collapse. The rem aning number N (t) of
atom svs. tin e foran nitialnum berofatom sN y = 16000
and an initial scattering length aj, = 7ap are shown in
Figs. 1 (@) and () for nal scattering lengths after col-
pse a1 = 30ap and 6:7ag, resgpectively. In both
cases the experimental data for = 0 and = 039
(cigarshaped condensate) are n agreem ent w ith the the—
oretical simulation without any adjistable param eter.
Forr Aol = 6:7ay, the unpublished experin ental data
of Q‘] as shown In Fig. 1 (o) are as quoted In Bao et
al ELQ'] These data are not fully analyzed and for large
tin e are expected to be bigger than the actual number
of atom s. This is due to the di culty in separating the
rem nant condensate from the oscillating atom cloud sur—
rounding it g]. In addition, In Figs. 1 we plot the resuls
for = 4 and = 039 (cigarshaped condensate wih
opticalHattice potential); = 4and = 1 (sphericalcon—
densate w ith opticalattice potential); = Oand =1
(spherical condensate); and = 0 and = 5 (pancake-
shaped condensate).

A s the repulsive condensate is quickly tumed attrac-
tive at t = 0, via a Feshbach resonance, the condensate
starts to collapse and once the central densiy increases
su clently it loses a signi cant portion of atom s in an
explosive fashion via threebody recom bination to form
a rem nant condensate In about 15 m s as can be seen In
Figs. 1. After explosion the number of atom s In the
rem nant continues to be much larger than the critical
num ber of atom s N ¢r and it keeps on losing atom s at a
much slower rate w ithout undergoing violent explosion.
However, In som e cases the ram nant undergoes a sn aller
secondary explosion while it loses a reasonable fraction
ofatom s In a sm all ntervaloftim e. T his happens when
the num ber of atom s in the rem nant ism uch larger than
N cr s0 as to initiate a secondary collapse and explo—
sion. Prom nent secondary explosions in the presence
of optical-attice potential are found in di erent cases in
Figs. 1 or40> t> 30:

B. Tim e to Collapse

A nother in portant agpect of collapse is the \tin e to
collapse" or the tin e to initiate the collapse and explo-
sion too]Japse after the repulsive condensate is suddenly
m ade attractive at t = 0. Collapse is characterized by
a sudden rapid em ission of atom s from the condensate.
From Figs. 1 we nd that the tine to collapse is the
shortest for a pancakeshaped symmetry ( > 1) and is
the Iongest for a cigarshaped symm etry ( < 1):The in—
clusion ofan optical-lattice potentialhasno e ect on the
tin e to collapse for a spherical or pancake-shaped sym —
m etry. H ow ever, its inclusion reducesthe tin e to collapse

for a cigarshaped symm etry. These features of tim e to
collapse are illustrated In Fig. 2 where we plot tooJJapse
vs. iaoo]Japsej:aO of the collapse of a condensate of 6000
atom s originally in a noninteracting state w ith scattering
length a4,4451= 0. Then suddenly its scattering length
is changed to a negative (attractive) value Aollapse and
its too]Japse is obtained. Donlky et al. experin entally
m easured tooJJapse Inthiscaseor = 03%and = 0
and here we provide the sam e for other valies of trap
sym m etry and also In the presence of a optical lat-
tice potentialw ith = 4. It should be recalled that the
prediction ofthe GP equation by this author and others
ig, :_f?_:, :_Z[g:] does not very well describe the experim ental
results of Donly et al. for the time to collapse. The
Inclusion of the optical-attice potential has reduced the
tin e to collapse in a cigar shaped condensate ( = 0:d).

The above features of tine to collapse could be un-
derstood on a physical ground. In a cigar-shaped con—
densate the average distance am ong the atom s is larger
than that in a pancake-shaped condensate of sam e vol-
ume. Hence, due to atom ic attraction a cigarshaped
condensate has to contract during a larger interval of
tin e than a pancakeshaped condensate before the cen—
tral density Increases su ciently to start an explosion.
T his justi es a Jarger tim e to collapse Por a cigarshaped
condensate. In the presence ofan optical-lattice potential
for cigarshaped sym m etry the optical-attice divides the
condensate n a lJarge num ber of pieces. W hat predom i~
nates in the collpase of such a condensate is the collapse
of an Individual piece to a local center rather than to
the global center of the condensate via tunneling. This
is a quicker process than the collapse of the whole con—
densate to the global center. This is why the tine to
collpase is shorter for a cigarshaped condensate n an
opticaHattice trap than a cigarshaped condensate in a
ham onic trap alone. In a pancake-shaped sym m etry the
num ber of optical-Hattice sites Inside the condensate is
an all. In this case a separation of the condensate in a
an aller num ber of pieces does not aid in the collapse, as
the di erent slices of the condensate has to collapse es—
sentially tow ards the center of the condensate before the
explosion starts. Hence the opticalHattice potential has
alm ost no e ect on the tim e to collapse In the pancake—
shaped or spherical sym m etry.

A nother aspect ofF igs. 1 worth m entioning is that the
num ber ofatom s in the rem nant condensate afterthe rst
explosion is larger in the presence of an opticalHattice
potential. D ue to opticalattice barriers one essentially
has local collapse of di erent pieces of the condensate in
this case as opposed to a global collapse to the center
of the condensate in the case of a ham onic trap alone.
C onsequently, the collapse is m ore violent w ith greater
loss of atom s iIn the absence of an opticallattice trap.
T his iswhy the rem nant num ber after the st explosion
is Jarger in the presence of an optical trap.
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FIG.3: A view of the evolution of the residual condensate
wave function j ( ;z)Jjin arbitrary units for initial scattering

length ay, = 7a¢, nalscattering lngth a,;= 30ao, nitial

number of atom s Ny = 16000 at tinest= (i) 4 ms, (i) 6

ms, (i) 8msand () 12msfor @ = 0, = 039 and ©)
=4, = 0:39.

C . Evolution of the Shape ofthe C ondensate

Next we consider the evolution of the shape of the
residual condensate. In Fig. 3 (@) we show the pro e
ofthe wave function ( ;z) at di erent tim es during ex—
plosion ©rN, = 16000, = 0, = 039, ay = 7a9, and
a1 = 30ap. This is the case of a cigarshaped con-—
densate used in the experin ent f]. D uring explosion the
condensate w ave function developsa threepeak structure
noted before in f_é]. In Fig. 3 () we illustrate thepro ke
of the wave function j ( ;z)jat di erent tim es during
explosion of the condensate form ed in an opticalHattice
potentialwih = 4 In addition to the axial hamm onic
trap: other param eters rem aining the same asin Fig. 3
@). The condensate now develops a distinct m ultipeak
structure along the optical lattice in place of the three-
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FIG.4:Sameasinh Figs.3oor =0, = 5.

peak structure In the absence ofthe opticaHattice poten—
tial. H owever, the num ber of peaks in the wave function
is lessby a factor oftw o to three than the num berofpits
of the opticallattice potential. T he num ber of distinct
peaks in the wave fiinction in this case is ve as can be
seen In Fig. 3 ().

T he above distinct peaks in the wave function in the
presence of the optical-attice potentialm ay have inter—
esting application in the generation ofradially bound and
axially free bright solitons. T he wave fiinction of Fig. 3
() is axially bound. However, if the axial trap and the
opticalHattice potential are rem oved, or better an expul-
sive potential is applied in the axial direction, the wave
function w ill expand axially. T he side peaks of the wave
function can evolve into separate solitons and com e out
In the axialdirection which can be used asbright solitons
In other experin ents.

The scenario of the evolution of the condensate is
entirely di erent for pancakeshaped condensate w ith

> 1. In that case the condensate is squezeed In the
axial direction and a sihglk peak, rather than multiple
peaks, is form ed in the condensate wave function. This
is ilustrated in Fig. 4 where we plot the condensate
wave function for = 0 and 5, the other param —
eters of sin ulation being the same as In Figs. 2. The
use of opticalattice potential in this case also does not
Jead to prom nent peaks in the wave function in the axial
direction.

D . Jet Fomm ation

Anotherr Interesting feature of the experin ent of D on—
ey etal E] is the fom ation of gt. A s the collapse was
suddenly term nated afteran evolution tin e tey by jam p—
ing the scattering length from a,; to aquench 0, the
Bt atom swere slow Iy form ed in the radial direction. In



FIG.5: (Colr online) A view of the evolution of radial gt
at tinest = 0; 2 ms, 4 ms and 52 ms on a mat of size
16 m 16 m from a contour plot of j ( ;z)j for initial
scattering length ay, = 7ag, nalscattering length a,; =

30ap, Iniial num ber of atom s N = 16000, (@) without an
optical-attice potential ( = 0) and (o) w ith an optical-Hattice
potential ( = 4). In both cases the Ft form ation was started
by jum ping the scattering Zlengthtoaq.uench = O0afteratime
tev = 4 m s of the beginning of collapse.

the strongly collapsing condensate, localradial spikes are
form ed during particle loss as can be seen from a plot of
the num erically calculated wave function fj.] and in ex—
perin ent 5_3:]. D uring particle loss the top of the soikes
are tom and efcted out and new spikes are form ed un-—
til the explosion and particle loss are over. There is a
balance between central atom ic attractive force and the
outw ard kinetic pressure. If the attractive force is now
suddenly rem oved by stopping the collapse by applying
dquench = 0, the highly collapsed condensate expands
due to kinetic pressure, becom es larger and the recom —
bination of atom s is greatly reduced. C onsequently, the
spoikes expand and develop into a prom inent gt E_ﬂ].

Now we considerthe gt form ation as In the experin ent
ofDonlky et al E] at di erent tim es t of the collapsing

FIG.6: (Colbronline) Sameasin Figs. 5 for a
and tey = 2 m s.

FIG.7: (Coloronline) Same as n Fig. 5 (a) for
t=0,2ms,4msand 6ms.
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condensate after jum ping the scattering length suddenly
from a1 = 30ap to dquench = 0 during explosion at
tin e tey from the beginning of collapse and explosion.
The initial scattering length aj;, = 7ap and number of
atomsNy = 16000. In Figs. 5 (@) and () we show the
contour plot of the condensate for teyy = 2 m s, w ithout
( = 0) and wih ( = 4) an opticalattice potential,
regpectively, at di erent timnest= 0,2ms,4ms,and 52
m s after jum ping the scattering length to dquench = 0.
A prom nent radial gt isformed slowly attinet= 4 6
m s after stopping the collapse at tey = 4 ms. The £t
ismuch less pronounced for tey = 2;8 msand 10 ms
(not shown in gure) compared to the £ in Figs. 5.
There is a fuindam ental di erence between the Fts in
Figs. 5 @) and (o) in the absence and presence ofoptical-
lattice potential. Th Fig. 5 (@) the absence of the optical
potential the gt is narrow , whereas in Fig. 5 () i is
w ide and spread over a num ber of optical Jattice sites.

In addition, we studied Ft form ation for di erent val-
ues of a,] In place of Aol = 30ag and nd that
the general scenario rem ains sim ilar. For exam ple, for
a1 = 2503, the collapse and subsequent explosion
starts at a amnall tine. So for a good form ation of Ft
a an aller value of tey is to be preferred. In Figs. 6 we
show the ¥t fomation ra,,;= 2508, and tey = 2
m s. In this case the shape ofthe gt isdi erent from that
In Figs. 5. However, as In F igs. 5, the gt getsbroadened
In the presence of the opticalHattice potential.

Next we study the e ect of the axial trap symm etry
on gt formation. In Figs. 5 and 6 the ham onic trap
has cigar symmetry ( = 039 < 1). If it is changed to
pancake symmetry ( > 1), the condensate and the &t
gets com pressed in the axialdirection. C onsequently, the
radial ft is not very pronounced and can not be clearly
distinguished from the condensate. T his is illustrated in
Fig. 7 forpancakeshaped trap wih = 4 In the absence
of an opticalHattice potential. In thiscaseatt= 6ms
the condensate is m ore extended In the radial direction
com pared to the condensate at t= 0 due to the form ation
of #t. However, due to the overall com pression of the
condensate in the axialdirection the £t can not be easily
separated from the condensate. In contrast In F igs. 5 the
Bt is easily separated from the central condensate. So
pancake sym m etry isnot ideal for the study ofa gt. The
situation does not change In the presence of an optical-
Jattice potential superposed on a pancakeshaped trap.

Iv. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have em ployed a num erical sinula—
tion based on the accurate solution [_Zg:] ofthem ean— eld

G rossP ttaevskiiequation w ith a cylindricaltrap to study
the evolution of a collapsing and exploding condensate
as in the expermm ent of Donky et al r[_:1]. In the GP

equation we Inclide a quintic threebody nonlinear re—
com bination loss term E_d] that acoounts for the decay of
the strongly attractive condensate. W e also extend our
Investigation to di erent trap symm etries and including
an opticaHattice potential In the axialdirection. In ad—
dition to studying the evolution ofthe size and the shape
of the condensate, we also study the Ft form ation as ob-
served experim entally. W ithout any adjistable param e-
ter the result of the present and previous sin ulations of
this author are In good agreem ent w ith som e aspects of
the experin ent by Donly et al E].

Tt is Interesting to em phasize that the GP equation
does describe som e but not allaspects of the collapse ex—
permment by Donly et al. and its predictions for the
\tin e to collapse" do not agree well with experim ent
[i4, 16]. The failire to explain tin e to collapse is dra-
m atic as ntuitively one should expect the mean- eld
m odelto be a aithfilm odel for tim e to collapse involv—
Ing the dynam ics of the coldest atom s In the condensate.
H ow ever, there are aspects of experin ents which cannot
be described by m ean- eld m odels t_fg::, :_l-é_j, :_l-é_, :_l-]‘], e.
g., the dynam ics of m issing and burst atom s 1. Fur-
them ore all num erical studies of this experin ent su er
from lin ited know ledge of the threebody loss rate K 3
and even though m any experin ental features can be de—
scribed by a suitable choice 0ofK 3, no value ofK 3 yields
sin ultaneous agreem ent between predictions of the GP
equation and all observable quantities of the experin ent.
In this situation it would be of great theoretical and ex—
perin ental interests to see if a repeated experin ent w ith
di erent trap param eters (and also including an optical-
lattice potential) would help to understand the underly—
ing physics and could m ake use of num erical studies such
as those describbed in the present paper.
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