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Sym biotic Solitons in H eteronuclear M ulticom ponent B ose-E instein condensates

V ctor M . PerezGarc a and Juan Beln onte Beiia
D epartam ento de M atem aticas, E scuela T ecnica Superior de Ingenieros Industrials,
Universidad de Castilla-La M ancha 13071 Ciudad Real, Spain

W e show that bright solitons exist In quasi-one dim ensional heteronuclear m ulticom ponent B ose—
E Instein condensates w ith repulsive self-interaction and attractive inter-species interaction. T hey
are rem arkably robust to perturbations of initial data and collisions and can be generated by the
m echanism ofm odulational nstability. Som e possibilities for controland the behavior ofthe system

In three din ensions are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 03.75. Lm , 03.75K k, 03.75.o

I. NTRODUCTION

Sym biosis is an assem blage ofdistinct organisn s living
together. A tfhough the original de nition of sym biosis
by De Bary EI_}] did not Include a jadgm ent on whether
the partners bene t or ham each other, currently, m ost
people use the term symbiosis to describbe interactions
from which both partners bene t.

In Physics, waves In dispersive linear m edia tend to
expand due to the di erent velocities at which the wave
com ponents propagate. T his isnot the case n m any non-—
linear m edia, in which certain wavepackets, called soli-
tons are able to propagate undistorted due to thebalance
betw een dispersion and nonlinearity [_2].

Stable solitons of di erent subsystem s are som etin es
able to \live together" and fom stable com plexes called
vector solitons as it happens w ith M anakov optical soli-
tons ij, :ff] or stabilized vector solitons 'L_F:]. In som e cases,
a (large) robust soliton can be used to stabilize a (gn all)
weakly unstable wave fal.

M ulticom ponent solitary waves also appear in Bose-
E Instein condensates BECs). In fact, m ulicom ponent
BEC s support nonlinear waves w hich do not exist In sin—
gle com ponent BEC s such as dom ain wall solitons i_7:, g],
dark-bright solitons [_9], etc. M ost of the previous analy—
ses corresoond to hom onuclar m ulicom ponent conden—
sates for which the atom -atom interactions are repulsive.
H ow ever, heteronuclar condensates o er a w ider range
ofpossbilities, the m ain one being the possbility ofhav-
Ing a negative inter-species scattering length. T his pos—
sbility has been theoretically explored in the context of
Feschbach resonance m anagem ent f_l-C_i] and realized ex-
perin entally forboson-ferm fon m ixtures [, 14].

In this paper we study the existence and properties
ofbright solitons in heteronuclear tw o-com ponent BEC s
w ith scattering lengths ajij;az; > 0 and a;p < 0. We
would like to stress the fact that these coe cient com bi-
nationsdo not arise in other system swhere sin ilarm odel
equations are used. For instance in nonlinear optics,
w here the nonlinear Schrodinger equations used to de—
scribbe the propagation of Jaser beam s in nonlinearm edia
are sin ilar to the mean eld equations used to describe
B oseE instein condensates, the nonlinear coe cients are
always of the same sign. The closest analogy could

happen In the socalled QPM ( quasiphasem atched )
quadratically nonlinear m edia, where an e ective cubic
nonlinearity could be \engineered" w hich could have sin -
ilar properties but we do not know of any system atic
studies of those system s.

Our analysis w ill show novel features w ith respect to
those already found in single species BECs [_1.:5] For
instance, even when solitons do not exist for each of
the species, the coupling leads to robust vector solitons.
Since the mutual cooperation between these structures
is essential for their existence we w ill refer to these soli-
tons hereafter as sym biotic solitons. W e also show how
they appear by m odulational instability and study som e
features of their collisions. W e also com m ent on the pos—
sbility of obtaining these structures in m ultidim ensional
con gurations.

II. THE MODEL AND ITS BASIC PROPERTIES

In this paper we will study two-com ponent BEC s in
-1
the lim it of strong transverse con nem ent ruled by l:_lg:]
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w here x is the adin ension%;. longiudinal spatial variable
m easured in units ofag = ~=m !, ,tisthe tinemea—
sured in tem sof 1=!, ,and uj (x;t) u;@; ) ai.The
din ensional reduction leads to Q-Z_i] gij = 2ai; I Z=ag,
wih = m;=m, and ajj being the sywave scattering
lengths. The nom alization for u; is  j13Fd’x = N
where N y is the num ber of particles of each species.

Let us st consider constant am plitude solutions of
Eqg. (:I:), w hich are of the form

5(Zit) = Aget Y (@a)
5= gpPsF+ gy 3Rs 5T @b)

for j= 1;2. W e will study the evolution of sm all pertur-
bations of j of the form

uj i) = @5+ AjEin)e T @)
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Ushg Eqg. (']:) and retaining the rst order tem swe get
partialdi ezentjalequatjons for Aq; 1; Ay; 2 which
can be transform ed to Fourder space to obtain
Z
Aj@zit) = ap k)e*re Wik @)

R

3y k) being the Fourder transform of the nitial pertur-
bation. Perturbations rem ain bounded ifRe[ k)] O.
Som e algebra leads to
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where f; (g55A% + KP=4)k*;c* = ARSI k.
T he socalled m odulational instability M I) occurs when

&)? > 0 Prany k. For an allwavenum bers (worst sit—
uation) we get

g%z > 91927 (6)

which is analogous to the m iscbility criterion for two—
com ponent condensates [8] H ow ever, the physicalm ean—
ng ofEq. 66) is very di erent since now this Instability
is a signature of the tendency to form ocoupled ob fcts
betw een both atom ic species. The role ofM I in the or-
m ation of soliton trains and dom ains In BEC has been
recognized in previous papers Ej, :_l-l_i', :_f@]

III. VECTOR SOLITONS

Egs. 6'3:) have sech-type solutions

1=2

o Ny X e
Uj(X,t)— 2—| sech T (S] (7)
with ;1 = 1=@!%); ; = =@!?), and ! =
2=( g11N; g12N ;) ; provided the restriction
g2 MmN, moNi)=mogoN, migiNi;  (8)

and the M I condition @) are satis ed. Eq. (3_3:) In plies
that, given the num ber of particles In one com ponent the
other is xed.

Since the selfinteraction coe cientsare positive, these
solitons are supported only by the m utual attractive in—
teraction between both com ponents. T his type of vector
soliton thus di ers from others describbed for Nonlnear
Schrodinger equatJons of the form Eq. (:14') such as the
M anakov solitons ﬁ], w here all the nonlinear coe cients
cooperate to form the solitonic solution. TheM I condi-
tion (E) In plies that the form ation of these solitons has
a threshold in g, and m eans that the cross-interaction
m ust be strong enough to be abl to overcom e the self-
repulsion of each atom ic cloud. There are no analogues
to this condition in single com ponent system s since soli-
tons exist for any value of the self-interaction coe cient
g < 0. To x ieas, taking a ¥’ Rb-*'K m ixture with

aix = 69%gjaz; = 9939 the M I condition im plies that
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FIG . 1l: Dependence of the ratio N ,=N; of sech-type vector
solitons on the inter-species scattering length a2 . @) A $TRb-
1K m ixture w ith a1 = 69apj;az2 = 990, (o) An hypotetical
"Li**Nam ixture with a;; = 5ap and az; = 52a.
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FIG.2: [Colr online] Evolution of displaced soliton initial
data of the orm u; = (N 1=Qw)) ™?sech (®+ xo)=w), uz

N 2=Qw))  ?sech (x=w) Pr a *Rb-*'K m ixture with N, =
3000;N2 = 1189;8.11 = 69&0;&12 = 908.0,'8.22 = 998.0 in a
trap with !, = 215 Hz.

a1z < 83ap In order to obtain solitons. In Fig. :g:(a) i
can be seen how the ratio N,=N; is close to 04 in the
range of values of 83ag > ajz > 150ag. An hypothet-
ical’L#*3Nam xture with a;; = 5ag and as, = 52a, (n
appropriate quantum states) leads to the curve n Fig.
-:I: (), which show s a much larger range of variation.

IV. SOLITON STABILITY

W e can use the VakhitovK olokov (VK ) criterdion to
study the stability of solitons given by Eq. @). To do
this, we must study the sign of @ ;=@N ;. For soliton
solutions this can be done from the explicit form of 5.
After some algebrawe nd 1 ®71) and , N,) and ob—
tain that @ 1=@N; > 0; and @ ,=@N, > 0 In all their
range of existence, which proves the linear stability of
the solitons for am all perturbations and contradicts the
naive Intuition that the selfrepulsion would lead to in—
trinsically unstable w avepackets.

W e have studied num erically the robustness of sym —
biotic solitons to nite am plitude perturbations. F irst
w e have perturbed both solutions with sn all am plitude
noise and found that, in agreem ent w ith the predictions
of the VK criterion, they survive after the em ission of
the noise in the form of radiation. N ext we have applied
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FIG. 3: [Colr online] Evolution of the ground state of a
¥ Rb-'K m ixturew ith N1 = 25000;N, = 20000 after sw itch—
ing the Interspecies scattering length from aj;, = 95ap9 to
aiz = 90ap . (@) Initial state: lejZ (blue dotted line) and
12 f (red solid Iine). () Pro X of 1. F rt= 500 show—
ing three rem aining solitons. (c) P sesudocolor plot of lejZ for
x 2 [ 500;500] and t2 [0;500].

a stronger perturbation consisting ofdisplacing m utually
their centers and observe that a soliton is form ed even
for relative displacem ents of the order of the soliton size
Fig. d]. Finally we have started w ith sech-type initial
data which are not solitons and observe that after the
em ission of som e radiation solitons are form ed.

V. GENERATION OF SYMBIOTIC SOLITONS
BY M I

To study the generation ofthese solitonsby M Iin real-
istic system swe have considered a m ulticom ponent B ose—
E nsteln condensate of®’Rb and *'K atom s forwhich the
inter-species scattering length a;, is controlled by the use
ofFeschbach resonances as proposed in [_lQ'] To sin plify
the problem here we do not consider the e ect ofgravity.

W e start by constructing the ground state of the sys—
tem Por an elongated trap typical of the LENS setup
wih !> = 215 Hz, ! = 163 Hz. For these atom ic
species aj; = 69ag and az; = 99ap. W e adjist the inter—
species scattering length to a;, = 95ap during the con—
densation process. The ground state of this system for
N = 25000;N, = 20000, shown in Fig. .3’( )y agreeswe]l
w ith the theoretical predictions for these system s fZO]

A fter the condensate is form ed we change instanta-
neously this quantity to a negative value and at the sam e
tin e switch o the longiudinal trapping potential and
observe num erically the evolution of the ground state.

Firstwe choossa;; = 90ag and observe the evolution
starting from the ground state with a;, = 95. Since
the inter-com ponent repulsive force is not present now,
the sharp dom ain wall ssparating both species (see F 4.
d( )) decay through a highly oscﬂ]atory process related
to the form ation ofa shock wave lZL The naloutcome
is the fom ation of a soliton train (see Fig. :_3(b,c)) of
which three solitons of about 20 m size and each w ith
about 3000 rubidim and 1200 potassium atom s rem ain
In our sinulation dom ain affer 500 adin ensional tin e

FIG .4: Colronline] P ssudocolor plots ofthe evolution ofthe
ground state of a S"Rb4'K m ixture with N 1 = 25000;N, =
20000 after sw itching the Inter-species scattering length from
a1z = 95ag to: @) aix = 70ap, (elow the M I lim it); (o)

aiz = 87ap (slightly abovetheM Ilinita = 83ap.

units [Fig. :_j(c)]. O ther am aller and w ider solitons exit
our integration region traveling at a faster speed.

The nalnumber of solitons depends on the valie of
a1z choosen during the condensation process (which con—
trols the overlapping of the species) and the num ber of
particles N, N, and the negative scattering length ai;
choosen to destabilize the system . For instance, choos—
ng a;, = 70ag, which is below the theoretical lim it
for M I the evolution of the wavepadket is purely disper—
sive [see Fig. 4(a) Choosing a;; = 87ag, above the
M I lin i but below the choice of Fig. 3 lads to the
form ation of a single soliton [ ig. -ﬁ].(b ]. Tt seem s that
the larger the scattering length, the larger the num ber of
solitons which arise after the decay of the initial con g—
uration. The m any degrees of freedom present in these
system open m any posbilities for controling the num ber
and sizes of solitons by appropriately choosing the values
ofa;, before and after the condensate is released and the
Initial num ber of particlesN 1 ;N ;.

VI. COLLISIONS OF SYMBIOTIC SOLITONS

The robustness of symbiotic solitons m anifests also
In their collisional behavior and their intemal structure
m akes the Interaction of these vector solitons very rich.
Since each soliton is a com pound ob Fct the collisions are
at the sam e tin e a coherent phenom enon because of the
direct overbpping of the sam e type of atom s and an in—
coherent one because of the lncoherent nature of interac—
tion between di erent types of atom s. A related sub gct
of recent interest in O ptics is that of partially coherent
solitons I_Z-Zj]

W e have sin ulated head-on collisions of equal sym bi-
otic solitons of opposite velocities given by

r__

EM ﬂ ein mogx+ i

2w w
r__
+ & ¥ X X0 e v mgx+i oy (9)
2w w

for 3 = 1;2. 5; are the relative phases and N, is
given by Eq. érg). In Fig. E we show som e exam ples
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FIG .5: Coloronline] H ead-on collisions of sym biotic solitons
wih N1 = 3000;N, = 1189;w = 1:723;a:11 = 69%9ap;aiz =

90ag and az; = 99a9. (@)-(d) Slow collisions for v = 0:05

and (@) (1547 15 5 207 2; )= (0;0;0;0), @ =
0; ;0;0), d) = (=2;0;0;0). M oderate speed collisions
e v=02; = (0;0;0;0), O v=02; = (=2;0;0;0).

of these collisions. Slow [ ig. E(a—d)] orm oderate speed
collisions F ig. r'5'1'(e—f)] lead to bound solitons while for
larger speeds the picture is not so clear. The speci c
outcom e of the collision depends on the relative soliton
phasesw ith the phase di erence between the larger com —
ponents in the sym biotic soliton (in this case Rb) being
the dom inant ones. For instance collisions w ith phases
(1907 15 7 207 2, )= 0; ; ;0 Fig.i% (©]and
= (0;0; ;0) ot shown) both lead tom utualrepulsion
but the outgoing speeds are di erent due to the di er-
ent interactions between the intermal com ponents of the
soliton. Collisions w ith higher but stillm oderate speeds
Fig. "9J(e—f)] give independent vector solitons. T he out-
com e of the collisions w ith zero phases is a bound state
of tw o vector solitons w hich has intemal oscillations, ie.
som e sort ofm ulticom ponent higher order soliton.

VII. PROSPECTS FOR MULTID IM ENSIONAL

SYMBIOTIC SOLITONS

A very interesting question arising naturally is: do
these sym biotic solitons exist In m ultidim ensional sce—

narios? In principle the answer is not evident since the
only e ect acting against stabilization of m ultidin en-—
sional soliton structureswould be collapse, but one could
think that in this case collapse could be inhbited because
of the repulsive self-interaction, thus a degper analysis is
n order.

The adin ensional m odel equations in two and three
din ensions take the form

1003 :

T om +V 3+ gyhsF + g uys
(10)

wih j= 1;2 and k = 2;1 correspondingly.

Letus rst considerthisproblem in two spatialdim en—
sions. To study collapse rigorously one usually tries to
com pute the exact evolution of the wavepacket w idths
rigorously [_24] For the m ulticom ponent case and m ; =
m, = m, this was studied by group-theoreticalm ethods
by P5]. In our case, from the general form ulae cbtained
by Gosh we get a su cient condition for collapse, which

rusF=em)+ vy ¥

+ g35337=2 + g FiF <0 @y

In principle, this is a bad result for ocbtaining localized
structures since it m eans that arbirarily close to any
stationary solution (for which H = 0), there would be
collapsing solutions and thus stationary solutions, ifthey
exist, would be unstable. A s it isusual in the fram ew ork
of collapse problem s the situation would be even worse
In three spatial dim ensions with solutions of arbitrary
an all num ber of particles undergoing collapse provided
they are Initially su ciently localized.

Thism eans that in principle sym biotic solitons could
only be obtained in quasilD geom etries because of the
transverse stabilization e ect provided by the trap in a
sim ilar way as ordinary bright solitons do.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND EXTENSION S

In this paper we have studied vector solitons in het-
eronuclar tw o-com ponent BE C swhich are supported by
their attractive m utual interaction. T hese sym biotic soli-
tonsare linearly stable and rem arkably robust and can be
generated through m odulational instability phenom enon
w ith m any possbilities for control. Collisions of these
vector solitons show their robustness and open di erent
ways fortheirm anipulation and the design ofnovelquan—
tum states such asbreather-like states. W e have also con—
sidered m ultidin ensional con gurations and shown that
collapse m ay avoid the fom ation of fully m ultidim en—
sional sym biotic solitons.

W e think that the conceptual ideas behind our work
can also be used to understand boson-fermm ion m ixtures.



For Instance, a;, is known to be negative and ]arge for
quantum degenerate m ixtures of 8’Rb and “°K {L7]. In
those system snum erical sin u]atJons have proven the for-

m ation of localized wavepackets [18] which could share
the sam e essentialm echanian s for the form ation of soli-
tary waves.
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