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W e consider BoseE Instein condensed atom s con ned In a toroidal trap. W e dem onstrate that
under conditions of one-din ensional behavior, the density distribution of the atom s m ay be expo-
nentially localized/delocalized, even for very am all variations in the trapping potential along the
torus. This observation allow s one to control the atom density extermally via slight m odi cations
of the trapping potential. For sin ilar reasons, an all irreqularities of the trap m ay also have a very

pronounced e ect on the density of the cloud.

PACS numbers: 03.75Hh, 67.40Db, 05.30.Jp, 0545Y v

I. NTRODUCTION

One of the m any interesting consequences of recent
experim ental advances in the eld of cold atom s is the
fact that it is now possble to realize states of reduced
din ensionality. M ore precisely, so long as the energy
of the atom s due to their interactions is much an aller
than the spacing ofthe energy levels associated w ith m o—
tion along som e symm etry axis of the trap, the atom ic
state isdom inated by the low est state ofthe trapping po—
tential, and this degree of freedom is e ectively frozen.
Thus, oblate/elongated traps can be used to achieve
quasitw o/quastone din ensional behavior. A s reported
In Ref. 'Q,'], K etterle and co-workers have achieved quasi-
one-din ensional conditions. U sing a variety of sophisti-
cated techniques, experim entalists have produced traps
spanning a w ide range ofother geom etries, as reported in,
eg.,Refs. 'E:,B,:fl,:_f:, :_é, :j]. Severalexperin entaland the-
oretical groups have also studied quasione-dim ensional
B oseE Instein condensates in m agnetic w aveguides E]. In
a detailed study, Leboeuf and Pavlo have considered
the e ects of perturbing obstacles on the propagation of
BoseE Instein condensed atom s through such m agnetic
w aveguides E].

In the present study we focus on tight toroidaltrapping
potentials, which have been realized In various laborato-
ries E, :_5, -'_6, -'j]. Such traps can be used to create one-
din ensional system s satisfying periodic boundary condi-
tions. Since such system s have been under investigation
for decades, i is clar that they are interesting from a
theoreticalpoint ofview . Further, they m ay have num er-
ous technological applications.

In a onedin ensional toroidal trap, the atom ic den—
sity is hom ogeneous if the e ective interaction betw een
the atom s is repulsive ng‘i] Tt has been shown, how ever,
that or a su ciently strong attractive interaction, the
atom s undergo a second-order quantum phase transition
and om a lcalized density distribution {11, 114]. (T his
stands in contrast to a three-din ensionalgas, which sim —
ply collapses.) In the inhom ogeneous phase the atom s
bene t from the form ation of a localized \blob", which
low ers their Interaction energy.

T he issue to be considered here is the e ect ofa con—

trolled change in the trapping potentialV ( ) along the
torus as a consequence of an all transverse irregularities.
W e will see that even an all irregularities can m aterially
alter this sin ple picture of localization. The e ects to
be considered were rst encountered In early studies of
radar. Hot gsoots were observed wherever waveguides
were bent. It was soon recognized that any such non-
unifom iy In a quasi one-din ensional waveguide neces—
sarily leads to exponentially localized, subthreshold res—
onances (ie., bound states) w ith a correspondingly high
local energy density.

In Sec.Il we descrbe the problem to be considered
in greater detail, and we present our m odel in Sec.IIT.
Section IV contains our resuls for the ground state and
the excitation spectrum ofthe gas. Section V contains a
discussion of our resuls and presents the conclusions of
this study.

II. EFFECT OF A DISTORTED TOROIDAL
POTENTIAL

O nem ight in agine that am all irregularities in the one-
din ensionalpotential, V ( ), do not have any substantial
e ect. The situation is very di erent in the quasi one—
din ensional system s considered here. Consider rst a
free particle moving In an in niely long waveguide of
an all transverse size. T he wave function for this particle
can be approxin ated as the product of the lowest trans—
verse elgenfunction and a finction of the distance along
the waveguide. The associated eigenvalue of the trans—
verse H am iltonian provides an e ective potential for the
resulting one-din ensionalm otion. A localized broaden—
ng (or, equivalently, a bend) of an otherw ise uniform
waveguidew illthus result In an attractivee ective poten—
tial. Tt is fam iliar from elem entary quantum m echanics
that every purely attractive potential in one dim ension
has at Jeast one exponentially bound state. T he ubiquity
of bound states in in nite waveguides has been investi-
gated thoroughly in an elegant paper by G oldstone and
Ja e t_L-§:]

T he situation is extrem ely sin ilar for the toroidalge—
om etry considered here. Construct V ( ) using the sam e
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ansatz for the wave finction, and set the zero of the en—
ergy as the maximum value of V ( ). Assum ing a con—
stant longitudinal wave function, an elem entary varia-—
tional calculation inm ediately shows that the ground
state energy ofthis system is necessarily negative ifV ( )
is non-uniform . There w ill always be classically allowed
and forbidden regionsw ith the usualattendant exponen-—
tialenhancem ent or suppression ofthe ground state wave
function.

For zero or weak interactions, the order param eter
for the atom ic system is sinply the eigenfinction of
the lowest energy state, and it is exponentially local-
ized/delocalized, too. Thus, even am all irregularities in
V () In such onedin ensional system s render instability
to an Inhom ogeneous state nevitable, provided only that
the Interaction is not too strong. Contrary to the quan-—
tum phase transition induced by an attractive e ective
Interaction in a uniform toroidal trap, irregularities re—
quire a su ciently strong and repulsive interaction for
the density to be (nearly) hom ogeneous. Furthem ore,
w hile the density variation induced by an attractive in—
teraction in the uniform case is sihusoidal close to the
transition point, irregularities n V ( ) result in an ex—
ponential localization/delocalization, which is generally
m ore pronounced.

III. MODEL

To dem onstrate these e ects quantitatively, we con—
sider the follow ing form ofV ( ):

Vo Prj > =10

VO= o mrji< =10

1)

w hich corresponds to a broadening of the torus over 10%
of its circum ference. W e assum e the usual contact po—
tential for the atom -atom interaction, Vi (r ¥) =
Uy @ P with Uy = 4 h%a=M . Here, a is the scat—
tering length for elastic atom atom collisions and M is
the atom ic mass. The Ham iltonian of the quasione-
din ensional system thus becom es
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Here N 1 is the num ber of atom s. T he prefactor of

the last term , 2 h®N a=(M RS), isequalto nUg, where
n is the (threedin ensional) density, n = N=2 RS), R
l:gsl:he radius of the torus, and S its cross section, w ith

S R . The three energy scales that appear in our
problem , are then (i) the energy for m otion along the
torush?=(2M R?), (i) the depth ofthe potentialV,, and
(iii) the interaction energy between the atom s, nUg .
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FIG.1l: Thedensiy j ( )j2 oqu.(:ﬁf) for three values of the
coupJ‘jng constant = 0:1;10,and 5.0, and orVv ( ) given by
Eqg. @) . The two vertical lines show the range ofthe potential
V().

ForVy = 0, one nds an instability towards the for-
m ation of a localized state Induced by an attractive in-—
teraction when njj,j =@M R?). M ore precisely,
the critical value of the ratio, , between the poten-
tial energy nU, and the kinetic energy h’=@M R?), is

= 4N aR=S = 1=2|Li,12]. F inally, the crossover be-
tween the phases of Iocalized and hom ogeneous density
that we consider here is given roughly by the condition
nUg b .

IV.. RESULTS
A . Lowest state

To determ ine the order param eter ( ),we rst solve
the eigenvalue problem Hy , = En n, where Hg is
the Ham iltonian of the non-interacting problem . The
eigenstates , are parity eigenstates. The actualvalie
of Vo that we choose is 50= 2 in units of h’=(2M R?),



and it has only one bound state with an energy Eg
3503h%*=(2M R?). Exoept for this owest (m = 0) eigen—
valie, the eigenvalues of all the excited states are quite
close to those of the undistorted torus, ie.,

h? )

En VO+—2MR2m

3)
C Jearly, this expression becom esm ore accurate for larger
valies ofm .

H aving solved the eigenvalie problem , we then expand
the order param eter in the eigenstates , ,

m (); (4)

and calculate the coe cients ¢, vardationally. For each
value of the coupling constant considered, wem inin ize
the expect@t:on value of the H am ilttonian sub fct to the
constraint | ¥ = 1 correspondingtoa xed num ber
of atom s.

Figure 1 shows j ( )j2 for three valuesof = 0:1;1:0,
and 5.0, where we kept the lowest ve states (of even
parity { only even pariy states contrbute to ). The
highest eigenstate, w th quantum numberm o, that m ust
be included in the expansion of the order param eter has
to satisfy the condition Ep nUqg. This condition is
com Portably m et even for the largest interaction strength

= 5:0 considered, since s 29:620H=(2M R?).

For an all values of the interaction energy, nUg Eoq,
the dom inant com ponent of the order param eter is the
low est eigenstate of the singleparticle problem . This is
an exponentially decaying state in the classically forbid—
den regions of the torus, j j> =10. Clearly, a sin -
lar result w illbe obtained for any non-uniform choice of
V (). As the coupling increases, the density distribu-
tion becom es w ider. For su ciently strong interactions,
nUg Vo, the density j ( )j2 becom es hom ogeneous,
reaching the lim iting value 1=2 ).

B . Excitation spectrum

The excitation spectrum is also a ected as one goes
from the lim it of zero interactions W ith the order pa-
ram eter being a localized state) to very strong interac—
tions W ith the order param eter being a hom ogeneous
state) . For weak interactions, the excitations are single—
particle lke. Atom sare excited from the eigenstate ofthe
non-interacting problem w ith quantum numberm = 0 to
som e excited state w th quantum numberm € 0. In the
absence of interactions the corresponding excitation en-—
ergje's are approxin ately equal to the quadratic law of
Eqg. (_Z%) .

Forweak interactions ( 1) the excitation spectrum
can be calculated using perturbation theory. The total
energy of the lowest state is
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FIG .2: The points (that are connected w Ji'h straight, dashed
lines) show the excitation spectrum , Eq. ﬁ) for = 01 for
the lowest ve excited states of even and odd parity. The
solid lines show s the free-particle excitation energy E, Eo.
T he energy ism easured in unjtsofh2=(2M Rz).

R
where Tijj) = i3 0k 1d . Exciting one atom to the

state w th quantum numberm , the totalenergy becom es

Em = (I\I l)EO + Em +
202 N DEwt AN D) I:
MRS dooo B oom 1t

(6)

The factor of four In the last tetmm com es from the di-
rect and the exchange tem s of the interaction energy
for identical bosons. From Egs. (-'5) and ('_6) we get for
En = En K that

En = En Eg + 2 Booo I

(7

M RZ 2 Tom om

Figure2 shows E, forthe ve lowestexcied eigenstates
of the non-interacting system ofeven and odd parity, for

= 0:. The excitation energies ofthe st two excited
states (ie., the even and odd parity statesw ith jn j= 1)
are  1907H=(@M R?) and 2443K=(M R?), respec—
tively. C learly for large enough dn jthe excitation spec-
trum is quadratic. O n the other hand, for the low lying
excited states there are deviations from the quadratic de—
pendence due to the Interactions, and also due to the de—
viations of the eigenenergies from the form ula ofEq. ('_3),
w hich are m ore pronounced for low m .



T he opposite lin it of strong interactions, 1, is
m ore straightforw ard. Even in the presence ofsomeV ( )
the density tends towards hom ogeneity in this lin i (@s
shown in the top panelofFig.l). The excitation spec—

trum _ of the hom ogeneous state, J ( )P = 1= ), is
iz, 13)
¥ P

m = oM RZ mem<*+ 2 ): (8)
For 1 the above formula inpliesthat E, scalesas
jn jIn our problem ,

e h? P— o)

m = oM R? m 3

The above equation inplies a speed of sound c =
R=h)@ E,=@m = h 2 =@M R),orM & = nUy. This
result can also be obtained from the energy per unit
kength, (), according to the ®bmulaM &= @2 =@ 2,
where = N=(@2 R) isthe atom densiy perunit length.
In the lin it of strong interactions, where 32 = 1= ),
the quadratic contrbution to ( ) is given by the in-
teraction energy, ie. the Jast term in the Ham ilto—
nﬁmH of Eq. (d), ()= 2 ta 2=M S). Thus, c =
2M R), In agreem ent wih Eq. @

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

D epending on the various param eters and on the ex—
perin ental dem ands In constructing axially-sym m etric
toroidal traps, i is possble to explore relevant parts of
thephase diagram ofquasione-din ensionalatom ic gases.
W e have pointed out, however, that the ground state of
an atom in a toroidaltrap w ill alw ays have som e degree

of exponential localization whenever the trapping poten—
tialdeviates from perfect uniform ity. A fhough we have
illustrated this fact with one speci ¢ orm ofV ( ), the
result is general. Even apparently sm allm odulations in
V () can give rise to the localization dem onstrated here
and have the potential to ocbscure the quantum phase
transition described above for an e ective attractive in—
teraction between the atom s. Furthem ore, the excita—
tion spectrum is also a ected by the presence of som e
variation in V ( ). M ore speci cally, this is free-particle-
like for zero or su ciently weak interactions, and i is

phonon-lke for su ciently strong interactions.

Our study leads to three conclisions: (i) In realistic
toroidal traps, even weak irreqularities can result in a
density distrdbution that is exponentially localized. C are
must therefore be exercised In com paring experin ental
results w ith theoretical predictions assum ing a uniform
trapping potential. (i) The excitation spectrum (@nd
thus the dynam ics) of the gas is also a ected by varia—
tions in V ( ), and caution is again called for. (i) The
controlled m odi cation of the toroidal potential and/or
tuning of the coupling constant of the atom ic interaction
pem it engineering of the shape of the atom densiy in
a rather dram atic way. For exam ple, the creation in the
torus of a potential resembling our V ( ) (9. ushg a
laser) can change the density distribbution from alm ost
hom ogeneous to highly localized. Since such m odi ca—
tions of toroidal traps can be m ade wih relative ease
and that the coupling between the atom s is easily tun-
able via Feshbach resonances, our resultsm ay have usefil
applications.
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