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V I.Yukalov, E P.Yukalova, and V S.Bagnato
Intemational C entre of C ondensed M atter P hysics
University of Brasilia, CP 04513, Brasilia, DF 70919{970, Brazil
and
Instituto de F isica de Sao C arlos
U niversidade de Sao Paulo, CP 369, Sao Carls, Sao Paulo 13560{970, Brazil

T he possibility of creating a B ose condensate of trapped atom s In a non {ground state is suggested.
Such a nonequilbbrium Bose condensate can be form ed if one, wst, obtains the conventional B ose
condensate In the ground state and then transfers the condensed atom s to a non{ground state by
m eans of a resonance pum ping. T he properties of ground and non{ground states are com pared and
plausible applications of such nonequilbrium condensates are discussed.
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I.NTRODUCTION

T he recent realization of Bose{E Instein condensation of dilute atom ic gases in m agnetic traps [L-3] has opened
a rapidly expanding eld of studies of condensate properties. There has been a splash of both experim ental and
theoretical activiy on this sub fct (see books [4,5]).

Atom s trapped in a con ning potential possess the discrete spectrum of states. At high tem peratures these states
are occupied, according to the quantum Bose{E instein distribution, so that no state is occupied m acroscopically.
U nder the m acroscopic occupation ofa state one in plies that the num ber of atom s in this state is proportionalto the
total num ber of atom s In the system . An in portant consequence of quantum statistics is that, when the system is
cooled down below som e critical tem perature, bosons pile up in the lowest energy state ofa con ning potential. The
m acroscopic population of the quantum {m echanical ground state ofa con ning potential is the characteristic feature
of Bose{E instein condensation.

A naturalquestion that can be raised is: Is it possible to realize the m acroscopic population of som e other quantum {
m echanical state rather than the ground state, or in addition to the Jatter? T hat is, can one produce a B ose condensate
In a non{ground state? The answer to this question is Interesting by is own. And, if that is possible, several new
In portant applications can be suggested.

For exam ple, recently tw o overlapping 'R b condensates in two di erent ground state hyper ne levels were created
b]. However, for other atom s the sin ultaneous creation of two condensates in di erent ground{state hyper ne levels
m ay be di cult ornot feasble [7]. Then the altemative could be the creation oftw o condensates, one in the ground{
state and another In a non{ground{state level.

R ealizing the m acroscopic population of a non {ground state ofa con ning potential could be a way for producing
various spatial distribbutions in the system of coherent atom s. Thism ay nd application for atom lasers for which the
creation of coherent atom ic beam s w ith di erent spatialm odesm ay be required.

O ne m ore possibility of em ploying such a non {ground{state condensate could be for studying relaxation processes
In the quantum degenerate regin e. T he m acroscopic occupation of an excited state would resul, as is clear, in a
nonequilbriim sam ple. W hen extemal forces supporting this state are sw itched o , the system w ill relax retuming
to the equilbrium by repopulating the discrete levels of the potential. T he ocbservation of this process of relaxation
In the quantum degenerate regin e can provide usefiil inform ation about this form of quantum m atter.

Finally, when a new system wih unusual features is explored, there is always the chance of nding som ething
com pletely unexpected.

In this paper we describe a possble way of transferring the m acroscopic num ber of atom s from the conventional
ground{state condensate to a non{ground{state level of the con ning potential, thus creating a non{ground{state
condensate.
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II.RESONANCE PUM PING

A ssum e that the B ose gasofneutralatom shasbeen cooled dow n so that allatom sare in a coherent condensate state.
T he latter is descrbed by the nonlinear Schrodinger equation which is often called the G ross{G Insburg{P taevskii
equation B-12]. T his equation w rites
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and, In general, a tin e{dependent part V, related to extemal elds. The atom {atom interaction is m odelled by the
s{wave scattering interaction w ith the am plitude
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In which N is the num ber of atom s in the system , a is the s{wave scattering length, and m is the atom icm ass. The
term U, is a con ning potential. The wave function is nom alized to unity: (" ;') = 1. Assum e that at the iniial
tine t= 0, allatom s are In the ground state
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corresponding to the m inin al energy level of the eigenvalie problem
H(n) n=En"n; (6)

In which n isa muli{index enum erating quantum states. T he chem icalpotential is incorporated into the notation of
the energy kvelsE, . Tam perature is assum ed to be m uch lower than the condensation tem perature, since only then
i is possible to condensate alm ost all atom s In the ground state. Note that the nonlinear Schrodinger equation (1)
describes coherent states [13].

Since the atom s are assum ed to be iniially condensed In the ground state, to transfer them to higher levels one
needs to apply an extemalpum ping eld that we take In the form
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Such a eld can be realized by a specialm odulation ofthe m agnetic eld producing the trap. As farasourain isto
populate a separate energy level, say a particular levelp w ith the energy E, we have to choose the frequency of the
pum ping eld (7) satisfying som e resonance conditions.
D enote the transition frequencies !, , by the relation
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and the detuning from the chosen particular transition frequency ! as
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The rst evident resonance condition is that the detuning m ust be am allas com pared to the transition frequency ! o
corresponding to the transition from the ground state, w ith the energy E, to the chosen particular state w ith the

energyEp,

— 1: (10)



In addition, it is necessary that the pum ping would not In uence the neighboring states, that is the detuning m ust
satisfy the inequalities
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T he resonance conditions (10) and (11) are necessary but not yet su cient, if we kegp n m ind to populate only
one particular level. Thisgoalcan be reached only when the pum ping does not force transitionsbetween other states,
which can be expressed as the nequality

1 m 6 p;jné 0): 12)

T he conditions (10) and (11) are easy to accom plish m aking the detuning su ciently sm all. T he resonance condition
(12) ism ore restrictive requiring that the spectrum fE , g, de ned by the eigenproblem (6), would not be equidistant,
as i happens for a sin ple ham onic oscillator. Really, if that would be the case, then the pum ping of atom s from
the ground state to the chosen particular state would, at the sam e tin e, Induce transiions from the latter to another
equidistant state, and from the latter to higher equidistant states, and so on. In such a case, allatom sw illbe dispersed
over a num ber of statesm aking it In possible to get a m acroscopic population of any ofthem . Fortunately, because of
the nonlinearity, representing atom ic interactions, n the H am ittonian (3), the spectrum fE , g is not equidistant even
when the con ning potential U, is ham onic. In addition, we m ay include into the con ning potential anhamm onic
term s and regulate its spectral characteristics by varying anham onicity param eters [L4-16]. M oreover, as we shall
show in Sec.ITI, the spectralproperties of the nonlinear H am iltonian (3) m ay be essentially m odi ed by varying the
Intensity of interactions (4), for which i is su cient to change the number of atom s N . Therefore, it is always
possble to prepare the system for which condition (12) holds true. T he situation here is sin ilar to the problem of
Inducing resonant electron transitions in an atom . T he latter also contains m any electron levels, but, because these
are not equidistant, i ispractically alw ayspossible to lnduce a resonant transition between a chosen pairofthem [17].
T he principaldi erence between the resonant electronic transitions in an atom and atom ic transitions in a con ning
potential is that electronic levels are not equidistant because of the hydrogen {type potential, while the interactions
between electrons do not play essential role. In such a case, the resonant electronic transitions can be treated In a
linear approxin ation. A sto the atom s in a con ning potential, if the lJatter isham onic, then them ain rok ofm aking
the energy levels non{equidistant is played by the atom ic interactions. T hism akes the problem principally nonlinear
and forces to dealw ith com plicated nonlinear equations.

T o describe the tin e evolution ofthe system , we have to considerthe tim e{dependent nonlinear Schrodinger equation
(1). P resent its solution as an expansion
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In the basis of the stationary states of the eigenproblem (6). Substituting Eq.(13) into Eq.(1l), take into account that
n the double sum
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the m ain contrdbution com es from the term
X
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because other term s containing the oscillating factors, being summ ed up, on average cancel each other. Then from
Egs.(1) and (13) we have
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T he solution ofEg.(14) m ust satisfy the nom alization

X
= eF = 1:

n

Eg.(14) is a set of equations for the functions ¢, = ¢, (t) enum erated by a m ulti{index n. Let us separate this set
into the equation for the ground{state function ¢, the equation for ¢, representing a chosen state with n = p, and
the equations for all other ¢« with k6 0;p. Introduce the notion for the population probability
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w here the index iseither j= 0,0or j= p,or j= k6 0;p. A lso, de ne the param eters
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The solution to Eq.(14) can be presented as the sum of a guiding center plus a an all oscillating ripple around
the latter. T he equation for the guiding center is obtained from Eqg.(14) by averaging its right{hand side over tin e
according to the rule + | F (dtwith ! 1 . During this averaging the exponentiale’ '* is treated as a constant
since it is a slow Iy varying factor. A ctually, at the pure resonance, when ! ! 0, this exponential, e 't 1 1,is
exactly one.

A fter realizing the described procedures, we obtain from Eq.(14) the system ofequations
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Since the functions ¢y are com plkex, the system of equations in (18) must be com plted by another system either for
the com plex conjigate functions ¢y or or the am plitudesnj = Iy ¥ . The equations for the latter are

dng
dt
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and dny=dt= O when k6 0;p. A s the initial conditions we have

G 0) = 1; G (0) = 0; o 0)= 0: (20)

From the last of the equations n (18), together w ith the initial conditions from (20), it follow s that ¢ ) = 0 for
k & 0;p. Therefore, the nom alization condition reads
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which dem onstrates that the atom s are concentrated in the ground state and p{level, preferentially.

Egs.(18) and (19) form a system of com plicated nonlinear di erential equations. This system ocould be solved
by perturbation theory in two lin iting cases, when either j= j lorij=7j 1. In the intemm ediate regim e,
when j= j 1, perturbation theory is not applicable. A general solution, valid for arbitrary relation between the
parameters and , can be obtained by em ploying the m ethod of scale separation [L8-20]. This can be done by
noticing that the finctions ¢y and ¢, contain tin e{dependent in aginary factorsabsent nno, ®F andn, K7,



that is, the tim e variation of ¢y and g, is faster than that ofng and n,. Consequently, ¢y and G, can be classi ed as
fast functions as com pared to the m ore slow functions ng and ny . Then the system (18) of the equations for the fast
functions can be approxin ately solved by keeping the slow functions, ny and ng, as quasi{integrals of m otion. From
Eg.(18) we get the equations
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w here the dot m eans tin e derivative. T he solution ofEgs.(22), w ith ng and n, kept xed, w rites
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w ith the e ective R abi frequency given by the expression
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Then for the slow fiinctions we obtain
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T he functions in E gs.(26) describe the tin e evolution for the population ofthe ground state and ofthe chosen excited

state. The form of these finctions is sim ilar to that one m eets considering the R abi oscillations [L7]. However, i

is worth em phasizing that, contrary to the linear case which can be recovered by putting = 0, the expressions in

Egs.(26) are, actually, the equations for ng and n, since the e ective Rabi frequency (25) itself depends on these

populations. Because of this, the solution of the equations from (26) w illnot result in sim ple shusoidal oscillations.
C onsider, for exam pl, the case when the detuning is such that i satis es the relation
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Then Eqg.(25) gives
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In that case Eg.(26) show s that the ground{state level becom es em pty while the upper resonant level com pletely
populated, ie.,
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Asfarasng ! 0,when t! t, then the e ective Rabi frequency (28) softens, ! 3j j and the m otion around
t= tx slowsdown. Hence, the system spendsm ore tin e on the upper level than in the ground state. And if at the



moment t= tx we switch o thepumping eld (7), then we shallget an inverted system with all atom sbeing in the
non{ground state. Another way of cbtaining an inverted system could be by adiabatically varying the detuning, as
In the regin e of adiabatic passage [17], tillwe reach the com pensation condition 7). T he latter, certainly, has sense
only when the detuning continues to cbey the resonance condiions (10)—-(12).

If the com pensation condition (27) cannot be satis ed, then it is im possible to transfer all atom s from the ground
state to the chosen excited state. H owever, it is alw ays possble to populate these states equally. R eally, consider the
resonance case, when ! = 0. Then at them om ents

t, = Hj(;|_+ 8k) k= 0;1;2;::9 (30)

we have
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that is, both states are equally populated.

Tt is worth paying attention to the follow ing. T he characteristic frequency of solutions (24) and (26) is the Rabi
frequency (25). Looking back at Eqg.(14), we see that in general, there should exist as well solutions w ith extra
frequencies being com binations of basic frequencies entering Eg.(14). One may ask a question "when such extra
frequencies could appear?"

Recall that solutions (24) and (26) correspond to the guiding centers which constitute the m ain approxin ation In
the m ethod of averaging R1]and in the guiding{center approach R2]. The general form ofthe population am plitudes
¢, isde ned by Eq.(14). D enoting the general solution to the latter equation by c2*", wem ay present i as a sum

gen
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In which g, isgiven by the quiding centersin (24) and , isan additionalripple oscillating around the guiding centers.
T he characteristic frequency of the latter is the Rabi frequency (25). The rippl solution , can, n tum, be w ritten
asa sum oftem sw ith characteristic frequencies that are essentially higher than the R abi frequency. In this way, the
qguiding center g, represents the m ain ham onic while the ripple solution , represents a sum of higher ham onics.
A veraging the generalsolution *" over the largest characteristic perdiod corresponding to the higher ham onics gives
the guiding center g, . T herefore, being interested in the average behaviour of solutions, one acoepts the guiding center
as them ain approxin ation. M oreover, the ripple term , not only oscillatesm uch faster than the guiding center but
the am plitude of the fom er is an aller than that of the latter.

In orderto concretize w hat is said above, let us substitute the generalsolution " = ¢, + , into Eq.(14). Introduce
the notation
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m jn h ’ mn h
U sing equations in (18) for the guiding centers, we obtain the equation
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for the ripple tem . Here g, are the guiding centers de ned by Egs.(18) and (24). A s is evident, the equation for the
ripple term contains various higher ham onics, as a result of which the ripple solution , oscillates faster than the
guiding center.

Now, ket us explain why the am plitude of the ripple term is am aller than that of the guiding center. Introducing
the notation " maxf ; g, we see from (25) that the Rabi frequency ". Taking this into account and looking
at (24), we conclude that the am plitude of the quiding center ¢, is of order unity, ¢, "= 1.

The ripple solution , can be presented as a sum of ham onics with am plitudes of order "= , where isa
characteristic frequency ofa {ham onic. Am ong these characteristic frequencies there are various conbinations of !
and 'y n ! .Remanberthat, according to the quasiresonance condition (10), wehave ! Lo ". Consequently, the
characteristic frequencies of harmm onics are of order ", with = 2;3;::: Thus, the corresponding am plitudes
are of order "= 1= . Hence, the am plitudes of higher ham onics din inish as 1= w ih increasing = 2;3;:::.

In this way, we see that the quiding centers In (24) really constitute the m ain approxin ation to Eqg.(14). In this
approxin ation, the ripple solution, which oscillates faster and has an aller am plitude, can be neglected. If needed, the



higher{order ham onics can be taken into account by m eans of perturbation theory. Such siuation is comm on for
the m ethod of averaing and guiding{center approach R1,22].
T he space{tin e distrdbution of atom s is given by the density

(!r;t)= o(!r;t)+ p(!r;t);
in which
;(r;H = Nn;0F (1)F

is a partialdensity for j= 0;p. T hese densities, are nom alized to the total num ber of atom s
Z
N = (r;vd r

and, respectively, to the num ber of atom s
Nj = j('r;t)d 'r= Nl’lj (t)

In the corresponding states. Since the spatial dependence of the wave functions for di erent states is di erent, we
may get condensates w ith di erent space distributions. In general, such condensates w ill coexist, though, if the
com pensation condition is achieved, a pure non{ground{state condensate can be realized.

In our consideration we have assum ed that the system is initially cooled dow n so that allatom s are condensed in the
ground state. T he possible adm ixture of non {condensed them ally excited atom s hasbeen neglected. Such a picture,
as isknown, is adm issble for su ciently low tem peratures below the condensation point. If the tem perature is kept
low during the process ofthe resonant pum ping, wem ay continue disregarding them alexcitations. T heir role becom es
In portant only afferwe switch o thepumping eld. Sihce, during this pum ping, the system has acquired additional
energy, the latter can be redistrbuted am ong the energy levels through som e relaxation m echanisn . T he role of such
m echanism willbe played by the interactions between condensed and non{condensed atom s. T he them ally excited
atom sw ill form a kind of a heat bath providing the possibility of relaxation to equilbbrium .

ITII.STATIONARY STATES

Stationary states for the nonlinear Ham iltonian (3) are de ned by the eigenvalue problem (6). The con ning
potential, typical ofm agnetic traps, is well described by the anisotropic ham onic potential
Py M o220 2.2, (2.2,
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Tt is convenient to pass to din ensionless quantities m easured in units of the characteristic oscillator frequency !¢
and length 1l given by the expressions
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T he anisotropy of potential (31) is characterized by the anisotropy param eters
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form ing the vector x= fx;;x,;x39. T he din ensionless interaction param eter is
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Introducing the din ensionless H am iltonian and wave fiinction, respectively,
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Even when the scattering length a ismuch less than the oscillator length 1, the interaction param eter (35) can be
very large because ofthe great num ber of particlesN . T his situation is sim ilar to that existing for large clusters R3].
A ctually, a group of atom s trapped in a con ning potential also form s a kind of a cluster. W ith a large interaction
param eter, one cannot apply the standard perturbation theory in powers of g for calculating the eigenvalues of the
Ham ittonian (37). Nevertheless, one m ay em ploy the renom alized perturbation theory R24-30] which, as has been
shown by a number of exam ples [L14-16, 24-31] successfully works for arbitrary values of the coupling param eter, as
well as Por all energy kvels, providing a good accuracy w ith the m axin al error around 1% . The st step of this
approach is to choose an initial approxin ation containing trial param eters that, in the ©llow ing steps, w illbe tumed
Into control finctions controlling the convergence of the procedure R4]. These control functions are to be de ned
from the =xed{point and stability conditions R9,30]. O ne of the sin plest formm s of the xed{point condition is the
m inin al{sensitivity condition R8]which, for the rst{order approxin ation, is equivalent to the variational condition
for an energy functional R7-32].

A s an Iniial approxin ation, we m ay take the H am ittonian

i (38)

In which the e ective frequenciesu;, with i= 1;2;3, willbe control functions. T he eigenfunctions of the H am iltonian
(38) are the oscillator w ave functions
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wheren; = 0;1;2;:::Respectively, the elgenvalues ofH ( are given by
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Perturbation theory is to be constructed w ith respect to the perturbation H H Hy, which is

T he eigenvalues, in the rst{order approxin ation, are
E) (Ggiw)=E 2+ E . (40)
w here, for com pactness, the notations f 1; 27 3gandu fu ;us;usg are acoepted and
En=(aiH n):

T he control functions u; = u; ( ;g;n) can be found from the variational condition
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which isa sinple orm ofthe xed{point condiion. Substituting the found u; Into Eg.(40), we have
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Forwhat follow s, it is usefuil to introduce the notation
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Eg.(40), w ith notation (43), can be w ritten as
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1
n;+ > (uf f)+ uip ujlsus gy = O: 45)
Usihg Egs.(44) and 45), or the spectrum in Eg.(42) we have
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where u; = u;( ;g;n) are de ned by Eq.(45).
To understand better the properties of the spectrum (46), let us consider the weak and strong coupling lim its. In
the weak {coupling lim i, when g, ! 0, the solution to Eq.(45) w rites
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Substituting this Into Eq.(46), we get
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In the strong{coupling lim i, when g, ! 1 , the solution to Eq.(45) reads
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And for the spectrum (46) we obtain
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IV.GROUND STATE

T he ground state plays a special roke for the phenom enon ofB ose condensation. T herefore, we pay a little m ore of
attention to the case ofn; = 0. Sihce Jp = @ ) ™2, the e ective Interaction strength (43) becom es

g9

= : 51
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Eg. (46), de ning control functions, sin pli es to
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And the spectrum (46) reduces to
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In the weak coupling lim it, when gy ! 0, Eq.(52) yields
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And for the spectrum (53), we have
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In the strong{coupling Im i, when gy ! 1 , for the control functions we get
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Foran axially symm etricpotential, with ;= , & 3, the strong coupling lim it (57) reduces to that found by Baym
and Pethick [33].
For an isotropic potential, orwhich ;= 1, there is only one control fiinction given by the equation
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T hen the ground state energy (53) becom es
1 5
e @)=- u+ — : (59)
4 u

In the weak{ocoupling lim it, when gy ! 0, Eq.(58) gives
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And the spectrum (59) is
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In the strong{coupling lin it, asgy ! 1 , we have
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For the atom s w ith negative scattering lengths, as in the case of 'Li or 8 Rb, the Interaction param eter (35) is
negative. A 11w eak { coupling expansions, such asEgs.(48), (55) and (61), are the sam e for the negative g ! 0.W hen
g Increases, the real solution for the spectrum exists till som e critical value g, after which it becom es com plex. T hus,
for the isotropic potential, the stable ground state is de ned rg§ < gy < 0, wih

2
95 = oa = 026749%6: (64)

From here, the critical interaction param eter is
gGe= @)= 4212960: (65)
T his, according to notation (35), de nes the critical num ber of atom s

N 1+ X5 (66)
4 a

that can condense In a stable state. After g < g, the spectrum becom es complex. The latter m eans that the
corresponding states are not any m ore stationary but quasistationary. The lifetin e of a quasistationary state is
de ned [34,35] as

1

—_—: 7
203m & @) ©7)

n (q)=

The com plex spectrum of quasistationary states is de ned, as earlier, by Eq. (46), wih u; from Eq.@45). These
equations, in the case of negative g < 0, have several com plex solutions, of which we m ust choose that continuously
branching, at g = g., from a solution that isrealat g ! 0. Solving these equations for the isotropic ground state,
we nd

Reu’ 0:705470g %=° + 38503969 °=° + 12:402511g ?;
Im u’ 2:171212g #°° + 2:797476g *=° (68)
forg 1. For the realand im aginary parts of the energy we ocbtain
Reey (@) ' 0:169198¢5°~> + 0:529102g 2> + 1:443899g °=° + 31:006277g 2 ;
Im e (@)’ 0520739 7° + 1:628409g = + 1:049054g > : (69)

T herefore, for the lifetin e (67) we have
0:960174 .

Log?™® 70

0@’

TIfthe num ber of atom s, w ith a negative scattering length, exceeds the critical num ber given by Eq.(66), then only N
atom s can form a stable B ose condensate, excessive atom s being expelled out of the condensate during the tin e (70).

V.EXCITED STATES

T he energy of any excited state is de ned by Eq.(46). In order to ilustrate the relative to each other behaviour of
these states, ket us w rite explicitly the corresponding form ulas for several rst levels. C onsider, for the isotropic case,
the energy levels e1g0 (@); €110 (@) and ezgo @) . For these levels, the integrals J,, entering notation (43) are

1 3 41
J0=p:; J1=—p:; J2=—p::
2 4 2 64 2

11



In the weak{coupling lin i, the energies of the st three excited states, com pared to that of the ground state,
behave as

3

e @)’ 2 + 0:06349%4g;
5

e100 @) ' E + 0:0476209';

7
€110 (g) 4 E + 02035715g;

7
€00 @) 7 2 + 0:040676g; (71)

when g ! 0.And in the strong{coupling lim i, we get

e (@)’ 0547538¢°°;
€100 " 0:607943g°>;

€00 (@) 7 0632193¢%73;
e110 @) 7 0675012¢°7; (72)
asg! 1.

Notice an iInteresting and in portant fact that the energy levels e;19 (@) and eyqo (@) cross each other as g varies.
Really, from Eqg.(71) i follow s that e110 @) < €200 (@) at amallg, whilk Eq.(72) show s that e110 (@) > e200 @) at large
g. This crossing of levels dem onstrates that the latter cannot be classi ed being based on the ham onic oscillator
soectrum . To correctly classify the levels, one has to calculate their energies for each given interaction strength g.
At the sam e tin e, the strong distortion of the ham onic{oscillator spectrum plays a positive role for our purpose,
m aking the spectrum of interacting atom s nonequidistant, which is necessary for the possbility of transferring the
ground {state B ose condensate to a non{ground state, as is explained in Sec.Il.

T he transition frequency, m easured in units of !¢, is given by the di erence

'nl@ @ e@): (73)
For the Iow {lying excited states this leads to

!100 1 0:015874g;

!110 r2 0:027779g;
o0 2 0022818g; (74)
In the weak{ooupling lin i, g ! 0, and to

1100 (@) 7 0060405¢°=>;

1200 (@) 7 0084655¢°=>;
1110 @ " 0:27474g°>; (75)
In the strong{coupling Iim i, asg ! 1 . Egs.(71)—(75) show that su ciently strong interaction param eter g m akes
the spectrum nonequidistant, which favours the possbility of the resonance pum ping of atom s from the ground state

to an excited level
T he shape of the atom ic cloud, In a given state, can be characterized by the aspect ratio

12



w2y
R — ; 76
in which hx%ijsamean{square deviation in the x{direction, and hx%i is a m ean {square deviation in the z{direction.
Sin ilarly, we m ay de ne the aspect ratio R 3. In the case of cylindrical sym m etry, R13 = Rs.

T he aspect ratio (76) can be w ritten as

n ) #1:2
n+ s u
Ris= ——2— a7
ns + 5 W
In the weak{coupling lin i this yields
s " # )
p
ng + % 1 1
Ry, ’ - 2 3 o1+ rz . - g ; (78)
1’13+§ 1 4(2 )372 1'11+§ 1 1’13+§ 3
when g ! 0. For exam ple, for the ground state, Eq.(78) reduces to
r— p
1 1
RO 7 Syt - = . (79)
3 1 2@ )32 1 3 9
In the strong{coupling lim i, Eq.(77) gives
, 3
Riz " — g! 1) (80)

iy

for all energy levels.

For the ground state, our results agree w ith the aspect ratio ound by other authors [33,36,37]. And for excied
states, we predict an interesting fact that the aspect ratio in the strong{coupling lim it becom es asym ptotically, as
g! 1 , independent of level num bers, according to eq.(80).

VI.INTERACTION AMPLITUDE

An in portant quantity de ning whether it ispossble to transfer allatom s from the ground state to an upper level,
or only half of them , is the interaction am plitude (16). For convenience, ket us de ne the din ensionless am plitude

a @) 7 81)

which m ay be presented as

P
n@ = uiO)uy0uz©) Ing;

whereu; ) w(;g;n) and
Y3
I Inis n  fry;nz;ns3g;
i=1
Gofiimf) 1 O wi 0) + us (1)
I, il ol o HZ &x)exp %% dx:
u; (0) 2™n;l : u; )
T he last integral can be expressed as
s
o ni+% 2 1 ) 1 )
:I:nl - 1'1'1! fi 2 s F ny; Il_‘LIE ;i
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through the gamm a function (:::) and the hypergeom etric function F (:::), with

u; (0) + ui )
2u; (0)

In the weak{coupling lim i, using the equality

1
Foompongo ngl o= 1
we nd
n #
P
, 21 23 v ni+ 2
n @) 3 gi 82)
4 . l’lj_I
i=1
asg ! 0.And in the strong{coupling lim it, we obtain
3=10
_c 64
@ (12370 —
" S #
Yooy 1025 1 1
n;+ — —F TR TP T =; 83
o it s 2 ni ongs o mis 9 ®3)
i=1
whereg! 1 and
1,
i 2 n Q3 L 11:5'

1'1j_+ 5 Jr%i

To com pare the interaction am plitudes for the rst several levels w ith the corresponding energies and transition
frequencies studied In SecV, lt us take the isotropic case. Then, In the weak coupling lim i, Eq.(82) yields

000 @) " 0:06349g;
100 @) 7 0:03175g;

110 @ 7 0:01587g;
200 @) 7 0:02381g; (84)

asg ! 0.And in the strong{coupling lim i, from Eg.(83) we derive

000 @) ' 021902¢%~°;
100 (@) * 0:18304¢%>;

110 @) * 0:147595%>;

200 @) 7 0:75599°~%; @85)

asg! 1.

C om paring the interaction am plitudes (84) and (85) w ith the transition frequencies (74) and (75), we see that the
com pensation condition 27) could be accom plished In the weak{coupling lim it or in the intermm ediate region of g,
where , @) 'y @@). In the strong{coupling lim i, , (@) becom es of the order of !, () and condition (27) cannot
besatis ed,shce j!'j ! 4 @). Thism eansthat, w ith increasing g, that is, w th increasing the num ber ofatom s In
the ground {state condensate, it becom esm ore di cult to transfer all these atom s to an upper kevel. For large atom ic
clouds, only a half of the condensed atom s can be pum ped up to an upper kevel.

14



VII.D ISCUSSION

W e suggested a m echanian for creating nonequilbrium B ose condensates in non{ground states. T he possibility of
transferring either all atom s or only a part of them to a non{ground state depends on the param eters of the system .
In principle, these param eters are changeable, and we think that it is possble to adjust them so that to e ectively
realize the m echanian suggested. For concreteness, ket us look at the param eters typical of m agnetic traps used now
for condensing atom s in the ground state.

In the JILA trap [1,38] the atom s of 8’'Rlb, with the massm = 1:445 102? g and the scattering length a =
6 107 an , were condensed. T he characteristic frequencies ofthe con ning potentialare !, = ly=2 132 H z and
l, =2 373 H z, their geom etricm ean, de ned In Eq.(32), being !¢ = 2 187 H z. T he anisotropy param eters
BIarre 1= ,= 91—5 and 5= 2. The oscillator length Jy = 0:788 10* an . T herefre, the interaction param eter
35)

g= 9565N 1) 10%:

For the num ber of atom s N 1¢, onehasg 100, which corresponds to the strong{coupling lim it.

In the M IT trap [3,39] a condensate of °N a, withm = 0382 10%2ganda=5 10’ an, was realized. The
characteristic frequencies are !y = |, = 2 320Hz and !, = 2 18 H z, so that their geom etric m ean is
lg = 2 123 H z. The anisotropy parameters are ;1 = , = 2610 and 3 = 0:147. The oscillator length is
I = 1890 104 an . T hus, the Ihteraction param eter (35) is

g= 3324N 1) 10%:

ForN 5 10 5 16, thisgivesg 10 10,which certainly is in the strong coupling lim it.
In the RQTI trap [2,40] the atom s of 'Li, havihngm = 0:116 1022 g and the negative scattering length a =
15 10" an , were cooled down to the Bose condensation regine. W ith the characteristic frequencies !,
2 150:6H z; !y = 2 1526 Hz,and !, = 2 1315 H z, the geom etric{m ean frequency is !g = 2 145H z.
T he anisotropy param eters (33) are 1 = 1039; , = 1:052,and 3= 0:907. Theoscillatorlength }y = 3:160 10%an .
T he interaction param eter (35) becom es

g= 0597N 1) 16:

Since the con ning potential is alm ost isotropic ( 1 2 3) wem ay take the value (65) for the critical interaction
strength allow Ing yet a stable condensate. Then, the critical number (66) of atom s allowed in the condensate is
N .= 707, which is in agreem ent w ith the estin ates of other authors [33,37] giving N . 16.

In this way, the trapped clouds of 8’Rb and 2°N a corresponds to the strong{coupling lim it, and that of "L1i, to
an interm ediate regine, with g 4. Therefore, if the num ber of condensed atom s in a cloud is N 18, i would
be di cukt to transfer all of them to an upper level. However, as is discussed In Sec.Il, it is always possbl to
transfer a half of the ground{state atom s to a non{ground{state level, thus, creating two coexisting condensates of
the sam e species in two di erent quantum states. In addition, it is, probably, possible to construct specially designed
traps allow Ing to pum p up all atom s from the ground state to another level, orm ing a pure non {ground {state B ose
condensate. In any case, both these possbilities, being realized, would produce a new kind of quantum ulra{cold
m atter w hich m ay reveal interesting and unexpected properties.
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