arXiv:2208.08206v2 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 17 Sep 2022

Brillouin propagation modes of cold atoms in dissipative optical lattices

David Cubero®[]

! Departamento de Fisica Aplicada I, Escuela Politécnica Superior,
Universidad de Sevilla, Calle Virgen de Africa 7, 41011 Sevilla, Spain

An exact series expansion of the average velocity of cold atoms in dissipative optical lattices
under probe driving, based on the amplitudes of the excited atomic density waves, is derived from
the semiclassical equations for the phase space densities of the Zeeman ground-state sublevels. This
expansion permits the identification of the precise contribution to the current of a propagating
atomic wave for the specific driving, as well as providing the threshold for the transition into the

regime of infinite density.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last 40 years, laser cooling of atoms to very low
temperatures [I] has been a crucial experimental achieve-
ment in quantum and solid state physics, with several
Nobel prices awarding the development of techniques in
this subject. Among them, cold atoms in dissipative opti-
cal lattices [2] still play an important role, and Sisyphus
cooling in particular is still being widely used to cool
atoms below the Doppler temperature limit.

Cold atoms offer an invaluable setup to study directed
transport, and many experimental realizations of dissi-
pative [3H8] and nondissipative [9, [10] ratchets [11l 12]
have been demonstrated on them. Additionally, they are
also known to exhibit unsual transport behaviour beyond
Boltzmann—Gibbs statistical mechanics [13], usually re-
ferred as a regime of infinite density [I4H17] in which the
probability distributions are non-normalizable due to the
broken ergodicity.

This paper focused in cold atoms in standard setups of
optical lattices associated with Sisyphus cooling. They
are created by counterpropagating laser beams, and can
be tuned experimentally with a high level of control. Here
they are studied theoretically at the level of the semi-
classical equations for the atomic phase space densities,
which allows a detailed description of the Sisyphus mech-
anism.

Special attention is paid to atomic transport. A per-
turbing probe beam is introduced [2] 18] [19] to break the
system symmetries [12 20] and put the atoms into di-
rected motion. The probe perturbation excites atomic
density waves, which are referred to as Brillouin prop-
agating modes [19] due to the resemblance to acoustic
waves rippling through a dense fluid, even though in the
present case the optical lattice is dilutely occupied and
the mode is sustained in a medium of non-interacting
particles due to the interaction with the laser beams.

Previous research has focused mostly on one propagat-
ing mode, the one with same frequency and wave num-
ber as the propagating perturbation, ignoring the effect
of other excited modes, propagating or not. Here we
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address this issue by deriving a series expansion of the
current on the amplitudes of the excited atomic density
waves. Additionally, the expansion directly reveals a sin-
gularity that is identified with the threshold to the regime
of infinity density. The threshold values are in agree-
ment with previous analytical results [14, [I5] obtained
from a simplified, approximate Fokker-Planck equation
[21] based on space and Zeeman sublevel averaging of the
semiclassical equations—thus with uncontrolled approxi-
mations. The method presented here does not make such
approximations, being based on the semiclassical equa-
tions it takes explicitly into account the microscopic ori-
gin of Sisyphus cooling, thus providing desirable support
for previous results on infinity densities.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.[[the system
models studied are described in detail. The new method,
relating the current and higher moments to the atomic
density modes, is presented in Sec. [[TI] The application
of the method to the system models, its analytical results
and numerical validation, is in Sec. m The transition to
the regime of infinity density, coming out naturally from
a singularity in the analytical results, is discussed in in
Sec. [V] Finally, Sec. [V ends with the main conclusions.

II. SYSTEM MODELS

First, we consider the simplest model of a dissipative
optical lattice with Sisyphus cooling, a one-dimensional
(1D) system generated by atoms with a transition J, =
1/2 = J. = 3/2, mass m,, illuminated by two counter-
propagating laser fields with orthogonal linear polariza-
tions. This setup generates a 1D optical lattice, so-called
lin L lin configuration [22]. The atom, in the Zeeman sub-
level of the atomic ground-state 4+ or —, experiences the
optical potential

= %[—2 + cos(2k;z)], (1)

Ut ()
where x is the laser beam propagation axis, k; the laser
field wave vector, and Uy the optical lattice depth.

Further details of the dissipative optical lattice are
given, in the semi-classical approximation for weak laser
intentities, by the following [23] coupled Fokker-Planck
equations for the phase space density Py (z,p,t) of atoms
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where v4 is the transition rate between the ground state
sublevels, Dy is a noise strength describing the random
momentum jumps that result from the interaction with
the photons, and Fy(x,t) is generally a non-conservative
force—coming, for example, from radiation pressure, or,
as a second example, being an arbitrary time-dependent
driving force F'(t) that can be generated by phase mod-
ulating one the lattice beams [24].

Equation is complemented by the normalization
condition,

/dw /dp [P_(x,p,t) + Py(x,p,t)] = 1. (3)

A quantity of special interest is the average atomic cur-
rent, which measures the directed motion, being defined
as

(v) = lim,_, <[w(t)*$(0)]> _

fdt fdxfdp—[m @,p,t')+P_(z,p,t")]
- )

(4)
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A. 1D linllin setup

In the 1D linllin configuration without driving there
is no radiation pressure, i.e. Fi(z,t) = 0, the optical
potential is given by , with

Uy = —2hA'/3 > 0, (5)

where A’ is the light-shift per beam for a closed transi-
tion having a Clebsch-Gordan coefficient equal to unity.
Furthermore, the transition rates between the internal
states are given by

Y+ () = go & g1 cos(kox), (6)

where ko = 2k;, go =T"/9 and g1 = go, with I” being the
photon scattering rate per lattice beam.

Note that in writing we are not explicitly consid-
ering an extra diffusive term that comes up in the semi-
classical approximation [23], 6?Dxy Pz/0p?, which de-
scribes a further momentum kick when the transitions
take place, and has to be corrected ad hoc to avoid arti-
ficial singuralities produced by the semi-classical approx-
imation [I5]. When corrected, the effect of that term is
nevertheless small, and commonlly neglected, unless shal-
low optical potentials are considered [I5]—more about
this issue in Sec. [Vl

In addition, we are not explicitly considering any state
or spatial dependence of the noise coefficient D, because

their effect is observed to be small in the simulation re-
sults reported in this paper. Neglecting D+ and tak-
ing the space average of the remaining diffusion coeffi-
cient in the original semi-classical equations [23] yields
Do = 35h%K2T7/90.

The application of an additional weak probe beam
generically produces extra small contributions to all the
functions above: the optical potential, radiation pressure
forces, transition rates and noise terms, though the most
relevant contribution usually is the one in the optical po-
tential, being the others negligible. We consider here a
probe beam that is polarized parallel to the 1D counter-
propagating lattice beam, which yields the following op-
tical potential

U20 [—2 % cos(kox) + &, cos(kox — dpt + ¢p)],

(7)

where €, = 2E,/ Ey is twice the ratio between the electric
field of the probe E, to that of the underlying optical
lattice Ey, d, is the probe frequency detuning and ¢, the
probe phase.

Ug(z) =

B. 3D lin!llin setup

In addition to the above 1D linllin configuration, we
will study also the one-dimensional system model that
arises in the standard 3D-lin_Llin configuration [2], after
neglecting movement in the two directions perpendicular
to the direction of interest, usually taken as the z-axis
[18, 19, 25H27]. A weak y-polarized probe is added in
the z—direction [I9] 27], yielding an extra term in the
optical potential which is the superposition of two sinu-
soidal potentials travelling in the z-direction, each with
opposite velocity and similar shape as in the previous 1D
system model. More specifically, by formally considering
y = z = 0 and one of the travelling probe drives, the
optical potential in each sublevel of the ground state is
given by [2] 27]

3 1
2 2 cos(2kox) £
5 573 cos(2kgx) £ cos(kox)

+ep cos(kor — dpt + Pp) |,  (8)
with transition probability rates between them given by
v+ () = go £+ g1 cos(kox) + g2 cos(2kopx), (9)

where kg = k;sinf,, Uy = —16RA}/3, Aj(< 0) is the
light-shift per lattice field, gg = 2T /3 g1 =8/9, g2 =
2I'; /9, and T, is the photon scattering rate per lattice
beam, and now ¢, = E,/(2E)). Like before, for the sake
of simplicity, we are neglecting the probe contribution to
the transition rates, the radiation forces, and noise terms,
being observed their effect to be small in the simulations.
The equation to solve is also , with the noise strength
Dy = 5h%k2T, /18.



IIT. FOURIER MODE THEORY

We develop in this section a theory that will allow us to
visualize the atomic density modes excited by the probe
and their precise contribution to the current.

First, the atomic Fourier modes are defined from the
phase space density Py (z,p,t) by means of the following
Fourier transform

1 [T . ) )
Pik’q = T—/ dte ™! /dx etk /dpe”’q/hpi(a:,p, t),
pJo

(10)
where T, = 27/6, is the time period introduced by the
probe. The fact that the driving probe is time periodic
allows us to focus only on solutions which has the same
periodicity, i.e. to

w = 0p, (11)

with [ integer—thus neglecting transitory dependencies
on a specific initial condition, which are expected to die
out after a transient time interval, leaving the periodic
solution. In addition, real phase space densities implies

P e = (PEr,) (12)

where * denotes complex conjugate.
Now, let us consider a generic 1D setup determined by
and , with a periodic optical potential

Ui(x +2m/ko) = Ur(x), (13)

and space periodic transition rates,

Ve (z + 27/ ko) = v (), (14)

and time and space periodic driving,

Fy(z+ 2n/ko,t) = Fy(z,t + 2n/dp) = Fr(x,t), (15)
for all z,t.
Using , the Fokker-Planck Eq. is transformed

into

. + hk O p=E
wP, me 0q’ w,k,q

FO*p +
(E wk nk0q+Zl,m‘Fp P 18,,k— mkoﬁq) -

—Z(

k nko,q —Tn Pw k—nko, q)

and similarly to the transition rates
)= e (19)
n
In the problems considered here, there are no force bias,
i.e.
FO* = Frs =0, (20)
and the states are symmetric:
VSE ="o- (21)

From , it is clear the normalization condition
is translated into

P00+ P(;fo,o =1 (22)

Once Pf kg 18 known, the phase space density is ob-
tained back by means of the inverse transform,

yP=s Z/dk /dqez( kx+tldy) 77.pq/hrpip’ ha

(23)
We are specially interested in the marginal probability

Py (x,p,t

Py (z,t) = [dpPys(z,p,t), which can be obtained from
P g With g =0,

(2,t) %Z/dkpm o€ et (24

The normalization condition (22|) and the equations of
motion (16| only requires excitation of a discrete set of
possible wave number values,

k = nkg (25)

where n is an integer.

Note equation expresses the atomic density as a
sum of plane waves, atomic density modes, each moving
with velocity ({/n)d,/ko. The case (I,n) = (1, 1) has been
explicitly referred to as a Brillouin-like propagation mode
[2, 18, 19], because of the analogy with the resonances
produced by light scattering on propagative modes in
fluids, such as sound waves.

Assuming, like in , that the time ¢t = 0 is after all
the transients have already died out, the atomic current
(4) can be written in terms of the mode amplitudes as

27 /8y
LDoPE, | 19 )= 22 [t faw fap Lpywpt) + P (o)
0 a

where we have taken advantage of the mentioned period-
icity, allowing us to write

8Ui Z]:(O):t —znkoz (17)
oS e, g
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Mg qg% ( dq * dq (26)




The equations and can be used to find
8730 0,0/0g in terms of the mode amplitudes P 00 thus
prov1d1ng the exact contribution of each ex01ted mode to
the atomic current, yielding one of the central analytical
results of this paper, in which the current is written

as
<U> = Z U[l’ ’/l] = Z Ul-i,_npl-gp,nko,o + vl_,n’Plgp,nko,O7
lin ln
(27)
with explicit analytical expressions for the coefficients
Ufn for the specific system at hand, as reported in Sec.
The same procedure can be applied to compute any
moment of the velocity distribution, (v™), with n a pos-
itive integer, since following similar steps as in one
easily obtains

n "L 8nfp({0,q anP&O,q
(o) = (ima> ;%( oq" + oqn  (28)

with g-derivatives that can be found in terms of the am-
plitudes of the atomic waves in a similar fashion as before.

A. Basic symmetry

Due to the vectorial nature of both the driving force
F, (z,t) and the current (v), the inversion transformation
x — —ux yields an inverted current [28], a fact which is
behind the —easy to verify— statement that the solution
of the problem with conservative force

FO* = O, (29)
and driving force
Y 4 (30)
is just
Prre =P iy (31)

which, by virtue of , yields

Note if the potential is spatially symmetric, then

FOE = —FOF, (33)

and to produce a current we need a symmetry breaking

probe.

B. Sketch of the calculation of the current in terms
of mode amplitudes

From . the calculation of the current is reduced to
find an expression for 87)0 0.0/0g. However, this is not

a trivial task, because the term proportional to 90/0q in
vanishes for k£ = 0.

To proceed, we focus in for w =k = 0, and Taylor
expand the dependency on ¢, having for small g,

P 2 92Py
+ + 0,0,0 q 0,0,0
Po.0,q = Pooo +4 9 + 5 o +... (34

After summing the — and + forms of Eq. (16) for w =
k = 0 and inserting the expansion , we find, in each
order, with n a non-negative integer,

0= Z( FO+p ke +F, P_—n/kg )
+Z( P ko0 + FrmP isymba) » (39)
(n +1)Dy <a"7>000 . anp(;ojo) _
in dq" dq"
3 (0 e 4 g O s
oY (T
L
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715 —mkg,0
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aqn+1

(36)

Eq. ( . with n = 1 facilitates the task to calculate the
current, because, by means of ., it provides a useful
expression in terms of derivatives with respect to g of
amplitudes with either & # 0 or w # 0. These deriva-
tives can be calculated by using the following equations,
obtained by using the Taylor expansion

8nl73ik,q B an/,Pikp al+nlpik7o 82+n fk 0+
aqn' - aqn/ aq1+n/ 2 8 2+4-n' T
(37)
with n’ a non-negative integer, in (L6]),
op* .
%75;]’“0 = szi
+Z< wk nko,0 ’Yﬂlpwk nko,0 )7 (38)
nk O Po k., 87) k.0 e
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(39)
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The direct use of . allows us to calculate most
terms, except 0P, 0 0/8(], Wlth w # 0. In that case, that



first derivative can also be found from , but it requires
linear inversion of a matrix of range 2 x 2, because similar
first derivative terms also appears in the right hand side.
Performing that calculation we obtain

oPE,, 1 y[
99 ygiw —w? | h

0 0)—p—
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Applying the above steps, it is then straightforward to
arrive to an explicit expression for the current (v) —or an
arbitrary moment (v™) using similar steps— in the form
for a particular system. The application to a system
with Sisyphus cooling, such as those presented in Sec. [[I]
reveals the presence of the regime of infinity density, as
discussed in Sec. [Vl

C. Calculation of the mode amplitudes in the
computer simulation

Numerical solutions of the equation are obtained
by generating a large number of individual atomic tra-
jectories [23] using a stochastic algorithm [29].

For convenience, let us denote the atomic mode ampli-

tudes for ¢ = 0 as
Pyl n] = ,Pljgp,nko,O' (41)

They are the Fourier transform, Eq. , of the atomic
density Py (z,t),

™

5 27’ /8, ) )
= lim -2 / dt e~ 10wt /dxemkoxPi(:mt).
0

27 /6p ) )
Pi|l,n] = —p/ dt e~ tont /d:r emkor py (g 1),
0

o I'—oo 27l
(42)

The atomic density can be expressed in terms of atomic
trajectories zf (t) using the Dirac delta function

1 Y N
Py (z,t) = NZﬂxij (t)]. (43)
j=1

Thus, inserting into yields

N
Pi [l, n]

5 27’ /5, Ik i(t) 16,1
= i p dt eilnkory (D=18p1],
VSeo 271N JZ; /0 ¢

) (44)

Since in the simulation individual atomic trajectories are
generated, Eq. can be readily implemented to com-
pute the atomic mode coefficients, involving an average
over many atomic trajectories and many probe periods.
At a particular time, the atom is in a definite state +
or —, and thus, it only contributes to the corresponding

density via .

IV. APPLICATION TO THE SYSTEM MODELS

Our goal is to express the current as (27)), i.e. an ex-
pansion of the atomic mode amplitudes P[l,n].
In the system 1D lin_Llin, the force and rate constants

and , defining the optical potential and tran-
sition rates @, respectively, are given by

Iy

0)+ 0)— 0)+
FOr oD 0o )
g1 _
'YIO = 9o, 'YL =9 Y41 = —VL- (46)

with FO = k‘oUo/z
In the system 3D-lin Llin, Egs. f@, in addition to
7, there are the following coefficients

F _
0)+ 0 0 0)+
‘F:(|:2) = 127-7 ]::(I:2) = :(EZ) (47)
g2 _
’Y:—::_Q =5 V2 = 'VIT (48)

In both cases, the probe addition to the potential has
the same form, and the driving force coefficients are
given by

pt Fpe™"0» pt Fpetior

S e

where F, = Upe,ko/2.
It can be checked that the solution, of both systems,
possesses the following atomic state symmetry

Plgp,nko,q' (50)

(49)

- —1
Pzap,nko,q = (—1)n

The proof involves verifying that provides indeed a
valid solution of —because of the specific way the
sign of each term is changed in each atomic state—and
invoking the uniqueness of the solution. This general,
simple relation for the mode amplitudes P~ in terms of
the coefficients in the other state, P™ allows us to focus
only on the densities of one atomic sub-level.

A. System 1D linllin

By following the steps presented in Sec. [[ITB] we ob-
tain the following expansion of the current in terms of
mode amplitudes

Mg, _ Im [P+ [07 1]] 8F0.g(2)
maFog1 — 2Doko ko

(v)1ip =
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FIG. 1. Current and mode contributions to the current as

a function of the probe amplitude ¢, for a system 1D linllin
under a probe perturbation propagating to the right . Each
mode (I,n) has a frequency w = 10, and wave number k =
nko. Mode amplitudes are measured in the simulation via
, and their precise contribution to the current determined
using , taking averages over 1.5 - 10° trajectories. Units
are defined such that mq = h = k; = 1. Here Uy = 50 and
I =175, 5, = 10, and ¢, = —7/2. The dashed line is the
sum of all current contributions, and the filled diamonds is
the current accurately calculated in the simulation from its

definition .

o Im [P [0, 2]] Fo (~4g0g1 + Foko/ma)
ko
+Im [ei» P, [1,2]] 2Fy F,
Mg
Im [e"%r P, [1,1]] 2F;,02
+
ko
+Im [e2¢r P, [2,2]] 2

Mg

(51)

Note the only contribution that depends explicitly on the
probe frequency d, is the Brillouin mode (I,n) = (1,1),
the same propagating mode as the probe potential, all
other modes depend explicitly only on the optical poten-
tial force Fp, probe amplitude F},, or transition rates go
and g¢;.

All terms in (51)) share a common denominator,
maqFog1 — 2Dgkg, which produce a singularity when is
zero, and it will be discussed in Sec. [V]

The expression is validated numerically in Fig. [2]
where we depict the contribution of each mode, v[l, n], af-
ter numerically calculating the mode amplitudes Py [I, n]
in the simulations using . As a test, we also show the
sum of all contributions and compare it with the current
calculated directly in the simulation from its definition
7 confirming the analytical calculation. Reduced units
are defined, in all simulations reported in thus paper,
such that my, = h =k = 1.

Previous research [I8|, [19] 25] 26] has focused on one
propagating mode, the mode (I,n) = (1,1), which trav-
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FIG. 2. Current and mode contributions to the current as
a function of the probe amplitude ¢, for a system 3D linllin
under a probe perturbation propagating to the right in the
z-direction , with Up = 200, I's = 2.85, 6, = 6, = 25°,
6p = 12, and ¢, = w. The dashed line is the sum of all
current contributions, and the filled diamonds is the current
measured directly in the simulation.

els at speed 6,/ko and is obviously excited by the probe
potential, having the same frequency and wave number.
Here this mode is confirmed to provide the most impor-
tant contribution to the current. However, other modes
are also excited, and they even produce a noticeable con-
tribution, as illustrated in Fig.[2 The atomic mode (1, 2),
which is also propagating to the right, though at the
smaller speed d,/(2ko), as well as the non-propagating
mode (0,2), produce contributions to the current in the
opposite direction. The total current is, however, domi-
nated by the mode (1,1) and goes in the same direction
as the propagating probe potential.

B. System 3D-linllin

In the system 3D-linllin, the additional terms f
produce more mode contributions to the current,
appearing both more contributing terms for the previ-
ously discussed modes, and new contributions from other
modes.

Mg
maFOgl — 2D0k0

~Im [P, [0,1,0]] Fo (895 —493/3 + Foko/(2ma))

(v)sp =

ko
+Im [P[0,2,0]] Fo (—49091—89192/3 + Foko/ma)
ko
+Im [P1[0,3,0]] Fo (—16g0g1/3 — 293 — 3Foko/(2ma))

ko
+Im [P, ]0,4,0]] Fo (—29192/3 + Foko/(2ma))
ko
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2myg, 2my,
+Im [ei¢PP+[1, 0, l]] 2Fp5127 N Im [ei2¢pP+ [2,0, 2}] Fp2

ko Mg,

(52)

Like in the previous system, the biggest contributor
to the current is the propagating mode (1, 1), producing
movement in the same direction as the propagating probe
potential, here with the help of non-propagating mode
(0,1), which is also present in the system 1D lin llin —
also producing there a current in the same direction, but
with a much less appreciable contribution. New contribu-
tions from the non-propagating modes (0,3), (0,4) and
(0,5)—due to the extra mode-connecting terms in
and @—are observed, all pointing to the opposite direc-
tion of propagation. A similar feature is observed in the
new modes (1,—1) and (1, 3), which together with the
propagating mode (1,2) produce current in the opposite
direction. The overall current is much smaller—about
four times smaller—than the one produced alone by the
Brillouin mode (1,1) due to those counter-propagating
contributions.

V. INTO THE REGIME OF INFINITE DENSITY

The fact that the optical potential force fj(_Lol) i,
Eq. 7 inverts its sign when the atomic state is changed
is crucially coupled to the similar state-alternating sign
in the transition rate 'yil, Eq. , being responsible
for the celebrated Sisyphus cooling—a kind of dissipa-
tive mechanism due to the transitions taking place with
higher probability when the atoms are at the top of the
optical potential barriers, thus the atom spends most of
the time climbing hills, like the punishment inflicted in
the king Sisyphus of ancient Greek mythology. However,
it is known the potential should not be too shallow [21], or
the dynamics may exploit in the form of superdiffusion [§]
and non-normalizable probability densities [13, 15]. In-
deed, the calculations presented in Sec. [[V]indicate that
the current diverges to infinity, in both studied systems,
when

Fog1 — 2Doko/mq = 0, (53)

because the left hand side of appears as a common
factor in the denominator in the formulas for the current,
and . It is a consequence of the appearance of a
term proportional to 373&()’0/5(]—1-3?(;0’0/8(] in the right
hand side of (with n = 1), which has to be taken to
the left hand side in order to complete the calculation.
In fact, the same thing happens in any moment (v™).
Using and , and looking for the terms in the
right hand side that yield a contribution containing

" Py 0.0/04" + 0" Py ,0/9¢", i.e. the terms proportional

to .Fiol) i'yil and .7-'(701) i'yfl, yields the common factor,

[1— Fogima/(Doko(n+1)]71, and thus the following sin-
gularity condition,

Fogl — (1 + n)Doko/ma =0, (54)
which in terms of the potential depth is written as

gimaq

Uo = (55)
Though this result has been obtained from the semiclas-
sical equations , which do not explicitly contain all the
diffusive terms predicted by the semiclassical derivation,
that is, the terms 0? Dxy P+ /0p* and the spatial depen-
dence of the noise coefficient, the same analysis in the
more complex system model shows that the exact same
result is obtained if one considers Dy as the spatial
average of all diffussive terms.

This singularity can be identified with the threshold
for the transition into an anomalous regime, in which the
n moment of the velocity distribution, (v(¢)™), diverges
for long times. The result is in perfect agreement
with the prediction [14] [I5] for the system 1D linllin
obtained from a simplified, approximate Fokker-Planck
equation [2] for shallow lattices, when the noise stregth
Dg contains the spatial average of both diffusive terms
D+ and Dyy [23], i.e. Dy = (35 + 6)h%k?T”/90. This
is remarkable, as our method uses the full semiclassical
equations , and hence, unlike the approximate Fokker-
Planck equation, it does explicitly takes into account the
microscopic origin of Sisyphus cooling, including the pe-
riodicity of the lattice potential and transitions between
the atomic sublevels.

The only assumption made by the current method is
the existence of the Taylor expansion , which is nu-
merically confirmed by the simulations presented in the
paper in the regime above the singularity. In contrast,
in shallow lattices—i.e. with potential wells Uy below
the threshold given by —this assumption does not
hold, giving rise to the regime of infinite densities, with
diverging moments and non-normalizable densities.

In the system 3D-lin_Llin, to accurately cover the shal-
low potential regime, Dy should also include the spa-
tial average the diffusive term D+, thus Dy = (1 +
1/5)5h2k3T, /18.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Starting from the semiclassical equations for the
atomic phase densities, we have presented an exact
method to calculate the precise contribution to the cur-
rent of the excited atomic density waves in cold atoms
under dissipative optical lattices. Explicit analyitcal ex-
pressions are provided for the popular system 1D lin_Llin
under a simple—but realizable—symmetry breaking per-
turbation, as well as the one-dimensional model that



results from focusing in a specific direction in the 3D-
lin 1 lin system.

The analytical results are validated with numerical
simulations of the stochastic atomic trajectories associ-
ated with the semiclassical equations. They show that
several atomic modes, not just the one associated with
the perturbation, contribute relevantly to the directed
motion.

Additionally, the analytical solution predicts a singu-
larity for each moment of the velocity distribution, which
is identified with the threshold for the transition to the
regime of infinite density. The threshold values of the
present work are identical to the ones obtained from an

approximated Fokker-Planck equation of the semiclassi-
cal equations, derived by spatial and Zeeman level aver-
aging the latter, in the system 1D lin 1 lin, thus providing
a solid ground to previous analytical results.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that the proposed
method can easily be applied to more complex systems
and driving perturbations.
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