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Abstract

The nonlinear dynamics of a quasi-1D BEC loaded in a double-well potential
is studied. The beyond mean-field corrections to the energy in the form of the
Lee-Huang-Yang term are taken into account. One-dimensional geometry is con-
sidered. The problem is described in the scalar approximation by the extended
Gross-Pitaevskii (EGP) equation with the attractive quadratic nonlinearity, due
to the Lee-Huang-Yang correction, and the effective cubic mean-field nonlinearity
describing the residual intra- and inter-species interactions. To describe tunneling
and localization phenomena, a two-mode model was obtained. The frequencies
of the Josephson oscillations are found and confirmed by the full numerical
simulations of the EGP equation. The parametric resonance in the Josephson
oscillations, when the height of the barrier is periodically modulated, is studied.
The predictions of the dimer model, including the case of the one-dimensional
Lee-Huang-Yang superfluid, have been proven.

Keywords: BEC, double-well potential, Lee-Huang-Yang corrections, extended
Gross-Pitaevskii equation
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1 Introduction

The investigation of the beyond-mean field effects in the BEC dynamics has attracted
a lot of attention in the last years. The beyond mean field energy corrections to
account for the effects of quantum fluctuations have been calculated by Lee-Huang-
Yang in the work [1]. These corrections give a small contribution to the dynamics
of a one-component atomic BEC. The situation is changed drastically in the case
of a two-component BEC, when the mean field effects are balanced, so the residual
mean-field contribution to energy is comparable with the Lee-Huang-Yang( LHY) cor-
rection. As result the unstable against collapse BEC can be stabilized by the quantum
fluctuations [2, 3].

In this way, quantum droplets are generated. This prediction has been confirmed
in the experiments [4, 5]. The quantum droplets also can exist in one component
dipolar BEC, where the attractive residual mean filed interactions from the two-body
and dipolar interactions are balanced by the LHY quantum correction [6–8]. Modern
status of the area can be found in the reviews [9, 10]. Many other effects of quantum
corrections on processes of collective oscillations, modulational instability, and the
miscible-immiscible transition in BEC, have been performed recently [11–14].

One interesting is the fundamental problem of quantum tunneling and localization
of BEC in the double-well trap under quantum fluctuations, i.e. the role of the beyond
mean field effects for this problem. In the mean-field approach, macroscopic quantum
tunneling (MQT) and self-trapping (ST) in a double-well potential were investigated
in [15]. It was shown that nonlinear interactions play an essential role in the Josephson
oscillations and appearance of the self-trapped states.

Since the LHY term in the GP equation have the nonlinear form, quantum fluctu-
ations (QF) should strongly influence the MQT and ST. In a quasi-one-dimensional
geometry with l⊥ ≫ as where l⊥ is the transverse oscillation, and as is the atomic scat-
tering length, this problem is considered in [16]. Two-mode models with the LHY term
for (1D-3D) dimensions are considered in [17]. In this case, QF lead to the effective
repulsive quartic interaction.

The case of the one-dimensional geometry, when l⊥ ≤ as corresponds to quantum
fluctuations giving an effective attractive quadratic nonlinearity in the GP equation.
Thus crossover from quasi-one-dimensional geometry to one-dimensional is described
by changing sign of the effective nonlinearity from the repulsive to attractive one.

In this work, we will study the dynamics of two-component quasi-one-dimensional
BEC loaded into a double-well trap when quantum fluctuations give the effective
attractive quadratic interaction term in the GP equation.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we describe a modified
quasi-one-dimensional GP equation, obtained for the two-component BEC in a scalar
approximation including the LHY term. In Section 3, a two-mode model for a BEC
loaded into a double-well trap is derived. The Hamiltonian, fixed points, the Joseph-
son oscillations are analyzed in Section 4. The nonlinear self-trapped regime is also
discussed. The analytical results are compared with full numerical simulations of the
modified Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equation with the double-well potential. In Section 5,
the dynamics in the trap with the periodically modulated in time barrier height is
investigated. In conclusion the obtained results are summarized.
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2 The modified Gross-Pitaevskii equation for a
BEC in a double-well potential

We consider the dynamics of a two-component BEC loaded in a cigar-type trap, when
the beyond mean-field effects, describing quantum fluctuations are taken into account.
The system of modified GP equations has the form [3, 18]:

i~Ψ1,T = − ~
2

2m
Ψ1,XX + V (X)Ψ1 + (g11|Ψ1|2 + g12|Ψ2|2)Ψ1 −

g11
√
m

π~

(g11|Ψ1|2 + g22|Ψ2|2)1/2Ψ1, (1)

i~Ψ2,T = − ~
2

2m
Ψ2,XX + V (X)Ψ2 + (g22|Ψ2|2 + g21|Ψ2|2)Ψ2 −

g22
√
m

π~

(g11|Ψ1|2 + g22|Ψ2|2)1/2Ψ2, (2)

where gij = 2~ω⊥aij , ω⊥ is the transverse atomic scattering length, and aij are
the intra- and inter-spieces atomic scattering lengths. If g11 = g22 = g, g12 = g21,
the scalar approximation can be used Ψ1 = Ψ2 = Ψ. Then we have the modified
GP-equation:

i~ΨT = − ~
2

2m
ΨXX + δg|Ψ|2Ψ−

√
2m

π~
g3/2|Ψ|Ψ+ V (X)Ψ. (3)

Here the double-well potential is:

V (X) =
1

2
mω2

xX
2 + V sech2(−X

d
),

and

δg = g12 +
√
g11g22, g =

√
g11g22.

This equation has recently been used for the investigation of the scattering of one-
dimensional quantum droplets by narrow and broad barriers and wells in works [19,
20].

The interesting case is when δg = 0 and the residual mean-field contribution is
equal to zero, corresponds to the Lee-Huang-Yang fluid [21, 22]. In this instance, the
dynamics of a BEC in the double-well trap is controlled by the effective nonlinearity
given by the quantum fluctuations.

It is useful to rewrite the equation in the dimensionless form. Let us introduce
dimensionless variables:

t = Tω⊥, x = X/l⊥, l⊥ =

√

~

mω⊥
, V0 =

V

~ω⊥
, l =

d

l⊥
,

ψ̄ =
(2m)1/2

π~2ω⊥
g3/2ψ, γ =

π2

8

(

l2⊥δg

a2g

)

.
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We have:

iψt = −1

2
ψxx + γ|ψ|2ψ − |ψ|ψ + V (x)ψ, (4)

where

V (x) =
l2⊥
2l2x

x2 + V0sech
2

(

−x
l

)

. (5)

The number of atoms N =
∫

dx|ψ|2 in the physical units is:

N =
16a3

π2l2⊥
Np. (6)

Note that this equation is valid when the condition l⊥ ∼ a is satisfied.
The values of parameters for the experiment are: (l⊥/lx)

2 ∼ 10−2, γ & 0.1, V0 ∼
1, l ≥ 0.5 and N ∼ 10 for Np ∼ 103, a ∼ 0.3l⊥.

3 Two-mode model

For investigation of the BEC dynamics in a double-well trap, it is useful to employ a
two-mode description. We will apply the procedure analogous developed in [15]. First,
we find wave-functions for the modes, ground, and first excited states, which can be
found from the solution of the eigenvalue problem with ψ = φ exp(−iµt), where µ is
the chemical potential:

µφ = −1

2
φxx + γφ3 − φ2 + V (x)φ. (7)

We will look for a solution of the form:

φ = u(t)φ1(x) + v(t)φ2(x), (8)

where

φ1 =
φg + φe√

2
, φ2 =

φg − φe√
2

. (9)

Here φg, φe are eigenfunctions of the ground state and the first excited state respec-
tively. They satisfy the orthogonality condition

∫

φiφjdx = δij . Substituting these
expressions into the modified GP equation (4), after the integration x and ignoring
nonlinear overlap integrals, we obtain equations for the two-mode model:

iut − γ̄|u|2u+ ḡ|u|u+Kv + E1u = 0, (10)

ivt − γ̄|v|2v + ḡ|v|v +Ku+ E2v = 0. (11)

Here

γ̄ = γ

∫

dxφ41, ḡ =

∫

dxφ31, K = −
[

1

2

∫

dxφ1,xφ2,x +

∫

dxφ1V (x)φ2

]

,
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Ei =
1

2

∫

|φi,x|2dx+

∫

φiV (x)φidx,

γ̄ and ḡ are nonlinear parameters, E1,2 are zero-point energies in each trap, K is
the amplitude of the tunneling. Fig. 3 depicts the dependence of K on the barrier
height V0. As seen the tunneling parameter K decreases as the potential barrier height
increases. Note that the two-mode model is applicable when the chemical potential is
less then the barrier height, i.e. whenµ ≤ V0.
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Fig. 1 The dependence of the amplitude of the tunneling K on the potential barrier V0. Here,
γ = 0.1, l⊥/lx = 0.1, l = 1

.

4 Two-mode model with LHY term

Below we will study symmetric case E1 = E2. Introducing variables:

u = ρ1e
iθ1 , v = ρ2e

iθ2 , Z =
N1 −N2

N
,

θ = θ2 − θ1, Ni = ρ2i , N = N1 +N2,

where Z is the atomic populations imbalance, θ is the relative phase, N is the total
number of atoms, indices {1, 2} relate to the corresponding trap potential wells and
substituting these variables into Eqs. (10) and (11), we obtain a set of equations:

Zt = −2K
√

1− Z2 sin(θ), (12)

θt = γ̄NZ +
2KZ√
1− Z2

cos(θ) + ḡ

√

N

2
[(1 − Z)1/2 − (1 + Z)1/2]. (13)
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The set of equations has the Hamiltonian:

H =
γ̄N

2
Z2 − 2K

√

1− Z2 cos(θ)− ḡ

√
2N

3
[(1− Z)3/2 + (1 + Z)3/2]. (14)

The hamiltonian equations for the canonical variables Z, θ are:

Zt = −∂H
∂θ

, θt =
∂H

∂z
.

Stationary states are defined by fixed points of the set ((12), (13)): Zt = θt = 0.
The symmetric states are:

θc = 2nπ.

The ground state energy is:

E0 = −2K − 2g

3

√
2N,

and the asymmetric states with higher energy are:

θc = (2n+ 1)π.

with

Eex = 2K − 2g

3

√
2N.

Then the critical population imbalance can be find from the equation:

γ̄NZc =
2KZc√
1− Z2

(−1)n − ḡ

√

N

2
[(1 − Zc)

1/2 − (1 + Zc)
1/2].

4.1 Josephson oscillations

Now we consider Josephson oscillations near 〈Z〉 = 0. In the case of small oscillations,
the two-mode theory works very well, and the expressions for the Josephson frequency
can be obtained from Eqs. (12) and (13).

i) The zero-phase mode(θ = 0). Supposing the amplitude of oscillations of Z and θ
to be small in Eqs (12) and (13) one can find the frequency of Josephson oscillations
near 〈Z〉 = 0.

ωJ =

√

2K(2K + γ̄N − ḡ
√

N/2). (15)

In dimensional variables:

~ωJ =

√

(2K̄)2 + 2K̄αN − 2K̄β
√

N/2. (16)

Here, α = δg
∫

φ41dx , β = π~√
2m

∫

φ31, K̄ = −
[

~
2

2m

∫

φ1,xφ2,xdx+
∫

φ1V (x)φ2dx
]

.

In the case of the LHY fluid when γ̄ = 0, the frequency of the Josephson oscillations
(JO) becomes less than the Rabi frequency. It can be evidence that the system is in the
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LHY fluid regime. Note that in the quasi-one-dimensional regime, the JO frequency
is higher, than the Rabi oscillations frequency [16, 17]. Measuring the oscillation
frequency then allows us to find the contribution of the quantum fluctuations.

ii) π-phase mode(θ = π). The frequency of the Josephson oscillation is:

ωJ =

√

2K(2K − γ̄N + ḡ
√

N/2). (17)

In dimensional variables:

~ωJ =

√

(2K̄)2 − 2K̄αN + 2K̄β
√

N/2. (18)

4.2 Self-trapping regime

Self-trapping regime means that in each well the atoms are localized, i.e. 〈Z〉 6= 0. ST
mode occurs depending on the values of Z(0) and γ We can determine the critical
values of Zc and θc using the Hamiltonian.

The transition condition to the self-trapping regime is determined as follows. Let
us rewrite the Hamiltonian by introducing new parameters:

H̄ =
ΛZ2

2
−
√

1− Z2cos(θ)− δ
[

(1 − Z)3/2 + (1 + Z)3/2
]

. (19)

Here, H̄ = H/2K, Λ = γ̄N/(2K), δ = ḡ
√
2N/(6K).

Fixing Z(0), θ(0), we obtain the condition for the self-trapping:

H̄ > −1− 2δ

Then we can obtain a critical value of the parameter Λ when the self-trapping occurs:

Λc =
2

Z(0)2

[

−1 +
√

1− Z(0)2cos(θ) − δ(2− (1− Z)3/2 − (1 + Z)3/2)
]

. (20)

In Fig. 2(a), the phase portraits is plotted using Eq. (19) for the particular case of
so-called LHY fluid with γ = 0 at different initial values of the relative imbalance
Z(0). The LHY fluid corresponds to the case when the residual mean field is equal
to zero Λ = 0, so the nonlinearity in the GP equation is given only by quantum
fluctuations [21, 22]. From this graph we can determine the critical value of Z(0),
Z(0)c ≈ 0.504 for π-phase mode. This critical value satisfies Eq. (20). In the zero-
phase mode, there is a localization of the relative imbalance Z(t) for all initial values
of Z(t). The relative phase is not localized even in the self-trapping regime in both
zero- and π-phase modes.

In Fig. 2(b), the phase portrait is presented for the parameters Λ = 4.81, δ = 9, 3
in different initial values of Z(t). This phase portrait is similar to the first one, only
here the critical value for Z(0) is slightly larger than the first one, Z(0)c = 0.613. This
critical value satisfies Eq. (20).
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Fig. 2 First two phase portraits are shown for the parameters Λ = 0, δ = 9.6 (LHY fluid)(a) and
Λ = 4.81, δ = 9.3(b) in the different initial values of the relative imbalance Z(0). Third phase portrait
is presented for different values of Λ when δ = 9.3 and Z(0) = 0.6 (c). In all cases, the dashed line is
for π-phase mode and the solid line is for zero-phase mode.

In Fig. 2(c), the phase portrait is presented for different values of Λ when δ = 9.3
and Z(0) = 0.6. Both phase modes have Josephson oscillations and ST mode. We can
determine the critical values using Eq. (20), Λc ≈ 13.2 for the zero-phase mode and
Λc ≈ 4.3 for the π-phase mode. Of course, another critical value can be seen from the
graph in the π-phase mode Λ = 15.4, but this point is unstable based on Eq. (17).

The dependence of the frequency of the Josephson oscillations on the residual
mean-field interaction strength is presented in Fig. 3. The figure shows a good agree-
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Fig. 3 Dependencies of the frequency of the Josephson oscillations on the residual mean-field param-
eter γ. The solid and dashed lines stand for the zero-phase, Eq. (15), and π-phase modes, Eq. (17),
respectivelly. The asterisk and symbols + are calculated using numerical simulations for the zero-
phase and π-phase modes, respectively.

ment of the two-mode model predictions with full simulations for γ around 1.52−1.55.
According to Eq. (15), the Josephson frequency becomes complex at γ ≤ 1.43. This
can also be seen from the lower curve in the graph. Therefore, when γ ≤ 1.43, the
Josephson oscillation does not exist, where only the ST regime exists. If we change the
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value of γ to Λ, we can compare this result with the phase portrait results in Fig. 2,
for γ = 1.43, γ̄ ≈ 1.43 × 0.19364, ḡ ≈ 0.42625, K ≈ 0.0114, Λ = γ̄N/(2K) ≈ 9.6. It
can be seen from Fig 2a,b, ST regime exists for all values of Z(0), with Λ ≤ 9.6 for
zero-phase mode. The upper curve in Fig. 3 corresponds to the π-phase mode. In this
mode, the Josephson frequency is not complex, so, both, the regime of the Joseph-
son oscillations and the ST regime can exist. This result corresponds to the result in
Fig. 2. The graphs Figs 4.2a,b,c depict the transition of the dynamics of imbalance
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Fig. 4 The dynamics of the relative imbalance (Z(t)) is presented for LHY fluid case (γ = 0). Here,
Z(0) = 0.36 (a), Z(0) = 0.38 (b), Z(0) = 0.5(c). For all cases V0 = 1, Ω = 0.1, l = 0.5.

Z(t) from the Josephson oscillation regime to the ST regime for the LHY fluid (γ = 0).
We can determine the critical value of Z(0), Z(0) = Zc = 0.38 in these graphs. From
the figures, it can be seen that Josephson oscillations appear, when the condition
Z(0) < Zc is met. When the condition Z(0) > Zc, the dynamics of Z(t) goes into the
ST regime. The graphs Figs 5a,b,c depict the transition of the dynamics of imbalance
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Fig. 5 The dynamics of the relative imbalance (Z(t)) are presented for γ = 0.5 (Λ ≈ 4.81). Here,
Z(0) = 0.5 (a), Z(0) = 0.57 (b), Z(0) = 0.6(c). For all cases V0 = 1, Ω = 0.1, l = 0.5.

Z(t) from the Josephson oscillation regime to the ST one for γ = 0.5). We can deter-
mine the critical value of Z(0), viz. Z(0) = Zc = 0.57 in these graphs. The Josephson
oscillations appear, when the condition Z(0) < Zc is met, and the dynamics of Z(t)
goes into the ST regime. The two-mode model predicts that the threshold value of
the γ̄ is increased in the one-dimensional geometry when the LHY correction is taken
into account, at the same time in the quasi-one-dimensional case, it is reduced, in
comparison with the mean-field value [16, 17]. The full numerical simulations confirm
this prediction. But theoretical and numerical values agreed only quantitatively, due
to well-known limitations of the two-mode model [23].
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5 Modulated in time tunneling

Let us study the Josephson oscillations when the barrier is periodically modulated in
time:

V (x) =
Ω2

2
x2 + (V0 + V1sin(ωt))sech

2

(x

l

)

. (21)

Such modulation leads to the oscillating in time of the macroscopic tunneling
coefficient K:

K(t) = K0 +K1 sin(ωt), (22)

where

K0 = −
[

1

2

∫

dxφ1,xφ2,x +

∫

dxφ1V0φ2

]

, K1 = −
[
∫

dxφ1V1sech
2(x/l)φ2

]

. This procedure represents one of the ways to control the macroscopic quantum
tunneling of BEC in the double-well trap [24–27].

Considering small oscillations of Z, θ near zero values, we obtain the equation for
the populations imbalance:

δZtt + ω2

0(1 + h sin(ωt))δZ − K1ω

K0

cos(ωt)δZt = 0, (23)

where

ω2

0
= 2K0

(

2K0 + γN +

√

N

2

)

, h =
K1

K0

(

1 +
4K2

0

ω2
0

)

.

The standard analysis [28], shows that the parametric resonance in the oscillations of
the imbalance exists at

ω = 2ω0.

The gain at the parametric resonance λ is:

λ =

√

β − δ2

4
, β =

(

K1

8K0

− h

)

ω2

0

4
. (24)

Note, that when the nonlinearities are equal to zero, in the case of Rabi oscillations,
the gain is equal to zero and parametric resonance (PR) is absent. It can be seen also
from the initial dimer equations Eq. (11) in the linear limit, since in this case the
modulations of K(t) can be removed from the equations by redifinition of the time as
τ =

∫

K(t)dt. One of the important consequences is that using the PR for the LHY
fluid (with γ = 0 [21]) we can measure the strength of quantum fluctuations.

In Figs 6 and 7 the results of numerical simulations obtained from the two-mode
theory and full GP equation with double-well potential are presented. The gain at the
resonance is agreed well, while the long time dynamics is described qualitatively. it
is connected with the approximate character of the two-mode model, neglecting the
nonlinear corrections to the tunneling coefficients K.
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Fig. 6 The parametric resonances for Ω = 0.1,V0 = 1, l = 0.5, V1 = V0/20, ω = 2ωJ , are shown
at γ = 0. These results are obtained using the two-mode theory (a) and the numerical simulations
method (b).
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Fig. 7 The figure depicts parametric resonances for Ω = 0.1,V0 = 1, l = 0.5, V1 = V0/10, ω = 2ωJ ,
at γ = 0.5. Results are obtained using the two-mode theory (a), and the numerical simulations method
(b).

6 Conclusion

We have investigated the nonlinear dynamics of BEC loaded in a double-well potential.
The beyond mean-field corrections to the energy in the form of the Lee-Huang-Yang
term are taken into account. We derive a two-mode model to describe analytically
the dynamics of BEC. Using this model we obtain the expressions for the frequen-
cies of the Josephson oscillations when the contribution of the quantum fluctuations
are taken into account. The threshold value of the residual mean field nonlinearity,
when switching from the MQT regime to the ST regime occurs, has been found. The
results applied for the description of the dynamics of the quasi-one-dimensional LHY
superfluid in the double-well potential. The parametric resonance in the Josephson
oscillations when the barrier is periodically modulated, is studied. The analytical pre-
dictions are compared with the full numerical simulations of the modified GP equation,
showing good agreement.
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