arXiv:1309.3900v1 [quant-ph] 16 Sep 2013

Wave-packet dynamics for a coupled Gross-Pitaevskii equation

Sukla Pal^∗ Department of Theoretical Physics, S.N.Bose National Centre For Basic Sciences, JD-Block, Sector-III, Salt Lake City, Kolkata-700098, India

J. K. Bhattacharjee^† Harish-Chandra Research Institute, Chhatnag road, Jhunsi, Allahabad-211019, India (Dated: January 14, 2022)

Starting from coupled Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) describing the dynamics of binary Bose Einstein Condensate (BEC), we have explored the dynamics of the width of initial wave-packets by following two different approaches. We have followed a recent coherent state based approach and have shown that in binary BEC the oscillation of the width of the wave packet can give rise to instability at a certain condition. Alternately we have proceeded by considering the trial ground state solutions for both the species and through the Ehrenfest theorem shown the existence of an instability which may lead to phase separation of the two species.

PACS numbers: 05.30.Jp, 03.65.Ta, 03.75.Kk, 03.75.Mn,

I. INTRODUCTION:

The successful experimental achievements of BEC in 1995 in series of experiments of dilute atomic gases of Rb [1, 2], Na [3], Li [4] have created an interesting field of physics of cold dilute atomic gases. Both in theory and experiment this field of trapped BEC has revealed various interesting phenomena. Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) was first developed to describe identical bosons by Gross [5] and Pitaevskii [6] in 1961, independently and since then it remains a widely used model in different areas of physics, such as quantum mechanics, condensed matter physics, nonlinear optics etc. After the enormous success of GPE in explaining almost all of the features of Bose Einstein condensate in the mean field level, coupled GPE has gained sufficient attraction to explain the binary species problem.

The first two component condensate was produced with different hyperfine states of Rb^{87}. The experiments on Rb^{87} atoms occupying the hyperfine states |F = 1, m_F = −1⟩ and |F = 2, m_f = 1⟩ have been done by JILA group(Myatt et al.,1997). Later the group in MIT has been able to trap atoms in F=1 with different m_F values using optical methods. Not only for same species with two different hyperfine states but also huge efforts have been given to prepare binary BEC with two different atomic species K-Rb [7] and Cs-Li [8]. Even the multicomponent BEC has been generating sufficient interest. Among the features of BEC in trapped gases are the spatial inhomogeneity created by the trapping potential [9], the interplay of coherent and nonlinear phenomena [10–12], collective oscillations [13, 14], vortex formation[15], Josephson tunneling [16, 17] etc. Many

∗Electronic address: sukla@bose.res.in †Electronic address: jkb@hri.res.in

such problems have already been addressed in recent literature by using the semi-classical theory introduced by Gross and Pitaevskii. In particular, the multispecies condensation and phase separation [18–20] have led to several theoretical and experimental investigations. In this work we will revisit the dynamics of the 1D binary BEC system, entirely from analytical perspective, using some interesting new insights that have been produced for the single component system [21].

Gaussian wave packets are minimum energy wave packets and are the coherent states for the simple harmonic oscillator in quantum mechanics. Recently these coherent states have been quite relevant in case of BEC [21] as the existence of coherent state signifies the preservation of condensate without any diffusion of atoms from it. These coherent states are the states observed from the reference frame which are associated with the trajectory of classical and non-interacting particles. It has been found that the spreading of initial wave packet due to the repulsive nonlinear terms in GPE is strongly diminished by the harmonic trapping potential and shape of the wave packet remain unchanged with time [21]. Quantum dynamics in presence of repulsive non-linearity in harmonic confining potential has become quite understandable by considering the coherent state initially. The existence of this coherent state in harmonic trapping potential for single species BEC serves as the motivation to investigate whether the formation of coherent state is possible or not in case of the multispecies problem. If it exists then an interesting offshoot can be the phase separation possibility in terms of coherent states. In this paper we have defined the coherent state for a coupled GPE and have shown the occurrence of an instability. Our article is organized as follows. The coherent state construction and the discussions regarding the stability of this state is carried out in sec II. In Sec III, we use the Ehrenfest point of view to arrive at qualitatively similar results. We conclude with a brief summary in sec IV.

II. COHERENT STATE BASED APPROACH:

In this section by following a recent coherent state based approach [21] we will show how the concept of coherent state can be generalized in case of two species BEC. We consider the coupled Gross Pitaevskii equation with identical masses (m) and chemical potentials (μ) of the species α and β but different repulsive non-linear couplings (g_α, g_β and g_{αβ} ).

iℏ∂_tψ_α(x, t) = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ψ_α(x, t) + V_{ext}(x)ψ_α(x, t) + ( g_α|ψ_α|^2 + g_{αβ} |ψ_β|^2 − μ ) ψ_α iℏ∂_tψ_β (x, t) = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ψ_β (x, t) + V_{ext}(x)ψ_β (x, t) + ( g_β|ψ_β |^2 + g_{αβ}|ψ_α|^2 − μ ) ψ_β ,

(1)

The two species are confined in the harmonic potential (V_{ext}(x) =^1_2 mω^2) with normalization ∫ |ψ_α(x)|^2dx = N_α, ∫ |ψ_β (x)|^2dx = N_β, where N_α and N_β are the total number of species α and β respectively. The coupling constants are g_α =^{4πℏ2aα}_m , g_β =^{4πℏ2aβ}_m , g_{αβ} =^{4πℏ2aαβ}_m , where a_α and a_β are the s-wave scattering length of the species α and β respectively, while a_{αβ} is determined when an atom of species α is scattered by one of species β. Since we are searching for a coherent state, we need to find a form of wave packet which remains of the same shape in course of evolution. Hence the following can be a trial solution of Eq. (1): ψ_α(x, t) = ϕ_α(x − x_{0α}(t), t)e ip0α(t) ℏ ( x−^{x0α(t)}_2 )

ψ_β (x, t) = ϕ_β (x − x_{0β} (t, t))e ip0β (t) ℏ ( x−^{x0β (t)}_2 ) (2)

These solutions represent traveling wave packets being translated along the phase space which is 4 dimensional in our case. The phase space trajectory of (x_{0α}(t), x_{0β} (t), p_{0α}(t), p_{0β} (t)) will act as the reference frame for the coherent states if it coincides with the phase-space trajectory of a classical, non-interacting particle. This constraint dictates that the trajectory will be governed by the following sets of dynamical equations:

ẋ_{0α}(t) = p_{0α}(t) m ẋ_{0β} (t) = p_{0β} (t) m ṗ_{0α}(t) = − ∂V_{ext} ∂x | |_{x0α(t)} ṗ_{0β} (t) = − ∂V_{ext} ∂x | | |_{x0β (t)}

(3)

Following the same arguments as in [21] in case of binary species, we can conclude that from this special reference frame as described above, the quantum equation of motions for α and β take the following form in a harmonic potential.

iℏ∂_tϕ_α = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ϕ_α + V_{ext}(x)ϕ_α + ( g_α|ϕ_α|^2 + g_{αβ}|ϕ_β |^2 − μ ) ϕ_α iℏ∂_tϕ_β = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ϕ_β + V_{ext}(x)ϕ_β + ( g_β |ϕ_β |^2 + g_{αβ}|ϕ_α|^2 − μ ) ϕ_β ,

(4)

In [21] the argument is given for single species but this argument can remain valid for any multispecies problem as long as one is dealing with the trajectory of noninteracting particles. The coherent states of coupled GPE can be described by the stationary states of coupled GPE governed by the equations below. ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + V_{ext} + g_α|ϕ_{0α}|^2 + g_{αβ} |ϕ_{0β} |^2 ) ϕ_{0α} = μϕ_{0α} ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + V_{ext} + g_β |ϕ_{0β} |^2 + g_{αβ} |ϕ_{0α}|^2 ) ϕ_{0β} = μϕ_{0β} , (5) Where,

ψ_{0α}(x, t) = ϕ_{0α}(x − x_{0α}(t))e ip0α(t) ℏ ( x−^{x0α(t)}_2 )

ψ_{0β} (x, t) = ϕ_{0β} (x − x_{0β} (t))e ip0β (t) ℏ ( x−^{x0β (t)}_2 ) (6)

are the time dependent exact solution of coupled GPE given in Eq. (1).

We now need to study the stability of the coherent state against shape deformation. We perturb the coherent state solution ϕ_{0α} and ϕ_{0β} and are interested to know the stability of the time dependent solution given by Eq. (6). For this we take, ϕ_α = ϕ_{0α}+δϕ_α and ϕ_β = ϕ_{0β} +δϕ_β . Substituting this expressions in Eq. (4) we get the following pair of equations: iℏ∂_tδϕ_α = ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + Ṽ_{ext} + 2g_α|ϕ_{0α}|^2 + g_{αβ} |ϕ_{0β} |^2 ) δϕ_α + g_αϕ^2_{0α}δϕ^∗_α + g_{αβ}ϕ_{0α} ( ϕ^∗_{0β} δϕ_β + ϕ_{0β} δϕ^∗_β ) (7) iℏ∂_tδϕ_β = ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + Ṽ_{ext} + 2g_β|ϕ_{0β} |^2 + g_{αβ} |ϕ_{0α}|^2 ) δϕ_β + g_βϕ^2_{0β} δϕ^∗_β + g_{αβ} ϕ_{0β} ( ϕ^∗_{0α}δϕ_α + ϕ_{0α}δϕ^∗_α ) , (8)

where, Ṽ_{ext} = V_{ext} − μ and we are taking real ϕ_{0α} and ϕ_{0β} such that ϕ^2_{0α} = |ϕ_{0α}|^2 = n_α and ϕ^2_{0β} = |ϕ_{0β} |^2 =

n_β respectively. Considering δϕ_α = ∑ i ( u_{iα}(x)e^{−iωi t} − v^∗_{iα}(x)e^{iωi t} ) and δϕ_β = ∑ i ( u_{iβ} (x)e^{−iωi t} − v^∗_{iβ} (x)e^{iωi t} ) and keeping only the linear term in δϕ_α and δϕ_β , we obtain the following sets of equations for species α from (7) and its complex conjugate.

(1 + 2ξϵ_i)u_{iα} = −ξ^2Δu_{iα} + x^2u_{iα} + n̄_α(2u_{iα} − v_{iα})

+c_βn̄_β u_{iα} + c_β √ g_β g_α n̄_β √ n̄_α n̄_β (u_{iβ} − v_{iα}) (9)

(1 − 2ξϵ_i)v_{iα} = −ξ^2Δv_{iα} + x^2v_{iα} + n̄_α(2v_{iα} − u_{iα})

+c_βn̄_βv_{iα} + c_β √ g_β g_α n̄_β √ n̄_α n̄_β (v_{iβ} − u_{iα})(10)

To obtain Eq. (9) we re-scaled x as x̃ =^x_l where l = (_{2μ} mω^2 )_{1/2} is characteristic size of the condensate.

We define a parameter ξ =^{ℏω}_{2μ} and under Thomas Fermi approximation ξ ≪ 1 [22]. We write ℏω_i = ϵ_iℏω and we have defined^{gαnα}_μ = n̄_α,^{gβ nβ}_μ = n̄_β,^{gαβ nα}_μ = C_αn̄_α and^{gαβ nβ}_μ = C_βn̄_β where, C_β =^{gαβ}_{gβ} and C_α =^{gαβ}_{gα} . For simplicity of notation after re-scaling in the above way we put x in place of x̃. We write^{∂2}_{∂x2} = Δ and ℏω_i = ϵ_iℏω.

Adding and subtracting Eq. (9) and Eq. (10) and considering u_{iα} ± v_{iα} = f^{pm}_{iα} , we get the following equations:

f^+_{iα} + 2ξϵ_if^−_{iα} = ( − ξ^2Δ + x^2 + n̄_α + C_βn̄_β ) f^+_{iα} (11) f^−_{iα} + 2ξϵ_if^+_{iα} = ( − ξ^2Δ + x^2 + 3n̄_α + C_βn̄_β ) f^−_{iα} +2C_β √ g_β g_α n̄_β √ n̄_α n̄_β f^−_{iα} (12)

After doing the similar calculation for species β, we find following equations:

f^+_{iβ} + 2ξϵ_if^−_{iβ} = ( − ξ^2Δ + x^2 + n̄_β + C_αn̄_α ) f^+_{iβ} (13) f^−_{iβ} + 2ξϵ_if^+_{iβ} = ( − ξ^2Δ + x^2 + 3n̄_α + C_αn̄_α ) f^−_{iβ} +2C_α √ g_α g_β n̄_α √ n̄_β n̄_α f^−_{iβ} (14)

After doing few steps and neglecting the terms containing ξ^2 and considering f^±_{iα} = (1 − x^2)^{±1/2}η_α(x) and f^±_{iβ} = (1 − x^2)^{±1/2}η_β (x) we get finally the following two coupled equations:

(1 − x^2) d^2η_α dx^2 − 2x dη_α dx + C_β √ 1 − C_α 1 − C_β √ g_β g_α [ (1 − x^2) d^2η_β dx^2 −2x dη_β dx ] + 2 1 − C_β ϵ^2_i η_α = 0

(1 − x^2) d^2η_β dx^2 − 2x dη_β dx + C_α √ 1 − C_β 1 − C_α √ g_α g_β [ (1 − x^2) d^2η_α dx^2 −2x dη_α dx ] + 2 1 − C_α ϵ^2_i η_β = 0 (15) If we consider g_{αβ} = 0 in any of the equations given in Eq. (15), we recover the equation for single species BEC [22]:

(1 − x^2) d^2η dx^2 − 2x dη dx + 2ϵ^2_i η = 0 (16)

Eq. (16) leads to the well known dispersion relation for single species E_i = ℏω_i = ℏω √ n(n + 1) 2 (17)

where n = 1 for ground state solution.

Consider the special case g_α = g_β, so that C_α = C_β = C, in our binary species problem, we find by adding the pair of equations in Eq. (15):

(1 − x^2) d^2θ dx^2 − 2x dθ dx + 2ϵ^2 1 − C^2 θ = 0 (18)

where, θ = η_α + η_β . The eigen values are now given by ω_i = ω √ 1 − C^2

√_{n(n+1)}

2 . We note that ω_i vanishes at C = 1 signaling an instability. This implies g_{αβ} = g_α. It is important to note that our instability criterion is consistent with g_{αβ} > √ g_αg_β (19)

Condition (19) is well known in literature for causing the phase separation in binary BEC [18] and here we have derived the condition from coherent state based approach.

III. EVOLUTION OF THE WAVE PACKET THROUGH EHRENFEST LIKE APPROACH:

We begin with the 1D coupled time dependent GPE of the following form: iℏ∂_tψ_α = ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + V_{ext} + g_α|ψ_α|^2 + g_{αβ} |ψ_β |^2 ) ψ_α iℏ∂_tψ_β = ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + V_{ext} + g_β|ψ_β |^2 + g_{αβ} |ψ_α|^2 ) ψ_β (20)

The normalization, external confining potential and the coupling constants have the same form as taken in the previous section. For V_{ext}(x) =^1_2 ω^2x^2, appropriate rescalings can be done to write Eqs. (20) in the dimensionless form: i∂_tψ_α = ( − 1 2 ∇^2 + 1 2 Ω^2x^2 + g_α|ψ_α|^2 + g_{αβ}|ψ_β |^2 ) ψ_α i∂_tψ_β = ( − 1 2 ∇^2 + 1 2 Ω^2x^2 + g_β|ψ_β |^2 + g_{αβ}|ψ_α|^2 ) ψ_β (21)

We now consider the following trial ground state solution for Eq. (21). ψ_α(x, t) = √ N_α (2πW^2_α )^{1/4} e^− (x−x0α(t))2 4W 2α eip0α (x− x0α 2 )

ψ_β (x, t) = √ N_β (2πW^2_β )^{1/4} e^− (x−x0β (t))2 4W 2β eip0β (x− x0β 2 ) (22)

The expectation value is defined as usual as ⟨x⟩_α = ∫ xψ_α(x)ψ^∗_αdx. Differentiating with respect to time:

ẋ_{0α} = ⟨ẋ⟩_α = ∫ [ ∂ψ_α ∂t xψ^∗_α + ∂ψ^∗_α ∂t xψ_α]dx ẋ_{0β} = ⟨ẋ⟩_β = ∫ [ ∂ψ_β ∂t xψ^∗_β + ∂ψ^∗_β ∂t xψ_β ]dx (23)

With the help of Eq. (21), the above reduce to

N_αẋ_{0α} = i 2 ∫ ( ψ_α∂_xψ^∗_α − ψ^∗_α∂_xψ_α ) dx N_βẋ_{0β} = i 2 ∫ ( ψ_β ∂_xψ^∗_β − ψ^∗_β ∂_xψ_β ) dx (24)

Applying Eq. (22) in Eq. (24) we obtain the Ehrenfest equations: ẋ_{0α} = p_{0α} ẋ_{0β} = p_{0β}

(25)

Similarly for ⟨p⟩, we have^d_{dt} ⟨p⟩ =^d_{dt} ⟨ψ^∗(x) ( −i^d_{dx} ) ψ(x)⟩. With the help of Eq. (21) and Eq. (22) we arrive at the following pair of equations.

ṗ_{0α} = −Ω^2x_{0α} + N_β √ 2π g_{αβ}Δx W^3 e^{− Δx2}2W^2

ṗ_{0β} = −Ω^2x_{0β} − N_α √ 2π g_{αβ}Δx W^3 e^{− Δx2}2W^2

(26)

where, x_{0α} − x_{0β} = Δx and (W^2_α + W^2_β )^{1/2} = W . We also have ⟨x^2⟩ = ∫ x^2ψ^∗ψdx and taking time derivatives twice (details are described in Appendix A):

W_αẄ_α + Ẇ^2_α = 1 4W^2_α

− Ω^2W^2_α + g_α 4 √ π N_α W_α + g_{αβ} 2 N_β √ 2πW^2 e^{− Δx2}2W^2 [ 1 + 2 x_{0α}Δx W^2 ]

W_βẄ_β + Ẇ^2_β = 1 4W^2_β

− Ω^2W^2_β + g_β 4 √ π N_β W_β + g_{αβ} 2 N_α √ 2πW^2 e^{− Δx2}2W^2 [ 1 + 2 x_{0β} Δx W^2 ] (27)

In absence of g’s, the equilibrium width for both the species are equal and given by: W_α|_{eq} = (^1_{4Ω2} )^{1/2} = W_β |_{eq} = W_{eq} . Defining, σ_α =^{Wα}_{Weq} , σ_β =^{Wβ}_{Weq} , σ = W W_{eq} = (σ 2 α + σ^2_β )^{1/2}. Rewriting Eq. (27) in terms of σ’s:

σ_ασ̈_α + σ̇^2_α = 2Ω^2 [ 1 σ^2_α

− σ^2_α + g_{αNα} √ 2πΩσ^2_α + g_{αβ} N_β √ πΩσ^2 e^{− Δx2}2W^2 (1 + 4Ω x_{0α}Δx σ^2 ) ]

σ_βσ̈_β + σ̇^2_β = 2Ω^2 [ 1 σ^2_β

− σ^2_β + g_{βNβ} √ 2πΩσ^2_β + g_{αβ} N_α √ πΩσ^2 e^{− Δx2}2W^2 (1 + 4Ω x_{0β}Δx σ^2 ) ]

(28)

We can consider three interesting cases:

A. x0α = x_{0β} :

Under this condition Eq. (28) reduces to the following form:

σ_ασ̈_α + σ̇^2_α = 2Ω^2 [ 1 σ^2_α

− σ^2_α + g_αN_α √ 2πΩσ^2_α + g_{αβ}N_β √ πΩσ^2 ]

σ_βσ̈_β + σ̇^2_β = 2Ω^2 [ 1 σ^2_β

− σ^2_β + g_{βNβ} √ 2πΩσ^2_β + g_{αβ} N_α √ πΩσ^2 ](29)

We will do a linear stability analysis for both the species around the equilibrium width σ_α|_{eq} and σ_β |_{eq} :

σ_α(t) = σ_α|_{eq} (g) + δσ_α(t) σ_β (t) = σ_β |_{eq} (g) + δσ_β (t)

Keeping only the linear terms in δσ_α and δσ_α, we obtain the following two coupled differential equation:

δ̈σ_α(t) + ω_{α1}δσ_α(t) + ω_{α2}δσ_β (t) = 0 δ̈σ_β (t) + ω_{β1}δσ_β (t) + ω_{β2}δσ_α(t) = 0

(30)

Where,

ω_{α1} = Ω^2[2 + 2 σ_α|^4_{eq} + g_αN_α √ 2πΩ 1 σ_α|^3_{eq} + g_{αβ}N_β √ πΩ 1 (σ_α|^2_{eq} + σ_β |^2_{eq} )^{3/2} ] ω_{α2} = Ω^2( σ_{β|eq} σ_α|_{eq} g_{αβ}N_β √ πΩ 1 (σ_α|^2_{eq} + σ_β |^2_{eq} )^{3/2} ) ω_{β1} = Ω^2[2 + 2 σ_β |^4_{eq} + g_βN_β √ 2πΩ 1 σ_β |^3_{eq} + g_{αβ}N_α √ πΩ 1 (σ_α|^2_{eq} + σ_β |^2_{eq} )^{3/2} ] ω_{β2} = Ω^2( σ_{α|eq} σ_β |_{eq} g_{αβ} N_α √ πΩ 1 (σ_β |^2_{eq} + σ_α|^2_{eq} )^{3/2} )

(31)

So the width of both the species will perform coupled oscillation around their equilibrium width. To check the stability of the coupled oscillation, we need to find the normal mode frequencies ω from: | | | | −ω^2 + ω_{α1} ω_{α2}

ω_{β2} −ω^2 + ω_{β1} | | | | = 0

The frequencies are:

2ω^2 = ω_{α1} + ω_{β1} ± √ (ω_{α1} + ω_{β1})^2 − 4(ω_{α1}ω_{β1} − ω_{α2}ω_{β2}) (32)

The above expression suggests that if ω_{α1}ω_{β1} < ω_{α2}ω_{β2}, Δx = 0 condition can in principal gives rise to instability. In another words, though both the wave packets are at the same position, the widths need not be oscillatory and there can be a shape instability in the system.

B. x0α ≠ x_{0β} with constant (p0α − p_{0β} ):

This implies that at long time limit (Δt → ∞), e^{−Δx} = e^{−Δt(pα−pβ )} ≃ 0. Hence in this case Eq. (28) reduces to:

σ_ασ̈_α + σ̇^2_α = 2Ω^2 [ 1 σ^2_α

− σ^2_α + g_αN_α √ 2πΩσ^2_α ]

σ_βσ̈_β + σ̇^2_β = 2Ω^2 [ 1 σ^2_β

− σ^2_β + g_{βNβ} √ 2πΩσ^2_β

] (33)

So after a long time, the width equations for both the species are decoupled and the width of each of the condensate will fluctuate around their mean equilibrium value independently obeying the following equations .

δσ̈_α + ω̃_αδσ_α(t) = 0 δσ̈_β + ω̃_β δσ_β (t) = 0

(34)

Where,

ω̃_α = Ω^2 [ 2 + 2 σ_α|^4_{eq} + g_αN_α √ 2πΩ 1 σ_α|^3_{eq} ]

ω̃_β = Ω^2 [ 2 + 2 σ_β |^4_{eq} + g_βN_β √ 2πΩ 1 σ_β |^3_{eq} ]

C. x0α ≠ x_{0β} with variable p0α and p_{0β} :

With the help of Eq. (25 and Eq. (26) we get the following set of dynamical equations:

ẍ_{0α} = ṗ_{0α} = −Ω^2x_{0α} + N_β √ 2π g_{αβ} Δx W^3 e^{− Δx2}2W^2

ẍ_{0β} = ṗ_{0β} = −Ω^2x_{0β} − N_α √ 2π g_{αβ} Δx W^3 e^{− Δx2}2W^2

(35)

The fixed points of the above system are x^∗_{0α} and x^∗_{0β} and are to be obtained by equating to zero the rhs. of Eq. (35).

We now consider the stability. By writing x_{0α} = x^∗_{0α} + δx_{0α} and x_{0β} = x^∗_{0β} + δx_{0β} and doing a linear stability analysis we find the following structure. ( δx_{0α} δx_{0β} ) ( −Ω^2 + N_βg̃ −N_βg̃ −N_αg̃ −Ω^2 + N_αg̃ ) = ( δẍ_{0α} δẍ_{0β} )

where, g̃ =^{1√}_{2π}^{gαβ}_{W 3} . The eigen values of the coefficient matrix given above are λ_± =^1_2 [(g̃N − 2Ω^2) ± g̃N] where N = N_α + N_β. Instability can occur in the system if N > Ω^2 g̃ g_{αβ} > √ 2π Ω^2 N (W^2_α + W^2_β ) (36)

To understand the nature of the instability we note that from Eq. (35), on subtracting one from the other, Δ̈x = − dV^{ef f} dx where V_eff = Ω^2 2 (Δx)^2 + N √ 2π g_{αβ} W e^{− Δx2}2W^2 (37)

Now if we plot this effective potential with g_{αβ} as parameter we find that the effective potential is simple harmonic when g_{αβ} = 0. But as we increase g_{αβ} a barrier

FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of Veff with Δx for different values of g_{αβ} . When g_{αβ} = 0, Veff remains a simple harmonic potential. As the value of g_{αβ} increases g3 > g2 > g1, effective potential turns into the double well potential. At sufficient strong value of g_{αβ} given in condition III C instability occurs at δx = 0 and both of the species occupy the minima of the double well separately.

grows inside the harmonic potential and for sufficiently large g_{αβ} the effective potential becomes a double well potential and in this regime the phase separation occurs with two species occupying the two minima separately.

IV. DISCUSSION:

We have generalized the idea of coherent states for single species to the binary species case. The new concept we have applied here can be extended to multi species problem also. In sec II, we have shown the occurrence of instability on coherent states under certain conditions which is similar to the condition for phase separation already obtained in literature both theoretically and experimentally. Here we have constructed the condition in the context of coherent states. In sec III we have followed the Ehrenfest approach and have shown the occurrence of instability and phase separation under certain condition, effective potential in this regime being in the shape of double well. The transition of the effective potential (V_{ef f} ) from simple harmonic potential to double well due to the inclusion of g_{αβ} signifies the occurrence of instability and phase separation when there is sufficient interspecies interaction.

Though these two approaches are somewhat different conceptually, both of them may lead to an instability which can be connected to a phase separation. For the coherent state approach the implications of the instability will be explored in greater detail in future.

Acknowledgments

One of the authors, Sukla Pal would like to thank S. N. Bose National Centre for Basic Sciences for the financial support during the work. Sukla Pal acknowledges Harish-Chandra Research Institute also for hospitality and generosity during academic visit.

Appendix A: Derivation of Eq.(27): d dt ⟨x^2⟩ =^d_{dt} ∫ x^2ψ^∗ψdx = ∫˙ ψ^∗_α(x)x^2ψ(x)]dx + ∫˙ ψ_α(x)x^2ψ^∗_{alpha}dx and applying Eq. (21) for both the species we get d dt ⟨x^2⟩_α = i ∫ x ( ψ_α∂_xψ^∗_α − ψ^∗_α∂_xψ_α ) dx d dt ⟨x^2⟩_β = i ∫ x ( ψ_β ∂_xψ^∗_β − ψ^∗_β ∂_xψ_β ) dx (A1)

We take another time derivative of Eq. (A1) and apply Eq. (21) again. Then with the application of the property of Gaussian i.e, ⟨x^2⟩_α = x^2_{0α} + W^2_α for the wave packet of species α and ⟨x^2⟩_β = x^2_{0β} + W^2_β for that of species β, Eq. (A1) leads to the followings:

x_{0α}ẍ_{0α} + ẋ^2_{0α} + W_αẄ_α + Ẇ^2_α = 1 4W^2_α

+ p^2_{0α} − Ω^2(W^2_α + x^2_{0α}) + g_α 4 √ π N_α W_α + g_{αβ} 2 N_β √ 2πW^2 e^{− Δx2}2W^2 [ 1 + 2 x_{0α}Δx W^2 ]

x_{0β}ẍ_{0β} + ẋ^2_{0β} + W_βẄ_β + Ẇ^2_β = 1 4W^2_β

+ p^2_{0β} − Ω^2(W^2_β + x^2_{0β} ) + g_β 4 √ π N_β W_β + g_{αβ} 2 N_α √ 2πW^2 e^{− Δx2}2W^2 [ 1 + 2 x_{0β} Δx W^2 ] (A2)

With the help of Eq. (25) and Eq. (26) we reach into Eq. (27).

[1] M. H. Anderson, J. R. Ensher, M. R. Matthews, C. E.

Wieman and E.A. Cornell, Science, 269 198 1995. [2] C. J. Myatt, E. A. Burt, R. W. Ghrist, E. A. Cornell, C.E. Wieman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 586 (1997).

[3] K. B. Davis, M. O. Mewes, M. R. Andrews, N. J. van Druten, D. S. Durfee, D. M. Kurn and W. Ketterle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 3969 (1995).

[4] C. C. Bradley, C. A. Sackett, J. J. Tollett and R. G.

Hulet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1687 (1995).

[5] E. P. Gross, Structure of a quantized vortex in boson systems, Nuovo. Cimento., 20 (1961) 454457 [6] ]L. P. Pitaevskii, Soviet Phys. JETP, 13 (1961) 451454. [7] G. Modugno, G. Ferrari, G. Roati, R. J. Brecha, A. Simoni, and M. Inguscio, Science 294 1320 (2001) [8] M. Mudrich, S. Kraft, K. Singer, R. Grimm, A. Mosk, and M. Weidemuller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 253001 (2002).

[9] F. Dalfovo, S. Giorgini, L. P. Pitaevskii and S. Stringari, Rev. Mod. Phys. 71, 463 (1999).

[10] Th. Busch and J.R. Anglin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 010401 (2001).

[11] C. Becker, S. Stellmer, S. Soltan-Panahi, S. Dorcher, M.Baumert, E.-M. Richter, J. Kronjager, K. Bongs and K.Sengstock, Nature Phys. 4 496 (2008).

[12] P.G. Kevrekidis, D.J. Frantzeskakis, and R. Carretero- Gonzalez (eds.), Emergent nonlinear phenomena in a Bose-Einstein condensates. Theory and experiment (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2008).

[13] S. Stringari, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 2360 (1996). [14] Eur. Phys. J. D. 66 177 (2012).

[15] K. Kasamatsu, M. Tsubota and M. Ueda, Int. J. Mod.

Phys. B 19 1835 (2005).

[16] F. Meier and W. Zwerger Phys. Rev. A 64, 033610 (2001).

[17] M. Inguscio et. al. bf293 843 (2001).

[18] S. B. Papp, J. M. Pino and C. E. Wieman, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 101, 040402 (2008).

[19] E. timmermans, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 5718 (1998). [20] R. Navarro, R. Carretero-Gonzalez, and P. G. Kevrekidis, Phys. Rev. A 80, 023613 (2009).

[21] S. Moulieras, A. G. Monastra, M. Saraceno and P.

Leboeuf, Phys. Rev. A 85, 013841 (2012).

[22] P. Ohberg, E. L. Surkov, I. Tittonen, S. Stenholm, M.

Wilkens, and G. V. Shylapnikov, Phys. Rev. A 56, R3346 (1997).

[23] P. M. Lushnikov, Phys. Rev. A 66, 051601(R) (2002). [24] B. Hu, G. Huang and Y Ma, Phys. Rev. A 69, 063608 (2004).

[25] D. S. Hall, M. R. Matthews, J. R. ensher, C. E. Wieman and E. A. Cornell, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 1539 (1998)