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N oise lim its in m atter-w ave interferom etry using degenerate quantum gases.
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W eanalyzethephaseresolution lim itofaM ach-Zehnderatom interferom eterwhoseinputconsists

ofdegeneratequantum gasesofeitherbosonsorferm ions.Fordegenerategases,thenum berofatom s

within onedeBroglie wavelength islargerthan unity,so thatatom -atom interactionsand quantum

statistics are no longer negligible. W e show that for equalatom num bers,the phase resolution

achievable with ferm ionsisnoticeably betterthan forinteracting bosons.

PACS num bers:03.75.Fi,03.75.D g,07.60.Ly,05.30.-d

Atom interferom eters [1]o�er a potentialsensitivity
thatexceedsthatoftheiropticalcounterpartsbyasm uch
asM c2=�h! � 1010 [2,3].Besidesbeing usefulforfunda-
m entaltests ofquantum m echanics and precision m ea-
surem entsoffundam entalconstants,thisproperty o�ers
greatprom ise for inertialnavigation as wellas for geo-
physicalapplications,testsofgeneralrelativity,etc.[4,5]
In particular,recentyearshavewitnessed signi�cantex-
perim entalprogresstowardsthe developm entofatom ic
rotation sensors[4,6,7]with sensitivities now surpass-
ing those ofopticalgyroscopes[4]. So far,experim ents
with atom interferom etersin thespatialdom ain haveal-
waysbeen carried outin thenondegenerateregim ewhere
quantum statisticsand m any-body interactionsareneg-
ligible and the interference pattern is the sum ofsingle
atom interferencepatterns.Thisistrueeven in thosesit-
uations where Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC’s) have
been used as sources: in such cases, the interference
experim ents were perform ed after the atom s have been
released from their trapping potentials and allowed to
undergo a ballistic expansion in order to elim inate any
m ean-�eld e�ects, see for exam ple [10, 11]. Likewise,
the theoreticalanalysisofthe sensitivity ofatom inter-
ferom eters has also been con�ned to this regim e. Refs.
[3,8,9]analyzed the quantum noise lim it ofa m atter-
wave M ach-Zehnderinterferom eterand showed thatfor
uncorrelated inputs the phase resolution is 1=

p
N , for

bosonsaswellasforferm ions.Here,N isthetotalnum -
ber ofparticles entering the interferom eter. The phase
resolution lim itresultsfrom theintrinsicquantum uctu-
ationsassociated with thesorting oftheparticlesby the
beam splitters in the interferom eter. The reason that
bosons and ferm ions yield the sam e sensitivity in these
treatm entsisa consequence ofthe assum ption thatthe
ferm ionsare quasi-m onochrom atic,i.e. the ferm ions all
occupy the sam e state. Thiscan only be justi�ed when
the atom icwavefunctionsdo notoverlap [3].

Very m uch like the invention ofthe laser revolution-
ized optics and interferom etry,it would seem desirable
to extend the operation of m atter-wave interferom eter
to truly quantum -degenerate atom sources. It is there-
fore im portantto extend these theoreticalresultsto the
case ofhighly degenerate beam s ofbosons or ferm ions

forwhich ��d >� 1,where� isthe atom icdensity and �d
isthe de Brogliewavelength.In thislim it,the e�ectsof
quantum statisticsand ofatom -atom interactionsareno
longernegligible,and itis expected thatthe sensitivity
ofthe interferom eter willdecrease. For bosonic atom s,
theinterferencepattern and phasesensitivity isdegraded
becauseoftheatom -atom interactions,which giveriseto
a nonlinearphaseshiftastheatom spropagatealong the
arm softheinterferom eter.In contrast,forspin-polarized
ferm ions| where s-wavescattering isabsentforT ’ 0
| the phase sensitivity is degraded because the Pauli
exclusion principle forceseach ofthe atom sin the inter-
ferom eter to occupy a di�erent m om entum state. O ur
centralresultisthatcontrary to whatonem ightexpect,
the sensitivity ofa M ach-Zehnder interferom eter using
a degenerate beam offerm ionscan be noticeably better
than whatcan be achieved using a BEC.
Figure 1 showsthe atom ic M ach-Zehnderinterferom -

eter that we consider,with input ports A and B . For
convenienceweassum ethatitcan betreated asan e�ec-
tiveone-dim ensionalsystem in which thepropagation of
the atom stransverse to the interferom eterarm scan be
ignored. Thatis,we assum e thatthe atom sare tightly
con�ned in the directions transverse to the interferom -
eter paths,with the sam e wave function �0(r? ). This
holds when � < �h!? where � is the chem icalpotential
for the bosons or ferm ions and �h!? is the spacing be-
tween theenergy levelsofthetransversewavefunctions,
assum ed to be harm onic.W e introduce the annihilation
(creation)operators âk (âk

y)and b̂k (b̂k
y

)foratom sen-
tering the input ports A and B ,respectively,with m o-
m entum �hk directed along eitherthe upperorlowerin-
terferom eterpath.They obey thecom m utation relations
âkâ

y

k0
� â

y

k0
âk = �k;k0 and b̂kb̂

y

k0
� b̂

y

k0
b̂k = �k;k0 wherethe

m inussign isforbosonsand theplussign isforferm ions.
The beam splitters 1 and 2 are identical50-50 beam

splitters,which in the caseofthe �rstbeam splitterhas
the action

�
âu;k

âl;k

�

=
1
p
2

�
i � 1
� 1 i

� �
âk

b̂k

�

where âu;k(̂al;k)are the operatorsforthe upper(lower)
paths of the interferom eter. The m irrors M 1 and M 2
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FIG .1:M ach-Zehnderinterferom eter.‘u and ‘l arethepath

lengthsforthe upperand lowerarm s,respectively.

each resultin a �=2 phase shift. The Ham iltonian gov-
erning the evolution ofthe Heisenberg operatorsin the
two branchesofthe interferom eteris

H =
X

s= l;u

X

k

�h

�

!k + !? +
1

2
�(̂ay

s;k
âs;k � 1)

�

â
y

s;k
âs;k

where !k = �hk2=2M and M isthe atom ic m ass.W e re-
callthat� � 0forspin-polarizedferm ionsatT ’ 0,while
forbosons� = (4��ha=M ‘)

R
dr? j�0(r? )j4 ,a being the

s-wave scattering length and ‘� ‘l;u. The Ham iltonian
ignoresm om entum changing collisions,which foran ini-
tialstateconsistingofaweaklyinteractingBEC am ounts
to neglecting the quasiparticle uctuations about the
m acroscopically occupied condensate m ode. This is
equivalent to a single-m ode approxim ation for the con-
densate.
After the beam s are recom bined at the second beam

splitter,the atom s are counted at detectors located at
the output ports C and D . The relevant observable is
the di�erence in the num berofcounts,

N̂ = N̂ D � N̂ C =
X

k

�

d̂
y

k
d̂k � ĉ

y

k
ĉk

�

(1)

where d̂k and ĉk are the annihilation operators for the
outputportsD and C ,respectively.

In whatfollows,we consideronly uncorrelated inputs
where the initialquantum state can be written as the
factorized productofFock statesj	 A ij	 B i.In thiscase,
we recallthat for noninteracting atom s occupying the
sam e state,the expectation value ofN̂ ishN̂ i= (N A �

N B )cos� where� isthephasedi�erencebetween thetwo
interferom eterpathsand N A and N B arethe num berof
atom s entering via the two input ports. Hence, N̂ is a
directm easureof�,with uctuations

�� =
�N

j@hN̂ i=@�j
(2)

and �N � [hN̂ 2i� ĥN i2]1=2 [3,8,9,12].W e now com -
pare �� for the cases ofa single m ode BEC and ofa
spin-polarized Ferm igas.

Bose-Einstein Condensate: Here we consider N A

bosonsenteringportA and N B enteringportB in atim e
�,each atom having velocity v0 = �hk0=m .Assuch,hN̂ i

representsthe num ber ofatom s counted in the interval
�.The quantum statedescribing thisincidentbeam is

j	(0)i=
�

â
y

k0

�N A
�

b̂
y

k0

�N B

j0i=
p
N A !N B !:

W e evaluate the m om ents of N̂ by using an angu-
lar m om entum representation for the bosonic operators
[12,13],2Ĵz = â

y

k0
âk0 � b̂

y

k0
b̂k0,2Ĵx = â

y

k0
b̂k0 + b̂

y

k0
âk0,

2iĴy = â
y

k0
b̂k0 � b̂

y

k0
âk0,and Ĵ2 = N̂ =2(N̂ =2+ 1)where

N̂ = â
y

k0
âk0 + b̂

y

k0
b̂k0.In thisrepresentation,theincident

beam state isj	(0)i= jj;m i,where

j= (N A + N B )=2; m = (N A � NB )=2:

Aftersom ealgebra one�nds

hN̂ i = 2m d(j)m ;m (�)cos� +
�p

(j� m )(j+ m + 1)d(j)m + 1;m (�)+
p
(j+ m )(j� m + 1)d(j)m � 1;m (�)

�

sin�; (3)

hN̂
2
i = j(j+ 1)+ m

2 + fj;m (2�)cos(2� + �)+ gj;m (2�)sin(2� + �); (4)

where

fj;m (2�) = (3m 2
� j(j+ 1))d(j)m ;m (2�)�

1

2

p
(j� m + 2)(j+ m � 1)(j� m + 1)(j+ m )d(j)m � 2;m (2�)

�
1

2

p
(j+ m + 2)(j� m � 1)(j+ m + 1)(j� m )d(j)m + 2;m (2�); (5)

gj;m (2�) = (2m � 1)
p
(j� m + 1)(j+ m )d(j)m � 1;m (2�)+ (2m + 1)

p
(j+ m + 1)(j� m )d(j)m + 1;m (2�); (6)

and d
(j)

m 0;m
(�)= hj;m 0jexp(� i�Ĵy)jj;m i are the m atrix elem entsofa rotation aboutthe y-axisby an angle � =
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�(tl + tu) . In these expression,� is again the phase
di�erence between the two interferom eterpaths,

� = (!k0 + !? + �(N A + N B � 1)=2)(tu� tl)+ �=2; (7)

where tl = 2‘l=v0 ( tu = 2‘u=v0) is the transit tim e
for a point ofconstant atom ic phase through the lower
(upper)arm ofthe interferom eter. Note thatwhen � �

0, d(j)
m 0;m

(0) = �m 0;m and our results agree with prior
calculations[12].
The nonlinearity hasa two-fold e�ecton the interfer-

ence pattern. Thisisseen by noting thatthe phase ac-
quired by an atom propagating along theupperorlower
path is �̂s = (!k0 + !? + �â

y

s;k0
âs;k0)ts,and includes

a self-phase m odulation due to the other atom s travel-
ing along thesam epath.However,thewavefunctionsof
theatom senteringtheinterferom eterarecoherentlysplit
between the two paths so that the e�ect ofthe nonlin-
earity isno longera sim ple self-phase m odulation when
expressed in term softhe incidentquantum �elds,

�̂u � �̂l= (!k0 + !? + �N̂ =2)(tu � tl)� �(tu + tl)Ĵy:

The phase di�erence includes a self-phase m odulation
proportionalto halfthe totalnum ber,a sim ple conse-
quence ofthe fact that the atom s are equally split be-
tween the two paths. However �̂s also includes a term
proportionalto Ĵy. This results from the fact that the
wave functionsofthe atom sentering the interferom eter
are coherently split between the two paths at the �rst
beam splitter. Hence,the Ĵy contribution is a resultof
the indistinguishability ofthe bosonsthatentervia the
two inputports.
W e rem ark that � = ĥ�u � �̂li+ �=2 � �(tu � tl)=2

where the last two term s, �=2 � �(tu � tl)=2, can be
interpreted asa "vacuum e�ect",resulting from thenon-
com m utativity ofâs;k0 and â

y

s;k0
.Itsm ain im pacton � is

to replaceN � NA + N B with N � 1,showing explicitly
thatthe nonlinearphase shiftvanishesifonly one atom
ispresent.The �=2 sim ply shiftsthe fringe pattern and
isincluded in the de�nition of� forconvenience.
It is clear from Eqs. (3) and (4) and the de�nition

ofd(j)
m 0;m

(�)that�j isthe criticalparam eterthatdeter-
m ines the e�ect ofthe atom -atom interactions on ��.
Relevant values of � can be estim ated by assum ing a
typicalchem icalpotentialof�=�h � 103 � 104s� 1 and
that �0(r? ) is the harm onic oscillator ground state for
!? >

� �=�h.Taking theperim eteroftheinterferom eterto
be‘l+ ‘u � 1 cm and typicalrecoilvelocities,v0 � 1-10
cm /s,gives� >

� 10� 3 for 87Rb or 23Na,so that�j>� 1
typically.
The results of a num erical evaluation of Eqs. (3)

and (4) are shown in Figs. 2 and 3. W e �nd that
�� is m inim um at � = (2n + 1)�=2 and exhibits
sharp resonances at � = n� where n is an integer.
These resonances disappear in the lim it � ! 0.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

β/10
−3

∆θ
/∆

θ(
β=

0)

FIG .2:�� at� = �=2 asa function of� forN A = 1000 and

N B = 0 (solid line),N A = 1000 and N B = 50 (dashed line),

N A = 1000 and N B = 100 (dash dotline),and N A = 950 and

N B = 50 (dotted line).
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FIG .3: �� at � = �=2 as a function of1=
p

N A for N B =

0 and � = 0 (solid line), � = 0:0005 (dashed line), � =

0:001 (dashed dot line),� = 0:0025 (dotted line),� = 0:005

(circles).

These features agree qualitatively with a pertur-
bation expansion for �� to lowest order in �j, �� =p
[j(j+ 1)� m2]=2m 2

�
1+ (�j)2(a(m ;j)+ b(m ;j)cot2 �)

�

where a(m ;j) and b(m ;j) are positive de�nite and of
order unity. Fig. 2 shows that for �xed N A the nor-
m alized phase uctuations,��(�)=��(� = 0),increase
with increasing N B and for �xed N , the nonlinearity
also results in an increase in the phase uctuations
with increasing N B . Figure 3 showsthatfor� <

� 10� 3,
�� continues to scale as 1=

p
N A when N B = 0 while

for � > 10� 3,�� can actually show an increase with
increasing N A .

Ferm iGas: Aswith the bosons,we consideruniform
beam sofN A and N B ferm ionsentering the interferom -
eter via input ports A and B in a tim e � at average
velocities v0. Their densities are nA = N A =v0� and
nB = N B =v0�,and the quantum state for the incident
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ferm ionsisthen given by

j	(0)i=
Y

jk� k0j� kF A

â
y

k

Y

jk� k0j� kF B

b̂
y

k
j0i

where kF A = �nA and kF B = �nB are the Ferm iwave
num bersforthetwobeam s.W enotefrom thede�nitions
of kF A and kF B that there exists a new fundam ental
length scale,LF = v0� thatisim portantforthedescrip-
tion oftheferm ionsbutwasunim portantforthebosons.
It represents the length ofthe two incident beam s and
can be interpreted as the quantization volum e for the
ferm ions.
hN̂ iand �N 2 arenow found to be

hN̂ i = cos� [�nA S(�nA �=2)� �nB S(�nB �=2)]=�

�N 2 = (�nA � �nB � cos2� [�nA S(�nA �)� �nB S(�nB �)])=2�

whereS(x)= sin(x)=x,� = (2�=k0)=LF ,� = k0(‘u � ‘l)
is the phase di�erence obtained for a single atom with
m om entum �hk0, and we have taken N A > N B with-
out loss ofgenerality. W e have also introduced the di-
m ensionless densities �nA = 2�nA =k0 = 2kF A =k0 and
�nB = 2�nB =k0 = 2kF B =k0. They representthe num ber
ofatom swithin thedeBrogliewavelength �0 = (2�)=k0,
so thatquantum degeneracy correspondsto �n >� 1.Note
that�n isalso a m easureofthedegreeofm onochrom atic-
ity ofthe incident Ferm ibeam . Earlier treatm ents of
ferm ion interferom etersdealtwith quasi-m onochrom atic
beam sthatcorrespond to �n � 1.
W e �rst restrict ourselves to the case �nB = 0. The

phaseuncertainty isthen

�� =
1

p
2N A

�

p
�2(1� cos2�S(�nA �))

jcos� cos(��nA =2)� S(�nA �=2)[� sin� + cos�]j
;(8)

which showsthat�� � 1=
p
N A . However,Eq. (8)also

indicatesthat�� isan increasingfunction of� and hence
ofthepath length di�erence.Thisiseasilyunderstood by
noting thattheindividualphasescontributing to theto-
talinterferencepattern areuniform lydistributed overthe
interval[�� ��;�+ ��],where�� = kF A j‘u� ‘lj= �nA j�j=2.
Consequently,fordegenerate ferm ion beam swith �nA >

�
1,theinterferencepattern isundetectableforlargepath
di�erences, j�j>� �. This willcontinue to hold when
�nB 6= 0.
Figure4 showsthem inim um valueof�� for�xed �n A

and various�nB plotted asa function of
p
� � 1=

p
N .It

is clear that the phase uctuations continue to scale as
1=
p
N . M oreover,a com parison with Fig. 2 showsthat

increasingthenum berofatom senteringviainputportB
doesnotresultin asdram atican increasein �� aswith
bosons. W hereas for bosons having only � 10% ofthe
atom sentervia portB could resultin an increasein ��
by a factorof5 orm oreform oderatevaluesof�,having
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FIG .4:M inim um valueof�� asa function of�
1=2

for �nA =

2:5 and �nB = 0 (solid line),�nB = 1 (dashed line),�nB = 1:25

(dashed dotline),and �nB = 1:5 (dotted line).
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FIG .5: M inim um value of�� for N B = 0 and bosons with

� = 0 (solid line),bosons with � = 0:001 (dash dot line),

ferm ions with �nA = 1 (squares),ferm ions with �nA = 2 (tri-

angles),and ferm ionswith �nA = 3 (circles).

m ore than a third ofthe atom sentervia B now results
in an increasein �� oflessthan a factorof2.
Fig.5 providesa directcom parison of�� fortheBEC

and Ferm ibeam swhen N B = 0.Rem arkably,the phase
resolution lim itachievable with the Ferm igasisnotice-
ably betterthan whatcan be achieved with even a non-
interacting BEC.M oreover,increasing theferm ionsden-
sity enhances the phase resolution. O fcourse,this in-
creasecom esatthe expense ofa lim ited rangeof� over
which the interference pattern isdiscernible.ForBECs,
by contrast,�� isindependentof� for� = 0 and even
for� 6= 0,�� isnearly constantexceptin thevicinity of
the resonances.
In conclusion,we have exam ined the phase resolution

lim itforan atom icM ach-Zehnderusing degenerateBose
and Ferm igases.O urresultsindicatethatonecan attain
betterphaseresolution using Ferm igasesattheexpense
ofa lim ited rangeofpath di�erencesoverwhich thereis
a discernibleinterferencepattern.
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