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Abstract

The possibility of generating stable anisotropic solitons in dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) leads to a dif-
ferent scenario not possible in a nondipolar BEC with contact interaction. We study the statics and dynamics of
anisotropic bright solitons in quasi-two-dimensional BECs consisting of polarized dipolar atoms. We study the col-
lision dynamics of two such solitons at different velocities for different angles between the polarization and collision
directions. The collision is found to be quasi elastic at large velocities. At small velocities the collision is inelastic
leading to the formation of a coalesced soliton in an excited scissors mode, monopole mode or quadrupole mode. Also,
at small velocities, after collision, a large change of direction of motion of the solitons is possible. The investigation
is performed through a numerical solution of the underlying mean-field Gross-Pitaevskii equation.

1. Introduction

A bright soliton [1] is a self-bound localized object,
that maintains its shape, while moving at a constant ve-
locity in one-dimension (1D), due to a cancellation of
dispersive effects and nonlinear attraction. The soli-
tons can be both classical and quantum mechanical in
nature. Quasi-one-dimensional (quasi-1D) solitons and
soliton trains were created in a laboratory by con-
sidering strong traps in two transverse directions and
studied experimentally in nondipolar quantum Bose-
Einstein condensate (BEC) of 7Li [2] and 85Rb atoms
[3] following a theoretical suggestion [4] in addition to
1D solitons in classical systems like water waves and
nonlinear optics [1]. The quasi-1D geometry is cre-
ated in a BEC by subjecting it to strong transverse traps
along x and y directions and allowing the soliton to
move freely along the z direction. The BEC solitons
constitute a fascinating consequence of a balance be-
tween the quantum-mechanical nonlinear attraction and
the quantum-mechanical dispersive pressure thus result-
ing in self-confined wave-packets. The study of quasi-
1D BEC solitons continues to be a very active field of
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research to date [5]. However, the nondipolar BEC soli-
tons are fundamentally unstable in two [6] and three
[1, 7] dimensions leading either to collapse or disper-
sion [8].

After the experimental observation of BECs of po-
larized 52Cr [9], 164Dy [10], and 168Er [11] atoms with
large magnetic dipole moment, there has been a rapid
growth of interest in dipolar BECs [12], which dif-
fer significantly from their non-dipolar counterparts due
to the anisotropic long-range character of the dipole-
dipole interaction. Polar molecules with large electric
dipole moment were also considered for BEC experi-
ments [13]. In addition to the usual quasi-1D nondipo-
lar and dipolar BEC solitons, one can also have quasi-
two-dimensional (quasi-2D) isotropic [14] as well as
anisotropic [15] solitons in dipolar BECs polarized
along the z direction. A quasi-2D setting can be ob-
tained in a laboratory by considering a strong trap in one
direction. For a quasi-2D isotropic soliton the strong
trap is in the polarization direction and for a quasi-2D
anisotropic soliton the strong trap is in a direction per-
pendicular to the polarization direction. Moreover, soli-
tons in a dipolar BEC remain stable when the transverse
harmonic trap is replaced by a periodic optical-lattice
trap in the quasi-2D [16] configuration. Both ground
and exited states of quasi-2D solitons are found to be
stable in polarized dipolar BECs under proper values of
nonlinear dipolar and contact atomic interactions. More
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specifically, these quasi-2D dipolar solitons could be
stable for a large repulsive nonlinear strength of contact
repulsion with an even larger nonlinear strength of dipo-
lar interaction [14, 15, 17], e.g., for a large atomic scat-
tering length a and for add > a, where add is a dipolar
length, viz. Eq. (3), to measure the strength of dipolar
interaction. Nevertheless, in general, an excited state
can also be unstable. A large value of a correspond-
ing to a large short-range repulsion inhibits collapse to
a great extent, whereas a large add leads to a large long-
range attraction to bind the soliton. Although, the dipo-
lar interaction is repulsive in the direction perpendic-
ular to polarization z, a harmonic trap in the perpen-
dicular direction y suffices to form a quasi-2D robust
anisotropic dipolar soliton free to move in the x−z plane
[15]. In spite of being one of the major novel features
of the nonlinear physics of dipolar BEC, these quasi-
2D solitons have not yet been observed in experiments,
although quasi-2D Townes solitons [6] in a BEC were
observed in two recent experiments [18]. In a different
setting in nonlinear optics, however, a stable quasi-2D
spatial soliton has been observed in liquid carbon disul-
fide [19].

Because of these interesting possibilities in dipolar
BEC, we study here some novel features of the dynam-
ics of anisotropic quasi-2D solitons [15] in a polarized
dipolar BEC. Specifically, we investigate the collision
dynamics of two robust quasi-2D dipolar solitons in the
x−z plane by varying the initial relative velocity and ini-
tial angle of impact using a mean-field Gross-Pitaevskii
(GP) equation. In particular, we use two quasi-2D soli-
tons with different angles between the collision direc-
tions of the two solitons in order to study a remarkable
novel nonlinear feature of dipolar dynamics. At large
velocities the dynamics is quasi-elastic for both head-
on collision and collision with a non-zero impact pa-
rameter and the solitons pass through each other and
move in straight line without significant deformation in
shape. As the velocity is reduced the collision becomes
inelastic and the emerging solitons become deformed.
With further reduction in velocity the two solitons form
a coalesced soliton in an excited state which eventually
breaks up into few pieces that come out in directions
independent of the initial directions of motion before
collision. At very small initial velocities, the solitons
come close to each other and form a coalesced single
soliton and never separate. These latter inelastic pro-
cesses through the formation of a coalesced soliton at
small velocities will be called deep inelastic collision.
These coalesced solitons are excited states of solitons
where the initial kinetic energy is partially transformed
into the internal excitation energy of the final soliton. In

deep inelastic collision, after formation, the coalesced
soliton often executes internal oscillations. The simplest
mode of oscillation is monopole or breathing mode (ra-
dially symmetric contraction and expansion maintain-
ing the shape.) The next excitation modes are dipole
mode (contraction and expansion along one direction
with change of shape) and quadrupole mode (simulta-
neous contraction and expansion along two directions
with change of shape.) We find different types of exci-
tation of the coalesced soliton. Specifically, we find a
signature of scissors-mode and monopole mode oscilla-
tions [20] and dipole and quadrupole excitations in the
coalesced soliton. Similar studies of collision of two
quasi-1D dipolar solitons have identified the formation
of a breathing mode [21]. The free angular oscilla-
tion of a BEC around an axis is called a scissors-mode
oscillation. The scissors-mode oscillation in a BEC was
detected [20] in the oscillation of a 87Rb BEC excited by
a sudden rotation of the anisotropic trapping potential.
In a nondipolar BEC, scissors-mode oscillation was ini-
tiated by external rotation [20]; here scissors-mode os-
cillation is initiated by inelastic collision between two
dipolar solitons, while a part of the initial kinetic en-
ergy is transformed into angular oscillation energy. In
case of scissors-mode oscillation the oscillation eventu-
ally die out and the solitons form a fused soliton in an
excited state (soliton fusion). Also, at small initial ve-
locities, a special coupling with internal soliton modes
can appears and, interestingly enough, the direction of
propagation of the solitons may change after collision.
In numerical simulation we find a change of direction
of propagation after collision. Many of the issues found
in the numerical simulation of collision of two quasi-
2D anisotropic dipolar solitons, including quasi-elastic
reflection at large velocities and capture at small veloc-
ities, are encountered in other settings including colli-
sion between kink and antikink traveling waves of the φ4

equations of non-integrable field theories [22]. Forma-
tion of coalesced soliton molecules has also been stud-
ied experimentally in nonlinear fiber optics [23].

In Sec. 2.1 we describe the three-dimensional (3D)
mean-field GP equation for a dipolar BEC. A reduced
quasi-2D GP equation, which we employ for the present
study of quasi-2D dipolar solitons, is given in Sec. 2.2.
In Sec. 3 we describe the numerical results for a sta-
tionary quasi-2D soliton. Those for the dynamics of
collision between two quasi-2D solitons at different ve-
locities and for different angles of impact are presented
in Sec. 4. Specifically, in Sec. 4.1 we consider quasi-
elastic head-on collision at large velocities. In Sec. 4.2
quasi-elastic collision with a non-zero impact parame-
ter is considered. In Sec. 4.3 results for deep inelastic
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collision at small velocities are presented; in Sec. 4.3.1
we consider a scissors-mode oscillation, in Sec. 4.3.2 an
unexpected change in the direction of the emerging soli-
tons, and finally in Sec.4.3.3 a quadrupole excitation of
the coalesced soliton are considered. Finally, in Sec. 5
we provide a summary of our findings and conclusions.

2. Mean-field model for anisotropic dipolar BEC
soliton

2.1. 3D Gross-Pitaevskii equation
We consider a BEC of N polarized dipolar atoms of

mass m each, interacting via the following atomic dipo-
lar and contact interactions [12, 24]

V(R) =
µ0µ

2

4π
1 − 3 cos2 θ

|R|3
+

4π~2a
m

δ(R), (1)

where a is the atomic scattering length, µ is the perma-
nent magnetic dipole moment, µ0 is the permeability of
vacuum, R = r − r′ is the vector joining two dipoles
placed at r (≡ {x, y, z}) and r′ and θ is the angle made by
R with the polarization z direction. At sufficiently low
temperatures a dipolar BEC is described by the follow-
ing nonlocal 3D GP equation [12, 24]

i~
∂ψ(r, t)
∂t

=
[
−

~2

2m
∇2 + Uext(r) +

4π~2

m
aN |ψ(r, t)|2

+ N
µ0µ

2

4π

∫
Udd(R)|ψ(r′, t)|2dr′

]
ψ(r, t), (2)

where Uext is the external trap, the wave function
is subject to normalization

∫
|ψ(r, t)|2dr = 1 and

Udd(R) = (1 − 3 cos2 θ)/|R|3.
In this study of quasi-2D solitons we consider a har-

monic trap Uext = 1
2 mω2

yy2 along the transverse y di-
rection, where ωy is the trap frequency. To compare
the dipolar and contact interactions, the strengths of the
dipolar interaction is expressed in terms of the dipolar
length

add =
µ0µ

2m
12π~2 . (3)

The dimensionless ratio add/a characterizes the strength
of dipole-dipole interaction add compared to that of the
short-range interaction a.

Equation (2) is next expressed in the following di-
mensionless form

i
∂ψ(r, t)
∂t

=
[
−
∇2

2
+

y2

2
+ g|ψ(r, t)|2

+ 3addN
∫

Udd(R)|ψ(r′, t)|2dr′
]
ψ(r, t), (4)

where g = 4πNa. In Eq. (4), length is expressed in units
of oscillator length l0 =

√
~/(mωy), energy in units of

oscillator energy ~ωy, density |ψ|2 in units of l−3
0 , and

time in units of t0 = 1/ωy.

2.2. Quasi-2D Reduction
In the presence of a harmonic potential along the y-

direction, it is natural to assume that the dynamics of the
BEC in the y direction is confined in the ground state
φ(y) of the harmonic potential and we have the follow-
ing ansatz of the wave function

ψ(r, t) ≡ φ(y) × φ(ρ, t) =
1

(πl20)1/4
exp

− y2

2l20

 φ(ρ, t),

(5)

where ρ ≡ {x, z}, and φ(ρ, t) is the asymmetric effective
2D wave function. To derive the effective 2D equation
for the anisotropic quasi-2D dipolar BEC, we use ansatz
(5) in Eq. (4), multiply it by the ground-state wave func-
tion φ(y) and integrate over y to get [15, 24, 25]:

i
∂φ(ρ, t)
∂t

=
[
−
∇2
ρ

2
+

g
√

2πl0
|φ(ρ, t)|2

+
3addN
√

2πl0

∫
dρ′ U2D

dd (ρ − ρ′)|φ(ρ′, t)|2
]
φ(ρ, t). (6)

The dipolar integral is calculated in momentum space
by the following convolution rule [26]∫

dρ′ U2D
dd (ρ − ρ′)|φ(ρ′, t)|2 ≡

4π
3

∫
dkρ

(2π)2 e−ikρ.ρ ñ(kρ, t) h2D

(kρl0
√

2

)
, (7)

where kρ =

√
k2

z + k2
x, ñ the Fourier transformation of

the 2D density [15, 27]

ñ(kρ, t) =

∫
dρeikρ·ρ|φ(ρ, t)|2, (8)

and

h2D(ξ) ≡
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dky

[
3k2

z

k2 − 1
]
| ñ(ky)|2,

= −1 + 3
√
π

k2
z l20
2ξ

exp(ξ2) erfc(ξ), (9)

where ξ = kρl0/
√

2 and erfc(ξ) is the complementary
error function.

In two dimensions, in free space, a stable nondipo-
lar BEC soliton cannot be formed due to a collapse in-
stability [6]. For small values of nonlinear attraction

3



such an object will escape to infinity and for large val-
ues of nonlinear attraction it will collapse. However,
a weakly attractive BEC in a quasi-2D trap, below the
Townes limit [6] of collapse, can be bound as the es-
cape to infinity will not materialize due to the trap. It
has been demonstrated [15] that, for moderate values
of the scattering length a and of the strength of dipolar
interaction, the quasi-2D dipolar equation (6) without
any external trap permits the formation of a spatially
anisotropic soliton which can freely move in the x − z
plane. This soliton is supported only by a trap in the y
direction. Equation (6) is independent of the variable y
as the dependence on y has been integrated out. Such
a soliton will be extended in the x − z plane and is, in
general, called a quasi-2D soliton. Nevertheless, such
a soliton collapses for large values of the strength of
dipolar interaction (strong attraction for add/a � 1) and
escapes to infinity for large values of scattering length a
(strong repulsion for add/a � 1), as we will see in the
following. In this paper, the scattering length a (and
also add) is positive. A dipolar quasi-2D soliton with an
appropriate value of add/a can be prepared in a labora-
tory by manipulating the value of the scattering length
a by the Feshbach resonance technique [28]. The use
of the quasi-2D GP equation (6) will facilitate the study
of the formation of a strongly dipolar soliton and the
collision dynamics of two such solitons. The quasi-2D
dipolar soliton can be studied by a numerical solution
of the full 3D GP equation (4). However, it is computa-
tionally more economic to solve the quasi-2D equation
(6).

3. Result: Stationary soliton

We solve the full 3D GP equation (4) as well as the
quasi-2D GP equation (6) numerically by the Crank-
Nicolson discretization algorithm employing the split-
time-step propagation method [29]. The dipolar interac-
tion is treated by a convolution to the Fourier momen-
tum space [26] using the available C and FORTRAN
programs [24]. The stationary bound solitons were ob-
tained by imaginary-time propagation whereas the real-
time propagation was applied to study the dynamics
of collision between two quasi-2D solitons. Neverthe-
less, the imaginary-time method has its limitations. This
method may fail when the solution is unstable and the
convergence is slow when the solution is close to unsta-
ble. There are the fixed-point schemes, like the variants
of Newton-Raphson methods, and improved imaginary-
time methods appropriate in these cases. Also, there
are variants to imaginary-time methods, that are signif-
icantly better than the simple imaginary time methods

Figure 1: Stability phase plot of an anisotropic soliton showing the
critical value of interaction gcr ≡ 4πaNcr versus add/a obtained from
a numerical calculation using Eqs. (4) and (6) for the 3D and quasi-
2D models, respectively. The plotted quantities in all figures of this
paper are in dimensionless units.

[30]. These may not be of concern in the present study,
as the solitons we will study are stable ground states
and the dynamics of collision, often leading to unstable
states, is studied by the real-time method.

In this paper we will present the results in dimension-
less units and take the time scale t0 to be 1 ms corre-
sponding to the harmonic trap frequency ωy = t−1

0 =

2π × 159.16 Hz. The dimensionless results can be con-
verted to actual physical results using the time scale t0
(= 1 ms) and length scale l0. The values of the length
scale l0, for this fixed time scale, are different for the
commonly used dipolar atoms in BEC experiments, as
the masses are different; for the dipolar atoms 52Cr,
164Dy, and 168Er the actual values of the length scale
are l0 ≡

√
~/mωy = 1.10 µm, 0.622 µm, and 0.615

µm, respectively. Hence the present dimensionless re-
sults can be transformed into actual physical units us-
ing these time and length scales for the common dipolar
atoms used in BEC experiments.

As it is commonly known, a BEC with dipolar in-
teraction always becomes unstable and collapses when
the number of particles is sufficiently large and greater
than a critical number Ncr (N > Ncr), independent of
the trapping geometry [31]. This is also true for the
quasi-2D soliton described by Eq. (4) in 3D and Eq.
(6) in 2D. A stability plot for the quasi-2D dipolar soli-
ton is illustrated in Fig. 1 from numerical solutions
of the 3D equation (4) and the quasi-2D equation (6)
by imaginary-time propagation. The two results are in
agreement with each other, specially for larger values
of add/a, where the soliton acquires a quasi-2D shape
and validates the use of the quasi-2D equation (6). The
stability phase diagram in Fig. 1 is consistent with pre-
vious results obtained by Santos et al. [17]. In the
stable region, a balance between repulsive and attrac-
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Figure 2: The 3D contour plot of a anisotropic quasi-2D dipolar soli-
ton with g = 16 and add/a = 3.35 in dimensionless units, obtained
from a solution of the 3D GP equation (4). The density on the contour
is 0.001.

Figure 3: Reduced densities n3D(x), n3D(z), n2D(x), and n2D(z) versus
x and z in dimensionless units for the quasi-2D soliton of Fig. 2 ob-
tained from the 3D and quasi-2D models (4) and (6).

tive interactions allows the formation of stable solitons.
However, in the expansion region, attractive dipolar in-
teraction is not enough to compensate for the atomic
contact repulsion; consequently, the soliton cannot be
bound and will escape to infinity. In the collapse region
the dipolar attraction is much larger than the contact re-
pulsion and the soliton collapses.

In Fig. 2 we illustrate the shape of a stable anisotropic
dipolar quasi-2D soliton showing the 3D contour plot
of density obtained from a numerical solution of the 3D
GP equation (4) by imaginary time propagation [29] for
g = 16 and add/a = 3.35. Because of the harmonic trap
in the y direction, the quasi-2D soliton is extended in the
x−z plane with a small width in the y direction. The ac-

tual values of the ratio add/a = 3.35 for the commonly
used dipolar atoms is smaller than 3.35. For example,
for 164Dy, add = 131a0, a = 92a0 [32], add/a ∼ 1.42,
for 168Er add = 65a0, a = 137a0, add/a ∼ 1.47 [33],
for 52Cr add = 16a0 [12] a ∼ 100a0 [34] add/a ∼ 0.16
[35], where a0 is the Bohr radius. A smaller value of
a, and consequently, a larger add/a, gives a quasi-2D
shape of the soliton with small spatial extension along
the perpendicular y direction. In a laboratory a smaller
value of a can be achieved by the Feshbach resonance
technique [28]. Such a modification of the atomic scat-
tering length by a Feshbach resonance was necessary in
all BEC experiments on solitons [2, 3, 5].

For an anisotropic quasi-2D soliton confined in the
x − z plane, it is appropriate to compare the reduced
densities along x and z directions obtained from the 3D
equation (4) and the quasi-2D equation (6) by integrat-
ing the respective densities over the orthogonal coordi-
nates. The reduced densities are calculated from the 2D
densities as

n2D(x) =

∫
|φ(ρ)|2dz, n2D(z) =

∫
|φ(ρ)|2dx, (10)

and from the 3D densities as

n3D(x) =

∫
|ψ(r)|2dzdy, n3D(z) =

∫
|ψ(r)|2dxdy.

(11)

In Fig. 3 we compare these axial densities of the quasi-
2D soliton of Fig. 2 obtained from the 3D and 2D equa-
tions. Based on the densities displayed in Fig. 3 and the
stability plots of Fig. 1, we find that the 2D reduction
Eq. (6) provides a faithful account of the actual state of
affairs, when compared to the full 3D Eq. (4).

4. Result: Collision Dynamics

Starting with the initial anisotropic soliton wave func-
tion obtained by imaginary-time propagation we can ob-
tain subsequent dynamics generated by real-time prop-
agation of Eq. (6). The GP equation is Galilean in-
variant, hence a moving soliton, necessary for studying
the collision dynamics, can be generated in a routine
fashion in numerical simulation. A moving soliton trav-
eling with a velocity v can be trivially obtained in real-
time simulation using a converged stationary solution
of imaginary-time propagation multiplied by the phase
factor exp(iv · ρ) as the initial function, provided an in-
finitely small space and time steps are used in numerical
simulation.
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Figure 4: (a) A generic initial configuration of the two colliding
anisotropic quasi-2D dipolar solitons with g = 8 and add/a = 3.35
through a contour plot of density |φ(x, z)|2. The solitons are moving
towards each other with velocity ±v0 with the vector v0 making an
angle θ with the z axis (gray dot line). The white full lines joining
the two solitons represent the collision directions for (a) θ = 0, (b)
54.7◦ and (c) 90◦.

Two such solitons, prepared by imaginary-time prop-
agation, are placed in different spatial orientation at po-
sitions ±ρ and time t = 0 in the x−z plane modifying the
initial angle (θ) between the collision direction and the
axis of polarization z. The respective imaginary-time
wave functions are then multiplied by appropriate phase
factors exp(±iv · ρ) and then used as the initial states of
real-time propagation so as to simulate the collision dy-
namics of two solitons at ±ρ colliding frontally at the
center ρ = 0 with velocity ±v.

A generic initial configuration of frontal collision of
two dipolar solitons moving towards each other with ve-
locity ±v0 of components v0x and v0z is shown through
contour density plots in Fig. 4. Three different ini-
tial configurations of the two colliding solitons for θ =

0, 54.7◦ and 90◦ are shown in Fig. 4 (a)-(c) through a
contour plot of the respective densities. Of these, the
orientation θ = 54.7◦ is interesting as strictly along
this direction the interaction between two dimension-
less point dipoles is zero [12]. The effective interaction
between two solitons is the folding integral over the in-
teratomic interactions between the atoms in the two soli-
tons. Consequently, in the asymptotic region for angle
θ = 54.7◦, when the two solitons are well separated, the
effective dipolar interaction will be small, as the inter-
atomic interactions around this angle will be small. For
angle θ = 0, the effective dipolar interaction between
the two solitons will be repulsive as two point dipoles
placed in side-by-side position repel [12]. For angle θ =

Figure 5: Variation of the soliton velocity ∆v/v0 as a function of
initial velocity v0 for different angles 0 ≤ θ ≤ 90◦. The collision is
quasi elastic for ∆v/v0 ' 0 in region (E). Inset: Region of deep inelas-
tic collision with the formation of a coalesced soliton for ∆v/v0 ' 1:
unexpected change in the direction of propagation (full black line),
scissors-mode oscillation in region (F), quadrupole-mode excitation
in region (G). The colorbar represents the value of ∆v/v0 in the plot
for a particular color.

90◦, the effective dipolar interaction is attractive as two
dipoles placed in head-to-tail position attract each other.
Hence these three angles correspond to distinct dipo-
lar asymptotic interactions between the solitons. For
all these angles the isotropic nondipolar contact inter-
action in the asymptotic configuration is zero. In this
way we study, in real-time simulation, the collision of
two identical in-phase solitons placed as in Fig. 4. In
quasi-elastic collision the emerging solitons are also in
phase. We can use the variation in the initial conditions
by varying the parameters θ and v0 to explore the gen-
eral dynamics involved in the collision process between
two anisotropic dipolar quasi-2D solitons.

The complex dynamic processes involved in the colli-
sion between two anisotropic solitons in a dipolar BEC,
which depend on the angle θ, is controlled by the ve-
locity vector v0 or by its two components v0x and v0z.
The similar collision dynamics between two isotropic
nondipolar collision is controlled only by the magnitude

of the velocity vector v0 =

√
v2

0x + v2
0z and not by the

components v0x and v0z, being independent of the col-
liding angle θ. To identify the domains of elastic and
inelastic collisions, it is convenient to define the rela-
tive variation of soliton velocity vector ∆v/v0 = [v0(t =

0) − v(t → ∞)]/v0 and study its variation in the colli-
sion process for different angles θ. In Fig. 5 we elabo-
rate a contour plot of the variation of the soliton velocity
∆v/v0 for collision of two identical solitons with g = 8
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Figure 6: Contour plot of density |φ(x, z)|2 for the collision dynamics
of two solitons with g = 8 and add/a = 3.35 each initially placed at
z = ±51, with θ = 10◦, and moving with velocity v0 = ±1 before (t
= 1 and 26 ), during (t = 50) and after (t = 90 and 115) collision in a
quasi-elastic process (same color bar as in Fig. 4). The solitons come
towards each other, interact at z = 0, and then separate and come out
practically unchanged.

and add/a = 3.35 each as a function of the initial veloci-
ties v0x and v0z and of different angles 0 ≤ θ ≤ 90◦. The
angle θ in this plot is inherent in the sizes of v0x and v0z.
For example, in this plot v0x = 0 corresponds to θ = 0
and v0z = 0 to θ = 90◦. Obviously, ∆v/v0 = 1 denotes
fully inelastic collision with a total loss of the kinetic
energy to inelastic excitation and ∆v/v0 = 0 denotes
elastic collision with the conservation of kinetic energy.
As expected, during soliton-soliton collision processes,
the total energy of the system is conserved [36]. For
large velocities in the region (E) of Fig. 5 the collision
may be considered as quasi elastic and ∆v/v0 ' 0 (black
color in colorbar). However, for small velocities near
the origin with ∆v/v0 ' 1 (pink color in colorbar), the
collision becomes inelastic. These different possibilities
of inelastic excitation are further displayed in details in
the inset of Fig. 5 for small v0.

Although at large velocities the collision between two
solitons is quasi elastic with the conservation of total ki-
netic energy, as the velocity of the colliding solitons is
reduced, the collision between two solitons gradually
becomes inelastic with a deformation in the shape of
two emerging solitons. In some of these inelastic col-
lision processes at very small velocities we found evi-

dence of coupling with special internal soliton modes,
which will be called a deep inelastic process, such as
scissors mode, quadrupole mode and even an interest-
ing effect which produces an unexpected change in the
direction of propagation of the emerging solitons. With
a reduction in velocity, the incoming solitons may form
a coalesced soliton in an excited state, which may break
up into more than two pieces. In this region we identi-
fied an excitation to a dipole or quadrupole mode, viz.
region (G) in Fig. 5. For even smaller velocities the ex-
cited coalesced soliton does not have enough energy to
break up into multiple pieces, but eventually decays into
two solitons that move apart in opposite directions dis-
tinct from the direction of motion of the incident soli-
ton, viz. black line in the inset of Fig. 5. For suffi-
ciently small velocities, the coalesced soliton does not
have enough energy to break up and remain in an ex-
cited oscillating state, often undergoing oscillation in
scissors mode or in monopolar breathing mode, viz. re-
gion (F) in Fig. 5. For the demarcation between regions
(F) and (G), we performed simulation for collision for
ten different angles between θ = 0 and 90◦.

4.1. Head-on quasi-elastic collision
Only the collision between two integrable 1D soli-

tons is truly elastic. However, for sufficiently large ini-
tial velocities, the collision between two quasi-2D dipo-
lar solitons is found to be quasi-elastic with no visi-
ble change in shape and also in velocity after the col-
lision, preserving the kinetic energy. In this case, the
relative distance between the two centers of mass in-
creases with time after the collision. We consider the
head-on collision between two solitons, initially placed
at z = ±51 at an angular orientation θ = 10◦ and at-
tributed a velocity of v0 = ±1 so as to collide frontally.
In Fig. 6) we illustrate the quasi-elastic nature of this
collision using the contour plot of 2D density |φ(x, z)|2,
through snapshots of density at different times before
(t = 1, 26), during (t = 50) and after (t = 90, and
115) collision. The quasi-elastic nature of collision be-
comes more explicit from a plot of the reduced density
n2D(z) during collision. The reduced densities n2D(z),
viz. Eq. (10), of the colliding solitons at different
times before (t = 0, 34), during (t = 56) and after
(t = 90, 128) collision are displayed in Fig. 7. We
find in Fig. 7 that the reduced densities at time t = 0
and t = 128, before and after collision, respectively,
are practically the same. The quasi-symmetric profile
of n2D(z) during collision demonstrates that the soli-
tons come out practically unchanged after collision and
the quasi-elastic nature of collision is confirmed from a
comparison of densities at t = 0 and t = 128 in Fig.
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Figure 7: Reduced density n(z) =
∫
|φ(x, z)|2dx in a quasi-elastic

process of Fig. 6 before (t = 0 and 34), during (t = 56) and after (t =

90 and 112) collision. Very similar results for initial (t = 0) and final
(t = 112) densities demonstrate the quasi-elastic nature of collision.

7. A video clip of the collision dynamics of Fig. 6 is
prepared and contained in supplementary file head-on-
quasi-elastic-collision.mp4 and also the video available
at https://youtu.be/BnZLlVsIGe0 .

4.2. Quasi-elastic collision with an impact parameter

We also studied quasi-elastic collision with a non-
zero impact parameter and moving along the x direction.
For this we considered two solitons placed at x = ±60
and z = ±5 at t = 0 and attributed the velocity v0 = ±1
along the x direction with θ = 90◦so as to collide at
x = 0 with an impact parameter of 10. In this case
the soliton continues to move along the x direction af-
ter collision without any deformation in shape or no-
table change of velocity or direction of motion along
x direction. Such a collision could introduce a rota-
tion in the solitons after collision or a change in the
direction of motion. No such rotation is found in this
case or change in the direction of motion, viz. Fig. 8.
We performed numerical simulation for different val-
ues of the impact parameter but the outcome remains
unchanged. A video clip of the collision dynamics of
Fig. 8 is contained in supplementary file quasi-elastic-
with-impact-parameter10.mp4 and also video available
at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5AKpui0tlYY .

4.3. Deep inelastic collision

As the velocity is reduced the collision becomes in-
elastic and the emerging solitons after collision are de-
formed in shape but maintain the initial directions of
motion. Upon further reduction in velocity, the two
colliding solitons form a coalesced soliton in a highly
excited state performing oscillation, which eventually

Figure 8: Contour plot of density |φ(x, z)|2 for the collision dynamics
of two solitons with g = 8 and add/a = 3.35 each initially placed at
x = ±60 and z = ±5, with θ = 90◦, and moving with velocity v0 = ±1
with an impact parameter of 10 before (t = 24 and 36), during (t =

60) and after (t = 84 and 96) collision in a quasi-elastic process (same
color bar as in Fig. 4). The solitons come towards each other, inter-
act at x = 0, and then separate and come out practically unchanged
maintaining the initial directions of motion.

breaks up, often into more than two pieces. In this case
the coalesced soliton does not “remember” the incident
directions of motion and the emerging solitons come out
in directions independent of the initial directions. The
collision in this case (with velocities corresponding to
the inset of Fig. 5) will be called deep inelastic collision.
In the following we consider three distinct phenomena
encountered in deep inelastic collision. The process of
deep inelastic collision is quite similar to compound nu-
clear reaction [37]. In compound nuclear reaction, two
low-energy colliding nuclei form a compound nucleus
in an excited state, which do not remember the details
of the incident nuclei and eventually breaks up into dif-
ferent pieces which come out in directions independent
of those of the directions of motion of the incident nu-
clei.

4.3.1. Scissors-mode oscillation and soliton fusion
We next study the formation of a coalesced soliton

executing scissors-mode oscillation, viz. region (F) in
Fig. 5, in deep inelastic collision of two anisotropic
quasi-2D dipolar solitons, each with g = 8 and add/a =
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Figure 9: Contour plot of densities |φ(x, z)|2 in a collision with an
initial angle of θ = 54.7◦ between the direction of motion and the
direction of polarization z and velocity v0 = 0.04 at different times
before (a) t = 40, during (b) t = 680, and after (c) t = 800, (d)
t = 920, (e) t = 1040, (f) t = 1160, (g) t = 1400, (h) t = 1920, (i) t =

2160 and (j) 2640 collision. The initially independent solitons become
bound into a new excited coalesced state in (c)-(j) oscillating around
the direction of polarization and eventually fully oriented along the z
axis (color bar as in Fig. 4).

3.35, placed at z = ±29, with an initial angle θ = 54.7◦

between the collision direction and the axis of polar-
ization z and with an initial velocity of v0 = 0.04 at
t = 0. In this angular orientation the dipolar interaction
between two point dipoles is zero and that between the
two solitons is supposed to be small when separated by
a distance large compared to their size. We plot in Fig.
9 the contour density |φ(x, z)|2 at different times before
(a) t = 40, during (b) t = 680, and after (c) t = 800,
(d) t = 920, (e) t = 1040, (f) t = 1160, (g) t = 1400,
(h) t = 1920, (i) t = 2160 and (j) 2640 collision. The
formation of the coalesced soliton is complete in plot
(c) at time t = 800. The initial orientation of the prolate
solitons in (a) is along the z axis. The slowly collid-
ing solitons merge into a single coalesced soliton in (c),
whose orientation is different from the original (verti-
cal) one. We find in (b), (c) and subsequent plots two
small separated pieces resembling the density of an an-
gular momentum L = 1 state usually called a dipole
excitation, which eventually subsides.

In the deep inelastic collision of two anisotropic

Figure 10: The maximum value of density |φ(x, z)max |
2 vs time for

the inelastic process in Fig. 9. The value of density is oscillating in
time after collision.

quasi-2D dipolar solitons we find the signature of
scissors-mode oscillation. The orientation of the pro-
late soliton after formation in Fig. 9 also performs a
few angular scissors-mode oscillations, and eventually
forms a fused soliton, which relaxes along the polariza-
tion z axis in (j) due to the dipolar interaction. During
this process the kinetic energy of oscillation is changed
to internal excitation energy of the fused soliton. We
illustrate this scissors mode in the dynamic collision us-
ing the Figs. 9 (c)-(i) to show the oscillation of density
cloud around the z axis, and after some time, Fig. 9 (j),
the system is fully oriented along the direction of polar-
ization. In plots (c) to (e) the soliton turns to right, and
then turns to left in plots (e) to (g), then to right in plots
(g) to (i) and then to left to relax along the polarization
z direction in plot (j).

As a coalesced soliton aligns itself eventually along
the polarization direction because of dipolar interac-
tion, it is not possible to have the final coalesced soli-
ton aligned in a direction different from the z axis. Af-
ter formation, the coalesced soliton shrinks in size and
its central density attains a maximum and the soliton
continues a monopole breathing oscillation (radial con-
traction and expansion) for a long time. To demonstrate
this oscillation explicitly, we plot in Fig. 10 the max-
imum value of density after collision versus time. We
have continued the plot in Fig. 10 for times well be-
yond that shown in Fig. 9. The maximum value of
density is small in the beginning and attains a max-
imum value during collision between time t = 2000
and t = 3000, i.e., after the formation of the coa-
lesced soliton. Then for t > 3000 the maximum den-
sity keeps on oscillating as the coalesced soliton exe-
cutes a breathing oscillation during a very long period
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Figure 11: Contour plot of density of two colliding quasi-2D
dipolar solitons with g = 8 and add/a = 3.35 each during in-
elastic collision with initial θ = 90◦ and velocity v0 = 0.06.
The numbered snapshots, representing the evolution of density, are
plotted after the fixed interval of time ∆t = 280 at times t =

0, 280, 560, 840, 1120, 1400, 1680, 1960, 2240 and 2520. After the
collision, the angle between the propagation direction and the z axis
suddenly changes to the final value of about θ f = 0.

of time with a period of approximately 1000 time units
and with a decaying amplitude. The continued oscilla-
tion of density demonstrates the robustness of this new
coalesced state for large time. A video clip of the fu-
sion dynamics of Figs. 9 and 10, to show the breathing-
mode and scissors-mode oscillations, is also prepared
and contained in supplementary file scissors-mode.mp4
and also available at https://youtu.be/LB8b8JKOmKA .

4.3.2. Change in direction of propagation
Interestingly, some of the deep inelastic collision pro-

cesses show an unexpected change in the direction of
propagation for both solitons after the collision: viz.
the full black line in the inset of Fig.5. This is a
classic example of deep inelastic collision, where the
final emerging solitons come out in directions com-
pletely independent of the directions of the incoming
solitons. We illustrate in Fig. 11, a collision process
for two anisotropic quasi-2D solitons initially placed at
x = ±70, with initial velocity of about v0 = 0.06 and an
initial angle of θ = 90◦ between the collision direction
and the z axis at t = 0. The contour of density |φ(x, z)|2

at different times before (1-3), during (4 and 5) and af-
ter (6-9) collision in Fig. 11 is showing that the direc-
tion of propagation suddenly changes. This happens
due to the formation of a coalesced soliton in an highly
excited state. Due to an excessive energy, this soliton
eventually decays into two solitons which move apart

Figure 12: Contour plot of densities |φ(x, z)|2 in a collision with initial
θ = 75◦ and velocity v0 = 0.07 at different times before (a) t = 100,
during (b) t = 400 and after (c) t = 600, (d) t = 1000 and (e) t =

1200 collision. The initially independent solitons become bound into
an excited coalesced state, which eventually decays into four pieces,
resembling a quadrupole excitation. (same color bar as in Fig. 11).

in opposite directions, distinct from the incident direc-
tion. The arrows in Fig. 11 represent the direction of
propagation for both solitons before and after collision
showing a drastic change in the propagation direction of
the solitons. After the collision, the angle between the
collision direction and the z axis of polarization changes
to the final value θ f = 0 from the initial value 90◦ be-
fore collision. A video clip of the inelastic collision
process of Fig. 11 is available in supplementary file
change-direction-propagation.mp4 and also available at
https://youtu.be/IIH1y7zrfpk .

4.3.3. Excitation to a quadrupole mode
We show in Fig. 12 the evidence of coupling to a

quadrupole mode, through a plot of the contour of den-
sity |φ(x, z)|2 of two anisotropic solitons with g = 8,
add/a = 3.35 each in a collision with initial velocity
v0 = 0.07 and |θ| = 75◦ for different times before (a)
t = 100, during (b) t = 400 and after (c) t = 600,
(d) t = 1000 and (e) t = 1200 collision. This veloc-
ity corresponds to region (G) of Fig. 5. Independently
of the value of θ, the solitons form a highly excited co-
alesced soliton after collision, which eventually decays
into four pieces. The formation of the coalesced soliton
is complete in (c). In plots (b) and (c) the density dis-
tribution is similar to dipole excitation, then it enters a
configuration in (d) resembling a quadrupole excitation,
then expands further in (e) maintaining the quadrupole
shape. It continues this expansion and breaks up into
four pieces, which move apart and never come back due
to an excess of energy of the coalesced soliton. This
process is found in all initial angles θ for v ≈ 0.07. A
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video clip of this deep inelastic dynamics of Fig. 12 is
contained in supplementary file quadrupole-mode.mp4
and also available at https://youtu.be/EoaWDzmU-qE .

5. Summary

To summarize, using a numerical solution of the
mean-field 3D and quasi-2D GP equations, we studied
the formation of anisotropic quasi-2D dipolar BEC soli-
tons [15], mobile in the x − z plane, polarized along
the axial z direction and harmonically trapped along the
transverse y direction. In this paper we considered
frontal collision as well as collision with a non-zero im-
pact parameter between two anisotropic dipolar soliton
at different velocities and for different angles between
the direction of motion and the polarization direction.
At large velocities of collision, the collision is found to
be quasi elastic with no visible deformation of soliton
profiles after collision. As the velocity is reduced, the
collision becomes inelastic with deformation of soliton
profiles after collision and the deformation increases at
slower velocities. For even slower velocities the soli-
tons form an unstable coalesced soliton in a highly ex-
cited state which decays eventually into more than two
pieces. In this region we identified a quadrupole excita-
tion of the coalesced soliton and a subsequent decay to
four solitons. For further reduction of velocity, the coa-
lesced soliton decays into two solitons moving away in
direction different from the incident direction. At suffi-
ciently small velocities the fused coalesced soliton does
not have sufficient energy for break up and performs os-
cillation in complex modes (soliton fusion); the signa-
ture of scissors mode (angular oscillation) and breathing
mode (radial expansion and contraction) are found in
numerical simulation. The result of collision for frontal
collision and collision with a non-zero impact parame-
ter are quite similar for both quasi-elastic, viz. Sec. 4.2,
and inelastic collision (not reported here). It has been
demonstrated numerically that these robust anisotropic
quasi-2D dipolar solitons can be created in a labora-
tory from trapped dipolar BECs by suitably changing
the trap frequency and the scattering length thus mak-
ing the collision of such solitons possible in a laboratory
[38].
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[9] T. Lahaye, T. Koch, B. Fröhlich, M. Fattori, J. Metz, A. Gries-

maier, S. Giovanazzi, T. Pfau, Nature 448 (2007) 672;
A. Griesmaier, J. Stuhler, T. Koch, M. Fattori, T. Pfau, S. Gio-
vanazzi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 250402.

[10] M. Lu, N. Q. Burdick, S. H. Youn, B. L. Lev, Phys. Rev. Lett.
107 (2011) 190401.

[11] K. Aikawa, A. Frisch, M. Mark, S. Baier, A. Rietzler, R. Grimm,
F. Ferlaino, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 210401.

[12] T Lahaye, C Menotti, L Santos, M Lewenstein, T Pfau, Rep.
Prog. Phys. 72 (2009) 126401.

[13] J. Deiglmayr, A. Grochola, M. Repp, K. Mörtlbauer, C. Glück,
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