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Free expansion of lowest Landau level states of trapped atom s:
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W e show that for any lowest-Landau-lkvel state of a trapped, rotating, Interacting B ose gas, the
particle distrbution in coordinate space In a free expansion (tin e of ight) experin ent is related to
that in the trap at the tine it is tumed o by a sin ple rescaling and rotation. W hen the lowest-
Landau-level approxin ation is valid, interactions can be neglected during the expansion, even when
they play an essential role in the ground state when the trap is present. The correlations in the
density in a single snapshot can be used to obtain lnfom ation about the uid, such as whether a

transition to a quantum H all state has occurred.

T here has recently been interest In states of trapped
atom s that are rotating near the critical frequency of a
ham onic trap E}'{:_Q']. W hen the atom s are bosons, there
is a vortex lattice at m oderate rotation rates rQ], but at
high rotation ratesquantum uctuationsare predicted to
m el the lattice i_E; ,:g.] and produce exotic high ly-correlated
m any-body states that are related to those occurring for
electrons in the quantum Halle ect 5'11',21:{:_.]. A standard
experim ental technique is to tum o the trap potential
suddenly, and then take a snapshot ofthe cloud ofatom s
after it has expanded to m any tin es its origihal size @
free-expansion or tin e-of- ight experim ent). A question
that arises is what Infom ation can be extracted from
such an in age of a quantum Hall state. In this note,
we point out that In a relevant regim e, the density dis-
tribution in such a snapshot directly represents the den—
sity at the tin e of switch-o , but rescaled and rotated
by 90 about the original rotation axis. This result is
sin pler than the results of previous work on the free ex—
pansion of a Bose condensate in the G rossP itaevskiior
Thom asFem i regin es, that can describe a Bose con-—
densate orvortex lattice. W hile in a few casesthe length
scales of the density distrdbution are sin ply scaled up
by a factor, m ore generally the condensate function also
evolves during expansion I_l(_)'{:_lj] U sually, the form of
the density distribution after a free expansion isnot sin —
ply related to the initial density; rather, for noninteract-
Ing particles it is related to the m om entum distrdbution.
A Ihough our result can be extracted from special cases
of earlier analyses, the em phasis is di erent. W e em —
phasize that the neglect of interactions during the free
expansion is justi ed whenever all the bosons can be as-
sum ed to be in the lowest Landau level (LLL) just before
the sw itch-o , even though interactions m ay be crucial
In the highly-correlated ground state that exists before
that tin e. Consequently, the result applies to any LLL
m any-body state, not only a Bose condensate. (These
points were also made brie y in Ref. ﬁ:/:] for the density
expectation value.) W e also suggest how a snapshot of
the particles after a free expansion can be used to ob—
tain inform ation about the nature of the original state,
as it constitutes am icroscope that enlarges the realspace

In age of the state.

W e begih by explaining the classical version of the
problem , which w illm ake the Jater quantum m any-body
treatm ent easily understandable. W e take particles of
mass M in a ham onic trap, so the particles m ove In
a three-din ensional ham onic oscillator potential, w ith
frequency !3; for oscillation in the 3 direction, and !
for oscillation in the 1{2 plane. Thus in general our
m odel has rotational symm etry about the 3 axis only.
Consider a single particle in this potential. The gen—
eral form ofan orbit is an ellipse centered at the center
of the trap. However, we wish to focus on the single-
particle states referred to in the quantum case as the
LLL. These are the states of lowest kinetic energy for
each positive value of the angularm om entum about the
3 axis. The corresponding classical orbits are circles In
the 1{2 plane, circling the 3 axis In the positive direction.
For such an orbi, them om entum when the partick isat
r= (X1;X2;X3) isclearlyp=M !, 113 r, whereni; isa
unit vector in the 3 direction, and the angularm om entum
isr p=M!; TfA;. Ifthe trap potential is rem oved
attinet= 0, at which r = ry, p = po, the particke
travels freely In a straight Ine. At tine t £ willbe at
g+ potM = 1o+ !, tAs B !,tnhs p for large
t. Hence if we have a collection of particles allm oving
on such orbits, their distrdbbution in the 1{2 plane a lIong
tinet 1=!; after rem oving the trap potentialw illbe
thesameasitwasatt= 0, except fora rescalingby !> t,
and a rotation by =2 about the 3 axis. In this argum ent
w e have neglected the interactions between the particles
once the trap potential is tumed o . W e will retum to
this question after discussing the quantum case.

W e now tum to the filly quantum -m echanical treat—
ment, beginning again wih a single particle. Suppose
the stateat tinet= 0 is (r;0) = ¢ (r). For the free
m otion, the solution is sinple In m om entum space. W e
de ne the Fourier representation of the state by

7
(r;t) =
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and sim ilarly for . Then the stateattinet is


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306378v2

Z
(r;t) =

&k

RE ~, (k)ej.k r i~k?t=(2M ). @)

T he nom alized single-particle basis states for the LLL
have wavefiinctions

e £32=@E) x3=0L)

Un (Z;x3) = 3:4I?+1];=2Pm_! 3)
Herez = x;+ ixz,ﬂleangu]ar%omenmm qu num —
berm = 0,1,2,...,andL = ~M !, , L= ~=2M !j3.

W e note that these stateshave theirm axin um am plitude
on the circles in the 1{2 plane of radius £j= L m,
which is the sam e as that of the circular classical orbit
wih angularmomentum m ~. To calculate the Fourder
transform s, it is usefiil to introduce the generating func—
tion

L1 s a2 o2 _
hg (z;x3) = e ¢ FI7@L) x3=CL); @)

of which the m th derivative w ith respect to  is propor—
tionalto u, (z;xX3). The Fourier transform ofhg is

@ )3=21§ l3ej.k 1, kj?L¥ =2 k§1§=2; 5)

where k = k; + ik, . Using (:2:), at tin e t, the generating
function evolves to

h(zjxs;t) =
e z=0 (1+il; 0] 23°=RE 1+ il; 0] x §=RE 0+ il51)]
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Tt follow s that if a general nom alized LLL initial state
a2 2 2 2
iswritten as o (z;x3) = £ (2)e FI=CL) x5=CL) yhere
f(z) is complex analytic In z (for example, £ can be a
polynom ial), then at tin e t i becom es
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T he probability density is therefore
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This is sin ply the initial probability density § o F, with
a rescaling and a rotation In the 1{2 coordinates, and x3
also rescaled. N otice that the factor 1 + 1!, t describes
the sam e rescaling and rotation ofthe initial com plex po—
sition zg = z=(1+ i!; t) In the 1{2 plane asthe C artesian
fomular= r+ !, ths B that appeared in the clas—
sical argum ent. W e should point out that our resuk is

a special lim iting case of expressions obtained by other
m ethods I_l-(_j,:_l-é], on ignoring interactions and restricting
to the LLL, and is In plicit in B].

For large t (t 1=!,,1=!3), we willbe interested in

rofordert, sode neV = r=t.Ast! 1 wihV xed,
(r;t) iself is asym ptotic to
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In this Iim it, the probability density (l:d) becom es
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T he transform ationshave sin pli ed to a rescalingby !> t
and a rotation by =2 in the 1{2 plane, and a rescaling
by !3t in the 3 coordinate.

T he lIong-tin e result can also be obtained by an appli-
cation of the stationary phase approxin ation to eq. ('_2),
which givesthe Imitt! 1 wih V = r=t xed, which

fora generalstate ¢ is
3=2
Mr o 2 ) M
r;t ~ eJM r“=2~t) 3 i=4 ; 11
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and for the probability density
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T hese welkknown expressions m ean that at long tin es,
the distrbution in position space is determ ined by the
niialm om entum distribution, as if the particle propa—
gated classically w ith velocity V. = ~k=M . This resul is
fam iliar in optics as the Fraunhofer 1im it of di raction,
for exam ple In a twoslit experim ent. In the LLL case,
using eg. éi_'i), the Fourder transform of the LLL niial
state is

k)= @ )PTPELE( iki)e *32LE =2 k2E=2
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T his show sthat forthe LLL, the probability density in k

space is the sam e as that in position space, rescaled and
rotated by =2. This corresponds both to the classical
argum ent above, and to the fact that in the LLL, the 1{

2 coordinates are canonically conjugate, so x; = pzl§ =~,
x; = pL=-. Usihg this in the stationary phase for-
mula, we recover eg. C_l-(_]') .

Both the exact and approxin ate treatm ents generalize
trivially to the case of N non-interacting particles w ith
an initial state
bination of products of LLL single-particle states. This
gives the pint probability density for allN particles af-
ter the free expansion. This result also holds when the



Initial state is described by a density m atrix within the
LLL, such as a state of them al equilbrium , but we w ill
not consider that in detail here.

Asa rstexample, consider a Bose condensate w thin
the LLL . ks wavefunction at tine t= 0 is a product,

¥
0 (Z37%35) (14)
=1

for some function . In the LLL, iff in o JsQa poky—
nom ial, one can always factorize o (z;x3) / . (2
w,)e #I7=@L) x3=CL) and then we have N , vortices at
com plex positionsw,,a= 1, Ny . A fter a Iong free
expansion, the wavefunction has the sam e product form ,
w ith the bosons condensed in

Y
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T hus the vortices w ill be clearly visble in an in age of
the density In position space, provided the number of
particles per vortex is large (see the discussion of such
In agesbelow ). T his is the condition of large Iling factor
Ej], which isthe regin e in which a condensed ground state
of the type Cl-4' occurs E:*yré]

AsQa second exam p§ we consider tl'12e Laughhn state
t'41, r<sz z)? e ¥:ICE) x5=CH) yherer,
s= ,N . The p]:obabJJJi:y density after a long tim e
tis the sam e as at t= 0, up to the usualtwo rescalings
(the rotation can be ignored since the Laughlin state is
rotationally invariant). T his in plies that all the spatial
correlations are preserved after free expansion fortim e t.

In ourtreatm ent we have com pletely neglected interac—
tions during the expansion. A s jisti cation for this, we
note that, when the trap potential is present, the LLL
approxin ation should be valid when the s-wave scatter-
Ing length a and typical num ber density n in the buk
ofthe uid satisfy 4 ~%an=M < 2~!,,~!3. This condi
tion ensures that corrections due to quantum -m echanical
m ixing of non-LLL states into the ground state can be
neglected. Because n is reduced by centrifiigale ects as
the rotation rate Increases, this condiion is m ore lkely
to be satis ed at larger values of the total angular m o—
m enta than at am all. Forquantum H allstates, the ling
factor = 32 Ln mustbe of order around 10 or less
E,E_S’].) Even though the interactions are weak com pared
w ith the kinetic energies in the trap Which are typically
many tin es~!, ), the ground statesm ay be highly corre—
lated. T hat isbecause, if interactionsare neglected, there
arem any degenerate states ofthe sam e totalangularm o—
m entum [ZI. (C lassically, the particles in the \LLL" or-
bits keep the sam e relative positions, up to a rotation, as
they m ove, and so the interactions are resonant| over a
long tin e they can have a large e ect.) The interaction
energy scalke is4 ~?an=M , and when the trap potentialis

rem oved, n decreases In the sam e way as the probability
density, eg. ('_8) . Hence the interaction strength goes to
zero after a tim e of orderm ax (1=!, ;1=!3), and the cor-
rection to the wavefliinction, , due to the interaction
term a long tim e after sw itch-o is an all com pared w ith
1 if4 ~*an=M max(l=!, ;1=!3) < ~. This condition is
essentially the sam e as that for the LLL approxin ation.
Further, if the interactions are enhanced by the use ofa
Feshbach resonance (put stillw eak enough to usethe LLL
approx), then they can be greatly reduced at the sam e
tin e that the trap istumed o , Im proving the accuracy
of our neglect of interactions during the expansion.
Finally, now that we have shown how the free expan-
sion of a LLL state acts as a wavefiinction m icroscope,
we point out that even a single high-resolution snapshot
taken after a free expansion of a highl-correlated state
contains a ot of nform ation that can be used as a di-
agnostic tool for the m any-body physics. Such a snap—
shot In principle gives a single typicalcon guration ofall
the particle positions. In view of the preceding discus—
sion, we can discuss this In term s of the con guration at
t= 0, which J's drawn ﬁ:om the pint probabj]jty density

Ected to the 1{2 plne, so we drop x3 and work In two
din ensions (2D ) from here on]. In a highly correlated,
nocom pressble state such as Laughlin’s, long-w avelength
density uctuations are suppressed, and this can be seen
even In a singl snapshot, if the particle num ber is large
com pared w ith 1. Forexam ple, such a snapshot is shown
In Ref. l_l-ﬁ] Tt di ersm arkedly from a random con gu-—
ration. T he correlations can be quanti ed by construct—
Ing the two-particle correlation function ofthe snapshot.
This is just a histogram of the values of rj r forall
pairs of particles i, j (it will be autom atically nvari-
ant under r ! r). This can be com pared w ih the
two-particle quantum - (@nd them al) average correla—
tion fanction g@) = h™Y @) Y 2% "% " @)i=n? (" (z) is
the 2D el operator, and r= % 79 which has been
calculated (usually in an edgeless geom etry) for various
Incom pressble uid ground states. W e note that in the
them odynam ic lim i, g (r) is nomn alized so that it ap—
proachesl asr ! 1 . The wavefunction has an ergodic—
ity property that ensures that even a correlation fiinction
constructed from a single sam ple (snapshot) reproduces
the quantum /them alaverage g (r), provided the particlke
num ber is large. Further, the Fourier transform ofng(r)
is essentially the static (ie. nstantaneous) structure fac—
tors(q) {6l
T here are tw o basic results that can be extracted from
the density or its correlations g(r) m easured for a sin—
gk snapshot. First, if one exam ines a subregion (say, a
square) of area A of the uid and detem ines the par-
ticle number N ¢ N in this region, this number will
uctuate as the subregion is m oved over a given snap-—
shot, and also from one snapshot to another. If the



side of the square subregion is larger than the length
we de ne below, but an all enough that the m ean N_s
is N , then in an equilbrium state the uctuations
N ¢ willbe oforder (N 5)? = ks TA dn=d , and give
an estin ate ofthe them odynam ic com pressibility dn=d
( is the chem ical potential), if the tem perature T is
known. A lfematively, In the them odynam ic lin i one
has ling, 0s(@) = ks T=n)dn=d [1]. In the zero-
tem perature lim i, dn=d goesto a nie (either zero or
nonzero) valie (except In the case of exactly—zero inter—
actions in a Bose gas!), so these uctuationsvanish. For
a transhtionally-invariant uid in the LLL in the ther-
m odynam ic lin i, there is a LLL-projcted version s(q)
of s(q), which is easily cbtaied from the latter [16]. At
T = 0, s(g) vanishes faster than g asq ! 0, and or
ncom press:b]e_ uids (those n which Im ¢, ¢dn=d = 0)
it goesas q* {16]. T he Jatter behavior is analytic, in ply—
ng that g(r) 1 tends to zero rapidly at large r. At a
nie tem perature, there willbe a correlation length ,
which divergesas T ! 0, and which is de ned by the
property that s(g) will cross over at g ! from the
T > Obehavioratg ! 0totheT = 0 behavior at larger
g. Note that In an incom pressbl uid such as Laugh-
lin’s, divergesas ef=UlkeT) 95T | 0,where E
is the quasiparticle-hole excitation energy or \gap". T he
behavior at g > ! is the second property to look for
using snapshots. Thus from these correlation properties,
it ispossible In principle to distinguish an lncom pressible
quantum uid from a them ally-m elted vortex lattice.

In practice, there will be both a resolution function
convoluted w ith the particle positions, and the question
of the accuracy w ith which the density is m easured at
any point (noise). However, our proposal utilizes long—
distance correlations w here the spatial resolution should
not be a problem , whik the average over positions in
a single snapshot alleviates the accuracy problem , and
reduces the noise, which is presum ably uncorrelated.

W e would like to contrast our rem arksw ith a proposal
of Sinova et al. to m easure the condensate fraction from
the density pro ke ['Q:]. They point out that, because of
analyticity properties in the LLL, the diagonal density
m atrix (ie. the quantum expectation In (r)iofthe single-
particle density) determ ines the o -diagonaldensiy m a—
trix from which the condensate fraction can be de ned.
T heir form ula In our notation is
Z
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where n () is the Fourder transform of (r)i. T he nor-
m alization is such that the m aximum possble valie of

is = 1, and is attained in a product state, as In eg.
ﬁ_l-l_i) . W ih thehelp ofexam ples i_?], it becom es clearthat
when the number of vortices N, say in a vortex lattice
state, is large, the Integral is dom inated by large g val
ues (up to fyjaround N, ), which tend to be suppressed
by m ultiplication by the Fourder transform ofthe spatial

resolution function. Further, even In a snapshot with
perfect resolution, the particle density would be a sum
of -—functions at the particlk positions, and would di er
from the average density n (r)i because of the presence
of quantum (and m ore generally them al) uctuations.
These uctuationsare larger relative to them ean, n (r)i,
at an allvaluesof ,which isprecisely the regim e ofgreat—
est interest. They also rem ain argeat hrgeq (s(@) ! 1
f_l-é]), whereasn(q) ! O [_9], and (as for any noise in the
determm nnation of the density at r) they are enhanced in
the integral by the factor e % =4 These uctuations
cannot be rem oved by averaging over space w thout de—
stroying the large g Inform ation that is needed. Tt will
be necessary to average over m any snapshots to obtain
the quantum average n (r)i.

W hilewewere com pleting thispaper, a discussion w ith
som e overlap w ith the second part of ours appeared @-Q']

W e thank I. Bloch, EA. Comell, M . Holland, J.
Sinova, and especially SM . Girvin for useful discus-
sions. W e thank the organizers and participants of the
workshop on \Correlation E ects in Bose C ondensates
and O ptical Lattices" at the W illiam I. Fine T heoret-
ical Physics Institute, University of M Innesota, M in—
neapolis, for a stinulating environm ent in which this
work was done. W e acknow ledge support from N SF
grant no. DM R-02-42949 (NR) and EPSRC grant no.
GR/R99027/01 NRC).

LINK.W ikin, JM F.Gunn and R A . Sm ith, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 80, 2265 (1998).

R1D A .Butts and D S. Rokhsar, Nature 397, 327 (1999);
T AL .Ho,Phys.Rev.Lett.87, 060403 (2001).

31 B. M ottelson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 2695 (1999); G F.
Bertsch and T . Papenbrock, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 5412
(1999); A D . Jackson, G M . K avoulakis, B . M ottelson,
and SM .Reim ann,Phys.Rev.Lett.86, 945 (2001);M S.
Hussein and O K .Vorov,Phys.Rev.A 65, 035603 (2002).

BIN K.W ikin and JM F.Gunn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 6
(2000); N R .Cooperand N K .W ikin, Phys.Rev.B 60,
R16279 (1999).

BIN R.Cooper, N K .W ikin and JM F.Gunn,Phys.Rev.
Lett. 87, 120405 (2001).

b] S.Vifers, T H.Hansson and SM .Reim ann, Phys.Rev.
A 62, 053604 (2000); B. Paredes, P. Fedichev, J.I.
Cirac, and P. Zoller, Phys.Rev.Lett. 87, 010402 (2001);
JIW .Reihders, F .JM .van Lankvel, K . Schoutens, and
N .Read,Phys.Rev.Lett.89, 120401 (2002); B .Paredes,
P.Zoller, and J.I.Cirac, Phys.Rev.A 66, 033609 (2002).

[71T -L.Ho and E J.M ueller, Phys.Rev. Lett. 89, 050401
(2002) .

B] J.Sihova,C B .Hanna,and A H .M acD onald, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 89, 030403 (2002).

P] J.Siova,C B .Hanna,and A H .M acD onald, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 90, 120401 (2003).

0] Y. Kagan, E L. Surkov, and G V . Shlyapnikov, Phys.
Rev.A 54,R1753 (1996).



[11]1Y .Castin andR .Dum ,Phys.Rev.Lett.77, 5315 (1996).

[l12] Y .Castin and R .Dum , Eur.Phys.J.D 7,399 (1999).

31 F.Dalfovo and M .M odugno, Phys.Rev.A 61, 023605
(2000).

[14] R B.Laughlin, Phys.Rev.Lett. 50, 1395 (1983).

51 R B. Laughlin, Ch. 7 in The Quantum Hall E ect,
edited by R E .Prange and SM .G irvin (Second Edition,
SpringerVerlag, New York, 1990),Fig. 7.7, p.259.

6] SM .Girvin, A H.M acD onald and P. P latzm an, Phys.
Rev.B 33,2481 (1986).

[L7]1 D . Forster, H ydrodynam ic F luctuations, B roken Symm e—
try, and C orrelation Functions, (A ddison-W esly, R ead-
ing,MA,1990), p.27. I

[l8]E. Alman, E. Demlr, and M D. Lukin, '{_:qn_d_+


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306226
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306226

