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A selftrapped BoseE instein condensate in three-dim ensional free space is shown to be stabi-
lized by feedback controlof the interatom ic interaction through nondestructive m easurem ent of the
condensate’s peak colum n density. T he stability is found to be robust against poor resolution and

experin ental errors in the m easurem ent.
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I. NTRODUCTION

M atter{wave bright solitons of a BoseE instein con-—
densate BEC) in a quasione din ensional (1D ) trapping
potential have been realized by the ENS group ] and
theR ice group W1. T he stability ofthis selftrapped state
is achieved by the balance between the attractive inter—
atom ic Interaction and the quantum kinetic pressure. In
1D , the bright soliton is stable and robust against noise.
In 2D and 3D, how ever, the balance betw een the attrac—
tive interaction and the kinetic pressure is precarious,
and in nitesim al deviations from the stationary state
cause a collapse or expansion of the system . W hile self-
trapped liquids, such as a raindrop, are quite comm on, a
selftrapped gas is a novel state of m atter. Such a stable
selftrapped state In a gaseous BEC in 2D or 3D, if it
can be realized, m ight be referred to as a m atterwave
droplt or sin ply a BEC droplt.

A schem e proposed In Refs. l,l] to stabilize a BEC
droplt is to oscillate the interatom ic interaction rapidly
using Feshbach resonance l,l]. T he rapid oscillation of
the Interaction produces an e ective potential that pre—
vents the condensate from collapsing. T his phenom enon
is sim ilar to the stabilization of an inverted pendulim
by an oscillating pivot l]. Several researchers have
dem onstrated the stabilization of a BEC droplet In 2D
w ith oscillating interactions by num erically solving the
G ross{P ftaevskii (GP) equation l,I,I,I]. M ontesinos
et al. ] have shown that this stabilization in 2D is
also possible foram ulticom ponent BEC .M atuszew skiet
al ] have predicted 3D breather solitons con ned In
a 1D lattice. However, in 3D free gpace, it appears that
an oscillating interaction alone cannot stabilize a BEC
droplkt due to dynam ical mstabiliries I, B1. By taking
Into account the e ect ofenergy dissipation, which always
exists in realistic situations, we have shown that a BEC
droplet w ith oscillating interactions can be stabilized in

3o M.

In the present paper, we show that a BEC droplkt in
3D free space can be stabilized by feedback control of
the Interaction through nondestructive m easurem ent of
the condensate’s peak colum n density. Realtin e m oni-

toring ofthe density pro ke ofa condensate ispossible by
using a nondestructive in-situ In aging m ethod .]. The
collapse or expansion of the condensate can be prevented
by a decrease or ncrease, resgoectively, in the strength of
the attractive interaction if the peak density of the con—
densate Increases above or decreases below a prescribed
value. T hus, the shape ofthe BEC droplt can bem ain—
tained w ithout collapse or expansion by negative feed-
back from the result of the realtin e m easurement. W e
w illalso exam ine the e ect ofexperin ental In perfections
In the reaktin e m easurem ent, such as gpatial and tine
resolutions and experim ental errors, and show that the
stabilized BEC droplet is robust against these in perfec—
tions.

T his paper is organized as ©llow s. Section [l discusses
the stationary solutions of the GP equations in 1D, 2D,
and 3D free space. Section Ml num erically investigates
the dynam ics of the condensate under feedback control,
and show s that a BEC droplt in 3D can be stabilized
r a wide range of param eters. Section M presents
variationalanalysis using a G aussian trial function. Sec—
tion [l studies the stability against m easurem ent errors
and nitem easuram ent resolution, and show sthata BEC
droplt is robust against these experin ental In perfec-
tions. F inally, Sec.ll concludes this paper.

II. STATIONARY SOLUTIONS OF THE
GROSS{PITAEVSKIIEQUATION IN FREE
SPACE

W e rst consider a stationary state ofa BEC wih an
attractive interaction in free space. T he dynam ics of the
BEC are described by the GP equation,
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wherem isthemassofan atom, V is the extemal po—
tential, and a is the s-wave grattering length. The wave
fiinction isnom alized with J $dr = N ,with N behg
the num ber of atom s.

W hen the extemal potential is given by V =
m!?, &%+ y*)=2 and h! 14 ismuch larger than the other
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characteristic energies, the degrees of freedom ofthe BEC
In the x and y directions are frozen and the system be-
haves asan e ective 1D system . W riting the wave func—
tion as

| ! .
() = m : 1de s 2’h1d x2+y?) il 14t
h

2 (2); )

and integrating Eq. W) overx and y, we obtain an e ec—
tive 1D equation:
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where gig = 2h!i4a. Ifa < 0, this equation has a well-
known soliton solution []:
r__
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where = m!2,a°N?=2, = m!;qpN=h, and z is
the position of the peak. This is the ground state so—
lution, and i has no dynam ical instabilities. Thus an
attractive BEC is stable in 1D .
When V. = m!%,z°=2 and h!,4 ismuch larger than
the other characteristic energies, the system behaves as
an e ective 2D system . Substituting the wave fiinction
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into Eq. ), and ntegrating the result over z, we obtain
an e ective 2D equation:
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where goq = (8 h’a?!,4=m )'™2. At the critical strength
of the interaction
n?
Se 1862——; 7
92a N (7

Eq. ) has a stationary selftrapped solution, which is
known as the Townes soliton []. If the peak of the
Tow nes soliton is located at the origin r = 0, the wave
fiinction is axisym m etric and the density 7 ¥ m onoton—
ically decreasesto zero forr ! 1 . The Townes soliton
also has a scaling property; if «, X;y) isa stationary so—
ution ofEq. M), the scaled wave function 4y ( X; y)

w ith an arbitrary scaling param eter isalso a stationary
solution of Eq. ). However, the Townes soliton is dy—
nam ically unstable in the sense that an in nitesim alde-
viation from the stationary solution grow s exponentially
In tim e, and therefore the Tow nes soliton eventually col-
lapses or expands.

W henV = 0, ie., in 3D free space, Eq. ) witha< 0
has a stationary selftrapped solution that isdynam ically
unstable like the Townes soliton. T he density ofthis sta—
tionary solution has spherical sym m etry and m onotoni-
cally decreasesto zero forr ! 1 ]. The striking dif-
ference between this 3D stationary state and the Townes
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FIG .1: Stationary unstable solution ofEq. ) (solid curve)
org= (2 )* 2. The Gaussian function e rf_ 3=2 is super—
in posed as a dashed curve for com parison. See Sec. [l or
the choice of param eters. T he Inset show s the sam e fiinctions
on a logarithm ic scale to show the di erence In the large—r
behavior.

soliton is in their scaling properties. Nom alizing the
length, tin e, and wave fiinction in unitsof , m ¥=h, and
N =%)1=2 respectively, where ' is an arbitrary length
scale, Eq. ) reduces to
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whereg= 4 N a=‘. Therefore, if (r;t) is a solution of
the G P equation w ith scattering length a, the scaled wave
finction 372 ( r; ?t) also satis es the GP equation
w ith scattering length a= . This indicates that there
alv ays exists an unstable stationary solution for any g <
0, and the solutions for di erent g’s are related by the
scaling transform ation. In contrast, In 2D, the Townes
soliton exists only for a particularvalie of gog = g5 (see
Eq. l)) Pran arbitrary scaling param eter

In Fig.ll, we plot the density pro J of the unstable
Stationary state .n 3D org= (2 )>2,which isnum eri-
cally obtained by the N ew ton {R aphson m ethod 1]. The
inset of F ig. Ml show s the logarithm ic plot of the larger
behavior. W e nd that the tail of the unstable station-—
ary state (solid curve) is longer than that of the G aus—
sian wave function e * = 372 (dashed curve). G enerally,
In d din ensions the unstable stationary wave function
has an asym ptotic om r® 972 e ¥ y ith constant ¢ for
r! 1 []. The dependence of the tailon r In the In—
set of F ig. [l is consistent w ith this finctional orm w ith
d= 3andc’ 13.

III. FEEDBACK CONTROL OF A BEC
DROPLET

The 3D stationary solution of Eq. W) is dynam ically
unstable against collbpse and expansion. The ain of



the present paper is to show that we can stabilize it by
controlling the scattering length a. W hen the system is
about to collapse, we can increase a to prevent the col-
lapse. Sim ilarly, a decrease In a can prevent expansion.
T hus, by m easuring the density pro l ofthe condensate
in a nondestructivem anner, w e can achieve feedback con—
trolofa to stabilize a BEC droplt.

An observable quantity in nondestructive phase—
contrast In aging 1] is the colum n densiy of the con-
densate, given by

deor&jy;) = dz3 (;0F; ©)
w here the line of sight isassum ed to be in the z direction.
W e use the peak value of the colum n density,

D deo1(0;0;); 10)

for the feedback control

Let Dy be the target value of the stabilized col-
um n densiy. The feedback loop should operate on the
strength of the Interaction g in such a m anner that any
deviation D' D D from the target value D o willbe
suppressed. W e assum e that the tin e derivative of g de—
pends on D" up to the second derivative w ith respect to
tine:

g=ADO Doy)+BDB+CD; 1)

where A, B, and C are din ensionless constants. R ecov—
ering the din ensions of D and t by multiplying by N =¥
and m ¥=h, respectively, where ‘ is an arbitrary unit of
length, we can write Eq. l@) as
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In experin ents, a tin e sequence of phase-contrast in —
ages is taken by a CCD cam era at a certain fram e rate
eg.,20kHzin Ref. [1]). T herefore, them easurem ent of
D isperformm ed at discrete tin es and the tin e derivatives
in Eq. M) are approxin ately obtained by
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where tisthe intervalbetween m easurem ents. A cocord—
ngly, g is also changed stepw ise as
n o
AD (@& Dol]+tBD-(t)+CD ) ;
14)
where Egs. [l and ) are used ©rD-(t) and D (t).
The Interval t must be made much snaller than the
characteristic tin e scale ofthe dynam ics. The tdepen-
dence of the stability is discussed in Sec.ll.
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FIG.2: Time evolution of (@) the deviation D’ D Do

of the peak colum n density (see Egs. ) and ) and ()
the fraction of rem aining atom s N =N (solid curve) and the
strength of the interaction § = g go (dashed curve), for
A = 10,B = 100,C = 50, t= 0:01,D o= 1= ,and gy =

2 )72, The initial state isthe G aussian wave function =
e ri=2_ 3=4 and the valie of g starts from 0 (not visble in
the present resolution). The inset In (o) show s the converged
density pro e § f att= 100.

W e assum e that the initial state is the noninteract-
Ing ground state In an isotropic ham onic potentialVv =
m !?r?=2. Henceforth, we take the units of length and
tihetobe ‘= h=m !)I? and ! !, respectively. The
Initial state is then describbed by the G aussian wave func—
tion = e® 2= 3% Att= 0, the trapping potential is
suddenly sw itched o and the strength of the interaction
isssttobeg= (2 )>2. The strength ofthe interaction
g evolves in tim e according to Eq. @), where the value
of D is chosen to be the pgak colimn density of the
nitial wave function, D = dzj &= 0;y = 0;z;t=
0)F = 1= . The wave finction evolves In tin e according
to Eq. ), which is num erically solved by the C rank{
N icolson m ethod. W e neglect the e ect of gravity by
assum Ing that i is canceled using, eg., a technique of
m agnetic levitation [0].

Figurel @) shows the tin e evolution of D rA =
10, B = 100, C 50, and t= 0:01. The value of
D deviates signi cantly from D, only or t < 20, and
quickly converges to D ¢ thereafter. This indicates that



the feedback controlofthe Interaction successfully works
to stabilize a BEC droplet in 3D . The inset in Fig.l ®)
show s the density pro l of the condensate at t = 100.
T his converged density pro I is found to be related to
the stationary solution ofEq. ) by appropriate scaling.
T he feedback controlcan thustransform a G aussian wave
fllnction into a stationary solution ofEq. ). D uring this
transfom ation, a certain fraction of atom s are lost from
the condensate. The solid curve in Fig.ll ®) shows the
fraction of atom s rem aining w ithin the radius r = 10
around the center of the condensate,

— = dr4 r¥*5 ¥: 15)
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W e nd that roughly 10% of atom s are scattered away

from the condensate w ithout retuming to the center due

to the lack of a trapping potential.

F igurell show s the dependence of the dynam ics on the
feedback param eters. F igurell (@) show sthat the param —
eter A controls the am plitude of the density oscillation.
T he oscillation frequency increases w ith an increase n
A, and for large A the system becom es unstable against
the grow th In the am plitude of the density oscillations.
T his is because the term of A in Eq. ) plays a role of
pulling the valie ofD back to D ¢. IfA istoo large, this
pulling causes an overshoot, resulting in oscillations of
D . Figuresll (o) and (c) indicate that the am plitudes of
the oscillations decrease w ith increasing B and C . The
decay of the oscillations accelerates for larger B Fig.ll
()], while it decelerates for largerC Fig.l ©)].

Figure B shows a stability diagram of the feedback
control w ith respect to the feedback param eters B and
C . W e take the value A = 10, sihce Jarger values of A
cause rapid oscillations of the system , as shown in Fig.ll
@). W e nd that the BEC droplkt can be stabilized for
B~ 30andC > 20.

IV. VARIATIONAL ANALYSIS

In order to understand iIn an analytic m anner the sta—
bility of the system sub ect to the feedback control dis-
cussed in Sec.ll, we conduct a variational analysis.

W e em ploy the G aussian trial function 1]

1 £2

¢ = e BT, 6)
where R (t) is a variational param eter that characterizes
the size ofthe condensate. Equation ) is derived by the
application of the variational principle to the action

Z
S = drdt
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Substituting the variational wave finction [ll) into

Eq. M) and m inin izing the result wih respect to R,

we obtain the equation ofm otion forR as
1 g 1 .
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FIG . 3: Dependence of the dynam ics of D on the feedback

param eters A, B, and C . T he other conditions are the sam e
as i Fig.l.

T he unstable stationary solition of Eq. M) is obtained
©rR = g=@ )*?;hence,ifg= @ )*?,wehaveR =
1. In Fig.ll, we plot the G aussian finction M¥) with R =
1 as a dashed curve. Com paring i w ith the num erically
obtaied stationary solution ofEq. ) withg= (2 )32
(solid curve), we see that the centraldensity is larger and
the tail is longer for the stationary solution than for the
G aussian function.

Since R cannot directly be m easured In experin ents,
w e rew rite the equation ofm otion in termm s ofthe central
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FIG .4: Stability diagram ofthe BEC droplet under feedback
control or A = 10. The other conditions are the sam e as in
Fig.l. The open circles show stable points and the lkd
circles show unstable points.

colum n density
Z

D =2

drj ¢ § = 19)
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W e consider am all deviations from gy = 2 )*72 and
Ro = 1,and decomposeD and gasD = Dgy+ D and
g= g+ g,whereD ;= 1= .Equation #®) can then be
rew ritten as

1
D=D Pﬁg; (20)

w here we have kept only the term s lnear in P jand 3.
From Eq. M), we have

§= AD + BD*+ CD': @1)

D1i erentiating Eq. @) with respect to t and using
Eq. ), we cbtain

0 1 0 1
LT 0o 1 o ' D
e ) 0 1 AR g
dt - 1 B . C

D T3 s-2 T3 s-2 T3 s-2 D
22)

Ifthe3 3matrix in Eq. #) has an eigenvalue whose
real part is positive, D' diverges exponentially in tim e.
T herefore, the condition for stability is that allthe eigen—
valies have negative real parts, which can be exam ined
by using the Routh {H urw itz criterion ] w ithout actu-
ally solving the eigenvalie equation. The stability con—
dition of Eq. M) is und to be (see Appendix [l or
derivation)

> 0; (23a)
P— ._
B > 2 52, 23b)
C 0; (23c)
B
A < C (23d)
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FIG.5: Tine evolution of the peak colum n density D w ith
m easurem ent errors given in Eq. [l ©r " = 0 (solid lne),
"= 02 (dashed line), "= 06 (dotted line), and "= 0:7 (dot—
dashed line). T he feedback param eters are A = 10, B = 100,
and C = 0. T he other conditions are the sam e as in Fig.H.

T hese inequalities qualitatively agree w ith the stability
diagram in Fig. .

V. EFFECTS OF EXPERIM ENTAL
IM PERFECTIONS ON THE STABILITY OF
FEEDBACK CONTROL

W e have so far assum ed that the peak colum n density
D can be measured precisely. However, In real exper—
In ents, there are always in perfections in the m easure—
m ent, such as errors and the nite resolution oftin e and
space. In this section, we investigate the e ects of such
In perfections on the stability of our feedback control.

W e rst study the e ects of m easurem ent errors of D
on the stability. W e assum e that them easured value w ith
an error is given by

Dn=D (L+ "Vma); (24)

where D is de ned by Eq. #®), " describes the error
level, and vy,q is a random variable that sim ulates the
m easurem ent error and is assum ed to obey the nom al
distrbution e Vma=2= 2 . Figure Ml shows som e exam —
ples of the tin e evolution ofD , n which D » isused in
the feedback equation W) instead of D . W e nd that
the system is tolerant against an error levelup to about
60% in every m easurem ent, and the stability is excellent.
In Fig.l, we see that D has a tendency to decrease w ith
an Increase in ". This phenom enon is sin ilar to that In
the case of oscillating interactions [, 1], where the peak
density is suppressed by the oscillation ofthe Interaction.
In the present case, the random uctuations in g play the
roke of oscillating Interactions.

W e next study the e ect on the stability of the spatial
resolution in the measurement of D . W e assum e that
due to the nite spatial resolution, the m easured value is
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FIG.6: Tine evolution of the peak column density D w ith
spatial resolution given in Eq. ) ®r = 0 (solid Ine),
= 02 (dashed line), = 05 (dotted line),and = 06 (dot—
dashed line). T he feedback param eters are A = 10, B = 100,
and C = 0. T he other conditions are the sam e as in Fig.M.

tered by a G aussian function,

Z
1 a2y
dxd
Y3

D = 7€ 77 et ®jy)i @5)

where deo1 %;y) is given in Eq. ) and  characterizes
the spatial resolution. F igurell show s the tin e evolution
of D, in which D isused n Eq. M) instead of D . It
is rem arkable that the stability is very robust against
low resolution. In fact, Fig.ll show s that the acceptable
resolution can be aln ost the size of the condensate itself.

W e have assum ed so far that the successive m easure-
m entsareperform ed at an intervalof t= 0:01.W ehave
also exam ined the stability for larger twih A = 10,
B = 100,and C = 0 (w ith the other conditions the sam e
as in Fig.l), and ©und that stability is achieved for a
tin e intervalofup to t= 04.

A s an exam ple, ket us consider the case of ®5Rb atom s
and take the units of length and tine to be 35 m and
16 m s, which correspondsto ! = 10 2 Hz. Then, the
resolution of the phase-contrast in agihg must be <
1:7 m, and the interval of the m easurem ents m ust be

t < 64 ms, which corresponds to a fram e rate > 160
Hz. Ifweusea larger condensate (1e.,a an aller! ), these
restrictions can be relaxed.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that a BEC droplet (selftrapped con-—
densate) can be stabilized In 3D free space by the feed—
back control of the strength of the interaction between
atom s. By negative feedback on the strength of the n—
teraction through nondestructive m onioring of the peak
colum n density of the condensate, we can prevent the
condensate from collapsing and expanding. Even start-
Ing from a Gaussian wave fiunction, we can reach the
stationary state ofthe GP equation by feedback control.

W e have considered the feedback from thepeak colum n
density D and is tin e derivatives - and D Eq. W),
and have exam ined the stability of the system for var-
Jous values of the param eters. W e found that stability
is obtained for a wide range of param eters, as shown in
Figs.l and M.

W e have also Investigated the stability against ex-—
perin ental in perfections, such as m easurem ent errors
Fi.l), nie spatial resolntion Fig.M), and nite tine
Intervalsbetween m easurem ents. W e have found that the
stability is robust against these in perfections.

In this paper, we have considered only the sinplest
form ofnegative feedback . M ore robust stability m ay be
obtained and the stationary state m ay be reached m ore
quickly if m ore sophisticated m ethods are used, such as
theKaman Ier 1] and robust control [1].
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APPENDIX A:STABILITY CONDITION W ITH
THE ROUTH{HURW ITZ CRITERION

A ccording to the Routh {H urw itz criterion 1], all so—
lutions of a polynom ialequation
ap "+a "+ #8 +a,=0 @1)

have negative realparts if (1) allthe coe cientsa ; fori=
0;1;

a; as as 2i @

dp Az a4 2i @

0 a; a3 213

0 a a 2i@ ®2)
0 i a

fori= 2;3; ;N are positive.

The system described by Eq. ##) is stable if all the
eigenvaluesofthe 3 3m atrix on the right-hand side have
negative realparts. T he eigenvalie equation is given by

c B
3t p 24 p

A
2 5=2 2 5=2 1 *F 2 5=2 =0: @3
Applying the Routh{Humw itz criterion to Eq. [, we
obtain the condition for the stability given in Eq. W),

;N are realand posiive and (2) the determ inants
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