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Probing m any-body states ofultra-cold atom s via noise correlations
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Physics Departm ent, Harvard University, Cam bridge, M A 02138

(D ated:June 9,2003)

W eproposeto utilizedensity-density correlationsin theim ageofan expandinggascloud to probe

com plex m any body statesoftrapped ultra-cold atom s. In particularwe show how thistechnique

can be used to detectsuper
uidity offerm ionic gases and revealbroken spin sym m etriesin M ott-

states ofatom s in opticallattices. The feasibility ofthe m ethod is investigated by analysis ofthe

relevantsignalto noise ratio including experim entalim perfections.

M uch ofthe excitem ent in the �eld ofBose-Einstein

condensation owesto thecleardem onstration itprovides

ofthe wavecharacterofm atter.The condensed stateof

bosonsinvolvesm acroscopic occupation ofa delocalized

singleparticlestate.Consequently,itischaracterized by

sharp density peaks in the freely expanding gas cloud

afteritisreleased from thetrap[1].Patternsthatappear

when two or m ore super
uid clouds interfere[2], are a

direct probe ofthe single particle coherence,am pli�ed

by m acroscopicoccupation.

Recent experim ents open intriguing directions for

studying m any body phenom ena beyond single particle

coherence.Forexam ple,observation ofthesuper
uid to

M ottinsulatortransition [3],aswellasexperim entsin-

volvingultra-cold ferm ionsnearaFeshbach resonance[4],

address strongly correlated states ofm atter. The m ost

intriguing aspectofsuch system sistheexistenceofnon-

trivialcorrelationsand com plexorderthatdefyadescrip-

tion in term sof(single particle)m atterwaves. Accord-

ingly,they cannotbecharacterized sim ply by thedensity

pro�le ofan expanding cloud. For exam ple,the local-

ized atom sin M ottstatesofthe opticallatticedisplay a

vanishing interference pattern [3],which can hardly re-

vealdetailed propertiesofthe quantum state.Likewise,

super
uidity ofpaired ferm ions is not evident as a co-

herence peak in the density pro�le[5],and detecting the

orderparam eter,presentsa considerable challenge.O b-

servation ofsom e theoretically proposed \exotic" m any-

atom states[6,7,8]m ay proveeven m oreelusive.

In this Letter,we show that the quantum nature of

stronglycorrelated statescan berevealed byspatialnoise

correlationsin the im age ofthe expanding gas. This is

sim ilar in spirit to m easurem ents of non classicalcor-

relations of light in opticalsystem s [10] and tem poral

current noise in m esoscopic conductors[9]. In analogy

to quantum optics,this technique allows to study m at-

terwavesthatlack singleparticlecoherence.Speci�cally

we show that(i)ferm ionic atom sreleased from the trap

would display a clear signature ofsuper
uidty in their

density correlations.Furtherm ore,detailed propertiesof

the ferm ionic super
uidity can be determ ined,such as

pairing sym m etry,and BCS to BEC crossover[11]; (ii)

Atom s released from a M ott-insulating state ofthe op-

ticallattice display sharp (Bragg)peaksin the density-
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FIG .1:Tim e of
ightim aging.The atom sare released from

the con�ning potentialat tim e t= 0 and the density ofthe

expandingcloud isim aged atalatertim e.Spatialnoisecorre-

lationsin thisim age can beused to probethequantum state

att= 0.

density correlation function asaconsequenceofquantum

statistics;(iii)Thesepeakscan beused to probethespin

ordered M ottstatesproposed fortwo com ponentbosons

[7,12]. Finally we verify the experim entalfeasibility of

the proposed m easurem ents.

Beforeproceedingwenotethatearlierproposalstode-

tectferm ionicsuper
uidity relied on dynam icalresponse

ofthecloud [13],inelasticscatteringoflighttoinduceand

m easure excitations[14,16],orto m icroscopically im age

the pair wave-function in the trap[15]. In contrast,the

presenttechniqueprovidesa directprobeofthe pairco-

herenceaswellasinform ation on the pairing sym m etry.

Earlier work on probing M ott-insulating phases should

also be noted [17].

W e proceed by form ulating a detection schem e for

atom sreleased from a singlem acroscopictrap.Suppose,

for sim plicity,that the system is initially in som e pure

state j�i.In a typicalexperim entalsetup (Fig.1),the

trapping potentialisturned o� suddenly,and the atom s

evolveindependentlyunderthein
uenceofthefreeprop-

agatorU0(t). This is valid provided that the free-atom

collision cross-section is not too large. Such conditions

can be achieved by switching the m agnetic �eld to val-

uesfarfrom theFeshbach resonancewhen turning o�the

trap[4].

In such tim e of
ight experim ents,the colum n inte-

grated density of the expanding cloud is m easured by

lightabsorption im aging[18]. The im agesare com m only
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analyzed by com paring to theoreticalpredictionsforthe

density expectation value:

ĥn�(r)it = h�jU
y

0
(t) y

�(r) � (r)U0(t)j�i (1)

where � isthe�eld operatorforbosonsorferm ionsand

� denotes an internalatom ic quantum num ber (spin).

After a long tim e of
ight the density distribution be-

com esproportionalto them om entum distribution in the

initialtrapped statehn(r)i
t
� (m =ht)ĥnQ (r)i.Thewave-

vectorQ (r)= m r=(�ht)de�nesacorrespondencebetween

position in the cloud and m om entum in the trap.

It is im portant to realize,that in each experim ental

im age,a singlerealization ofthedensity isobserved,not

the expectation value. Eq. (1) is stillm eaningful,be-

cause the density isa selfaveraging quantity. Each bin

� in theim agerepresentsa substantialnum berofatom s

N �,whiletheatom icnoisescalesasO (
p
N �).Butsince

N � isnotm acroscopicthedensity
uctuationsarevisible.

They arecharacterized by the correlation function:

G�� (r;r
0)= ĥn�(r)̂n�(r

0)i
t
� ĥn�(r)itĥn�(r

0)i
t
: (2)

In analogy with Eq. (1) this can be related to ground

statem om entum correlations:

G�� (r;r
0)/ ĥnQ (r)� n̂Q (r0)�i� ĥnQ (r)�iĥnQ (r0)�i; (3)

The proportionality constant is (m =�ht)6 and we shall

om it it henceforth. W e shall be concerned prim ar-

ily with pure density-density correlations G(r;r0) =
P

��
G�� (r;r

0), which does not require state-selective

m easurem ent. In practice it m ay be m ore convenient

to considerthe quantity �n(r;r 0)� n(r)� n(r0)whose


uctuations are closely related to G(r;r0). Ifhn(r)i
t
=

hn(r0)i
t
,then

h�n(r;r 0)2i
t
= G(r;r)+ G(r0;r0)� 2G(r;r0): (4)

Ferm ionic super
uids. Asa speci�c exam ple,we now

consider super
uid states offerm ionic atom s. Such su-

per
uidssustain m acroscopiccoherenceand theirtrans-

portpropertiesaresim ilarto theirbosoniccounterparts.

However,the�rstordercoherencem easured by theden-

sity pro�leoftheexpanding cloud would notrevealtheir

super
uid nature.Considerasystem atzerotem perature

described by a BCS-likeground state

j�B C S i =
Y

k

(uk + vka
y

k"
a
y

� k#
)j0i: (5)

Note that this wave function can describe both weak-

coupling BCS-like pairing, as well as tightly bound

pairs for which uk and vk have a wide m om entum

distribution[11]. The average density pro�le ofthe ex-

panding cloud (1)isproportionalto theBCS m om entum

distribution function ĥn(r)i
t
= 2jvQ (r)j

2,which is qual-

itatively indistinguishable from a Ferm idistribution at

T = TC [4].

Theessentialdi�erencebetween thesestatesliesin the

two particle correlations. For every atom with m om en-

tum k in the BCS state,there isanotherone atexactly

� k.Thisim plies,pronounced correlationsbetween den-

sity 
uctuationson diam etrically opposite pointsin the

expanding cloud. Indeed,a straightforward application

of(3)forthe BCS stategives:

G(r;r0)= 2juQ (r)j
2jvQ (r0)j

2~�(r+ r
0); (6)

where~�(r+ r0)isasharply peaked function ofr+ r0.This

sharp peak isa directanalogue ofthe �rstorder coher-

ence peak seen in bosonic condensates.Itindicatescon-

densation ofzero m om entum pairs.AsforBEC,ithasa

width � �ht=m L,lim ited by the�nitesizeL oftheinitial

cloud. The pair distribution ns(r) = 2juQ (r)j
2jvQ (r)j

2

can be read o� directly from the weightofthe peak.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

0.4

−1 0 1

−1

0

1

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

1

0

1

π/2 3π/2 π 

θ 

x/R
F

<
∆n

(r
,r

’)2
>

<
∆n

(r
,R

F
)2

>

n
s
(r) 

−r/R
F

r/R
F

2d proj. 

unproj. 

θ 

n(r) 

n(r’) 

n(r) 

n(R
F
) 

(a) 

(c) (d) 

(b) 

y/R
F
 

FIG .2: Ferm ionic super
uid. (a) Angle integrated weight

ofthe correlation peak at diam etrically opposite points. (b)

W eight ofthe correlation peak for dx2� y2 pairing. (c) and

(d)h�n(r;r 0)2iatT > 0 (super
uid fraction 0.7).Thewidth

ofthe narrow dip � �ht=(m L)islim ited by the system ’ssize.

The dashed line in (d):BEC oftightly bound pairs.

Fig 2(a)depictsthe angularaveraged ns(r)(dashed).

The solid line as welland other plots in Fig 2 depict

observablecolum n integrated functions.Pairing sym m e-

triesotherthan s-wave,would bedetected by higheran-

gular harm onics in the pair distribution ns(r) and its

colum n integral.Asan exam pleweplotthisfunction for

dx2� y2 pairing in Fig.2(b).

In practice itm ay be m ore convenientto m easure the


uctuations of�n(r;r 0). Noting that the state (5) is

an eigenstateof�n(r;� r)with eigenvaluezero,wehave

h�n(r;� r)2i� 0 atT = 0. W ellaway from r+ r0 = 0

h�n(r;r 0)2i� nQ (r)(1� nQ (r))+ nQ (r0)(1� nQ (r0)),which

isnon-zero on thesm eared ferm isurfaceofa ferm iliquid

(at T > 0) and for a BCS state. A sharp dip,whose

width �ht=(m L) is lim ited by the system size, appears

around r0 = r in the super
uid state (Fig 2(c,d)). Note

thatat�nite T the m agnitude ofthe dip isreduced and
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it disappears atTC . Heating a tightly bound pair con-

densate willproduce therm alpairs at m om enta k > 0,

producing a wide background dip in analogy to the bi-

m odaldistribution in BEC.

Opticallattice. W e now consider atom s initially con-

�ned to an optical lattice. Calculation of hn(r)i and

hn(r)n(r0)i involves operating on the lattice state j�i

with U (t)y (r)U (t). In norm alordered expectation val-

uesthisoperatorcan besafely replaced by itsprojection

into thelowestBloch band,A(r;t)�
P

i
wi(r;t)ai� [19].

Herewi(r;t)isthefreeevolution ofaW annierwavefunc-

tion,initially centered around the lattice site atR i and

ai� =
R

drwi(r;0) �(r) is a particle annihilation oper-

ator at this site. At long tim es wi(r;t) / e� iQ (r)� Ri

tim es a gaussian envelope,which we shallapproxim ate

by a squareofthe sam e width W = �ht=(a0m ).a0 isthe

width ofthe W annierstate on the lattice.Now hn̂�(r)it
can berelated to theo�-diagonalcorrelation function in

the ground state[19]:

hn̂�(r)it � ĥnQ (r)i�
1

W d

X

i;j

e
i(R i� R j)� Q (r)ha

y

i�aj�i;

(7)

The wave-vectorQ (r)now de�nesa correspondencebe-

tween position in thecloud and thequasi-m om entum on

thelattice.G can also bewritten in term sofcorrelations

in the lattice state:

G�;� (r;r
0) �

X

ii0jj0

e
iR ii0� Q (r)+ iRjj0� Q (r

0
)ha

y

i�a
y

j�
aj0�ai0�i

+ �(r� r
0)hn(r)i

t
� hn(r)ihn(r0)i (8)

Here�(r� r0)isatrue�-function originatingfrom norm al

ordering in the continuum . Note thatform ulas(7) and

(8)hold forbosonsand ferm ions.

In thesuper
uid stateofbosons,whereha
y

iaji= j	j2,

n(r;t) exhibits Bragg peaks at Q (r) corresponding to

reciprocallattice vectors G . In the M ott state on the

other hand ha
y

iaji � �ij, and there is no interference

pattern in n(r;t).

The M ottstate,however,displaysnon-trivialcorrela-

tionsin the second-ordercorrelation function (8)associ-

ated with atom num ber
uctuations. To illustrate their

origin,and to m ake contact with the Hanbury-Brown-

Twiss e�ect in quantum optics,we �rst apply (7,8) to

the"toy" m odeloftwo atom slocalized in two wells.For

an initialFock state j�i = a
y

1
a
y

2
j0i itgives:

G(r;r0)=
2

W 2d
�cos

�
m

�ht
(r� r

0)

�

(9)

where � = 1 (� 1) for bosons (ferm ions). The oscilla-

tionsre
ectatwobodyinterferencee�ectwhich am ounts

to bunching in the case ofbosonsand anti-bunching for

ferm ions,asin the textbook exam ple[10,20].

Addressing theopticallatticewe�rstconsiderthetwo

extrem esofa super
uid and a M ottstate:

jSF i =
Y

i

e
za

y

i j0i;jM otti =
Y

i

1
p
n!
(a

y

i)
n j0i:(10)

According to Eq.(8),GSF (r;r
0)� 0,while

GM ott(r;r
0)�

N

W d

�

2�a0

l

� d X

G

~�d
�

r� r
0+

�ht

m
G

�

(11)

where lisa lattice spacing and a0,the width ofa W an-

nierfunction.W e conclude thatthe M ottstate sustains

second ordercoherence,seen asBragg peaksin G(r;r0).

Note, again, that for a �nite lattice of length L, the

peaksare nottrue �-functions. They have a �nite hight

(N =W d)2 and width � = 2��ht=m L.

Fig. 3 shows how the two-site bunching signature of

Eq.(9)developsinto coherentBraggpeakswith increas-

ing lattice size.A ferm ionic insulating state willdisplay

sim ilarevolution,only thepeakswillbereplaced by dips.

−10 −5 0 5 10
−0.5

0

0.5

1

0 2π 2π 
r−r’ 

g
2
 

2 sites 

4 sites 

40 sites 

FIG . 3: Norm alized density density correlations, g �

G(r;r
0
)=hn(r)i

t
hn(r

0
)i

t
in the M ott state for a chain of 2,4

and 40 sites.

NotethattheBraggpeaksdonotre
ectreduced num -

ber
uctuationsin the M ottstate,butratherthe quan-

tum statisticsofbosonicorferm ionicatom s.In particu-

lar,we note thata therm alBose gason a lattice would

exhibitsim ilarcoherentBragg peaks,which can be seen

asa resultoftheperm utation sym m etry im posed on the

wave-function. Howeverin a M ott state with non triv-

ialinternalstructure,the noise correlations can reveal

com plex orderaswenow illustrate.

Asaspeci�cexam pleletusconsiderspin ordered M ott

states,that have been predicted in the M ott phase of

two com ponent bosons on an opticallattice [7]. The

two com ponents can be represented by a pseudospin-1
2
:

a
y

"(#)
j0i � j"(#)i. A fairly generalm ean-�eld state of

a spin-ordered insulatorisgiven by the wave-function

j	 q i =
Y

i

(cos
�

2
a
y

i"
+ e

iq� Ri sin
�

2
a
y

i#
)j0i: (12)
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This state has a non zero spin com ponent along the ẑ

axisand helicalcom ponentwith m om entum q on thexy

plane. Note thatthe lim iting case q = 0 correspondsto

a xy ferrom agnetwhile q = � is a N e�elstate. An ap-

plication of(8)to thestate(12),yieldsaftersum m ation

overspin indices:

G(r;r0)/

�

cos4
�

2
+ sin4

�

2

�
X

G

~�d
�

r� r
0+

�ht

m
G

�

+ sin2 �
X

G

X

�= �

~�d
�

r� r
0+

�ht

m
(�q + G )

�

: (13)

W e �nd that the q 6= 0 spin order produces satellite

peaks,whoseseparation from thecentralpeaksatrecip-

rocallatticevectorsisproportionalto � q.Theintensity

ratioofthesatellitetothecentralpeaksdependson the ẑ

polarization ofthespins.Thesatellitesreach theirm ax-

im alrelativeintensity,halfthatofthe centralpeaks,for

spinspolarizedon thexyplane.Notethatin thisschem e,

an x � y ferrom agnetcannotbe observed directly.How-

everatim edependenthelicaltwistcan beinduced tothis

stateby a m agnetic�eld gradient.

Experim entalIssues. To observethe proposed e�ects,

two criteria m ust be m et: (i) the atom ic noise should

be observable in an experim entand (ii) correlated 
uc-

tuations should rise above the uncorrelated noise in a

statisticalsense.

In a typicalexperim ent,(6) would be averaged over

narrow cylindersaround r and r0,whose bases � corre-

spond to the spatialresolution. The noise ofdetected

probe-photons in a bin of area � is a sum of contri-

butions from atom ic and laser light 
uctuations. The

laterisfundam entally lim ited by photon shotnoise.The

atom ic noise exceeds the photon shot noise, provided

the num ber ofphotons per bin in the incom ing pulse,

p� > exp(2�)hN �i=(��
2),where� istheopticaldepth of

the cloud,which should be chosen close to unity,and �

is the photon detection e�ciency. The practicallim ita-

tion on thenum berofphotonsisassociated with photon

recoilwhich results in im age blurring. Under standard

conditions 10� 100 photons per atom can be scattered

in a m easurem enttim eof10�s withoutblurring theim -

age on the scale of10�m [18],indicating thatdetection

ofatom ic noise ispossible. A typicalcloud ofN = 107

6Liatom s [21]willreach opticaldepth � � 1 after ex-

pansion to about 1m m . Therefore each 10�m bin will

contain about103 atom s.Theatom icnoisecontribution

willcause bin-to-bin variation in the opticalabsorption

atthe leveloffew percent,which isdetectablewith cur-

renttechnology.

W enow verifythatin thecaseofaferm ionicsuper
uid

the correlated 
uctuations rise above the background.

For �xed r the value of�n(r;r 0)2 willexhibit 
uctua-

tions oforderns(r) asr
0 varied. To observe the super-


uid dip at r+ r0 = 0 we m ust average the result over

a num berofindependentpositionsr.Di�erentpositions

yield independent results ifthey correspond to distinct

m om enta in thetrap.M om entum quantization thuslim -

itsthenum berofindependentpositionson the2d im age

ofthecloud to O (N 2=3),whereN isthetotalnum berof

atom s. Consequently the background statistical
uctu-

ationscan be averaged to N � 1=3 ofthe dip m agnitude

m aking itobservablein a singleim agem easurem ent.

In conclusion,wedem onstrated thatspatialnoisecor-

relationsin theim ageofan expanding gascloud released

from a trap,can revealkey propertiesofstrongly corre-

lated statesofcold atom s. W e anticipate thata sim ilar

technique can be used to observesignaturesofm ore ex-

oticstatessuch asspin liquidsand valence bond solids.
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