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The stability of colliding BoseE instein condensates is investigated. A set of coupled G ross-
P itaevskii equations is thus considered, and analyzed via a perturbative approach. N o assum ption
is m ade on the signs (or m agnitudes) of the relevant param eters lke the scattering lengths and
the coupling coe cients. The form alisn is therefore valid for asym m etric as well as sym m etric
coupled condensate wave states. A new set of explicit criteria is derived and analyzed. A n extended
Instability region, In addition to an enhanced instability grow th rate is predicted for unstable two
com ponent bosons, as com pared to the individual (uncoupled) state.
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I. NTRODUCTION

BoseE instein condensation ofdilute gases in trapshas
attracted a great deal of interest recently, as w inessed
In recent review s and m onographs E:,:_Zi]. M ean- eld the—
ory provides a consistent fram ew ork for the m odeling of
the principal characteristics of condensation and elici
dates the role of the interactions between the particlks.
A generic theoreticalm odelw idely em ployed involresthe
G rossP ftaevskiiequation, which bearsthe form ofanon-
linear Schrodingertype equation, taking into account bo—
son interactions (related to a scattering length a), in ad-
dition to the con nem ent potential im posed on the B ose—
E instein condensates BECs) in a potential trap. The
scattering length a, although nitially taken to be posi-
tive (accounting for repulsive interactions and prescrib—
Ing condensate stability), has later been sign-inverted to
negative (attractive interaction) via Feshbach resonance,
In appropriately designed experim ents. This allowed for
the prediction ofBEC state nstability, eventually leading
to wave collapse, which is only possbl in the attractive
case @< 0) i}:]. A sexpected from previousknow-how on
problem sm odelled by generic nonlinear Schrodingertype
equations (n one or m ore dimn ensions), the analysis of
BEC dynam ics revealed the possbility for the existence
of collective excitations ncluding bright- (for a < 0)
and dark—- tols, for a > 0) type envelope excitations,
as well as vortices, which were quite recently observed
in laboratories B, :EJ:, id, -'_Efl]. The evolution of coupled
(\colliding") BEC wavepackets was recently considered
in theoretical and experin ental investigations fa, if, €.
Pairs of nonlinearly coupled BEC s are thus m odeled via
coupled G rossP itaevskii equations, nvolving extra cou—
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pling term swhose sign and/orm agnitude are a priorinot
prescribbed. A fhough theoretical m odeling, quite natu—
rally, rst involved sym m etric pairs of (dentical) BECs,
for sim plicity, evidence from experim ents suggests that
asym m etric boson pairs deserve attention i_Si].

In this paper, we investigate the stability of a nonlin—
early coupled BEC pair, from rstprinciples. BothBECSs
are assum ed to lie in the ground state, for sim plicity, al-
though no other assum ption ism ade on the sign and/or
m agnitude of relevant physical param eters. W e shallde-
rive a set of generalcriteria for the stability of BEC pairs
(@llow Ing for asym m etry in the wave fiinctions).

II. THE FORM A LISM

The wave-functions ; and , oftwo nonlinearly in-
teracting BEC s evolve according to the coupled G ross—
P iaevskii equations (CGPEs)
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where r 2 = @%=Q@x? + @%=Qy” + @%=Qz’ is the Laplace
operator (@ three-din ensionalC artesian geom etry is con—
sidered, for clarity). Here m y represents the mass of
the jth condensate. A ccording to standard theory, the
nonlinearity coe cientsV 44 are proportionalto the scat-
tering lengths ay via V45 = 4 haj=m 5, whilke the cou-
pling coe cients V 4; are related to the mutual interac-
tion scattenng ]engths aqn via le =2 haj1=m j1r w here
m 4= m4mi=fm 5+ m ;) isthe reduced m ass. T he (linear)
last term s In each equation involve the chem icalpotential

5, which corresponds to a ground state of the conden—
sate, n a sin pli ed m odel. These term sm ay readily be
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elin nated via a sin ple phase<hift transform ation, viz.

5= Jexpd j0) (3= 1;2); this is how ever delberately
not done at this stage, for generality. N evertheless, one
therefore intuitively expects no m apr in uence of the
chem ical potentials on the coupled BEC dynam ics (@t
Jeast for the physicalproblem studied here).

ITII. LINEAR STABILITY ANALY SIS

W e shall seek an equilbrium state in the form 5 =
joexpll! (O] where 5 isa (constant real) am plitude
and ’ 4 (t) is a (ral) phase, Into the CGP Egs. ('_]:).
W e then nd amonochrom atic ( xed-frequency) Stokes’
wave solution in the form : ¥ 5 (€) = 5ot where
Vis 2 Vo, .
n 30 n L bl

jo =
forj6 1= 1;2.
Let us consider a an all perturbation around the sta—
tionary state de ned above by taking (50 +
n)exp i’ 5@©) ], where 4 (r;jt) isa complex numberde-
noting the sm all ( 1) perturbation ofthe slow Iy vary—
Ing m odulated bosonic wave-functions (it inclides both
am plitude and phase corrections), and ’ ; (t) isthe phasor
de ned above. Substituting Into Egs. (:}) and separating

into realand in aginary partsby writing 51 = aj+ iby,
the rstordertem s (in ) yield
@b, h® 2 0.
hE+ ijr aj 2ij 10235 2Vj]_ j0 1081= 0;
Gay ’ 2
— + r‘by=0; @2
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where j and 16 Jj) = 1;2 (this will be henceforth un-
derstood unless otherw ise stated) . E lin inating by, these
equations yield
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(together w ith a sym m etric equation, obtained by per-
mutihgls$ 2).Wenow letaj= ajpexplik r (DH

com plex conjugate, where k and ( are the wavevec—
tor and the frequency of the m odulation, respectively,
viz. @=@t ! iy and @=@x, ! ik, &u fx;v;zg
rn = 1;2;3) ie. @%=Q¢ ! Zand r? ! K.
A fter som e algebra, we obtain the eigenvalue problem :
M a= h!)a,wherea= (a;;a,)", and the m atrix ele—
mentsaregiven by M 35 = e (e5+ 2V553 50F) K 2and
M= 26Vsnj 03 nj H %;wherewehave de ned

e; = h*k?=2m ;. The frequency ! and the wave num ber
k are therefore related by the dispersion relation

2 2 2 2 _ 4,
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where the4cnoup]jng is expressed via 1 = %, 3

M 12M 51=h" in the right-hand side ofEq. (4). W e stress
that this dispersion relation Which is independent ofthe
chem ical potentials 4) relies on absolutely no assum p—

tion on the sign or the m agnitude ofm 5, V435 and V5;.

IVv. MODULATIONAL INSTABILITY OF
INDIVIDUAL BECS

In the vanishing coupling Iim it, ie. forvy; ! 0, the
dispersion relation élff) glves ; = 3 G = 1;2).
Absolute stability is ensured if V55 > 0. On the other
hand, if V43 < 0, a purely grow ing unstable m ode oc-
aurs (viz. { < 0) for wavenumbers below a critical
Vlg:h.le kj;cr = 2m jj/jjj)1=2j 30 j=h. The growth rate =
i 7 attamsamaxium valle gax = Vi37 joF=h
atk = kjee= 2.

Recalling the de nitions 0f V3, we see that a repul-
sive/attractive scattering length (ie. positive/negative
V343) prescribes a stable/unstable (single) BEC behavior.
In the Pollow ing, we shall see how this sin ple criterion
for stability (V45 > 0) ism odi ed by the presence of in—
teraction between two he condensates.

V. MODULATIONAL INSTABILITY OF
COUPLED BECS

The dispersion relation (:ff) takes the form of a bi-
quadratic polynom ialequation

. T 2+D=0; ®)

where T = T =h° 2+ Z2andD = DetM =h*

2 2 2, 2 are related to the trace and the deter—
m hant, respectively, ofthematrix M . Eq. zfi) has the
solution
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W e note that the right-hand side is real/com plex if the
discrin inant quantity = T 2 4D ispositive/negative,
respectively.

Stability is ensured (for any wavenumber k) if (@nd
only if) both solutions ;. are positive. This is tanta—
mount to the llow ng requirem ents being satis ed si-
multaneously: T > 0,D > 0 and > 0. Since the three
quantities T, D and are all even order polynom ials
ofk, one has to investigate three distinct polynom ialin-
equalities. T he stepstones ofthe analysisw illbe outlined
In the ollow ing, though trying to avoid burdening the
presentation w ith unnecessary details.

First, the sign of T = k?[0°k?=4) ;@=m?) +

P
5V333 50 F=m ;] (seede nitions above) dependson (the
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sign of) the quantity V3353 jF=m j which has to be
positive for allk, in order for stability to be ensured (or
any 4o and k). T his requires that

Vi1 > 0 and Voo > 0: @8)

Otherwise, T becom es negative (viz. 2. < 0, at
least) ork below a critical valje kern = K1, where

Ki=4( V553 5F=my=h® ,@=m?)]> 0 (cf. the
sihgle BEC cr:i:er:lon above); this :IS always possbl for
a su ciently large perturbation am plitude j 107 if; say,
Vi1 < 0 (even ifVy, > 0). TherePore, only a pair oftwo
repulsive type BEC s can be stable; the presence of one
attractive BEC m ay de-stabilize its counterpart (even if
the Jatter would be individually stable).

Second,D = % 3 2, Z isan 8th-orderpolynom ial
in k, which gan be factorized as D ¥ &+ k% + o),
whereb= 4 @ ;Vy5)=h® and c = 16mim (V13Vao
Vi2V21)3 10F 7 20 F=h" (ote that ¥ 4c > 0). The
stability requirements b > 0 and ¢ > 0 (In oxder for
D to be positive for any valie of k > 0) am ount to
m1Vip + m Ve, > 0 and

Vi1Vzz  WioVo1 > 0 ©)
respectively. O nly the latter condition for stability hasto
be retained, since the form erone is autom atically covered
by (8) above. Tobe speci ¢, sovingD = 0 fork? = K, ,
viz.Ky, = [ b ® 4cf?E2, we see that:

ISJ) fb< 0< g then 0< Ky; < Kyy,andD < 0 for

Ky, <k< K. ;+ (Instability for short wavelengths);
(i) ifc< 0 (regardlessofb),then K,; < 0< K; ,and
D<O0OPr0O< k< Kyu;

(i) fb> 0 and c¢c> 0, then K ;
D > 0.

W e see that this kind of instability, { ie. if the criterion
(9) isnotm et, is due to the m utual interaction potential
V51 am ong the bosons.

Finally, the positivity of = T 2 4D = (2 2)2 4+
4 2, 2 isonly ensured (forevery value ofk and j j09
M1oM 1 > 0, ie. if

< Kz, < 0, so that

i1 5
Vi2Va1 > 0 (10)

If this condition is not m et, the solution 6'_6) above has a
nite Im aghary part, which accounts for am plitude in—
stability due to the extemal perturbation. For rigour,
wenote that bearsthe orm = k 4 (k? ok?+ g)
Where ¢; > 0; the com plex expressions for ¢, are om i—
ted). If ° &  4dagq VoVo1 < 0, ie. if (10) is

met, then > 0 forany value ofk. If °> 0, on the
otherhand, denotingKs;, = & @ 4ec)' 7 FQRa),
we nd that:

(i) stability isonly ensured (shceK 3, < K3+ < 0< k?)
ifo < 0 < ¢ (meverthelss, this condition depends on

the perturbation am plitudes j jpjand m ay alwaysbe vi-

olated).

(ﬂ;) Agamf), a nite unstabl wavenumber interval k 2
K3; ; Kg3;+) isobtained forg, > 0O and ¢ > 0.

(m%) Finally, instability will be observed for k 2

0; Kz, ) ifc < 0 (regardlessof ).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Sum m arizing, we have derived a set ofexplicit criteria,
(8) to (10) above, which should all be satis ed in order
for a boson pair to be stable. T herefore, an interacting
BEC pair is stabk only if the interaction potentials sat—
isfy Vi1 > 0 and Vyp > 0 and V11Vay > Vi,Vy > 0. If
one criterion isnotm et, then the perturbation frequency
develops a nite In aghary part and the solution blow s
up In tine. A f&w comm ents and qualitative conclisions
should how ever be m entioned.

First, for a symm etric stable boson pair, viz. Vi1 =
Vo2 > 0 and Vi, = Vg1, stability is ensured ifVlzz < Vlzl .
Second, if one BEC satis es V43 < 0, the pair will be
unstable: only pairs consisting of stable bosons can be
stable. Interestingly, In the case of ndividually unstable
BECs (viz. V45 < 0, for j =1 or2), the instability charac-
teristics are strongly m odi ed. For instance, in the case
of a sym m etric unstable boson pair (viz. Vi; = V,, < 0
andm 1 = m ), an extended unstable wavenum ber region
and an enhanced grow th rate can be obtained, as can be
checked via a tedious caloulation; cf. Fig. il. Further—
m ore, we have pointed out the appearance of secondary
nstability \w indow s", ie. unstable wave num ber inter—
vals beyond (ko ;kC,.), where k., 6 0.

T hese resuls above ollow from a set ofexplicit stabil-
ity criteria. Both BEC swere assum ed to lie In the ground
state, for sim plicity, although no other assum ption was
m ade on the sign and/orm agniude ofthe relevant phys—
ical param eters. Naturally, a future extension of this
work should consider the extemalcon nem ent potential,
In posed on the trapped condensates. Our results can
be tested, and can hopefully be con m ed, by designed
experin ents.
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FIG .1l: Thegrowth versus the wavenum berk (in units
of j/jjjj j;0j2=h and 2m jj/jjjj j;oj=h, respectme]y) for a
sym m etric pair of coupled unstable (V51 < 0 for j;1= 1;2)
BECs (upper curve) as com pared to the single BEC case
(low er curve) .
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