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A self-trapped Bose-Einstein condensate in three-dim ensionalfree space is shown to be stabi-

lized by feedback controloftheinteratom ic interaction through nondestructivem easurem entofthe

condensate’speak colum n density. The stability isfound to be robustagainst poorresolution and

experim entalerrorsin the m easurem ent.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M atter{wave bright solitons of a Bose-Einstein con-

densate(BEC)in a quasi-onedim ensional(1D)trapping

potentialhave been realized by the ENS group [1]and

theRicegroup [2].Thestability ofthisself-trapped state

isachieved by the balance between the attractive inter-

atom icinteraction and thequantum kineticpressure.In

1D,thebrightsoliton isstableand robustagainstnoise.

In 2D and 3D,however,the balancebetween the attrac-

tive interaction and the kinetic pressure is precarious,

and in�nitesim al deviations from the stationary state

cause a collapse orexpansion ofthe system . W hile self-

trapped liquids,such asa raindrop,arequitecom m on,a

self-trapped gasisa novelstateofm atter.Such a stable

self-trapped state in a gaseous BEC in 2D or 3D,ifit

can be realized,m ight be referred to as a m atter-wave

dropletorsim ply a BEC droplet.

A schem e proposed in Refs.[3,4]to stabilize a BEC

dropletisto oscillatetheinteratom icinteraction rapidly

using Feshbach resonance[5,6].Therapid oscillation of

the interaction producesan e�ective potentialthatpre-

ventsthe condensatefrom collapsing.Thisphenom enon

is sim ilar to the stabilization ofan inverted pendulum

by an oscillating pivot [7]. Several researchers have

dem onstrated the stabilization ofa BEC droplet in 2D

with oscillating interactions by num erically solving the

G ross{Pitaevskii(G P)equation [3,4,8,9]. M ontesinos

et al. [10]have shown that this stabilization in 2D is

alsopossiblefora m ulticom ponentBEC.M atuszewskiet

al.[11]have predicted 3D breather solitons con�ned in

a 1D lattice. However,in 3D free space,itappearsthat

an oscillating interaction alone cannot stabilize a BEC

droplet due to dynam icalinstabilities [4,8]. By taking

intoaccountthee�ectofenergydissipation,whichalways

existsin realistic situations,we have shown thata BEC

dropletwith oscillating interactionscan be stabilized in

3D [12].

In the presentpaper,we show thata BEC dropletin

3D free space can be stabilized by feedback controlof

the interaction through nondestructive m easurem ent of

the condensate’speak colum n density. Real-tim e m oni-

toringofthedensity pro�leofacondensateispossibleby

using a nondestructivein-situ im aging m ethod [13].The

collapseorexpansion ofthecondensatecan beprevented

by a decreaseorincrease,respectively,in thestrength of

the attractiveinteraction ifthe peak density ofthe con-

densate increasesabove ordecreasesbelow a prescribed

value.Thus,theshapeoftheBEC dropletcan bem ain-

tained without collapse or expansion by negative feed-

back from the resultofthe real-tim e m easurem ent. W e

willalsoexam inethee�ectofexperim entalim perfections

in the real-tim e m easurem ent,such as spatialand tim e

resolutions and experim entalerrors,and show that the

stabilized BEC dropletisrobustagainstthese im perfec-

tions.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.Section IIdiscusses

the stationary solutionsofthe G P equationsin 1D,2D,

and 3D free space. Section III num erically investigates

the dynam icsofthe condensate underfeedback control,

and shows that a BEC droplet in 3D can be stabilized

for a wide range of param eters. Section IV presents

variationalanalysisusing a G aussian trialfunction.Sec-

tion V studies the stability againstm easurem enterrors

and �nitem easurem entresolution,andshowsthataBEC

droplet is robust against these experim entalim perfec-

tions.Finally,Sec.VIconcludesthispaper.

II. STA T IO N A R Y SO LU T IO N S O F T H E

G R O SS{P ITA EV SK II EQ U A T IO N IN FR EE

SPA C E

W e �rstconsidera stationary state ofa BEC with an

attractiveinteraction in freespace.Thedynam icsofthe

BEC aredescribed by the G P equation,

i�h
@ 

@t
= �

�h
2

2m
r
2
 + V  +

4��h
2
a

m
j j

2
 ; (1)

where m is the m ass ofan atom ,V is the externalpo-

tential,and a isthe s-wavescattering length.The wave

function isnorm alized with
R
j j2dr = N ,with N being

the num berofatom s.

W hen the external potential is given by V =

m !2
1d
(x2 + y2)=2 and �h!1d ism uch largerthan theother
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characteristicenergies,thedegreesoffreedom oftheBEC

in the x and y directionsare frozen and the system be-

havesasan e�ective 1D system .W riting the wavefunc-

tion as

 (r)=

r
m !1d

��h
e
�

m ! 1d
2�h

(x
2
+ y

2
)�i! 1dt z(z); (2)

and integrating Eq.(1)overx and y,weobtain an e�ec-

tive1D equation:

i�h
@ z

@t
= �

�h
2

2m

@2 z

@z2
+ g1dj zj

2
 z; (3)

where g1d = 2�h!1da. Ifa < 0,thisequation hasa well-

known soliton solution [14]:

 z = e
�i�t=�h

r

�N

2
sech�(z� z0); (4)

where � = � m !2

1d
a2N 2=2,� = m !1djajN =�h,and z0 is

the position ofthe peak. This is the ground state so-

lution,and it has no dynam icalinstabilities. Thus an

attractiveBEC isstablein 1D.

W hen V = m !2
2d
z2=2 and �h!2d is m uch larger than

the other characteristic energies,the system behavesas

an e�ective 2D system .Substituting the wavefunction

 (r)=

�
m !2d

��h

�1=4

e
�

m ! 2d
2�h

z
2
�i

! 2d
2

t
 xy(x;y) (5)

into Eq.(1),and integrating theresultoverz,weobtain

an e�ective 2D equation:

i�h
@ xy

@t
= �

�h
2

2m

�
@2

@x2
+

@2

@y2

�

 xy + g2dj xyj
2
 xy;(6)

where g2d = (8��h
3
a2!2d=m )

1=2.Atthe criticalstrength

ofthe interaction

g
cr

2d ’ � 1:862
��h

2

m N
; (7)

Eq.(6) has a stationary self-trapped solution,which is

known as the Townes soliton [15]. If the peak of the

Townessoliton is located atthe origin r = 0,the wave

function isaxisym m etric and the density j j2 m onoton-

ically decreasesto zero forr ! 1 . The Townessoliton

alsohasascalingproperty;if xy(x;y)isastationaryso-

lution ofEq.(6),the scaled wavefunction � xy(�x;�y)

with an arbitraryscalingparam eter� isalsoastationary

solution ofEq.(6). However,the Townessoliton is dy-

nam ically unstable in the sense thatan in�nitesim alde-

viation from the stationary solution growsexponentially

in tim e,and thereforetheTownessoliton eventually col-

lapsesorexpands.

W hen V = 0,i.e.,in 3D freespace,Eq.(1)with a < 0

hasastationaryself-trapped solution thatisdynam ically

unstableliketheTownessoliton.Thedensity ofthissta-

tionary solution has sphericalsym m etry and m onotoni-

cally decreasesto zero forr ! 1 [16].The striking dif-

ferencebetween this3D stationary stateand theTownes
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FIG .1: Stationary unstable solution ofEq.(8)(solid curve)

forg = � (2�)
3=2

.The G aussian function e
� r

2

=�
3=2

issuper-

im posed as a dashed curve for com parison. See Sec.IV for

thechoiceofparam eters.Theinsetshowsthesam efunctions

on a logarithm ic scale to show the di�erence in the large-r

behavior.

soliton is in their scaling properties. Norm alizing the

length,tim e,and wavefunction in unitsof‘,m ‘2=�h,and

(N =‘3)1=2, respectively, where ‘ is an arbitrary length

scale,Eq.(1)reducesto

i
@ 

@t
= �

r 2

2
 + gj j

2
 ; (8)

where g = 4�N a=‘. Therefore,if (r;t)isa solution of

theG P equation with scatteringlength a,thescaled wave

function �3=2 (�r;�2t) also satis�es the G P equation

with scattering length a=�. This indicates that there

alwaysexistsan unstablestationary solution forany g <

0,and the solutions for di�erent g’s are related by the

scaling transform ation. In contrast,in 2D,the Townes

soliton existsonly fora particularvalueofg2d = gcr
2d
(see

Eq.(7))foran arbitrary scaling param eter�.

In Fig.1,we plot the density pro�le ofthe unstable

stationarystatein 3D forg = � (2�)3=2,which isnum eri-

callyobtained bytheNewton{Raphson m ethod [17].The

insetofFig.1 showsthe logarithm ic plotofthe large-r

behavior. W e �nd thatthe tailofthe unstable station-

ary state (solid curve)is longerthan that ofthe G aus-

sian wavefunction e�r
2

=�3=2 (dashed curve).G enerally,

in d dim ensions the unstable stationary wave function

hasan asym ptoticform r(1�d)=2 e�cr with constantcfor

r ! 1 [16]. The dependence ofthe tailon r in the in-

setofFig.1 isconsistentwith thisfunctionalform with

d = 3 and c’ 1:3.

III. FEED B A C K C O N T R O L O F A B EC

D R O P LET

The 3D stationary solution ofEq.(8) is dynam ically

unstable against collapse and expansion. The aim of
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the presentpaperisto show thatwe can stabilize itby

controlling the scattering length a. W hen the system is

aboutto collapse,we can increase a to preventthe col-

lapse. Sim ilarly,a decrease in a can preventexpansion.

Thus,by m easuring thedensity pro�leofthecondensate

in anondestructivem anner,wecan achievefeedbackcon-

trolofa to stabilizea BEC droplet.

An observable quantity in nondestructive phase-

contrast im aging [13]is the colum n density ofthe con-

densate,given by

dcol(x;y;t)=

Z

dzj (r;t)j2; (9)

wherethelineofsightisassum ed tobein thezdirection.

W e usethe peak valueofthe colum n density,

D � dcol(0;0;t); (10)

forthe feedback control.

Let D 0 be the target value of the stabilized col-

um n density. The feedback loop should operate on the

strength ofthe interaction g in such a m annerthatany

deviation ~D � D � D 0 from the targetvalue D 0 willbe

suppressed.W eassum ethatthetim e derivativeofg de-

pendson ~D up to the second derivative with respectto

tim e:

_g = A(D � D 0)+ B _D + C �D ; (11)

where A,B ,and C are dim ensionlessconstants.Recov-

ering thedim ensionsofD and tby m ultiplying by N =‘2

and m ‘2=�h,respectively,where ‘ isan arbitrary unitof

length,wecan write Eq.(11)as

_a =
‘�h

4�N 2m
A(D � D 0)+

‘3

4�N 2
B _D +

m ‘5

4�N 2�h
C �D : (12)

In experim ents,a tim e sequenceofphase-contrastim -

agesistaken by a CCD cam era ata certain fram e rate

(e.g.,20kHzin Ref.[18]).Therefore,them easurem entof

D isperform ed atdiscretetim esand thetim ederivatives

in Eq.(11)areapproxim ately obtained by

_D (t) ’
1

�t
[D (t)� D (t� �t)]; (13a)

�D (t) ’
1

�t2
[D (t)� 2D (t� �t)+ D (t� 2�t)];

(13b)

where�tistheintervalbetween m easurem ents.Accord-

ingly,g isalso changed stepwiseas

g(t)= g(t� �t)+ �t

n

A[D (t)� D 0]+ B _D (t)+ C �D (t)

o

;

(14)

where Eqs.(13a)and (13b)are used for _D (t)and �D (t).

The interval�t m ust be m ade m uch sm aller than the

characteristictim escaleofthedynam ics.The�tdepen-

dence ofthe stability isdiscussed in Sec.V.
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FIG .2: Tim e evolution of(a) the deviation ~D � D � D 0

ofthe peak colum n density (see Eqs.(9) and (10)) and (b)

the fraction ofrem aining atom s N =N 0 (solid curve)and the

strength of the interaction ~g = g � g0 (dashed curve), for

A = 10,B = 100,C = 50,�t= 0:01,D 0 = 1=�,and g0 =

� (2�)3=2.TheinitialstateistheG aussian wavefunction  =

e
� r

2
=2
=�

3=4
,and the value of~g starts from 0 (not visible in

thepresentresolution).Theinsetin (b)showstheconverged

density pro�le j j
2
att= 100.

W e assum e that the initialstate is the noninteract-

ing ground statein an isotropicharm onicpotentialV =

m !2r2=2. Henceforth,we take the units oflength and

tim e to be ‘ = [�h=(m !)]1=2 and !�1 ,respectively. The

initialstateisthen described by theG aussian wavefunc-

tion  = e�r
2
=2=�3=4.Att= 0,thetrapping potentialis

suddenly switched o� and thestrength oftheinteraction

issettobeg = � (2�)3=2.Thestrength oftheinteraction

g evolvesin tim e according to Eq.(14),where the value

ofD 0 is chosen to be the peak colum n density ofthe

initialwave function,D 0 =
R
dzj (x = 0;y = 0;z;t=

0)j2 = 1=�.Thewavefunction evolvesin tim eaccording

to Eq.(8),which is num erically solved by the Crank{

Nicolson m ethod. W e neglect the e�ect of gravity by

assum ing that it is canceled using,e.g.,a technique of

m agneticlevitation [19].

Figure 2 (a) shows the tim e evolution ofD for A =

10,B = 100,C = 50,and �t = 0:01. The value of

D deviates signi�cantly from D 0 only for t <� 20,and

quickly convergesto D 0 thereafter. This indicates that
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thefeedback controloftheinteraction successfully works

to stabilizea BEC dropletin 3D.Theinsetin Fig.2 (b)

shows the density pro�le ofthe condensate at t= 100.

This converged density pro�le is found to be related to

thestationary solution ofEq.(8)by appropriatescaling.

Thefeedbackcontrolcan thustransform aG aussian wave

function intoastationarysolution ofEq.(8).Duringthis

transform ation,a certain fraction ofatom sarelostfrom

the condensate. The solid curve in Fig.2 (b)showsthe

fraction ofatom s rem aining within the radius r = 10

around the centerofthe condensate,

N

N 0

=

Z 10

0

dr4�r2j j2: (15)

W e �nd that roughly 10% ofatom s are scattered away

from thecondensatewithoutreturning to thecenterdue

to the lack ofa trapping potential.

Figure3 showsthedependenceofthedynam icson the

feedback param eters.Figure3(a)showsthattheparam -

eterA controlsthe am plitude ofthe density oscillation.

The oscillation frequency increases with an increase in

A,and forlargeA the system becom esunstable against

the growth in the am plitude ofthe density oscillations.

Thisisbecause the term ofA in Eq.(11)playsa roleof

pulling thevalueofD back to D 0.IfA istoo large,this

pulling causes an overshoot,resulting in oscillations of

D .Figures3 (b)and (c)indicatethattheam plitudesof

the oscillationsdecrease with increasing B and C . The

decay ofthe oscillationsacceleratesfor largerB [Fig.3

(b)],while itdeceleratesforlargerC [Fig.3 (c)].

Figure 4 shows a stability diagram of the feedback

controlwith respect to the feedback param eters B and

C . W e take the value A = 10,since largervalues ofA

causerapid oscillationsofthesystem ,asshown in Fig.3

(a). W e �nd thatthe BEC dropletcan be stabilized for

B >
� 30 and C >

� � 20.

IV . VA R IA T IO N A L A N A LY SIS

In orderto understand in an analyticm annerthe sta-

bility ofthe system subjectto the feedback controldis-

cussed in Sec.III,weconducta variationalanalysis.

W e em ploy the G aussian trialfunction [20]

 G =
1

�3=4R 3=2
e
�

r
2

2R 2
+ i

_R

2R
r
2

; (16)

where R(t)isa variationalparam eterthatcharacterizes

thesizeofthecondensate.Equation (8)isderived by the

application ofthevariationalprincipleto the action

S =

Z

drdt 
�

�

i
@

@t
+
r 2

2
�
g

2
j j

2

�

 : (17)

Substituting the variationalwave function (16) into

Eq.(17) and m inim izing the result with respect to R,

weobtain the equation ofm otion forR as

�R = �
1

R 3
�

g

(2�)3=2

1

R 4
: (18)
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FIG .3: D ependence ofthe dynam ics ofD on the feedback

param etersA,B ,and C . The otherconditionsare the sam e

asin Fig.2.

The unstable stationary solution ofEq.(18)isobtained

forR = � g=(2�)3=2;hence,ifg = � (2�)3=2,wehaveR =

1.In Fig.1,weplottheG aussian function (16)with R =

1 asa dashed curve.Com paring itwith the num erically

obtained stationarysolution ofEq.(8)with g = � (2�)3=2

(solid curve),weseethatthecentraldensity islargerand

the tailislongerforthe stationary solution than forthe

G aussian function.

Since R cannotdirectly be m easured in experim ents,

werewritetheequation ofm otion in term softhecentral



5

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

100

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

C

B

 

stable

unstable

A=10

FIG .4: Stability diagram oftheBEC dropletunderfeedback

controlfor A = 10. The otherconditionsare the sam e asin

Fig. 2. The open circles show stable points and the �lled

circlesshow unstable points.

colum n density

D = 2

Z 1

0

drj G j
2 =

1

�R 2
: (19)

W e consider sm alldeviations from g0 = � (2�)3=2 and

R 0 = 1,and decom pose D and g as D = D 0 + ~D and

g = g0 + ~g,where D 0 = 1=�.Equation (18)can then be

rewritten as

�~D = ~D �
1

p
2�5=2

~g; (20)

wherewe havekeptonly the term slinearin j~D jand j~gj.

From Eq.(11),wehave

_~g = A ~D + B
_~D + C

�~D : (21)

Di�erentiating Eq. (20) with respect to t and using

Eq.(21),we obtain

d

dt

0

B
@

~D
_~D
�~D

1

C
A =

0

@

0 1 0

0 0 1

� A
p
2�5=2

1� B
p
2�5=2

� C
p
2�5=2

1

A

0

B
@

~D
_~D
�~D

1

C
A :

(22)

Ifthe3� 3 m atrix in Eq.(22)hasan eigenvaluewhose

realpart is positive, ~D diverges exponentially in tim e.

Therefore,thecondition forstability isthatalltheeigen-

valueshave negative realparts,which can be exam ined

by using theRouth{Hurwitzcriterion [21]withoutactu-

ally solving the eigenvalue equation. The stability con-

dition ofEq.(22) is found to be (see Appendix A for

derivation)

A > 0; (23a)

B >
p
2�5=2; (23b)

C > 0; (23c)

A < C

�
B

p
2�5=2

� 1

�

: (23d)
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FIG .5: Tim e evolution ofthe peak colum n density D with

m easurem ent errors given in Eq.(24) for " = 0 (solid line),

"= 0:2 (dashed line),"= 0:6 (dotted line),and "= 0:7 (dot-

dashed line).The feedback param etersare A = 10,B = 100,

and C = 0.The otherconditionsare the sam e asin Fig.2.

These inequalities qualitatively agree with the stability

diagram in Fig.4.

V . EFFEC T S O F EX P ER IM EN TA L

IM P ER FEC T IO N S O N T H E STA B ILIT Y O F

FEED B A C K C O N T R O L

W ehaveso farassum ed thatthepeak colum n density

D can be m easured precisely. However,in realexper-

im ents,there are always im perfections in the m easure-

m ent,such aserrorsand the�niteresolution oftim eand

space. In thissection,we investigate the e�ects ofsuch

im perfectionson the stability ofourfeedback control.

W e �rststudy the e�ectsofm easurem enterrorsofD

on thestability.W eassum ethatthem easured valuewith

an errorisgiven by

D " = D (1+ "vrnd); (24)

where D is de�ned by Eq.(10), " describes the error

level,and vrnd is a random variable that sim ulates the

m easurem ent error and is assum ed to obey the norm al

distribution e�v
2

rnd
=2=

p
2�. Figure 5 shows som e exam -

ples ofthe tim e evolution ofD ,in which D " is used in

the feedback equation (11) instead ofD . W e �nd that

the system istolerantagainstan errorlevelup to about

60% in every m easurem ent,and thestability isexcellent.

In Fig.5,weseethatD hasa tendency to decreasewith

an increase in ". Thisphenom enon issim ilarto thatin

the caseofoscillating interactions[3,4],wherethe peak

density issuppressed by theoscillation oftheinteraction.

In thepresentcase,therandom uctuationsin g play the

roleofoscillating interactions.

W enextstudy thee�ecton thestability ofthespatial

resolution in the m easurem ent ofD . W e assum e that

dueto the�nitespatialresolution,them easured valueis
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FIG .6: Tim e evolution ofthe peak colum n density D with

spatial resolution given in Eq.(25) for � = 0 (solid line),

� = 0:2 (dashed line),� = 0:5 (dotted line),and � = 0:6 (dot-

dashed line).The feedback param etersare A = 10,B = 100,

and C = 0.The otherconditionsare the sam e asin Fig.2.

�ltered by a G aussian function,

D � =

Z

dxdy
1

2��2
e
�

x
2
+ y

2

2� 2 dcol(x;y); (25)

where dcol(x;y) is given in Eq.(9) and � characterizes

thespatialresolution.Figure6 showsthetim eevolution

ofD ,in which D � is used in Eq.(11) instead ofD . It

is rem arkable that the stability is very robust against

low resolution.In fact,Fig.6 showsthatthe acceptable

resolution can bealm ostthesizeofthecondensateitself.

W e have assum ed so farthatthe successive m easure-

m entsareperform ed atan intervalof�t= 0:01.W ehave

also exam ined the stability for larger �t with A = 10,

B = 100,and C = 0 (with theotherconditionsthesam e

as in Fig.2),and found that stability is achieved for a

tim e intervalofup to �t= 0:4.

Asan exam ple,letusconsiderthecaseof85Rb atom s

and take the units oflength and tim e to be 3:5�m and

16 m s,which correspondsto ! = 10� 2� Hz.Then,the

resolution ofthe phase-contrast im aging m ust be � <
�

1:7�m ,and the intervalofthe m easurem ents m ust be

�t <
� 6:4 m s,which correspondsto a fram e rate >� 160

Hz.Ifweusealargercondensate(i.e.,asm aller!),these

restrictionscan be relaxed.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveshown thata BEC droplet(self-trapped con-

densate)can be stabilized in 3D free space by the feed-

back controlofthe strength ofthe interaction between

atom s. By negative feedback on the strength ofthe in-

teraction through nondestructivem onitoring ofthepeak

colum n density ofthe condensate,we can prevent the

condensate from collapsing and expanding. Even start-

ing from a G aussian wave function, we can reach the

stationary stateoftheG P equation by feedback control.

W ehaveconsidered thefeedbackfrom thepeakcolum n

density D and itstim e derivatives _D and �D (Eq.(11)),

and have exam ined the stability ofthe system for var-

ious values ofthe param eters. W e found that stability

isobtained fora wide range ofparam eters,asshown in

Figs.3 and 4.

W e have also investigated the stability against ex-

perim ental im perfections, such as m easurem ent errors

(Fig.5),�nitespatialresolution (Fig.6),and �nitetim e

intervalsbetween m easurem ents.W ehavefound thatthe

stability isrobustagainstthese im perfections.

In this paper,we have considered only the sim plest

form ofnegativefeedback.M orerobuststability m ay be

obtained and the stationary state m ay be reached m ore

quickly ifm ore sophisticated m ethodsare used,such as

the K alm an �lter[22]and robustcontrol[23].
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A P P EN D IX A :STA B ILIT Y C O N D IT IO N W IT H

T H E R O U T H {H U RW IT Z C R IT ER IO N

According to the Routh{Hurwitz criterion [21],allso-

lutionsofa polynom ialequation

a0�
n + a1�

n�1 + � � � + an�1 � + an = 0 (A1)

havenegativerealpartsif(1)allthecoe�cientsa ifori=

0;1;� � � ;n arerealand positiveand (2)thedeterm inants

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

a1 a3 a5 � � � a2i�1

a0 a2 a4 � � � a2i�2

0 a1 a3 � � � a2i�3

0 a0 a2 � � � a2i�4

...
...

...
...

...

0 � � � � � � � � � ai

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

(A2)

fori= 2;3;� � � ;n arepositive.

The system described by Eq.(22) is stable ifallthe

eigenvaluesofthe3� 3m atrixon theright-hand sidehave

negativerealparts.Theeigenvalueequation isgiven by

�
3+

C
p
2�5=2

�
2+

�
B

p
2�5=2

� 1

�

�+
A

p
2�5=2

= 0:(A3)

Applying the Routh{Hurwitz criterion to Eq.(A3),we

obtain the condition forthestability given in Eq.(23).
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