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W e investigate the interaction ofa m oving BEC with a far detuned laser beam . Superradiant

Rayleigh scattering arises from the spontaneous form ation of a m atter-wave grating due to the

interference oftwo wavepackets with di�erent m om enta. The system is described by the CARL-

BEC m odelwhich is a generalization ofthe G ross-Pitaevskiim odelto include the self{consistent

evolution ofthe scattered �eld. The experim ent gives evidence ofa dam ping ofthe m atter-wave

grating which dependson theinitialvelocity ofthecondensate.W edescribethisdam ping in term s

ofa phase-di�usion decoherence process,in good agreem entwith the experim entalresults.

Theexperim entalrealization ofBose-Einstein conden-

sates(BECs)with alkalitrapped atom shasopened the

possibility ofinvestigating severalfundam entalaspects

ofquantum m echanicsin m acroscopic,i.e. m any parti-

cle system s[1]. In superradiantRayleigh scattering the

coherentnature ofthe condensate leadsto strong corre-

lationsbetween successivescattering events,asshown in

the pioneering work ofK etterle and coworkers[2]. This

process was then the basis for the �rst dem onstration

ofphase-coherentm atterwaveam pli�cation [3].Theef-

fectstudied by K etterle isan exam ple ofa spontaneous

form ation ofa regulardensity grating in an atom ic sys-

tem ,arising from a collective instability as in the Col-

lective Atom ic Recoil Laser (CARL) [4]. In the ab-

sence oftherm albroadening (as it happens in a BEC),

CARL appearsasa prom ising sourceofm acroscopically

entangled ornum ber-squeezed atom -atom and/oratom -

photon system s [5,6,7]. However,in a realBEC sev-

erale�ects due,for instance,to spontaneous em ission,

inhom ogeneousbroadening and collisions,m ay seriously

inhibit the CARL processand destroy the coherence in

the m atterwave �eld [8]. The controlofdecoherence in

the photon-BEC interaction would be a signi�cantstep

toward the achievem entofm acroscopicentanglem entof

coherentm atterwaves.

In thispaperweinvestigateboth theoretically and ex-

perim entally the inuence ofthe initialvelocity ofthe

condensate on superradiantRayleigh scattering. In the

experim ent we produce an elongated BEC ofrubidium

atom sand exposeittoasingleo�-resonantlaserpulsedi-

rected along thecondensatesym m etry axis.Thelaseris

fardetuned from anyatom icresonanceand theonlyscat-

teringm echanism presentisRayleighscattering[2].In an

elongated condensateapreferentialdirection forthescat-

tered photons em erges, causing superradiant Rayleigh

scattering. In this regim e the atom s,initially scattered

random ly,interfere with the atom s in the originalm o-

m entum state creating a m atter-wave grating with the

right periodicity to further scatter the laser photons in

the sam e m ode. Both the m atter-wave grating and the

scattered lightare then coherently am pli�ed.In ourge-

om etry photonsareback-scattered with ~ks � �~k,where
~k isthe wave-vectorofthe laserphoton,and the atom s

m ove away from the originalcondensate with a relative

m om entum 2�hk in the direction ofthe laserbeam . The

e�ciency of the process is lim ited by the decoherence

between the originaland the recoiled atom ic wavepack-

etscausing thedam ping ofthem atter-wavegrating.W e

identify two di�erent m echanism s for decoherence,one

resulting from Dopplerand m ean �eld broadening ofthe

m atterwave �eld [2,9]and the otherdue to phase dif-

fusion. The latterm echanism ,dependenton the energy

separation between theinitialand �nalstatesofthesys-

tem [10,11],can be controlled by initially setting the

condensate into m otion. In particular,we observe that

phasedi�usion decoherencevanisheswhen theinitialcon-

densatem om entum issuch thataftertheinteraction with

the laserbeam the scattered atom ic wavepackethasthe

sam ekineticenergy oftheoriginalcondensatein thelab-

oratory fram e.

Theexperim entisperform ed with a cigar-shaped con-

densate of87Rb produced in a Io�e-Pritchard m agnetic

trap by m eans ofRF-induced evaporative cooling. The

axial and radial frequencies of the trap are !z=2� =

8:70(7)Hzand !r=2�= 90:1(4)Hzrespectively,with the

z-axisoriented horizontally.W etunetheatom icvelocity

afterthe end ofthe evaporativeram p by inducing a col-

lectivedipolem otion ofthecondensatealong thez-axis.

Thedipoleoscillation isexcited by non-adiabatically dis-

placing the centerofthe m agnetic trap. W hen the con-

densate has reached the m axim um velocity in the m ag-

netic potential,we suddenly switch o� the trap and let

thecloud expand with a horizontalvelocity proportional

to the displacem ent ofthe trap (see Fig.1). W e apply

a square pulse oflight along the z-axis,2 m s after the

releaseofthecondensate,when them agnetic�eld ofthe

trap is com pletely switched o�, and the atom ic cloud

has stillan elongated shape. After 2 m s ofexpansion

the radialand axialsizes ofour condensates are typi-

cally 10 and 70 �m , respectively. The pulse length is

controlled with an acousto-optic m odulator. The light

com esfrom a diodelaserred-detuned 13 G Hzaway from
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FIG .1:Schem aticsofthe experim entalprocedure.The con-

densateissetin m otion by a sudden displacem entofthem ag-

netic trap center (A).W hen the condensate reaches the de-

sired m om entum p0 weswitch o� them agnetictrap and ash

the atom swith a faro� resonance laserpulse directed along

the condensate sym m etry axis (B).After an expansion tim e

allowing a com pleteseparation ofthem om entum com ponents

(28 m s)we take an absorption im age ofthe atom s(C).

therubidium D2 lineat�= 780nm and hasan intensity

of1.35 W /cm 2 corresponding to a Rayleigh scattering

rate ofroughly 5� 102 s�1 . The linearly polarized laser

beam is collim ated and aligned along the z-axis ofthe

condensate. In this geom etry the superradiant light is

backscattered and the self-am pli�ed m atter-wavepropa-

gatesin thesam edirection oftheincidentlight.In order

tom inim izespuriousreectionswehavealigned thelaser

beam ata nonzero angle with respectto the norm alto

the vacuum cellwindows. Afteran expansion of28 m s,

when the two m om entum com ponentsare spatially sep-

arated,we take an absorption im age ofthe cloud along

the horizontalradialdirection.

In Fig.1C weshow atypicalabsorption im agein which

theleftpeak isthecondensatein itsoriginalm om entum

state p0 and the right peak is form ed by atom s recoil-

ing after the superradiant scattering at p0 + 2�hk. The

sphericalhalo centered between the two density peaks

isdue to non-enhanced spontaneousprocesses,i.e. ran-

dom isotropic em ission following the absorption ofone

laserphoton. From a 2D-�t ofthe pictures assum ing a

Thom as-Ferm idensity distribution we extractthe num -

berofatom sin both theoriginaland therecoiled peaks.

To understand the observed behavior we analyze in

detail the self{consistent interaction between a coher-

ent electrom agnetic wave ofam plitude a and a coher-

entm atterwave�eld 	. The evolution ofthe system is

described by the following 1-D CARL-BEC m odel,i.e.

a G ross-Pitaevskiim odelgeneralized to includetheself{

consistentevolution ofthescattered radiation am plitude:

i�h
@	

@t
= �

�h
2

2m

@2	

@z2
+ �N j	j2	 (1)

+ i�hg

n

a
�
e
i(2kz��t)

� c:c:

o

	

da

dt
= gN

Z

dzj	j2ei(2kz��t) � �a: (2)

In Eqs.(1)and (2),a(t)= (�0V=2�h!s)
1=2E s(t)isthe di-

m ensionlesselectric�eld am plitudeofthescattered beam

with frequency !s, g = (
=2�)(!d 2=2�h�0V )
1=2 is the

coupling constant,
 is the Rabifrequency ofthe laser

beam with a frequency ! detuned from the atom icreso-

nancefrequency !0 by � = !� ! 0,d = �̂�~d istheelectric

dipolem om entofthe atom along the polarization direc-

tion ~� ofthe laser,V is the volum e ofthe condensate,

N is the totalnum ber ofatom s in the condensate and

� = ! � !s. The m atter wave �eld is norm alized such

that
R

dzj	j2 = 1. The nonlinearterm in Eq.(1)can be

neglected sincetheexperim enthasbeen perform ed after

expansion. The last term in right-hand side ofEq.(1)

representstheself-consistentopticalwavegrating,whose

am plitudedependson tim eaccordingtoEq.(2).The�rst

term in theright-hand sideofEq.(2)representstheself{

consistentm atter-wavegrating.Eq.(2)hasbeen written

in the \m ean-�eld" lim it,which m odelsthe propagation

e�ects with a dam ping term where � � c=2L and L is

the condensatelength [12].

If the condensate is m uch longer than the ra-

diation wavelength and approxim ately hom ogeneous,

then periodic boundary conditions can be assum ed

and the wavefunction can be written as 	(z;t) =
P

n
cn(t)un(z)e

�in�t,whereun(z)= (2=�)1=2 exp(2inkz)

are the m om entum eigenstates with eigenvalues pz =

n(2�hk). Introducing the density m atrix �m ;n = cm c
�
n

and !n = 4!R n
2 � �n,where!R = �hk2=2m isthe recoil

frequency,weobtain from Eqs.(1)and (2):

d�m ;n

dt
= � i(!m � !n)�m ;n + gfa(�m ;n�1 � �m + 1;n)+ a

�(�m �1;n � �m ;n+ 1)g�
�

2
(!m � !n)

2
�m ;n (3)

da

dt
= gN

X

n

�n;n+ 1 � �a: (4)

Thelastterm added in Eq.(3)describesaphase-di�usion decoherence process, whose am plitude is characterized
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by a constant �. This term , fundam entalto describe

ourexperim entalresults,arisesfrom a �-correlated gaus-

sian noiseon the eigenenergiesofthe system and causes

the decay ofthe o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents, so that

the density m atrix becom es diagonal in the basis of

the recoil m om entum states. Eq.(3) m ay be written

as a m aster equation [14]for the density operator �̂ =
P

m ;n
�m ;njm ihnj:

d�̂

dt
= �

i

�h
[Ĥ ;�̂]�

�

2
[Ĥ 0;[Ĥ 0;�̂]]; (5)

where Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂ , Ĥ 0 = 4�h!R p̂
2 � �h�p̂, V̂ =

i�hg(a�e2ikz � h:c:)and p̂ = pz=2�hk isthenorm alized m o-

m entum operatorwith eigenstatesjniand eigenvaluesn.

The phase destroying term with the double com m uta-

toroftheLindblad form in theright-hand sideofEq.(5)

generatesthe dam ping term added in Eq.(3).Ithasap-

peared in m any m odelsofdecoherenceand inducesdi�u-

sion in variablesthatdo notcom m utewith theHam ilto-

nian,preserving thenum berofatom sin thecondensate.

In thisterm we have neglected the interaction V̂ in the

weak-coupling lim itg2N =�� ! R .

In our experim ental conditions the superradiant

Rayleigh scatteringinvolvesonlyneighboringm om entum

states,i.e. transitionsfrom the initialm om entum state

p0 = n(2�hk) to the �nalm om entum state (n + 1)2�hk.

In thislim it,oursystem isequivalentto a two-levelsys-

tem and Eqs.(3)and (4)reduceto a setofequationsfor-

m ally equivalent to the well-known M axwell-Bloch sys-

tem [9,15]:

dS

dt
= gAW � nS (6)

dW

dt
= � 2g(AS� + h:c:) (7)

dA

dt
= gN S � (�� i�n)A; (8)

where S = �n;n+ 1e
i� n t,A = aei� n t,W = Pn � Pn+ 1 is

thepopulation fraction di�erencebetween thetwo states

(where Pn = �n;n and Pn + Pn+ 1 = 1),� n = ! � !s �

4!R (2n + 1)and the decoherenceraten isgiven by:

n = 0 +
�

2
� 2

n = 0 +
�

2

h

! � !s � 4!R

�
p0

�hk
+ 1

�i2

:

(9)

To the decoherence rate n we have added an ex-

tra term 0 taking into account other coherence de-

cay m echanism s, as for instance Doppler and inhom o-

geneousbroadeningsofthe two-photon Bragg resonance

[2, 9]. W e note that in Eq.(8), S represents half of

the am plitude of the m atter-wave grating. In fact, if

	 � cnun(z)+ cn+ 1un+ 1(z),the longitudinaldensity is

j	j2 � (2=�)f1+ 2Re[S� exp(2ikz� i�nt)]g,which de-

scribesa m atter wave grating with a periodicity ofhalf

thelaserwavelength.Them ain resultisthatthesecond

term ofEq.(9),arisingfrom aphasedi�usion decoherence

m echanism ,dependson the frequency detuning between
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FIG .2: Left) Tim e evolution of population in the origi-

nalcondensate(em pty circles)and in therecoiled wavepacket

(�lled circles)fordi�erentpulsedurations.Thesolid lineisa

�twith thehyperbolictangent(10)predicted by thetheoreti-

calm odel,thedotted lineisjustonem inusthe�tcurve.The

m om entum ofthe originalcondensate is set to � �hk (top),0

(center)and + �hk (bottom ).Right)Plotoftheatom icdensity

pro�leafterinteraction with a 250�s pulseforthethreecases

oforiginalm om entum ason the left.The laserdetuning and

intensity are 13 G Hz and 1.35 W /cm
2
respectively.

the incident and scattered radiation beam s and on the

initialm om entum ofthe condensate,p0 = n(2�hk). W e

observethatthevelocity-dependentterm ofthedecoher-

ence rate isinvariantunderG alilean transform ation.In

fact,in a fram e m oving with respect to the laboratory

fram e,the shift ofp0 com pensates the Doppler shift of

the frequency di�erence! � !s.

O ur experim entalconditions m atch those for the su-

peruorescent regim e [13], in which the �eld loss rate

� is m uch larger than the coupling rate g
p
N . In this

regim e,fort� ��1 ,we can perform the adiabaticelim -

ination A ’ gN S=(�� i� n).Theanalyticalsolution for

thefraction ofatom swith initialm om entum p0 = n(2�hk)

is

Pn = 1�
1

2

�

1�
2n

G

�

�

� f1+ tanh[(G � 2n)(t� t0)=2]g; (10)

whereG = 2g2N �=(�2+ � 2
n)isthesuperradiantgain and

t0 is a delay tim e. In our experim ent� � � n,so that

G � 2g2N =� hence independentfrom the atom ic veloc-
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FIG .3:D ecoherence rate asa function oftheinitialm om en-

tum ofthecondensate.Thesolid lineisa�toftheexperim en-

taldata with a parabola centered in p0 = � �hk,as expected
from the theoreticalm odel.

ity.Eq.(10)assum esthethreshold condition G > 2n i.e.

thegain m ustbelargerthan thedecoherencerate.Fig.2

reportsthepopulation fractionsoftheinitialwavepacket,

Pn,and ofthe scattered wavepacket,Pn+ 1,asfunctions

ofthe laserpulse duration forthree di�erentinitialm o-

m enta p0.>From the�tsweextractthevaluesofG and

n for di�erent p0. The m easured value ofG = 19(3)

m s�1 does not appreciably depend on p0. O n the con-

trary we observe a strong dependence of the decoher-

ence rate n on the initialm om entum p0. In Fig.3 we

plot the experim ental points for the decoherence rate

n asa function ofthe initialm om entum ofthe atom s.

The data show a parabolic behaviorin good agreem ent

with the prediction of Eq.(9) if one assum es ! = !s
in the laboratory fram e,with �tvalues0= 4.2(2)m s

�1

and �= 2.4(2)� 10�7 s. The theoreticalcalculation ofthe

linewidth oftheBragg resonance[16]forourexperim en-

talparam eterspredictsa value0 � 3 m s�1 closeto the

value obtained from the �tin Fig.3.Notice thatthe de-

coherencerateism inim ized forp0 = � �hk.Indeed,ifthe

initialm om entum is� �hk,afterscatteringtheatom shave

thesam ekineticenergy and,with theaboveassum ption

forthe scattered lightfrequency !s,the phase-di�usion

decoherenceterm in Eq.(9)iszero.Thisidenti�esa sub-

spacewhich isdecoherencefreewith respecttothephase

destroying process[17].

In our experim entalapparatus it is very di�cult to

com pletely exclude the presence ofpum p light di�used

by thevacuum cellwindows.W ehavem easured thedif-

fused lightpresentin ourcham berin thedirection oppo-

site to the pum p beam to be 1:0(3)� 10�5 ofthe pum p

beam intensity.Thisam ountoflightisofthesam eorder

ofm agnitude ofthe equivalentinputnoise ofthe super-

radiantprocess[18]. This justi�es the assum ption that

!s = ! used to �tthe experim entaldata ofFig. 3. W e

rem ark thatthisback di�used lightcan notexplain our

results in term s ofBragg scattering since the width of

the Bragg resonance is one order ofm agnitude sm aller

than the range ofm om enta explored in ourexperim ent

and shown in Fig. 3. Furtherm ore the hyperbolic tan-

gentdependence ofthe atom ic population in Fig. 2 can

only be explained by the selfconsistentam pli�cation of

the m atter wave grating and ofthe backscattered light

asdescribed in Eqs.(1)and (2).

In conclusion,we have studied the superradiantlight

scattering from a m oving Bose-Einstein condensate.The

e�ciency ofthe overallprocessisfundam entally lim ited

by the decoherence between the two atom ic m om entum

states. W ith the assum ption forthe scattered lightfre-

quency !s = ! in the laboratory fram e,Eq.(9)predicts

theparabolicbehaviorofthedecoherencerateasa func-

tion ofthe initialm om entum ,in agreem entwith the ex-

perim entalresultsasshown in Fig.3.Thefully quantized

version oftheCARL-BEC m odelo�ersthepossibility of

investigating the realisation ofm acroscopic atom -atom

oratom -photon entanglem ent[5,6]. The controlofde-

coherence obtained in this work representsa signi�cant

step in thisdirection.
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