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We study the effect of inter-condensate dipole-dipole interactions in a setup consisting of physically dis-
connected, single-species dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates. In particular, making use of the long-range and
anisotropic nature of dipole-dipole interactions, we show that the density of a target dipolar Bose-Einstein
condensate can be axially confined and engineered using a trapped control dipolar condensate. Increasing the
number of control condensates leads to exotic ground state structures, including periodic patterns in the tar-
get condensate. The latter leads to a structural transition between single and double-peaked structures with
coherence between the peaks controlled via the separation between the control condensates.

I. INTRODUCTION

The anisotropic and long-range nature of the dipole-dipole
interactions (DDIs) led to a rich physics in dipolar quantum
gases [1–4]. In particular, self-confined multi-dimensional
bright solitons [5–9] and ground states with density patterns
[10–15] remain a focus of study in dipolar Bose-Einstein con-
densates (DBECs). The discovery of dipolar quantum droplets
[16–21], resulting from the interplay between contact and
dipolar interactions, together with the quantum stabilization
[22, 23] led to a lot of exciting developments in the recent past.
The most remarkable among them is the observation of peri-
odic array of droplets, both incoherent and droplet supersolids
[24–35]. The coherence in a droplet supersolid can be probed
via excitations [28, 29, 31, 36] and the quantum moment of
inertia [33]. More exotic and multi-dimensional supersolids
are also predicted to exist in BECs [21, 35, 37–45].

Because of the long-range nature, physically disconnected
dipolar quantum systems can exhibit collective phenomena
[3, 46–49]. In condensates, they include dipolar drag [50, 51],
hybrid excitations [52–54], soliton complexes [55–60], and
coupled density patterns [61, 62]. The inter-layer interac-
tions can also significantly affect the stability of an atomic
dipolar condensate, despite having a small atomic dipole mo-
ment (6µB with µB the Bohr magneton for a chromium atom)
[63, 64]. Remarkably, a recent experiment using cold gas
of dysprosium atoms (10µB) demonstrated strong inter-layer
dipolar effects by reducing the layer separations to 50 nm from
typical lattice spacings of 500 nm [65], opening up new direc-
tions in the physics of dipolar gases and possibly observe var-
ious exotic bilayer phenomena [50, 53, 66–77]. Also, the re-
cent developments in the experiments of polar molecules with
large electric dipole moments paving alternative ways to probe
inter-layer effects in dipolar gases [78, 79].

In this paper, motivated by the recent experimental develop-
ment, we analyze the effect of inter-condensate dipole-dipole
interactions in a set of well-separated condensates. In partic-
ular, we show that the ground state density of a target dipo-
lar BEC can be engineered using an array of strongly con-
fined control dipolar BECs. The geometry of the setup is

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work.

Figure 1. (color online). The schematic picture of the setup consists
of three non-overlapping dipolar condensates. The two condensates
in the top row, separated by a distance of z0, are the control BECs,
whereas the bottom one is the target BEC. The target BEC is sepa-
rated by a distance of y0 from the control ones along the y-axis. The
control BECs are confined in all directions, whereas the target one is
axially (along z-axis) unconfined.

chosen to simplify the analysis, and in particular, the target
BEC is assumed to be confined in a quasi-one-dimensional
trap with no axial confinement. Further, we work in a regime
where the corrections to the chemical potential from the quan-
tum fluctuations or the Lee-Huang-Yang (LHY) corrections
within each condensate can be neglected [80, 81]. Before
indulging in condensate physics, we discuss the dipolar po-
tential experienced by a point dipole located at the center
of the target condensate due to the point dipoles placed at
the control BECs. Even though the properties of a pairwise
dipolar potential and their effect on condensate physics are
well understood, we propose novel scenarios by exploiting the
long-range and anisotropic nature of the DDIs that reveal a
wider possibility of engineering the effective dipolar potential
in a multi-condensate environment. A distant and localized
point dipole with its dipole moment along the z-axis induces
a double-well potential on a target dipole confined on a quasi-
one-dimensional tube with its axis along the z direction. An
array of localized point dipoles along the z-axis can induce
a double well lattice along the parallel Q1D tube for a target
dipole.

When the point dipoles are replaced by dipolar condensates,
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the tightly confined control BECs act as giant dipoles and im-
print double well potentials on the target condensate. The lat-
ter provides an axial confinement as well as leads to exotic
density patterns in the target condensate. For instance, a single
control BEC drives the target condensate into a two-peak state
with the possibility of tuning the peak density by varying the
trap aspect ratio of the control BEC. For the case of two con-
trol BECs, the ground state of the target condensate undergoes
a structural transition from a three-peaked to a four-peaked
structure when the separation between the control BECs is in-
creased. Interestingly, a periodic array of control BECs in-
duces an effective periodic potential on the target BEC with
a variable number of local minima, leading to different sin-
gle and double-peaked periodic structures. The flow of atoms
or the coherence between the density peaks can be controlled
by tuning the separation between the control BECs. Since
the periodic structures in target condensate are induced by the
inter-condensate DDIs but not self-organized, they cannot be
termed supersolid. However, they found a resemblance to im-
miscible double-supersolids in binary dipolar condensates in
which one component supports the density modulation in the
other component [82, 83] for which the quantum stabilization
from LHY corrections is not required. The other difference
is that contrary to the dipolar quantum droplets, we are at the
low-density regime.

The paper is structured as follows. The setup and model
are introduced in Sec. II. In Sec. III B, we discuss the axial
confinement of the target dipolar BEC using a single control
BEC. The density engineering using two control BECs is dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. The formation of periodic density patterns
in the target BEC due to an array of control BECs, is discussed
in Sec. V. Finally, we summarize and provide an outlook in
Sec. VI.

II. SETUP AND MODEL

The setup consists of M spatially disconnected dipolar con-
densates where one is a target BEC, and the rest are control
BECs. The control BECs are confined in all three directions,
whereas the target one is only radially confined but not axi-
ally. The radial potential is the same for both the target and
the control BECs. A schematic setup for M = 3 is shown in
Fig. 1. The two condensates in the upper row are the con-
trol BECs, and the bottom one, separated by a distance of y0
in the transverse y-direction, is the target BEC. We consider
Nt and Nc number of bosons in target and control BECs, re-
spectively. Each boson has a mass m and magnetic dipole
moment d (results are equally valid for electric dipoles) polar-
ized along the z axis [see Fig. 1]. At very low temperatures,
the system is described in the mean-field by coupled non-local
Gross-Pitaevskii equations (NLGPEs),

iℏ
∂

∂t
Ψ j(r, t) =

(
−
ℏ2

2m
∇2 + V j(r) + gN j|Ψ j(r, t)|2+

M∑
i=1

Ni

∫
d3r′Vd(r − r′)|Ψi(r′, t)|2

Ψ j(r, t) (1)

where Ψ j is the wavefunction of the jth condensate satisfy-
ing

∫
|Ψ j(r)|2d3r = 1, N j ∈ {Nt,Nc} and V j(r) is its external

potential. The external potential experienced by the control
BEC is V j(r) = mω2

⊥[x2+ (y− y0)2]/2+mω2
z (z− z j)2/2, where

ω⊥ and ωz are the trapping frequencies along the radial and
axial directions and by the target BEC is mω2

⊥(x2 + y2)/2. The
trap aspect ratio is defined as λ = ωz/ω⊥. The parameter
g = 4πℏ2as/m quantifies the contact interaction strength with
as > 0 being the s-wave scattering length. The dipolar poten-
tial is Vd(r) = gd(1−3 cos2 θ)/r3, where gd = µ0d2/4πwith µ0
being the magnetic permeability and θ is the angle between the
dipole moment and the radial vector r joining the two dipoles.
We introduce the dimensionless parameters g̃ j = gN j/ℏω⊥l3⊥
and g̃d j = gdN j/ℏω⊥l3⊥ to quantify the interaction strengths,
where l⊥ =

√
ℏ/mω⊥. The contact interaction strength g is

taken sufficiently large to ensure each condensate is dynami-
cally stable, which also rules out the self-trapping of the target
BEC along the axial (z) axis [55]. The ground states of the
complete system are obtained by solving the coupled three-
dimensional NLGPEs in Eq. (1) via imaginary time evolution
as detailed in [84], and our focus is particularly on the density
of the target BEC. Because of the asymmetric arrangement of
condensates, as shown in Fig. 1, the density of target BEC is
expected to be asymmetric along the y-axis. But, if the sys-
tem parameters and, in particular, the interaction strengths g̃ j
and g̃d j are taken such that the target BEC is in Q1D regime,
the asymmetry along the y-axis becomes less apparent. In
that case, the radial wave function can be approximated to
the Gaussian ground state of the radial harmonic potential.
Throughout this manuscript, we work in that regime.

Considering our setup involves cylindrical geometries, we
use a truncated dipolar potential [14, 86], Vcut

d (r) = gd(1 −
3 cos2 θ)/r3 when |z| < Z and ρ =

√
x2 + y2 < R , and zero

otherwise. Further, the DDIs in Eq. (1) are tackled using the
convolution theorem, which requires the Fourier transform of
Vcut

d (r) [14],

Ṽcut
d (k) = 4πgd

[
3 cos2 θk − 1

3
+ e−Zkρ

(
sin2 θk cos kzZ −

sin 2θk sin kzZ
2

)
−

∫ ∞

R
ρdρ

∫ Z

0
dz

ρ2 − 2z2

(ρ2 + z2)5/2 J0(kρρ) cos kzz
]
,

(2)

where, kρ =
√

k2
x + k2

y , cos2 θk = k2
z /(k

2
ρ + k2

z ), and J0(.) is the
zeroth-order Bessel function. The cutoff values Z and R are
taken such that they cover the complete system in all direc-
tions.

A. Quasi-one-dimensional regime

We can treat the whole setup in the quasi-one-dimensional
(Q1D) regime when the trap aspect ratio of the control BECs
is small, i.e., for λ ≪ 1 and the Q1D chemical potential (µ1D)
satisfies µ1D ≪ ℏω⊥ [57, 60, 61]. Note that, for the parameters
we have taken, the target BEC is always in the Q1D regime,
but for the control BECs, it depends on the value of λ. In
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Figure 2. (color online). (a) The dipolar potential experienced by
the target dipole due to a control dipole, V tar

d (z)l3
⊥/gd as in Eq. (6)

(solid line) and due to a control BEC, V̄ tar
d (x = 0, y = 0, z)l3

⊥/gd, as
in Eq. (7) (dashed lines) for y0 = 6l⊥ and the aspect ratio λ = 0.1
and 1. (b) The integrated column density (l⊥

∫ ∫
dxdy|Ψ j(r)|2) along

the z-axis of control ( j = c) and target ( j = t) BECs for y0 = 6l⊥,
g̃ j = 210, and g̃d j = 50. The interaction parameters are such that
ω⊥ = 2π × 1kHz, Nc = Nt = 9185 (52Cr), 1160 (168Er) and 600
(162Dy), and as/a0 = 15.2 (52Cr) [85], 66.5 (168Er)[25] and 131.3
(162Dy) [27], where a0 is the Bohr radius. Dashed lines are for λ = 1,
solid lines are for λ = 0.1 and brown dashed lines are for Q1D results
with λ = 0.1. (c) The iso-surface density plot of the target BEC for
λ = 1. In the numerics, the grid extensions used are (−xmax, xmax),
(−ymax, xmax) and (−zmax, zmax) with xmax = ymax = 25l⊥, and zmax =

200l⊥, which is much larger than the size of the condensate. The
cutoffs used for the dipolar potential are R = 22.5l⊥ and Z = 180l⊥.

the Q1D limit, the wavefunction of each condensate can be
factorized as Ψ j(r, t) = ϕ0 j(x, y)ψ j(z, t), where ϕ0 j(x, y) is the
Gaussian ground state of the radial harmonic potential. Em-
ploying the above factorization and integrating out the radial
directions, we arrive at the coupled Q1d NLGPEs for the con-
trol BECS as,

iℏ
∂ψ j(z, t)
∂t

=

[
−
ℏ2

2m
∂2

∂z2 + V j(z) + g1DNc|ψ j(z, t)|2 +

g1D
d

3

∫
dkz

2π
eikzz

Nc

M−1∑
i=1

ñi(kz)F0(kz) + Ntñt(kz)F1(kz)

 ]ψ j(z, t),(3)

and that for the target BEC is,

iℏ
∂ψt(z, t)
∂t

=

[
−
ℏ2

2m
∂2

∂z2 + g1DNt |ψt(z, t)|2 +

g1D
d

3

∫
dkz

2π
eikzz

Ntñt(kz)F0(kz) +
M−1∑
i=1

Ncñi(kz)F1(kz)

 ]ψt(z, t),(4)

where the sum is over all the control BECs in both the equa-
tions, g1D = g/2πl2⊥, g1D

d = gd/2πl2⊥, ñi(kz) is the fourier trans-
form of |ψi(z)|2, and

Fδ(kz) =
∫

dkxdky

 3k2
z

k2
x + k2

y + k2
z
− 1

 e−
1
2 (k2

x+k2
y)−iδkyy0 . (5)

The ground state solutions are then obtained by solving the
coupled Q1D NLGPEs via imaginary time evolution, which
are compared to the column densities obtained from the 3D
calculations when λ ≪ 1.

III. AXIAL CONFINEMENT

First, we discuss how a control BEC axially confines the
target BEC via the inter-tube DDIs. A qualitative picture can
be easily obtained by considering points dipoles as follows.

A. Point dipoles

The schematic diagram of a pair of point dipoles is shown
in the inset of Fig. 2(a). The control dipole is localized at the
coordinates y = y0 and z = 0, whereas the target dipole at
y = 0 is free to move along the axial z-direction. The dipolar
potential experienced by the target dipole along the z-axis is

V tar
d (z) = gd

(y2
0 − 2z2)

(y2
0 + z2)5/2

. (6)

Since two parallel dipoles in side-by-side configuration repel
each other maximally, V tar

d (z) exhibits a finite repulsive barrier
centered at z = 0. As the separation z becomes larger, the
dipoles are in a head-to-tail configuration, and consequently,
the dipolar potential is attractive but decaying as ∼ −2gd/z3.
This attractive nature of V tar

d (z) at large z axially confines the
target dipole. The change from repulsive to attractive behavior
of V tar

d (z) results in a local minimum on either side of z = 0.
Effectively, the control dipole induces a double-well potential
on the target dipole, as shown (solid line) in Fig. 2(a). Note
that, in general, the potential V tar

d (z) has radial dependence as
well, which becomes irrelevant in our setup due to the strong
radial confinement.

B. Dipolar condensates

At this point, we consider dipolar BECs instead of point
dipoles. As the control BEC is confined in all directions, it
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Figure 3. (color online). The inset of (a) shows the schematic dia-
gram of the three-point dipole setup. The two control dipoles (blue)
are shown on the top row, localized and separated by z0. The dipole in
the bottom (red) is the target one. The dipolar potential experienced
by the target dipole due to two localized control dipoles, V tar

d (z)l3
⊥/gd

as in Eq. (8) (solid lines) and the same due to two control BECs for
y0 = 6l⊥, (a) z0 = 15l⊥, (b) z0 = 30l⊥ and (c) z0 = 55l⊥. The in-
set of (c) shows V tar

d (z = 0)l3
⊥/gd as a function of z0, exhibiting a

non-monotonous behavior. The trap aspect ratio of control BECs is
λ = 0.33.

acts as a giant dipole, and we expect the target dipole to expe-
rience a qualitatively similar potential as that of point dipoles.
To verify that, we calculate the (mean-field) dipolar potential
induced by a dipole distributed over the density of the control
BEC on the target dipole, i.e.,

V̄ tar
d (r) =

∫
d3r′Vd(r − r′)nc(r′), (7)

where nc(r) = |ψc(r)|2 is the density of the control BEC. In
Fig. 2(a), we show V̄ tar

d (x = 0, y = 0, z) and is found to be sim-
ilar to the double-well potential generated by a point dipole.
The larger the value of λ, the closer the potential to the point
dipole case. The actual potential on the target BEC is Nc times
the potential V̄ tar

d (r).

As expected, the ground state of the target condensate is ax-
ially confined by the inter-tube DDIs. In Fig. 2(b), we show
the results for two values of λ and keep Nc = Nt. The inte-
grated column density of the control BEC is shown at the top,
and that of the target BEC is shown at the bottom. The repul-
sive barrier in V tar

d (z) creates a density minimum on the target
BEC centered at z = 0, leading to a two-peaked structure, as
shown in Figs. 2(b) and 2(c). The target BEC’s axial width
and peak density can be easily controlled by adjusting λ. The
tighter the axial confinement of the control BEC, the larger the
peak density and the lesser the axial width of the target BEC.
The number of atoms required for the state-of-the-art dipolar
BECs such as chromium (52Cr) [87, 88], erbium (168Er) [89–
91] and dysprosium (162Dy) [92] are provided in the caption
of Fig. 2 together with the required s-wave scattering lengths.
The value of as is such that the ratio gd/g, the relevant quan-
tity, is the same for all the species. Further, note that the Q1D
(dashed thin line) results are in excellent agreement with the
3D (solid line) results, as shown in Fig. 2(b).

IV. DENSITY ENGINEERING OF THE TARGET BEC

Increasing the number of control BECs can lead to ex-
otic density patterns in the target BEC. To demonstrate that,
first, we consider the case of two control BECs as depicted
in Fig. 1. As shown below, the density patterns depend criti-
cally on the distance z0 between the two control BECs. To get
an intuitive picture, we again look at the dipolar potential of
three-point dipoles in a geometry identical to the BEC setup
shown in Fig. 1. The dipolar potential experienced by the tar-
get dipole (bottom) due to two control dipoles (top) localized
at ±z0/2 is,

V tar
d (z) = 16gd

2y2
0 − (z0 − 2z)2[

4y2
0 + (z0 − 2z)2

]5/2 +
2y2

0 − (z0 + 2z)2[
4y2

0 + (z0 + 2z)2
]5/2 .

(8)
In Fig. 3, we show V tar

d (z) as a function of z for three differ-
ent values of z0. The potential has two maxima at ±z0/2 due
to the side-by-side repulsion between the control dipoles and
the target dipole. A minimum is on either side of each maxi-
mum, with the total number of minima depending on z0. For
small values of z0, there are three minima [see Fig. 3(a)]. The
minimum of V tar

d (z) at z = 0 gets deeper as z0 increases. A
further increase in z0, the central minimum turns into a lo-
cal maximum, resulting in a pair of double-well potentials on
either side of z = 0 [see Fig. 3(b)], as expected. At large
z0, we get a well-separated pair of double-well potentials as
shown in Fig. 3(c), arising from each control dipole. The non-
monotonous behavior of the potential at z = 0 as a function of
z0 is shown in the inset of Fig. 3(c). In short, the dipolar po-
tential experienced by the target dipole can be engineered by
varying the separation between the control dipoles. In particu-
lar, V tar

d (z) exhibits three local minima for small z0 and four at
large z0. When considering BECs, we use Eq. (7) to calculate
the contribution from each control BEC and sum over them.
The resulting potential for the condensates scaled by gd/l3⊥ is
also shown in Fig. 3 for λ = 0.33 and is almost identical to
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Figure 4. (color online). (a) The central density, nt(r = 0) = |Ψt(r = 0)|2 of the target BEC as a function of z0. (b)-(f) shows the integrated
ground state densities: l⊥

∫
dxdy|Ψt(r)|2 (top) and l2

⊥

∫
dx|Ψt(r)|2(bottom) of the target BEC for z0 = 20l⊥, z0 = 40l⊥, z0 = 80l⊥, z0 = 120l⊥

and z0 = 220l⊥, respectively and λ = 0.33. (b)-(d) exhibit three peaks, whereas (e)-(f) possess four peaks. The other parameters are same as in
Fig. 2 and the Q1D results (|ψt(z)|2) are in excellent agreement with the 3D calculations. D stands for the condensate density. In the numerics,
the grid extensions used are (−xmax, xmax), (−ymax, xmax) and (−zmax, zmax) with xmax = ymax = 30l⊥, and zmax = 300l⊥. The cutoffs used for the
dipolar potential are R = 27l⊥ and Z = 270l⊥.

that of point dipoles.
The effect of varying the distance z0 between the control

BECs on the ground state of the target BEC (ntar) is shown
in Fig. 4. As before, the inter-condensate DDIs axially con-
fine the target condensate. In Fig. 4(a), we plot the central
density of the target BEC as a function of z0, which exhibits
a non-monotonous behavior possessing a maximum, as ex-
pected from the spatial dependence of V tar

d (z = 0) shown in
the inset of Fig. 3(c). For sufficiently small z0, we get a three-
peak structure with a sharp peak at the center [see Fig. 4(b)].
Upon increasing z0, the central peak gets broader and denser
[Fig. 4(c)] since the minimum of the potential at z = 0 gets
deeper. Above a particular value, the behavior changes, and
an increase in z0 starts to reduce the central density. As
V tar

d (z = 0) becomes a local maximum, the central density
lobe develops a modulation as seen in Fig. 4(d), which even-
tually breaks into two peaks [see Figs. 4(e) and 4(f)]. Finally,
at large z0, a pair of semi-ellipsoid condensates is formed on
either side of z = 0, leading to a four-peaked ground state
density profile. The separation between the double peak struc-
ture can be made larger by increasing z0 further. Note that in
each case, we have compared the column density from 3D

calculations with Q1D results and found them to be in excel-
lent agreement. As stated before, even though the presence of
control BECs breaks the symmetry of the target BEC along
the y-axis, it is not apparent in the densities shown in Fig. 4
due to its Q1D nature.

So far, the atom number is kept the same for target and con-
trol BECs. Reducing the number of atoms in the target BEC
leads to a single ellipsoid-shaped condensate formed in the re-
gion between the control condensates, as shown in Fig. 5. In
Fig. 5, we show the densities of both the control (two peaks
on the top) and target (bottom) condensates.

V. PERIODIC PATTERNS

Finally, we show that having an array of many control BECs
can induce various periodic patterns on the ground state den-
sity of the target BEC. In Fig. 6, we show the potential ex-
perienced by the target dipole due to a periodic array of six
control dipoles for different z0, where z0 is the separation be-
tween the adjacent control dipoles. For small z0, (large enough
to avoid any overlap between the control BECs) the potential
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D

Control BECs

Target BEC

Figure 5. (color online). The integrated condensate density
(l2
⊥

∫
dx|Ψ j(r)|2) of control ( j = c) and target ( j = t) BECs for

ω⊥ = 2π × 1kHz, y0 = 6l⊥, z0 = 30l⊥ and λ = 1. For control
BECs, g̃dc = 200 and g̃c = 840, and for the target BEC, g̃dt = 10 and
g̃t = 42 and together, they correspond to {Nc = 36740,Nt = 1840}
for 52Cr, {Nc = 4640,Nt = 230} for 168Er and {Nc = 2400,Nt = 120}
for 162Dy. D stands for condensate density. In the numerics, the grid
extensions used are (−xmax, xmax), (−ymax, xmax) and (−zmax, zmax) with
xmax = ymax = 30l⊥, and zmax = 150l⊥. The cutoffs used for the dipo-
lar potential are R = 27l⊥ and Z = 135l⊥.

has seven local minima [see Fig. 6(a) for z0 = 12l⊥], with
inner minima being narrower than the outer ones. As z0 in-
creases, the inner minima get broader, and the outer ones get
narrower [see Fig. 6(b) for z0 = 20l⊥]. When the separation
is more significant, each control dipole induces a double-well
potential centered around its position. Hence, a maximum of
twelve minima emerges in the dipolar-potential as shown in
Fig. 6(c), say for z0 = 100l⊥.

The numerically obtained ground state densities of the
target BEC are shown in Fig. 7. For small z0, we see a
seven-peaked structure, with outer density lobes significantly
broader and higher in density than the inner ones [see Fig. 7(a)
for z0 = 12l⊥]. It is expected that since the inner potential
minima are narrower, increasing the density will cost more
energy. Increasing z0 leads to a structural modification, where
the inner lobes get broader and denser than those at the edges
[see Figs. 7(b) and 7(c) for z0 = 20l⊥ and z0 = 40l⊥]. As
z0 increases further, the inner density lobes develop density
modulation, [see Figs. 7(d) for z0 = 60l⊥] and eventually be-
comes double-peaked pattern at large values of z0 as shown
in Figs. 7(e) and 7(f) for z0 = 80l⊥ and z0 = 150l⊥, respec-
tively. Due to these structural modifications, as z0 increases,
the central density changes from a maximum to a local mini-
mum (z0 > 40l⊥) and eventually vanishes.

At this point, we quantify the coherence between two
neighboring density peaks at the center of the target conden-
sate using the contrast [82], defined as

C =
nmax − nmin

nmax + nmin
, (9)

where nmax is the maximum density among the peaks and nmin
is the density minimum between two peaks. For small separa-
tion between the control BECs, till z0 = 40l⊥, the contrast be-
tween the neighboring peaks at the central region of the con-
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Figure 6. (color online). The dipolar potential V tar
d (z)l3

⊥/gd experi-
enced by the target dipole due to six localized control dipoles (solid
line) for y0 = 6l⊥, (a) z0 = 12l⊥, (b) z0 = 20l⊥ and (b) z0 = 100l⊥,
where z0 is the separation between adjacent control dipoles. The
same due to control BECs for λ = 1 is shown by dashed line. At large
z0, as in (c), the total potential can be seen as an array of double-well
potentials.

densate, shown by filled squares in Fig. 8, increases with z0
and eventually attains almost a value of one. The latter in-
dicates an incoherent array of density peaks for z0 ∼ 40l⊥.
For z0 > 40l⊥, each density lobes develop a local minimum,
and the contrast obtained within a given density lobe again in-
creases with z0 as shown by filled circles in Fig. 8, and even-
tually attaining a value of one. Again, The latter indicates an
incoherent array of density peaks, but double the number of
peaks compared to that for z0 ∼ 40l⊥.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

To summarize, utilizing the inter-condensate DDIs, we
showed that the density of a target BEC can be axially con-
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Figure 7. (color online). The column densities: l⊥
∫

dxdy|Ψt(r)|2 (top) and l2
⊥

∫
dx|Ψt(r)|2(bottom) of the target BEC for different values of z0

in the presence of a periodic array of six control BECs for y0 = 6l⊥, (a) z0 = 12l⊥, (b) z0 = 20l⊥, (c) z0 = 40l⊥, (d) z0 = 60l⊥, (e) z0 = 80l⊥,
and (f) z0 = 150l⊥. The other parameters are λ = 1, g̃dt = g̃dc = 50 and g̃t = g̃c = 210, and they are the same as for Fig. 2. D stands for
condensate density. In the numerics, the grid extensions used are (−xmax, xmax), (−ymax, xmax) and (−zmax, zmax) with xmax = ymax = 30l⊥, and
(a)-(b) zmax = 150l⊥, (c) zmax = 300l⊥, (d) zmax = 350l⊥, (e) zmax = 450l⊥ and (f) zmax = 760l⊥. The cutoffs used for the dipolar potential are
R = 27l⊥, (a)-(b) Z = 135l⊥, (c) Z = 270l⊥, (d) Z = 315l⊥, (e) Z = 405l⊥ and (f) Z = 684l⊥.

Figure 8. (color online). The contrast C obtained for the density
patterns shown in Fig. 7 as a function of z0. The filled squares corre-
spond to the contrast obtained between two central density lobes. For
z0 > 40l⊥, each density lobe develops a density minimum, and the
corresponding contrast is shown by a second branch (filled circles).

fined and engineered using a single control BEC. When ex-
tended to multiple control BECs, exotic density patterns are
formed. Each control BEC induces a double-well-like poten-
tial on the target BEC. The effective dipolar potential acting

on the target BEC depends critically on the separation be-
tween the control BECs. The temperature associated with the
potential minima is the order of tens of nano-kelvins for the
parameters considered. It is easily tunable using separation
between the target and control BECs. Interestingly, we ob-
served a structural crossover between patterns of two period-
icities when the distance between the adjacent control BECs
is varied.

The exciting aspect of our results is that once strongly con-
fined, a dipolar BEC can affect the density of another dipolar
BEC due to its long-range and anisotropic nature, even if kept
far away. Even though it sounds simple, it is a non-trivial re-
sult if carefully considered. The previous studies where one
condensate affects another involved multi-component BECs,
which occupy the same space and are externally confined or in
the self-trapping regime. Our studies also open up several per-
spectives. Here, we only focused on the periodic arrangement
of control BECs, but an aperiodic arrangement can induce
non-regular structures on the target BEC. The above studies
could be extended in a 2D arrangement of control BECs. Our
results, in general, indicate the possibilities of engineering the
quantum state of one dipolar system using another, for in-
stance, in a hybrid setup of polar molecules or Rydberg atoms,
as they have been gaining importance recently [93].
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K. S. H. Ng, S. D. Graham, H. P. Büchler, T. Langen, M. Zwier-
lein, and T. Pfau, Phys. Rev. X 11, 011037 (2021).

[33] L. Tanzi, J. G. Maloberti, G. Biagioni, A. Fioretti, C. Gabban-
ini, and G. Modugno, Science 371, 1162 (2021).

[34] M. A. Norcia, C. Politi, L. Klaus, E. Poli, M. Sohmen, M. J.
Mark, R. N. Bisset, L. Santos, and F. Ferlaino, Nature 596, 357
(2021).

[35] T. Bland, E. Poli, C. Politi, L. Klaus, M. A. Norcia, F. Fer-
laino, L. Santos, and R. N. Bisset, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 195302
(2022).

[36] K. Mukherjee and S. M. Reimann, Phys. Rev. A 107, 043319
(2023).

[37] N. Henkel, R. Nath, and T. Pohl, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 195302
(2010).

[38] Z.-K. Lu, Y. Li, D. S. Petrov, and G. V. Shlyapnikov, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115, 075303 (2015).

[39] D. Baillie and P. B. Blakie, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 195301 (2018).
[40] J. Hertkorn, J.-N. Schmidt, M. Guo, F. Böttcher, K. S. H. Ng,
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