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T he kinetic energy of an atom recoiling due to absorption ofa photon wasm easured as a frequency

using an interferom etric technique called \contrast interferom e

". O ptical standing wave pulses

were used as atom -optical elem ents to create a sym m etric threepath interferom eter with a Bose—
E Instein condensate. T he recoil phase accum ulated In di erent paths wasm easured using a single—
shot detection technique. T he schem e allow s for additional photon recoils w ithin the Interferom eter
and is sym m etry suppresses several random and system atic errors including those from vibrations
and ac Stark shifts. W e have m easured the photon recoil frequency of sodium to 7ppm precision,
using a sin ple realization of this schem e. P Jausble extensions should yield a su cient precision to
bring within reach a ppb-leveldeterm ination ofh=m and the ne structure constant

PACS numbers: 3920+ ¢, 3.75D g, 620Jx, 3.75F 1

Com parison of accurate measuram ents of the ne
structure constant in di erent sub elds of physics —
eg. atom ic physics, QED and condensed m atter physics
—o erone ofthe few chedks for globalerrors across these
di erent sub elds. The (g 2) m easurem ent for the elec—
tron and positron together with Q ED calculations, pro—
vides a 4ppb E] m easurem ent of This has stood
as the best m easurem ent of the ne structure constant
since 1987. T he second m ost accurate published value of

, at 24ppb com es from condensed m atter experin ents
E]. This is worse by a factor of six, 1m iting the scien-—
ti ¢ value of cross— eld com parisons. A new and m ore
robust route based on atom ic physics m easurem ents has
em erged in the last decade [1:

The Rydberg constant R;  is known to 0:008 ppb E@]
and the electron mass M . to 0:7 ppb ﬂ]. M andm are
the m ass of som e test particle in atom ic and ST units
respectively. Eq. o ers the possbility of a ppb level
measurem ent of ifM and h=m can be detem ned ac-
curately.

h=m can be measured by com paring the deB roglie
w avelength and velocity ofa particle, as dem onstrated by
K ruger, w hose m easuram ent using neutrons has yielded
a valie for h=m , accurate at 73 ppb ]. For an atom,
h=m can be extracted from am easurem ent ofthe photon
recoil frequency

! e = }EkZ ; 2)

2m

w here k is the wavevector of the photon absorbed by the
atom . Recent experin entsallow E qs.ﬂ,E to be applied to
cesium . M 5 isknown to 0:17 ppb E]and ke s to 012 ppb
E]. ! recics has been measured at Stanford using an
atom interferom eter based on laser-cooled atom s @{]
to 10 ppb E]. Sin flar experin ents are also possble

w ith akaliatom s lke sodiim and rubidiim whereM has
been m easured E] and k is accurately accessble @].

In thisLetter, we dem onstrate a new atom interferom e—
ter schem ew hich show sprom ise fora high precision m ea—
surem ent of ! .. Our symm etric threepath con gura—
tion encodes the photon recoilphase in the contrast ofthe
Interference fringes, rather than in their phase. Because
it is Insensitive to the fringe phase, the m ethod is not
sensitive to vibrations, acocelerations or rotations. The
sym m etry also suppresses errors from m agnetic eld gra—
dients and our use of only one intemal state suppresses
errors arising from di erences in the ac Stark shifts be-
tween di erent Intemal states. A crucial aspect of this
new interferom eter is the use ofatom ic sam plesw ith sub—
recoilm om entum distribbution. W e use a BoseE Instein
condensate BEC) as a bright atom source. This allow s
the contrast oscillations to persist for m any cycles, per-
m itting precise detem ination of the recoil phase In a
single \shot" and also allow s for extra photon recoils to
be added w ithin the interferom eter, ncreasing the recoil
phase shift quadratically.

T he Stanford schem e to m easure ! . usesdi erent In—
temal states to separately address di erent interferom e~
ter paths, allow Ing a linear ncrease ofm easurem ent pre—
cision by additional photon recoils. H ow ever, vibrations
and ac Stark shifts have been of great concem in this
schem e E]. An alemative interferom eter to m easure
the photon recoil using laser cooled atom s In a singke
Intemal state was dem onstrated using rubidiim atom s
E]. Like ours, this schem e also Incorporates a sym —
m etric arrangem ent and operates by m easuring contrast.
T his interferom eter should also suppress vibration noise
and system atics arising from ac Stark shifts between dif-
ferent intemal states. However, di erent paths cannot
be individually addressed In this schem e, m aking it di —
cul to extend to com petitive precision. O ur interferom —
eter extends these previous schem es and com bines their
advantages. The precision of the Stanford schem e In—
creases lnearly with additional recoils. Q uadratic scal-
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Ing schem es have been proposed E] and dem onstrated
In a multipath interferom eter based on dark states E].
H ow ever, the num ber of additional recoils in this schem e,
is Iim ited by the Intemal atom ic structure.

O ur schem e isbased on the asym m etric interferom eter
ofFigfl@.Attimet=0aBEC is split coherently into
two m om entum com ponents, 2hkiand Phki, by a st
order Bragg =2-pulse @]. These are shown as paths 1
and 2 in the gure.Attine t= T, a second order B ragg

pulse reverses the direction of path 1, while leaving
path 2 una ected. Around t= 2T, a moving m atter
wave grating, with spatial periodicity =2 (W avevector
2k = ZTZ ), is form ed due to the overlap and interference
of the two paths. The phase of this grating at 2T is
determ ined by the relative phase ; 2 = 8! ..T,
accum ulated betw een paths 1 and 2 due to the di erence
In their kinetic energies. A m easurem ent of this phase
for di erent values of T w ill then determ ine ! .. If the
mom entum ofpath 1 is increased N tim es by additional
photon recoils, the corresponding grating phase will be

1 2=0N?28!,..T,ladihgtoan N ?-Hd in provem ent
In the m easurem ent precision. The fringes of all atom s
will be in phase at 2T , form ing a high-contrast m atter
wavegrating. Thisdephasesinatine ﬁ , the coherence
tin e, where v isthe atom ic velocity spread.
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FIG .1. SpaceT In e representation of the contrast interfer-
om eter. (a) show s a sin ple 2-path interferom eter sensitive to
the photon recoilphase. T he 2k m atter wave grating is shown
at 2T and at 2T + =4! .. T he extension to the 3-path geom —
etry isshown in (o). T he overall 2k grating has large contrast
at 2T and zero contrast at 2T +

=4 ! rec.

E xtension of this interferom eter to a sym m etric three—
path arrangem ent is shown in Fjg.ﬂl ). Three m om en—
tum states (paths 1, 2 and 3) are generated by replacing
the rst Bragg pulse wih a short K apiza-D irac pulse
E]. At t= 2T, there are now two m atter wave grat—
Ings wih period =2, one from paths 1 and 2 and one
from paths 2 and 3. These m ove in opposite directions
at a relative speed 4hk=m . If the m axim a of the two
gratings line up to produce large contrast at tin e t, the
m axin a of one w ill line up w ith the m inin a of the other
at t+ =4!,., to produce zero contrast. This resuls
In an oscillatory grow th and decay of the contrast of the
overallpattem w ith tim e. T he recoil induced phase can

be determ ined from this tem porally oscillating contrast.

T he tim e evolution of this contrast can be m oniored
by continuously re ecting a weak probe beam from the
grating (the addiional grating form ed by paths 1 and 3
hasperiod =4, which does not re ect the probe beam ).
The re ected signalcan be w ritten as

S (T;t)= C (T;t) sin’ M 2 (©)
=C(@T;t)sin® B! T + 4!t 2T)); ()

where C (T;t) is an envelope finction whose w idth is the
grating coherence tin g, ﬁ . Thism otivated our use of
a BEC atom source. This allowed m any contrast oscil-
lations in a single shot. Using the phase of the re ec—
tion at t= 2T, (T) = 8! T, ! e can be detem ined
by varying T . V brational phase shifts and the e ect of
m agnetic bias elds gradients cancel In the evaluation of
M 2 (), due to the sym m etry of our schem e.

In this experin ent, we realize the schem e ofFJ'g. o)
and m easure ! rec;na tO 7ppm precision. W e also dem on—
strate the insensitivity ofthe contrast signalto vibbrations
and the N ? scaling of the recoil phase.

W eused sodium BEC ’scontaining a few m illion atom s

n the ¥ = L;my = 1i state as our atom source.
The light pulses were applied 15m s after releasing
the BEC from a weak m agnetic trap. This lowered the
peak density to about 10 am 3, thus preventing super—
radiance e ects E] and reducing frequency shifts from
mean eld interactions. T w o horizontalcounterpropagat—
Ing (to 1mrad) laser beam s were used for the di rac-
tion gratings. T he light for the gratings w as red-detuned
by 18GHz from the sodiuim D, line. Rapid swiching
(< 100ns) and intensity control of the light pulses was
done by an acousto-optic m odulator AOM ) comm on to
the two beam s. T he phase and frequency of each beam
were controlled by two additional AOM s, driven by two
phase-locked frequency synthesizers.

T he Interferom eter pulse sequence was started w ith a
1 s, square K apiza-D irac pulse, centered at t= 0. W e
adjisted the beam intensity, to put 25% of the con-
densate in each of the 7 2hki di racted orders. This
choice yielded the best nal contrast signal. T he second
order Bragg pulse was centered at t= T and was close
to G aussian shaped w ith a width of7:6 s. T he intensity
waschosen toe ecta -pulsebetween the j 2hki states.
T he an ooth pulse shape reduced the o —resonant popu-
lation of undesired m om entum states, yielding a transfer
e ciency of > 90% . The third pulse, used or reading
out the contrast signal, was centered at t= 2T and was
typically 50 s long. O ne of the Bragg beam s was used
as the readout beam while the other was blocked.

T he Iight re ected from the atom swas separated from
the readout beam path using a beam splitter and directed
by an im aging lens onto a photom ultiplier. A typical in—
terferom eter signal is shown in FJgE W e observed the



expected contrast oscillations at frequency 8 ! e, cOrre—
soonding to a 5 s period for sodiim . W e obtained the
recoilphase (T) from the contrast signalby ttingto a
sihusoidal function as in E q.E .
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FIG .2. Typical single shot signal from the contrast inter-
ferom eter. T = 5025 s, for this exam ple. Ten oscillations
wih 60% contrast and 30 s width are observed during
the 50 s readout. A low-pass lfer at 300kHz (12dB per
octave) was applied to the signal.

The signal also contained a an all pedestal of sim ilar
w idth as the envelope. T his consists of a constant o set
from residual background light and a sm oothly varying
contrbution from a am allasym m etry between the j 2hki
am plitudes of < 5% . This asymm etry creates a non os—
cillating com ponent ofthe 2k m atter w ave grating w hich
decays w ith the sam e coherence tim e. The uncertainty
of the tted phase is about 10m rad, even if we neglect
the envelope function, and assum e a constant am plitude
extended over a few central fringes. Sim ilar uncertainty
wascobtained orlargetinesT 3m s.W eobservea shot—
to-shot variation in the tted value ofthe phase ofabout
200m rad. W e attrbute this to pulse Intensity uctua—
tions which random ly populated undesired m om entum
states at the < 10% level. This resulted In spuriousm at-
terw ave gratingsw hich shifted the ocbserved recoilphase.
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FIG .3. M easurem ent of ! rec In sodium . Two sets of recoil
phase scans, around T = 05msand T = 3m s, are shown iIn
(@). Each point is the average of ve m easurem ents. The
slope of the linear t gave ! to 7ppm . The error bars
( 005 O0:drads) are shown with the t residualsin ().

T he recoil frequency w as determ Ined by m easuring the
recoil phase around T = 05ms and around T = 3ms
CFJ'g.E). An upper bound on T was set by the atom s
falling out ofthe 2mm diam eterbeam . A straight Iine t
to these data produced a value for the sodiuim photon re—
coilfrequency !yeena = 2 24:9973kHz(1 677 10 °).
Thisis2 10 ? lowerthan the sub-ppm valie calculated
using the published m easuram entsof 4 2,R1 ,Mya E],
M, and ya E] in Eqs.ljl and E T he system aticm ean

eld shift due to larger population in the m iddle path
than the extrem e paths probably explains this deviation.
E stim ated errors from beam m isalignm ent and w avefront
curvature have the sam e sign as the ocbserved deviation
but severaltin es lowerm agniude.
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FIG .4. V bration insensitivity of the contrast interferom e—
ter. (@) show s them easured recoilphase at T = 502:5 s from
the contrast interferom eter as a fiinction of the applied phase

. The recoil phase is constant and dem onstrates our insen—
sitivity to phase noise from the gratings. (o) show s the frac-
tionalpopulation of the Phki state from the phase-sensitive
interferom eter (inset) fora sim ilarscan of atT= 50 s. A Iso
shown is the best- t sinusoid of the expected period.

T o dem onstrate the Insensitivity ofthem easurem ent to
phase noise ofthe light due tom irrorvibrations, we inten—
tionally varied the phase ofthe second grating relative
to the rstone [@]. T he contrast signalis not visbly af-
fected by such phase variations J'g.H @)). W e com pared
this to a phasesensitive readout m ethod CE‘jg.E ), n—
set). This was realized by replacing the readout pulse
wih a third pulsed 1 s light grating in the K apiza—
D irac regin €, phaselocked to the rst two pulses. This
progected the phase of the 2k pattem at t= 2T onto the
fractional populations of the states Phki, Phki, and
j  2hki which leave this Interferom eter. The popula—
tions were m easured by tim e-of- ight absorption in ag—
ing. The Phki fraction is shown for the sam e variation
of , in Figf} ). The oscillation 3] dem onstrates the
phase sensitivity of any position-sensitive readout.

T hese tw o Interferom eters respond di erently tom irror
vibrations. For large T , we have observed the e ect ofthe
m irror vibrations directly. At T 3m s, the shot-to-shot

uctuations of the phase-sensitive interferom eter was of



the order of the expected fringe contrast. This agrees
w ith cbservations w ith a standard M ach-Zehnder inter—
ferom eter constructed both by usand in E]. In com par—
ison, the stability of the contrast interferom eter signal is
Independent of T w ithin ourm easurem ents. T his can be
seen from the com parable statistical error bars for short
and long tim es In Fjg.ﬂ (). In fact, the residuals and the
corresponding error bars are an aller at the longer tim es.
W e attrbute this to the decreased am plitude of som e
of the spurious gratings at longer tin es, due to reduced
overlp of the contrbuting wavepackets.
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FIG .5. D em onstration ofthe quadratic scaling ofthe recoil
phase with additional photon recoils. (@) shows the N =1
(inner) and N = 2 (outer) interferom eters used. () show s the
recoil phase at the recom bination tin e under variation of T; .

T he quadratic scaling of the accum ulated recoil phase
w ith the num ber of transferred recoils N , was dem on—
strated by comparing N = 1 and N = 2 interferom eters.
AnN = 2 geom etry, shown in Fjg.ﬁ (@), was realized using
two additional rstorderBragg -pulses spaced T; apart
and a ecting only the extrem e paths. The acceleration
pulseatt= 60 sdrovetransfers from j 2hkito j 4hki.
The decekeration pulseatt=T;+ 60 s=T 60 sdrove
transfers from j 4hkito j 2hki. During the period T,
paths 1 and 3 accum ulate phase 22 = 4 tines faster in
the N = 2 schem e than in the N = 1 schem e. Additional
tin e T; is required for the three paths to overlap In the
N = 2 schem e. For this geom etry, the N = 2 recoilphase
should therefore evolve three tim es faster as a function of
T; than the N = 1 recoilphase. T he corresponding data
sets are shown In Fjg.ﬂ ). The linear ts give a slope
ratio 0£3:06 0:. At present, we do not have su cient
control over the tin ing and phase of the intermm ediate
pulses to in prove our N = 1 m easurem ent precision by
using N > 1.

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated a contrast in—
terferom eter which has several desirable features for a
high precision m easurem ent of the photon recoil fre—
quency. Such a measurem ent would involve converting
to an atom ic fountain setup w ith vertical B ragg beam s.
In thisgeom etry, T can be extended by nearly two orders
ofm agniude. O ur insensitivity to phase noise from m ir-
ror vlbrations should greatly alleviate vibration isolation
requirem ents of the system for long T E]. T he order

N ofthe interferom eterm ust also be increased, requiring
In proved tim ing and phase control of laser pulses. D i
rect scaling of our current precision of 001 rads/shot,
results in an estin ated precision of < 1lppb/shot for
T=100msand N = 20. A rigorous study of system at—
icsw illhave to be undertaken to increase the accuracy of
ourm easurem ent. E stin ates show thatmean eld e ects
can be suppressed to the ppb kvelby reduction ofatom ic
density to 10 an 3, together w ith pulse control for
< 5% Imbalance between populations in the m iddle and
extrem e paths. In addition, our m ethods m ay provide a
way to study mean eld e ectsw ith Interferom etric pre—
cision. W e hope to obtain a < 1ppb valie for ! . In a
second generation experin ent In which BEC s are created
elsew here and transported into the interferom eter @].
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