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D istillation of B ose-E instein condensates in a double-well potential
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BoseE instein condensates of sodium atom s, prepared in an opticaldipole trap, were distilled into
a second em pty dipole trap adpcent to the rst one. The distillation was driven by them alatom s
spilling over the potentialbarrier separating the two wells and then form ing a new condensate. This
process servesasam odelsystem form etastability in condensates, provides a test for quantum kinetic
theories of condensate form ation, and also represents a novel technique for creating or replenishing

condensates in new locations.

PACS numbers: 03.75.D, 03.75Lm , 64.60M y

T he characteristic feature of BoseE instein condensa—
tion isthe accum ulation ofa m acroscopic num ber of par—
ticles in the lowest quantum state. C ondensate fragm en—
tation, the m acroscopic occupation oftwo orm ore quan-—
tum states, is usually prevented by interactions {l], but
m ay happen in spinor condensates 5_2:,::3’]. However, m ulti-
pl condensatesm ay exist in m etastable situations. Let's
assum e that an equilbriim condensate has form ed in one
quantum state, but now we m odify the system allow ing
for one even lower state. How does the original conden-—
sate realize that it is n the wrong state and eventually
m grate to the true ground state of the system ? W hat
determm ines the tin e scale for this equilbration process?
T his is the situation which we experim entally explore in
this paper using a double-well potential.

T he processw e study is relevant for at least fourdi er—
ent questions. (1) T he description ofthe form ation ofthe
condensate is a current theoretical frontier and requires

nitetem perature quantum kinetic theories. There are
stilldiscrepanciesbetw een theoreticalpredictions and ex—
perin ental results EL',-'_S]. Ourdoublewell system hasthe
advantage of being an alm ost closed system (little evap—
oration) wih well de ned iniial conditions and w idely
adjistable tin e scales (through the height of the bar-
rier). (2) Spinor condensates show rich ground states
and collective excitations due to the m ulti-com ponent
order param eter E_Z]. Several groups have observed long—
lived m etastable con gurations ﬁ_é, :Z:, '§, -'_E’J] and speculated
about transport ofatom s from one dom ain to anothervia
the therm alcloud {4, §]. T he double-w ellpotentialaliow s
us to characterize such distillation processes in their sim —
plest realization. (3) T he incoherent transport observed
here In a double wellkpotential in poses stringent lim ita—
tions on fiture experin ents aim Ing at the observation of
coherent transport in Jossphson junctions f_l-(_)', :_Z[]_:, :_1-2_:]
(4) O ur observation of condensate grow th In one poten—
tial well due to the addition of them al atom s realizes
the key ideas of proposals on how to achieve a contin—
uous atom laser {_l-g;] which is di erent from the exper-
In ent where condensates were replenished wih trans—
ported condensates t_l-é']
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FIG .1: Schem e fordistillation of condensates in a double-well
potential. (@) Condensates are loaded into the left well. (o)
A new ground state is created by linearly ram ping the trap
depth ofthe right well from zero to the nalvalie. (c) Atom s
transfer into the right well via high-energy them al atom s,
and a new condensate starts to form in the right well. (d)
The whole system has equilbrated. V denotes the height of
the potentialbarrier betw een the two wells, which ism easured
w ith respect to the bottom of the left well, and U the trap
depth di erence between the two wells.

T he scham e of the experim ent is shown In Fjg:_]:. Bose-
E Instein condensates in an opticaldipole trap were pre—
pared In a metastable state by creating a second trap
horizontally adjpcent to the rst. Since the probabiliy
of quantum tunneling through the barrier was extrem ely
Tn all [_1-5], the coupling between the two wells occurred
only by the incoherent transfer of high-energy themm al
atom s over the potential barrier between the two wells.
The second trap was lled rstby them alatom s, which
then form ed a new condensate. By m onitoring the tine
evolution ofthe double-well system we characterized how
di erences in chem ical potential and the height of the
barrier determ ined the dynam ics.

BoseE instein condensates containing over 107 ?*Na
atom s were created In the ¥ = 1;my = 1i state in
a m agnetic trap, captured in the focusofa 1064 nm op—
tical tweezers laser beam , and transferred into an sep-—
arate \science" chamber as descrdbbed in Ref. [_ig] In
the science cham ber the condensate w as transferred from
the optical tw eezers Into another optical trap form ed by
a ocounterpropagating, orthogonally-polarized 1064 nm
laser beam . As in Ref. {[7], the doubkwell potential
was created by passing a collin ated laser beam through
an acousto-optic m odulator AOM ) that was driven by
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two radio frequency (rf) signals. The ssparation be-
tween the potential wells, d, was proportional to the
frequency di erence, and the indiidual trap depth was
tailored by controlling the rf power at the two frequen—
cies. Typical param eters were an 1=e?* radius of each
focused beam 0f 113 m, a sihgle-well potential depth
ofU = kg 24 K,where kg is the Boltzm ann con—
stant, and a radial (@xial) trap frequency, £, = 830 Hz
(£, = 124 Hz). As shown in Figul, condensates were
nitially loaded into the left well with depth U; whilke
the trap depth of the right well, Ug , was m aintained at
zero. A ffter holding the condensates for 2 s to dam p ex—
citations which m ight have been caused by the loading
process, the tem perature was T; = (180 90) nK, the
number of condensed atom sN; = (11 0:) 10° wih
apeak mean eld energy of ~g kg 300 nK , and the
lifstine = (121 135) s.

T he potential was transform ed Into a doublewell po—
tential by lnearly ram ping the right well potential from
zero to the nalvalie of Ur over 500 m s while keeping
U; constant. This tin e scale was chosen to be much
Ionger than the radial trap period of 1 ms to avoid
excitations. T he resulting double-well potential is char-
acterized by the trap depth di erence between the two
wells, U = Uy UL, and the height of the potential
barrier between the two wells, V , which ism easured w ith
regpect to the bottom of the keft well, ie. the well ini-
tially full of atom s. T he barrier height was set higher
than the peak atom icmean eld energy of condensates
so that condensed atom s rem ained con ned to the left
wellduring the transform ation.

T he them alrelaxation processw as observed by taking
absorption in ages of clouds con ned in the doublewell
potential or varioushold tin es affer tuming on the right
well. In order to fully resolve the clouds in the two wells,
their distance was Increased to d = 312 m jist before
taking absorption Im ages. W e assum e that this did not
change either the num ber ofatom s In each wellorthe ax—
ialdensity distributions, since this additional separation
wasdone In 10 m s, which ismuch shorter than the axial
trap period of 100 m s, and the height of the potential
barrier exponentially increases when the two wellsm ove
apart.

Fig. :g show s the dynam ical evolution for a siuation
w here the right wellwasm uch deeper than the left well.
In that case, condensates that niially existed only in
the keft wellwere aln ost com pltely distilled within 3 s
to form condensates of com parable size in the right well.

T he tin e evolution ofthe doublewellsystem waschar-
acterized by m onitoring the num ber of condensed atom s
and the tem perature of clouds in each well. T hese num —
bers were obtained by ttinhg radially-integrated one—
din ensional atom ic densiy cross sections to a bin odal
distrdbbution. T he assum ption of localequilbriim in each
well is justi ed by a short collision tine ;1 1 ms. For
the condensate, we used a Thom as¥em i distrbution,

Time

FIG.2: Tine evolution of atom clouds in a doublewell po—
tential. The left (right) well appears as the top (bottom )
atom cloud in the im ages. A condensate was distilled from
the left to the right well. The absorption Im ages were taken
for various hold tim es after creating the right well. The eld
of view of each absorption image is 130 m 1160 m.
The trap depths were Uy, = ks 24 K (left well) and
Ur = kg 29 K (rght well) wih a potential barrier of
V = kg 510nK between them . D uring thehold tim e, the ra—
dial separation between the potentialwellswasd= 159 m.

and for the themn al clouds, the ts to a BoseE instein
distribution were restricted only to the w ingsto avoid the
distortionsdue to them ean eld repulsion ofthe conden—
sate f_l@l] T he tem perature tumed out to be very sensi-
tive to the value of the chem icalpotential of the them al
clouds. A ssum ing localequilbrium , we set the chem ical
potential of the them alclouds in each wellequalto that
of the condensates in the sam e well. In the absence of a
condensate, the chem ical potential of the them al cloud
was determ ined by the tto aBoseE instein distrbution

Fjg.:j displays the condensed atom num ber and tem —
perature for the in ages of F ig. :_2 C ondensates started
to form In the right well after (400 150) m s and sat-
urated w thin 2 s, resulting in 50% of the condensate
being transferred. The naltem perature in the right well
wasT¢ 350 nK ,which is 150 nK higher than the ini-
tialtem perature T;. T his Increase of tem perature re ects
the energy gained by the atom swhen they \a1l" into the
right potential well which is degper by U = 480 nK.
A fter 35 s, the totalnum ber of atom s of the whole sys-
tem wasNg = (06 0:d) 10° which is15% lessthan
expected forthem easured lifetime of = 12:1 s. Evapo—
rative cooling due to nite trap depth m ay explain both
the atom loss and the fact that the tem perature increase
wasmuch lessthan U.

Even after 3.5 shold tin e, full global equilbriim was
not reached. This can be seen in both the tem perature
and the condensed atom numbers. A s the chem ical po—
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FIG . 3: Approach to them al equilbriim in a doublewell
potential. The tem perature and the num ber of condensed
atom s in each wellare shown as a function ofhold tin e after
creating the right well. O pen and solid circles represent atom s
in the left and the right well, respectively. Every data point
is averaged over three m easurem ents, and the error bar show s

one standard deviation. T he experin ental param eters are
the sam e as for the resuls shown in Fig. |2

tential of condensates in the right well was lower than
the trap bottom of the left well, there should not have
been any condensate rem aining In the left well n global
equilbrim . However, F . -2% show sa sm allcondensate of
10° atom s in the left welleven after 3.5 sholding. Fur—
them ore, the tem perature in the keft wellwasm easured

100 nK lower than in the right well.

On rst sight, this slow approach tow ards equilibbrium
is surprising. In evaporative cooling, one has very fast
cooling for a ratio of the height of the potential bar-
rler to the tem perature of less than three [_ig‘i], aswas in
our experin ent. N ote, how ever, that In our trap geom e~
try, the exchange of them al atom s is geom etrically sup—
pressed due to the sm all \contact area" between the two
elongated cigar shaped clouds. M oreover, if the trans—
ferred them alatom shave high angularm om entum , they
have poor collisional coupling to the cold trapped atom s
like the O ort cloud In m agnetic traps l_2-9'] Indeed, the
density of them al atom s w ith higher energy than the
potential barrier n the lft well after 3.5 s holding is

3 10" /an 3, and their collision tin e w ith the atom s
con ned in thiswellis M vye1) * 05 s.

A nother quantity of interest In the condensate form a—
tion process is the onset tin e of condensation, the hold
tin e until a condensate rst appears El:, E_S:, 2-];:] To avoid
am biguities In  tting an all condensates, we determ ined
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FIG. 4: Onset tine of condensation. The onset tine in
the right well was m easured by observing the appearance
of a m atter wave interference pattem when the condensates
were released from the doublewellpotential. T he trap depth
dierence isdened as U = U g Uy . Uy was kept at
ks 24 K for allexperim ents. T he separations of the two
wells, d, were 143 m (open circke), 151 m (solid circle),
and 159 m (open square). Interference fringes were not ob-
served at U = kg 240 nK even affer 20 shold tine. The
inset show s the sam e data plotted vs. V U=2 whereV is

the height of the potential barrier.

the onset tim e in the right wellby observing the appear—
ance of Interference fringes when two condensates were
released from the doublewell potential. For two pure
condensates, the visbility of the interference fringes is
larger than 55% as long as the num ber ratio of the two
condensates is larger than = 0.05. U sing the m ethods
descrbed i Ref. [[4], we have observed discemible in-
terference fringes down to = 0:08, corresponding to

8 10* condensed atom s In the right well.

Onset tines were m easured as a function of d and

U Fig. /i_i The condensate form ation is driven by
the potential well di erence U, whereas the barrier
of height V provides the Yesistance’ against equilbbra—
tion, since them al atom s must have a kinetic energy
larger than V to transfer from the left well to the right
well. Phenom enologically (see nset of Fig. EI) the con-
densate onset tin e depends only on the com bination
(\Y4 U=2) wih an aln ost exponential dependence.

(\% U=2) can be considered as (V ¢ U), where
Vets = V + (V + U)E2 is the average height of the
barrierm easured from each well.

In two lin iing cases, no interference pattemsw ere ob—
served. W hen the trap depth di erence is larger than
the peak atom ic mean eld energy of condensates, ie.
JUJ> ~ g, I is energetically favorable for condensates
to rem ain In the Iowest well. W e observed no interfer—
ence pattem when U = kg 240 nK even after 20 s
hold tin e. T he disappearance of Interference fringes was
observedwhen U kg 360nK dueto com plete distil-
lation of the condensates into the right well. In the lin it



w here the barrier height is an aller than the peak atom ic
mean eld energy of condensates, ie. V < ~g, conden—
sate atom s can spill over the potential barrier. Thdeed,
we observed that condensates appeared in the right well
Inm ediately for V. less than kg 290 nK , consistent
wih ~g kg 300nK.

To observe quantum tunneling, the them al relaxation
tine w (/ expV=ks Tq]) should be longer than the tun-

nelng tine , (/ exp[ V=mh’w]) wherew is the thick—
ness ofthe barrier. Fora thick barrier likkeours ¢ 5 m),
the tunneling tin e is extrem ely Iong (> 10° s) and ther—
m al relaxation is lkely to dom inate. A high and thin
barrier is necessary to observe tunneling and the related
Josephson e ects.

In conclusion, we have created B oseF instein conden—
sates in a m etastable state in a double-wellpotentialand
studied the dynam ical evolution. T he observed distilla—
tion process is m portant for equilbration in spinor con—
densates and for replenishing condensates in continuous
atom lasers.
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