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A bstract

W e study theoretically the interference pattems produced by the overlap of an array
of BoseE Instein condensates that have no phase ooherence am ong them . W e show that
density-density correlations at di erent quasin om enta, which play an in portant role in two—
condensate interference, becom e negligble for largeN ,where N isthe num ber of overlapping
condensates. In order to understand the physics of this phenom enon, it is su cient to
consider the periodicity ofthe lattice and the statistical probability distribbution ofa random —
walk problen . T he average visbility of such interference pattemsdecreasesasN =2 forlarge
N .
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Sihcethe rst experin ental realizations ofB ossE instein condensates BEC ) In the akali-
atom ic gases fli, 2, 3], one of the rst goals was to dem onstrate the coherence of the m atter
waves in a BEC . That goal was rst achieved in the classic Interference experim ent by
Andrews et. al. [4]. In the Pllow ing years, interference e ects proved to be a valuable
experin ental tool in the study of cold atom ic gases [, 1§, 74,18, 9]. For exam pk, they were
used to dem onstrate phase coherence w ithin a single condensate [§], study squeezed states
ofa BEC in a doublkwell potential [}], dentify the phase transition between the super uid
and M ott-nsulator phases of a Bose gas in an optical lttice ] and cbserve the dynam ics
ofmatter wave elds [, 8]. W ith the increased interest in atom ic gases trapped in optical
lattices, Interference experin ents w ill undoubtedly provide a usefiil tool to probe the co—
herence properties of these system s. It is therefore in portant to understand the physics of
Interference pattems produced follow ing the release and expansion of such atom ic gases.

T he phenom enon of Interference between BEC ’s m anifests iself as the observation of
a periodic m odulation of the density caused by the overlap of two or m ore condensates.
W hen two ocondensates w ith an equal num ber of atom s are m ade to overlap, such a density
m odulation occurs in every run of the experiment with 100% visbility, ie. the density
is ideally the square of a snusoidal finction, up to an envelope function resulting from the
spatial nitenessofthe system H]. Therefore, one can say that there exist strong correlations
that dictate that the density m ust vanish at the m idpoint between two sucoessive m axin a.
If one starts w ith two independent condensates, ie. if the relative phase between the two
condensates is initially unknown, the location of interference m axim a takes a random valie,
keeping the distance between successive m axina xed by the length and tin e scales in the
experin ental sstup ¥, 10]. Note that in the context of nterference experin ents, the tem
\independent condensates" describes both a statistical m ixture of states w ith wellde ned
but unknow n relative phases and Fock states, where one startsw ith wellkde ned valuesofthe
atom num bers in each condensate. In the Jatter case, the location ofthe em erging interference
m axin a takes a random value, just Ike any quantum variable whose wave fiinction collapses
at the tin e of m easurem ent.

Ifthree condensates arem ade to overlap, onem ust consider tw o relative phases, w hich can
be taken as the relative phase between condensates 1 and 2 and that between condensates 2
and 3. Ik istherefore intuitive to think that the overlap ofthree condensatesw ill stillproduce
Interference firinges, but w ith reduced visbility due to the random ness of the two degrees of
freedom . Sin ilarly, one would expect the interference betw een a Jargernum ber of condensates
to produce Interference fringesw ith a value ofvisbility that decreases and eventually vanishes
w ith Increasing num ber of condensates. Tn a recent experin ent, H adzibabic et. al. studied
the Interference of about 30 condensates, and they observed density m odulations w ith 34%
average visbility 11]. At rst sight, that resulrm ight seem to contradict the above-presented
Intuiive guess. W e shall dem onstrate that there is no contradiction between the experim ent
and our intuition. O ur Intuition m ight fail, however, In predicting how quickly the visbiliyy
decreases w ith Increasing num ber of condensates.

W e shall consider the experin ental situation studied n Ref. [L1]. In that experin ent,
a BEC is loaded into a one-din ensional optical Jattice such that a Jarge num ber of lattice
sites are lled with atom s (N ote that the Jattice sites are not equally-populated, but each
one contains a large number of atom s {12]). W ith the choice of param eters in their sstup,
apart from determm ining the occupation ofthe di erent lattice sites, interatom ic Interactions



can be neglcted throughout the experim ent. Furthem ore the height of the optical lattice
potential is substantially larger than the kinetic energy of an atom in the ground state of
a given lattice site. Therefore, we nd that the (singlepartick) wave function describing

the condensate iswellapproxin ated by a sum ofG aussians centred at the di erent potential
m inin a. N otethat allthe G aussianshave the sam ew idth, nam ely that given by theham onic
oscillator Jength near the potentialm inim a. T he trapping potential is then tumed o , and

the cloud expands ballistically. A ffer a Jong expansion tin e, a picture is taken ofthe density
distrbution. In Ref. [11] the experin ent was analysed theoretically by taking the initial
wave function and propagating it In tin e to obtain num erically the density distrdbution after
the expansion. In this Paper we shall try to ddentify the origih of the di erent physical
aspects of the experin ent analytically, and we verify that identi cation w ith som e num erical
caloulations. Unlke the analysis of Ref. [[1], In order to avoid com plications that do not
have any qualitative e ect on the behaviour ofm ain Interest to us, we shall not worry about
the nite resolution of the In aging device. Such e ects can be taken into acoount relatively

easily.

O ne can gain a good am ount of Insight into the physics ofthe problem by considering the
di erent relevant length scales and w hat they corresoond to before and after the expansion of
the atom ic cloud (here we assum e that the expansion lasts long enough so that any structure
seen In the naldensity distrbution is Jarger than the original size of the cloud before the
expansion). The relation between each length scale x before the expansion and the length
scale it produces after the expansion X isgiven by X ht=m x. T he size ofthe wave function
Inside each well in the optical lattice  gives the overall size of the cloud after the expansion

ht=m . That Jatter length scale gives the G aussian envelope of the density distribution
after the expansion. T he distance between lattice sites d gives the period of of the density
m odulation inside the G aussian envelope D ht=m d. The size of the entire cloud before
the expansion 1 gives the length scale of structure in the periodic function L ht=m ], ie.
changes In the density after the expansion can only occur on length scales of the order of
or larger than L . In the follow Ing paragraphs we shall revisit the above considerationsm ore
quantitatively and develop a sin ple fram ework for thinking about the problm at hand.

F irst, we ook at the wave function before the expansion. A s explained above, it can be
approxin ated by: X
I M)
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where je'J are the am plitudes of the wave function at the di erent lhattice sites, labelled
by 7 (1;2; 23N ,where N is the num ber of overlapping condensates). T he Fourer trans-
form ofthat wave function can be calculated straightforwardly to give the wave function in
m om entum space:
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and , isthe argum ent (ie. phase anglk) ofthe expression inside the absolute value brackets

In the expression forA , . Since the density distribbution In realspace aftera long tin e ofballis—
tic expansion re ects the density distribution in m om entum space before the expansion, the

above expression m ust contain allthe nfom ation about the produced interference pattems.

A s explained In the previous paragraph, we can inm ediately see that the last exponential
factor n Eq. @) provides the G aussian envelope of the density distrdoution. The tem inside

thebrackets n Eq. @), towhich we shallreferas (p), describes the periodic fiinction inside

the G aussian envelope hotethat @+ 2 h=d)= (o)]. Since the largest value ofm isN 1,
p must change by at least h=N d) in order to see any substantial change in the densiy
distribution hote that N d is the size of the entire cloud before the expansion]. It is perhaps
easiest to think about the above analysis in term of B loch states, which describe the wave

finction of a particle in a periodic potential fi3]. O ne can then think of (o) as descrbing

the probability am plitude ofa given atom to be In the quasin om entum state p in the lowest

Bloch band. It now su ces to consider the discrete sst ofmomentap y = 2 hj=WN d), where
jrunsover the integers from N =2+ 1 toN =2. The scale for densiy variationsnow becom es
denti ed as the ssparation between ad-poent quasin om entum states. In other words, once

we have calculated () at the discrete set of quasim om enta, we can connect the points w ith

a anooth curve to nd (o) for any value ofp.

In order to dem onstrate the unique features of the two-condensate interference problem ,
we discuss it in somem ore detail WetakeN = 2and ;= ). The Janguage of B loch
states is not suited to describe such a an allvalue ofN . H owever, if one takes any two points
In mom entum space that are separated by h=d, which corresponds to the distance between
quasin om entum states for N = 2, one nds a clkar density-density correlation, which can

be express=ed as:
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where isthe average value of j ()3 and represents the average density of the interference
pattem, neglecting the G aussian envelope. The e ect of that correlation is displayed in its
m ost spectacular form when one starts w ith a Fock state [L0]. In that case, the detection of
the rstfew atom s, combined w ith density-density correlations, isthem echanian resoonsble
for the determ nation of the relative phase between the two condensates. A notherm anifes-
tation ofthat density-density correlation is the vanishing density at the nterferencem Inin a.
T he correlations can also be seen using the treatm ent of the previous paragraph. From Eqg.
@) we ndthatA,= A; = 23 ¥, which says that the visbility m ust be 100% in every run



ofthe experim ent. Ifone identi es the points ofm aximum and m ininum density asthe pre-
ferred quasim om entum  states, the densities are autom atically sst at 2 and zero, repectively.
This type of of density-density correlations at the di erent quasin om enta decreases if we
Increase N . H owever, m ore Intricate correlations appear asN is ncreased, corresponding to
the Increasing num ber of A ,’s. T herefore, one m ight think that it is in portant to take into
acoount the e ects of all those correlations to describe the interference pattems correctly.
W e shall show below that neglcting all such correlations still yields a good approxin ation
of the produced interference fringes.

W e now proceed w ith the num erical calculations and comm ent on the results aswem ove
along. Fig. 1 show s the average visbility V as a function of the num ber of overlapping con—
densatesN . Each point in Fig. 1 represents the average value of 10° runs of the sin ulation.
F irst, we perform what we refer to as the exact calculation. In each run, we generate random
values for the phases of the condensates In the di erent lattice sites. From those phaseswe
can calculate the probability am plitude f () for an atom to be in any of the N quasim o—
mentum statesp p=2 hj=Nd)); j= N=2+ 1;:3N=2]. We then nd a kastsjquares t
to the squares of those am plitudes (i.e.(jf ©)F) of the fomy, ;

h)=h, 1+V cos %d+ : ©)

W e perform the exact calculation forboth a Thom asFerm i (TF) density distrbution, where
the Iniial occupation of the lattice sites has the form of an hverted parabola, and for
the hom ogeneous case, where all the lattice sites are equally-populated. The reason why
the average visbility is higher in the TF case than the unifom case for the sam e num ber
of condensates is that In the TF case the edge condensates, which have a an all num ber
of atom s, have a an all e ect on the produced interference pattems, and that results in a

an aller e ective num ber of condensates. In the ram ainder of this Paper, we focus on the
hom ogeneous case. W hen calculating the values £ (p) In the above sim ulations, we use the
sam e values of the condensate phases for all the points p. W e note, however, that the
num ber of points that we generate in the function f () is equalto the num ber of random ky—
generated phases. M oreover, as the number of condensates N increases, correlations in

f ) at di erent points p becom e m ore subtle. For exam ple, two-point correlations of the
om h(f ©)FF % Fi=hf @) Fihf E»Fi 1 decrease and approach zero asN ! 1 . It is
then natural to ask whether i is necessary to keep track of the condensate phases when we
calculate f () at the di erent poInts p. W e answer that question by generating another sst
of sin ulations (for the hom ogeneous case), but now for each value of p we calculate £ ()

by summ ing N tem s of the om e' with random Iy chosen values of the variabke . W e
can see from Fig. 1 that forN " 20 the two sets becom e aln ost Indistinguishable, apart
from statistical uctuations. A tfhough this caloulation does not correspond to any sinple

physical statistical ensam ble in the present context, it has the advantage of sim plifying our
thinking about the problem . W hen visualising the produced interference pattems, we no
longer have to keep track ofhow the phase of the m atterwave eld from each condensate

changes as we m ove across the (In aghary) detection screen. W e can sinply think of a
finction where to each ofthe N di erent values of quasin om entum on the x-axis we assign

a random ly-generated num ber as the value of the function Wwe shall use that idea to give a
sin ple derwvation of the large N behaviour of the average visbility V below ). T he problam



can be sin pli ed a little bit further as ollow s. For large N the problem ofadding N temn s
of the om e' with random values of is a two-din ensional random walk problam . As is
wellknown, the Jarge N random walk problem In two din ensions has the probability density
041

@) = opre mieaR®, (7)
where the varable r is the distance from the origih, and R is the mean value of r Note
that r corresponds to I ()Jj In the present problem ]. W e generate a fourth set of points
where we now generate each point ¥ () jfrom the probability distrbution n Eq. ]). From
Fig. 1, we can see that this new st of points agrees w ith the exact calculation just aswell
as the previous calculation, even forN as low as 11, where approxin ating the probability
distribution ofthe random -wak problm by Eq. {}) isnot expected to be very accurate. For
further com parison, we plot n Fig. 2 the probability desnity P (V) to nd a certain value
of the visbility V forN = 11 and N = 51. Fig. 2 shows the results for both the exact
calculation and the calculation where correlations are neglcted. W e do that by running
the sinulation 10° tin es, and then distributing the obtained values of V into a histogram .
Agan,we nd very good agreem ent between the two calculations. W e note that ifwe look at
higher-frequency com ponents in the density distridution, ie. tem s corresponding to higher
valies of n in Eq. (3), we expect to see less agreem ent between our approxin ation and the
exact calculation. T he reason isthat A , 1 decreases substantially asn becom es oforderN in
the exact calculation, whereas our approxin ation gives a value of A , i that is independent
ofn. The e ect ofthose high frequency com ponents, how ever, is rather di cul to see from
a sin plk view of the Interference pattems.

For com pleteness, wem ake the follow ing tw o observations about the results ofour sin ula-
tions: (1) Using an unrestricted least-squares t, we ocbtained values of the visbility greater
than 1. That happened about 5% ofthe runs forN = 11 (hom ogeneous case), and did not
occur forN > 40. In those cases we have used the value 1. The di erence In the average
visboility between the corrected and uncorrected sets was always under 2% . (2) In all the
data sets, the standard deviation in the visbility converged to around 0.52 of the m ean for
large N . That value can be obtained analytically for the exact calculation by m aking the
observation that the statistics of the m easured values of the visbility, as given by Eq. @),
is described by a two-din ensional random -wak problem . Using Eq. (1), one can see that
She ratio of the standard deviation to the m ean of the distance in that problem is given by

4= 1= 0:523.
W e now derive the large N behaviour of V . O ne can do that by considering Eq. 4). &

is straightforw ard to see that:
m2i N n
a2 =4 N2 ;n= 1;2; 3N 1: 8)

M oreover, since the calculation of WA 1 reduces to a two-din ensional random walk problam

in the arge N limi Wwih (N n) 1}, e nd that M, 1=t 2i = =4, which gives
the average visbility asV = hAi=lA i ! =N . W e plot that function on Fig. 1 for
com parison w ith our sinulations. W e now derive the N =2 behaviour using the approach
where we neglect m ultjplepoint correlations In f (). A s explained above, f (o) is periodic
In p wih period 2 h=d. W e take that Interval and divide it into K regions of equal length,




where K 1.Wenow takeN tobea hrgemulkipl ofK ,ie. N = M K wih M 1, o
that each region containsM points where the function f (o) is to be evaluated. For large K
and M , we can replace allthe points In each region by one point that represents the average
value F of the function In that region. That coarse graining procedure adds a negligbly
an all correction to the value of the visbility that we cbtain in the density t. At eadh point,
f (o) is generated from a probability distribution w ith mean £ and standard deviation f£.
N ote that the ratio f= f, which can be cbtained ﬁ:ompE_q {-_7.), is Independent of N . W ih
a sin ple statisticsargum ent, we ndthat F=F = (1= M ) f=f,whereF and F arethe
m ean and standard deviation of F , respectively. The quantity F=F m easures the relative
deviations of the density from itsmean. Since it is those deviations that %ro_duoe the nie
density m odulation, the average visbility m ust also be proportionalto 1= M for largeM .
It therefore Hllows that V. fallso asN ™2 for large values of N .

W e pause oram om ent to comm ent on one of the calculationsby Hadzbabic et. al. fi1].
T hey calculated num erically them inin um and m axin um densities ofevery shot and averaged
the results overm any shots. T hey found that the averagem inim um density i N !and
the average m aximum density pax InN, sothat pn=nax ! OasN ! 1 . In our
approach we can obtain the large N bahaviour of those quantities straightforwardly by
requiring that:

Zp—
N gr)dr 1 9)
z°,

N p7(_:1(1:)dr 1: (10)

m ax

Solving those equations In the Im N ! 1 gives the above asym ptotic behaviour. In Ref.
fl1] that resulk is descrbed as being an increasing contrast w ith increasing N . However,
one m ust be carefulwhen using that de nition of contrast, since the visbility of interference
fringes decreases w ith Increasing N , as we have shown above and asm entioned in Ref. fL1].
N ote also that the width of those features, ie. the density m axin a and m inin a, decreases
w ith Increasing num ber of condensates.

W e nally comm ent brie y on the three-din ensional case. A s above, using argum ents of
B loch stateswe can see that the density distrdboution after the expansion w ill have the sam e
sym m etries as the reciprocal Jattice. For exam ple, if the real Jattice is cubic, the reciprocal
Jattice w ill also be cubic, and so willbe the density distribbution after the expansion. In the
sense that an interference pattem is a periodic m odulation of the density, we would then
expect to see interference pattems in any num ber of din ensions. O ne com plication arises
when one tries to in age such interference pattems. W ih present-day im aging technigues,
one can only obtain two din ensional pictures. T herefore, if one sin ply shines a laser beam
at the condensate and looks at the shadow of that beam , only the total density along the
In aging direction ism easured. Thathasthee ect ofreducing the visbility ofthe interference
pattem from itsvalue fora two-din ensional lattice. T hat can be seen by considering st the
tw o-din ensional case, which is produced by generating a set of random num bers w ith m ean
value £ and standard deviation f at the quasin om entum states. In the three-din ensional
case, we Instead have to add M such random ly-generated num bers at each quasin om entum
state (in the reduced two-dim ensional space; here we consider a cubic Jattice for sim plicity),
where M is the number of lattice sites In the third dimension. The mean of the sum is



given by M f, whereas the standard deviation of the sum is given by P M f. Therebre
the deviations from the mean in the m easured density will be reduced by a factorM 172,
leading to a reduced visbility. It ispossble, however, to in age slices of the expanded cloud
as explained in Ref. ). Using that technique, the three dim ensional density distrbution
should be accessble.

In conclusion, we have considered the Interference pattems produced by the overlap of
an array of independent BoseE instein condensates. W e have shown that density-density
correlations at di erent quasin om enta do not play any signi cant rok in producing the in-—
terference fringes, in contrast to what m ight be intuitively expected. In order to understand
the m ain features of the produced Interference pattems, it is su cient to consider the pe-
riodicity of the lattice, and to identify the probability distrdoution for the occupation of a
given quasim om entum state. W e have dem onstrated the above statem ent by reproducing
a num ber of features of the interference pattems w ith rem arkabl accuracy using an ap—
proxin ation where we neglect those density-density correlations. In particular, the average
visbility decreases as N 2 with increasing number of condensates N . O ur resuls help
explain the behaviour observed in recent experim ents on the interference of atom ic clouds
released from optical Jattices.
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F igures

Fig. 1: Average visbility V as a function of number of condensates N on a logarith—
m ic scale. Circles and stars represent the exact calculation for the Thom asFem iand the
hom ogeneous case, respectively. X 's are generated by summ ing N random num bers of unit
m odulus at each value of quasim om entum . +’s are generated using the asym ptotic two—
din ensional random walk probability distribution at each value of quasin om entum .

Fig. 2: Probability density P (V) as a function of visbilty V orN = 11 (@) and
N = 51 (). X'’sand + s are obtalned from the exact calculation and the calculation where
density-density correlations are neglected, resoectively. T he solid line is the asym pgo@ o—
din ensional éandom walk probability density corresoonding to a m ean distance =11 =

053 @) and =51= 025 ().
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