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W e report experin ental resuls on the properties of B ose—
E instein condensates in 1D optical lattices. By accelerating
the lattice, we observed B loch oscillations of the condensate
in the lowest band, as well as Landau-Zener (L-Z) tunneling
into higher bands when the lattice depth was reduced and/or
the acceleration of the lattice was increased. T he dependence
of the L-Z tunneling rate on the condensate density was then
related to m ean— eld e ectsm odifying the e ective potential
acting on the condensate, yielding good agreem ent w ith re—
cent theoretical work. W e also present several m ethods for
m easuring the lattice depth and discuss the e ects ofthem
crom otion in the TO P -trap on our experim ental resuls.

PACS number(s): 03.75F 13280 P j

I. NTRODUCTION

In a very short tin e after their rst observation, B ose—
E instein condensates BEC s) have advanced from being
m ere physical curiosities to the status of wellstudied
physical system s {l]. A host of diverse and interesting
phenom ena such as collective m odes, quantized vortices,
and solitons, to nam e but a f&w, have been extensively
Investigated and are now well understood 'Q'{:_d]. G oing
from the ham onic potentials used In the experim ents
m entioned above to optical lattices ij] constitutes a nat-
uralextension ofthe experin entale orts to periodic po—
tentials and has opened up new avenues for research. So
far, experin ents using periodic potentials have focused
mainly on Bragg scattering B{:ld and, m ore recently,
on phase properties, JnvonJng such Intriguing concepts
as num ber squeezing [1L] and the M ott insulator transi-
tion {lZ 113.] Som e Interesting work has also been done on
super uid properties of BEC s in optical lattices [[4,15].

In the present work we report on experin ents w ih
B oseE Instein condensates ad:abaUcaJJy loaded into one—
din ensionaloptical lattices tl6 17] In particular, we look
at the dynam ics of the BEC when the periodic potential
provided by the optical lattice is accelerated, keading to
B loch oscillations and L-Z tunneling. W e then proceed
to use L-Z tunneling as a toolform easuring the e ectsof
the m ean- eld Interaction between the atom s in the con—
densate. The m odi cation of the L-Z tunneling rate in
the presence of interactions can be Interpreted In tem s
of an e ective potential, and we obtain good qualitative
agream ent w ith a recent theoretical study using this ap—
proach [_l-§']

T his paper is organized as ollow s: A fter brie y in—
troducing som e essential ideas and tem inology used in
the theoretical treatm ent of cold atom s in optical lat—
tices (Sec. EI we descrbe our expenm ental apparatus
n Sec. ']It A fter presenting in Sec. :IV. the results of pre—
lin inary experin entson the calbration ofthe lattice and
on the e ects ofthe condensate m icrom otion, we tum to
the sub et of B Ioch oscillations in accelerated lattices in
Sec.§!. The Bllow ing section V I deals w ith L% tunnel-
ing and leads on to a discussion ofm ean— eld e ects in
Sec. VH In Sec. 'V]IL we present our conclusions and
an outlook on further studies, ollowed by an A ppendix
In which we discuss various param eters relevant to the
description of our system as an array of tunneling juinc—
tions.

II.COLD ATOM S IN PERIODIC STRUCTURES:
BASIC CONCEPTS

T he properties of cold atom s iIn conservative optical
lattices (1e. fardetuned, so spontaneous scattering is
negligble) bear a strong resem blance to the behaviour of
electrons in crystal lattices in condensed m atter physics
and have, therefore, en pyed Increasing interest since the
early days of laser cooling. T here are a num ber of excel-
kent review paperson the sub jct 19,201, so n the oliow -
Ingwe shallonly brie y review som e basic conosgpts and
establish conventions and notations for the rem ainder of
this work.

T he physical system we are considering consists of a
B oseE Instein condensate in a periodic potential created
by two interfering linearly polarized laser beam s w ith
parallel polarizations. T he potential seen by the atom s
stem s from the acStark shift created by an o —resonant
Interaction between the electric eld ofthe laser and the
atom ic dipole. This resuls in an optical lattice potential
of the form

U (x) = Ugsin® ( x=d); M)
w here d is the distance betw een neighbouring wells (lat—
tice constant) and

Up= @=3)h (I=Io)(=); @)

is the depth of the potential [19], where T is the inten-
sity ofone laserbeam , I isthe saturation intensity ofthe
87Rb resonance Ine, isthedecay rate ofthe rstexcited
state, and is the detuning of the lattice beam s from
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the atom ic resonance. If the m om entum spread of the
atom s loaded into such a structure is sm all com pared to
the characteristic lattice m om entum pg = 2h =d, then
their themm al de B roglie wavelength w ill be large com —
pared to the lattice spacing d and w ill, therefore, extend
over m any lattice sites. The condensates used In our
experin ent have coherence lengths com parable to their
spatialextent of 10 m, which should be com pared to
typical lattice spacings in the region 0of 04 16 m. A
description in term sofa coherent delocalized wavepacket
w ithin a periodic structure is then appropriate and leads
us directly to the B loch form alisn  rst developed in con—
densed m atter physics. A s willbe explained in the -
low ing section, we could vary the lattice spacing d by
changing the anglk between the lattice beam s. In this
article, the lattice spacing d always refers to the respec—
tive geom etries of the optical Jattices used.

In a lattice con guration In which the two Jaserbeam s
w ith wavevector k;, are counterpropagating, the usual
choices of units are the recoilm om entum pPrec = hky =
M Vzee and the recoil energy Eyec = h’k?=2m . In the
case of an angle-geom etry w ith the angle between the
lattice beam s (see F . -L), it is m ore Intuiive to base
the natural units on the lattice spacing d = Py

and the progction k = =d of the laser wavevector ki,
onto the lattice direction. O ne can then de ne a Bloch
momentum pg = 2h =d = mw , corresponding to the
full extent of the st Brillouin zone or, altematively,
to the net m om entum exchange In the lattice direction
between the atom s and the two laser beam s. Possble
choices for the energy unit are either the B loch energy
de ned asEg = h? 2 )?=m d?, oran ® ective’ recoilen—
ergy Erec( ) = Ep =8, where the param eter  indicates
the dependence on the lattice geom etry f_Z]_J'] A san intu-
itive choice for the naturalunits for the lattice depths is
the geom etry dependent recoil energy E rec ( ), we shall
quote the lattice depth Uy In units ofthis scaled recoilen—
ergy; for sin plicity ofnotation we shallw rite E ., w here
it is understood that this a]w ays refers to the respective
lattice geom etries. In Sec. -IV. on the calbration of the
lattice depth, we also use the parameter s = Up=E rcc.
T hroughout the paper, velocities and m om enta w ill be
quoted in units of the Bloch m om entum pp and B loch
velocity vy .

In the tightbinding lim i U, 10E yec), the conden—
sate In the lattice can be approxin ated by wavepackets
Jocalized at the Individual Jattice sites W annier states).
T his description ism ore intuiive than the B loch picture
in the case of experim ents in which the condensate is re—
leased from a (deep) optical lattice nto which it had pre—
viously been loaded adiabatically. In the present work,
this description is only m ade use of in Sec.l_j and in the
Appendix, where the W annier states are approxin ated
by G aussian functions.

ITII.EXPERIM ENTAL SETUP

O ur apparatus for creating B oseE Instein condensates
is described in detail in R3]. Brie y, we use a double-
MOT setup in order to cool and capture 8’Rb atom s
and transfer them into a tin e-orbiting potential (TOP)
trap. Starting with a fow tines 107 atom s in the m ag-
netic trap, we evaporatively coolthe atom s down to the
criticaltem perature for condensation in 30 s, obtaining
pure condensates containing up to 2 1¢ atom s. A fter
condensation, the m agnetic trap is adiabatically relaxed
tom ean trap frequencies trap On the orderof20 60Hz,
resulting in a variation of the condensate peak density
between 2 10°an 3 and 10" an 3

The optical lattice was realized using two lnearly
polarized G aussian beam s (waist 18mm, m axinum
power 3mW ) ndependently controlled by tw o acousto—
optic m odulators AOM s) and detuned by about 30
60 G H z above orbelow the rubidiim resonance line. The
lattice constant d could be varied through the angle
betw een the lJaser beam s, as shown in Fjg.:_]:. Both hori-
zontal and vertical optical Jattices w ith various angles
were realized. Furthem ore, by introducing a frequency

di erence between the two beam s, the lattice could
be m oved at a constant velocity vizr = Tem(=5 orac-
celerated with an acceleration a = ————% . W hike

2 sin ( =2) at
In the countere-propagating geom etry lattice depths up
to 2Erec Were realized, in the anglegeom etry lattice

depths up to 20Eec could be realized.
Q
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FIG .1. Schem atic ofthe experin gntalprocedure. T he con—
densate is loaded into the optical lattice, which can transfer
momentum to i in unitsofpg = mvs . The frequency dif-
ference Dbetween the lattice beam s can be used to create a
m oving or unifomm ly accelerated lattice.

IV.PRELIM INARY EXPERIM ENTS

In order better to understand the e ect of the lattice
on the condensate and to calbrate the theoretically cal-



culated lattice depth against experim entalvalues, we per—
form ed a serdes of prelim Inary experin ents in conditions
In which we expected m ean— eld e ects to be negligble,
ie. either with the condensate in a weak m agnetic trap
(after adiabatic relaxation), resulting in a low condensate
density, or by loading the condensate into the lattice af-
ter switching o the m agnetic trap. In the lhatter case,
for horizontal lattice con gurations the condensate was
In free 2l after switching o the T O P —trap, lim iting the
Interaction tim e w ith the Jattice to 10 15ms. In allex—
perin ents, the condensate was observed after 10 20m s
oftim eof- ght by ashing on a resonant im aging beam
for 20 s and observing the shadow cast by the conden—
sate onto a CCD —cam era.
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FIG . 2. Rabi oscillations of the condensate in an optical
Jattice. Show n here is the fraction N 1=N of condensate atom s
in the st di raction order as a function of tine. The lat-
tice (In the counterpropagating con guration) was m oving
with a constant velocity v = %VB . From the Rabi period
260 sone ndsa lattice depth U o 2EF rec.

R abi

A .C alibration of the lattice
1. Rabi oscillations

Ifwe abruptly switch on an optical lattice m oving at
a soeed %VB , then in the band-structure picture the con—
densate nds itselfat the edge ofthe B rillouin zone w here
the st and second band intersect at zero lattice depth.
Raising the lattice up to a nal depth of Uy opens up
a bandgap ofwidth E = U ¢=2 In the shallow lattice
lim i, and hence the populations of the two bands 1_24]
accum ulate a phase di erence = ZLt, which resuls
In the two populations getting back into phase m odulo
2 )afteratine rapi= % In the rest fram e of the lab—
oratory, one cbserves R abi oscillations i_é] between the
momentum classes p = 0iand p = ps i in the shape
of varying populations of the corresoonding di raction
peaks cbserved after a tin eof- ight (see Fig. :Q.') . From
the oscillation frequency r we could then calculate the
lattice depth Uy = 2h gy, yielding results that 1l short
by about 20 25 percent of the calculated valie. W e
attrbute the discrepancy between the experin ental and
theoretical values m ainly to the uncertainty in our laser
Intensity m easurem ents and to In perfections in the lat-
tice beam cross-section and polarization.

A s pointed out in f_l-g'], an altemative way of interpret—
ing the observed R abi oscillations in this kind of exper-
In ent is to consider a two-photon Ram an coupling be—
tween the two m om entum states, whose energies di er
by E = 2h?k%?=m = 4E,c. T he coupling is resonantly
enhanced if the frequency di erence between the two
lattice beam s m atches E =h, ie. if the lattice velociy

Viae = 5 = 2 = 1y, asbefre. The two-photon Rabi
frequency forthebeam intensities corresoonding to a lat—
tice depth Uy can be easily calculated and, again, gives

R = U0=2h.
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FIG . 3. Calbration of the lattice depth by m easuring the
sidepeak populations. W e calculated the lattice depth from
the m ean value of the plus and m inus rst order sidepeak
using Eqn. 'é By varying the intensity of the lattice beam s,
we perform ed m easurem ents of sexp Or various values of scaic -

2. Analysis of the interference pattem

If the depth of a stationary lattice is increased on a
tin escale com parabl to the nverse of the chem ical po—
tential of the condensate (in frequency units), then the
condensate can adiabatically adapt to the presence of
the periodic potential l_2§'|] W hen the Jattice has reached
s naldepth, the system is in a steady state with the
condensate distributed am ong the lattice wells (n the
Iim i of a su ciently deep lattice in order for ndividual
lattice sites to have welldocalized wavepackets). If the
lattice isnow swiched o suddenly, the individual (ap—
proxim ately) G aussian wavepackets at each lattice site
w il expand freely and interfere with one another. (In
this case a tightbinding approxim ation ism ore intuiive
than a B loch wave approach.) The resulting spatialinter-
ference pattem aftera tim eof- ight oftw illbe a seriesof
reqularly spaced peaks w ith spacing vy t, corresponding
to the variousdi raction orders, w ith a G aussian popula—
tion envelope ofw idth ht=m ,where isthewidth of
the w avepacketsat the ndividual lattice sites. In particu—
lar, Pedriet al. have shown l_2-§] that the relative popula—
tionsP ; ofthetwo symm etricplusand m Inus rst order
peaks w ith respect to the zeroth-order central peak are
given by P 1 = exp( 472 ?=d) R73]. For deep lattice
wells, =d can be found by m aking a ham onic approx-—
In ation to the sinhusoidal lattice potential about a po—
tentialm ninum , giving a G aussian width = d= s'™*.
Forthe relatively shallow lattice used In our experim ents



(s < 20), however, this approxin ation is not very accu—
rate. Instead, we used a variationalansatz fora G aussian
wavepacket In a sinusoidalpotential. T he resulting tran—
scendental equation can be solved num erically to yield
(see Ref. [_ié] and Appendix). A lfematively, we can
nd an analytical expression for the lattice depth as a
function of the m easured sidepeak population, giving

16
@ 1)F

p @®)

Sexp =
T his expression can be used directly to calbrate the lat-
tice based on a m easurem ent of the sidepeak popula—
tions. Figure d show s the Jattice depth s.,p as inferred
from the above equation by m easuring the populations
ofthe zeroth and plus/m inus rst orderdi raction peaks
plotted against the lattice depth sc;1c calculated from
the beam Intensiy and detuning, taking into account
the losses at the cellwindows ( 8 percent). A straight
Ine tgivessexp = (076 0:l)s,1, consistent w ith the
results obtained by m easuring the Rabi oscillation fre—
quency.
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FIG .4. Calbration ofthe lattice potentialwith d= 12 m
by m easuring the tunneling rate. P lotted here as a function of
the calculated lattice depth Sca1c is the num ber of condensate
atom SN trapped ram aining in the lattice at tine tyae = 10:lm s
after switching o the m agnetic trap. Fitting a theoretical
curve (see text) to the data we nd that sexp 076 Scaics
consistent w ith the resuls ofthe other calbration techniques.

3. Tunneling

If the lattice beam s are arranged such as to create a
periodic potential along the vertical direction, for deep
enough lattice potentials the condensate can be held
against graviy for severalhundred m illiseconds. A s the
potentialis reduced below a criticaldepth the condensate
starts tunneling out of the lattice. If this critical depth
is fairly small (¢ 12E .cc), then the tunneling rate can
be calculated from L-Z theory. If the condensate m ov—
Ing w ih the acceleration a crosses the band gap E at
the B rillouin zone edge fast enough, the probability r for
undergoing a transition to the rst excited band is given
by £8]

r=e %7%; @)

w ith the critical acceleration

d 2
Ac = — (E)“: )
4h

Ifthe atom s can tunnel Into the second band and, there—
fore, e ectively into the continuum , they will no longer
be trapped by the lattice. Starting from this assum p—
tion, for the condensate accelerated by graviy with
a= 98lm s % we can caloulate N ¢yappeq the number of
atom s that rem ain trapped after a tin e ty,+ to be

N irapped = Nini @ "2 ®)

where ty;¢ is an Integer multiple of the Bloch period

B = Vg =g (see next section). Fjgure:_li show s the resuls
of an experim ent In which the condensate was loaded
Into a vertical Jattice with lattice constantd = 12 m,
after which the m agnetic trap was swiched o and the
num ber of trapped atom s was determ ined after a time
tat = 10dms = 26 g as a function of sgic. Fitting
the above equation OrN trappeq (£) to the data, we found
that the actuallattice depth wasaround 75 percent ofthe
value calculated from the lattice beam param eters. T his
value agreesw ith those found using R abioscillations and
sidepeak intensity.

B .E ectsofthe m icrom otion

T he tin e-orbiting potential trap used In our experi-
m ents is an Intrinsically dynam ic trap which relieson the
fast rotation of the bias eld to create an averaged har—
m onic trapping potential. It has been shown, however,
that the atom s in such a trap perform a sn allbut non—
negligble m icrom otion at the rotation frequency rtop
2 10kHz i our set-up) of the bias eld 29]. A
though the spatial am plitude of this fast m otion is ex—
trem ely am all (less than 100nm for typical experim ental
param eters), is velocity can be as large as a few m i
lim eters per second. A s the Bloch velocities vg of the
latticesused I ourexperin ents liebetween 3mm s * and
118mm s ! (depending on theangle ),them icrom otion
velocity com ponent along the lattice direction can be a
signi cant fraction of the B loch velocity. This has two
consequences:
(@) Ifthe interaction tim e ofthe lattice w ith the conden—
sate is short compared to 2 = 1op = 100 s, the nitial
velocity of the condensate is undeterm ined to w ithin the
m icrom otion velocity am plitude.
) If, on the other hand, the interaction time with
the lattice is Jong com pared with 2 = 1op, the conden—
sate oscillates to and fro in the B rillouin zone and can,
if the m icrom otion velociy is large enough, reach the
band edge and thus be Bragg-re ected. Another possi-
ble m echanian is the param etric excitation at top of
transitions to higher bands.

A lofthese e ects are undesirable if one wants to con—
duct wellcontrolled experin ents. In our setup, the m i-
crom otion takes place in the horizontal plane and was



thus In portant w hen we worked w ith horizontal lattices.
In ordertom Inim ize the detrin entale ects ofthem icro-
m otion, we em ployed two techniques:
(@) For short interaction tim es, we synchronized the in—
stant at which the lattice was sw itched on w ith a given
phase of the rotating bias eld. This allowed us to en-—
sure that the lattice was always sw tched on when the
condensate velocity along the lattice direction was ap—
proxim ately zero. A am all residual Jitter, however, was
still given by the sloshing (dipolk oscillation) of the con—
densate in the m agnetic trap, which was especially crit—
ical when we worked with large lattice constants (and
hence sn allB loch velocities).
(o) For ong interaction tim es, we phase-m odulated one
ofthe lattice beam s synchronously w ith the rotating bias
eld and wih a m odulation depth that resulted in the
lattice Yhaking’ w ith the sam e velocity am plitude as the
m icrom otion. In this way, in the rest—fram e of the lat-
tice the condensate w as stationary (again, save a possble
sloshing m otion).

a) o

FIG. 5. E ects of the micromotion in a horizontal
counterpropagating lattice con guration. (a) shows a con-—
densate (after a tim eof- ight of 15m s) released from the
m agnetic trap with “trap = 25Hz without the optical lat-
tice. In (), the optical Jattice Uy 2E rec) was sw itched on
for 755m s wih the m agnetic trap still on. O ne clearly sees
that the condensate is broadened along the lattice direction.
In (c),we com pensated them icrom otion by phase-m odulating
one ofthe lattice beam s (see text). The di erence In intensity
of the dark spot in (a) and (c) is due to shot-to-shot uctua—
tions of the num ber of atom s in the condensate. A Iso, In (c)
a faint spot to the keft of the central condensate can be seen;
this corresponds to a part ofthe condensate having undergone
Bragg re ection due to an initial sloshing.

Figure § shows the e ect of method b) in which a
condensate was loaded into a lattice Uy 2Erec) with
a lm s ram p and then lft in the Jattice for 7:5m sbefore
the latter was suddenly switched o . W hen the m icro—

m otion was not com pensated by phase-m odulating one
of the lattice beam s, the condensate appeared Y eared
out’ when observed after a tim e-of- ight. U sing ’Ehe com —

pensation technigque elim inated thise ect Fig.b ().
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FIG . 6. A cceleration of a BoseE instein condensate in the
counterpropagating geometry d= 039 m). In (@)-(f) the
lattice param eters were Uy = 23E,.c and a = 981lm s 2,
and the condensate was accelerated for 0:1;0:6;1:1;2:1;30
and 3:9m s, respectively. In (g), the condensate was accel-
erated for 2:5m s w ith the sam e lattice depth as above, but
wih a = 25m s 2. In this case, a fraction of the conden-
sate underwent L-Z tunneling out of the lowest band each
tin e a Bragg—resonance was crossed. Note that the separa—
tions betw een the spots vary because detection occurred after
di erent tin esof- ight.

V.BLOCH OSCILLATIONS
A . T heoretical considerations

O ne ofthem ost intriguing m anifestations of the quan—
tum dynam ics of particles in a periodic potential are
B loch oscillations. T heir theoreticalexplanation isbased
on the evolution In the band-structure picture of a col-
Jection ofparticles occupying a am all fraction ofthe B rilk-
Jouin zone when the potential is switched on (m eaning
that in real space their wavefiinctions extend over m any
lattice sites, w hich translates into tem peratures we]llge—
Iow the recoil tem perature Trec = E rec=ks , See Sec. If) .
If the lattice is swiched on adiabatically, then all the
atom s will end up In the lowest band. A ccelerating the
atom sby applying a force (realor nertial) to them will
result in their being m oved through the Brillouin zone
until they reach the band edge. Owing to the e ects
of the periodic potential, at this point there is a gap



between the st and second band, and unless the ac—
celeration is large enough for the atom s to undergo a
L-Z transition (see Sec.-'y_f[), they willrem ain in the st
band and thus be B raggre ected back to the opposite
end ofthe B rillbuin zone. In the rest—fram e of the lattice
this corresponds to the atom s’ velocity oscillating to and
fro between +3 vp and 3 Vg (Where 0< < 1,de-
pending on the lattice depth), whereas in the lJaboratory
fram e these B Ioch oscillations m anifest them selves as an
undulating (or, for shallow lattices, alm ost stepw ise) in-—
crease In velocity ratherthan the linear Increase expected
In the classical picture In which the atom s are Yragged
along’ by the potential. The instantaneous velocity of
the atom ic wavepacket in the lattice fram e can be calcu—-

lated from the slope ofthe rstband at the corresponding
1dE @

quastm om entum g, gvingv= 3 e
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FIG.7. Bloch oscillations of the condensate mean ve-
Iocity vn iIn an optical lattice. (@) A cceleration in the
counterpropagating lattice with d= 0:39 m , U, 23E rec
and a= 981m s 2. Solid line: theory. (o) Bloch oscillations
in the rest fram e of the lattice, along w ith the theoretical pre—
diction (solid line) derived from the shape ofthe lowest B loch
band.

B . Experim ental results

T he condensate was loaded into the (horizontal) opti-
callattice w ith lattice constantd = 0:39 m Inm ediately
after switching o the magnetic trap. The switch-on
was done adiabatically w ith resp to the lattice vibra-
tion frequencies fj] lvib = 2Erec s=h (ald Prs 1)
by ram ping up the lattice beam intensity over a time
tran p 100 s. Thereafter, the lattice was accelerated
with a= 9:81m s ! by ram ping the frequency di erence

betw een the beam s. A fter a tin e tycce1:. the lattice was
sw itched o and the condensate w as observed afteran ad—
ditional tin eof- ight of 13 18m s. Figurei6 show s the
results of these m easurem ents in the laboratory fram e.
T he B loch oscillations are m ore evident, how ever, if one
calculates them ean velocity v, asthe weighted sum over
them om entum com ponentsafter the interaction w ith the

accelerated lattice, as shown in Fig.7. W hen the instan—
taneous lattice velocity vie is subtracted from w, , one
clearly sees the oscillatory behaviour of v, Vat. This
result is analogous to the rst observation of Bloch os—
cillations in cold atom s at sub-recoil tem peratures {_l-g']
The added feature in our experim ent is that by using
a BoseE Instein condensate released from a weak m ag-
netic trap, the spatial extent of the atom ic cloud issu —
ciently an allso that after a relatively short tin eof- ight
(10 20m s) the sgparation between the ndividualm o—
mentum classes is already much larger than the size of
the condensate due to is expansion and can, therefore,
be easily resolved. The m ean velocity is then calculated
sim ply by counting the num ber ofatgm s In each ofthese
classes (the dark dots visble in Fig.).
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FIG .8. L-Z tunneling of a condensate in an optical lattice.
(@) and (): M ean velocity of the condensate after accelera—
tion ofthe lattice to vy and 3wy , resgpectively, as a function of
acceleration. (c) M ean velocity of the condensate after accel-
eration of the lattice to 4:4vy as a function of lattice depth.
In @) and (o), the Jattice depth was xed at Uy = 2E yec, and
in (c) the acceleration a= 981lm s 1. In (c), agreem ent w ith
theory is expected to be som ew hat less good because the -
nalvelociy ofthe lattice isnot an integerm ultiple of vy (see
text) .

VI.LZ TUNNELING

W e investigated the U, dependence for the L-Z tunnel
Ing ofthe condensate into the second band w hen crossing
the edge of the Brillouin zone, and therefore, e ectively
to the continuum , as the gapsbetw een higherbandswere
negligble for the shallow potentials used In our experi-
ments. Asin Sec.:y:, we loaded the condensate into the



optical lattice after sw itching o them agnetic trap. The
trap had been adiabatically expanded to a mean trap
frequency " rap 20H z prior to sw itch-o , thus ensur-
ing that the condensate density wassm all < 103 am 3)
and, therefore, m ean— eld e ects could be neglected. A £
ter that, the lattice was accelerated to a nal velociy
nvg (= 1;2;::). Each tin e the condensate was accel-
erated across the edge of the B rillouin zone, according to
L-Z theory a fraction r (see Eqns. .4 and H) underwent
tunneling into the rst excited band. In Fig. 8| the av—
erage velocity of the condensate after the acceleration is
shown as a function of a and Uy along w ith theoretical
predictions using the L-Z tunneling probability. If the

nal lattice velocity isvg , one ndsa nalm ean velocity
Vm = (L 1)%,whereasa straightforw ard generalization
of this form ula yields

neL @ B (7

for a nal lattice velocity of nvg . In this case, a frac—
tion r of the condensate undergoes L-Z tunneling each
tin e the Bragg resonance is crossed, w ith a rem aining
fraction 1 r belhg accelerated further. Note that this
result is only independent of the lattice depth (except
through the tunneling fraction r) if the nal lattice ve-
]oCJty isan integerm ultiple ofnvy . A s can be seen from
Fi. 8 agreem ent w ith theory is good. A gain, it should
be stressed here that ow ing to the sm allcondensate densi-
ties, these m easurem ents do not di er qualitatively from
those using cold but uncondensed atom s [_igi]

Vi = Vg (I=r
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FIG .9. Caloulated dependence of the param eter C on the
trap frequency trap fOr two di erent lattice con gurations.
M ean- eld e ects are far m ore In portant for the larger lat-
tice constant d = 156 m, which results In a C larger by a
factorof 16 with respect to the counterpropagating con g-
uration d= 0:39 m ). In calculating C ,we assum ed a typical
condensate num ber N (o = 10* and used the Thom asFem i
expression for the condensate peak density.

VII.M EAN-FIELD EFFECTS
A . Theoretical considerations

In B oseE instein condensates, interactionsbetw een the
constituent atom s are responsble for the non-linear be-
haviour ofthe BEC and can lead to interesting phenom —
ena such as solitons f§] and fourwavem ixing w ith m atter

waves t_§(_)'] A s the atom s are extrem ely cold, collisions

between them can be treated by considering only s-wave

scattering, which is described by the scattering length

as. For mubidium the atom ic m ean— eld interaction is

repulsive corresponding to a positive scattering length
= 54nm.

For a BEC In an optical lattice, one expects an ef-
fect due to the m ean— eld interaction sim ilar to the one
regoonsble for detemm ining the shape of a condensate
In the Thom asFem i lim it: The interplay between the
con ning potentialand the densiy-dependent m ean— eld
energy leads to a m odi ed ground state that re ects the
strength ofthem ean- eld interaction. Applied toa BEC
In a periodic potential, one expects the density m odula—
tion in posed on the condensate by the potential thigher
density in potential troughs, low er density w here the po—
tential energy is high) to be m odi ed in the presence of
mean— eld interactions. In particular, the tendency of
the periodic potential to create a locally higher density
w here the potential energy of the lattice is low will be
counteracted by the (repulsive) interaction energy that
rises as the localdensiy increases.

T he nonlinear interaction of the condensate inside an
optical lattice with lattice constant d = =sin( =2)k,
m ay be described through a din ensionless param eter [_1@‘]

_ Npas Nog

k?sin?( =2) Es ©

wih g de ned In Eqn. (52), corresponding to the ratio

of the nonlinear interaction term and the B loch energy.
The param eter C contains the peak condensate density

No BL the scattering length, and the atomicmassm .
In our notation, the param eter C always refers to the

regpective lattice geom etries w ith angle . From the de—
pendence ofC on the lattice angle i follow sthata an all
angle (neaning a large lattice constant d) w ill result in
a large Interaction term C . In our experim ent, creating

a btticewith = 29deg (le. d= 156 m) allowed us
to realize a value of C _larger by a factor ofm ore than 10

w ith respect to Ref. Laz_i] using a com parable condensate
density. Figure -'9 show s our estin ates for the nonlnear
Interaction param eterC realized by varying them agnetic
trap frequency (and, thereby, the density ng).

In Ref. {lg the authors derived an ana]yt:cal expres—
sion In the perturbative lim it (@ssum ing Uy Eg ) or
the e ect of the mean- eld interaction on the ground
state of the condensate in the lattice. Starting from the
G rossP itaevskii equation for the condensate wavefunc—
tion in a one-dim ensional optical lattice (i.e. a one di-
m ensional H am itonian equivalent to that of Eq. :A:]:),
they found that by substiuting the potential depth Uy
w ith an e ective potential

Ug .
1+ 4c’
the e ect ofthe m ean— eld interaction could be approxi-

m ately accounted for. T his reduction ofthe e ective po—
tentialagreesw ith the intuitive picture ofthe back-action

Uers = 9)



on the periodic potentialofthe density m odulation ofthe
condensate In posed on it by the lattice potential. For re—
pulsive Interactions, this results in the e ective potential
being low ered w ith respect to the actualopticalpotential
created by the lattice beam s.

FIG.10. L-Z tunneling for di erent values of the nterac—
tion param eter C . T he tunneling fraction r wasm easured by
accelerating the condensate to vg In a vertical lattice w ith
d= 12 m,and C was varied by changing the trap frequency
and hence the condensate density ng. The straight lines are
best linear tsto the data.

B .Experim ental results

In order to m easure the e ective potential Uers, we
assum ed that the perturbative treatm ent described above
can be extended to de ne an e ective band gap E ¢+
at the edge of the Brillouin zone which for a particular
Interaction param eter C can be w ritten as

Uerr Up

E = = i
eff 2 2@+ 4C)

10)

where E is the value of the band gap In the absence
of Interactions BB O ne can then derive the interaction
param eter C indirectly by determ ining the e ective band
gap E <fr from the L-Z tunneling rate r, using Eqns.('_4)
and (5) wih theband gap E cff.

Figure :10 show sthe resuls ofm easurem entsofthe L-Z
tunneling rate ortwo di erent valuesofC . In thisexper—
in ent, in contrast to those described thus far, the lattice
was adiabatically ram ped up w ith the m agnetic trap still
on in ordertom aintain the condensate at a constant den—
sity. A fter accelerating the condensate to v , the m ag—
netic trap and the lattice were both sw itched o and the
fraction r that had undergone tunneling (ie. the frac—
tional population that appeared in the zero m om entum
class) wasm easured after a tin eof- ight. The e ective
potentials could be derived from the slopes of the linear

ts in Fig. 10 and were fund to be m arkedly di erent.
C om paring the experim entally determ ined valies for C
w ith those calculated on the basis of the experin ental
param eters, we found that the experin ental values were
larger by about a factor of 2:5. In fact, we expected the
predictions of f_l-g'] to be only approxin ately valid (see
discussion below ).

In order further to test the validity ofEqn :_1-(_]', we used
two di erent lattice angles  and varied the condensate
density by changing the trap frequency B5]. The e ec-
tive potentialin each casewas inferred from the tunneling
probability r fora xed lattice depth T he resultsofthese
m easuram ents are shown in Fig. :ll- along w ih the the-
oretical predictions. C learly, the reduction of Uees with
regpect to the non-interacting lim it ism uch larger for the
an all lattice angle, as expected from theory. T he general
behaviour of Ueer as a function of C is well reproduced
by our results. Replacing C by 25C in the ormula
forUcs¢=U( leadsto m uch better agreem ent w ith the ex—
per:'m_ental data, which is consistent w ith the resuls of
Fig.110.

1.09& 0O d=0.39pum
H d=1.56pm

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
C
FIG .11l. D ependence of the e ective potentialU. on the

interaction param eter C . The di erent sym bols indicate the
two (horizontal) lattice geom etries, w ith the em pty sym bols
corresponding to the counterpropagating case and the fill
ones to the angle con guration (d = 1:56 m). Solid line:
theoretical prediction of Choiand N 1u’s expression or Uess .
The param eters In these experin ents were a = 234m s 2
and Ug = 22E .. for the counterpropagating lattice and
a=323ms 2 and Ug = 5{E ;ec Hrthe angle geom etry.

In spite of the good qualitative agreem ent, we should
Iike to point out that them odelofChoiand N 1u [_1§‘] only
approxin ately describes our experin ent, as it assum esan
In niely extended condensate and neglectsthe radialde-
greesof freedom ofthe condensate in the one-din ensional
lattice. E specially the nite extent of the condensate in
our experim ent (n which only 6 30 Iattice sites were
occupied by the condensate, see the Appendix) should
lead to non-negligible corrections. A lso, the analysis of
Ref. l_lg‘] assum es a uniform condensate density across
the entire lattice, w hereas In our experim ent there was a
pronounced density envelope overthe 6 30 lattice wells
occupied by the condensate. In the above com parison
w ith theory we calculated C using the peak condensate
density.

VIII.CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

W e have presented experin ental results on the adia-
batic loading and subsequent coherent acceleration of a



BoseE Instein condensate in a 1D optical lattice. In the
adiabatic acceleration lim i we have observed B loch os-
cillations of the condensate m ean velocity in the lattice
reference fram e, whereas for larger acoelerations and/or
an aller lattice depths L-Z tunneling out of the lowest
band occurred. T he experin entally observed variation of
the L-Z tunneling rate w ith the condensate density has
been related to the m ean— eld interaction in the conden-
sate leading to a reduced e ective potential. A greem ent
w ith recent theoretical resuls is satisfactory.

A naturalextension ofourwork on m ean— eld e ectswill
consist In checking theoretical predictions conceming in—
stabilities at the edge of the B rillouin zone Bé] and the
possbility of creating bright solitons by exploiting the
nonlinearity of the G rossP taevskiiequation, which can
com pensate the negative group velocity dispersion at the
band edge 7.

IX.ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

This work was supported by the INFM through a
PRA Pro®ct, by MURST through the COFIN2000
Initiative, and by the European Comm ission through
the Cold Q uantum -G ases N etw ork, contractc HPRN-C T —
2000-00125.0 M .gratefully acknow ledgesa M arieC urie
Fellow ship from the European Comm ission within the
THP Programme. The authors thank M . Anderlini for
help In the data acquisition.

APPENDIX:AN ARRAY OF COUPLED W ELLS —
RELEVANT PARAMETERS

T he possibility of studying the dynam ics of a Bose—
E Instein condensate soread out coherently over a large
num ber of wells of a periodic potential, bearing a close
resam blance to an array of coupled Josephson junctions,
has Ingpired a host of theoretical papers in the past few
years. O n the experin ental side, phase uctuations I:Ll-
Josephson oscillations [15] and the M ott insulator tran-
sition tlZ have been investigated, Invoking concepts and
notations inherited from the physics of Josephson jinc—
tions. In order to facilitate the com parison of our work
w ith these studies, In this A ppendix we report the values
pertinent to our experim ent for the various param eters
that are in portant in the description of coherent quan-—
tum e ects in an array of tunneling jinctions.

For the description of a condensate in an array of
coupled potentials wells, the physical param eters needed
to describe the dynam ics of the system are the on-site
Interaction Ec, and the tunneling energy E;. These
quantities are de ned In a variety ofways in the litera—
ture {_B-Q‘{:fl-(_)'] O ur calculations are based on a variational
ansatz of the totalH am iltonian

2

Hoe=Hot gj ()3° = ——r°+ Uosin® & =)+ g3 &5
A1)
w ith the interaction param eter g given by
g= 4 h2a5=m A2)
and the wavefunction () given by
X S JE
(r) = o nd) N, @ (;z): @3

n

Here, N, (t) is the number of atom s at site n, #, (t) isa
site-dependent phase, and (v;z) isthe part ofthe wave-
function perpendicular to the lattice direction. Basihg
the variational ansatz or ( on a Gaussian of the om

0 &) = <=7 expl 3 &= )?] [4d], we obtain a m ini-
mum energy wavefunction of width  which, expressed
in units of the width , = € Uo=E ,ec) ™ i the har
m onic approxin ation of the potential wells, satis es the
condition

" #

2 P 4

exp - = Up=Erec = -
h

@A 4)

=3

T his equation can be solved num erically to yield = . :
W enow de nethequantitiesE . andE ; as®llow s §1]:
Z
Ec = Nsogip dx
Z
Eg = dx

A5)

0 ®)*;

ox)Ho ox d): @A 6)
In the expression for E. , the 1D interaction param eter
gip isde ned as

1
dip =g ;

Yy 2z

A7)

where ;, arethe G aussian w idths in the y and z direc-
tions of the radialw avefunction

o 1 1 2 2.
W,Z)—mexp[a =) —(@z= )
v z

@8)

The 1D coupling strength gip is equivalent to that de-
rived by O Ishanii in the case of a cigar shaped atom ic
trap {1_13 Ns = Niot=oce is the m ean number of atom s
per lattice site, wih Ny = o, N the total number
of condensate atom s and ny.. the num ber of lattice sites
occupied, as de ned below .
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FIG .12. D ependence of the on-site interaction energy E¢ ,

n (@), and of the Josephson frequency ¢, n (), on the
non-linear param eter C fOr a lattice with d 156 m,

Uy = 5%6Erec and Ny = 10°. For these param eters, the
tunneling energy E; = h  8Hz.
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FIG .13. Variation ofE ; and E ¢ w ith lattice depth (lattice
constant d = 156 m, N tor = 104) for a xed value of the
non-lnear param eter C = 0:17.
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FIG .14. Number of wells occupied by the condensate as
a function of the m agnetic trap frequency for two di erent
Jattice constants. For the large lattice constant, the num ber
ofwells is sm all, so that nitesize e ects are expected to be
in portant.
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As the maxinum lattice depth we could experin en—
tally achieve In the counterpropagating con guration
was 2Epe,wehaveonly calculated E: andE 5 num eri-
cally fora lattice in the anglegeom etrywihd= 156 m,
as the present model only gives reasonable valies for
Up=E rec ~ 4. Figure :_12_5 @) shows the dependence of
the on-site interaction energy E. as a function of the
non-linear interaction param eter C for a constant lat—
tice th Uy 5%6Erec. The Jossphson frequency

c= EjEc=h as a function of C is shown in FJgEé
). In Fjg.:_l-.jl,both E s and E¢; areplotted asa function
of the lattice depth.

Finally, we brie y discuss the variation with .5 Of
the num ber nq.. of lattice sites occupied by the conden—
sate. In a rough approxin ation, this num ber is given by
the diam eter of the condensate as calculated from the
Thom asFem i lim it divided by the lattice constant d.
Pedriet al. have used a m ore re ned m odel I:_Z-é] to de-
rive the expression

@9

Figure :_l-é_j show s Neee as a function of . fOr two
di erent lattice geom etries. It is clear from thisplot that
In the anglegeom etry, the num ber of wells occupied (K
10) is smalland hence we expect nie-=size e ects to be
particularly in portant in this con guration.
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