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Abstract
We derive rigorously one- and two-dimensional mean-field equations for cigar- and pancake-
shaped Bose–Einstein condensates (BECs) with higher-order interactions (HOIs), which
originate from shape-dependent confinement corrections to the effective two-body atomic
interaction potential. We show how the higher-order interaction modifies the contact interaction
of the strongly confined particles. Surprisingly, we find that the usual Gaussian profile
assumption for the strongly confining direction is inappropriate for the cigar-shaped BEC case,
and a Thomas–Fermi-type profile should be adopted instead. Based on the derived mean-field
equations, the Thomas–Fermi densities are analyzed in the presence of the contact interaction
and HOI, and considering the limit of large contact interaction and HOI. For both box and
harmonic traps in one, two and three dimensions, we identify the analytical Thomas–Fermi
densities, which depend on the competition between the contact interaction and the HOI.

Keywords: Bose–Einstein condensate, dimension reduction, higher-order interaction, Thomas–
Fermi approximation, modified Gross–Pitaevskii equation

(Some figures may appear in colour only in the online journal)

1. Introduction

Quantum-degenerate gases have been explored extensively
ever since the remarkable discovery of Bose–Einstein con-
densate (BEC) in 1995 [1–3]. In typical BEC experiments, the
ultra-cold bosonic gases are dilute and interact weakly, where
only two-body interactions are relevant. As a result, the major
properties of the system are governed by these weak two-
body interactions [4–6]. Ideally, the BEC system is described
by the Hamiltonian for N identical bosons with binary inter-
actions as
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where V x( ) is an external trapping potential, Vint is the inter-
atomic potential, xk is the spatial coordinates for the kth atom,
ÿ is the reduced Planck constant, m is the mass of the particle
and N is the total number of particles. The Gross–Pitaevskii
equation (GPE) for BEC, a mean-field approximation for the
above N-body Hamiltonian [6, 7], contains two key
assumptions. Firstly, the GP theory assumes that the N-body
wave function Y ¼ tx x, , ,N1( ) is the product of the single
wave functions y tx ,k( ), i.e. the mean-field approximation,

 yY ¼ »
=

t tx x x, , , , . 1N
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Secondly, although the atomic interaction potentials are rather
complicated, they can be described effectively by the two-
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body Fermi contact interaction—the interaction kernel taken
as the Dirac delta function d (·)—in the ultra-cold dilute
regime, with a single parameter, the zero energy s-wave
scattering length as, i.e.

d- = - -V V gx x x x x x , 2j k j k j kint mf 0( ) ( ) ≔ ( ) ( )

and = pg a

m0
4 s

2

. The above two assumptions lead to the well-
known cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, which is also
known as the GPE, where the nonlinearity arises from the
effective interaction potential approximation. This effective δ
potential is the heart of the mean-field GPE theory for BEC
[6, 7]. Based on the GPE, various aspects of BEC have been
extensively studied, including the static properties [7–9] and
dynamic properties [10–12].

The treatment of effective two-body contact interactions
has been proven to be successful, but it is limited due to the
low energy or low density assumption [13]. In the case of
high particle densities or strong confinement, there will be a
wider range of possible momentum states and correction
terms should be included in the GPE to provide a better
results [14, 15]. In [15, 16], shape-dependent confinement
corrections to the effective potential have been explained and
derived as

- = - + -V V Vx x x x x x , 3j k j k j kint mf hoi( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
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with re being the effective range of the
two-body interactions. Within the perturbation framework,
taking the above higher-order interaction (HOI) (or effective
range expansion) Vhoi into account, a modified GPE (MGPE),
which is equation (5), is obtained by inserting (3) into the N-
body Hamiltonian with the mean-field approximation
[15–18].

Based on the MGPE (5), [19–21] have shown the sta-
bility conditions and collective excitations of a harmonically
trapped BEC. In the Thomas–Fermi (TF) limit regime (large
particle number), [22] showed the approximate density profile
for BEC with HOI in a radial trap. On the other hand, in most
experiments, a strong harmonic trap is applied along one or
two directions to confine (or suppress) the condensate into a
pancake or cigar shape, respectively. In such cases, the usual
TF approximation for the full three-dimensional (3D) case
becomes invalid. It is then desirable to derive the effective
one- (1D) and two-dimensional (2D) models, which offer
compelling advantages for numerical computations compared
to the 3D case.

In this paper, we present effective mean-field equations
for trapped BECs with HOI in one and two dimensions. Our
equations are based on a mathematically rigorous dimension
reduction of the 3D MGPE (5) to lower dimensions. Such
dimension reduction has been formally derived in [9, 23–
27] and rigorously analyzed in [28, 29], for the conventional
GPE, i.e. without HOI. While for the MGPE, to our
knowledge, this result has not been obtained, except for
some preliminary works [17, 21], where the Gaussian

profile is assumed in the strongly confining direction fol-
lowing the conventional GPE case. Surprisingly, our find-
ings suggest that the Gaussian profile assumption is
inappropriate for the quasi-1D BEC. In the derivation of the
quasi-1D (2D) model for the BEC with HOI, we assume that
the leading order (in terms of aspect ratio) of the full 3D
energy is from the radial (longitudinal) wave function, such
that the BEC can only be excited in the non-confining
directions, resulting in effective 1D (2D) condensates.
Based on this principle, we show that the longitudinal wave
function can be taken as the ground state of the longitudinal
harmonic trap in quasi-2D BEC, and the radial wave func-
tion has to be taken as the TF type (see (11)) in quasi-1D
BEC, which is totally different from the conventional GPE
case [17, 21]. Furthermore, we derive simple TF densities in
1D, 2D and 3D from our effective equations, with different
HOI and contact interaction parameters, for both harmonic
and box potentials. These results yield very interesting
phase diagrams of the TF ground-state densities regarding
the contact interaction and HOI. We compare the ground
states of the quasi-1D and quasi-2D BEC with the ground
states of the full 3D BEC and find good agreement. In
particular, our ground states are good approximations to
those of the full 3D MGPE in regimes where the TF
approximation fails.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we
introduce the modified GPE in the presence of HOI that will
be considered in this paper. As the first main result, we pre-
sent in section 3 the mean-field equation for the quasi-1D
cigar-shaped BEC. We compare the ground-state solutions of
this 1D equation with the full 3D computation. In section 4,
we present the second main result, the mean-field equation for
the quasi-2D pancake-shaped BEC. Comparisons are made
between ground-state density profiles of the 2D equation and
ground-state density profiles calculated from the full 3D
model. In section 5, we provide a complete summary of the
TF approximations in 1D, 2D and 3D cases, with harmonic
potential or box potential separately. Depending on the HOI
strength and contact interaction strength, the TF approxima-
tions are surprisingly different in different regimes, which are
shown in figure 3, and they are compared with the corresp-
onding ground-state solutions obtained via mean-field
equations. Finally, we present our conclusions in section 6.
Appendix A provides the details of the dimension reduction
from the full 3D MGPE to our 1D mean-field equation, and
appendix B provides the details for the reduction to the
2D case.

2. 3D modified GPE

At temperature T much lower than the critical temperature Tc,
the mean-field GPE of a BEC may include the HOI effect
[15, 21]. Inserting the HOI correction into the two-body
interaction potential, we can obtain the MGPE [16, 17] for the
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is the contact interaction strength.
The last unusual nonlinear term (not present for con-

ventional GPE [6, 7]) accounts for the HOI correction to the
effective two-body interaction potential [15, 16], which is
nonlocal and the strength is given by the parameter

= -g a a r
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s s e
2

. For the hard sphere potential case, =r ae s
2

3
.

V V x≔ ( ) is the given real-valued external trapping potential.
As in typical current experiments, we assume that the BEC is
confined in the following harmonic potential

w w w= + +V
m

x y zx
2

, 6x y z
2 2 2 2 2 2( ) [ ] ( )

where w > 0x , w > 0y and w > 0z are trapping frequencies in
x-, y- and z-direction, respectively. The wave function ψ is
normalized as

òy y = t t Nx x, , d , 72 2
3

(· ) ≔ ∣ ( )∣ ( )

where N is the total number of particles in BEC.
We introduce the dimensionless quantities by rescaling

length, time, energy and wave function as  xx x s, wt t 0,
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3 , respectively, where =xs
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dimensionless form of the MGPE (5) reads
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and the dimensionless trapping potential is =V x( )
g g g+ +x y z2 2 2x y z

2 2 2 2 2 2 with g w w=x x 0, g w w=y y 0

and g w w=z z 0. The normalization condition becomes
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When d = 0, the MGPE (8) collapses to the conventional
GPE and the corresponding dimension reduction problem has
been studied in [9, 23–28] and references therein. When
d < 0, there is no ground state of (8), and when d > 0 and the
trapping potential is a confinement, there are ground states of
(8) and the positive ground state is unique if b 0. Thus
hereafter we assume d > 0.

3. Quasi-1D BEC with HOI

With a sufficiently large radial trapping frequency, it is pos-
sible to freeze the radial motion of a BEC [30], and then we
have a quasi-1D system. Intuitively, the energy separation

between stationary states is much larger in the radial direction
than in the axial direction, and the dynamics is then frozen in
radial direction. As a consequence, the wave function of the
system is in the variable separated form, i.e., it is the multi-
plication of the axial direction function and the radial direc-
tion function. In this section, we present an effective mean-
field equation for the axial wave function of the BEC with
HOI, by assuming a strong radial confinement.

3.1. 1D mean-field equation

In order to derive the mean-field equation for the axial wave
function, we start with the 3D MGPE (5) and assume a har-
monic potential with w w w w= = r x y z. Choosing the

rescaling parameters used in (8) as w w= z0 ,  w=x ms z ,
we now work with the dimensionless equation (8). In the
quasi-1D BEC with HOI, the 3D wave fuction can be fac-
torized as

y c y= m-t x y z tx, e , , , 11t
D D

i
2 1D2( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

with appropriate radial state function c D2 and m ÎD2 . Once
the radial state c D2 is known, we could project the MGPE (8)
onto the axial direction to derive the quasi-1D equation. The
key to find such c D2 is the criterion that the energy separation
between stationary states should be much larger in the radial
direction than in the axial direction, i.e., there is an energy
scale separation between the radial state c D2 and the axial
wave function.

We denote the aspect ratio of the harmonic trap as

g w w= . 12r z ( )

For the conventional GPE, i.e., d = 0, a good choice for c D2
is the Gaussian function [9], which is the ground state of the

radial harmonic trap, as c = g
p

-g
r eD2

r2

2( ) . The reason is that

the order of the energy separation between states of the
conventional BEC is dominated in the radial direction by the
radial harmonic oscillator part, which is gO ( ), much larger
than the interaction energy part if b = O 1( ) by a similar
computation shown in appendix A. Alternatively, it would be
possible to use a variational Gaussian profile approach to find
c rD2 ( ) [25]. In a similar dimension reduction problem for
cold Fermi gases [32], the profile c D2 is chosen based on
comparison between energy levels of the harmonic oscillator
and Fermi energy. For a BEC with HOI, the extra HOI term
contributes to the energy. Thus, a more careful comparison
between the kinetic energy part and the HOI energy part is
needed.

By detailed computation (see appendix A), we identify
the energy contribution from the HOI term (A5) in transverse
direction to be dominant when g  1. This is a completely
different scenario as compared to the conventional GPE, in
which the transverse harmonic oscillator terms are dominant.
The explicit form for the transverse radial state function
c rD2 ( ) for the quasi-1D BEC with HOI is determined as

c
g

d
»

-
= ++x y

R r
r x y,

4 2
, , 13D

r
2

2 2
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It is worth pointing out that the determination of the

radial state c rD2 ( ) is coupled with the axial direction state
(see (A3)). Therefore, a coupled system of the radial and axial
states is necessary to get more refined approximate density
profiles for ground states, as compared to the above approx-
imation c rD2 ( ).

In the axial z-direction, multiplying (8) by c D2 and
integrating the x y, variables, we obtain the mean-field
equation for the quasi-1D BEC with HOI as
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From equation (14), it is observed that the HOI provides extra
repulsive contact interactions in the quasi-1D BEC. More
interestingly, the first term in b1 suggests that the contact
interaction is dominated by the HOI part.

If the repulsive contact interaction dominates the
dynamics in (14), we could neglect the kinetic and HOI parts
to obtain an analytical expression for the quasi-1D BEC with
HOI. This agrees with the usual TF approximation for a
conventional quasi-1D BEC, and its validity is shown in

section 5 (referred to as region I). In such situation, the
approximate density profile is given as:

*
y

b
= =

- +n z
z z

2
, 16D D1 1

2
2 2

1
( ) ∣ ∣ (( ) ) ( )

where * = bz 3

2
1

1
3( ) .

In figure 1, we compare the ground-state densities of
quasi-1D BEC with HOI determined via (14) and the num-
erical results from 3D MGPE in (8) by integrating over the
transversal directions. As shown in the figure, our proposed
1D equation, equations (13), and (14) describe the BEC
accurately in axial and radical directions separately, while the
traditional Gaussian approximation totally fails.

4. Quasi-2D BEC with HOI

In this section, we consider the BEC being strongly confined
in the axial direction, which corresponds to the case

g< 0 1. Accordingly, we choose rescaling parameters
used in (8) as w w= r0 ,  w=x ms r , and we work with the
dimensionless equation (8).

Similar to the case of quasi-1D BEC, we assume that the
wave function can be factorized in the quasi-2D case as

y y c= m-t x y t zx, e , , , 17t
D D

i
2 1

D1( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

for appropriate longitudinal state c zD1 ( ) and m ÎD1 .
Following the same procedure as that for the quasi-1D

BEC case, we find that the leading-order energy separation in
the z-direction is due to the longitudinal harmonic oscillator,
while the cubic interaction and HOI parts are less important

Figure 1.Quasi-1D ground state. Red line: approximation (13) in radical direction and numerical solution of (14) in axial direction. Blue line:
traditional Gauss approximation in radical direction and corresponding numerical solution in axial direction. Shaded area: numerical solution
from the original 3D model (8). The corresponding gs are given in the plots. For other parameters, we choose b d= =1, 20.
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(see appendix B for details). This fact suggests that the
ground mode of the longitudinal harmonic oscillator, i.e. a
Gaussian type function, is a suitable choice for c zD1 ( ). To be
more specific,

⎛
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Substituting (17) with (18) into the MGPE (8), then

multiplying (8) by c D1 and integrating the longitudinal z out,
we obtain the mean-field equation for the quasi-2D BEC with
HOI as
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Similar to the quasi-1D BEC case, HOI induces effective
contact interaction in the quasi-2D regime, which dominates
the contact interaction (β part). We then conclude that even
for small HOI δ, the contribution of HOI could be significant
in the high particle density regime of quasi-2D BEC.

Analogous to the quasi-1D BEC case, we can derive the
usual TF approximation when the repulsive interaction b2

dominates the dynamics, and the analytical density for the
quasi-2D BEC with HOI reads as

y
b

= =
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= ++n r
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r x y
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2 2

2
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R 4 2
1
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In order to verify our findings in this section, we compare
the quasi-2D ground-state densities obtained via
equation (19), TF density (21) and the numerical results from
the 3D MGPE (8) by integrating z out. The results are dis-
played in figure 2. The BEC is broadened compared to the
analytically predicated profile because of the effective repul-
sive interaction from the HOI. Thus, in the regime of small or
moderate interaction energy b2, the usual approach to BECs
with HOI via conventional TF approximation fails. On the
other hand, it turns out that our proposed 2D equation,
equation (19), is accurate for quasi-2D BEC in the mean-field
regime at experimentally relevant trap aspect ratios γ.

5. TF approximation

In previous sections, we have derived 1D (14) and 2D (19)
equations for the quasi-1D and quasi-2D BECs, respectively.
Indeed, all the 1D (14), 2D (19) and 3D (8) equations can be
written in a unified form as

y y y b y y d y y¶ = -  + + - V xi
1

2
, 22t

2 2 2 2( ) ∣ ∣ (∣ ∣ ) ( )

where Îx d , =d 3, 2, 1, β and d > 0 are parameters.
Though V x( ) is assumed to be harmonic potential in the
previous derivation, it is not necessary to restrict ourselves for
the harmonic potential case. Thus, we treat V x( ) as a general
real-valued potential in this section. In particular, we will
address the cases whenV x( ) is a radially symmetric harmonic

Figure 2. Quasi-2D ground state. Red line: approximation (18) in axial direction and numerical solution of (19) in radical direction. Blue
dashed line: Thomas-Fermi approximation of (21) in radical direction. Shaded area: numerical solution from the original 3D model (8). The
corresponding gʼs are given in the plots. For other parameters, we choose b d= =5, 1.
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potential as

g= =V r rx x
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2
, , 230
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where g > 00 is a dimensionless constant, or a radial box
potential as
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As pointed out in the quasi-1D, 2D cases, analogous to
the conventional BEC, a dominant repulsive contact interac-
tion will lead to analytical TF densities. However, with HOI
(22), the system is characterized by two interactions, contact
interaction strength β and HOI strength δ, which is totally
different from the classical GPE theory where the BEC is
purely characterized by the contact interaction β. Hence, for
BEC with HOI (22), it is possible that HOI competes with
contact interaction, and may be the major effect determining
the properties of BEC. In this section, we will discuss how the
competition between β and δ leads to different density profiles
for the strong interactions (b d , 1∣ ∣ ), where the kinetic
energy term is always dropped (see discussion below), and we
refer to such analytical density approximations as TF
approximations [7]. We notice that it might not be necessary
to consider HOI as the key factor of BEC in three dimensions
in current BEC experiments, but we treat δ and β in (22) as

arbitrary parameters and the result presented here may find
applications in future and/or in other fields.

In previous sections on quasi-1D and 2D BECs, we have
given the analytical TF densities for a β dominant system. For
the general consideration of the large β and δ interactions, we
show in figure 3 the phase diagram of the different parameter
regimes for β and δ, in which the TF approximation are totally
different. Intuitively, there are three of them: the β term is
more important (regime I in figure 3), the δ term is more
important (regime III), and the β term is comparable to the δ
term (regimes II and IV). Detailed computations and argu-
ments for the regimes shown in figure 3 can be found in
appendix C. Based on figure 3, we will discuss the harmonic
potential case and the box potential case separately.

5.1. TF approximation with harmonic potential

From figure 3(a), the curve b d=
+
+O

d
d

2
4( ) is the boundary that

divides the regimes for harmonic potential case. To be more
specific, if b d

+
+

d
d

2
4 , the cubic nonlinear term is more

important, and vise versa. If b d=
+
+O

d
d

2
4( ), both of the two

nonlinear terms are important, and have to be taken care of in
the TF approximation. The resulting analytical TF density
profiles in different regimes, are listed below:
Regime I: i.e. b d

+
+

d
d

2
4 , the δ term and the kinetic energy

term are dropped, and the density profile is determined as
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With the above TF densities, the leading-order approxima-
tions for chemical potential μ and energy E of the ground

state are: m b g= + + +d C2 dTF
1

2 0d

d
d

2
2

2
2(( ) ˜ ) , m= +

+
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dTF
2

4 TF for
the d ( =d 3, 2, 1) dimensional case.
Regime II: i.e. b d=

+
+C0

d
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2
4 with >C 00 , neglecting the kin-

etic term in the time-independent MGPE, we have
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Formally, equation (27) degenerates at position x if y =x 0( )
and it is indeed a free boundary problem (boundary of the
zero level set of ψ), which requires careful consideration.
Motivated by [22] for the 3D case, we impose ¢ =n R 0( )
besides the condition that =n R 0( ) along the free boundary

= Rx∣ ∣ , and we assume =n r 0( ) for >r R.
The TF density profile in regime II is self similar under

appropriate scalings. To be more specific, the analytical TF
density takes the form

y d d= = - -+ +n r n r , 28TF TF
2

0
d

d d4
1

4( ) ∣ ∣ ( ) ( )

Figure 3. Phase diagram for extreme regimes: (a) is for harmonic
potential case and (b) is for box potential case. In the figure, we
choose b  10 and d  10 , and C0, C1 and C2 positive constants.
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where n r0 ( ) is a function that can be calculated exactly as
below.

Plugging (27) into (28), we obtain the equation for n r0 ( )
by imposing the aforementioned conditions at the free
boundary,

m
g

= + - ¶ -
-

¶
r

C n n r
d

r
n r

2

1
, 29rr r

0
2 2

0 0 0 0˜ ( ) ( ) ( )

for r R and =n s 00 ( ) for s R, and =n R 00 ( ) ,
¢ =n R 00 ( ) , where R is the free boundary that has to be

determined and m d m= - +d
2

4˜ . In addition, we assign the
boundary condition at r = 0 as ¢ =n 0 00 ( ) , because of the
symmetry.

Note that C0 can be negative as the δ term can bound the
negative cubic interaction, which corresponds to regime IV.
In fact, for regime IV, we will repeat the above procedure.

Denote =a C0 and the ordinary differential
equation (29) in d dimensions can be solved analytically.
Denote

⎧
⎨⎪
⎩⎪

=
+ =

=
- =

-

-
f r

d
I ar d

r d

e e , for 1,
, for 2,

e e , for 3,
30a d

ar ar

ar ar
, 0( ) ( )

( )
( )

where I r0 ( ) is the standard modified Bessel function aI with
a = 0. Then the solution of equation (29) with prescribed
Neumann boundary conditions reads as

⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟

g m g g
= - + - +

¢
n r

r

a a

d

a

R

a f R
f r

2
. 31

a d
a d0

0
2 2

2 2
0
2

4
0
2

2
,

,( ) ˜
( )

( ) ( )

Inserting the above expression to the normalization condition
that

ò =n x xd 10d ( ) , we find chemical potential,

m
g

= +
+

C a

R

d R

d2 2
. 32d

d

2
0
2 2

˜
˜

( )
( )

Combining (31) and (32), and noticing the Dirichlet condition
=n R 0( ) , we have the equation for R,

⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟g+

- + ¢ =
aR

d

C a

R
d f R a Rf R

2
. 33d

d a d a d

2 4

0
2 ,

2
,

( ) ˜
( ) ( ) ( )

Thus, the free boundary R can be calculated and n r0 ( ) is
then determined.
Regime III: i.e. b d

+
+

d
d

2
4 , the β term and the kinetic energy

term are dropped, and the TF density profile is

y
g

d
= =

-
+

+n r
R r

d8 2
, 34TF TF

2 0
2 2 2 2

( ) ∣ ∣
( )
( )

( )

where ⎜ ⎟
⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠= d

g
+ + +

R d d C2 4 d
d2

0
2

1
4( ) ( ) ˜
. Again, the leading-order

approximations for chemical potential and energy, with
the above TF densities, are mTF =

+
d

d2 2( )

dg+ + +
+d d C2 4 d

d2
0

2
d

2
4(( ) ( ) ˜ ) , m= +

+
E d

dTF
4

6 TF in d
dimensions.

Regime IV: i.e. b d= -
+
+C0

d
d

2
4 with >C 00 . By using a similar

procedure as for regime II, we can get (28) and

m
g

= - - ¶ -
-

¶
r

C n n r
d

r
n r

2

1
, 35rr r

0
2 2

0 0 0 0˜ ( ) ( ) ( )

for r R and =n s 00 ( ) for s R, and ¢ =n 0 00 ( ) ,
=n R 00 ( ) , ¢ =n R 00 ( ) , where R is the free boundary that

has to be determined and m d m= - +d
2

4˜ . Again, let =a C0
and denote

⎧
⎨⎪
⎩⎪

=
=
=
=

g r
ar d

J ar d
ar r d

cos , for 1,
, for 2,

sin , for 3,
36a d, 0( )

( )
( )
( )

( )

where J r0 ( ) is the Bessel function of the first kind aJ r( ) with
a = 0. The solution of equation (35) with the assigned
Neumann boundary conditions can be written as:

⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟

g m g g
= - + -

¢
n r

r

a a

d

a

R

a g R
g r

2
. 37

a d
a d0

0
2 2

2 2
0
2

4
0
2

2
,

,( ) ˜
( )

( ) ( )

The chemical potential is then calculated from normalization
condition as

m
g

= - +
+

C a

R

d R

d2 2
. 38d

d

2
0
2 2

˜
˜

( )
( )

Finally, the free boundary R is determined from the Dirichlet
condition =n R 00 ( ) ,

⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟g+

+ - ¢ =
a R

d

C a

R
d g R a Rg R

2
. 39d

d a d a d

2 2 4

0
2 ,

2
,

˜
( ) ( ) ( )

After R is computed, we then find n r0 ( ).
In figure 4, we compare the analytical TF densities (25),

(28) and (34) with the numerical results computed via the full
equation (22) by the backward Euler finite difference (BEFD)
method [31]. We observe that in all the extreme regions, the
analytical TF densities agree very well with the full equation
simulations. As a byproduct, we compare the corresponding
chemical potentials and energies in figure 5.

It has been shown that the usual TF densities provide
accurate approximations for the density profiles for quasi-1D
an 2D BECs. Indeed, we can check that for fixed 3D para-
meters β and δ, the effective contact interaction b1 and HOI d1

(or b2 and d2) for quasi-1D (2D) condensate are in the TF
regime I in the quasi-1D (2D) limit, i.e. g  ¥ (g  +0 ).
This justifies that the effective contact interactions are
dominant for the dynamics in the quasi-1D (2D) limit.

For instance, we know b g~ O1
12
7( ) and d g~ O1

6
7( ) in

quasi-1D limit, and it implies that b d1 1
3 5 as g  1. This

immediately suggests that the TF density (25) is a good
approximation for the density profiles in the quasi-1D limit
regime, which has been shown in figure 1. In the quasi-2D
limit, i.e. g  +0 , we find b d2 2

2 3 in view of
b g~ -O2

3 2( ) and d g~ -O2
1 2( ), which again confirms

that the TF density (25) is a good approximation for the
density profile, as observed in figure 2.
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5.2. TF approximation with box potential

In this section, we consider the box potential case, which
confines the BEC in a bounded domain  Rx{∣ ∣ }. Using a
similar method for the harmonic potential case, we can obtain
the analytical TF densities if the contact interaction and/or
HOI dominates the ground state in equation (22). The ana-
lytical TF densities for different regimes which are shown in
figure 3(b) are derived. The borderline of the three regimes is
b d= O ( ), which is different from the harmonic poten-
tial case.
Regime I: the β term is dominant, i.e. b  1 and d b= o ( ).
The kinetic term and the HOI term are dropped and
the time-independent MGPE in the radial variable r
becomes

my b y y= = <r r Rx, 0 , 402( ) ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

with boundary condition y =R 0( ) . Thus, the TF density is a
constant, which can be uniquely determined by the normal-
ization condition y =  1. Explicitly, the TF density is given

by y= =n r C

RTF
2 d

d( ) ∣ ∣ ˜
, and m = bC

RTF
d

d

˜
, where Cd

˜ is defined
in the previous subsection.

It is obvious that the TF density is inconsistent with a
zero boundary condition, thus a boundary layer appears in the
ground-state density profile [24]. In fact, as shown in [24], for
the case d = 1, an asymptotic analysis to match the boundary
layers at = x R leads to the following matched density for

 =r x R0 ∣ ∣ when b  1 and d ~ o 1( ),

y m= = -n r
R

R r
1

2
tanh , 41as as

2
as

2( ) ∣ ∣ ( ( ( ))) ( )

with the chemical potential m b= + b
R R Ras
1

2

1

2
, and the

energy b= + bE
R R Ras
1

4

2

3 2
. Similar matched densities can

be derived for d = 2, 3.
From our numerical experience, the matched asymptotic

density nas provides much more accurate approximation to the
ground state of equation (22), than the TF density nTF, in the
parameter regime b  1 and d = O 1( ).
Regime II: both β and δ are important, i.e. b d= O ( ) as
d  ¥. We assume that b d= C0 , with d  1 for some
constant >C 00 .

Omitting the less important kinetic part, the radially
symmetric time-independent MGPE reads

my d y y d y y= -  <r C r R, , 420
2 2 2( ) ∣ ∣ (∣ ∣ ) ( )

with y =R 0( ) . The above equation can be simplified for
density y=n r 2( ) ∣ ∣ in d dimensions as

m
d

= - ¶ -
-

¶C n r n
d

r
n

1
, 43rr r0 ( ) ( )

with =n R 0( ) , and at r = 0 with ¢ =n 0 0( ) . Equation (43)
can be solved analytically.

Figure 4. Comparisons of 3D numerical ground states with TF densities, the harmonic potential case in regions I, II, III and IV, which are
defined in figure 3(a). Red line: Thomas–Fermi approximation, and shaded area: numerical solution from the equation (22). The parameters
are chosen to be g = 2 and (I) b = 1280, d = 1; (II) b = 828.7, d = 1280; (III) b = 1, d = 1280; (IV) b = -828.7, d = 1280; respectively.
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Figure 5. Comparisons of numerical energies and chemical potentials with TF approximations, the harmonic potential case. The 3D problem
is considered here. Blue line: Thomas–Fermi approximation, and red circles: numerical results obtained from the equation (22). The
parameters are chosen to be g = 2 and (I) d = 1, (II) b d= 5

5
7 , (III) b = 1, (IV) b d= -5

5
7 , respectively.
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The TF density, or the solution of the boundary value
problem (43), is given explicitly as

⎡
⎣
⎢⎢

⎤
⎦
⎥⎥y

m
d

= = -n r
a

f r

f R
1 , 44a d

a d
TF TF

2 TF
2

,

,

( ) ∣ ∣
( )
( )

( )

where =a C0 , f ra d, ( ) is defined in equation (30) and
⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟m d= - ò -

C a R dd
d

f r r dr

f RTF
2

R
a d

d

a d

0 ,
1

,

˜ ( )

( )
with Cd

˜ defined in

equation (26). Further, we have m=E 2TF TF ,
Regime III: δ term is dominant, i.e. d  1, b d= o ( ). The
kinetic term and the β term are dropped. The corresponding
stationary MGPE for the ground state reads

my d y y= -  , 452 2(∣ ∣ ) ( )

with boundary condition y =R 0( ) .
Solving the equation and using the normalization con-

dition, we obtain the TF density as

y= =
+ - +

+
n r

d C R r

R

2

2
, 46d

dTF TF
2

2 2

2
( ) ∣ ∣ ( ) ˜ ( ) ( )

with chemical potential m d= + +C d d R2d
d

TF
2˜ ( ) and

energy m=E 2TF TF .
Regime IV: i.e. b d= -C0 , with d  1 for some con-
stant >C 00 .

Intuitively, if C0 is small, the repulsive HOI δ term is
dominant and the particle density will still occupy the entire
domain. If C0 is sufficiently large, the attractive β interaction
becomes the major effect, where the particles are self-trapped
and the density profile concentrating in a small portion of the
domain. Therefore, unlike the corresponding harmonic
potential case, we have two different situations here.

By a similar procedure as for regime II, we get

m
d

= - - ¶ -
-

¶C n r n
d

r
n

1
, 47rr r0 ( ) ( )

with ¢ =n R 0( ) and ¢R to be determined. In the first situation,
the density spreads over the whole domain and thus ¢ =R R;
in the second situation, the density is constrained to a small
region ¢R0,[ ], where < ¢ <R R0 .
Case I: i.e. C C0 cr, where =C R Rcr

2 2ˆ and R̂ is the first
positive root of ¢ =g r a 0,a d, ( ) where ¢g ra d, ( ) is defined in

equation (36) with =a C0 . As mentioned before, because
of the relatively weak attractive interaction, we have the
following boundary conditions at the boundary:

=n R 0( ) , ¢ =n 0 0( ) .
The TF density, or solution of equation (47), can be

expressed as:

⎡
⎣
⎢⎢

⎤
⎦
⎥⎥y

m
d

= = - -n
a

g r

g R
1 , 48a d

a d
TF TF

2
2

,

,

∣ ∣
( )
( )

( )

with
⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟m d= -ò -

C a d Rd
g r r dr

g R
d

TF
2

R
a d

d

a d

0 ,
1

,

˜ ( )

( )
and =ETF

m 2TF , where Cd
˜ is given in (26).

In fact, the condition C C0 cr, which is equivalent to
aR R̂, is necessary. A simple argument for d = 2, 3 case is

as follows. If >aR R̂, we know from the property of g ra d, ( )

that the image of g ra d, ( ) for Îr R0,[ ˆ] is exactly the image of
g ra d, ( ) for all r 0 and Îg R g r g rmin , maxa d a d a d, , ,( ) ( ( ) ( )).
Then we can find Îr R0,0 ( ˆ) such that =g r g Ra d a d, 0 ,( ) ( ),
and - g r g R1 a d a d, ,( ) ( ) changes signs for r around r0. On the
other hand, - g r g R1 a d a d, ,( ) ( ) cannot change signs in R0,[ ]
since the density must be non-negative. So we get a contra-
diction. Hence aR R̂, i.e. C C0 cr.

¢ga d, at r/a can be computed as

⎧
⎨⎪
⎩⎪

¢ =
- =
- =

- =
g r a

a r d
aJ r d

a r r r r d

sin , 1,
, 2,

cos sin , 3,
49a d, 1

2 2

( )
( )

( )
( ( ) ( ))

( )

and we have for 1D case, p=R ;ˆ for 2D case, ^ =R 3.8317...;
for 3D case, ^ =R 4.4934....
Case II: >C C0 cr. As observed above, the densities drop to 0
before reaching the boundaries. Thus, free boundary condi-
tions should be used as =n R 0( ˜) , ¢ =n R 0( ˜) , ¢ =n 0 0( ) ,
where <R R˜ is the boundary for the TF density that we want
to find.

Hence the domain R0,[ ] in case I needs to be replaced by
R0,[ ˜] with ¢ =n R 0( ˜) . Denoting =a C0 and using the

solution in case I, we get ¢ =g R 0a d, ( ˜) , and aR R˜ ˆ. Both
conditions can only be satisfied when =aR R˜ ˆ.
Hence = <R R a R˜ ˆ .

Replacing R with R aˆ in the TF solution of case I, we
obtain the analytical TF density

⎡

⎣

⎢⎢⎢

⎤

⎦

⎥⎥⎥
y= = -n r

C a

R

g r

g
1 , 50d

d

d
a d

a d
R

a

TF TF
2 ,

, ( )( ) ∣ ∣
˜

ˆ
( )

( )
ˆ

where R̂ is defined in case I. Further we have
m d= - +C a Rd

d d
TF

2˜ ˆ and m=E 2TF TF .
In figure 6, we compare the analytical TF densities listed

above with the ground state obtained from numerical results
via equation (22) computed by the BEFD method [31] in the
various parameter regimes discussed above. Figure 6 shows
our analytical TF densities are good approximations for the
ground states. Figure 7 compares the chemical potentials and
energies between the TF approximations and the numerical
values by solving equation (22).

6. Conclusion

We have presented the mean-field modified Gross–Pitaevskii
equations for quasi-1D, equation (14), and quasi-2D,
equation (19), BECs with a higher-order interaction (HOI)
term. These equations are based on a rigorous dimension
reduction from the full 3D MGPE with the assumptions that
the energy separations in radial and longitudinal directions
scale differently in the strongly anisotropic aspect ratio limit,
and the wave function can be separated into radial and
longitudinal variables. By carefully studying the energy
separation, we obtain the correct radial or longitudinal states
used in the dimension reduction. In particular, it is quite
interesting that the radial states have to be taken in a form
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different from the ground state of radial harmonic potential in
the quasi-1D BEC, which is counterintuitive compared with
the conventional GPE. Our result shows that quasi-1D and
quasi-2D BECs with HOI are governed by a modified contact
interaction term and a modified HOI term, and all the
equations for quasi-1D and quasi-2D BECs have the same
form as the 3D MGPE.

We have computed the ground states of our 1D and 2D
equations numerically and compared them with the ground
states of the 3D MGPE, and we find excellent agreements.
We have also determined Thomas–Fermi approximation in
various parameter regimes with both box potential and har-
monic potential, for the 1D, 2D and 3D cases. TF approx-
imations become very complicated in the presence of HOI
since HOI competes with contact interaction.

Appendix A. Derivation of the quasi-1D equation

Under the assumption in section 3, we take the ansatz

y c y= m-x y z t x y z t, , , e , , , A1t
D D

i
2 1D2( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

where the transverse state is frozen, i.e. c D2 is independent of
time. We take c D2 to be the radial minimum energy state
because the energy separation is much larger in the radial
direction than that in the longitudinal z-direction.

Substituting (A1) into equation (8), we can get the
equations for y D1 for appropriate m D2 as

⎡
⎣⎢

⎤
⎦⎥

y b y

d y y

¶ = - ¶ + +

- ¶

z t V zi ,
1

2

,
A2

t D zz D D

zz D D

1 1 1 1
2

1 1
2

1

( ) ( ) ∣ ∣

( ∣ ∣ )
( )

where =V z zD1
1

2
2( ) ,

b b c d c= + ̂x y x y ad d d d , A3D D1 2
4

2
2 2∬ ∬∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

d d c= x y bd d , A3D1 2
4∬ ∣ ∣ ( )

and  = ¶ ¶^ ,x y
T( ) . It remains to determine c D2 and we are

going to use the criteria that the energy separation scales are
different in different directions. In order to do this, we need to
calculate the energy scale in the z-direction. Hence, we take
the stationary states (ground states) of (A2) as

y f= m-z t z, e . A4D
t

D1
i

1
D1( ) ( ) ( )

Combining equations (A1) and (A4), and following the
way to find equation (A2), we can derive the equations for

Figure 6. Comparisons of 1D numerical ground states with TF densities, the box potential case in region I, II, III and IV, which are defined in
figure 3(b). Red line: analytical TF approximation, and shaded area: numerical solution obtained from (22). Domain is  <r r0 2{ ∣ } and the
corresponding βs and δs are (I) b = 1280, d = 1; (II) b = 320, d = 160; (III) b = 1, d = 160; (IV) b = -400, d = 80.
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Figure 7. Comparisons of numerical energies and chemical potentials with TF approximations, the box potential case. The 1D problem is
considered here. Blue line: analytical TF approximation, and red circles: numerical results obtained from (22). The parameters are chosen to
be (I) d = 1, (II) b d= 2 , (III) b = 1, (IV) b d= -5 , respectively, and domain is  <r r0 2{ ∣ }.
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c x y,D2 ( ) as

m c c c b c c

d c c

=-  + +

- 

^

^

V r
1

2

,

A5

D D D D D D D

D D

2 2
2

2 2 2 2 2
2

2

2
2

2
2

2

( ) ∣ ∣

( ∣ ∣ )
( )

where  = ¶ + ¶^ xx yy
2 , the radially symmetric potential

= +gV x yD2 2
2 2

2

( ),

ò òb b f d f= + ¶z z ad d , A6D z D2 1
4

1
2 2∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

òd d f= z bd . A6D2 1
4∣ ∣ ( )

To determine the frozen state c D2 , we need minimize the
energy of equation (A5), while parameters b2 and d2 depends
on f D1 . So, in fact, we need to solve a coupled system
simultaneously for c D2 and f D1 . For this purpose, we will
consider the problem in the quasi-1D limit as g  ¥.
Intuitively, the transverse direction is almost compressed to a
Dirac delta function as g  ¥, so that a proper scaling is
needed to obtain the correct form of c D2 .

We will determine c D2 via a self-consistent iteration as
follows: given some b2 and d2, under proper scaling as
g  ¥, (i) drop the less important part to get approximate
c D2 , (ii) put c D2 into equation (A2) to determine the long-
itudinal ground state f D1 , (iii) use f D1 to compute b2 and d2,
and then (iv) check if it is consistent.

In the quasi-1D regime, g  ¥, similar to the conven-
tional GPE case, due to the strong confinement in transverse
direction, the ground-state solution f D1 is very flat in the
z-direction, as both nonlinear terms exhibit repulsive
interactions. It is easy to get the scalings of

ò f¶ = -z O Ldz D1
2 2 3∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( ), ò f = -z O LdD1

4 1∣ ∣ ( ), where L
indicates the correct length scale of f D1 . Therefore b2 and d2
are, by definition, of the same order since  ¥L in the
quasi-1D limit.

For mathematical convenience, we introduce e g= 1
such that e  +0 . In the radial variable, introduce the new
scale e= ar r˜ and e c= aw r rD2˜ ( ˜) ( ) such that ~r O 1˜ ( ) and

= w 1˜ , then (A5) becomes

m
e e

b
e

d
e

= -


+ + - 
a a a a

^
- ^w

w r w
w w w

2 2
.

A7

D2

2

2

2

4 2
2

2
3 2

4
2 2˜ ˜ ˜ ˜ ˜ (∣ ˜∣ ) ˜

( )

Notice that the term b e aw2
2 3˜ can be always neglected

compared to the last term since b d~2 2 and e ea a- - 3 as
e  +0 . On the other hand, b2 and d2 are both repulsive
interactions while only the potential term confines the con-
densate. Thus, the correct leading effects (HOI or kinetic
term) should be balanced with the potential term. Now, we are
only left with two possibilities:

Case I: - 
e ^a w1

2
2

2
˜ ˜ is balanced with term

e a- wr

2

2

4 2 ˜˜ , and

yd
e ^a w2 22

4
˜ (∣ ˜ ∣ ) ˜ is smaller. In this case, e e~a a-2 4 2 . So we

get a = 1. Besides, we also need e a d
e

-
a2 2

4 , i.e. d e2
2.

Case II: d
e ^a w w2 22

4
˜ (∣ ˜ ∣ ) ˜ is balanced with term

e a- wr

2

2

4 2 ˜˜ , and

- 
e ^a w1

2
2

2
˜ ˜ is much smaller. In this case, ~d

e ea a-
12

4 4 2 and

e a
e

-
a-2 1

4 2 , i.e. a < 1 and d e~ a-
2

6 4.
We will check if the scaling is consistent for each case.

Case I: since a = 1 , we have c D2 as the ground state of the
radial harmonic oscillator,

c
pe

= -
er

1
e , A8D2 2

r2

2 2( ) ( )

and

c
pe

c
pe

=  =^x y x yd d
1

2
, d d

1
.D D2

4
2 2

2 2
4∬ ∬∣ ∣ ∣ (∣ ∣ )∣

Recalling b1 and d1 in equation (A3), the parameters are in TF
regime I (cf section 3), so in the z-direction we can get the
approximate solution from section 3 as:

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

*
*f

b
b

»
-

=+z z
z

2
,

3

2
, A9D1

2 2

1

1
1
3(( ) ) ( )

By definition of d2 (A6b), we obtain

⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟òd d f

d
b

= =zd
3

5

2

3
, A10D2 1

4

1

1
3

∣ ∣ ( )

while

b d c
d
pe

~  =^ x yd d . A11D1 2
2 2

4∬ ∣ (∣ ∣ )∣ ( )

Combining (A10) and (A11), we get d e= O2
4
3( ). But this

contradicts the requirement that d e2
2. Thus case I is

inconsistent.
Case II: as the d2 term is more significant than the kinetic
term, we solve m e d c= - ^r 2D D2

2 4
2

2
2

2∣ ∣ within the sup-
port of c rD2 ( ) and get

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠c

e d
e

d
pe

=
-

= =+r
R r

R a a
32

, 2 ,
3

2
. A12D2

2 2

4
2

2
2

1
6

( ) ( ) ( )

Hence, we know

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠c

d
d
pe

=x yd d
3

10

3

2
, A13D2

4

2

2
2

2
3∬ ∣ ∣ ( )

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠c

d e
d
pe

 =^ x yd d
1

2

3

2
. A14D2

2 2

2
2

2
2

1
3∬ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

Again, recalling b1 and d1 in equation (A3), the para-
meters are in TF regime I (cf section 3), so in the z-direction
we can get the approximate solution from section 3 as
equation (A9). Using f zD1 ( ) in equation (A9), we can com-
pute

⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟òd d f

d
b

= =zd
3

5

2

3
, A15D2 1

4

1

1
3

∣ ∣ ( )

while

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠òb d c

p
d

e d
~  =^ x yd d

3

2 2
. A16D1 2

2 2

2

1
3

8
3

2
3

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )
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Combining (A15) and (A16), we find d = p d e
2

2 3

5

5
7

1
7

6
7

8
7

9
7

· ,

b d g~
p

1
5

3 4

6
7

1
7

3
7

3
7

12
7

·
. Noticing the requirement that d e~ a-

2
6 4,

we get a = 6 7, and it satisfies the other constraint a < 1.
Thus, case II is self-consistent, and it is the case that we
should choose to derive the mean-field equation for the quasi-
1D BEC. b1, d1 can be obtained as in equation (15).

To summarize, we identify that c D2 should be taken as
equation (A12) and the mean-field equation (14) for quasi-1D
BEC is derived.

With this explicit form of the approximate solutions, we
can further get the leading-order approximations of chemical
potential and energy for the original 3D problem. It turns out
that m m m» »Eand ,g

D
D g

D
D

3 9

8 2
3 7

8 2 where m D2 is computed
approximately as before.

Appendix B. Derivation of the quasi-2D equation

Under the assumption in section 4, we take the ansatz

y c y= m-x y z t z x y t, , , e , , , B1t
D D

i
1 2D1( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

where the longitudinal state is frozen, i.e. c D1 is the minimum
energy state and the energy separation is much larger in the
longitudinal z-direction than the radial direction.

Plugging equation (B1) into equation (8), we can get the
equations for y D2 with appropriate m D1 as

⎡
⎣⎢

⎤
⎦⎥

y

b y d y y

¶ = -  +

+ - 

^

^

x y t V x yi , ,
1

2
,

,

B2

t D D

D D D

2
2

2

2 2
2

2
2

2
2

2

( ) ( )

∣ ∣ ( ∣ ∣ )

( )

where the radially symmetric potential =V r rD2
1

2
2( ) and

ò òb b c d c= + ¶x y z ad d d , B3D z D2 1
4

1
2 2∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

òd d c= x y bd d , B3D2 1
4∣ ∣ ( )

with  = ¶ ¶^ ,x y
T( ) and  = ¶ + ¶^ xx yy

2 . It remains to
determine c D1 and we are going to use the same idea as that in
the quasi-1D BEC. In order to do this, we need calculate the
energy scale in the r-direction. Hence, we take the stationary
states (ground states) of equation (B2) as

y f= m-r t r, e . B4D
t

D2
i

2
D2( ) ( ) ( )

Combining equation (B1) with equation (B4), we can derive
the equations for c zD1 ( ) as

m c c c

b c c d c c

=- ¶ +

+ - ¶

V z
1

2
, B5

D D zz D D D

D D zz D D

1 1 1 1 1

1 1
2

1 1 1
2

1

( )

∣ ∣ ( ∣ ∣ ) ( )

where =
g

V zD
z

1 2

2

2( ) ,

ò òb b f d f= + ̂z z ad d , B6D D1 2
4

2
2 2∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

òd d f= z bd . B6D1 2
4∣ ∣ ( )

We proceed similarly to the quasi-1D case. For mathematical
convenience, denote e g= such that e  +0 . Rescale z-
variable as e= az z˜ , c e c=

a
z zD12˜ ( ˜) ( ) for some a > 0. By

removing the tildes, equation (B5) becomes

m c
e

c
e

c
b
e

c

d
e

c c

=- ¶ + +

- ¶

a a a

a

-

z1

2 2

. B7

D zz

zz

1 2

2

4 2
1 3

1
3

2( ∣ ∣ ) ( )

Assuming that the scale is correct, then χ will be a regular
function, independent of e so that its norm will be O(1). Now,
we will determine the scale. Intuitively, for the same reason
shown in the quasi-1D case, the term cb

ea
31 can always be

neglected compared to the HOI term. In addition, the potential
term is the only effect that confines the condensate, and
cannot be neglected. As a result, there are only two
possibilities:
Case I: c- ¶

e a zz
1

2 2 is balanced with term c
e a-

z

2

2

4 2 , and

c c¶d
e a zz

21
3 ( ∣ ∣ ) is much smaller. In this case, e e~a a-2 4 2 . So

we get a = 1. Besides, we also need e a d
e

-
a2 1

3 , i.e. d e1 .

Case II: c c¶d
e a zz

21
3 ( ∣ ∣ ) is balanced with term c

e a-
z

2

2

4 2 , and

c- ¶
e a zz
1

2 2 is much smaller. In this case, ~d
e ea a-

11
3 4 2 and

e a
e

-
a-2 1

4 2 , i.e. a < 1 and d e~ a-
1

5 4.
Now, we check the consistency of each case.

Case I. Since a = 1, we can obtain c zD1 ( ) as the ground state
of the longitudinal harmonic oscillator as

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠c

pe
= -

ez
1

e , B8D1 2

z
1
4 2

2 2( ) ( )

and the following quantities can be calculated:

ò òc
pe

c
pe

= ¢ =z zd
1

2
, d

1

2
. B9D D1

4
1

2 2
3

∣ ∣ ∣(∣ ∣ ) ∣ ( )

By examining b2 and d2 in equation (B2), we find b2 is
dominant as e  +0 and the ground state f rD2 ( ) can be
obtained as a TF approximation in parameter regime I, as
shown in section 5,

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠f

b
b
p

=
-

=+r
R r

R
2

, where
4

. B10D2

2 2

2

2
1
4

( ) ( ) ( )

Then we can compute

f
pb

=x yd d
2

3
, B11D2

4

2
∬ ∣ ∣ ( )

f
b

 =^ x yd d
2

. B12D2
2 2

2
∬ ∣ (∣ ∣ )∣ ( )

Having f D2 , we can check the consistency of case I. By the
definition of d1 in equation (B6), we get

d d f
d
pb

= =x yd d
2

3
, B13D1 2

4

2
∬ ∣ ∣ ( )
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while it follows from the definition of b2 in equation (B3),

òb d c
d
pe

~ ¢ =zd
2

. B14D2 1
2 2

3
∣(∣ ∣ ) ∣ ( )

Combining equations (B13) and (B14), we obtain d =1

p e e e= =d
p

O o22

3

1
4

3
2

3
2( ) ( ) ( ), which satisfies requirement

for d1. Thus, case I is self-consistent.
Case II. In this case, we solve equation m = -

eD
z

1 2

2

4

d c¶zz D1 1
2∣ ∣ within the support of c D1 and get

⎛
⎝⎜

⎞
⎠⎟

*
*c

e d
d e

=
-

=+z
z z

z
2 6

,
45

2
.D1

2 2

2
1

1
4

1
5

( ) (( ) )

Then we have the identities as

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠ò c e d= -zd

2

63

45

2
, B15D1

4 4
1

4
5 1

5∣ ∣ ( ) ( )

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠ò c e d¢ = -zd

2

21

45

2
. B16D1

2 2 4
1

2
5 3

5∣(∣ ∣ ) ∣ ( ) ( )

In the quasi-2D limit regime, i.e. e< 0 1, by the
definitions of b2 and d2 in equation (B3), we find that b2 is
dominant and f D2 can be obtained as the TF density in
parameter regime I shown in section 5, which is exactly the
same as equation (B10).

Similar to the previous case, we can calculate

d d f
d
pb

= =x yd d
2

3
, B17D1 2

4

2
∬ ∣ ∣ ( )

where

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠òb d c

d
e d~ ¢ = -zd

2

21

45

2
. B18D2 1

2 2 4
1

2
5 3

5∣(∣ ∣ ) ∣ ( ) ( )

Combining equations (B17) and (B18), we can get d »1

ed
p

2

45

105
5
7 12

7( ) . But the requirement is d e~ a-
1

5 4, so we get

a = 8 7. This contradicts the other requirement that a < 1.
In other words, case II is inconsistent.

In summary, only case I is consistent and c D1 should be
chosen as equation (B8). Thus, the mean-field equation for
quasi-2D BEC is derived in equation (19) with the constants
given in equation (20).

Appendix C. Rescaling with harmonic potential

In this section, we show how to distinguish the four extreme
regions in the TF approximations of equation (22).

In d ( =d 3, 2, 1) dimensions, introduce =x
x

x

s
˜ , and

y y= xx xs
d 2˜ (˜) ( ) such that xs is the Thomas–Fermi radius of

the wave function and then the Thomas–Fermi radius in the
new scaling is O(1). It is easy to check that such scaling
conserves the normalization condition equation (10). Sub-
stituting x̃ and ỹ into the time-independent version of (22)

and then removing all ˜, we get

m
y y

g
y

b
y

d
y y

=-  + +

- 

+

+

x x x

x

x1

2 2

.

s s s
d

s
d

2 4
2 0

2 2

2
3

4
2 2

∣ ∣

(∣ ∣ )

xs is the length scale and the potential term is O(1).
To balance the confinement with repulsive interactions,
we need ~b

+ O 1
xs

d2 ( ) and/or ~d
+ O 1

xs
d4 ( ). For simplicity,

we require =d
+ 1

xs
d4 , then d= +xs d

1
4 , and further

b d~ ~+ +
+O x Os

d2 d
d

2
4( ) ( ). So the borderline case is

b d=
+
+C0

d
d

2
4 . If C 10 , the β term is much more significant

than the δ term; if C 10∣ ∣ , the δ term is much more
significant than the β term.
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