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A bstract

W e investigate num erically the quantum collision between a stable H elium nanodrop
and an In nitely hard wall n one din ension. T he scattering outcom e is com pared to
the sam e event om iting the quantum pressure. O nly the quantum process re ects the
e ect ofdi raction of wave packets In space and tin e.
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1 Introduction

In recent years we have described the e ect named: D i raction of wave packets in space
and tim e. The e ect consists In a m ultiple peak wave train that is generated in a scattering
event, by the Interference between the incom ing and the scattered packets. T he wave train
laststo n nite tin e, due to the spreading of the incom ing packet, that catches up w ith the
scattered packet. [ 1-g]

The e ect occurs in m atter wave scattering. It persists only for narrow enough padkets
com pared to the scatterer extent. The e ect was daem onstrated num erically and analytically
In various settings. A s a possibl laboratory experin ent to verify the e ect experim entally
we suggested a collision between a Heliim drop and a re ecting wall.@] In ref.(ld]) we
om itted com pltely the self-interaction of the drop. The In pinging padcket that represented
statistically the behavior of the drop was taken as a G aussian padket, for which we could
provide exact analytical expressions. However, the self-interaction provides the binding
energy ofthe drop and hinders soreading, that is crucial for the appearance of the di raction
pattem. A m ore realistic calculation was needed.

Helum is rehtively a weakly bound liquid, even close to zero degrees Kelvin. W eaker
than liquid water or other liquids at am bient tem perature. T he binding energy per H elium *
atom in the super uid phase isaroundE, = 75°K [[9]whereas for liquid water i is around

5500%K , depending on tem perature and pressure.

The Helum atom s are neutral and do not bene t from strong H ydrogen-like bonds for
their binding. The apparent weakness of the Interactions is nevertheless m iskading. A
Helum drop Interactsw ith itself in a m uch strongerm anner than a B oseE instein condensate

BEC)[]], and even there the nonlnear e ects of the selfinteraction are inportant. In
particular the Interatom ic foroes dom inate over the so called ‘quantum pressure’ or quantum
potential in the buk of the drop. Inside the drop the density is constant and the quantum
pressure vanishes. Near the edge of a drop, curvature e ects take over and the quantum
pressure becom es relevant.

In the present w ork w e Investigate num erically the quantum scattering ofa Helium droplet
bouncing o an in nitely hard wall. The ain is twofold: F irstly an investigation lke the
present has never been carried out before and it is Interesting in its own m erit and, secondly
we would lke to have a m ore realistic treatm ent of the di raction of wave packets e ect in
the context of liquid Helium .

In order to sin plify the treatm ent asm uch aspossible we resort to the density functional
approach.

The density functional phenom enological m ethod for interacting quantum system s, is
basad upon the solution of the onedbody Schrodinger equation carrying self-interaction non-—
linear tem s that depend on the density only. M any topics are treated nowadays by m eans
of the density finction theory. To name a few ; elctron transport In solidsf], electronic
excitationsf9], soft condensed m atterfl(]] phase transitions ;n liquid crystalsfll}], phonons
in solids {12, 13], colloidsfl4], liquids and nuclki {I5], atom s and m olecules {1§], quantum
dotsfl7], etc. A s a num erically viable phenom enological theory, is even becom ing the dom —



nant m ethod for treating m any body quantum system s. This is evidenced by the number
of papers on the topic that, by the late 1990’s, surpassed the works using the H artreefock
m ethod. L8]

D ensity functional theories resort to the solution of a onebody nonlinear Schrodinger
equation for a particle ofm assm
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whereO (j §) isanonlinearand som etin esnonlocalf[9] finctionalofthedensity = j 7,
and U ) an extemal potential. The comm only used mean eld equation for BEC system s
belongs to this class of equations.fl] In this case i is referred to as the G rossP ttaevskii
equation.

D ensity functional theory has been extrem ely successfiil in reproducing the properties
of Helum nanodroplets.{19] Besides the m ean binding energy per particle, average density,
incom pressbility and surface tension at zero tem perature both for Helim ¢ and Helum 3,
in a stationary statePl], i accounts for capillary e ects at low tem peratures R1], the
phase diagram of liquid-vapor coexistence 2], as well as the excitation spectrum (honon—
m axon-roton) of liquid Helim {19]. Them odelhasbeen veri ed experin entally in scattering
reactionsP3]. It is currently being applied to other areas of super uid dynam ics such as elec-
tron bubbles, P4] adsorption on plates of A kalim etalsP§], vortex line pinning P6], etc.

The density functional theory is therefore a respectable m ethod for the treatm ent of
Helium nanodroplets scattering. In the next section we present results for the scattering of
Heluim nanodroplkts in one din ension w ith and w ithout the quantum potential. The last
section provides som e comm ents em erging from the observation of the num erical data.



2 A helum drop colliding with a wall

A nonlinear, local, self-interaction of the Heliim drop was proposed some tine ago by
Stringariand TreinerRQ]. T he param eters of the density functionalwere tted to the known
values of the binding energy per atom in the bulk, the nocom pressibility, the In nite atom

m atter density and the surface tension. Im provem ents to this fiinctional seem to require
nonlocaltem s{]]. Such term s are engineered to reproduce the excitation spectrum of liquid
Heluim below the transition point n a m ore accurate m anner. In the present work we
opt for the local version that ism ore m anageabl com putationally and still quite sucoessfiil
phenom enologically.

The operator O ( ) ofeq.(l) is given by

0()=b +§(4+2)l+ 2de’ 2)

W thb= 88881 °%KA; c= 104554 10" °k A" ; = 28;d= 238K A°.

For the one-din ensional case treated presently we use the sam e param eter set, assum ing
Independence from the y,z directions, ie. an in nie planar skb.

T he stationary solutions ofeq.{l) with the selfinteraction ofeq.@), in one spatialdin en—
sions are obtained from the substitution &;t)= e it x),wih ,the chem icalpotential
For nie size drops, is a param eter , whose value detem ines the num ber of particles in
the drop and tends to the buk binding energy when the num ber ofparticles tendsto In nity.
ForHelim*, i is ;, = 745K

Stationary solutions are found by integration of the equation 0]
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T he integration ofeq.{4), proceedsby a choiceof &= 0)< (= 0) = 0:021836A 3,
- d
the buk helum liquid density for atom ic matter. Eg.{4), wih d_ijO = (0, xes the

value of the chem ical potential > ; . Numerical roundo error lin is the possibilities
of approaching (x = 0); clser than 10 ' and still obtain a pro e density that decays at
In nite distances. W e therefore chose the closest value we could and used thispro le density

1 The transfom ation to standard energy units proceeds by m ultiplication w ith B oltzm ann’s constant k
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Figure 1: Density pro ke ofa Heliim drop ;nA 3 ofor (= 0) = 0:02183599A °® asa
function ofdistance in A

In all the scattering events to be presented below . T he param eter for this density pro ke are

x= 0) = 002183599, thatyieds = 6:71°K . The number of particles per unit area
z 1
N = dx () ©)
1
. : 5 , N
forthiscase isN = 1288 A “,oran e ective length X ¢¢r = TO) = 59A.The

drop then extends som e 59A along the x axisand isin nite along the y,zplane. T he solution
in the three din ensional case is not much di erent, in this case, the drop contains around
4500 atom s. Figure 1 show s this initial density pro le.

T he details of the scattering are not very sensitive to the num ber of particles and the
extension of the drop. The m aprity of the particlkes reside w ithin the bulk. The di raction
e ects depend on the side w ings of the distrbution In gure 1 and are therefore aln ost the
sam e for any num ber of particks, because the width of these wings is detem ined by the
param eters of the nonlinear potential only.

In the next section we will show results for sm aller size drops whose pro ke resembles a
G aussian. For such drops the Interference e ect is cleaner, but not qualitatively di erent.

The scattering starts wih a drop In pinging from the left onto an In nitely hard wall
located to the far right. W e took a drop centered at xo = 110 A w ith velocity v, de ned by

;b= 0) = ™V EXD  (x) 6)



Thewallis located at x = 150A . W eusea Ve step predictor correctorm ethod 4] forthe
num erical Integration. W e dem and an accuracy ofm ore than 0:1% in both the conservation
of nom alization of the wave and the energy. T his strict dem and requires a tiny tim e step
of around 10 7 sec, and consequently lengthy runs of around 10’ iterations. A larger tine
step causes rapid deterioration of the accuracy and runaway behavior. A tiny tin e step is
needed, due to the large values of the constants entering the self-nteraction.

It was found that for packet velocities below around v = 50i the drop ocollides w ith

the wall elastically with a barely noticeable distortion. Such a thresho]d oortesponds to a
mom entum transfer per particke at the wallofthe orderof p = 2m v 0%2A . This
is a typical value for the excitation of ripplons, at the surface of a drop.R7]

The drop is travelling w ithout strictures, hence there is no super uid lim iing velocity,
it can ram ain super uid up to any velociy, In practice the drop ows over a surface that
Iim its them axin um frictionless speed. T he experin ent m ay also be viewed as one In which
the wall ism oved crashing into the stationary drop. W e have perform ed such calculations in
order to check our num erical schem es, and found them to agree w ith the resuls ofa m oving
packet and a xed wall as expected.

Figure 2 exem pli es the result of the scattering for various velocities and tin es, such
that x = v t, orallofthem isthe same In the free case. Above the threshold velociy
there appears a m ulipl peak structure that receds faster than the packet. Ik ressmbles the
di raction in space and tim e structures seen in refs.fI}- [B]. For high enough velocities, the
collision is Inelastic. The energy is transferred into waves that recede faster than the buk
of the drop. The drop is aln ost stalled at the wall. In the bottom graph of gure 2 the
collision process is still underw ay and the m uliple peak structures are stillbeing generated.
There is a background hum p under the peaks in the m iddlke graph. This elevation is an
Inooherent background, sin ilar to the one occurring in the di raction in space and time
phenom enon [L1HG] ©or w ide packets. Tn the next section we w ill show pictures for a thinner
drop, for which the background is alm ost absent.

F igure 3 show s the evolution of the scattering process for a velocity ofv = 65:78 T 3

The density uctuations inside the padket due to the ocollision, are progressively expzeﬂced
out of the drop. Thismultiple peak tailwave, is a product of both the incom ing and the
re ected waves Interfering w ith each other.

In order to con m the hypothesis that the Interference e ects are reponsibl for the
m uliple peak structures, we perform ed parallel caloulations for the analog classical drop, by
subtracting the quantum potential in the Schrodjngei:)equatjon. n eq.{) O ( ) is replaced

P

by O () Uquanmm , With Uquanmm = #pt ddX2
we use the sam e Initial pro l asthe one depicted in gure 1, although it isnot a stationary
solution w ith the quantum potential subtracted. A s a m atter of fact there are no stationary

solutions w ithout the quantum potential. Thism ay be easily seen by expanding around the

. For the classical scattering case ,

2 The awkw ard value of the velocity origiates from a convenient choice of tin e units
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Figure 2: j jas a function ofdistance In units of A for varous velocities and tin es
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case

vacuum .
Such an expansion produces the equation

d2
dx?

100 150

A forvarious velocities and tin es, classical

(7

whose solutions are oscillatory, w ith the density becom Ing eventually negative.
F igure 4 depicts the classical scattering pictures corresponding to the quantum events of
gure 2. As is evident from the gure, the classical collision does not produce a multiple
peak tail. T he oollision results In lJarge density uctuations in thebulk and noisy uctuations

at the edges.

T he corresponding classical packet evolution for v

m
= 65{/8 — appearsin gure 5.
sec

Figure 6 show s classical and quantum scattering outoom es together at t = 608 psec.
C karly, the quantum scattering resists distortions in the bulk and gets rid of the energy In
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| v=65.78m/sec, t= 60.8 psec, p (x=0) = 0.02183599 A~
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the form of ocoherent wave trains, whereas the classical scattering that lacks the quantum
potential curvature-lke termm , renders the padket softer to deform ations. T he detail of the
backwards region can be seen n gure 7.

T he ocoherence of the tail region is visualized n gure 8. In this picture we display the
phase ofthe wave function forthe scattering case of gure 6. T he classical scattering phase at
the bottom is coherent inside the drop corresponding to a travelling packet of xed velocity,
and inooherent or even random at the surface. The quantum phase is coherent both nside
and outside (only part of the outside region is shown). T he wavelength outside the bulk of
the drop In the upper graph , forx < 70 A is an aller than the wavelength in the bulk. T he
m ultiple peak tail recedes faster than the drop.

13
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Figure 9: Density pro lkofa Heliim drop inA * offor (x= 0) = 0:02A ° asa fiunction
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3 Conclusions

W ehave con m ed num erically that thee ect ofdi raction ofwave packets in soace and tim e
does express itself in Helim ? nanodrop scattering. The results for a thick drop presented
in the last section are not that clean as those of ref.3]. A thick drop has a sizeable self-
Interaction and tends to conserve its shape In the collision. To enhance the e ect, we
considered also am aller size drops as the one depicted n gure 9. Here we used K =
0) = 002 A ° The number of particles per unit area isnow N = 026 A 2, and the
e ective extent is X ¢rr = 125 A . A three dim ensional drop of this type contains around
40 atom s.
Figures 10 and 11 depict the classical and quantum scattering results for the pro e of
gure 9 and a velocity ofv = 65:78 si att = 608 psec. T he asym ptotic behavior of the

quantum event ism uch clanerthan thgg ofthe thicker drop depicted in the previous section.
In summ ary, it appears that i could be possbl to ocbserve the di raction phenom enon
descrbed in [ H6] with Helim * nanodrops by colliding them w ith a hard surface at high
enough speed.

14
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