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W e consider a B oseE Instein condensate ofpolarm olecules in a ham onic trap, w here the e ective
dipolem ay be tuned by an extemal eld. W e dem onstrate that taking into account the dependence
ofthe scattering length on the dipolem om ent is essential to reproducing the correct energies and for
predicting the stability of the condensate. W e do this by com paring G rossP itaevskii calculations
w ith di usion M onte C arlo calculations. W e nd very good agreem ent betw een the resuls obtained
by these two approaches once the dipole dependence of the scattering length is taken into account.
W e also exam Ine the behavior of the condensate In non-isotropic traps.

I. NTRODUCTION

D egenerate atom ic quantum gases are typically very
dilute system s. Nevertheless, interatom ic interactions
strongly determ inem any ofthe observed phenom ena and
their underlying physics 'Q.', '@:]. U ntil recently, only short—
range and isotropic interactions have been considered.
However, recent developm ents in the m anjpulation of
cold atom s and m olecules have been paving the way to-—
wards the analyses of polar gases In which dipoledipol
Interparticle interactions are in portantij, :ff, :_5, :_é, :j, '_8']
A maprbreak through has been very recently achieved
by the experim ental group n Stuttgart iﬁi], where a
BoseE Instein condensate BEC) of strongly m agnetic
52Cr atom s has been realized. This experinent cb-
served the e ects of dipoledipole interactions on the
shape of the condensate. New exciting phenom ena are
expected to occur in these quantum gases since the par-
ticles Interact via dipoledipole Interactions which are
longranged and anisotropic. Recent theoretical analy—
ses have shown that the stability and excitations ofdipo—
lar gases are cruc:a]Jy determm ined by the trap geom etry
td, 13,:14,13, 14,115, 26,114, 18].

Yiand You {[I,114] rst introduced a pseudopotential
appropriate for descrbing slow Iy m oving particles inter—
acting via short range repulsive forces and long range
dipolar forces. T he dipolar long range part of their pseu—
dopotential is identical to the long range part of the orig—
nalpotential. T he pseudopotential also includes a con—
tact (delta finction) potentialw hose coe cient ispropor—
tional to the scattering length. For non-polar particlks,
the scattering length is sokely due to short range inter-
actions. A crucial point that Yiand You have shown
is that the scattering length is also dependent on the
Iong-range dipolar interaction. T hey have argued for the
need to take this into account when calculating conden—
sate properties through the G rossP itaevaskii equation

GPE).However, they stopped short at actually explic—
ik show ing how condensate properties are In uenced by
the dependence ofthe scattering length on the dipolem o—
m ent. R ather, they have analyzed the dependence ofthe
condensate properties on the ratio of the djpole m om ent
to the scattering length. T his is appropriate if one con—
sidersa xed dipolem om ent (and scattering length) but
varies the num ber of particles in the trap. O n the other
hand, the scenario we w ish to consider isthat w here dipo—
lar interactions are tuned by an extemal eld, n which
casethe dipolem om ent and scattering length do not scale
equally. A lso, Ref. [_Iz_i] did not consider negative dipole—
dependent scattering lengths.

In thiswork we focus on a trapped gas ofdipolar par-
ticles, where the interparticle interaction is dom inated
by the dipole-dipole force. A possible realization includes
an (electrically polarized) gas of heteronuclkarm olecules
w ith a large permm anent electric dipole m om ent. T he ef-
fective dipolar Interaction m ay be tuned by the com peti-
tion between an orienting electric eld and the quantum
or them al rotation of the m olecule. For exam ple, the
2 ,_, ground state ofthe O H m olecule is com pletely po-
larized n a eld ofabout 10* V/am . For smaller elds,
the eld strength detem ines the degree of polarization
and the size of the dipol m om ent. Another approach
or tuning the dpolar interaction, by using a rotating
extemal eld, was proposed in Ref. ﬂ}&j:]

W e consider the case of a bare (zero dipole mo-
m ent) positive scattering length, and show that as the
dipole m om ent is increased, this scattering length be—
com es an aller and, above a certain dipole strength, neg—
ative, and then again positive after crossing a resonance.
Taking this variation of the scattering length into ac-
count is necessary to describe the creation of new two-—
body bound states. This has consequences for the ba-
sic theory, and for the predicted stability of BEC s w ith
anisotropic interactions, especially for polar m okcules,
w hich can have large dipole m om ents. To verify that the
dipole-dependent scattering length is essential to repro—
ducihg the correct energetics, and to ascertain the va—
lidity of this approach, we have solved the m any-body
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Schrodinger equation using the di usion M onte Carlo
DM C) method, aswell as solved the Schrodinger equa—
tion by direct diagonalization for two particles. In these
calculations we used a potential consisting of short range
hard wall potential and long range dipolar Interaction.
W ethen com pare these resultsw ith solutionsoftheGPE,
In which we em ploy the appropriate psesudopotentialw ith
the dipole-dependent scattering length.

Section IT descrbbes the system under study whilke
Sec. :pj presentsour results fordipolargasesunder spher-
ically symm etric and cylindrically symm etric con ne—
m ent. Selected resuls for system sunder spherically sym —
m etric trapshave been presented in a previouspaper @-g]
Here, we provide num erical details (see the A ppendix),
Justify the form alisn em ployed in detail, and signi cantly

where denotes the chem ical potential, r the displace—
m ent from the trap center, and m them ass ofa particle.
In the follow ing w e restrict ourselves to cylindrically sym —
m etric ham onic traps w ith Vexe (£) = 2m (1% 2+ 122%),

W e consider an Interaction potentialV (r) which con-
sists of a djpolar Interaction and a short range hard wall
with cuto radiusb:

d2 13 cc3>s 2 ifr b
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w here d denotes the dipole m om ent (in G aussian units),
r the distance vectorbetw een the dipoles, and theangle
between the vector r and the dipol axis, which we take
to be aligned along the 2-axis of the trap. The hardwall
cuto correspondsto hard particlesw ith diam eterb (wo
particles cannot penetrate each other when the distance
betw een their centers is equal to their diam eter) . Unfor-
tunately, the short range part ofthe interaction potential
V causes the integralin Eq. ('_]:) to diverge. Fortunately,
this divergence can be cured since the condensate is very
dilute and ulra-cold, which in plies that the particles in
i arem oving very slow Iy. T hus the potentialV m ay be
replaced by an e ective potential (pseudopotential) Vers
wih a m ider smnall r behavior, which reproduces the
twobody scattering wavefiinction asym ptotically in the
zero energy lim i, and w hich doesnot lead to divergencies
when used in the H artreeFock m ean— eld description.
Fora short rangepotentialV , the low energy scattering
am plitude is com pletely determ ined by one param eter,
the scattering length a, and an appropriate pseudopo—
tentialisVeee () = 2 r}n‘za (r). In general, the pseudopo-—
tential is chosen such that s rst-order Bom scattering
am plitude reproduces the com plete scattering am plitude
of the original potentialV In the zero-energy lim it. For

extend the discussion of our ndings. Section :;‘L\-{: con—
clides.

II. FORMULATION

For N identical bosons In an extemal trap potential
Vext (r) with pairwise interaction Vv @ 1%, at zero
tem perature, the condensate is typically described us—
Ingm ean- eld theory. A 1l the particles in the condensate
then have the same wave function (r). Asa rst at-
tem pt, one may w rite a HartreeFock equation for this
wavefunction R1]:
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a_potential with long range dipolar part, Y i and You
{L1, 12] proposed the ©low ing pseudopotential:

2
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w here the scattering length a (d) depends on the dipole
mom ent d. Note that the long range part of the pseu—
dopotential is identical to the long range part of the orig—
nalpotential. By construction, the scattering am plitude
0fVees calculated in the rst-order Bom approxin ation
agrees w ith the fi1ll zero-energy scattering am plitude of
V . To verify the validity of the pseudopotential for sys—
tem s ofexperin ental nterest, we com pute the low energy
scattering am plitude f (k;k°% for two O H-lke m olecules
Interacting through the m odelpotentialgiven in Eq. ('_2),
and com pare i w ith the scattering am plitude com puted
In the rst Bom approxin ation.

The low energy scattering am plitude in the presence
ofthe Iong-range dipolar interaction m ay be expanded In
partialwaves:

£kik%) = 4 2r k)Y, ®)Yem o ®); @)
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with €7’ (k) the reduced T-matrix elments. The
anisotropic dipolar potential im plies that £ depends on
the incident and scattered directions kK and kK°. The
reduced T -m atrix elem ents are related to the usual T -
m atrix elm ents TA™ (k) = him ¥ )% %iby &7 ° k) =
Tlom

0
”“T(k) . Fork ! O they are energy independent, and

act as generalized scattering lengths. In particular, the
scattering length a (d) is given by 3 (0) and depends on
the dipoke m om ent d.
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FIG. 1: Abso]ute values of selected reduced T -m atrix ele—
m ents tyo tl (sym bols) forthe OH-OH m odelpotentialas
a function ofthe relative scattering energy, com pared w ith the

rst-order Bom approxim ation (dashed lines). N ote, the rst-
order Bom approxin ation to tyo diverges and is not shown.

Figure :3: com pares som e reduced T -m atrix elem ents
(symbols), com puted through num erical close-coupling
ga]cu]atjons, w ih the rst Bom approxin ation (5-]';’ :_1-’5,
23] [dashed lines), for the potentialgiven in Eq. @) w ith
param eters chosen to describe the scattering between two

2
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For the ollowing, we de ne a dpolk length D =
m d?=h?. This is the distance at which the dipolar po-
tential energy equals the kinetic energy (estin ated from
the uncertainty relation) of two interacting dipoles. In
Fjg.:_Z we plot the ratio a=b of the scattering length a to
the hardwallcuto b as function ofD =b. T his provides
auniversalcurve forthem odelpotentialgiven n Eq. {_2),
w hich detem ines the scattering length for any given cut-
o band dipok length D . Note the appearance of res—
onances, corregoonding to the appearance of new bound
states. In the neighborhood of a resonance, the scatter—
Ing length tends towards 1 before and +1 after the
resonance. T hese resonances have been identi ed before
In dipolar scattering l_l-]_:, :_2-5] They would occur at elds
of order M V/an in atom s and kV /an In heteronuclear
m olecules, or perhaps at 10° V/an in atom s, if assisted
by Feshbach resonances R6].

Tt is Instructive to connect FJg-_Z back to concrete
dipoles that can be handled in the laboratory. C onsider,

rigid O H-lke molecules. In particular, we have taken

= 1700amu,d= 066au.,andb= 105au. (thisisa
reasonabl valie for a m olecular scattering length). For
thet)) channel, the B om approxin ation to the long range
dipolar part of the potential gives no contribution, whilke
that to the hard-core part diverges (and is therefore not
shown In the gure). Forthe other channels, there isa re—
m arkably good agreem ent in theE ! 0 lim itbetween the
exact reduced zero-energy T -m atrix elem ents and those
calculated In the rst Bom approxin ation. The agree—
m ent becom es less good at nite but an all scattering en—
ergies (ofthe order 10 7 K).A Iso, tyo (k) is not constant
(@s it would be In the threshold lim i) even for very low
energies of the order of 10 1% K .This suggeststhat, eg.,
an e ective range correction [23, 24]m ay becom e in por-
tant at nie E, but here we consider only the E = 0
Iim it. The t39 k = 0) m atrix elem ent determ ines a (d),
the dipole-dependent scattering length of the pseudopo—
tential, Eqg. z_ﬂ) . In this way, the Bom approxin ation to
the pseudopotential gives the correct £39 k = 0) valie.
The fact that a (d) depends on d is in portant, since the
strength ofthe dipolar interactionsm ay be controlled by
an external eld. Our analysis con m s that the pseu-
dopotential approxin ation provides a good description
In regions away from resonance [_11:] (see also below ) .

Replacihg V in Eqg. ('_]:) wih Vere of Eq. {3), w ith
the scattering length a (d) determm ined through num erical
coupled-channel calculations for the m odel potential Vv,
we obtain the (tin e-independent) G rossP itaevskiiequa—
tion GPE):

Z
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for exam ple, atom ic chrom ium , w hich is generating a lot
of interest now that it hasbeen B ose condensed. >2C rhas
a m agnetic dipole m om ent 0of 6  , and a sextet scatter-
Ing length 0f112 au. Identifying the hardwallcuto w ith
this scattering length, chrom um would appear on Fjg.'g
at the valueD =b= 0#4, and the scattering length would
be renom alized by 06% of is value in the absence
of a dipole m om ent. Indeed, this correction is already
ncluded in two-body m odeling of the C rC r interaction
b4, 281. For chrom um , resonances of the type shown in
Fjg.:zi play no role.

For a heteronuclear polar m olcule, how ever, the situ—
ation can be quite di erent. Consider, for exam pl, the
OH radical, which isalso the focus of intense experin en—
tale orts ['fl:, ,'_Z-%:]. Thism olecule has a pem anent electric
dipolem om ent 0£0.66 atom ic units, and therefore a huge
dipole kength,D = 135 10%*awm: Ifweassumea snall
cuto , such asb = 105 au. then D =b = 128, which
isway o -scak in Fig. 2. Tn other words, this potential
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FIG .2: Scattering length a (d) versusdipole length D forthe
dipolar potentialw ith hard wallcuto bgiven in Eq. (@:) .

supports a large num ber of OH-OH dim er states. These
din er states could play a large role in the physics of a
gas com posed of polarm olecules.

III. MANY BODY AND TW OBODY
CALCULATIONS

Themean eld GP approach to sokving them any-body
dynam ics is necessarily approxin ate. However, the full
N body Schrodinger equation w ith the actual interaction
potentialV , Eq. @), can be soled num erically for rela—
tively sm allN . ForN = 2, the Schrodinger equation can
be solved by direct diagonalization. For N > 2, direct
diagonalization becom es In practical and we solve the
Schrodinger equation instead by the DM C method [30].
T his section com pares the resuls obtained by the three
m ethods. D etails ofhow these schem es are in plem ented
are presented in the A ppendix.

W e note that the system is scalable: if the hardwall
cuto b and the dipol length D are each scaled by a
factor K , then the scattering length sca]esbéi the sam e
am ount. If the ham onic oscillator lengths er and
aq_

ﬁ are also scaled accordingly, then the entire spec—
trum (ooth the exact spectrum obtained by solving the
N body Schrodingerequation and the spectrum obtained
wihin themean eld approxin ation) rem ains the same
apart from scaling by a factor 1=K 2.

In what ollow s, unless stated otherw ise, we work w ith
an isotropic hamm onic trap: ! = !, !'. Correspond-
ingly, the naturaglun_jt of length is the ham onic oscilla—

tor length ay, = ml, . In the ©llow ing, we consider the

twobody potentialVv , Eq. C_Z), fortwo di erent values of
b, ie, b= 00137 au. and b= 0:0433 au. and varying
d. For concreteness, OH molecules In a trap w ith a fre—
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FIG .3: Energy perparticle E =N asa fnction of the djpol
length D forN = 10. The symbols with error bars show

DM C results. The solid line is the solution ofthe GPE . The
dotted line shows a GP calculation w ithout taking the dipole
dependence of the scattering length into account, setting it
equal to the hardwall cuto . The dashed line shows a GP

calculation w ith the dipole dependent scattering length, but
om itting the long range dipolar tem . T he lines termm inate at
the collapse point of the condensate.

quency ! = 2 kHzwould have a, = 5800 au. so that
b= 0:0137ap, corresponds to a hardwallcuto of79 au.

A . Energies and collapse in an isotropic trap

In thispaper, our prim ary Interest is in BEC 'sofpolar
m olcules. In such system s, the dipole m om ent is som e-
thing that is directly under the experin entalists control:
In zero electric eld the dipolem om ent vanishes, whik at
higher eldsitsvalue can be continuously tuned. For this
reason, we consider properties of dipolar condensates as
a function ofthe dipolem om ent, which istaken asa sub-
stitute for the dependence on the strength of an external
electric eld. One quantity can be converted into the
other, of course, via the polarizability of the m olecule.

Fjgure:_i% presents the ground state energy per parti-
cle In units of the ham onic oscillator energy Ep, = h!
versusthedipol length D in unitsofthe ham onic oscik-
lator length ap, ©rN = 10 molcules. In this gure, the
solid line show sthe G P energies obtained using Vees w ith
the dipoledependent swave scattering length a(d). For
com parison, the sym bols show the results from theDM C
sim ulations, which solve the N body Schrodinger equa—
tion forthem odelpotentialV ,Eq. {_2) (statisticaluncer—
tainties are Indicated by vertical errorbars). T he agree—
m ent is excellent, attesting to the validity of param etriz—
Ing the GP equation In tem s of the dipole-dependent
scattering length a(d).

For zero dipole m om ent, the scattering length is equal
to the hardwall cuto b. Thus the energy per particle



is larger than is noninteracting value of 1:5h! . A s the
dipole m om ent increases, the energy per particle drops.
Q ualitatively, this has been explained previously by an
elongation of the dipolar gas in the z-direction. This
allow s m ore dipoles to encounter one another in an at—
tractive \head-to-tail" orientation. A s shown below, we
Indeed observe an elongation of the condensate.

However, by far the greatest in uence of the dipolar
Interaction on the condensate energy comes from the
dipole dependent scattering length. To illustrate this,
the dashed line in Fjg.-r_3 show s the result ofa GP calcu-
Jation, which includes the contact (dela fiinction) temm
0fVees with the dipole dependent scattering length, but
om its the non-isotropic dipolar Iong range term . Ik is
quite surprising how good this approxim ation is, in which
the condensate is com pletely isotropic. For com parison, a
dotted line show sthe results from a GP calculation which
keeps the long range interaction, but does not take the
dependence of the scattering length on the dipole m o—
m ent Into account. Instead, we use the zero— eld scatter—
Ing length, ie,, a= b. It is clear that this approxin ation
greatly overestin ates the energy. It is not even a very
good approxin ation for an all dipole m om ents (the sec—
ond derivative at d = 0 doesnotm atch the curvature for
the \correct" GP solution (solid line)).

As the dipole moment increases, the ocondensate
quickly m oves toward a com plete collapse, wih E=N !

1 . Thisoccursbecause the scattering length attains a
large, negative value. It iswellknown that a condensate
w ith short range interaction only collapsesw hen a critical
com bination of particle num ber and scattering length is
reached, N 1l)a= 0:57497ay, B1,34]. T hisisexactly
the point where the dashed lne in Fjg.:_ﬂ term nates. Tt
is also very nearly the point where the solid line, which
provides the m ost com plete description of dipolar gases
at the GP level, tem inates. T he collapse discussed here
is very di erent from that usually discussed in the con-
text of dipolar gases, which takes the scattering length
to be constant. In the latter case, collapse can also occur
due to the presence of a large dipole m om ent, but (@s
seen from the dotted line in Fig. :3) this collapse occurs
form uch largerdipole m om ents than the value predicted
here by taking the dependence ofthe scattering length on
the dipole m om ent into account. W e therefore predict a
kind of electric- eld-induced condensate collapse, which
shares m any sin ilarities w ith the collapse encountered
In akali atom BEC’s near m agnetic eld Feshbach res—
onances [_372{, '._3-1_’;] In particular, ram ping the eld across
a resonance would lkely result in the creation of dimer
states of the m olecules.

Figure :31: show s the dependence of the energy per par-
ticle on the dipole m om ent for various particle num bers,
N = 10;20 and 50. In all cases the conclusions are the
sam e. N am ely, the GP energies obtained using Vees w ith
the renom alized scattering length (solid lines) are an ex—
cellent approxim ation to the DM C energies (symbols).
A Iso, the collapse occurs or an aller dipole m om ent as
the particle num ber Increases, in accord w ith the collapse
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FIG .4: Energy perpartick E=N asa function ofthe djpole
length D forN = 10;20 and 50 (from top to bottom ). Solid
lines show mean eld GP energies. Dots N = 10), circles
N = 20) and triangls (N = 50) show DM C energies. E rror
bars indicate the statistical uncertainties of the DM C ener—
gies.
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FIG .5: Varationalm any-body energiesEy =N forN = 20,
b= 00137ap, and D = 0079, (crosses), D = 0:084ay,
(squares) and D = 0:093an, (triangles) as a function of the
Gaussian width by, wherebb, = b = b,.

criterion.

In the present discussion we have tuned the dipolem o—
ment starting from d = 0. Because of the resonance
structure shown in Fig.d, it is possble to start with
a large dipok moment and a small dipole-dependent
scattering length. In this case we expect that the
anisotropic long-range part of the e ective potentialw ill
carry greater weight (ie. will have a larger im pact on
the energetics and collapse). W e have not considered
this case In the present work.

W e now Investigate the stability of dipolar B ose gases
by considering the variational energy Ey obtained by



a variational m any-body ansatz (see the' Appendix for
details and notation). Symbols in Fjg.-f. show Ey =N

forb = 0:0137an,, N = 20 and three di erent values
ofD , ie, D = 0:079%y, (crosss), D = 0:084a;,
(squares) and D = 0:093a, (trianglks), as a function

of the G aussian width b,, which is treated as a varia—
tional param eter we set b = b, = by In this stability
study). The variational param eters of F Eq. @ §)) are
optin ized forD = 0:079%, and 0:084ay, by m inin Izing
the energy Ey for xed b and b,, ie, orb = b, = 1.
ForD = 0£093ah,,weusethe sam evalies forp; through
ps as forD = 0:084an, since no localm ininum exists
forD = 0:093an, (see below).

Figure § Indicates that the variationalenergy forD =
0:079%y, shows a localm Ininum at b, lap, and a
global m infnum at by 0:09n,. The \barrier" at
br 0Ban, separates the large b, region in con gura-
tion space, where the m etastable condensate state exists,
from the smallb, region where bound m any-body states
exist [_435] At very smallb,, the variational energy be—
com es large and positive due to the hardcore repulsion
of the two-body potential. Figure 'Ld Indicates that the
energy barrier decreasesw ith increasingD . The dipolar
gas collapses at the D =ap, value for which the energy
barrier vanishes. Our DM C calculations show that the
condensate prior to collapse is only slightly elongated,
which justi es that our stability analysis param etrizes
the onebody term  (see Eq. @:5)) in tem s of a single
G aussian w idth b, and which is consistent w ith our nd-
Ing that the collapse is induced prin arily by the negative
valie ofa(d). W e nd sin ilar results for other N values.

W e em phasize that the presence of the energy barrier
is crucial for our DM C calculations to converge to the
m etastable condensate state for su ciently large D
and not to the cluster-like ground state (see also the Ap—
pendix).

=aho

B . Condensate sizes and shapes

T he nature of the collapse is seen In m ore detail by
loocking at the size and shape of the condensate. To this
end F jg.:_G show s the root-m ean-square w idths Z and X
of the condensate in the z and x directions, forN = 10
and b = 0:0137a,, (the sam e param eters as in Fig.13).
The solid and dashed lines are com puted using the GP
equation w ith the renom alized scattering length, and the
symbols w ith error bars show, as before, the resuls of
the DM C calculations; again, the agreem ent is excellent.
For zero djpole m om ent, the condensate is isotropic and
slightly larger than the ham onic oscillator length. As
the dipolem om ent istumed on, the condensate contracts
slightly in the x direction, and expands in the z direction.
T his illustrates the elongation that hasbeen predicted for
a dipolar condensate @-Z_i]

If in the e ective potentialwe retain only the dipole-
dependent scattering length, but om i the long range
dipolar tem , we obtain the dash-dotted line. This ap—
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FIG.6: Condensate sizesX = < x*> andZ = < z?>,

for 10 particles wih hard wall cuto b = 00137an, In a
spherical trap. Solid and dashed lines show X and Z ob-—
tained by solving the G P equation using Vers w ith the dipole—
nom alized scattering length. Symbols w ith error bars show
the corresponding DM C resuls. T hedotted lines show results
of a GP calculation with constant scattering length a = b.
T he dash-dotted line show s results ofa GP calculation w ith
dipole dependent scattering length that om its the long range
dipolar interaction. Inset: T he aspect ratio Z=X for the so-
lution to the GP equation using Verss (solid line), for the so—
ution to the GP equation with constant scattering length
a= b (dotted line), and for the DM C solution to the N -body
Schrodinger equation (symbols w ith error bars).

proxin ation describes an isotropic condensate (Z = X )
w hose size is In-between Z and X obtained by the m ore
com plete description (dashed and solid lines). On the
other hand, ifwe retain the dpolar long range term , but
set the scattering length to a constant (its value for zero
dipokemoment, a= b), we obtain the dotted lines. This
form ulation overestin ates the size ofthe condensate, but
provides quite a good approxin ation to the aspect ratio
Z=X (Inset in Fjg.:§) —at least for an alldjpole m om ents
A s the dipole m om ent is increased, the condensate ap—
proaches the point of collapse, and the aspect ratio cal-
culated from the solution to the fullGP equation (solid
line In the Inset) and the DM C calculations (symbols
In the Inset) increases rapidly. T he approxin ation of a
constant scattering length does not describe this behav-
jor correctly. Interestingly, relatively large anisotropy is
predicted jast prior to collapse, even though the collapse
m echanign is prim arily swave dom inated.

C . Energetics for dipoles in non-isotropic traps

W e have also explored the behavior of dipolar BECs
In a pancakeshaped trap wih !,=! = 10 and in a
cigarshaped trap wih !,=! = 1=10. For the pancake
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FIG.7: Energy per particle E=N obtained by solving the
GP equation using Vers as a function of the dipole length
D fOrN = 10 in a pancakeshaped trap wih !,=! = 10
(dashed line) and in a cigarshaped trap wih !,=! = 0:1

(solid line). Symbols with error bars show the correponding
DM C resuls. ap, isde ned by the shortest dim ension in each
case (see text). The hard wallcuto isb= 0:0137an, .

q

trap, we de ne ap, =

a h
aho = o
the previous sections, we elongate the trap in either the
axial or transverse directions. Figure :_1 indicates very
good agreem ent between the energies calculated from
the GP equation (solid and dashed lines) and from the
N -body Schrodinger equation (symbols). In the cigar-
shaped trap, a non-vanishing dipole m om ent leads to a
decrease of the energy com pared to the energy obtained
ford= 0. For the pancake-shaped trap, in contrast, the
energy per particle increases or sm all dipol m om ents,
and then decreases for larger dipole m om ents. In both
traps, collapse occurs at the D  value at which the lines
in Fig.7} tem inate.

W e note in particular the collapse of the condensate
In the pancake trap. In [_l-g:] it was proposed that in
a trap of such aspect ratio, if the scattering length is
zero, there should never be collapse even for an arbitrar-
ily Jarge djpole mom ent. In our case, the \bare" (zero
dipole m om ent) scattering length is positive, and so, ne—
glecting the scattering length dependence on the dipole
m om ent, the BEC should be even m ore resistant to col-
lpse. Laterwork [11], which analyzed dipolar BEC s in
a trap n the Iim it of ! ,=! = 1 , suggests that a col-
lapse should still occur even in highly-elongated pancake
traps, due to a roton-m axon nstability nvoling excita—
tionsw ith large transversem om enta. A s seen from Fjg.:_'z
we do observe a collapse of the condensate in the pan-
cake trap, which, however, is due to the dependence of
the scattering length on the dipole m om ent. This col-
lapse m echanism is sin ilar to that discussed above for

_h
m!,

, whilke for the cigar trap,

Ie, com pared to the spherical trap of

w
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FIG.8: E=N for two particles wih hard wall cuto b =

0:0137an, In a sphericaltrap as a function ofthe dipole length
D obtained by solving the GP equation (solid lines) and
the Schrodinger equation (dashed lines). The GP line tem i
nates at points of collapse. For the Schrodinger equation, the
three lowest eigenvalues are displayed (negative energies are
not shown). The dotted line shows the resuls from a GP

calculation with a constant scattering length a=b. The ver-
tjcal'qaél—dotted ]jne§lj1dicate the resonance positions ofV ,
Eg. @) (seealso Fig.Q).

spherical traps (see Fjg.:_i‘) .

D . Excited states and condensate \revival"

The swavedom lnated collapse shown In Fig. :_3 does
not necessarily signalthe end ofthe story. A fter the scat—
tering length hasdropped to 1 , it then takeson a large
positive value (see F jg.:_i) . In this region, the condensate
is, neglecting three-body recom bination e ects, perfectly
stable, at least until the scattering length again becom es
large and negative. A s the resonance is crossed, a new
two-body bound state appears in the potential Eq. ('_2) .
Indeed, this is the st bound state of this potential.
In the ollow Ing, we com pare the energetics obtained by
soling the GP equation and the Schrodingerequation for
N = 2 particles (see Appendix) as the dipole m om ent is
tuned across a serdes of two-body resonances. E xtension
of this analysis to m ore than N = 2 particles is com pli-
cated by the existence ofthe tw o-body bound statesofV ,
Eqg. ('_2) . These two-body bound states in ply that solving
the N body Schrodinger equation by the DM C m ethod
requires the use of xed-node techniques ﬁ_gg:] Such a
treatm ent is beyond the scope of this paper.

Figure :_3 shows E=N for two particles under spheri-
cally symm etric con nem ent with hardwall cuto b =
0:0137ap, - The exact twobody solution to the
Schrodinger equation (dashed lines) show s a repeated cy—
cle of collapse and \revival". For com parison, solid lines



show the solution to the GP equation. In the regions
away from resonance, Fjg.ﬁ Indicates good agreem ent
between the GP energiesand one ofthe \branches" ofthe
exact tw o-body soectrum . To obtain thisagreem ent, it is
essential to use the dipolenom alized scattering length,
which encapsulates the nform ation about the form ation
of bound states of the system , In the e ective potential
that enters the GP equation. O therw ise, if a constant
scattering length (corresponding to the zero dipole m o—
ment case wih a=b) is used In the GP form alism, the
unrealistic dotted line in Fig. § is obtained. This line
can only be regarded as a good approxin ation in certain
regions between resonances when the dipole dependent
scattering length is an all. A sm entioned above, for com —
putational reasons we have only perform ed this com par-
ison for N = 2, but i is strongly suggestive that the
sam e should hold for any num ber of particles. By tuning
the dipole m om ent, i should thusbe possible to observe
a ocollapse followed by a revival of a m etastable dipolar
BEC wih increasing dipol strength. The results of a
GP calculation for a stability diagram ofa dipolar BEC
as a function of the num ber of particlkes and the dipolk
mom ent is shown in Fig. 3 of Ref. Q(_]']

In Fig. :é the resonance positions from Fig. :@l for
b= 0:0137ay, are Indicated by verticaldash-dotted lines.
T he solution to the twobody Schrodinger equation per-
sists to slightly larger dipole m om ents than the reso-
nance position (this is m ost apparent for the second
resonance), because of the added kinetic energy in the
trap. By contrast, the GP solution collapses at a am aller
dipole m om ent, ow ing to the approxin ate collapse crite—
rion N Llad)= 0:57497an,.

At this point we note that our solutions to the N -
body Schrodinger equation have been restricted to rela-
tively am all num ber of particles N 50). It is som e-
tin es asserted (see, eg., Refl 'E:]) that the GPE is vald
only In the lim i of large num ber of particles. This re—
striction com es from the derivation ofthe GPE from the
exact Heisenberg representation equation, by replacing
the Heisenberg eld operator ® (@) by its classical value

o (r). This breaks conservation of particle num ber, and
can only be Justi ed fora Jarge num ber ofparticles. From
thispoint ofview , onem ight be surprised that them ean—

eld equation describes, as dem onstrated here, system s
w ith sm allnum ber of particles w ith high accuracy. H ow —
ever, it also possbl to derive the GPE from a varia—
tional ansatz which explicitly conserves particle num ber
f_Z]_J', :_35] T his provides the jisti cation for applying the
GPE even fora am allnum ber ofparticles. In thiscase, it
is In portant to keep the correct N 1 factor n Eq. ('_5),
rather than, as is som etim esdone, replace by N , which
can only be Jjusti ed asan approxin ation valid fora large
num ber of particles.
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FIG.9: Energy per partick E =N versus dipole length D
w ith hardcore radius b= 0:0433an, . Solid lines show the GP
energies orN = 10;20 and 50 particles (from top to bottom ).
Symbols w ith error bars show the DM C energies for N = 10
(dots), N = 20 (circles) and N = 50 (trdangles).

E. Lin its ofthe m ean eld approxim ation

W hen the densiy of the condensate Increases, one ex—
pects themean eld GP theory to becom e Increasingly
Jess accurate due to correlations am ong the particles. In
the zero-dipole theory of short range interactions the G P
theory is the lowest order approxin ation in powers of
the sm all param eter na®, where n denotes the peak den—
sity and a the scattering length. T he expansion param e-
ter becom es Jarger as N and a increase. Treating larger
num ber ofparticles in theDM C sin ulations increases the
com putationalcost. Instead, to check the applicability of
the GP theory to describe dense dipolar gases, we con—
sider a larger particle diam eter b. F igure l'g' show sa com —
parison between the DM C energies (symbols w ith error
bars) and the GP energies (solid lines) forb= 0:0433ay,
which is a factor 32 larger than we considered in the
previous sections. A good qualitative agreem ent still ex—
ists, but deviations are apparent. The GP calculations
underestin ate the m any-body DM C energy, and the de—
viationsgrow w ith increasing num ber ofparticlesN . The
G P theory also predicts a collapse at asom ew hat am aller
d than the true value.

T he deviations, which exist even for zero dipole m o—
m ent, are attrbuted by usm ainly to the relatively large
hard core diameter b = 0:0433a,, of our \m olcules"
com pared to the size of the trap. For zero dipole m o—
m ent, such e ectsw ere cbserved before f_3-§:] Ttwas found
that the deviations were reduced by roughly an order of
m agnitude by using a modi ed GPE that accounts for
quantum  uctuations [37, 38]. Even better agreem ent
wasachieved when e ective range corrections w ere taken
into account P4]. W e expect that sim ilar corrections
would also apply to anisotropic dipolar gases. H owever,



Ref. t_3-§'] described condensates w ith short-range repul-
sive interactions (@ > 0), for which the modi ed GPE

Inclided a correction term calculated in the localdensiy
approxin ation. In our case there is a long-range dipolar
Interaction which is partly attractive, and furthem ore,
the dipole dependent scattering length becom es negative
for su ciently large d. A s a result, the localdensity ap—

proxim ation cannot be applied to our problem over the
whole range, since a hom ogeneous condensate w ith at-
tractive Interactions is unstable.

F inally, we note that additionalbeyond m ean— eld cor—
rections are expected to becom e im portant when the
dipoke length D becom es larger. Investigation of this
regin e is beyond the scope of this paper.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have considered a Bose gasw ith tun—
able dipolar interactions, controlled by an extemal eld,
and have show n that taking into account the dependence
of the scattering length on the dipole m om ent is essen-
tial for the correct description of the system w ithin the
mean eld GP method, using the pseudo-potentialofY i
and You @-]_;] By com parison wih DM C sinulationswe
have highlighted both the accuracy of the GP m ethod
for dipolar gases with low densities, and the existence
ofdeviations for dipolar gasesw ith higher densities. T he
mean eld theory wasshown to predict correctly the con—
densate size. It also describes well condensates in cylin—
dricaland pancake traps. It was shown that asthe dipole
m om ent is ncreased, the scattering length decreases and
becom es negative as one approaches a resonance corre—
soonding to the formm ation of a twobody bound state.
This e ect is the m apr contribution for the eventual
collapse of the condensate at a critical dipole m om ent.
This is particularly signi cant for a pancake trap, in
which case, f2iling to take the dependence of the scat-
tering length on the dipole m om ent Into account, col-
lapse would occur only due to a roton-m axon instabil
iy. A s the dipole m om ent is Increased further, past the
tw o-body resonance, the scattering length a (d) becom es
positive and we see a \revival" of a stable condensate.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we discuss the num erical techniques
used in the three di erentm ethodsofthispaper: solition
to the G rossP ttaevskiiequation, solution to the N -body
Schrodinger equation by the DM C m ethod, and solution
to the twobody Schrodinger equation.

1. Solution ofthe G rossP itaevskii equation

E quation (Eu) wih the pseudopotential Eq. (:_3') is
an_ integro-di erential equation. The integral tem
d? dro%j % ¥ needs special attention due to
the apparent divergence of the dipolar psesudopotential
at sm all distances. The integral does converge if one
perfom s the angular Integration rst. For amall dis—
tances, the denstty § % F may be considered linear
around r’ = r , and integrating the angular part w ith
Yoo / 1 3co gives zero. This can also be seen by
expanding the density in a m ultipole expansion around
r%= r.Only the Y,, term w illcontribute to the ntegral,
and fora sm ooth density the coe cient ofthistem goes,
or¥ r’j! 0,as¥ r°f. Thus, the integralconverges
even w ithout a cuto .

Follow ing Ref. {13], the calculation of the integral can
be sin pli ed by m eans of the convolution theorem :

Z

ar%, € %3 «0F =

F'FVIKFEG Flk) ; @1)
whereF isthe Fourier transform . T he Fourier transform
of the dipolar potentialm ay be perform ed by expanding
exp (ik r) In a serdes of sphericalham onics and spherical
Bessel functions (the usual expansion of a free planar
wave In free spherical waves), where only the Y,o tem
gives a non—zero contribution. The resul is:

4

FVIK) = — G 1 @2)
where isthe angle between the m om entum k and the
dipoke direction. The Fourder transform of Eq. @:]:),
F (3 %) isnum erically evaluated by m eans of a standard
fast Fourier transform FFT) algorithm , and m uliplied
by F V 1k). Computation of the kinetic energy is also
acocom plished to spectralaccuracy through a FFT ofthe
wave-fiilnction and multiplication by k? in m om entum
space, ollowed by an nverse FFT .

T he ground state of the system was obtaned by the
usualw ave-finction propagation n in aginary tim e. The
propagation was in plem ented using a 4'th order adaptive
step RungeXK utta m ethod.

T his procedure is very com putationally intensive. W e
have recently developed an in proved m ethod, which we
also partly used in thiswork, and w hich we describe else—
w here.



2. Diusion M onte C arlo sim ulations

Them any-body Ham ittonian H fora dipolargasunder
extemal con nem ent reads

@3)

V (k7 )i
i<k

where V denotes the interaction potential given by
Eqg. (:_2), ry = (x4;Y5;25) the position vector of the jth
dipole, ry the distance vector, ie., r = ry 1y, and
s the angle between the vector ry and the z-axis. To
sole the corresponding tinm e-independent Schrodinger
equation H = E we enplby the variational M onte
Carlo VM C_) and the Diusion Monte Carlo DM C)
techniques BQ‘] T he form erresults in a vardationalbound
on the energy whereas the latter results In essentially ex—
act m any-body energies.
T o determm ine variationalm any-body energies, we w rite
the variational wave function vy as a product of one-
body term s and two-body temm s F,

¥ ¥
(35725)
=1 i<k

v (r17 N A= F (tc7 5x); A4)

where oontainsthe G aussian widthsb and b,,
" #

2 4 0, 2
(;z)= exp 5 > E ; A5)

NI -

and F the hardcore radiusb and the \shape" param eters
p1 through ps,

To rst order the param eters of are determm ined by
the extemal con ning potential and those of F by the
twobody potential V. For a non-interacting gas w ith
b= d= 0, eg., the variational wave function v wih
b =b=1andp; = p; = ps = 0 isan exact solution to
the m any-body Schrodinger equation. Fora nite hard-
core radiusb, the term In the rst pair of square brackets
on the right hand side of Eq. () coincides with the
low -energy s-w ave scattering wave function for two par-
ticles interacting through a spherically sym m etric hard—
core potentialw ith radiis b, ie., this tem ensures that
the m any-body wave fiinction goes to zero as the dis—
tance r between two particles approaches the hardcore
radius b. The functional form of the angle-dependent
term of P femm In the second pair of square brackets
on the right hand side of Eq. {A §)] is m otivated by the
shape of the essentially exact two-body wave functions

10

for nonvanishing &, which is obtained num erically us-
Ing B-splines (see Appendix, subsection 'gaj) .

T he variational param etersb , b, and p; through ps,
collectively denoted by p, are optim ized foreach N, ! ,
!, and D by m inim izing the energy Ev ,

h YH J )i
By (o) = v(p:H.Jv(p. ; a7
hv @E)Jv P)i
w here the integration overthe 3N coordinatesr;; N T
is performed wusing M etropolis sam pling. Our

param etrization ofthe variationalwave function v pro—
vides an excellent description ofw eak ly-interacting gases
w ith sm allnp® and nD 3, where n denotes the condensate
density at the trap center. Asb=ay, orD =ap, Ihcrease,
ie., as the gas becom es m ore strongly-interacting, the
VM C energy Ey recovers an increasingly sm aller frac—
tion of the essentially exact DM C energy.

The optin ized varational wave function v is sub-
sequently used as a guiding function in our DM C cal
culations with in portance sam pling. The DM C tech—
nigue solves the m any-body Schrodinger equation for
the ground state energy and for structural properties
by starting with an initial \walker distribution", which
can be thought of as a stochastic representation of the
m any-body wave fiinction, and by then profcting out
the Iowest stationary eigenstate through propagation in
In aghary tin e. To treat high-din ensionalsystem s (here
w ith asm any as 150 degrees of freedom ), the short-tin e
G reen’s function propagator is evaliated stochastically.
The resulting DM C energies are essentially exact, ie.,
they are independent of vy , wih the only uncertainty
stemm Ing from the nie time step used In the propa—
gation. For the DM C energies reported, the tin e step
errors are sm aller than the statistical uncertainties. U s—
age ofa good guiding function, ie., our optin ized v, is
essential for the DM C algorithm to be num erically sta—
blke. If y oconhcides wih the exact m any-body wave
ﬁmctjor1| as is the case for non-interacting inhom oge-
neous gases| , the resulting DM C energies have vanish—
ing variance and thus vanishing errorbars. Interactions,
and correspondingly approxin ate vy , introduce statis-
tical uncertainties iIn the DM C energies, which can be
reduced by increasing the com putationale orts. W e cal-
culate structural expectation values using a descendant
welghting schem e 39, 40, 41], which in principk elin -
nates any dependence of the structural expectation val-
ues on vy . However, our structural expectation values
m ay be slightly biased by v sihoe there isa tradeo be-
tween the statistical uncertainty and the lengths of the
\side walks" used in the descendant weighting schem e.

The standard DM C algorithm outlined above describes
the ground state. To describe m etastable condensates,
ie., excited m any-body statesw ith gas-like character, our
DM C sinulations take advantage of the topology of the
underlying con guration space. T he m etastable conden—
sate state, characterized by large interparticle distances,
is segparated from bound m any-body states, character-
ized by sm all interparticle distances, by a \barrier" (see



Section IIIA!) . Tn this respect, the topology of the high—
din ensionalcon guration space at hand is sin ilar to the
con guration space of a one-dim ensionaldouble-wellpo—
tential w ith large barrier. For large enough barrier, the
tw o regions in con guration space correspond to two ef-
fectively orthogonal H ibert spaces. This inplies that
DM C wakersw ith initial coordinates corresoonding to a
m etastable gas-like state have a vanishingly sm allproba-
bility to tunnel into the region of con guration space cor—
responding to m olecular-like bound states and that the
sim ulations consequently converge to them etastable con—
densate state and not to energetically low er-lying cluster
states. T he presence of the barrier is thus crucial for de—
scribing m etastable condensate statesw ith negative scat—
tering length by the DM C algorithm .
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3. Num erical solution of Schrodinger equation for
two dipoles

For two dipoles In a trap interacting through the po—
tential of Eq. (;2:), the Schrodinger equation is separable
In relative distance and center ofm ass coordinates. T he
center of m ass equation describes the ham onic m otion
of the two dipols as a whole in the trap, and has the
usualham onic oscillator ground state. T he relative dis—
tance equation has cylindrical sym m etry and was solved
num erically by expanding the wavefunction on a basis
set of two-din ensional B -splines, w ith the appropriate
boundary conditions. The fiill Ham itonian m atrix in
this basis was constructed and diagonalized.
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