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A bstract.
Josephson weak links in superconductors can be engineered such that the phase
di erence across the junction is  ( —junction), lkading to the reversal of the cur-

rent. T he condiions under w hich the analogouse ect of supercurrent counter ow can
be achieved In a doublewell atom ic BoseE instein condensate are nvestigated. It is
shown that this e ect is cbservabl for condensates of up to a few thousand atom s,
which are mitially prepared in an antisym m etric * -state’ and subsequently sub fcted
to a uniform Iy increasing m agnetic eld gradient. This e ect is found to be only
weakly-dependent on trap geom etry, and can be observed in both attractive and re-
pulsive condensates.

N ote: A substantially revised version of this m anuscript (w ith various
gures rem oved, im proved discussion and som e additional m aterial) is
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1. Introduction

The creation of superconducting [I] and super uid R] weak links has kd to the
experin ental observation of Jossphson e ects B, arising as a result of m acroscopic
quantum phase coherence. Jossphson weak links are typically created by connecting
two nitially ndependent system s (superconductors / super uids) via a barrier with
din ensions of the order of the system healing length. Such jinctions lad to a
variety of interesting phenomena M1, such as de- and acJossphson e ects, Shapiro
resonances, m acrosopic quantum selftrapping and -phase oscillations. O bservations
In superconductors preceded those in super uids, due to the much larger healing
lengths, thus enabling easier fabrication of weak links. Evidence for Jossphson-lke
e ects has been observed in “He weak links [{], and unequivocally dem onstrated for
weakly-coupled °He systam s [§]. T he recent achievem ent of dilute trapped atom ic B ose—
Enstein condensation BEC) []] gives rise to a new system for studying Jossphson
e ects. In particular, such system s enabl the Investigation of dynam ical regin es
not easily accessble w ith other superconducting or super uid system s. The simplest
atom ic Jossphson junction can be realized by a condensate con ned n a doublewell
potential. To allow control of the tunnelling rate, such a system can be constructed by
raising a barrer w ithin a ham onic trap containing an atom ic condensate; this can be
achieved by the application ofa faro -resonant blue-detuned lJaserbeam , which induces
a repulsive gaussian barrier B]. Atom ic interferom etry based on such a setup was
recently reported Q1. A lematively, a condensate can be created directly in a m agnetic
double-well structure [IJ]. Rem arkable experin ental progress has led to the creation
of atom ic BEC Jossphson junction arrays, In which the ham onically trapped atom s
are additionally con ned by an optical Jattice potential, generated by fardetuned laser
beam s. Phase ooherence in di erent wells was observed by Interference experin ents
of condensates released from the lattice fi1]. T addition, Jossphson e ects [12] and
the control of tunnelling rate has been dem onstrated {13,14]. A though experim ents
(and theoretical analysis) of such system s are well underway, desper insight Into the
diverse range of Jossphson phenom ena can be cbtained by looking at the sin plest single
Junction, double-well system . This system has already received considerable theoretical
attention, w ith treatm entsbased on a tw o-state approxin ation [15{21], zero tem perature
mean eld theory PZ2{27], quantum phase m odels P8§,29] and instanton m ethods B0].
T his paper focuses on a doublkewell atom ic BEC, and hvestigates the conditions
under which the Jossphson current can be engineered to ow in a direction opposite
to that m inin izing the potential energy. This phenom enon bears close analogies to
superconducting —jinctions 31], in which a macroscopic phase di erence = is
m alntained across the superconducting weak link. Such behaviour hasbeen observed in
a variety of systam s, asa consequence ofdi erentm icroscopicm echanisn s. Forexam ple,
—Junctions In ceram ic superconductors have their origin In the symm etry of the order
param eter 32], with their experin ental detection being central to the understanding
of high-T. superconductivity. —junctions can also be created In ferrom agnetic weak
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links [33], or by m agnetic in purities [34]. Recent interest has focused on the creation
of controllable —Junctions In superconducting/nom alm etal/superconducting links, in
w hich the current direction can be reversed by the application of suitably large voltage
across the Iink [33]. T he reversal originates from the fact that the addition of an extra
phase factor is equivalent to reversing the sign of the current 1., since the super ow

current obeys I = I.sih( ). A controlabl -SQUID (Superconducting Q uantum

Interference D evice) has been dem onstated B-_6], and it is clear that the m anjpulation
ofmuliple such —Junctions will be in portant in the dom ain of quantum electronics.
For exam pl, an array of altemating 0 Junctions allow s the spontaneous generation
of halfinteger ux quanta. Such a circuit of multiple sucoessive 0— junctions has
been recently created between thin Ins of high-T. and low-T. superconductors B37],
generating a one-dim ensional array of Jossphson contacts with altemating signs of
current. The super uid analogue of a supeconducting —jinction is a m etastasble -
state. This was recently observed in *He weak links 3§] upon exciting the system by an
oscillating driving frce. Atom ic BEC -Junctions behave sin ilarly to those of °He. For
exam ple, In the usualm anner of considering m echanical analogs of Jossphson junctions,
superconducting Jossphson Jjunctions can be m apped onto a rigid pendulum , whereas
atom ic tunnel jinctions CHe, BEC ) m ap onto a non—rigid pendulim 39], thusexhbiting
richer oscillation m odes. Thism odelhasbeen used to discuss so-called  oscillations (0]
and their stability in atom ic BEC ’s 1], while such states have also been shown to arise
w ithin the fram ework of an exact quantum phase m odel P9].

In this paper, we nvestigate the circum stances under which one can reverse the
direction of the atom ic current across a suitably-prepared condensate-condensate weak
link, by the application ofa Inear potentialgradient. W e nd thata BEC con ned n a
double well con guration can, for an all values of the potential gradient, m ove tow ards
the higherpotentialwell, a phenom enon henceforth referred to as Jossphson counter ow .
A though such Jossphson counter ow bears close analogies to the behaviour observed
In superconducting weak links, we should point out that the counter ow discussed in
this paper is global (ie. ow ofentire quantum gas In opposite direction), as opposed
to Yocal counter ow (ie. across a single jinction) in a superconducting 0— janction.

T his paper discusses In detail the phenom enon of Jossphson counter ow for the
lowest state exhibiting such behaviour, nam ely the anti-symm etric rst excited -state,
which ismost am enabl to experin ental cbservation. Atom ic counter ow dynam ics
are investigated In tem s of experin entally relevant param eters, such as interaction
strength, ham onic trap aspect ratio and gaussian barrier geom etry. O ur analysis is
based on num erical sin ulations of the G rossP itaevskii equation In three din ensions
and leads to the conclusion that there exists a realistic w indow ofparam eters n which
atom ic Jossphson counter ow can be experin entally observed. This e ect is found to
be only weakly dependent on the strength of the Interactions and can, in prnicpl, be
observed forboth attractive and repulsive condensates. O ne should note the distinction
between the -state considered in this paper which is a tin e-independent solution, as
opposed to the oscillations which arise as a result of a superposition of ground and
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rst excited states. In an experim ental realization, it m ay be di cul to create a pure

—state, and the system m ay experience a com bination of counter ow and -oscillations.
In this paper we show that, by careful Initial state preparation, one can decoupl the
tin escales for these two e ects, and even Induce counter ow in a direction opposite to
that of -oscillations, thus dem onstrating the di erent origin of these two phenom ena.
N ote that Jossphson counter ow has already been predicted in condensates trapped In
optical Jattices, as a resul of the renom alization of the m ass in the lattice, based on
B loch wave analysis 42]. Such an interpretation is, however, not easily transferable to
the doublewell systam .

This paper is structured as Pllows. Sec. 2 Introduces our main form align,
outlining the behaviour of a doublewell condensate. Sec. 3 discusses the dynam ics
of atom ic Jossphson jinctions, whereas the possibility of experin ental cbservation of
this phenom enon in current BEC set-ups is analysed in Sec. 4; nally, we conclude in
Sec. 5.

2.BEC in a double-well potential

At low temperatures, the behaviour of a BossE instein condensate is accurately
descrbed by a nonlinear Schrodinger equation known as the G rossP itaevskii GP)
equation. Throughout this paper we work In din ensionless tam onic oscillator)
units, by applying the follow ing scalings: space coordinates transﬁmgln _according to
= a, 'r,tmet = I,t oonde(rqlsate wavefunction °%t) = al} (r;D and

enegy E%= (!,) 'E. Here a, = h=m !, isthe ham onic oscillator length in the
transverse direction (s), where !, the corresponding trapping frequency. W e thus obtain
the follow ing din ensionless GP equation (orim es henceforth neglected for convenience)
descrbing the evolution of the condensate wavefunction omm alised to unity)

. 1, .
B @wo= SritV e+ ;0F  @v @)

The atom -atom interaction isparam etrized by §= g=@}h!,),whereg= N (4 h?a=m )
is the usual three-din ensional scattering am plitude, de ned In tem s of the swave
scattering length a, and N isthe totalnumberofatom s fnassm ).V (r) represents the
total con ning potential. Steady state solutions of the GP equations can be obtained
by substituting (;t)=e 1% (r).

In the doublewell con guration, the total con ning potential is given by (see F ig.
1(@))

V (x) = % [+ v¥)+ 2Z%]+ hexp [ (z=w)?]+ =z : @)

The rsttem describes a cylindrically symm etric hamm onic trapping potential, wih a
trap agpect mtio = !,=!, : the trap is spherical for = 1, tigarshaped’ or < 1
and bancakelke’ for > 1. The ssoond tem describes a gaussian potential of height
h generated by a blue detuned light sheet ofbeam waist w in the z direction, located at
z = 0. Finally, the contrbbution 2z corresoonds to a linear m agnetic eld gradient
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Figure 1. Doubl well potential w ith corresponding eigenenergies and eigenstates.
(@) Schem atic geom etry of the total con ning potential in the axial direction for a
G aussian barrier height h = 4h!, ,waist w = a, ) located at the centre of the trap.
P otted are the symmetric ( = 0, solid line) and asymmetric ( = 05h! ,=a;),
dashed line) case. (b)—(c) C orresponding eigenenergies and eigenstates for the double—
well as a function of the potentialgradient : (i) ground state (lower thin solid line),

(i) antisymm etric rstexcited -state (thick solid line), (i) rst excited state w ith

unequal populations, having m ore population in lkeft well (dotted), or in right well
(dashed). Param eters used here are g = and spherical trap geom etry ( = 1).

pivoted at the centre of the trap. T he populations of the two wellsare equal for = 0

(symm etric case, s0lid line n Fig. 1@)), whereas > 0 (dashed lne In Fig. 1@))
leads to a tilted potential, which Induces tunnelling. T he application of the m agentic
eld gradient > 0 additionally shifts the trap centre to the z > 0 region. However,
this shift is negliglble for the param eters studied throughout this work, and will be
henceforth ignored.

T he eigenenergy curves of the doublewell condensate are caloulated by num erical
solution of the tim e-independent GP equation, as discussed in more detail n our
preceeding paper R7]. Su ciently large interactions lead to the appearance of a loop
structure R0,43]. The Joop structure for the rst excited state is shown i Fig. 1 ().
C orresponding wavefiinctions for ground (solid) and rst excied state (dashed) are
shown In Fig. 1(c) or = 0. The three eigenstates are (i) a symm etric state w ith
equal population in both wells (solid line), (i) an antisymm etric ‘ -state’ w ith equal
population in both wells and a phase di erence of across the trap centre, and (i)
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two higher energy elftrapped’ states w ith m ost of the population in either the lkft
(dashed) or the right (dotted) well

In this paper, we are m ostly interested in the behaviour of the -state. We will
show that, if the system is prepared in the state, the subsequent tem poral evolution
ofthe system can exhibit Jossphson counter ow .

3. Josephson Counter ow D ynam ics

To dem onstrate counter ow, we study Jossphson dynam ics of the -state under a
potential gradient > 0, which is linearly ncreasing at rate R (ie. = Rt), such

that the right well lies higher than the left well (dashed line in Fig. 1@)). On the
basis of the usual Jossphson relations, one m ight naively expect the atom ic current
to ow towards the region of lower potential, ie. towards the lft well. Instead, we
cbserve that, for suitable param eters (see later), super ow can occur from the lower
potential energy well (left) to the higher potential energy one (rght). This is a direct
consequence of the  phase di erence of the antisym m etric initial wavefunction, and
doesnot occur fora system in the sym m etric ground state (orwhich ow alwaysoccurs

1—= 4 4
@ L 7] (i
[ fav e ..
TR N 0 0
0.5 | b . P
| -4 -4
— (i) -4 0 4 -4 0 4
Z 4r— 4
| (i) (iif) (iv)
-0.5 \‘J / : : N 0___!____ ol-----——---
i II .
; ‘ __/'/\(i‘i'i) ) . -
B 0O 05 1 -4 0 4 -4 0 4
A r r
Figure 2. (@) Evolution of fractional population di erence N as a function of
potential gradient , for a system nniially prepared in a -state. Here h = 4h! -,
1, g = and the potential gradient = Rt increases at constant rate

R = 10 *h!Z=a;). The corresponding population di erences for the ground state
(thin solid), rstexcited (dashed) and second excited state (dotted) eigenstatesare also
shown. (o) Snapshots of the evolution of the density distribution for case (@) when (i)

= 0, (i) 0:1, (ii) 03 and (@) 0:8 n unitsof (! , =a; ). Thepopulation ofboth wells
is nitially equal ( = 0). A s the gradient is ncreased in (i), (iii), population starts
being transferred towards the right (z > 0), upper well. Increasing the asymm etry
beyond a threshold value leads the population to be once again transferred to the left
(z < 0), ower well. Eventually, (), a transition to the second excited state occurs

d) (secemovie).
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Figure 3. Evolution of fractional population di erence N as a function of potential
gradient for identicaltrap con gurations ( = 1,h= 4h! , andR = 10 *(@!Z=a;))
and increasing nonlnearity @) g= , ) 4 and (c) 10 . Solid bold (dashed) lines
Indicate corresponding eigenstate populations for the ground ( rst excited) state.

tow ards regions of lower potential energy — see, eg. R7]). Our study focuses on the
dynam ics of the fractional relative population, N = N; Ngi)=@N + Ny ), between the
two wells, as opposed to the current through the jinction (Which isthe derivative ofN ).
T he dependence ofN on potentialgradient isshown fora sohericaltrap in Fig. 2 @),
for a system initially prepared In the -state. In such a state, the population of both
wells is initially equal ( = 0). A s the gradient is increased, population starts being
transferred tow ards the right, upperwell, such that we cbserve Jossphson counter ow to
regions of higher potential energy. H owever, Increasing the gradient beyond a threshold
value Jeads to suppression of this e ect, with the population once again transferred to
the ¥ft, Jower well. Eventually, the perturoation due to the applied potential becom es
50 pronounced, that a transition to the second excited state occurs P1]. Characteristic
density snapshots of this evolution are shown In Fig. 2({). The nniial counter ow
dynam ics can be understood by m eans of lowest order perturbation theory. However,
such a sinpl picture no longer gives an accurate description when the population
di erence becomes large. The two—state model [L5{20] also reproduces the initial
counter ow dynam ics. However, sihce thism odel contains no m echanian for ram oving
the system from the counter ow state, the two-state m odel predicts equilbration in a
m acrosoopically quantum trapped state w ith larger population In the higher well. This
nadequacy ofthe two-statem odel isbased on the fact that it does not take higher Iying
m odes into consideration R7].

Thcreasing the nonlinearity causes a reduction in the am ount of initial counter ow,
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and thus tends to Inhibit the experim ental observation. F ig. 3 illustrates the reduction
In counter ow due to increased nonlinearity for xed trap geom etry, w ith § Increasing
by a factorof 10 from @) to (c). This would appear to restrict the observation of the
phenom enon to m oderate nonlinearities (see next section for experin ental estin ates).

0
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-03 0 03 -03 0O 03 -03 0 O3
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Figure 4. D ependence of fractional population di erence dynam ics on trap

geom etry. P lotted is the evolution of N as a function of potential gradient for
R =10 *h!Z2=a,) black),g= 10 and di erent trap aspect ratios: (@) cylindrically—
symnlge_ttjct:cap =1 h= 4h! ?a_(sameastg. 3(@)), b)-(c) bancake'-lke trapsw ith

= 20h=¢6h!,)and ) = 8 (h = 15h!, ), respectively. N ote that largerbarrier
heights have been used w ith increasing aspect ratio, such that the density m inin um
at the trap centre is roughly constant from (@)-(c).

It isthus naturalto ask if other factors (eg. m odifying initial trap aspect ratio, or
changing barrier height h) w ill have the opposite e ect on the am ount of counter ow,
hence enabling cbservation of Jossphson counter ow even for large nonlinearities. For
exam ple, tunnelling hasbeen predicted to be enhanced for bancake’ traps ( > 1) 241.
Indeed, for weak nonlinearities, such traps lad to a slightly increased counter ow
am plitude. Furthem ore, such geom etries feature enhanced energy splitting between
ground and rst excited state, thusm aking them m ore robust to coupling due to extemal
eg. themal 18,19,21,48]) perturbations. However, the reduction of the am plitude
of counter ow due to Increased nonlinearities tends to largely suppres% t_hJs geom etry
dependence, as shown In Fig. 4 for trap agoect ratios In the range 1 to 8. In plotting
this gure, the barrier height h has been increased for larger , such that the peak
density in the trap centre ram ains essentially unchanged.

W e should further comm ent on the extent to which our above ndings depend on
the rate R with which the linear potential gradient = Rt isapplied. The thick solid
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Figure 5. Evolution of fractional population di erence N as a function of tine
(thick black lines) for di erent rates R of increase of the potential gradient: (@)
R = 10 *h!%2=a;) and ) R = 10 ?(!Z=a,). Grey lhes plt corresponding
evolution of the population di erence for the case when the potential gradient is held
constant aftera tinet= (a) 100!, Y and () 10! » ! O ther param etersused, as n Fig.
3@).

lines n Fig. 5 corresoond to the evolution of the fractional population di erence as a
function oftine. Fig. 5 @) show s the dependence orR = 10 *h!2=a,) (@sused in all
earlier gures), whereasF ig. 5 (o) show s the corresponding behaviour when the gradient
is Increased at a rate ten times faster than @). One observes the follow ing e ects:

rstly, the am ount of m axmum (niial) counter ow is signi cantly reduced (roughly
by a factor of 2) by increasing the rate R by a factor of 10. Secondly, counter ow can
only be obsaerved formudch shorter tin es (roughly reduced by a factor o£10).

A nal question of interest is what would happen to the population di erence if
the applied lnear potential is ram ped up to a particular value and subsequently kept
constant. The m ost striking behaviour w ill occur w hen the gradient is kept constant at
the point of m axin um population di erence, as Indicated by the grey lines in Fig. 5.
W e s=e that In this case, the population rem ains trapped in the right upper well, ie.
m acroscopic quantum  selftrapping occurs to a state w ith higher potential energy. In
this regin e, w here the gradient does not exceed the value at which the ow is reversed,
the tw o-state m odel predicts the behaviour correctly.

4. Experim ental C onsiderations

Having dem onstrated the existence of Jossphson counter ow for a -state nniial
wavefunction, we now discuss the feasbility of such observation In atom ic BEC
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experin ents. F irstly, we need to discusshow such statesw ith a node In the wavefiinction
and odd parity behaviour can be generated. A though not necessarily them ost e cient
m ethod, here we consider phase in printing @4]. Starting from the condensate ground
state In a ham onic trap, population can be transferred to the st excited state by
applying a light-induced potential of the form

Ve (z;jt) = sih ( &= o) tanh (z) Q)

for €< o), where and , are constantswhich we vary. This is equivalent to applying
a phase shift to the system . At t= ,, the potentialV, is suddenly switched o , and
the system exhibitsR abioscillations of variable am plitudes and frequencies between the
Iniial (round) state and the rst excited state. Fig. 6 show s fractional occupations
(@), ©) and corresponding population di erences (), d)) for two di erent iniial
state preparation cycls. The fractional occupation of state i, denoting here ground
(upper, thick solid) or st excited state (thin solid line), as a function of tin e, is given
by

P @)= +h;@t= 07 @bif : @)

T his quantity m easures excited population In any com bination ofthe rst excited states,
and not only the population In the desired -state. The subsequent R abi oscillations
are shown In Fig. 6 @). The corresponding atom num ber population di erence between
the two wells features -oscillbtions Fig. 6@)) [B9,40], n which there is alnost
com plete exchange of atom sbetween the two wells (ie. essentially population exchange
between the two m acroscopically quantum selftrapped states of Fig. 1(c) (). This
phenom enon acts Independently of the linear m agnetic eld gradient and tends to
obscure the e ect of Jossphson ocounter ow . To dem onstrate counter ow in its purest
form , we thus consider the case Fig. 6(c)) when the am plitude of such -oscillations
is suppressed Fig. 6(d)), such that the m aprity of the population rem ains in the kft,
lower well at all tin es. Note that, In all cases studied here, the coupling w ith higher
Iying states is found to be negligble.

The In portance of counter ow can be stressed, by rst show ing typical fractional
population di erence dynam ics for a double well condensate in its ground state R7].
A pplication ofthe extemalpotentialat t= 0 creates a potential di erence between the
twowells, with ow occuring towards the lower well (located on the kft or > 0).For
the relatively slow rates of increase of the potential gradient studied here, the system
follow s the ground eigenstate alm ost adiabatically Fig. 7 (0)). In contrast, Figs. 7 (c)—
(d) show typical counter ow dynam ics induced by the potentialgradient 6 0. This
is based on the initial state preparation of Fig. 6(c)-d) or t o and subsequent
free evolution for ( < t< 1 @sshown In Fig. 7@)), wih the potential gradient
applied at t = ;. The evolution of the fractional population di erence during this
entire process is shown respectively by the solid linesin Fig. 7(c)-(d) for (¢) ; = 10!, !
and d) | = 85!, 1. The corresponding tin es when the potential gradient is applied
are Indicated by open circles n Fig. 7@),()—(d). The e ect of Jossphson counter ow
m anifests itself clearly in that the population starts being trasferred to the right, higher
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Figure 6. (a) Initial excited state preparation cycl and subsequent free evolution

featuring Rabi oscillations (o = 65!, 1, = 05h! ;). ) Corresponding fractional
population di erences, exhbiing -oscillations. (c)—(d) Corresponding plots for
di erent initial state preparation cycle ( o = 3!, 1, = h!,).In d),the -oscillations

have been suppressed, w ith m acroscopic quantum selftrapping occuring in the left,
Iowerwell. O ther param etersas in Fig. 3@).

potential energy well. Note that this is a direct consequence of the In posed m agnetic

eld gradient (black curve), and that counter ow here occurs in a direction opposite to,

and for Jarger am plitude than, the suppressed -oscillations (grey lines). T his indicates
clearly the distinction between counter ow and -oscillations.

W e now look into typical experim ental param eters which allow for dem onstration

of counter ow . In particular, we should investigate whether this e ect is cbservable for

an experin entally realistic num ber ofatom s in the double-well condensate. T he num ber

of atom s is given by
S
as h
- -
4 a 4 a m!,

©)

Tt follow sthat, forgiven din ensionless nonlineariy g, lJarge condensate atom num ber can
be cbtained for light, weakly-interacting, transversally weakly-con ned system s. Note
also that the totalatom num ber is Independent of the trap aspect ratio, as this cancels
out or xed g. Hence, forthise ect tobe observed clearly, w ith a Jarge num ber ofatom s,
one should preferably choose atom s w ith a sm all value of ap m . This will hence yield
large atom numbers or 'Liand **N a, with the corresponding num bers or *'Rb, 8°Rb
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Figure 7. (@) Optin ized -state preparation cycle and subsequent free evolution
featuring R abi oscillations. (i) M axinum and (i) m hinum achievable e ciency of
population transfer to st excited state (o = 3!, 1, =nh!;). b)-d) Evolution of
fractional population di erence N as a function of potential gradient for di erent

Initial states: (o) G round state condensate exhibiting usual Jossphson ow towards
Iower (left) well, (c) Jossphson counter ow (plack) after e cient -state preparation,

Induced by application of a potentialgradient = R (t 1) or ; = 10!, ! (eoint (i)
In Fig. @)). Grey: corresponding evolution in the absence of the potential gradient,
exhbiting (suppressed) -oscillations. (d) Same as (), but with ; = 85!, ! (fooint
(i) n Fig. (@)). Otherparam etersas in Fig. 3 @).

considerably sn aller. N onetheless, this e ect should be cbservable for all above species
In experim ents w ith resolution ability of detecting m ore than 1000 atom s. For exam pl,
takingg= 4 ash Fig.3p)and !, =2 5Hz, we nd the follow ing atom num bers
in the double well: N = 3300 °Na) and 1000 ¢’Rb). T his num ber could be enhanced
by a factor of 5 when using the nonlneariy ofFig. 3(c) and ! 2 1 H z, whereas
further enhancaem ent by a factor of 10 ispossible by tuning around a Feshbach resonance
eg.*Na,*Rb, ’Cs [5]). In the case of 'L, thise ect should be cbservabk in a very

clean m anner, since In this case the constraint is placed on the m axinum number of
atom swhich can be condensad such that it does not exceed the critical num ber leading
to collapse @4]. In the case of **Rb, the num ber of atom s needed to observe Jossphson
counter ow isnot lkely to exceed the crtical value for collapse. T he e ect of Jossphson

tunnelling on collapse w illbe investigated in subsequent work ¥7].
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T he possibility to dem onstrate this e ect experin entally w ill also depend on the
tin escales required for its observation. W e consider the case of an applied m agnetic
edgradientR = (10 ° 10 ?)(h!,=a,) and a typical transverse trapping frequency

1, = 2 (5 100)Hz. This transhtes Into a magnetic eld gradient inducihg
a Zeaman chift in the range (IMHz 1GHz)/an, and a dinensionless tim escale of
[ b= (32 16)ms. Hence, for the illustrative param eters chosen here, e cient

preparation ofthe state requiresatime | (300 150)m s. O bservation of Jossphson
counter ow requires m onitoring the population di erence for at least a further time
texp (15 s 75 ms). One notices two com peting e ects here: For xed, reasonably
an all, nonlnearity (g < 10 ), such that the e ect can be clearly cbserved, one needs
weak transverse con nem ent !, in order to obtain a reasonable num ber of atom swhich
can be imaged easily. Contrary to this, small !, Inply long tin escales, such that
the observation of this e ect becom es 1im ited by other factors (eg. them al dam ping
f1§,19,48], 3body recom bination, etc.). T he best conditions w ill hence depend on the
details of each set-up, w ith reasonable param eters in the range !, 2 G 100)Hz
and !, 2 (I 500)H z, leading to totalexperin entaltim escales ofte,y;, 100ms 2
s, and requiring an optinum resolution ofa few hundred to a few thousand atom s.

5. Conclusions

W e have studied the Jossphson dynam ics ofa condensate In a double-wellpotentialin the
presense ofam agnetic eld gradient, ora suiably prepared nitial antisym m etric state
featuring equalpopulations in each welland a -phase slip across the weak link. Under
approprate conditions, the atom ic current was shown to ow in the direction opposite
to that of m lnimum potential energy. This is the opposite behaviour to the hom al’
Jossphson ow occuring for a system in its ground state. This phenom enon, term ed
here Jossphson counter ow, bears close analogies to (un etastable) -states observed
in super uidHe and (controllable) —janctions in superconducting weak links. W e
have discussed a range of typical param eters for which this e ect could be cbserved in
atom icBoseE nstein condensates. O bservation ofthise ect in a tlean’m anner requires
reasonably light, weakly-interacting atom s under rather weak transverse con nem ent,
and technigquesto populate the rstexcited state n am anner such that the -oscillations
are heavily suppressed. Optimum choice of param eters is an interplay between good
experin ental resolution for detecting few hundred to few thousand atom s, and the
maximum observation tine for which this e ect is not a ected by other dephasing
processes. It is in portant to stress that appearance of this e ect is not dependent on
sign, and only weakly-dependent on strength of the scattering length, applying equally
well to both attractive and repulsive B oseE Instein condensates. An altermative suitable
candidate for observing counter ow m ight also be found in the recently realized atom

chips @3], which o er excellent control and experin ental resolution. Investigation in
these Iow din ensionalsystem s should enable observation of Jogoehson counter ow , since
we have found this e ect to be only weakly dependent on aspect ratio of the hamm onic
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trap. W e believe that the experim ental observation of this phenom enon will further
strengthen the analogiesbetween atom ic BEC 's and other states exhibiting m acroscopic
phase coherence and controllable Jossphson e ects.
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