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Starting w ith two weakly-coupled anti-ferrom agnetic spinor condensates, we show that by chang—
ing the sign ofthe coe cient ofthe spin interaction, U ,, via an optically-induced Feshbach resonance
one can create an entangled state consisting of tw o anti-correlated ferrom agnetic condensates. T his
state ism axin ally entangled and a generalization ofthe Bell state from two anticorrelated spin 1=2
particles to two anticorrelated spin N =2 atom ic sam ples, where N is the total num ber of atom s.

Quantum entanglem ent is the single m ost fuindam en—
taldi erence between quantum m echanics and classical
m edqanjcsgj]. Tt isalso the key Ingredient that enables in—
form ation transm ission and processing beyond that pos—
sble classically {]. Q uantum degenerate gasesf3, 4], due
to their puriy, weak environm ental coupling and high
experim ental control, are a natural candidate to achieve
such entangled states. In particular, wih the experi-
m ental success of all optical trapping of a B oseE Instein
condensate E_S'], it isnow possible to explore atom ic gases
w ith spin degrees of freedom . T here have already been
a num ber of proposals to create m ultiparticle entangle-
m ent between atom s w ith an intemal degree of freedom
[6 .7:, 8, .Q These proposa]s have concentrated on creat—
ng q)m—squeezed states flO] orpairw ise entanglem entflih],
In contrast, In this lketter we w ish to propose a m ethod to
produce a m axin ally entangled state of the soin degree
of freedom oftwo spatially separated spinor condensates
via an antiferrom agnetic to ferrom agnetic transition.

T he originalm axin ally entangled B ell state consists of
a pair of anti-correlated soin  1=2 particles

. 1 1 1 1 1
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W e can also straightforwardly generalize the above state
to an arbitrary spin 1 particle. This generalized Bell
state is also m axin ally entangled and has the form

1
. 1 X L .
Bii= p—— ( 1f'dei) mid )
21+ 1
mi= 1
such that each com ponent of the soin, m; = 1;

of particle 1 is anticorrelated with that of particlke 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 of a double-well optical potential, where
the spin variable 1 = N=2 is equal to the number of
atom s In each well and can have the m esoscopic values
¢ 10 EI]. M easurem ent of the entangled state is
perfom ed in a sin ilar way to the Stem-G erlach experi-
ment, where a m agnetic eld gradient applied to one of
the atom ic sam ples w ill spread the angular m om entum

com ponents spatially which can then bem easured by ab—
sorption in agjngi_él]. This will proct the sam ple Into a
de nite com ponent of the angular m om entum and, due
to the anticorrelation, the other sam ple w illbe pro ected
into the opposite com ponent.

The low energy collisions of spin-1 atom s trapped in
an optical potential can be described by the interaction
potential:
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where ar is the scattering length in the totalsp:n F =
0;2 channel and m is the atom Jcmassle] Here PF is
a progction operator which profcts the pair of atom s,
1 and 2, into a total hyper ne spin F state. Follow-—
Ing the initial proposal of Fedichev et al [13 recent
work has shown that the m agniude and the sign of the
scattering lengths can be tunned via all optical Feshbach
resonanoes[_l-é_l, :_fg;, :_l-g, :_Z[:}] T he enhanced experin ental
control this provides opens up a new arena of possbili-
ties for quantum state control in these spin system s, of
which, the present work is one exam ple.

W e consider the case of a symm etric double-well po—
tential (such asthat recently realized at M IT [_l-§']) w here
the system can be descrbed in temm s of welllocalized
spatialm odes in the two wells of the potential each con—
taining N =2 atom s. In addition, the soin dependence of
the collisions is assum ed to be am all, g 27 BoJ
so that we can assum e the qaatjalm odes are the sam e
for each spJn state tlZ .19] De ning the quantities

@ = 4 h®(@ + 2a,)=3m and & = 4 h’@ &)=3m
the H am iltonian of the system has the form
I'f = I'fhop 4}'(14\00]1.+ I'i\spjn 4)
Hhop = J al, &, + &, a, G)
= 1;0;1
A UO X
Hen = — n; 1) (6)
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Hen = - Ly 2n (7)
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where &;; is the annihilation operator for an atom
wih spin projction In the ith well. Here J =

rEr @) [ Hr?=2m + Vyoe@)] 2 () and Up =
& &ri;@)F are given I tem s of the spatialm odes

i(). For ea%h well we have de ned the number op—
&j, &; and the spin vectors f, =
ﬁj;zz+ %(LAJ-,.Jr + ﬁj; )X + Ei(ﬁj;+ ﬁj; )y, where z, x,
and y are unit vectors in a C artesian coordinate system
and

erators N; =

By = 333{;133';1 % 185 17 ®)
ﬁj; = E(333{; 1 élj;O + asj{;oaj;l) )
and LAj,~+ = LA;’ . The above \tight-binding" Ham ilto-

nian is valid when the hopping can be treated as a weak
perturbation to two independent wells, ie. the hopping
energy m ust be much sm aller than the m ode spacing in
the Independent wells f_Z-(_)']

W hen J = 0, it is convenient to introduce the sim ul-
taneous eigenstates of 15, ﬁ? and 5, :

hyikimai/ @y 00 " @ @) aci;  10)

where the spin-singlet creation operator is de ned by
KY = af% 24,4’ |, Pil. The singkt number s; sat-
is es the relation 2sy = ny 1. M ore generally, we can
derive the operator identity

YK; 11)

1

nn+ 1)=12+ X

w hich has the Interpretation: atom s either contribute to
the m agniude of the spin angular m om entum or they
form singlets. It is also usefiilto de ne the sin ultaneous
eigenstates of 1, ﬁ%, the totalangularm om entum 12 =
ﬁ%*’ ﬁ§+ 2ﬁl ﬁ2 and ﬁz = ﬁl;z+ ﬁ2;z: Ti1/hingikiLmi,
which arerelated to 111;L;m 111 Ty bh;m o1 viatheusual
C ¥bsch-G ordan coe cients.

In the lim  of vanishing hopping (J = 0), we can
use the fact that the 11? commute with the Ham ilto—
nian to determ ine the ground state. In the case of anti-
ferrom agnetic interactions (U, > 0), the ground state
of each well is the state that m inin izes H02i [14, 24]
w hich, from Eq.{_l-]_:), In pliesthat allatom s form singlkts:
hAAﬁi’AAii hy (A; + 1)i. Th the simplest casswhen N and
ni = ny; = N =2 are alleven, the ground state is given by
the product state

AFi= 4k = Ojm;= Oi1Jb = Ojm, = Oi 12)

or AFi = J3 = 0;% 0;1 = Om = 0i, where
we have suppressed the n; labels for notational con—
venience. Using sin ilar argum ents we see that in the
case of ferrom agnetic interactions U, < 0), the angu—
Jarm om entum In each welltakes on ism axinum valie:
H.?i = m;@; + 1)i. Note that in both the ferrom ag-
netic and anti-ferrom agnetic cases there is no correlation
between the two wells.

W e are now In a position to describe the form ation of
them axim ally entangled state B1iusing sin ple conserva—
tion of angularm om entum argum ents. A ssum e our sys—
tem has been prepared in the above antiferrom agnetic
U, > 0) ground state such that 1= 0. Now lt us
use an optically-induced Feshbach resonance to tune the
scattering lengths ag and a; independently, such that U,
is tunned adiabatically through zero untilU, < 0. Ikt
is possble to do this far from resonance so the atom
Joss due to spontaneous em ission from excited states can
bem Inin ized @5] (the experin ental requirem ents of this
transition are discussed in m ore detailbelow ). Since the
angularm om entum is conserved in this process we have
W, f,i= ®?i= ®2i, but, now aswe reduce the
hopping coe cient, just as in the ferrom agnetic case, the
system must m axin ize the m agniude of soin in each
well ie. Hi%i = M;@; + 1)i. The only way to sat—
isfy both requirem ents is for the spins to be m axin ally
anticorrelated: hfi; Toi= M @, + 1)i. In the Iim i
of vanishing hopping (for the sin plest case of N even),
n; = np; = N=2 and the ground state is given by

Bywpli= h =N=2;L =N=2;1= 0;m = 03; @3)

which is the soin-l singlet state. In temm s of the an-
gular m om entum states of each well this state has the
rem arkable form given by Eq.(-'_Q:) where we have sup-
pressed the n; and 1L 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,

= ptrf By 2By -, T, yields a com pletely m ixed state
wih N + 1 degenerate ejgenvaluesf_Z]. G eneration of en—
tangled states In two-level system s via adiabatic cross—
ngs sim ilar to the present m ethod have been discussed
in Ret.p3].

In order to create an entangled state in a realdynam i~
calprocesswem ust provide a coupling betw een the initial
state AFi and the nal entangled state. Hopping be-
tween the wells is one possble candidate to provide this
coupling. Let us consider the hopping to be a weak per-
turbation to two independent wells (1e. J Y23 Up).
To st orderthe hopping does not change the num ber in
each welland the e ective hopping Ham iltonian is given
by

"

Hep = FPHup 8P Hape) "HiuopB;  (14)
where P is a proection operator onto the subspace of
xed num ber at each site and, sihce JJ,5 Uy, E @
UoN N =2 1)=4 is the energy of the ground state w ith-
out hopping. A sin ilar approach to treat hopping was
taken N R ef.i_ﬂ] forthe case oftw o soecies n a doublewell
potential. Tn contrast to their schem e, where an entan—
glkd state is created from a highly excited state (di erent
species In each wells) via hopping between the wells, our
approach involves keeping the system close to the ground
state and thus avoids decoherence due to excitations. A £
ter som e straight-forw ard algebra (and dropping the con—



stant tem s) we arrive at the e ective H am iltonian

>— 10, f£,+38Y¢ @5
Uo
= uf, £, 2—¢¥¢ e)

where G/\y = a{;oaﬁzl;o %;1332/; 1 %; 1 a§21;1 (Jnterestjng]y,
this is the creation operator of a spin-1 Bell state) and
U0 = U, + 232=U,. In the orm given by Eq.{l6) we
have dropped the temm proportional to the total angu-—
larmomentum as it is a constant and plays no rok In
the dynam ics. Note that Eq.(.'_l-ﬁ) show s that the hop—
pihg gives rise to a spin-spin coupling between the wells,
which should be contrasted wih a soin-spin coupling
originating from a (usually weak) dipole-dipole coupling
f_Z-é_J:]. The energy states of interest are the eigenstates
of H. in the £? = 0, Ay = N=2 subspace. W hen
J = 0, for the symm etric case, the \bare" eigenvalues
and corresponding eigenstates are E;, = UL (4 + 1)
and jh;L = L;1= O;m = 0i, where = 0;2;
for N =2 even. T hese eigenstates are the generalized Bell
states given in Eq.(:_i) aswe can write

Byi= H;L=1;1= O;m = 0i @7)

X

= @L+1 7 (

m= 11

10 Jsm i dh; m ¥E8)

using the C bsch-G ordan coe cients. For 1; > 0 they
are therefore m axin ally entangled states. A m easure of
the entanglem ent ofa pure state is given by the entangle—
ment entropy: S = trf log gta’]. For the states B, 1
we nd that the entanglem ent entropy scales as the log
ofl:S = log, L + 1). _

U sing the e ective Ham iltonian ([6) we can analyze in
detail the dynam ical creation of an entangled state from
the initial state AFi in the case when U2 () is varied In
tine asUJ(t) = t, where > 0 is a constant. For
J = 0 the energies of the Ham ilttonian C_l-é) undergo a
m ulti-level crossing at U2 (c= 0) = 0. ForJ 6 0 the tem
proportionalto G¥YE couplesthese \bare" eigenstates and
tums the level crossing Into the avoided crossing show n
n Figil.

Num erical diagonalization (up to N = 120) of the
e ective Ham iltonian in the B, i basis show s that the
m inhinum energy gap between the ground and rst ex—
cited state occurs at U (= 0) = 0 and has the value

= 16J ?=U, Pr N 1. Clse to the adiabatic
lim i we expect that only the two lowest energy states
ply a role in the dynam ics of the system and we can
approxin ate the evolution as a Landau-Zener crossing
ﬁ_2§']. Num erical sinulations (see Fjg:gi) con m that
close to the adiabatic lim it the probability of transitions
to the 1rst excited state follow the Landau-Zener law
P = e? ,where = ?=ndE=dt). Here dE =dt is
proportional to the slope of the di erence between the
ground and rst excited state energy levels and has the

N =

0
u,/u,

FIG .1l: Exam pleplot ofthe energy levels of the system asa
function ofUzo. The thin dashed lines depict the J = 0 case
and the solid linesthe J 6 0 case. The energy o set between
the two sets of energy levels has been altered for clarity.

%mn dE=dt= f N ),wheref (N ) isa function ofN and
satisesfN) N N=2+ 1) £ Figd]. The adisbatic
lim i is then given by < 2 ?=hN N + 2)]. Figure d
show s the evolution of H.2i(t) = H; L,it) for dif
ferent values of . From this gure we can see that for
non-adiabatic changes the system tends to oscillate be-
tween the di erent eigenstates of the H am iltonian (:_L-6_:) .
Asm = mi+ m, = 0, the states B 11 are una ected
by a uniform m agnetic eld, however, a m agnetic eld
di erence between the wells leads to a tem of the form
H eu/ L1, T, intheHam iltonian which w ill break
the rotational symm etry and allow H02i to vary in tim e.
Spin ipsand atom loss also give rise to changes In hfi21.
In general, angular m om entum conservation determ ines
that a highly entangled state will form if the total spin
angularm om entum can be kept m icroscopic (%1 1)
during the tin e that HL%1i is ncreased from  1to  N°.
O nce the entangled state is form ed and the two wells
are separated (J ! 0), applied m agnetic elds willonly
lead to a phase rotation ofthe jym i; j; m % statesbut
w illnot e ect the level of entanglem ent between the two
wells. Two other in portant decoherence m echanisn s or
the entangled state Biiare spin Ppsand atom loss. The
state aftera sihgle spin I In one ofthewellsisj 31/

A

L;; Biiwhich can be written as

Xl

3 Tl (el ., dm 1id mi

m= 1+1

19)

P

w here Ci;y = 1+ x) (l+ y). Since the angular m o

m entum state of one well can be w ritten as
s

(l+ m )! Al m éyl

eyma m)ty 14 Jact; - (20)

h=LLmi =
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FIG.2: Growth of the spin angular mom entum in well
1 as Uzo(t) is varied from positive to negative from an ini-
tial antiferrom agnetic state. In this plot N = 120 and
J = Up=20. T he solid line corresponds to 2 2=(h ) = 3200,
the dashed lineto 2 %=t )= 320 and the dash-dotted line
to 2 2=m ) = 32. The dotted Iines show the angular m o—
mentum for the three lowest energy eigenstates. The inset
show s the overlap of the tin e evolved state w ith the excited
state orthe2 =@ )= 3200 case.

the annihilation operator acting on this state gives
S

A L iy = I+ m)@l+m 1) 11 1 3
1;1_—,I|-l mi = 201 1) i ’ ym 3i

@1)

T he state after the loss of one atom from the entangled
state is j 1/ &1 B1iwhich has the om

Xl

3 el / (1fCrp 3 Lim 1 mi
m= 1+2

@2)

Since 1B,j ' i= MB1j 1= 0, B.i isnot robust to
soin IJpsoratom loss, asa shglk soin i or the loss of
a single atom w ill transform it into an orthogonal state.
HoweverEq.(9) and Eq.{24) show that the state after a
soin  Ip orthe loss ofone atom is stillhighly entangled,
and therefore can stillbe a usefiil source of entanglem ent
for quantum teleportation f’_i], forexampl. In gure g we
show the reduction of entanglem ent entropy after a soin

Ip oratom lossasa finction ofthe total niialnumber
of atom s. These resuls suggest that weak decoherence
has only a small e ect on the entangled state. This is
due to the fact that the decoherence e ects on the level
of the m icroscopic constituents (atom s) has little e ect
on the collective entanglem ent contained in the general-
ized Bell state. T hese results also dem onstrate that even
w ithout exact sym m etry between the wells (slightly dif-
ferent num bersofatom s in each well, orexam ple), highly
entangled states can stillbe created w ith this system .
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FIG.3: E ects of decoherence due to the loss of one atom

and one spin I on the entanglem ent as a function of total
num ber. T he solid line show s the entanglem ent entropy ofthe
state By -, 1, the dashed Iine that corresponding to j N;Z iand

the dash-dotted line that corresponding to j ) i.

W e now tum to a consideration of the general ex-—
perin ental requirem ents for using an optically-induced
Feshbach rescance to tune the scattering lengths such
that U, / a @ changes sign and the Interactions
change from ferrom agnetic to anti-ferrom agnetic or vice
versalld]. Optically-nduced Feshbach resonances work
by o —resonant photoassociation oftwo free atom s to an
excited m olecular state, thereby altering the scattering
length of the atom s[_ig‘]. Since, In general, the excied
m olecular states wih total soin F = 0 and total spin
F = 2 are split by the hyper neenergy,h!ns= E,  Eo,
(see, for exam ple, R6]) i is in principlke possble to tune
the scattering lengths ag and a; independently as the
photoassociative transitions to the excited m olecular lev—
elsw illexperience di erent detunings. Follow ing Ref. f_l-é_].']
we can determ ine the change in the di erence between
the scattering lengths for a given detuning of the laser
from resonance to be

'he

0+ (=277

a= a + ;
2 D (=27

@3)

2k €=h

where ( is the detuning of the laser from the F = 0
m olecular state, E = h’k?=2m is the atom ic kinetic en—
ergy, isthe spontaneouseam ission rate and isthe rate
ofphotoassociation and is proportionalto the product of
the laser Intensity and the overbp integralbetween the
free atom s and the excited m olecular state. T his equa—
tion show sthe \leverage" due to hyper ne splitting w hich
enables us to tune the di erence between the scattering
lengths.

N earan opticalFeshbach resonance, spontaneousem is—
sion ofm olecules in the excited m olecular state inevitably
Jeads to loss of atom s from the system . In the present
case this loss rate is given by the sum of losses due to the
two m olecular kvels and has the fom

4 h
mk E=h

K ine1= @4)

02+ [+ =2



For sin plicity, In Eq.{_Z-;%) and l_2-£i), we have taken
'he and set the rates and to be the sam e for the
two excited m olecular states. In contrast to the experi-
m ent described in fl7-], here we are not interested in large
changes In the absolute value ofthe scattering length, but
nstead, n an allrelative changes In a, and ag, which can
be achieved far from the resonance w ith a high laser in—
tensity thereby keeping the loss rate to a m anageable
]evel[_l-fi]. To illustrate this let us consider the speci c
case of 'Li (which is ferrom agnetic w ith the scattering
lengthsag = 12 aun.and a, = 5 a.u.[_Z-j]) and a photoas—
sociative transition from the atom ic continuum of the
ground molecular potential * | to the = 72 vbra-
tional level of the excﬂ:ed m o]ecu]ar potential 13 ; , as
dJscussed nRef. {14] T he hyper ne splitting betw een the
= 0and F = 2 state In the excited m olecular potential

islpe= 27455 M Hz in this casef26 For a laser intensity
ofI= 5kiW /an? and tem perature of1 K, a becomes
positive (and the interactionsbecom e anti-ferrom agnetic
as required) for detunings < 2:5 GHz to the red of
the F = 0 lkvel At this detuning, losses occur at the
rate ofK pe1= 4 10%? an3/s, which is of the order of
the rate of other loss m echanian s and is therefore of an
acceptable kvel.

In summ ary, we have shown that starting with two
weakly-coupled antiferrom agnetic BoseE instein con-—

densates it is possible to form a highly entangled state
consisting of two anticorrelated ferrom agnetic conden-
sates by changing the sign of U, via optically-induced
Feshbach resonance, while conserving the total soin—
angularm om entum . The entanglem ent becom es m axi-
m alfor sym m etricwells in the Iim i ofadiabatic changes.
In addition to the theoretical signi cance of this entan—
glkd state (as a generalization of the Bell state) and its
novel m ethod of creation (via an antiferrom agnetic to
ferrom agnetic transition) we have shown that the quan-
tity of entanglem ent of this state is approxim ately pre—
served under spin  jpsand lossofsm allnum bersofatom s
and therefore could be a useful resource or quantum in-
form ation applications.

An interesting generalization ofthis idea is to an opti-
callatticew ith 1 atom s in each ofthe sitesand hopping
betw een neighboring sjtest_Zgl]. D ue to the num ber depen—
dence of the adiabatic criteria described for the double—
well case above, an entangled state In the lattice case
may In fact be more easily realized experim entally. A
detailed analysis of the dynam ics of this system w illbe
the sub fct of future work.
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