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Elastic scattering losses in the four-w ave m ixing ofB ose Einstein C ondensates
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W e introduce a classicalstochastic �eld m ethod that accounts for the quantum 
uctuations re-

sponsible forspontaneousinitiation ofvariousatom opticsprocesses.W eassum e a delta-correlated

G aussian noisein allinitially em pty m odesofatom ic�eld.Itsstrength isdeterm ined by com parison

with theanalyticalresultsfortwo colliding condensatesin thelow losslim it.O urm ethod isapplied

to theatom ic fourwave m ixing experim entperform ed atM IT [Vogelset. al.,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,

020401,(2002)],forthe �rsttim e reproducing experim entaldata.

PACS num bers03.75.Hh,05.30.Jp

In recent years we observe a growing num ber ofex-

perim entsin which theatom icBose-Einstein condensate

evolves in a nontrivialway. A whole new area ofnon-

linearatom opticswasborn.The m oststriking exam ple

ofsuch a nonlinearprocessisthe atom icfour-wavem ix-

ing (4W M ).In close analogy to its opticalcounterpart,

atom ic 4W M consists ofgeneration ofthe new atom ic

beam in the nonlinear interaction ofthree overlapping

m atterwaves.Forthe m ain partatom ic 4W M isan ex-

am pleofa stim ulated process.However,during thispro-

cess there are also collisions between individualatom s

thatlead to a population ofinitially unoccupied atom ic

states. These processeshave spontaneousinitiation but

by naturethey arealsoexam plesofthefourparticlem ix-

ing.Theyam ounttotheelasticscatteringlossesfrom the

coherently evolving condensates.

The standard toolused to describe dynam ics ofthe

condensate within m ean �eld approxim ation isthe cele-

brated G ross-Pitaevskiiequation (G PE).Asitstands,it

iscapableofdescribing stim ulated processesbutnotthe

spontaneousones.However,atleastin som eexperim ents

[1]the elastic scattering losses m ay becom e signi�cant.

There are at least two theoreticalattem pts to estim ate

such lossesduringthecollisionofcondensates.In the�rst

one [2]the authors used m om entum -dependent higher

order correction to the nonlinear coupling constant in

the G PE,introducing com plex scattering length. In the

second one [3,4,5]the�eld theoreticalform ulation was

used. To m ake ite�ective,the authorsapproxim atethe

second quantized ham iltonian by a quadraticform .Both

m ethodsgivevery sim ilarresultsbutareapplicableonly

ifthe elastic scattering lossesare m erely a sm allcorrec-

tion.

It is the purpose of this Letter to form ulate a gen-

eralm ethod ofdescribing elastic scattering lossesin the

nonlinearatom opticsprocesses. To thisend we add to

theG PE a classicalgaussian noise,representing vacuum

quantum 
uctuations ofthe atom ic �eld and an auxil-

iary �eld holding atom sscattered outfrom BEC.Such a

technique hasitsrootsin quantum optics.

Spontaneous optical processes have their origins in

quantum 
uctuations. The best known exam ple is a

processofsuper
uorescence [6]. In this phenom enon a

sam pleofatom sisprepared in theinternalexcited state.

Spontaneously em itted photons create an avalanche of

photon em issions. W hen the light�eld becom esstrong,

it is welldescribed by a classicalelectrom agnetic �eld.

Howeverthe initiation hasa quantalnature.Thisquan-

tum initiation was successfully im itated by a classical

noise [7]. There are also general m ethods of m ap-

ping quantum 
uctuations into stochastic term in the

evolution equations of quantum optics (generalised P-

representation m ethods)[8].

In opticsone can �nd num erousotherprocessesiniti-

ated by spontaneousem ission and eventually upon pop-

ulating em pty m odesturning into stim ulated processes;

eg.spontaneousRam an scattering [9],param etric down

conversion [10],etc. There are also sim ilarexam ples in

atom icand m olecularphysics[11].O urm ethod isgeneral

and iscapableoftreating m any oftheseprocesses.Here

we dem onstratethe m ethod using the 4W M ofcoherent

m atterwaves.

The�rstexperim entdem onstrating 4W M in a sodium

Bose-Einstein condensate was perform ed at NIST [12].

Thiswasfollowed by a theoreticaland num ericaltreat-

m ent ofthe experim ent [13,14]. In the experim ent,a

short tim e offree expansion ofthe condensate,after it

was released from the m agnetic trap, was followed by

a set of two Bragg pulses [15], which created m oving

wavepackets. These wavepackets,together with the re-

m aining stationary condensate,dueto nonlinearinterac-

tion and underphasem atching conditionscreated a new

m om entum com ponentin the 4W M process. The stan-

dard starting point for the description ofatom ic 4W M

processisthe G ross-Pitaevskiiequation

i�h@t	(~r;t) =

�

�
�h
2
r 2

2m
+ V + gN j	j2

�

	(~r;t):(1)

HereN isthetotalnum berofatom s,j	j2 isproportional

to the atom ic num berdensity and isnorm alized to one,

g = 4��h
2
a=m is the nonlinear interaction strength,m

the atom ic m ass,a is the scattering length and V is a

con�ning potential. A com pactground state wavefunc-
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tion 	(~r;0)iscreated in harm onictrap potentialV and

centered around r= 0 with 	(0;0)= 	 m ,them axim um

value.O ncethisground stateiscreated,V isturned o�.

The developm entof	(~r;t)is now described by Eq.(1)

with V = 0.Lateron,asetofBraggpulsesisapplied and

partsofthecondensatebegin tom ove.W ecan de�netwo

tim escalescharacterizing evolution ofthe condensate: a

nonlinearinteraction tim e �N L = (gN j	 m j
2=�h)�1 and a

collision tim e�col.Thelatterisde�ned asa tim eittakes

twowavepacketsuniform lym ovingalongx tom oveapart

(so they justtouch and cease to overlap),�col= 2rT F=v

where rT F is the initialradius ofthe condensate in the

x direction (Thom as - Ferm iapproxim ation),and v is

the relative velocity. The ratio ofthese two tim escales

determ inesthe outputofthe 4W M process.

The initialcondition im m ediately afterapplication of

the Bragg pulsesatt1,can be approxim ated asbeing a

com position ofthe BEC wavepackets,identicalin shape

to 	(~r;t1)(form oredetailssee[13]):

�(~r;t1) = 	(~r;t1)

3X

i= 1

f
1=2

i ei
~Pi~r=�h: (2)

Here fi = N i=N is the fraction of atom s in the i-th

wavepacket and
P 3

i= 1
fi = 1. A new wavepacket with

~P4 = ~P1 � ~P2 + ~P3 willbuild up, thanks to the non-

linearinteractionsaccounted forby the lastterm in the

G rossPitaevskiiequation (1). Aftera while,the fourth

wavepacketwillgrow to them acroscopiclevel.Using the

de Broglie relations: ~ki = ~Pi=�h and !i = �hk2i=2m we

have:

�(~r;t) =

4X

i= 1

�i(~r;t)e
i(~ki~r�! it); (3)

with initialconditions

�i(~r;t1)= f
1=2

i
	(~r;t1); i= 1;2;3; �4(~r;t1)= 0:

Variation ofthe�i isassum ed to beslow ascom pared to

thatofthe exponentialin equation (3). Fourequations

forthisslow dependence are obtained from (1)and (3).

W e have,when V isturned o� [2]:

{�h@t i = �
�h
2

2m
r
2
 i+ gN (j ij

2 + 2
X

j6= i

j jj
2) i

+ 2gN  i+ 1 
�

i+ 2 i+ 3 (4)

whereweusetheconventionin which allindicesaretaken

m odulo 4.To accountfortheelastically scattered atom s

we introduce an additionalcom ponentofthe wavefunc-

tion  B .Itisthispartofthewavefunction which willbe

initiated by the classicalstochastic �eld.The stochastic

�eld �ij(~r;t) m ust be added to the equation ofm otion

(4)to triggerthe elastic scattering processoftwo parti-

clesfrom thecondensatewavefunctions i and  j to the
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FIG .1: Num berofelastically scattered atom s from the pair

of counter-propagating condensate G aussian wavefunctions,

with relative velocity 1:75m m =s,as a function oftim e. The

lower curve corresponds to sm allnum berofscattered atom s

(N = 10
4
and gaussian width � = 9:1�m ),when thebosonic

stim ulation does not occur. In this lim it allthree m ethods:

com plex scattering length calculation [2],�eld theory [3],and

ourstochasticm ethod giveindistinguishableresults.Theup-

per pair of curves corresponds to higher num ber of atom s

(N = 1:6�105 and gaussian width � = 15:8�m )-dashed line

wasobtained usingcom plex scattering length m ethod and the

solid line isa solution ofeq.(8)

background �eld  B . Itisa fourparticle processand it

m ustbeim plem ented foreach pairofcolliding wavefunc-

tions i;j in such a way that the totalnum ber ofatom s

in colliding waves+ background �eld is stillconserved.

Theresulting setofequationsreads

({�h@t+
�h
2

2m
r
2) i = gN (j ij

2 + 2
X

j6= i

j jj
2 + 2j B j

2) i

+ gN
X

j6= i

 
�

j B ( B + �ij)

+ 2gN  i+ 1 i+ 3 
�

i+ 2 (5)

({�h@t+
�h
2

2m
r
2) B = + gN (j B j

2 + 2

4X

i= 1

j ij
2) B

+ gN
X

i6= j

 i j( B + �ij)
� (6)

For num ericalcalculations we assum e that �ij(~r;t) is a

gaussian stochasticprocesswith zero m ean and theonly

nonvanishing second ordercorrelation function equalto

h��ij(~r;t)�ij(~r
0;t0)i = A ij�~r;~r0�t;t0. Here K roneckerdelta

functions are assum ed both in space and tim e since we

referto num ericalsim ulationswith spacialgrid and dis-

cretetim esteps.Noticethatweassign di�erentstochas-

tic processto each pairofcolliding wavepackets,antici-

pating dependence on param eterslike relativevelocity.

Equations(5-6)m ay be obtained from m ultiatom sys-

tem ham iltonian upon using Bogoliubov decom position
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ofthe atom ic �eld operators into condensate parts and

initially em pty m odes =
P 4

i= 1
 i+  B in a way anal-

ogous to that presented in [3]. W e do not however ex-

plicitly decom pose  B into plane waves but obtain it’s

Heisenberg equation of m otion assum ing only that it

com m utes with operators of m acroscopically occupied

m odes i.Finally stochastic �eld isadded to  B in the

source term s for 4W M asshown above. These stochas-

tic term s m im ic vacuum quantum 
uctuations leading

to spontaneouselastic scattering loss. Butaselastically

scattered atom sresidein  B theym ayeventuallygetam -

pli�ed via bosonicstim ulation when population becom es

signi�cant. Thisisan outline ofourstochastic m ethod;

detailswillbe presented elsewhere[16].

To fully determ ine equations(5-6)we need to specify

thevalueofconstantsA ij.Justasithasbeen donein the

case ofsuper
uorescence m entioned above,we can �nd

A ij by therequirem entthatitreproducesknown lim iting

analyticresults [3].In reference [3]theelasticscattering

losseswerecom puted analytically in perturbativeregim e

fortwo colliding gaussian-shaped wavepackets.Further-

m orethesewavepacketswereassum ed to evolvewithout

lossesand withoutspreading.The num berofelastically

scattered atom s as a function oftim e was found in the

form

S(t) =

�
N a

�

� 2

Erf

 p
2�hQ

m �
t

!

; (7)

where � isa width ofthe gaussian wave-packetsand Q

isthewavevectorcorresponding to theabsolutevalueof

the m om entum ofeach ofthe wave-packetsin the cen-

ter ofm ass fram e. The sam e quantity m ight be calcu-

lated approxim ately underanalogousassum ptionsusing

thestochasticclassicalnoise.Theequation for B in this

casereads

{�h@t B = �
�h
2

2m
r
2
 B + gN

�

j B j
2 + 2j 1j

2 + 2j 2j
2
�

 B

+ 2gN  1 2( B + �12)
�
; (8)

where  1;2 are two counter-propagating gaussian wave-

functions. The approxim ationsof[3]am ountsin retain-

ing on the right hand side ofequation 8 only the last

term .Theapproxim atesolution obtained thisway gives

the num ber ofelastically scattered atom s as a function

oftim e in the form

Sstoch(t) = A 12�t
4��h

m (2Q )

�
N a

�

� 2

Erf

 p
2�hQ

m �
t

!

:(9)

Com paring (7) with (9) we obtain A 12 =
m (2Q )

4��h�t
. As

we anticipated A 12 depends on the relative velocity of

wavepackets 1 and  2,which in ourcaseisequal(2Q ).

Note that once A ij’s are determ ined our num ericalap-

proach has no m ore adjustable param eters. In Fig. 1

we are com paring the solution of(7) with a num erical
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FIG .2:Population ofthethird wavepacketnorm alized to the

initialseed population asa function oftim e(continuousline).

Param etersused in the sim ulation correspond to experim ent

perform ed in the K etterle group [1].Totalnum berofatom s

equalto 5m ln.Also shown:circles-experim entally m easured

values, and dashed and dot lines - solutions of the G ross-

Pitaevskiiequation with realand com plex scattering length

respectively.

solution offullequation (8). Note the growing discrep-

ancy between perturbative and non-perturbative results

forlargerlosses.They resultfrom bosonicenhancem ent

present in the non-perturbative regim e. W e also stress

thatin the non-perturbative regim e the stochastic noise

is crucialat the early stage ofevolution. It m ay even

be dropped from equation (8) when Bose enhancem ent

takes e�ect. This is why the strength ofclassicalnoise

m ay be determ ined in the perturbative regim e. Finally,

we point out that som e analogies regarding the break

down ofperturbative approach were found in the study

ofatom -m olecule conversion within positive-P represen-

tation [17,18].

W ith theequations(5-6)fully determ ined weturn our

attention to the recentexperim entfrom M IT [1]. This

experim ent,dueto thelargevalueoftheratioofcollision

to nonlineartim escales,had very largenum berofelasti-

cally scattered atom s. Experim entalcon�guration con-

sistsoftwo initialwavepacketsofequalstrength (� N =2

atom s in each) and the third wavepacketofjust a tiny

fraction ofN.M agnetictrap used togeneratetheSodium

condensate had frequenciesof80,80 and 20 Hz in axial

direction,henceithasashapeofa cigar.Applied optical

Bragg pulses to create m oving wavepackets propagated

approxim ately at the sam e angle of� 0:5 rad with re-

spect to the long axis ofthe condensate corresponding

to a relativevelocity of20 m m /s.In two seriesof4W M

m easurem entschem icalpotentialofthe condensate was

2:2 and 4:4 kHz, which we identi�ed as corresponding

to 5 and 30 m illion atom s respectively. In Figure 2 we

plot the population of the third wave-packet (the one

thatwasinitially seeded)asa function oftim e.Thecir-
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FIG .3: Population of the third wavepacket norm alized to

the initialseed population as a function oftim e (continuous

line).Param etersused in thesim ulation correspond to exper-

im entperform ed in the K etterle group [1]. Totalnum berof

atom sequalto 30 m ln. Also shown: circles-experim entally

m easured values,and dashed and dotlines-solutions ofthe

G ross-Pitaevskiiequation with realand com plex scattering

length respectively.

clesaretheexperim entaldata extracted from paper [1].

Severaltheoreticalcurves are plotted. The dashed line

representsresultsneglecting allelastic scattering losses.

The dotted line accountsforthe lossesby m eansofthe

com plex scattering length [2].W eseethatneitherofthe

curves reproduces experim entalresults. O ur stochastic

m ethod gives the solid line which is m uch closerto the

experim entaldata. It has been com puted with the pa-

ram etersofthe experim entincluding the initialnum ber

ofatom sinfered from the paperasbeing equalto 5m ln.

In Fig.3 sim ilar com parison is m ade for larger sam -

ple of 30m ln atom s. Again our results reproduce the

experim entaldata very well.W efeelthatrem aining dis-

crepancy (ourresults seem to be consistently under ex-

perim entalpoints)isdue to indistinguishability ofBEC

and therm alatom sin theregion ofthem om entum space

occupied by BEC.

In conclusion: W e have form ulated the classical

stochastic �eld m ethod that accounts for the quantum


uctuationsresponsibleforspontaneousinitiation ofvar-

ious atom optics processes. For instance we can treat

oscillations between atom ic and m olecular condensates

triggeredbyopticalorm agnetic�eld e�ects [17,18].The

m ethod isthen applied to the atom ic 4W M .Itgivesfor

the �rst tim e excellent agreem ent with the recent M IT

experim ent,where the scattering losses where substan-

tial.
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