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Starting with two weakly-coupled anti-ferrom agnetic spinorcondensates,weshow thatby chang-

ingthesign ofthecoe�cientofthespin interaction,U 2,viaan optically-induced Feshbach resonance

onecan createan entangled stateconsisting oftwo anti-correlated ferrom agnetic condensates.This

stateism axim ally entangled and ageneralization oftheBellstatefrom twoanti-correlated spin� 1=2

particlesto two anti-correlated spin� N =2 atom ic sam ples,where N isthe totalnum berofatom s.

Q uantum entanglem entis the single m ostfundam en-

taldi�erence between quantum m echanics and classical

m echanics[1].Itisalsothekeyingredientthatenablesin-

form ation transm ission and processing beyond thatpos-

sibleclassically [2].Q uantum degenerategases[3,4],due

to their purity,weak environm entalcoupling and high

experim entalcontrol,area naturalcandidate to achieve

such entangled states. In particular, with the experi-

m entalsuccessofallopticaltrapping ofa Bose-Einstein

condensate[5],itisnow possibleto exploreatom icgases

with spin degreesoffreedom . There have already been

a num berofproposalsto create m ulti-particle entangle-

m entbetween atom swith an internaldegree offreedom

[6,7,8,9].Theseproposalshaveconcentrated on creat-

ingspin-squeezedstates[10]orpairwiseentanglem ent[11],

in contrast,in thisletterwewish to proposea m ethod to

produce a m axim ally entangled state ofthe spin degree

offreedom oftwo spatially separated spinorcondensates

via an anti-ferrom agneticto ferrom agnetictransition.

Theoriginalm axim ally entangled Bellstateconsistsof

a pairofanti-correlated spin� 1=2 particles
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W ecan also straightforwardly generalizetheabovestate

to an arbitrary spin� l particle. This generalized Bell

stateisalso m axim ally entangled and hasthe form

jBli=
1

p
2l+ 1

lX

m 1= �l

(� 1)m 1jm 1i1j� m1i2 (2)

such that each com ponent ofthe spin, m 1 = � l;� � � l,

of particle 1 is anti-correlated with that ofparticle 2.

The \particles" we consider in this paper are in fact

two ferrom agnetic spin-1 atom ic sam ples localized at

the m inim um s ofa double-wellopticalpotential,where

the spin variable l = N =2 is equal to the num ber of

atom s in each welland can have the m esoscopic values

� 103 � 107[4]. M easurem ent ofthe entangled state is

perform ed in a sim ilarway to the Stern-G erlach experi-

m ent,where a m agnetic �eld gradientapplied to one of

the atom ic sam ples willspread the angular m om entum

com ponentsspatially which can then bem easured by ab-

sorption im aging[4]. Thiswillprojectthe sam ple into a

de�nite com ponentofthe angularm om entum and,due

totheanti-correlation,theothersam plewillbeprojected

into the oppositecom ponent.

The low energy collisions ofspin-1 atom s trapped in

an opticalpotentialcan be described by the interaction

potential:

V̂ (r1 � r2)=
4��h

2

m
�(r1 � r2)

h

a0P̂0 + a2P̂2

i

; (3)

where aF is the scattering length in the totalspin F =

0;2 channeland m is the atom ic m ass[12]. Here P̂F is

a projection operatorwhich projects the pair ofatom s,

1 and 2, into a totalhyper�ne spin F state. Follow-

ing the initialproposalofFedichev et al. [13], recent

work hasshown thatthe m agnitude and the sign ofthe

scattering lengthscan betunned via allopticalFeshbach

resonances[14,15,16,17]. The enhanced experim ental

controlthis providesopensup a new arena ofpossibili-

ties for quantum state controlin these spin system s,of

which,the presentwork isoneexam ple.

W e consider the case ofa sym m etric double-wellpo-

tential(such asthatrecently realized atM IT [18])where

the system can be described in term s ofwell-localized

spatialm odesin thetwo wellsofthepotentialeach con-

taining N =2 atom s. In addition,the spin dependence of

the collisions is assum ed to be sm all,ja0 � a2j� ja0j,

so that we can assum e the spatialm odes are the sam e

for each spin state [12, 19]. De�ning the quantities

c0 = 4��h
2
(a0 + 2a2)=3m and c2 = 4��h

2
(a2 � a0)=3m

the Ham iltonian ofthe system hasthe form

Ĥ = Ĥ hop + Ĥ coll+ Ĥ spin (4)

Ĥ hop = � J
X

�= �1;0;1

â
y

1;� â2;� + â
y

2;� â1;� (5)

Ĥ coll =
U0

2

X

i= 1;2

n̂i(̂ni� 1) (6)

Ĥ spin =
U2

2

X

i= 1;2

h

L̂
2
i � 2n̂i

i

(7)
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where âi;� is the annihilation operator for an atom

with spin projection � in the ith well. Here J =

�
R
d3r �

1(r)[� �h
2
r 2=2m + Vpot(r)] 2(r) and UF =

cF
R
d3rj i(r)j

4 are given in term softhe spatialm odes

 i(r). For each wellwe have de�ned the num ber op-

erators n̂i =
P

�
â
y

i;� âi;� and the spin vectors L̂ j =

L̂j;zz +
1

2
(̂Lj;+ + L̂j;� )x +

i

2
(̂Lj;+ � L̂j;� )y,wherez,x,

and y are unitvectorsin a Cartesian coordinate system

and

L̂j;z = â
y

j;1
âj;1 � â

y

j;�1
âj;�1 ; (8)

L̂j;� =
p
2(̂a

y

j;�1
âj;0 + â

y

j;0
âj;1) (9)

and L̂j;+ = L̂
y

j;� . The above \tight-binding" Ham ilto-

nian isvalid when thehopping can betreated asa weak

perturbation to two independentwells,i.e. the hopping

energy m ustbe m uch sm allerthan the m ode spacing in

the independentwells[20].

W hen J = 0,it isconvenientto introduce the sim ul-

taneouseigenstatesofn̂j,L̂
2
j and L̂j;z:

jnj;lj;m ji/ (̂Lj;� )
lj�m j(Â

y

j)
sj (̂a

y

j;1)
ljjvaci; (10)

where the spin-singlet creation operator is de�ned by

Â
y

i = â
y2

i;0 � 2â
y

i;1â
y

i;�1 [21]. The singlet num ber sj sat-

is�esthe relation 2sj = nj � lj. M ore generally,we can

derivethe operatoridentity

n̂i(̂ni+ 1)= L̂
2
i + Â

y

iÂ i; (11)

which hasthe interpretation:atom seithercontribute to

the m agnitude ofthe spin angular m om entum or they

form singlets.Itisalso usefulto de�nethesim ultaneous

eigenstatesofn̂j,L̂
2
j,thetotalangularm om entum L̂2 =

L̂2
1+ L̂

2
2+ 2L̂ 1�̂L 2 and L̂z = L̂1;z+ L̂2;z:jn1;l1;n2;l2;l;m i,

which arerelatedtojn1;l1;m 1i1jn2;l2;m 2i2 viatheusual

Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients.

In the lim it of vanishing hopping (J = 0), we can

use the fact that the L̂2
i com m ute with the Ham ilto-

nian to determ ine the ground state. In the case ofanti-

ferrom agnetic interactions (U2 > 0), the ground state

of each wellis the state that m inim izes ĥL2
ii [12, 22]

which,from Eq.(11),im pliesthatallatom sform singlets:

hÂ
y

iÂ ii� ĥni(̂ni+ 1)i.In the sim plestcasewhen N and

n1 = n2 = N =2 arealleven,theground stateisgiven by

the productstate

jAFi= jl1 = 0;m 1 = 0i1jl2 = 0;m 2 = 0i2 (12)

or jAFi = jl1 = 0;l2 = 0;l = 0;m = 0i, where

we have suppressed the ni labels for notational con-

venience. Using sim ilar argum ents we see that in the

case offerrom agnetic interactions (U2 < 0),the angu-

larm om entum in each welltakeson itsm axim um value:

ĥL2
ii = ĥni(̂ni + 1)i. Note that in both the ferrom ag-

neticand anti-ferrom agneticcasesthereisno correlation

between the two wells.

W e arenow in a position to describe the form ation of

them axim allyentangledstatejBliusingsim pleconserva-

tion ofangularm om entum argum ents.Assum e oursys-

tem has been prepared in the above anti-ferrom agnetic

(U2 > 0) ground state such that l = 0. Now let us

usean optically-induced Feshbach resonanceto tunethe

scattering lengthsa0 and a2 independently,such thatU2

is tunned adiabatically through zero untilU2 < 0. It

is possible to do this far from resonance so the atom

lossdueto spontaneousem ission from excited statescan

be m inim ized[15](the experim entalrequirem entsofthis

transition arediscussed in m oredetailbelow).Sincethe

angularm om entum isconserved in thisprocesswe have

hL̂ 1 �L̂ 2i= � ĥL2
1i= � ĥL2

2i,but,now aswe reduce the

hopping coe�cient,justasin theferrom agneticcase,the

system m ust m axim ize the m agnitude of spin in each

welli.e. ĥL2
ii = ĥni(̂ni + 1)i. The only way to sat-

isfy both requirem ents is for the spins to be m axim ally

anti-correlated:hL̂ 1 �L̂ 2i= � ĥn1(̂n1 + 1)i. In the lim it

ofvanishing hopping (for the sim plest case ofN even),

n1 = n2 = N =2 and the ground stateisgiven by

jBN =2i= jl1 = N =2;l2 = N =2;l= 0;m = 0i; (13)

which is the spin-l singlet state. In term s of the an-

gular m om entum states ofeach wellthis state has the

rem arkable form given by Eq.(2) where we have sup-

pressed the ni and li labels. The two wells are m axi-

m ally entangled as the reduced density m atrix form ed

by perform ing a partial trace over one of the wells,

� = ptrfjBN =2ihBN =2jg,yieldsa com pletely m ixed state

with N + 1 degenerateeigenvalues[2].G eneration ofen-

tangled states in two-levelsystem s via adiabatic cross-

ings sim ilar to the presentm ethod have been discussed

in Ref.[23].

In orderto createan entangled statein a realdynam i-

calprocesswem ustprovideacouplingbetween theinitial

state jAFi and the �nalentangled state. Hopping be-

tween the wellsisone possible candidate to providethis

coupling.Letusconsiderthe hopping to be a weak per-

turbation totwoindependentwells(i.e.J � jU2j� U0).

To�rstorderthehoppingdoesnotchangethenum berin

each welland thee�ectivehopping Ham iltonian isgiven

by

Ĥ
e�
hop = P̂ Ĥ hop(E

(0)� Ĥ site)
�1
Ĥ hopP̂ ; (14)

where P̂ is a projection operator onto the subspace of

�xed num ber ateach site and,since jU 2j� U0,E
(0) �

U0N (N =2� 1)=4 istheenergy ofthe ground statewith-

out hopping. A sim ilar approach to treat hopping was

taken in Ref.[9]forthecaseoftwospeciesin adouble-well

potential. In contrastto theirschem e,where an entan-

gled stateiscreated from ahighly excited state(di�erent

speciesin each wells)via hopping between thewells,our

approach involveskeepingthesystem closeto theground

stateand thusavoidsdecoherenceduetoexcitations.Af-

tersom estraight-forward algebra(and droppingthecon-
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stantterm s)wearriveatthe e�ective Ham iltonian

Ĥ e� =
U2

2

X

i= 1;2

L̂
2
i � 2

J2

U0

�

L̂ 1 �L̂ 2 + Ĝ
y
Ĝ

�

(15)

= � U
0
2L̂ 1 �L̂ 2 � 2

J2

U0

Ĝ
y
Ĝ (16)

where Ĝ y = â
y

1;0â
y

2;0� â
y

1;1â
y

2;�1 � â
y

1;�1 â
y

2;1 (interestingly,

this is the creation operatorofa spin-1 Bellstate) and

U 0
2 = U2 + 2J2=U0. In the form given by Eq.(16) we

have dropped the term proportionalto the totalangu-

lar m om entum as it is a constant and plays no role in

the dynam ics. Note that Eq.(15) shows that the hop-

ping givesriseto a spin-spin coupling between thewells,

which should be contrasted with a spin-spin coupling

originating from a (usually weak)dipole-dipole coupling

[24]. The energy states ofinterest are the eigenstates

of Ĥ e� in the L̂2 = 0, n̂j = N =2 subspace. W hen

J = 0,for the sym m etric case,the \bare" eigenvalues

and corresponding eigenstates are E l1 = � U02l1(l1 + 1)

and jl1;l2 = l1;l= 0;m = 0i,where l1 = 0;2;� � � ;N =2

forN =2 even.These eigenstatesarethe generalized Bell

statesgiven in Eq.(2)aswecan write

jBl1i = jl1;l2 = l1;l= 0;m = 0i (17)

= (2l1 + 1)�1=2
l1X

m = �l1

(� 1)m jl1;m i1jl1;� m i2;(18)

using the Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients. For l1 > 0 they

are therefore m axim ally entangled states. A m easure of

theentanglem entofapurestateisgiven by theentangle-

m ententropy:S = � trf�log2 �g[2].Forthe statesjB l1i

we �nd thatthe entanglem ententropy scalesasthe log

ofl1:S = log2(2l1 + 1).

Using thee�ectiveHam iltonian (16)wecan analyzein

detailthedynam icalcreation ofan entangled statefrom

the initialstate jAFiin the case when U 0
2(t)isvaried in

tim e as U 0
2(t) = � �t,where � > 0 is a constant. For

J = 0 the energies ofthe Ham iltonian (16) undergo a

m ulti-levelcrossingatU 0
2(t= 0)= 0.ForJ 6= 0theterm

proportionalto Ĝ yĜ couplesthese\bare"eigenstatesand

turnsthe levelcrossing into the avoided crossing shown

in Fig.1.

Num erical diagonalization (up to N = 120) of the

e�ective Ham iltonian in the jB l1i basis shows that the

m inim um energy gap between the ground and �rst ex-

cited state occurs at U 0
2(t = 0) = 0 and has the value

� = 16J 2=U0 for N � 1. Close to the adiabatic

lim it we expect that only the two lowest energy states

play a role in the dynam ics ofthe system and we can

approxim ate the evolution as a Landau-Zener crossing

[25]. Num erical sim ulations (see Fig.2) con�rm that

closeto theadiabaticlim itthe probability oftransitions

to the �rst excited state follow the Landau-Zener law

P = e�2�� ,where � = � 2=(�hdE =dt). Here dE =dt is

proportionalto the slope ofthe di�erence between the

ground and �rstexcited state energy levelsand hasthe
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FIG .1: Exam pleplotoftheenergy levelsofthesystem asa

function ofU
0

2. The thin dashed lines depict the J = 0 case

and thesolid linestheJ 6= 0 case.Theenergy o�setbetween

the two setsofenergy levelshasbeen altered forclarity.

form dE =dt= �f(N ),wheref(N )isafunction ofN and

satis�esf(N )� N (N =2+ 1)[c.f. Fig.1]. The adiabatic

lim it is then given by � <
� 2� 2=[�hN (N + 2)]. Figure 2

shows the evolution of ĥL2
1i(t) = � ĥL 1 �L̂ 2i(t) for dif-

ferentvalues of�. From this �gure we can see thatfor

non-adiabatic changes the system tends to oscillate be-

tween the di�erenteigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian (16).

As m = m 1 + m 2 = 0,the states jB liare una�ected

by a uniform m agnetic �eld,however,a m agnetic �eld

di�erence between the wellsleadsto a term ofthe form

H �eld / L̂1;z � L̂2;z in the Ham iltonian which willbreak

the rotationalsym m etry and allow ĥL2ito vary in tim e.

Spin 
ipsand atom lossalso giveriseto changesin hL̂2i.

In general,angularm om entum conservation determ ines

thata highly entangled state willform ifthe totalspin

angularm om entum can be keptm icroscopic (ĥL2i� 1)

during thetim ethathL2
1iisincreased from � 1 to � N2.

O nce the entangled state isform ed and the two wells

are separated (J ! 0),applied m agnetic �eldswillonly

lead to a phaserotation ofthe jl;m i1jl;� m i2 statesbut

willnote�ectthelevelofentanglem entbetween thetwo

wells.Two otherim portantdecoherencem echanism sfor

theentangled statejBliarespin 
ipsand atom loss.The

stateaftera singlespin 
ip in oneofthewellsisj 
ipi/

L̂1;� jBliwhich can be written as

j l

ipi/

lX

m = �l+ 1

(� 1)m C l
m ;�m + 1 jl;m � 1i1jl;� m i2

(19)

where C l
x;y =

p
(l+ x)(l+ y). Since the angular m o-

m entum stateofonewellcan be written as

jn = l;l;m i1 =

s

(l+ m )!

(2l)!l!(l� m )!
L̂
l�m
1;� â

yl

1;1jvaci; (20)
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FIG . 2: G rowth of the spin angular m om entum in well

1 as U
0

2(t) is varied from positive to negative from an ini-

tial anti-ferrom agnetic state. In this plot N = 120 and

J = U0=20.Thesolid linecorrespondsto 2��
2
=(�h�)= 3200,

thedashed lineto 2��
2
=(�h�)= 320 and thedash-dotted line

to 2�� 2
=(�h�)= 32. The dotted lines show the angular m o-

m entum for the three lowest energy eigenstates. The inset

shows the overlap ofthe tim e evolved state with the excited

state forthe 2��
2
=(�h�)= 3200 case.

the annihilation operatoracting on thisstate gives

â1;1jl;l;m i1 =

s

(l+ m )(l+ m � 1)

2(2l� 1)
jl� 1;l� 1;m � 1i1:

(21)

The state afterthe lossofone atom from the entangled

stateisj l
lossi/ â1;1jBliwhich hasthe form

j l
lossi/

lX

m = �l+ 2

(� 1)m C l
m ;m �1 jl� 1;m � 1i1jl;� m i2

(22)

Since hBlj 
l

ipi= hBlj 

l
lossi= 0,jBliisnotrobustto

spin 
ipsoratom loss,asa singlespin 
ip orthe lossof

a single atom willtransform itinto an orthogonalstate.

HoweverEq.(19)and Eq.(24)show thatthestateaftera

spin 
ip orthelossofoneatom isstillhighly entangled,

and thereforecan stillbea usefulsourceofentanglem ent

forquantum teleportation[2],forexam ple.In �gure3 we

show the reduction ofentanglem ententropy aftera spin


ip oratom lossasa function ofthetotalinitialnum ber

ofatom s. These results suggestthat weak decoherence

has only a sm alle�ect on the entangled state. This is

due to the factthatthe decoherence e�ectson the level

ofthe m icroscopic constituents (atom s) has little e�ect

on the collective entanglem entcontained in the general-

ized Bellstate.Theseresultsalso dem onstratethateven

withoutexactsym m etry between the wells(slightly dif-

ferentnum bersofatom sin eachwell,forexam ple),highly

entangled statescan stillbe created with thissystem .
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FIG .3: E�ects ofdecoherence due to the loss ofone atom

and one spin 
ip on the entanglem ent as a function oftotal

num ber.Thesolid lineshowstheentanglem ententropy ofthe

statejB N =2i,thedashed linethatcorrespondingtoj 
N =2


ip
iand

the dash-dotted line thatcorresponding to j 
N =2

loss
i.

W e now turn to a consideration of the general ex-

perim entalrequirem ents for using an optically-induced

Feshbach resoance to tune the scattering lengths such

that U2 / a2 � a0 changes sign and the interactions

change from ferrom agnetic to anti-ferrom agneticorvice

versa[12]. O ptically-induced Feshbach resonances work

by o�-resonantphotoassociation oftwo freeatom sto an

excited m olecular state,thereby altering the scattering

length ofthe atom s[13]. Since,in general,the excited

m olecular states with totalspin F = 0 and totalspin

F = 2 aresplitby thehyper�neenergy,�h!hf = E 2 � E0,

(see,forexam ple,[26])itisin principle possible to tune

the scattering lengths a0 and a2 independently as the

photoassociativetransitionsto theexcited m olecularlev-

elswillexperiencedi�erentdetunings.FollowingRef.[14]

we can determ ine the change in the di�erence between

the scattering lengths for a given detuning ofthe laser

from resonanceto be

�a = a 2 � a0 +
�

2k

!hf

(E =�h � �0)
2 + (
=2)2 � (�=2)2

;

(23)

where � 0 is the detuning ofthe laser from the F = 0

m olecularstate,E = �h
2
k2=2m isthe atom ic kinetic en-

ergy,
 isthespontaneousem ission rateand � istherate

ofphotoassociation and isproportionalto theproductof

the laserintensity and the overlap integralbetween the

free atom s and the excited m olecular state. This equa-

tion showsthe\leverage"duetohyper�nesplittingwhich

enablesusto tune the di�erence between the scattering

lengths.

Nearan opticalFeshbachresonance,spontaneousem is-

sion ofm oleculesin theexcited m olecularstateinevitably

leads to loss ofatom s from the system . In the present

casethislossrateisgiven by thesum oflossesdueto the

two m olecularlevelsand hasthe form

K inel=
4��h

m k


�

(E =�h � �0)
2 + [(�+ 
)=2]2

: (24)
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Forsim plicity,in Eq.(23)and (24),wehavetaken � 0 �

!hf and set the rates 
 and � to be the sam e for the

two excited m olecularstates. In contrastto the experi-

m entdescribed in [17],herewearenotinterested in large

changesin theabsolutevalueofthescatteringlength,but

instead,in sm allrelativechangesin a2 and a0,which can

be achieved farfrom the resonancewith a high laserin-

tensity thereby keeping the loss rate to a m anageable

level[14]. To illustrate this let us consider the speci�c

case of 7Li(which is ferrom agnetic with the scattering

lengthsa0 = 12 a.u.and a2 = 5 a.u.[27])and a photoas-

sociative transition from the atom ic continuum of the

ground m olecular potential 3�+
u to the � = 72 vibra-

tionallevelofthe excited m olecular potential13�+
g ,as

discussed in Ref.[14].Thehyper�nesplittingbetween the

F = 0and F = 2statein theexcited m olecularpotential

is!hf = 274:5 M Hzin thiscase[26].Fora laserintensity

ofI = 5 kW /cm 2 and tem peratureof1� K ,�a becom es

positive(and theinteractionsbecom eanti-ferrom agnetic

as required) for detunings � < 2:5 G Hz to the red of

the F = 0 level. At this detuning,losses occur at the

rateofK inel= 4� 10�12 cm 3/s,which isofthe orderof

the rate ofotherlossm echanism sand istherefore ofan

acceptablelevel.

In sum m ary, we have shown that starting with two

weakly-coupled anti-ferrom agnetic Bose-Einstein con-

densates it is possible to form a highly entangled state

consisting oftwo anti-correlated ferrom agnetic conden-

sates by changing the sign ofU2 via optically-induced

Feshbach resonance, while conserving the total spin-

angular-m om entum . The entanglem ent becom es m axi-

m alforsym m etricwellsin thelim itofadiabaticchanges.

In addition to the theoreticalsigni�cance ofthis entan-

gled state (asa generalization ofthe Bellstate)and its

novelm ethod ofcreation (via an anti-ferrom agnetic to

ferrom agnetic transition)we have shown thatthe quan-

tity ofentanglem entofthis state is approxim ately pre-

servedunderspin 
ipsand lossofsm allnum bersofatom s

and thereforecould bea usefulresourceforquantum in-

form ation applications.

An interesting generalization ofthisidea isto an opti-

callatticewith � 1atom sin each ofthesitesand hopping

between neighboringsites[28].Duetothenum berdepen-

dence ofthe adiabatic criteria described forthe double-

wellcase above,an entangled state in the lattice case

m ay in fact be m ore easily realized experim entally. A

detailed analysisofthe dynam icsofthis system willbe

the subjectoffuture work.

The authorswould like to thank F.M orikoshiand K .

Shim izu forusefuldiscussionsand H.Pu forreading this

m anuscript.
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