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In this paper we update the existing schem es for com putation ofatom -interferom etric signalin

single-atom interferom eters to interferom etry with dense Bose-condensed atom ic sam ples. Using

the theory developed we explain the fringe contrast degradation observed,for longer duration of

interferom etric cycle,in the M ichelson interferom eteron a chip recently realized atJILA (Ying-Ju

W ang,D ana Z.Anderson,VictorM .Bright,EricA.Cornell,Q uentin D iot,Tetsuo K ishim oto,M ara

Prentiss,R.A.Saravanan,Stephen R.Segal,Saijun W u,Phys.Rev.Lett.94,090405 (2005)).W e

furthersuggestseveralrecipesforsuppression ofthe interaction-related contrastdegradation.

PACS num bers:03.75D g,03.75G g,03.75.K k

Introduction.{Atom interferom eters[1,2,3,4]o�eran

unprecedented precision in inertialm easurem ents. Sup-

plem ented with a highly coherentinputsourceprovided

by Bose-condensed atom s[5,6,7,8,9,10],atom inter-

ferom eters m ay potentially supersede the conventional

laser-based devices.In a recentexperim ent[11]a m inia-

ture M ichelson-type interferom eter was realized on an

atom chip [12,13,14,15,16,17],thusfurtherapproach-

ing practicalim plem entations ofthe device. G enerally,

m iniaturization ofatom ic devices leads to an increased

role ofinteratom ic interactions,due to higher densities

and density gradients. Indeed,a strong suppression of

contrastwasobserved in [11]forlongerdurationsofthe

interferom etric cycle. The goalofour paper is to ex-

plain this e�ect and suggestrecipes for suppressing the

interaction-related fringedegradation.

The role ofinteratom ic interactionsin interferom etric

processeshasbeen studied by severalauthors[18,19,20,

21],with them ain em phasison thepotentiallossof�rst-

order coherence. In our paper we focus on a di�erent

e�ect: distortion ofthe interferom etric path due to the

m ean-�eld pressure.

Interferom etricschem e.{ In thispaperweconsiderthe

M ichelson interferom etricschem e(seeFig.1(a)).Atom s

aresupposed tobecon�ned transversallybyam onom ode

atom guide,with no transverseexcitationsallowed.The

initialstateofatom sisa perfectly coherentstate

 (z;t= 0� )= �(z) ; (1)

norm alized forconvenienceto thetotalnum berofatom s

N :
R+ 1
� 1

dzj�(z)j2 = N . W e further assum e that at

every stage ofthe processthe wave function can be ap-

proxim ately decom posed into a sum ofthreespatialhar-

m onics,

 =
1
p
2

X

n= � 1;0;+ 1

�n(z;t)e
inQ z

; (2)

where �n(z;t) are slow functions ofcoordinate. (Note

thateven though higherharm onicscan begenerated dur-

ing theinterferom etricprocess,weshow below thatthey

are (a)sm allundertypicalconditions,and (b)ifneces-

sary can be taken into accounta posteriori.) Splitting,

reection,and recom bining pulsesperform the following

instanttransform ationsofthe vector(�� 1;�0;�+ 1):

Â split.= Â rec.=
1

2

0

@

1
p
2 � 1

p
2 0

p
2

� 1
p
2 1

1

A

Â re. =

0

@
0 0 1

0 0 0

1 0 0

1

A : (3)

Such idealinterferom etricelem entswereproposed in [22]

and successfully experim entally realized in [11]. The

splitting,reection,and recom binationpulsesareapplied

in succession,separated by an equaltim eintervalT.Im -

m ediately after the recom bination pulse the population

ofatom sin thecentralpeak isdetected;thisconstitutes

the interferom etricsignal.

Between the splitting and recom bination pulses the

wavefunction can be approxim ately decom posed as

 (z;t)�

1
p
2

n

e
i�+ (z;t)e

i(m �v+ (t)z� ��+ (t)t)=�h�(z� �z+ (t))

+ ei�� (z;t)e
i(m �v� (t)z� ��� (t)t)=�h�(z� �z� (t))

o

; (4)

where the phases�� willbe shown to be approxim ately

real.Here

�z� (t)=

�
� VQ t for 0 < t< T

� VQ T � VQ (t� T) for T < t< 2T
(5)

arethe classicaltrajectories,originating atz = 0,corre-

sponding to the right(+ )and left(-)arm softhe inter-

ferom eter;

�v� (t)= _�z� (t)=

�
� VQ for 0< t< T

� VQ for T < t< 2T
(6)
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FIG .1: Interferom etricloop oftheM ichelson interferom eter

with single atom s(a)and with Bose condensates(b).

arethecorresponding classicalvelocities;�nally,��+ (t)=

��� (t)= E Q � m V2Q =2 are the corresponding kinetic en-

ergies. The velocity VQ isgiven by VQ � �hQ =m ,where

m isthe atom icm ass.

The resulting di�erentialphaseshift

��(z)� �+ (z;2T)� �� (z;2T) (7)

consistsoftwo parts:��(z)= �� signal+ �� distortion(z).

The �rst, spatially independent part is the usefulsig-

nal, related to the e�ect the interferom eter m easures.

Thesecond partistheresultofthedistortion caused by

unaccounted-for external�elds and,in our case,m ean-

�eld interactions. The distortion phase shift leads to

two e�ects. The �rstisa correction to the signalphase

shift. This e�ect can in principle be accounted for,if

the nature ofthe distortion is known. The second ef-

fect is a degradation ofcontrast in the interferom etric

signal. Thisdegradation can notbe elim inated easily if

�� distortion(z) changes substantially over the length of

the atom iccloud.Ifboth e�ectsaretaken into account,

then the interferom etricsignal

S(�� signal)� N
� 1

�
Z + 1

� 1

dz cos2((�� signal+ �� distortion(z))=2)j�(z)j
2

can be shown to be

S(�� signal)=
1

2
+
M

2
cos(�� signal� �) ;

where the fringe contrastM and fringe shift� are given

by

M =
p
A 2 + B 2 (8)

� = arg(A;B ) ; (9)

and

A = N
� 1

Z + 1

� 1

dz cos(�� distortion(z))j�(z)j
2

B = N
� 1

Z + 1

� 1

dz sin(�� distortion(z))j�(z)j
2

:

The goalofthispaperisto calculatethe fringe contrast

degradation caused by m ean-�eld interactions,com pare

theresultswith the experim entally observed values,and

suggestm ethodsforelim inating thisdegradation.

Analysis of the m ean-�eld e�ects.{ W e describe the

evolution of the atom ic cloud using the nonlinear

Schr�odingerequation

i�h
@

@t
 +

�h
2

2m

@2

@z2
 = U (z;t) + g1D j j

2
 ; (10)

where U (z;t) is an external �eld com prising the ob-

ject ofthe m easurem ent and any other auxiliary �elds

present; g1D = � �h
2
=� a1D is the one-dim ensionalcou-

pling constant;a1D = (� a2
?
=2a)[1� C(a=a? )]istheone-

dim ensionalscattering length;� = m =2 is the reduced

m ass;a? =
p
�h=� !? isthesizeofthetransverseground

stateoftheguide;C = 1:4603:::(see[23]);lastly,a isthe

three-dim ensionals-wave scattering length. W e further

decom posethe wavefunction into a quasi-Fourierseries

 =
1
p
2

X

n= � 1;� 3;:::

 n ; (11)

whereeach term obeys

�

i�h
@

@t
+

�h
2

2m

@2

@z2

�

 n = (12)

U (z;t) n +
g1D

2

X

n2;n3

 
?
n2+ n3� n

 n2
 n3

:

The initialcondition forthe system (12)isgiven by the

resultofapplying thebeam splitter(3)to theinitialcon-

dition (1).W e get

 � 1(z;t= 0+ )= �(z)e� Q z

 n6= � 1(z;t= 0+ )= 0 :

Let us assum e that the  � 1 com ponents ofthe wave

function rem ain dom inant,asthey areinitially,and then

verify this assum ption for self-consistency. Here and

throughoutthepaperwewillsupposethatthebeam split-

terrecoilenergy E Q ism uch greaterthan them ean-�eld

energy g1D j�j
2:

"nl�
g1D j�j

2

E Q

� 1 : (13)
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Hartree
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FIG .2: An artisticview ofthem ean-�eld e�ectsin a M ichel-

son interferom eter. Notice that the m ean-�eld potentialis

di�erentforthe rightarm (a)and the leftarm (b).

Undertheseassum ptionsthestrongesthigherharm onics

generated are

 � 3 = �
1

16

g1D  
?
� 1 � 1

E Q

 � 1 ; (14)

and it is indeed sm allprovided the param eter (13) is

sm all.Anotherassum ption used to derive(14)wasthat

thebeam splitterrecoilenergy E Q dom inatesanotheren-

ergy scale associated with the deviation ofthe m om en-

tum distribution ofthe dom inant harm onics  � 1 from

that ofstrict �-peaks around p = � �hQ . As we willsee

from the following,in a realistic experim entthisenergy

scalesatis�esan even stricterrequirem entofbeing dom -

inated by the \tim e-of-ight" energy �h=T.

In general, according to our �ndings the dynam ics

ofhigher harm onics is sim ply reduced to an adiabatic

following ofthe dom inant  � 1 ones. This observation

greatly sim pli�es further analysis. In short, one m ay

safely exclude the couplings to higher harm onics from

the equations ofevolution for  � 1,obtain results,and

add the correction (14)a posteriori.

The equations for the dom inant harm onics  � 1 now

becom e

�

i�h
@

@t
+

�h
2

2m

@2

@z2

�

 � 1 = U� (z;t) � 1 ; (15)

where the e�ective potentials for the right (+ ) and left

(-)arm softhe interferom eterread

U� (z;t)= U (z;t)+
g1D

2
j � 1j

2 + g1D j � 1j
2

: (16)

The�rstpartofthem ean-�eld potentialisthecontribu-

tion ofthe partofthe cloud to which the given interfer-

om eterarm belongs.Thesecond,twice-as-strong partis

the inuence ofthe oppositearm .The factoroftwo dif-

ferencebetween thetwo contributions(illustrated in Fig.

2)can be traced to the di�erence between the Hartree-

typeinteraction am ongatom sin thecondensate,and the

Hartree-Fock-typeinteraction between atom sin thecon-

densateand those outofthe condensate.

In what follows we study the e�ect ofthe m ean-�eld

interaction (16) on the di�erentialphase shift (7) and

fringecontrast(8).

Di�erentialphase shift.{ From now on wewillbeusing

the representation (4) for the wave function,where the

phase factors �� (z;t) (generally com plex) are stillun-

known. The equation (15)underthe representation (4)

leadsto the following equationsforthe phasefactors

@

@��
�� = � U� (z;t)=�h + D � (z;t) : (17)

Here

@

@��
�

@

@t
+ �v� (t)

@

@z
; (18)

the classicalvelocity �v� is given in (6); the potentials

(16)are

U� (z;t)= U (z;t) (19)

+
g

2
j�(z� �z� (t))j

2 + gj�(z� �z� (t))j
2 ;

the classicalcoordinate �z� (t) is represented by (5). Fi-

nally,the correction term D is

D � = D J;� + D dyn:;� + D dyn:� init:;� + D init:;� ;(20)

where

D J;� = i
�h
2

2m

@2

@z2
�� ; (21)

D dyn:;� = �
�h
2

2m

�
@

@z
��

� 2

; (22)

D dyn:� init:;� ; (23)

= i
�h

m

�
@

@z
��

� �
@

@z
ln(�(z� �z� (t)))

�

;and

D init:;� =
�h
2

2m

@
2

@z2
�(z� �z� (t))

�(z� �z� (t))
: (24)

Now wedecom posethe phaseshift

�� = ��� + ��� (25)

into a sum ofthe principalpartobeying

@

@��

��� = � U (z;t)� =�h ; (26)

and the correction originating from the D term in (17).

W e assum ethatthe correction ��� issm all,

��� � 1 ; (27)

which we willjustify later.
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Finally the di�erentialphaseshiftreads

��(z)= � �h
� 1

Z 2T

0

dt
0
� (28)

fU+ (z� �z+ (2T)+ �z+ (t
0);t0)

� U� (z� �z� (2T)+ �z� (t
0);t0)g

In what follows we willassum e that the initialatom ic

wavefunction hasthe Thom as-Ferm ipro�le

�(z)=
m !2B EC

2
(R 2

� z
2)�(R � jzj) (29)

Having in m ind certain applicationswe willalso add an

externalharm onicoscillatorpotential

U (z;t)=
m !20

2
z
2 (30)

ofan arbitrary frequency !0. W e willfurther classify

both asdistortion e�ectsand settheusefulsignaltozero.

To the orderofapproxim ationswe m ade,the caused by

distortion fringeshiftand fringecontrastdegradation an-

alyzed below are independent ofthe usefulsignal,and

thus the latter can indeed be om itted. The distortion

di�erentialphase shift now becom es equalto the total

one:�� distortion(z)= ��(z).

Interaction-induced loss of contrast: sm all

interferom eters.{ First consider the case of sm all

interferom eters,where the interferom etricarm sare sub-

stantially overlapped during the whole interferom etric

cycle,VQ T � R.In thiscasewecan easily com pute the

com bined m ean-�eld and harm onic-oscillator contribu-

tion to the di�erentialphase shift�� (see (28)),aswell

asthe resulting fringecontrastM (see8).They read

�� distortion(z)= 2K z (31)

and

M = jf(2~K R)j : (32)

Here

~K = m ~!2T 2
VQ =�h (33)

hasthem eaning ofthehalfofthedi�erentialm om entum

acquired by atom sin them ean �eld and in theharm onic

oscillator�eld (seeFig.1(b)),

~!2 = 2!2B EC � !
2
0 ; (34)

and

f(�)= 3(sin(�)� � cos(�))=�3 : (35)

Here and below !B EC is the frequency ofthe harm onic

trap forwhich the state(29)would bethe ground state,

and R is the Thom as-Ferm iradius. Note that for the

con�guration considered the fringesare suppressed,but

eithernotshifted atallorshifted by � (see (9)).Notice

also thatfora particularcase of!0 =
p
2!B EC the dif-

ferentialphaseshiftvanishesand thusthefringecontrast

isstrictly 100% .W e willdiscussthe im plicationsofthis

phenom enon below.

The expression (32) for the fringe contrast in sm all

interferom etersisthe �rstprincipalresultofthispaper.

Rem edies for the contrast degradation: sm all

interferom eters.{ As one can see from (31), the

distortion ofthe di�erentialphase shift in sm allinter-

ferom etersdisappearscom pletely ifthe frequency ofthe

externalharm onic trap is chosen to be
p
2 higher than

the frequency ofthe m ean-�eld potential:

!0 =
p
2!B EC ) �� distortion = 0 : (36)

Thiscan be realized in two ways:

(a)The�rstschem eisapplicableifthelongitudinalfre-

quency ! can be controlled independently ofthe trans-

verse frequency !? . In this case,one should start by

preparing the condensatein the ground stateofthe lon-

gitudinaltrap.Then,justbeforethesplitting pulse,one

should increasethe longitudinalfrequency by a factorofp
2 in a shortram p (Fig.3(a)).

(b) The second schem e assum es that both longitudi-

naland transversefrequenciesarecontrolled by thesam e

source,and thus the ratio between them is always the

sam e. Then the change in the longitudinalfrequency

willa�ectthenonlinearcouplingconstantg(towhich the

squareofthecondensatefrequency !2B EC islinearly pro-

portional)due to the sim ultaneouschange in the trans-

verse frequency. Note thatg is linearly proportionalto

!? . In this case one satis�es the condition (36) by in-

creasing,priorto the splitting pulse,both the longitudi-

naland the transversefrequenciesby a factorof2 (Fig.

3(b)).

Note thatboth schem esare com pletely insensitive to

possible uctuations in the num ber ofparticles in the

condensate.

Interaction-induced loss of contrast: large

interferom eters.{ Consider now the the case of large

interferom eterswhereforsom eperiod oftim eduring the

cyclethearm saretotally spatially separated:VQ T � R.

Thedi�erentialphaseshiftin thiscasereads

�� distortion(z)= 2K 0z� z
3
=l
3

; (37)

where

K 0 = � m !
2
0T

2
VQ =�h (38)

l= (m !2B EC =3�hVQ )
1

3 : (39)

Notice that unlike in the sm allinterferom eter case,for

no choice ofparam eters the di�erentialphase shift can

becom pletely elim inated,and thatthecontribution from

the harm onic potentialgrowswith the tim e duration of

thecyclewhiletheonefrom them ean-�eld isstationary.

This m akes us to believe that for large interferom eters

them ostprom isingim plem entation willbethefree-space

onewith no longitudinalcon�nem entpresent.
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FIG .3: Two schem esforthe preparation ofthe initialwave

packet, designed to elim inate the interatom ic-interaction-

induced degradation ofthe fringe contrast in sm allinterfer-

om eters.(a)Situation when thelongitudinalcon�nem entcan

becontrolled independently from thetransverseone.(b)Sit-

uation when thelongitudinaland transversecon�nem entsare

linearly linked one to another.

In the case of!0 = 0 the fringe contrastassum esthe

following com pactexpression:

M = F (�) ; (40)

(see Fig.4)where

� = (2m !2B EC R
3
=3�hVQ )

1

3

= (g1D N =�hVQ )
1

3 ; (41)

isthe param etergoverning the fringecontrast,

F (�)=
3

2
1F2(1=6;1=2;7=6;� �

6
=16)

� sin(�3=2)=�3 ; (42)

and nFm (a1;:::;an;b1;:::;bm ;�) is the generalized

hypergeom etricfunction.

Notice that the param eter � depends on neither the

shapeofthe atom iccloud noron the interferom etriccy-

cle duration. For a given set ofatom ic and waveguide

param etersthelargecontrastrequirem ent� � 1 de�nes

a universallim itforthe num berofatom s:

N � �hVQ =g1D ; (43)

Theexpression (40)isthesecond principalresultofour

paper.

Lim its ofthe validity ofour com putationalschem e.{

In orderforourconclusionsbe valid the correction (27)

originatingfrom theneglected term sin thekineticenergy

m ust be sm all. W e have perform ed a thorough investi-

gation aim ed at understanding the physicalm eaning of

theneglected correctionsand estim atingtheirvalue.The

resultsareasfollows.

The correction ��� can be decom posed into a sum of

fourterm s

��� = ��J;� + ��dyn:;� +

��dyn:� init:;� + ��init:;� (44)

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 2 4 6 8 10

C
on

tr
as

t

η = (g1DN//hVQ)1/3= (2mω2
BECR

3/3/hVQ)1/3

FIG .4: Fringe contrast ratio vs.the universalparam eter �

forlarge interferom eters.

with the following interpretation:

e
��J;� � jJU � j

�
1

2 (45)

e
��dyn:;� + ��dyn:� init:;� + ��init:;� (46)

� h�(z� �z� (t))je
� i

R
t

0
dt(pU �

+ p̂)=2m �h
j�(z� �z� (t))i:

The�rstcorrection isrelated totheexpansion factor(Ja-

cobian)ofthe bunch oftrajectoriesofclassicalparticles

m oving in the �eld U � . The second,third, and forth

corrections originate from the neglected kinetic energy,

both theinitialkineticenergy (com ing from them om en-

tum distribution of�)and thatacquired in the�eld U � .

The above corrections(togetherwith the nonlinearcor-

rection (13)) lead to the following requirem ents for the

validity ofthe approxim ationsused:

"J = (~!T)2 � 1 (47)

"dyn:= m ~!4~z2T 3
=�h � 1 (48)

"init:= �hT=m R 2
� 1 (49)

"nl= (~!R=VQ )
2
� 1 ; (50)

where ~z is the typicalatom ic coordinate,given by ~z �

R (~z � VQ T) for sm all(large) interferom eters. For a

typicalset ofparam eters ofthe JILA experim ent with

~! = 2� � 3:2Hz and T = 10� 3 s (corresponding to the

sm allinterferom etercase),thevaluesoftheseparam eters

are indeed sm all, validating our approxim ation: "J =

"dyn:� init:= 4:1� 10� 4,"dyn:= 4:7� 10� 4,"init:= 3:6�

10� 4,and "nl= 3:6� 10� 3.

Com parison with the JILA experim ent.{ The param e-

tersofthe JILA’sexperim enton M ichelson interferom e-

teron a m agnetic chip [11]lie in the rangeinterm ediate

between the sm alland large interferom eterregim esand

requiresnoassum ption on thedistancebetween thearm s

VQ visa visthecloud sizeR.Theequation forthefringe

contrastin thiscase m ustbe integrated num erically. In

[11]a tim e-and space-localized pulse ofm agnetic �eld
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wasused asthephasesignal.A stationary harm onicpo-

tentialoffrequency !0 = 2� � 5Hz waspresentin each

realization. The contrast was traced as a function of

the duration oftheinterferom etriccycle2T,asdepicted

in Fig.5. O ther param eters read !? = 2� � 100Hz,

Q = 4�=�,where � = 780nm isthe wavelength oflight

used toproducetheinterferom etricelem ents,R = 45�m ,

anda = 100:4aB.In theexperim entthenum berofatom s

varied from one value ofthe cycle duration to another;

thesenum bersareshown in Fig.5(a).Thevalueof!B EC
was extracted from !2B EC = (4=9)g1D N =m R

3. The re-

sultsofthe com parison areshown atthe Fig.5(a).

O ne can see from the Fig.5 that for the param eters

chosen the role of interatom ic interactions in contrast

degradation is relatively sm alland the m ain source of

the e�ect is the stationary harm onic trap. This is en-

tirely unexpected since the strength ofthe interactions

was very close to the strength of the trap, typically

!2B EC = :25� :4!20,and m oreoverin thesm allinterferom -

eterregim e the strength interactionsbecom e m ultiplied

by a factorof2 ofFock origin (see (34). O ne can show

furtherthattherelatively weak roleofinteractionsin the

JILA experim entisnotrelated to any sm allparam eter,

butissolely an interplay ofnum ericalprefactors. To il-

lustratethispointweshow attheFig.5(b)a theoretical

prediction forN = 4:5� 104 atom sexhibitingadom inant

roleofthe interatom icinteractions.

Sum m ary and outlook.{

(1)W ehavedeveloped a sim plecom putationalschem e

that allows to include the e�ect ofinteratom ic interac-

tionsin calculation offringeshiftand fringedegradation

in waveguidebased atom interferom eters.

(2)In two caseswehavefound sim pleanalyticexpres-

sion forfringe contrast. These casesare:sm allinterfer-

om eters where the spatialseparation between the arm s

is m uch sm aller than the atom ic cloud size,VQ T � R;

and large interferom eterswhere atatleastone instance

the arm sarefully separated,VQ T � R.

(3)In thecaseofsm allinterferom eterstheanalyticex-

pression forthe contrastdegradation allowed usto sug-

gest a sim ple recipe canceling the destructive e�ect of

interactionscom pletely.

(4) In the case oflarge interferom eters the e�ect of

interactionscan not,to ourknowledge,be canceled en-

tirely. Furtherm ore,the interatom ic interactionsset an

universallim iton the num ber ofatom s involved in the

interferom etricprocess:N � �hVQ =g1D .Noticethatthis

bound depends on the characteristics ofthe atom and

the waveguide only (where the \beam -splitter velocity"

VQ issupposed to belinked to theatom ictransition fre-

quency),whileneitherthetim ing ofcyclenorthesizeof

the atom iccloud enter.

(5)Using them ethod developed wehaveanalyzed the

resultsoftherecentJILA experim enton M ichelson inter-

ferom eteron atom chip.In spiteofcom parablestrength

of interatom ic interactions and stationary longitudinal

trap presentin theexperim ent,ourresultsindicatea rel-

atively weak roleofinteractionsin fringecontrastdegra-

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

C
on

tr
as

t

Propagation time, ms

4.5 5.0 5.1 3.0 x 103 Na =

(a)
JILA experiment, Na = as shown

theory,     Na = as shown
theory,     Na = 3.0x103  

theory, HO trap alone
theory, interactions alone, Na = 3.0x103

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

C
on

tr
as

t

Propagation time, ms

(b)
theory,     Na = 4.5x104  

theory, HO trap alone
theory, interactions alone, Na = 4.5x104

FIG .5: Fringe contrast ratio vs.duration ofthe interfero-

m etriccyclecorresponding to theparam etersoftheJILA ex-

perim entwith M ichelson interferom eteron a chip,with m ag-

netic gradient as the phase elem ent. (a) Curves correspond

to N = 3:� 10
3
atom s,theassam e 4 m spointin the experi-

m ent.Thetheoreticalpredictionsfortheactualexperim ental

num bersofatom satevery run arealso shown.(b)Thesam e

as(a),butforN = 4:5� 10
4
atom s,wherea reduction ofthe

fringe contrastto 50% isexpected.

dation. This �nding is can not be traced to any sm all

param eter,but is a m ere interplay ofnum ericalprefac-

tors.A m oderateten-fold increase(to N = 4:5� 104)in

thenum berofatom swillreduce,forlargeinterferom eter

case,the fringe visibility to 50% ,even withoutan addi-

tionallongitudinaltrap present,reecting the universal

lim itoutlined above.

(6) M ichelson interferom eter is a closed-loop white-

light schem e by design;it is supposed to produce clear

fringes even for input sources with a short coherence

length.Asonecan seefrom theFig.2(b),them ean-�eld

pressure leadsto two distinct e�ects. The �rste�ectis

thechangein therelativem om entum oftheinterferom e-

terarm s;thisiswhatwe addressed in the presentwork.

The second e�ectisthe distortion ofthe interferom etric

path,as a result ofwhich the path becom es open,and
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thustheinterferom eterbecom essensitiveto thelongitu-

dinalcoherence. For zero-tem perature condensatesthis

does notlead to any lossofcontrast. At�nite tem per-

ature the degradation due to the broken interferom eter

loop becom es relevant,and we are going to study this

e�ectin the nearestfuture.
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