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C ontrast Interferom etry using B ose-Einstein C ondensates to M easure h=m and �
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Thekineticenergy ofan atom recoiling dueto absorption ofa photon wasm easured asa frequency

using an interferom etric technique called \contrast interferom etry". O pticalstanding wave pulses

were used as atom -opticalelem ents to create a sym m etric three-path interferom eter with a Bose-

Einstein condensate.The recoilphase accum ulated in di�erentpathswasm easured using a single-

shotdetection technique.Theschem eallowsforadditionalphoton recoilswithin theinterferom eter

and itssym m etry suppressesseveralrandom and system atic errorsincluding those from vibrations

and ac Stark shifts. W e have m easured the photon recoilfrequency ofsodium to 7ppm precision,

using a sim ple realization ofthisschem e.Plausible extensionsshould yield a su�cientprecision to

bring within reach a ppb-leveldeterm ination ofh=m and the �ne structure constant�.

PACS num bers:39.20.+ q,3.75.D g,6.20.Jr,3.75.Fi

Com parison of accurate m easurem ents of the �ne

structure constant � in di�erent sub�elds of physics -

e.g.atom icphysics,Q ED and condensed m atterphysics

-o�eroneofthefew checksforglobalerrorsacrossthese

di�erentsub�elds.The(g� 2)m easurem entfortheelec-

tron and positron togetherwith Q ED calculations,pro-

vides a 4ppb [1,2]m easurem ent of�. This has stood

as the best m easurem ent ofthe �ne structure constant

since1987.Thesecond m ostaccuratepublished valueof

�,at24ppb com esfrom condensed m atterexperim ents

[3]. This is worse by a factor ofsix,lim iting the scien-

ti�c value ofcross-�eld com parisons. A new and m ore

robustroute based on atom icphysicsm easurem entshas

em erged in the lastdecade[4]:
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TheRydberg constantR 1 isknown to 0:008ppb [5,6]

and the electron m assM e to 0:7ppb [7]. M and m are

the m ass ofsom e test particle in atom ic and SI units

respectively. Eq.1 o�ers the possibility ofa ppb level

m easurem entof� ifM and h=m can be determ ined ac-

curately.

h=m can be m easured by com paring the deBroglie

wavelength and velocityofaparticle,asdem onstrated by

K r�uger,whose m easurem entusing neutronshasyielded

a value for h=m n accurate at 73ppb [8]. For an atom ,

h=m can beextracted from am easurem entofthephoton

recoilfrequency

!rec =
1

2

�h

m
k
2
; (2)

wherek isthewavevectorofthephoton absorbed by the

atom .Recentexperim entsallow Eqs.1,2tobeapplied to

cesium .M C s isknown to0:17ppb [9]and kC s to 0:12ppb

[10]. !rec;C s has been m easured at Stanford using an

atom interferom eterbased on laser-cooled atom s[12{14]

to � 10ppb [11]. Sim ilar experim ents are also possible

with alkaliatom slikesodium and rubidium whereM has

been m easured [9]and k isaccurately accessible[10].

In thisLetter,wedem onstrateanew atom interferom e-

terschem ewhich showsprom iseforahigh precision m ea-

surem ent of!rec. O ur sym m etric three-path con�gura-

tion encodesthephoton recoilphasein thecontrastofthe

interference fringes,ratherthan in theirphase. Because

it is insensitive to the fringe phase,the m ethod is not

sensitive to vibrations,accelerations or rotations. The

sym m etry also suppresseserrorsfrom m agnetic�eld gra-

dientsand ouruse ofonly one internalstate suppresses

errorsarising from di�erencesin the ac Stark shifts be-

tween di�erent internalstates. A crucialaspect ofthis

new interferom eteristheuseofatom icsam pleswith sub-

recoilm om entum distribution. W e use a Bose-Einstein

condensate (BEC)asa brightatom source. Thisallows

the contrastoscillationsto persistform any cycles,per-

m itting precise determ ination of the recoilphase in a

single \shot" and also allowsforextra photon recoilsto

beadded within the interferom eter,increasing therecoil

phaseshiftquadratically.

TheStanford schem eto m easure!rec usesdi�erentin-

ternalstatesto separately addressdi�erentinterferom e-

terpaths,allowing a linearincreaseofm easurem entpre-

cision by additionalphoton recoils.However,vibrations

and ac Stark shifts have been ofgreat concern in this

schem e [13]. An alternative interferom eter to m easure

the photon recoilusing laser cooled atom s in a single

internalstate was dem onstrated using rubidium atom s

[15]. Like ours, this schem e also incorporates a sym -

m etricarrangem entand operatesby m easuring contrast.

Thisinterferom etershould also suppressvibration noise

and system aticsarising from acStark shiftsbetween dif-

ferent internalstates. However,di�erent paths cannot

beindividually addressed in thisschem e,m aking itdi�-

cultto extend to com petitive precision.O urinterferom -

eterextendsthese previousschem esand com binestheir

advantages. The precision of the Stanford schem e in-

creaseslinearly with additionalrecoils. Q uadratic scal-
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ing schem es have been proposed [16]and dem onstrated

in a m ulti-path interferom eterbased on dark states[17].

However,thenum berofadditionalrecoilsin thisschem e,

islim ited by the internalatom icstructure.

O urschem eisbased on theasym m etricinterferom eter

ofFig.1(a).Attim e t= 0 a BEC issplitcoherently into

two m om entum com ponents,j2�hkiand j0�hki,by a �rst

orderBragg �=2-pulse [18]. These are shown aspaths1

and 2 in the �gure.Attim e t= T,a second orderBragg

�-pulse reverses the direction of path 1, while leaving

path 2 una�ected. Around t= 2T, a m oving m atter

wave grating,with spatialperiodicity �=2 (wavevector

2k = 2�

�=2
),isform 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 �1 � �2 = 8!recT,

accum ulated between paths1 and 2 dueto thedi�erence

in their kinetic energies. A m easurem ent ofthis phase

fordi�erentvaluesofT willthen determ ine !rec. Ifthe

m om entum ofpath 1 isincreased N tim esby additional

photon recoils,the corresponding grating phase willbe

�1� �2 = N 28!recT,leadingtoan N
2-fold im provem ent

in the m easurem entprecision. The fringes ofallatom s

willbe in phase at 2T,form ing a high-contrast m atter

wavegrating.Thisdephasesin atim e 1

k� v
,thecoherence

tim e,where�v isthe atom icvelocity spread.
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FIG .1. Space-Tim erepresentation ofthecontrastinterfer-

om eter.(a)showsa sim ple 2-path interferom etersensitive to

thephoton recoilphase.The2k m atterwavegrating isshown

at2T and at2T + �=4!rec.Theextension tothe3-path geom -

etry isshown in (b).Theoverall2k grating haslargecontrast

at2T and zero contrastat2T + �=4!rec.

Extension ofthisinterferom eterto a sym m etricthree-

path arrangem entisshown in Fig.1(b). Three m om en-

tum states(paths1,2 and 3)aregenerated by replacing

the �rst Bragg pulse with a short K apitza-Dirac pulse

[18]. At t= 2T,there are now two m atter wave grat-

ings with 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 4�hk=m . Ifthe m axim a ofthe two

gratingsline up to produce large contrastattim e t,the

m axim a ofonewilllineup with them inim a oftheother

at t+ �=4!rec,to produce zero contrast. This results

in an oscillatory growth and decay ofthecontrastofthe

overallpattern with tim e. The recoilinduced phase can

be determ ined from thistem porally oscillating contrast.

The tim e evolution ofthiscontrastcan be m onitored

by continuously reecting a weak probe beam from the

grating (the additionalgrating form ed by paths1 and 3

hasperiod �=4,which doesnotreectthe probe beam ).

Thereected signalcan be written as

S(T;t)= C (T;t)sin2
�
�1(t)+ �3(t)

2
� �2(t)

�

= C (T;t)sin2(8!recT + 4!rec(t� 2T)); (3)

whereC (T;t)isan envelopefunction whosewidth isthe

grating coherence tim e, 1

k� v
. Thism otivated ouruse of

a BEC atom source. This allowed m any contrastoscil-

lations in a single shot. Using the phase ofthe reec-

tion att= 2T,�(T)= 8! recT,!rec can be determ ined

by varying T. Vibrationalphase shiftsand the e�ectof

m agneticbias�eldsgradientscancelin theevaluation of
� 1(t)+ � 3(t)

2
� �2(t),due to the sym m etry ofourschem e.

In thisexperim ent,we realize the schem e ofFig.1(b)

and m easure!rec;N a to 7ppm precision.W ealso dem on-

stratetheinsensitivityofthecontrastsignaltovibrations

and the N 2 scaling ofthe recoilphase.

W eused sodium BEC’scontaininga few m illion atom s

in the jF = 1;m F = � 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 about1013 cm � 3,thuspreventing super-

radiance e�ects [19]and reducing frequency shifts from

m ean�eld interactions.Twohorizontalcounterpropagat-

ing (to � 1m rad)laserbeam swere used forthe di�rac-

tion gratings.Thelightforthegratingswasred-detuned

by 1:8G Hz from the sodium D 2 line. Rapid switching

(< 100ns) and intensity controlofthe light pulses was

done by an acousto-opticm odulator(AO M )com m on to

the two beam s. The phase and frequency ofeach beam

were controlled by two additionalAO M s,driven by two

phase-locked frequency synthesizers.

The interferom eterpulse sequence wasstarted with a

1�s,square K apitza-Dirac pulse,centered att= 0. W e

adjusted the beam intensity,to put � 25% ofthe con-

densate in each ofthe j� 2�hki di�racted orders. This

choiceyielded the best�nalcontrastsignal.The second

order Bragg pulse was centered at t= T and was close

to G aussian shaped with a width of7:6�s.Theintensity

waschosen toe�ecta�-pulsebetween thej� 2�hkistates.

The sm ooth pulse shape reduced the o�-resonantpopu-

lation ofundesired m om entum states,yielding a transfer

e�ciency of> 90% . The third pulse,used for reading

outthe contrastsignal,wascentered att= 2T and was

typically 50�slong. O ne ofthe Bragg beam s wasused

asthe readoutbeam while the otherwasblocked.

Thelightreected from theatom swasseparated from

thereadoutbeam path usingabeam splitterand directed

by an im aging lensonto a photom ultiplier.A typicalin-

terferom etersignalisshown in Fig.2. W e observed the
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expected contrastoscillationsatfrequency 8!rec,corre-

sponding to a 5�speriod for sodium . W e obtained the

recoilphase�(T)from thecontrastsignalby �tting to a

sinusoidalfunction asin Eq.3.

104010201000980960
 t [µs]

t=2T

readout 
  pulse

contrast
 signal

FIG .2. Typicalsingle shotsignalfrom the contrastinter-

ferom eter. T = 502:5�s,for this exam ple. Ten oscillations

with � 60% contrast and � 30�s width are observed during

the 50�s readout. A low-pass �lter at 300kHz (12dB per

octave)wasapplied to the signal.

The signalalso contained a sm allpedestalofsim ilar

width asthe envelope.Thisconsistsofa constanto�set

from residualbackground light and a sm oothly varying

contributionfrom asm allasym m etrybetweenthej� 2�hki

am plitudes of< 5% . This asym m etry createsa non os-

cillating com ponentofthe2k m atterwavegrating which

decays with the sam e coherence tim e. The uncertainty

ofthe �tted phase is about 10m rad,even ifwe neglect

the envelopefunction,and assum ea constantam plitude

extended overa few centralfringes. Sim ilaruncertainty

wasobtained forlargetim esT � 3m s.W eobserveashot-

to-shotvariation in the�tted valueofthephaseofabout

200m rad. W e attribute this to pulse intensity uctua-

tions which random ly populated undesired m om entum

statesatthe< 10% level.Thisresulted in spuriousm at-

terwavegratingswhich shifted theobserved recoilphase.
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FIG .3. M easurem entof!rec in sodium .Two setsofrecoil

phase scans,around T = 0:5m s and T = 3m s,are shown in

(a). Each point is the average of �ve m easurem ents. The

slope of the linear �t gave !rec to 7ppm . The error bars

(� 0:05� 0:1rads)are shown with the �tresidualsin (b).

Therecoilfrequency wasdeterm ined by m easuringthe

recoilphase around T = 0:5m s and around T = 3m s

(Fig.3). An upper bound on T was set by the atom s

fallingoutofthe2m m diam eterbeam .A straightline�t

to thesedata produced avalueforthesodium photon re-

coilfrequency !rec;N a = 2�� 24:9973kHz(1� 6:7� 10� 6).

Thisis2� 10� 4 lowerthan thesub-ppm valuecalculated

usingthepublished m easurem entsof�g� 2,R 1 ,M N a [9],

M e,and �N a [20]in Eqs.1 and 2.The system aticm ean

�eld shift due to larger population in the m iddle path

than theextrem epathsprobably explainsthisdeviation.

Estim ated errorsfrom beam m isalignm entand wavefront

curvature have the sam e sign as the observed deviation

butseveraltim eslowerm agnitude.
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FIG .4. Vibration insensitivity ofthecontrastinterferom e-

ter.(a)showsthem easured recoilphaseatT = 502:5�sfrom

thecontrastinterferom eterasa function oftheapplied phase

�. The recoilphase is constantand dem onstrates ourinsen-

sitivity to phase noise from the gratings. (b)showsthe frac-

tionalpopulation ofthe j0�hkistate from the phase-sensitive

interferom eter(inset)forasim ilarscan of� atT = 50�s.Also

shown isthe best-�tsinusoid ofthe expected period.

Todem onstratetheinsensitivityofthem easurem entto

phasenoiseofthelightduetom irrorvibrations,weinten-

tionally varied thephase� ofthesecond grating relative

to the�rstone[21].Thecontrastsignalisnotvisibly af-

fected by such phasevariations(Fig.4(a)).W ecom pared

this to a phase-sensitive readout m ethod (Fig.4(b),in-

set). This was realized by replacing the readout pulse

with a third pulsed 1�s light grating in the K apitza-

Dirac regim e,phase-locked to the �rsttwo pulses. This

projected the phaseofthe 2k pattern att= 2T onto the

fractionalpopulations of the states j0�hki, j2�hki, and

j� 2�hki which leave this interferom eter. The popula-

tions were m easured by tim e-of-ight absorption im ag-

ing. The j0�hkifraction isshown forthe sam e variation

of�,in Fig.4(b). The oscillation [22]dem onstratesthe

phasesensitivity ofany position-sensitivereadout.

Thesetwointerferom etersrespond di�erentlytom irror

vibrations.ForlargeT,wehaveobservedthee�ectofthe

m irrorvibrationsdirectly.AtT � 3m s,the shot-to-shot

uctuationsofthe phase-sensitive interferom eterwasof
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the order ofthe expected fringe contrast. This agrees

with observationswith a standard M ach-Zehnderinter-

ferom eterconstructed both by usand in [23].In com par-

ison,thestability ofthecontrastinterferom etersignalis

independentofT within ourm easurem ents.Thiscan be

seen from the com parablestatisticalerrorbarsforshort

and long tim esin Fig.3(b).In fact,theresidualsand the

corresponding errorbarsaresm alleratthelongertim es.

W e attribute this to the decreased am plitude of som e

ofthe spuriousgratingsatlongertim es,due to reduced

overlap ofthe contributing wavepackets.
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FIG .5. D em onstration ofthequadraticscalingoftherecoil

phase with additionalphoton recoils. (a) shows the N = 1

(inner)and N = 2 (outer)interferom etersused.(b)showsthe

recoilphase atthe recom bination tim e undervariation ofT1.

The quadraticscaling ofthe accum ulated recoilphase

with the num ber oftransferred recoils N ,was dem on-

strated by com paring N = 1 and N = 2 interferom eters.

An N = 2geom etry,shown in Fig.5(a),wasrealized using

twoadditional�rstorderBragg�-pulsesspaced T1 apart

and a�ecting only the extrem e paths. The acceleration

pulseatt= 60�sdrovetransfersfrom j� 2�hkitoj� 4�hki.

Thedeceleration pulseatt= T1 + 60�s= T � 60�sdrove

transfersfrom j� 4�hkito j� 2�hki.During theperiod T1,

paths 1 and 3 accum ulate phase 22 = 4 tim es faster in

the N = 2 schem e than in the N = 1 schem e.Additional

tim e T1 isrequired forthe three pathsto overlap in the

N = 2 schem e.Forthisgeom etry,the N = 2 recoilphase

should thereforeevolvethreetim esfasterasafunction of

T1 than the N = 1 recoilphase.The corresponding data

sets are shown in Fig.5(b). The linear �ts give a slope

ratio of3:06� 0:1.Atpresent,we do nothavesu�cient

controlover the tim ing and phase ofthe interm ediate

pulses to im 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 severaldesirable features for a

high precision m easurem ent of the photon recoil fre-

quency. Such a m easurem ent would involve converting

to an atom ic fountain setup with verticalBragg beam s.

In thisgeom etry,T can beextended by nearly twoorders

ofm agnitude.O urinsensitivity to phasenoisefrom m ir-

rorvibrationsshould greatly alleviatevibration isolation

requirem ents ofthe system for long T [13]. The order

N oftheinterferom eterm ustalso beincreased,requiring

im proved tim ing and phase controloflaser pulses. Di-

rectscaling ofourcurrentprecision of� 0:01rads/shot,

results in an estim ated precision of < 1ppb/shot for

T = 100m s and N = 20. A rigorousstudy ofsystem at-

icswillhaveto beundertaken to increasetheaccuracy of

ourm easurem ent.Estim atesshow thatm ean �eld e�ects

can besuppressed totheppb levelby reduction ofatom ic

density to � 1011 cm � 3,togetherwith pulse controlfor

< 5% im balance between populationsin the m iddle and

extrem e paths.In addition,ourm ethodsm ay provide a

way to study m ean �eld e�ectswith interferom etricpre-

cision. W e hope to obtain a < 1ppb value for !rec in a

second generation experim entin which BECsarecreated

elsewhereand transported into the interferom eter[24].
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