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E e discussm agnetism in spinor quantum gases theoretically
&%.nd experin entally with em phasis on tem poral dynam ics of
Ejne soinor order param eter in the presence of an extemal
agnetic eld. In a sin ple coupled G rossP itaevskii picture

e cbserve a dram atic suppression of soin dynam ics due to
%uadratjc Zeeam an "dephasing". In view ofan inhom ogeneous
ensity pro le ofthe trapped condensate we present evidence
'B)f spatial variations of spin dynam ics. In addition we study
Inorquantum gasesasam odelsystem forthem odynam ics
fBoseE Instein condensation. A s a particular exam pl we

"Chpresent m easurem ents on condensate m agnetisation due to
8zhe Interaction w ith a them albath.

2,
F|1 Introduction

= he eld of cold quantum gases has seen a rapid growth
wjnoe the rst realisation of BoseE instein condensation in
<{dilute atom ic gases in 1995 [J., -2 d accom panied with the
(Qieve]opm ent of a broad range of tools for the detailed con-
1 of these system s. Single com ponent B oseE instein con—
%ensates have evolved into a fiindam ental m odel system
~show Ing m any mtngumg phenom ena. For an overview see
ﬁg 4, o, 6, r}., g,19, 10, 11]. In contmst to these system s
E\I ith a scalar order param eter soinor B oseE instein conden—
| sates 0 er spin as a new degree of freedom and are conse—
ently represented by a vector order param eter. In addition
being m ixtures of di erent bosonic species the di erent
(_yom ponents In these multicom ponent quantum system s are
~_toupld and can exchange particles. T hism akes spinor B ose—
. EE Instein condensates unique system s, which on the one hand
><Jossess Intrinsic m agnetic properties and on the other hand
ve access to well controlled B oseE instein therm odynam ics
w-ith adjustable heat and particle bath.
M agnetism in degenerate quantum gaseso ersnew J:ngm es
for studies ofooJJectJye qJJn phenom ena {12. :13,.14 -15 :16,.17
18,119, 20, 21,23, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28] and opens new per-
spectives in view ofthe closely related entangled spin system s
In atom ic quantum gases, which show mtngumg proqaects ﬁ)r
quantum optics and quantum com putation R9,30,31,34,331.
So far studies concentrated on the m agnetic properties
of soin 1 ultracold quantum gases In optically trapped
#Na Bd, 23, 24, 26) and recently in *'Rb B4, 21, 28, 39),
w here also the intrinsically m ore com plex F= 2 soin state be—
cam e accessble @-j, :_3-1::']
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System s closely related to these spinor condensates are ef-
fective spin-1/2 system s realized by radiofrequency coupling
of two hyper ne states in *’Rb tg, 20, 21], in which spin—
waves I25 and deccherence e ects w ere observed [56-]

In this paper we w ill concentrate on F=1 and F= 2 soinor
condensates of®’Rb 1 two 1in its. F irst we investigate the co—
herent spinorevolution ofa trapped ensem ble at zero tem per-
ature In the presence ofa hom ogeneousm agnetic eld, where
we nd suppression of soin dynam ics due to the quadratic
Zeam an e ect aswellas a spatialdepedence of the dynam ics.
T he other lim it isthem ally dom inated spin dynam icsat tem —
peratures close to T, where a signi cant fraction ofthe atom s
occupies the nom al com ponent. Spinor gases in this regin e
can act as a versatilem odel system for therm odynam ics w ith
tunable heat and particle bath as recently dem onstrated w ith
a oconstant tem perature B oseE instein phase transition Gz'-]
In this paper we w ill present new data on them ally induced
condensate m agnetisation as another intriguing exam ple of
spinor them odynam ics.

2 Spinor condensates at T=0

T he theory presented in this section isbased on amean eld
approach, In extension of the very sucoessfiil treatm ent of
single com ponent B oseE instein condensates. T he basic two-
particle Interactions are represented by a density and spin—
com position dependent average energy shift. T his approach
has st been developed for F=1 system s fl2 :L& and was
later extended to F'= 2 system s [15,18].

For typical experin ental param eters the mean eld shifts
connected to collisions in di erent spin channels dom inate
m agnetic dipole dipole Interactions by at least one order of
m agniude. In the Pllow ing analysis m agnetic dipole dipole
Interactions w ill thus be neglected. T he Intrinsic dynam ics of
a spinor condensate is detem ined by a pairw ise Interaction
potential @-2_:, :_l-§']:
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Here ar denotes the swave scattering length for a collision
channel oftw o particles w hose single spinsF are com bined to
give the totalspin £, B isthe corresponding pro Ection oper-
atoronto totalspin £ andm isthem assofa single atom . D ue
to Bose sym m etry only even totalspin channels (eg. ag;az;as

forF = 2) are nvolved w ith them axin um totalspin given by
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n
£=2F .Makjnguseoftherelatjon PR, = i
wih ¢ = [f(f+ 1) 2F F + 1)]thep1:o:;actlor1 operators
can be rep]aoed by spin expectation values {12]

In the llow ing we w ill concentrate on the case ¥ = 1 for
the theoretical considerations in order to point out som e in —
portant aspects of spin dynam ics, which are straightforward
to extend to the F = 2 case.

In second quantised form the Ham ittonian fora F = 1
system at zero m agnetic el is given by I:_L-2_:]:
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In this expression , (¢) isthe eld annihiliation operator for
an atom in statemy = a at point ¥ and Veyt is the trap-
ping potential. The soin-independent m ean—- eld interaction
is param eterised by gy = 220 222420 The spin-dependent
m ean— eld responsble for the system sm agnetic properties is
characterised by the param eter g, = 4th #2520 and the
coupling between di erent states is determ ined by the soin-—
m atrices:

0 1 0 1
;010 ; 0 1.0
=p—Q@ 1 0 1A, =p=€ 1 0 14 ; @)
2 o 1 o0 2 0 1 0
0 1
10 0
F,=¢ 0 0 0 A& @
00 1

From the spin m atrices it follow s, that forF= 1 spinor conden—
satesthe only coupling process isbetween stateswithmy = 0
andmg = 1 and that the total spin pro Ection is preserved
by the Interaction. It is in portant to em phasise this again to
dem onstrate that the total spin In a nite atom ic quantum
gas system is conserved, in contrast to a hom ogeneous In nie
system and in contrast to m any condensed m atter system s.
T herefore the actual ground state of the systam depends on
the initialm agnetisation.

For m acroscopically occupied Bosesystemsat T = 0 it is
comm on to replace the eld anmhﬂatjon operators by their
expectation value, ie. ' 5 ;1) h, @0 1, w hich for spinor
condensates is oonvement]y expressed as QZ

i (z;t)

s (Bt = n (¥;t)e R HYH )

Here n (¢;t) is the condensate densiy, (¢;t) a phase and

)= (+15 05 1)7

U sing 6_5), neglecting the density dependence on the spin
state and adding the e ect ofa weak m agnetic eld one gets
the follow ing system ofdi erentialequations for the evolution
ofan F=1 soinor condensate:
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Figure 1: Absorption in ages and vertically summ ed cross
sections of a spinor condensate after 10m s evolution start—
Ing wih the nitially prepared state ¥ = 2;my = 0. The
In ages were taken after a combined tim e of ight and Stem
G erlach separation, leading to a rapid radial expansion and
a separation of the di erent spinor com ponents. T he graphs
clearly show a reduced width in the axial distribution of the
meg = 1 com ponents created by spin dynam ics in the high
density center ofthem r = 0 com ponent.
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From these equations it follow s, that soin dynam ics (repre—
sented by the term s containing F) isproportionalto g;n (¥;t),
ie. the ocal densiy. This has In portant consequences for
the usual experin ental situation of trapped sam ples, having
an inhom ogeneous density distrbution. Two regin es can be
identi ed: 1. the soin dynam ics rates are higher than one
or m ore trapping frequencies and 2. spin dynam ics is slow

com pared to trap dynam ics. In the 1rst case there will be
a signi cant coupling between spin dynam ics and m otional
dynam ics, while the second case is com parable to the hom o—
geneous density case. Aswas shown forthe rsttine In I21

87Rb has the fascinating properties that it o ers fast spin
dynam ics in the F=2 state (on the order ofa faw m s) and
slow spin dynam ics in the F=1 state (on the order of a few
s). Therefore also di erent spatial regin es can be thought of
with 8’Rb spinor condensates.

Fig. 1 shows the nitial evolution of an F=2 8’Rb spinor



condensate prepared In them r = 0 spin state with a central
densiyn 4 1bHam 3. I this case spin dynam ics takes
place w ith tin escales on the order of a fow m s [_2-]'], faster
than the axialtrap dynam ics characterised by a frequency of

21Hz. The other trapping frequencies of 155H z and

890H z In ply m otionaldynam ics faster than the soin evo—
lution and are thus neglected in the follow ing. The in age in
Fig.1l wastaken after sw itchingo the trapping potentialand
31lm stineof ightduringwhich am agnetic eld gradientwas
applied for 5m s to achieve a Stem-G erlach separation of the
soinor com ponents. T he axial trap direction was horizontal,
along which only weak mean eld induced expansion takes
place during tin e of ight. T he vertically sum m ed horizontal
cross sections shown in Fig. 1 thus approxin ately represent
the axialdistribbution ofthe trapped sam ple. T he In agesand
graphs clarly dem onstrate the density dependence of spin
dynam ics, asthemg = 1 spin states show a am aller w idth
than the "mother" my = 0 com ponent. This is due to the
parabolic density pro le of the "m other" com ponent, which
In plies a fast spin state conversion In the center of the trap.
Very recently a spatialdependence n 8’Rb F=2) condensate
soin dynam ics was also observed in t_3-§'] Further investiga-—
tions of the coupled soin and spatial dynam ics were lin ited
In our case by the nite optical resolution and w illbe sub Ect
to future investigations.

Interestingly external m agnetic elds are a further addi-
tional param eter to control soin dynam ics. W hereas m ost
theoretical work so far concentrated on the physics at B= 0,
experin ents R4, 27,128, 35] clearly dem onstrated the in por-
tance of exterm al eld in uences. M agnetic elds can com —
pltely hinder spin dynam ics or on the other hand strongly
stim ulate dynam ics. In the follow Ing we w illm ainly concen—
trate on a discussion of spin dynam ics suppression due to the
quadratic Zeem an e ect. Very recently the suppression of
soin dynam ics in F'= 2 spinor condensates w as experin entally
dbserved in [B5]. The Bllow ing discussion can explain these
observations in theirm ain part.

The m agnetic eld enters equations (:j) via the linear Zee—
man shift as well as the quadratic Zeem an shift with the
coupling constants p = gr gB and g = 45!}312 wih !i;
representing the hyper ne splitting. A s we w ill see later the
relatively large linear Zeem an energy (=B ks
does not in uence the soin dynam ics, which in fact is due to
total spin conservation. This is not true for the quadratic
Zeem an e ect! For typical experin ental conditions with o —
et elds of several 100m G the quadratic Zeem an energy
(FFEB 2 I3 35nK /&) can reach valies com parable to
the Intrinsic spin coupling (on the order of kg tin es one nK
or typical condensate densities ofa fow 10 am 3).

In order to extract the basic n uence of the quadratic
Zeam an e ect on spin dynam ics, we assum e a hom ogeneous
case with constant n (¢;t) = n and no spatial spin vardation
Tt =

~ ). W ih these assum ptions equation :fJ) reads
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the linear Zeem an dependence is rem oved from the equations
and the quadratic Zeem an e ect enters In a m ore sym m etric
way:
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In these equations derived here spin exchange is described by
the tem s w ith exponentials, while the other tem s represent
the mean eld phase evolution. Fig. :2: show s the relative
spoinor occupations and the relative phase .1 20+ 1
as a result of a num erical sin ulation of equations C_l-(_)') for
di erent m agnetic o set elds. The soin com ponent phases
aregiven by ;= arg( ;) with thephase ;1 2 ¢+ 1 isthe
relevant phase for the evolution ofthemr = 0 com ponent.
The initial conditions were chosen symm etric w ith density
n=4 I0am 3,3,3= 09,7 13= 005and ;= 0)= 0.

T he num erical sim ulation clearly show s that the quadratic
Zeam an e ect strongly suppresses soin dynam ics if it is Jarger
than the spin dependent mean eld shifts. For 8’Rb in F=1
and at densities of a fow tines 10 an 3 this suppression
becom es relevant at m agnetic eldsofa few 100mG .

T he suppression of spin dynam ics at high m agnetic elds
can also be directly deduced analysing the expression for o,
w hich according to equation z_l-(_j) at high m agnetic eldswill
approxin ately evolve due to the rapidly changing exponential
giving:

0 (teina1) o (to)
N ) teinal
— o) 1) +1t)e P alx
29 "
Ifqg gxn there w ill be nearly no change in the occupation

of spIn states as predicted by the num erical sin ulation.

In summ ary (i the absence ofa eld gradient) the linear
Zeem an e ect can be neglected for investigations on spin dy—
nam ics iIn spinor B ose condensates due to the always sym m et—
ric exchange of Zeem an energy CFjg.-'_a’a), w hich is fuindam en—
tally caused by spin conservation. In contrast we found that
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F igure 2: Num erical sin ulation ofequations (_1-9') fordi erent
m agnetic eld strengths. The graphs on the lft show the
evolution of the population of soin statemyr = 0 (red) and
of spin statesmy = 1 (plack). The graphs on the right
show the evolution of the relative phase corresoonding to the
Interaction 2Pi $ jli+ j 1i. A strong reduction of the
am plitude ofthe oscillation in the soin populations for higher
m agnetic elds is clearly visble.
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Figure 3: Schematic view of F=1 (Jli+ j 1i$ 27i) soin
dynam ics w ith additionalm agnetic eld. The di erent m ¢
states are labeled by 0 and 1. @) The total linear Zeem an
energy is conserved In goin dynam ics as the energy gain in
one com ponent is lost in the other. () T he quadratic Zeem an
shifts (shown w ith the linear Zeem an contribution subtracted
and rescaled as typically E ¢ E 1) however kad to an
energy inbalance In soin dynam ics.

soin dynam ics can be signi cantly altered by the quadratic
Zeem an e ect, where an additive energy exchange F ig. '§'b)
leads to a "dephasing" of the spin com ponents ultin ately
stopping spin dynam ics at high m agnetic elds. One could
say that high extemalm agnetic elds "pin" the spin to is
value. Intrinsic spin dynam ics can be observed up to m ag—
netic elds for which gB) ’ gyn typically corresponds to
eldsofa few 100m G .W e want to em phasize that the block—
Ing of spin dynam ics is sokely due to the quadratic Zeem an
e ect and does not ollow energetical considerations. Indeed
w ith this blocking e ect we can explain the experin entally
observed high m agnetic eld suppression of spin dynam ics
even when i is leading to an energetically lower state I_B-ﬁ]
Furthem ore we found evidence of spatially varying spin
dynam ics in trapped spinor condensates w th inhom ogeneous
density. This e ect will lead to com plex coupled dynam ics
of spatial and soin degrees of freedom to be investigated in
future experin ents.

3 Them odynam icsw ith spinor con-—
densates

Finite tem perature e ects In BoseE instein condensates rep—
resent an active area of research, which is still relatively un—
explored due to its theoretical com plexity and experin ental
challenges. In theory sophisticated m ethods have been devel-
oped to reduce the com plexity of sin ulations such that m od-
elling com plex phenom ena seem s feasble B8, 139,40, 41, 43].
M a prtests for thesem odels consisted in the Interpretation of
early experin ents on dam ping of single com ponent conden—
sate excitations in the presence of a nom al com ponent and
on condensate form ation.

Spinorcondensateso era novelapproach to wellcontrolled
BoseE instein therm odynam ics. As a rst aspect they are
m ulticom ponent system s such that a them al bath for one
com ponent can easily be created by tailoring the other com —
ponent (s). This aspect is widely used in sym pathetic cooling
experin ents w ith m ultispecies m ixtures. Spinor m ulicom -
ponent system s add the essential agpect of particle exchange
betw een the com ponents, which is required to com plete ther-
m odynam ics. The particle exchange takes place due to in—
trinsic Interparticle interactions but can also be experim en—
tally controlled via additionalextemalelectrom agnetic elds.
T hese agpects and the relevant interactions w ith respect to
therm odynam ics in spinor quantum gases are shown schem at—
ically in Fig.4.

An in portant point in the study of soinor system s is con—
nected to the coherence between di erent soin com ponents.
Coherent soin m xtures, ie. m xtures n which each singlke
atom (in the nom alcom ponent aswell as In the condensate
fraction) is in the sam e quantum superposition of spin states,
are e ectively single com ponent quantum gases, which have
to be contrasted to incoherent soin m ixtures, where di erent
soin states represent di erent species gases. For exam ple if
a F=1 spinor gas in the rst case would be described by N
particles In a soin superposition state = i+ Pi+ J 1i
then the incoherent state would be given by am ixture ofthree
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Figure 4: Schem atic view ofthem odynam ics In spinor quan-—
tum gases for the exampl of a spin F=1 system . In this
exam ple the stateswih m ¢ 1= jJiandmy = 1= 3 1i
act as a heat bath and particlke reservoir for the statemy =
0= Pi. Heat (energy) is exchanged by elastic collision pro—
cesses Involving atom s in the nom al com ponent. P articles
are exchanged in spin-changing collisions via the interaction
i+ j 1i $ 2Pi. An inportant aspect of particle ex—
change lies In the density dependence of soin dynam ics, which
nearly exclusisively takes place in the dense condensate frac—
tion. P articke exchange thus nvolves only am allenergy trans—
fer and does practically not contribute to them alization pro—
cesses. Spinor condensates thus allow to create system s w ith
Independently tunable particle and heat exchange.

gases, one w ith N, = j ¥ particles in the jli state, one w ith
No = j F partickes in the Pi state and onewith N ; = j §
particles in the j 11 state.

Indeed incoherent spin m ixtures are in som e cases of high
experin ental in portance, eg. for the conversion of two spin
state ferm ion m ixtures to a m olecular Bose gas w ith a Fesh—
bach resonance. Thiswasnicely dem onstrated and explained
in [43] for the preparation of a spin state m ixture in °Li. As
an another exam ple the distinction between coherent and in—
coherent goin superpositions is crucial to the understanding
of the recently dem onstrated decoherence driven cooling l_§§‘]
in a quasispin 1/2 system .

The evolution of F=1 and F=2 goinor condensates dis—
cussed In this paper can be tuned in between the regin es
of ocoherent and incoherent evolution by adapting the pa—
ram eters tem perature, densiy and possbly extemalradiofre-
quency coupling. An Intriguing exam ple form ostly coherent
evolution is the ocbservation of spinor oscillations f_fz:, -'_2-2_3, :_55]
The inooherent lin i was recently reached in a them aliza—
tion dom Inated regin e w ith the dem onstration of constant
tem perature BoseE Instein condensation [_§]'] In F=1 spinor
condensates w ith signi cant occupation in the nom al com —
ponent.

In the follow ng we will further concentrate on the ther-
m alization dom inated regine in F=1 8’Rb and investigate
the evolution of an Initially prepared Jli+ Pim xture (see
Fig.a).

D ue to totalspin conservation the only soin dynam ics isthe
coupling2Pi$ Jli+ j 1i,which in thiscase hitially leadsto
the depletion of the Pi state In favor ofthe (initially already
populated) Jliand the (nitially empty) 7 1istates. Asspin

mg= - 0 + +1

mg= -1 0

Figure 5: Absorption In ages and cross sections show ing the
tem poral evolution of a spinor condensate prepared in the
states m g 1 and m¢ 0 wih a signi cant fraction of
atom s in thenom alcloud (the nitialpopulation nmg = 1
is due to slight preparation im perfections).

dynam ics ism ostly occurring in the condensate fraction, low

energy atom s are added to the jliand j 1i states, which in
the case of the Jli state just add to the condensate fraction
(the particle num ber in the nom alcom ponent ofthis state is
saturated for the given tem perature). T he case of the new Iy
populated j 11 state is however signi cantly di erent, as
this state does not yet possess a nom al com ponent. The
low energy atom s in this state quickly (on a shorter tim escale
—on the order of 50m s than spin dynam ics — on the order
of seconds) them alise w ith the nom al com ponent atom s of
the other spin states. This lads to a slow buildup of the
j  linom alcom ponent and at the sam e tin e an increase In
condensate fraction in the jli com ponent, while the i state
condensate fraction decreases.

An interesting point is that this process lads to a slight
decrease In tem perature, as i uses energy from the existing
nom al com ponents to them alise the low energy atom s en-—
tering the j 1i state from the i condensate fraction. T his
tem perature decrease at the expense of total condensate frac—
tion is sim ilar to decoherence driven cooling ocbserved in quasi
spin 1/2 system s B6].

W e want to em phasise that under typicalexperin entalcon—
ditionsthe themm alenergy correspondsto roughly kg 300nK
and is thusm ore than an order ofm agnitude larger than the
soin dependent m ean— eld shifts of roughly kg 10nK re—
soonsble for spin dynam ics. This directly Inplies that In
them alequilbrium the nom alcom ponents of di erent spin
states will have equal population (@If there are su ciently
m any atom s available In each soin com ponent). For the case
discussed in thispaperthe j 1inom alcom ponent w ill grow
until either the i condensate fraction is com pletely depleted
or it reaches its saturated occupation for the given tem pera—



mg=-1

mp=0

mg=1

@ Q!

Figure 6: Schem atic view of condensate m agnetisation in
them ally dom inated spin dynam ics. T he top row show s the
Initially prepared state. Spin dynam ics is transferring popu-
lation from the i condensate fraction to the 1icondensate
fractions (second row ) . D ue to fast them alisation and the ab—
senceofa j linom alcom ponent, thenew j 1iatom sstart
to populate the nom al com ponent, while the new j+ 1i jast
add to the corresponding condensate fraction (third row ). In
the end there w ill be them al equilbrium w ith equally pop—
ulated nom al com ponents (zero total spin) and a stronger
than iniial condensate fraction m agnetisation.

ture, ie. the sam e occupation as the other soin state nomm al
com ponents (which are saturated, as there exists a conden-
sate fraction In these com ponents). Only in the second case
a condensate fraction willbuild up in the j 1i state, which
now w illbe determm ined not by the them al energy scale but
by spin dynam ics B7].
In any case this process w ill tend tow ards a total zero spin
In the nom al com ponents (equal occupation) and thus shift
the total spin of the condensate fractions towardsm ore pos—
itive values. T he strongest m agnetisation of the condensate
fraction occurs if the niial population of the i condensate
fraction does not su ce to saturate the j 1i nom al com -
ponent occupation via spin dynam ics. In this case soin dy—
nam ics stops after the i condensate fraction is depleted and
only a j+ 1i condensate fraction rem ains, ie. the condensate
fraction is fully m agnetised.
T he principle m echanism s are again sum m arized in Fjg.-'_dz
The population ofthe 7 1i condensate part them alises and
Isupaj linom alcom ponent. T husthenom alconponent
total spin nally adds up to zero. D ue to spin conservation,
the condensate spin has to increase, which is re ected n a
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F igure 7: E xperin entaldata versusa sin ulation forthem ally
dom inated spinor dynam ics for an initial preparation of the
sampleihmyr = landmg = 0. Thegraph show sthe average
m agnetisation of atom s In the condensate fraction, atom s in
the nom al fraction and in total.

higher j+ 1i condensate fraction population. T his process is
clearly re ected in the experin entaldata presented in Fx;::/:
T he data is well reproduced by a num erical sin ulation based
on a sin ple rate equation m odel, presented In detail n t_B-z:]
T he slight decrease in the average spin for the totalensem ble
is due to the fact that the trap losses are dom inated by three
body collisions, predom inantly occurring In the m agnetised
condensate fraction.

In conclusion in this paper we have presented investiga—
tions on spatial variations, In uence of m agnetic elds and
high tem perature as fundam ental and new aspects in spinor
dynam ics. W e found that fast spin dynam ics In inhom o—
geneous (trapped) ensembles leads to spatial e ects which
prom ises new com plex coupled spatial and spin dynam ics.
W e have shown, that the dom inant m agnetic eld in uence
stem s from the quadratic Zeem an e ect, lm iting the o set

elds up to which spinor dynam ics can be observed for typi-
calexperin entalconditionsto a few 100m G .Furthem orewe
Investigated the regin e of nite tem perature soinor dynam —
ics considering the exam ple of condensate m agnetisation in
favour ofan equalised spin distrdbution in the norm alcom po—
nent. This work dem onstrates the versatility and com plexity
of spinor B oseE instein condensates and paves the way for a
broad range of future investigations.

W e acknow ledge support in SPP 1116 of the D eutsche
Forschungsgem einschaft.
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