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W e have experin entally dem onstrated the absence of spectroscopic resonance shifts n a m xture
of two interacting Fem igases. T his resul is linked to observations in an ultracold gas of them al

bosons.

There, the m easured resonance shift due to interstate collisions is independent of the

coherence In the system , and tw ice that expected from the equilbrium energy splitting between the
two intemal states in a fully decohered cloud. W e give a sin ple theoretical explanation of these
observations, which elicidates the e ect of coherent radiation on an incoherent m ixture of atom s.

PACS numbers: 03.75.5s,05.30.0p,32.30Bv,3420C £

T he ooherence properties of light and m atter are In—
tin ately connected w ith the quantum statistics of the
constituent particles. O ne quantitative m easure of the
coherence in a system is the tw oparticle correlation fiinc—
tion at zero distance, g, which m easuresthe probability
that tw o particles are sin ultaneously detected. Intensity

uctuations In the Incoherent light em itted by a light
bub lead to photon \bunching", m aking this probability
tw ice higher than in the coherent light ofa laser. Identi-
cal ferm dons on the other hand exhibit \antibunching",
m aking such a probability zero.

Interactions in ultracold atom ic gases crucially depend
on the value of g@ [1]. The reason is that swave scat—
tering relies on particles overlapping in real space. The
Interaction energy in a m any-body system is determ ined
by ooherent collisions, for which the outgoing and the
nocom Ing two-particle states are identical. Under this
constraint, the two colliding particles can at m ost do
tw o things — either preserve their m om enta, or exchange
them . W e can thus distinguish four cases: (1) Two iden—
tical bosons in a thermm al gas can collide in both ways,
corresponding to g% = 2. (2) Two atoms In a Bose—
E instein condensate BEC ) have the sam em om enta and
cannot undergo the exchange hnteraction. Here g©@ = 1.
(3) Two distinguishable particles, ferm ions or bosons,
also cannot exchange theirm om enta because that would
m ake the outgoing state di erent from the incom ing one.
Agan,g® = 1. (4) Two identical form ions cannot col
lide at all, so g©¥ = 0. I allcases, them ean— el energy
of a particle wih massm is given by g% (4 ~?=m )an,
w here a is the swave scattering length, and n is the den-
sity of atom s it interactsw ih.

Mean el energiesand thereore d?) can bem easured
spectroscopically. In experin ents on ulracold hydrogen,
mean— eld shifts ofthe 1S-2S two-photon transition were
used to prove the existence ofa BEC [4]. H owever, quan—
titative interpretation ofthe shifts led to a vivid theoret—
ical discussion about the coherence related \factors of
2" 3,14,18,16]. M ore recently, Harber et al. perform ed
R am sey spectroscopy In a tw o-com ponent, themm algasof
87Rb bosons to m easure g in the interstate collisional

shift [1]. T heir m easurem ents yielded g©® = 2, ndepen—
dent of the degree of coherence between the two states.
T he spectroscopic results thus seem ed to correspond to
the case ofallparticlesbeing In an identical coherent su—
perposition of the two intemal states, even though the
binary m ixture was partially decohered and should have
had a mean- eld energy corresponding to 1 < ¢ < 2.
T he authors com m ented on thism ystery [H]: \it isa plea—
sure to note that a two-level system can still yield sur-
prises, 75 years after the advent of quantum m echanics."
The m ystery can be form ally resolved using a quantum

Boltzm ann equation 9,11d,111,112,13].

Here, we experim entally address the relation between
coherence and spectroscopic m easurem ents In a binary
m xture of ultracold ferm ions. W e dem onstrate that
shifts of spectroscopic lines are absent even in a fully
deoohered binary m ixture, in which the particles are dis—
tinguishable, and the m any-body m ean- eld energy in
the system has developed. W e theoretically show that
this is a direct consequence of the coherent nature of the
RF excitation, which, in general, leads to a nal state
with g® di erent from the hitial state.

Our calculation intuitively explains both our results
for fermm ions, and the results for bosons of ref. [i].

In a recent paper [14], we dam onstrated the absence of
mean—- eld \clock-shifts" in a coherent two-state super-
position of °Li ferm ions. In this case, RF spectroscopy
was perform ed on a gas prepared purely in one intemal
state. Since an RF pulse acts as a rotation in the two—
state H ibert space, all the atom s stayed in an identical
(superposition) state and could not interact. As long
as the ferm ionic atom s were indistinguishable, g@ = 0,
and the resonance was thus found to be unperturbed at

o= 22, whereE1, isthe energy di erence between the
Intemal states Jli and Pi.

However, once decoherence sets in, for exam pl due
to Inhom ogeneous m agnetic elds across the cloud, the
spatial overlbp between atom s in di erent states grow s
and m ean— eld energy density buids up:
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where n; and n, are the local densities of particles in

states jli and Ri, and a;, is the Interstate swave scat-
tering length. H ere decoherence m eans that o -diagonal
m atrix elem ents of the density m atrix have vanished lo-
cally. As a resul, everyw here in the sam ple, atom s are

no longer in one pure state, but occupy two orthogonal
states, and s-wave collisions are no longer suppressed by

the Pauli principle. In a fully decohered cloud, we have

a binary m ixture of two distinct species of atom s, w ith

amean—- eld energy density E)x = Vipnin,. This nter-
action changes the equilbriim energy level of atom s In

state j].l (]?.l) acoordjng to 1;2 = V]_zl’lz;]_ . Thedi er
ence in equilbriim m ean— eld energy ofthe two states is
then

Ent= 2 1= Vi1 nz): 2)

This suggests [, 18, [14] that In a decohering sam ple,
the resonant frequency for population transfer between
the two states gradually changes from ., = ¢ to

12= o+ % E i . Here, we show both experin entally
and theoretically that this conclusion is w rong, and that
the spectroscopic resonance frequency 1, is always the
unperturbed frequency ¢.

Our experim ental setup was described in [14, [18].
About 107 form jonic *Liatom swere con ned i an opti-
caldipole trap at a tem perature 0£35 K. T he two-level
system under consideration is form ed by the two lowest
ground state hyper ne levels, jli and Ri, corresponding
to F;mpi= J=2;1=21iand j=2; 1=2iin the ow eld
basis, respectively. A DC magnetic eld ofB = 320G
was applied to the sam ple iIn order to tune the interstate
scattering length a;, to a lJarge value of 300ay, where
ag is the Bohr radius [14].

W e created a superposition of atom s in states jli and
P1 using a non-adiabatic RF sweep around the energy
splitting of 74M Hz. A s the sam ple decohered, e cient
evaporative cooling set in, con m ing a large elastic scat—
tering length. A fter 1 second, we were left with a fiilly
decohered m ixture atamean density n = 5 103am 3.
The rate ofthe RF sweep wasadjisted so that after deco—
herence and cooling, 80% ofthe atom swere In state Ri.
Them ean—- eld interaction should thushave increased the
energy splitting of the two levelsby h = 3 1=
Viz 01 ny) h 10kHz. Our experim ents involving
a third state [14] have con m ed the presence of such
energy shifts, and prove that fi1ll decoherence has been
reached.

R abi spectroscopy in the interacting binary m ixture
was perform ed by applying 200 sRF pulsesofdi erent
frequencies, and recording the nal populations in the
two states by sin ulaneous absorption in aging  ig.[l).
In order to elin nate the system atic uncertainty in the
valie of (, we perform ed a second experin ent w ith the
population ratios of states Jli and Ri reversed. A ccord—
ing to Eq.[, one would expect an opposite shift of the
resonance.

W ithin our precision, no interaction shift of the res-
onance frequency was observed. Comparing the ex-—
pected di erence n mean— eld shifts for the two exper-
Inents, 2 = 20kHz, wih the measured line separa—
tion of (34 146) H z, we arrive at an apparent valie for
g® = 0:002 (7). Thisdem onstrates the uniersalabsence
of a resonance shift in a very cold two—Jevel Fem i gas,
Independent of the coherence in the system .
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FIG.1l: Absence of m ean— eld shift ofan RF transition in a
binary Fem i system . The resonance curves were m easured
for filly decohered 80% /20% two-state m ixtures of ferm ions.
The m easured frequency di erence between the two lines is
(34 146)H z, even though Eq.ll would predict a splitting of
20 kH z.

Evidently, RF spectroscopy does not m easure the ex—
pected di erence in them odynam ic chem ical potentials
for the two states. Experim ents w ith therm al bosons
have posed a sin ilar puzzlke [l]. Here we explain that
this is a direct consequence of the coherent nature of the
RF excitation.

Ih Fig.[, the average properties of the m any-body
state at a speci c point r in the trap are described by
the three coordinates of the local spin-1/2 B loch vector
m (@ =m, ®eé,+m, (r). n the ollow ing, we om it the
labelr.m , = *25*1 representsthe population di erence
In the two states, w hereas the transverse com ponentm -
isam easure ofthe coherence in the system . T he length of
the B loch vectorm easures the purity of the m ixture and
hence the entropy of the system . Fully decohered statis—
ticalm ixtures do not have o -diagonalm atrix elem ents
ofthe density m atrix and are represented by vectorsw ith
m, = 0, wih state A being the special case of a pure
state. In Fig.Da, state B is created by applying an RF
pulse on a pure sampl A . In this case, there is no in—
teraction energy in the system during the RF pulse, and
no frequency shift is expected [14]. State C is om ed
through subsequent decoherence of state B . States B and
C have the sam e num ber of particles iIn ji and Ri, but




In C themean—- eld has fully developed.

Our experiment is performed on a C-lke state
Fig.0b). Here we explain why Eqg.[A still does not give
the correct resonance frequency foran in niesim altrans—
fer of atom s between jli and Ri. The key point is that
even though the sam pl is fully decohered, the applied
RF pulse re-introduces coherence into the system . Ac—
cording to Eq. (6) below, this w ill change the value of
g® . Let us consider two fillly decohered states, C and
E .Eq.[d correctly gives the energy of the transform ation
C! E .However, these two stateshavedi erent entropies,
as indicated by B Ioch vectorsofdi erent lengths. An RF
pulse isa unitary transform ation ofthe system , and m ust
preserve entropy. The true e ect ofthe RF pulse is thus
to change the relative populations of Ji and P21 by tilt-
Ing the B loch vector away from the z axis, nto state D .
Tt is the energy of this transform ation, C ! D, that needs
to be calculated in orderto nd the correct resonant RF

frequency.

FIG .2: Bloch sohere representation of RF transitions. a) An
RF pulse rotates a pure state A iInto B. T he superposition
state decoheres into a \ring" distribution, represented by its
average, C .b) A second RF pulse transform s the fully de—
cohered state C Into a partially coherent state D . The nal
state E is reached only after further decoherence. c) T ransfers
A! B andC! D are coherent and reversble.B! C andD ! E
are irreversble.

In the case of ferm ions w ith short—range (dela func—
tion) interactions, we can prove very generally that the
resonance frequency will alwaysbe g, by show ing that
the interaction ham iltonian is invariant under rotations
of the B loch vector. T he interstate s-wave Interaction at
point r is descrbed by the second-quantized ham iltonian
density

Hipne@ =V @ J@ ,@ ;@: €))

Under a general rotation, described by polar angles ; ,
the eld operators f;z transform according to:
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U sing the standard ferm ionic anticom m utation relations

(1 2= 2 1; 1 1= 0etc.), it is easy to show that:

2;1;=.Hint ©)

W e therefore see that an RF-induced rotation on the
B loch sphere com m utesw ith the interaction ham ittonian,
and hence does not change the energy of the m any-body
state. It is then obvious that the resonant frequency w ill
alwaysbe (, hdependent ofthe coherence ofthe system .
W e now present a more general calculation of the
mean—- eld frequency shifts, which holds for both
ferm ions and bosons. To reduce com plexiy and concen—
trate on the only controversial case of Interstate Interac—
tions, we consider a ctitious boson with no intrastate
Interactions @11 = az; = 0). The (local) mean— eld ex—
pectation value ofthe ham ittonian density in Eq.[3 is [16]

Ejne (©) = HH el = Viz inz + monzi);
NizNpy
g? = 1+ ; ©)
ning
wheren; = h{ ;iandn, = h} ,iare the Iocal

densities In the two states, we have introduced \coher—
ences"ni; = hy ,iandny=hi ,iand = 1fr
bosons/fermm ions. In a fully coherent sam ple nisny; =
nin,; and g® = 1+ . As decoherence sets in, g -
creases (decreases) from 0 (2) to 1 for ferm ons (bosons).
For the m ost general case of a partially decohered sam —
ple, we can rewrite Eq.[d in term s of the (local) B loch
vector, using ni;; = % m,,Nnij, =mg+ im, = n,,and
niznpy = m; + m2 =m3,wheren is the total particke
density. T his gives
_ n? .2 2

Ent = V12?+ Viomm 3 @+ )Vigmz:  (7)

Two sam plesw ith sam e num bers ofatom s in states i
and i, but di erent levels of coherence, have the sam e
m,,butdi erent in, j €g. statesD and E in Fig.Db).
A gain we see that two such sam ples indeed havedi erent
Interaction energies.

Now, let usevaluate the e ect of coherence on the res—
onant RF frequency. A coherent RF excitation preserves
entropy (jn j= const:), and the totaldensity n. In an
In nitesin altilt ofthe B loch vector, the density ofatom s
transferred from Jlito Riisdn, = dn; = dm,. There-
fore, the change of interaction energy per transferred par-
ticle, and thus the shift In the resonant frequency ,
com es out to be

Wi, My np): (8)

In analogy w ith a soinning top which precesses in the
gravitational eld, the resonant frequency foran in nies-
In altilt ofthe B loch vector is also equalto the frequency
of is free precession. In the traditional language of
atom icphysics, this analogy jist reiteratesthat R abi [14]
and Ram sey [I] spectroscopy m easure the sam e charac—
teristic frequency of the system . The strking resul is
that in contrast to the interaction energy € gs.[d,[), the
precession of the Bloch vector, or equivalently the RF



frequency shift ®q.[d), does not depend on the level of
coherence In the sam ple. Rem arkably, the nalstatem ay
have a value of g di erent from the initial state, such
that the energy di erence per transferred particle is inde—
pendent of the nitial g® . Equation B explainsboth our
m easurem ents w ith ferm ions, and the experin ent w ith
them albosons of ref. [1].

a) 12> b) 12>

Bdirect
y

Fermions 11> 11> Bosons

FIG .3: M ean— eld represented as e ective m agnetic eld. a)
Femm ions: T he exchange and direct interaction add up to form
amagnetic eld aligned w ith the average spin (V12 < 0 in the
draw ing). The net torque vanishes and the B loch vector m
precesses at the unperturbed frequency o. b) Bosons: The
exchange interaction has opposite sign to that in femm ions.
It exerts a torque on the average spin equal to the torque
induced by the direct Interaction, as can be seen by com par-
Ing the two cross products wih m . The Bloch vector thus
precesses at ¢ plus twice the frequency shift due to direct
Interaction.

In order to further eluicidate the role of coherences In
the precession of the B loch vector, we em ploy the inter—
pretation of the m ean— eld energy as the interaction of
the average soin with an e ective m agnetic eldl1l,l13].
UshgEq.[, weobtai Eyne = const: 2B. m 0]with

Be = 2Vi; m.&, mo): ©)
In this picture, the precession of the soin due to interac-
tions isdriven by the torqueB,. m .Themagnetic eld
along the z axis is lnduced by the direct interaction, and
has the sam e sign for ferm ions and bosons Fig.[d). The
transversem agnetic eld com es from the exchange inter—
action, and has opposite signs for ferm ions and bosons.
For form ions,B. isparallltom (Eq.[d) and hence does
not cause any precession. Equivalently, the direct and
exchange Interaction exert torques equaland opposite to
each other. For bosons, the two contrbutions add up to
yield exactly tw ice the precession frequency given by the
direct iInteraction alone. D uring decoherence, the exerted
torque shrinks In proportion to the decaying transverse
soin. Therefore, the precession frequency rem ains con—
stant, no m atter how sm all the coherences are.

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated the absence ofthe
mean— eld shift ofRF transitions in a fully decohered, in—

teracting binary m xture of ferm ions. Thiswasexplained

by proving the invariance ofthe interaction energy under

coherent H ibert space rotations. This result is relevant

for the potential use of a ferm jonic atom supplying the

frequency standard in an atom ic or optical clock, since

it in plies a robust elin nation of the system atic errors

due to density dependent frequency shifts. P reviously,

the absence of such clock shifts was explained by the

absence ofm ean— eld energy in a purely coherent super—
position state [14]. Now we have shown that there is no

spectroscopic shift even after decoherence has led tom ea—
surable m ean— eld energies. Further, we have presented
a sin ple theoretical fram ework for calculating the pre-
cession frequency of the B loch vector w hich describes an

arbitrary soin state of eitther ferm ions or bosons. This

resolves \T he M ystery of the Ram sey Fringe that D iddn't

Chirp" [E]wih a sin ple and intuitive picture.
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