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Sm allpolarons in dilute gas B ose-Einstein condensates

F. M . Cucchietti and E. Tim m erm ans
T-4, Theory Division, Los Alam os NationalLaboratory, Los Alam os, NM 87545

(D ated:M arch 23,2022)

A neutralim purity atom im m ersed in a diluteBose-Einstein condensate(BEC)can havea bound

ground state in which the im purity is self-localized. In this sm allpolaron-like state,the im purity

distortsthedensity ofthesurrounding BEC,thereby creating theself-trapping potentialm inim um .

W e describe the self-localization in a strong coupling approach.

PACS num bers:03.75.H h,67.40.Y v

Experim entalists are pursuing the localization and

transportation of individualatom s in dilute gas Bose-

Einstein condensates (BECs) [1,2]. Their m otives are

m anifold:Thetransportation ofparticlesinto and outof

a localized state would realizea quantum -dot-likesingle

particledevice.Therateatwhich the localized statere-

ceivesorem itsparticlescould determ inethelocaldensity

ofstates like a scanning tunneling m icroscope (STM ).

The m otion of a localized atom could test superuid

dynam ics [3],and its acceleration the Unruh e�ect [4].

Lightresonantwith m ultiple localized particlescould it-

selfexhibit localization [5]. The spins oflocalized par-

ticlescould m ake up a quantum registerofm ovable qu-

bits.However,thechallengeoflocalizing a neutralatom

by m eans ofa steep externalpotentialis daunting [2].

In this Letter,we propose an alternative strategy: an

im purity self-localizes within a region sm aller than the

BEC-healinglength when them agnitudeoftheim purity-

bosonscatteringlength isincreasedaboveacriticalvalue.

Sim ilarto theelectron self-localization in a polarcrystal

(form ing a sm allpolaron),the BEC-im purity localizes

because the interaction energy gain (stem m ing from the

localdistortion ofthe boson-�eld)outweighsthe kinetic

energy cost. O bserving this phenom enon in cold atom s

m ay requirea Feshbach resonance(to altertheim purity-

boson interaction)and im purity creation (eitherby aRa-

m an process or by trapping a di�erent atom species),

but these techniques have been dem onstrated [6]. This

experim ent would create a novelclass of self-localized

particles:polaronswith m asscom parableto,orpossibly

largerthan thatofthe boson particles.

In the context ofcondensed 4He-uids, M iller et al.

[7]rem arked on im purity self-localization and m entioned

the polaron connection.They advocated a perturbation

treatm ent(weak-coupling theory)by dem onstrating the

sim ilarity ofthe perturbed wavefunction with the varia-

tionalone proposed by Feynm an and Cohen to include

‘backow’[8]. The weak-coupling description predicts

that phonon-drag increases the im purity m ass from m I

to m �
I = m I=[1� �],where� isa dim ensionlesscoupling

constant.Itsvalue dependson the BEC density �B ,the

im purity-boson interaction potentialVq,the boson m ass

m B ,and the excitation energy E B
q ofthe boson m odes

ofm om entum q:
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ForadiluteBEC and an im purity-boson contactinterac-

tion ofscattering length aIB ,Vq ! �IB = 2�~2(1=m B +

1=m I)aIB and E B
q ! ~cB q

p
1+ (�q)2. Here,� is the

BEC-healing length which depends on the boson-boson

scattering length aB B ,� = 1=
p
16��B aB B ,and cB de-

notestheBEC velocityofsound,cB = ~=(2m B �),sothat
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(2)

where F (y)=
R1
0

x5=
�p

1+ x2(x
p
1+ x2 + yx2)3

�
. As

in polaron physics,thee�ectivem assdivergenceat� = 1

indicatesself-localization,even though theweak-coupling

description breaksdown when � � 1 [9].

W e describe the self-localized im purity in a strong-

coupling treatm ent { sim ilar to the Landau-Pekar de-

scription ofsm allpolarons[10]{ using a productwave-

function:

	 1;N (r;x1;x2;:::;xN )’ �(r) (x1) (x2)::: (xN ); (3)

where �(r) represents the im purity wavefunction and

 denotes the single particle state occupied by the N

indistinguishable bosons of position xj. W e substi-

tute Eq.(3) into the Ham iltonian eigenvalue equation

and m ultiply �rst by  �(x1) 
�(x2)::: 

�(xN ), then by

��(r) �(x2)::: 
�(xN ).Integratingthe�rstequation over

x1x2:::xN ,the second overr x2:::xN ,and choosing the

ground statewavefunction to be realvalued (e.g.j�j2 =

�2)weobtain [11]

E I�(r)= �
~
2r 2

r

2m I

�(r)+ �IB ’
2(r)�(r) (4a)

�B ’(x)= �
~
2r 2

x

2m B

’(x)+ �B B ’
3(x)+ �IB �

2(x)’(x);

(4b)
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where �B B = [4�~2=m B ]aB B and ’ is the conden-

sate �eld, ’ =
p
N  . If E 1;N and E 0;N are the

ground state energies of N bosons in the presence of

one or zero im purity atom s,the BEC chem icalpoten-

tialis�B = E 1;N � E1;N �1 ,and the im purity energy is

E I = E 1;N � E0;N .

SincetheBEC experiencesthedensity ofonly a single

im purity,its �eld m ay be altered only slightly for suf-

�ciently weak boson-im purity coupling,’(r) =
p
�0
B
+

�’(r). Using �B � �B B �
0

B ,the corresponding lineariza-

tion ofEqs.(4)gives

E b�(r)= �
~
2

2m I

r
2

r
�(r)+ 2�IB

q

�0
B
�’(r)�(r) (5a)

�
r
2

x
� �

�2
�
�’(x)=

2m B �IB
p
�0
B

~
2

�
2(x); (5b)

whereE b = E I � �IB �
0

B isthe binding energy.

Asa m odi�ed Helm oltzequation,wesolveEq.(5b)in

term softhe G reen function G �(r)= (4�)�1 e�jrj=� =jrj,

�’(x)= �
1

2
p
�0
B

�IB

�B B �
2

Z

dr G �(x � r)�2(r): (6)

Theexcessnum berofBEC-atom sin theim purity region

is then
R
dr 2

p
�0
B
�’(r) = � (�IB =�B B ),in agreem ent

with [15]where this num ber,induced by a generalpo-

tential,wasdeterm ined from therm odynam icargum ents.

Thesubstitution of(6)into(5a)resultsin thewaveequa-

tion ofa particle that self-interacts through an attrac-

tiveYukawa(orscreened Coulom b)potential.Exploiting

theCoulom b analogy,weintroducean e�ectivechargeQ

whereQ 2 = [�I;B �
0

B ]aI;B � 2(1+ mB =m I),

E b�(r) = �
~
2

2m I

r
2

r
�(r) (7)

�

�Z

dx
Q 2

jr� xj
e
�

jr� x j

� �
2(x)

�

�(r):

Incidentally,Vm ed(r)= � Q2e�jrj=� =jrjis also the BEC-

m ediated interaction experienced by distinguishablepar-

ticlesim m ersed in a BEC,ascalculated from perturba-

tion theory [12,13].TheCoulom b analogy also suggests

naturalunitsE 0,the Rydberg energy,and R 0,an e�ec-

tiveBohrradius,Q 2=R 0 = ~
2=m IR

2

0
= 2E 0,

E 0 =
�
�IB �

0

B

�
[a3IB �

0

B ]� 4�

�
m B

m I

� 2

(1+
m I

m B

)3

R 0 =
1

4�a2
IB
�0
B

�
m Im B

(m B + m I)
2
; (8)

which set the relevant energy (E 0), tim e (~=E 0) and

length (R 0) scales. Note that[4�a
2

IB �
0

B ]
�1 isthe m ean

freepath ofan im purity m ovingam onghard-spherescat-

terersdistributed atthe BEC-density.

The sm all polaron then corresponds to solutions of

(7) with negative eigenvalue E b. W e break transla-

tionalsym m etry by hand and solve (7) iteratively for

an s-waveim purity wavefunction centered on the origin.

Ateach iteration step,we solve the eigenvalue problem

foran im purity particle experiencing an e�ective poten-

tialu(r) =

hR
dx

�Q
2

jr�xj
e
�

jr� x j

� �2(x)

i

,in which we sub-

stitute the im purity density �2(x) obtained from the

previous iteration. Sphericalsym m etry u(r) to a one-

dim ensionalintegral. W orking in naturalunits (8) and

de�ning � = �=R0,u(r)reads

u(r) =
� 8��

r

�

e
�r=�

Z r

0

dr0 sinh

�
r0

�

�

r
0
�
2(r0)

+ sinh

�
r

�

� Z 1

r

dr0 e�r
0
=�

r
0
�
2(r0)

�

; (9)

where � represents the only density/interaction depen-

dence that rem ains,thereby becom ing the relevant di-

m ensionlesscoupling constant,

� =
�

R 0

=
p
�

s

a4
IB

aB B

�0
B

�

1+
m B

m I

� �

1+
m I

m B

�

: (10)

Another candidate, Q 2=[~cB ], is sim ply proportional,

Q 2=[~cB ]= 2(m B =m I)�. In Fig. 1 we show the iter-

atively obtained �(r)-functions,whereasthe insetshows

the corresponding binding energies(in units ofE 0),for

several�-values. Thus,this strong-coupling description

predictstheim purity self-localizesif� > 4:7.Thedeeply

bound variationalwave function (� > 20) with width

� = 3
p
�=2,shown by thebold lineofFig.1,isrem ark-

ably sim ilarto the iterativefunction [16].

W hen � � 20,the im purity state convergesto thatof

a particlebound by a pureCoulom b-selfinteraction with

energy E b = � 0:316E0 and extent
p
hr2i= 4:64R 0.

To understand the interesting ‘transition’ regim e,

4:7 < � � 20, which exhibits an intricate interac-

tion dependence, we approxim ate the im purity wave-

function variationally. The e�ective im purity equa-

tion (7) is equivalent to m inim izing the functional

E V = T + V=2 [14], where T denotes the kinetic en-

ergy T = � (~2=2m I)
R
dr�(r)r 2�(r) and V the self-

interaction energy V =
R
dr�2(r)u(r) , with respect

to variations of the real-valued norm alized wavefunc-

tion, �(r). Choosing a G aussian trial wavefunction,

�(r) = exp(� jrj2=2�2)=(��2)3=4,the functional,writ-

ten in naturalunits,becom es

E V =
3

2�2
�

r
2

�

f(�=�)

�
; (11)

where f(a) =
R
dr re�ra e�r

2
=2. Num ericalm inim iza-

tion of (11) with respect to � gives a binding energy

thatagreeswellwith theiterativesolution of(7),shown

in dotted line in the inset ofFig. 1. The dashed line
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FIG .1: Radialwavefunction obtained through the iterative

procedure for �=R0 = 4:7;5;10;20;30;40 (from bottom to

top). In bold black line,the initialG aussian guess. In the

inset,the energy ofthe ground wavefunction vs� (dots). In

dotted line,the variationalresultobtained num erically. The

expansion for large �=R0 is in dashed line,and the best �t

E b=E 0 ’ � 1=� + 3R 0=2� in solid line.

FIG .2: M inim al
p
�0
B
a4
IB
=aB B -value for localization ofthe

im purity as a function of the m ass ratio m B =m I obtained

from weak coupling (� > 1)[7]and strong coupling (Eq.(7)

and � > 4:7)descriptions,dashed and solid line respectively.

plots the energy obtained by expanding (11) for large

�, Eb=E 0 ’ � 1=� + 2=�, showing reasonable agree-

m ent with the iterative solution but slightly overesti-

m ating the m inim al�-value for self-localization. A �t

that gives better agreem ent over the whole �-range is

E b=E 0 ’ � 1=� + 1:5=� (solid line in inset ofFig. 1).

W ith E 0 = [�B B �
0

B ]2(m B =m I)�
2,E b also equals

E b � [�B B �
0

B ]2(m B =m I)

�
3

2
� �

�2

�

�

; (12)

rem iniscentofthe strong coupling energy oftraditional

polarons,proportionalto thesquareofthecoupling con-

stant[9].

In Fig. 2 we com pare the corresponding m inim alp
�0
B
a4
IB
=aB B -value for localization as a function of

(m B =m I)predicted by the weak (� > 1)[7]and strong

(� > 4:7)coupling descriptions.Although neithertreat-

m entshould be quantitatively correct,they givecom pa-

rableresultsfor1< (m B =m I)< 10.

In an inhom ogeneousBEC con�ned by a trapping po-

tentialVB (r),theim purity-freedensity �
0

B (r)variesspa-

tially.Assum ing that�0B (r)variesslowly on the scaleof

R 0 (R 0jr �
0

B j=�
0

B < < 1),we describe the self-localized

im purities (which appearpoint-like to the BEC)asim -

m ersed in a locally hom ogeneoussuperuid. Ifthe im -

puritieslocalizeon a tim escaleshorterthan thetim efor

the im purity to m ove appreciable (E 0=~ > > !trap),or

forthe im purities to attracteach other (which depends

on the average im purity density), we can describe the

subsequentim purity dynam icsasthatofclassicalpoint

particlessubjectto an e�ectivepotential.Thispotential

energy V
eff

I
(r) is the sum ofthe externalim purity po-

tentialV ext
I (r),them ean-�eld energy �IB �

0

B (r),and the

localbinding energy E b[�
0

B (r)]ofEq.(12). Com puting

�0B (r)in the Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation,we �nd

V
eff

I
(r)= V

ext
I (r)+ �B [1� VB (r)=�B ]�

�
�IB

�B B

+ 2
m B

m I

�
� �2(r)

�
+
3�(r)

2

��

; (13)

where

�(r) =
p
�

�

1+
m B

m I

� �

1+
m I

m B

�

s

a4
IB

aB B

�0
B
(r= 0)�

s

1�
VB (r)

�B
: (14)

Even when V ext
I = 0and theim purity-BEC interaction is

repulsive�IB > 0{sothattheboson m ean-�eld (the�rst

FIG .3: E�ective potentialofthe im purity as a function of

distance to the trap center for (a) attractive and (b) repul-

sive boson-im purity interaction, using �
0

B (0)ja
3

IB j = 10
� 3
,

jaIB j=aB B = 10
3
and m I = m B . (c) and (d) have aIB > 0,

but the form er has �0B (0)ja
3

IB j= 0:05 and m I = m B ,while

in thelatter�
0

B (0)ja
3

IB j= 10
� 3

and m B = 14:5m I(
6
Liim pu-

rities in a
87
R b BEC).The dashed lines show the values at

which the localization condition,� > 4:7,isnotful�lled.
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term in the fg-bracket)would expellthe im purity from

the trap center { the binding energy (the other term s

in the fg-bracket)can give an overallpotentialthatat-

tractsthe im purities to the trap m iddle. This behavior

isillustrated in Fig. 3 fortypicalexperim entalparam e-

tersfor 6Liim puritiesin a 87RbBEC (m B =m I = 14:5).

Even ifin thetrueground statetheim purity would hover

at the edge ofthe BEC,the self-localization can form

a m etastable state with long tunneling tim es. In any

case,V ext
I can keep the im puritieswithin the BEC,and

�B I > 0-im puritiestend to gatherin the trap center.

A question rem ainsregardingtheaccuracyoftheprod-

uct state (3) when m B =m I � 1,although jEbj� �B

im pliesa separation oftim e scalesthatjusti�esthe lack

ofim purity-BEC correlations. For jE bj. �B ,a m ore

sophisticated description could be useful:we expectthe

aboveresultsto serveasa benchm ark forfuturecalcula-

tions.

W hen isthe linearization of’ justi�ed? W ith �(r)=

e�r
2
=2�

2

=(��2)3=4, the ratio of the peak-value of the

im purity-induced uctuation,�’(r = 0),to its spatial

average,
p
�0
B
,equals �’(r = 0)=

p
�0
B
= � (1=

p
�)(1 +

m B =m I)(aIB =�)f(�=[
p
2�]). Assum ing a deeply bound

polaron,f(�=[
p
2�])� 1 and � � 3

p
�=2R0,the condi-

tion j�’(r= 0)=
p
�0
B
j< 1=10 takesthe form

j�
0

B a
3

IB j<
m 2

Im B

(m B + m I)
3

1

1:89

1

10
: (15)

A large increase in aIB above the criticalvalue forself-

localization could collapsethesystem when thelineariza-

tion condition ��B =�
0

B isviolated,asfound in [11]. W e

speculate that in this regim e �IB > 0 im purities could

‘phaseseparate’,creating a holein the BEC-density.

In addition,the self-localization condition,� > 4:7,

givesa lowerbound to j�0B a
3

IB jand

m 2

Im B

(m B + m I)
3

1

18:9
> j�

0

B a
3

IB j> 7:0

�
aB B

aIB

�
m 2

Im
2

B

(m B + m I)
4
;

(16)

de�nes the regim e in which the linearization assum p-

tion holds and the strong-coupling description predicts

self-localization. Furtherm ore, the (aIB =aB B ) ratio is

subjectto conditionsstem m ing from the validity ofthe

contact description ofthe im purity-boson interactions,

j�0B a
3

IB j< < 1,and from the outer-m ost inequalities of

(16),giving,respectively

�
�
�
�

aIB

aB B

�
�
�
�> >

7:0m 2

Im
2

B

(m B + m I)
4
; and

�
�
�
�

aIB

aB B

�
�
�
�>

132m B

(m B + m I)
:

(17)

Theseconditionsm ay requirea Feshbach resonance,but

thiscan be achieved with existing technology.

Tim eofightm easurem entsordi�raction oflightreso-

nantwith im puritiescan detectsm allpolaron form ation.

In theform ercase,thetightly bound im puritywavefunc-

tion can expand fasterand furtherthan ifthe im purity

were notself-bound [17].In the lattercase,the opening

angle� oftheconein which lightofm om entum k isscat-

tered coherently,2sin(�=2) � 1=[k
p
hr2i],for k � R

�1
0

widensabruptly when the im purity self-localizes.

In sum m ary,we have pointed out that a neutralim -

purity atom im m ersed in a hom ogeneous(orlarge)BEC

can self-localizein aregion sm allerthan theBEC-healing

length. In a strong-coupling description with BEC lin-

earization,the localizing BEC-distortion givesriseto an

attractiveself-interactionwith aspatialdependenceiden-

tical to the BEC m ediated im purity-im purity interac-

tion. Roughly, binding occurs when the range of the

self-interaction range exceeds the extent of the bound

im purity { m ore precisely, when � > 4:7, a condition

thatcan be ful�lled experim entally. Using a variational

G aussian im purity wavefunction,we construct an ana-

lyticalapproxim ation to the binding energy from which

weobtained thee�ectivepotentialenergy experienced by

self-localized im puritiesin a trapped BEC.
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