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R outes tow ards A nderson localization of B ose-E instein condensates in disordered
optical lattices
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W e Investigate, both experim entally and theoretically, possible routes towards A nderson local-
ization of BoseE instein condensates in disordered potentials. The dependence of this quantum
interference e ect on the nonlinear interactions and the shape of the disorder potential is investi-
gated. Experim ents w ith an optical lattice and a superin posed disordered potential reveal the Jack
of A nderson localization. A theoretical analysis show s that this absence is due to the large length
scale of the disorder potential as well as its screening by the nonlinear interactions. Further analysis
show sthat Incom m ensurable superlattices should allow for the observation ofthe crossover from the
nonlinear screening regin e to the A nderson localized case w thin realistic experin ental param eters.

D isordered system s have played a central role In con—
densed m atter physics In the last 50 years. Recently, it
was proposed that ultracold atom ic gases m ay serve as
a laboratory for disordered quantum system s I,I] and
allow for the experin ental investigation of various open
problem s in that eld [1]. Som e of these problem s con—
cem strongly correlated system s I], the realization of
Bose l,.] orFem iglasses l], quantum spin glasses I]
and quantum percolation [1]. This letter addresses one
of the most In portant issues, nam ely the interplay of
Anderson localization A L) I] and repulsive Interactions
.]. This interplay m ay lead to the creation of delocal-
ized phases both for frm ions ] and bosons M. The
possble occurrence of A L has also been Investigated the—
oretically for weakly interacting BoseE instein conden-
sates BEC) ], and In this case it was shown that even
m oderate nonlinear interaction counteracts the localiza—
tion.

Severalm ethods have been proposed to produce a dis-
ordered, or quasidisordered potential for trapped atom ic
gases. T hey Include the use of speckle radiation ], In—
com m ensurable optical lattices .], In purity atom s in
the sample ] and the disorder that appears close to
the surface of atom chips .]. Recently, rst experi-
m ents searching fore ects ofdisorder in the dynam ics of
weakly interacting BEC s were realized I].

In this ltter we shed new light on the Interplay be—
tween disorder and interactions by studying trapped
BEC s under the in uence of a disordered potential and
a one dim ensional (1D ) optical lattice. The 1D Iattice
creates a periodic potential and the random ness of the
disordered potential leads to Anderson localization for
noninteracting particles l]. W e study how the presence
of Interactions a ects this scenario.

Our experinents were performed with 8’Rb Bose-
E Instein condensatesin an elongated m agnetictrap M T)
w ith axialand radial frequenciesof !, = 2 14 Hz and
1, = 2 200 H z, respectively. Further details of our
experin ental apparatus were described previously .].

T he num ber of condensed atom s N was varied between
15 1Hand 8 1H. The opticallattice O L) wasprovided
by a retrore ected laser beam at = 825 nm superim —
posed on the axial direction of the m agnetic trap. The
depth of the optical lattice was typically set to 65 E,
where the recoil energy is given by E, = h?k?=2m . For
this con guration the peak chem icalpotential varied be—
tween 025 E, and 05 E .. The disorder potential DP)
was produced by procting the in age of a random Iy
structured chrom e substrate onto the atom s giving rise
to a spatially varying dipole potentialalong the axialdi-
rection ofthe cloud. D ue to the resolution ofthe in aging
system them Inin alstructure size ofthe DP was lim ited
to 7 m. W e de ne the depth of the disorder potential
as tw ice the standard deviation of the dipol potential,
analogously to .]. T he com bined potential allowed for
the rst realization ofan ultracold disordered lattice gas.
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FIG.1l: Typicalabsorption In agesofa BEC with N = 7 1d
released from the combined M T plusDP (kft column) and
MT plusOL plusDP (right colum n). The second row show s
the radially sum m ed density of the Im ages and the third row
shows a 1D sinulation of both cases. The lattice depth was
6.5 E . and the disorder potentialhad a depth of 02 E ..

A fter the production ofthe BEC in the M T, we per—
form ed the follow ing experim ental sequence: W e rst
ram ped up the OL potential over 60 m s, then the DP
was ram ped up over another 60 m s, ollowed by a hold
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FIG . 2: Size of the central peak after 20 m s of ballistic ex—
pansion versus the atom number. The clouds were released
from the ollow Ing potentialsM T (red ),M T plusDP (black
2),MT plusOL (plie ),MT plusDP plusOL (green ).
The lines correspond to a theoretical prediction (see text).
T he lattice depth was 6.5 E , and the disorder potential had
a depth of 01 E .

tine 0of 20 m s. Fially all potentials were sw itched o
and the atom ic density distribution was m easured after
20 m s of ballistic expansion using absorption im aging.
A Iematively we perform ed the sam e experin ent w ith—
out theOL.

F igurell show s typical absorption im ages for the case
of DP only and for the case of combined DP and OL.
T he obtained density distrlbbutions show two character—
istic features. On one hand they display pronounced
fringes and on the other hand the axial size of the cen—
tral peak is modi ed with respect to the case wihout
DP.W e extract the axial size of the peak by tting the
density w ith a parabolic distribution. T he resulting sizes
are shown as a fiinction of the atom number i Fig. M.

Both features can be attributed to the distrbution of
the atom s into the wells of the disorder potential. This
can lead to a slight fragm entation ofthe BEC and causes
strong fringes In the resulting absorption im ages. Note
that these results are in good qualitative agreem ent w ith
a num erical sin ulation based on a 1D G rossP itaevskii
equation (GPE) asshown in Fig.Ml. The additionalaxial
con nement due to the DP also lads to an Increase of
the axial size after expansion shown in Fig.ll. The red
and blue curves show a theoretical prediction based on
the TF approxin ation. For the black and green lines the
sam e functionaldependence was tted to the experin en—
taldata. This revealed an Increase In axial size by 25%
and 28% respectively. W e have used a 3D num erical sim —
ulation to con m that this increase is consistent w ith
them odi cation ofthe chem icalpotential, introduced by
the DP. Note, that the change in size depends strongly
on the exact realization of the disorder. D espite these

e ects ofthe D P, the com puted ground states revealthe
absence of exponentially localized states (see the theo—
retical analysis given below ) and we therefore conclide
that the observed localization in the absorption in ages is
not caused by quantum interferencee ects in the disorder
potentialie. it doesnot represent A nderson localization.

In order to understand the experim ental results, we
consider an e ective one-din ensional (1D ) model. The
BEC spreads overm ore than a hundred wellsofthe O L,
each of the wells containing several hundreds of atom s.
In this situation and for depths ofthe OL and DP stud-
jed here them ean eld G rossP ftaevskiiequation GPE)
description is appropriate .]. In oscillator units corre—
sponding to the trap frequency the GPE reads

@2 2
e = ?X+7+V00032(kx)+vdjs(x)+gjjz ;
)
where Vy is the depth of the OL whil the DP is rep—
resented by Vgis ®). The coupling constant g is cho-
sen such that the Thom asFerm i (TF) radius equals the
axial radius of the 3D atom ic cloud in the experim ent
(®r the case of N = 7 16 presented nh Fig.ll we
obtain g = 1500). In all further cases we have chosen
VO = 6 SE T
T he disorder potential in the experim ents and in the
m odel changes on a scale much larger than ‘chep lattice
spacing and the condensate healing length, 1= 1= 8 na,
w here n is the condensate density and a the atom ic scat-
tering length. This suggests the applicability of the so—
called e ective m ass analysis ]. W e detem ine the
ground state solution ofthe stationary GPE iIn the form
o) = N f ®)up (x), whereu, (x) isthe B Ioch fiunction
corresponding to the ground state of the O L potential,
f (x) is an envelope function and N is a constant chosen
such that ¢ is nom alized to unity. This substitution
lads to an e ective GPE where the optical lattice po-
tential is elin inated but them ass ofa "particke" and the
Interaction strength becom e m odi ed. For the experi-
m entalparam eters the e ectivem ass (in oscillatorunits)
ism = 256 and the renom alized Interaction strength
orN =7 1bisg = 2498.
Due to the arge value of g wemay use the TF ap-—
proxin ation and obtain the envelope finction in the form

=2 Vais
¥ &) f = = . ais &), @)

where  isdetem ined from the condition 5 ¥ &)Fdx =

1. The squared overlap ofthe obtained ( with the exact
ground state ofthe GPE is 0.999 which im plies that the
e ect ofthe lattice potential is reduced to am odi cation

of the coupling constant in Eqnlll or the TF pro I of
the combined M T plus DP. Thus, sin ilarly to the ex—
perin ents perform ed in the absence of an OL .] we
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FIG . 3: Super uid fraction as a function of the coupling con—
stant g obtained from a 1D GPE sinulation for a psesudo—
random potential created by two additionaloptical lattices at
960 nm and 1060 nm w ith depthsof02 E ;. Fullsym bols cor-
respond to a trap frequency of 2 14 H z and open sym bols
to a trap frequency of 2 4Hz.

observe a fragm entation of the BEC induced by theDP
but this fragm entation does not correspond to A nderson
Jocalization which is caused by interference.

To enter the Anderson regin e, the above analysis In—
dicates that it is necessary to introduce a disorder that
changes on a length scale com parable to the lattice spac—
ng. Since the resolution ofthe in aging system responsi-
ble for the production ofthe DP is lin ited by di raction
e ects this poses considerable experin ental di culties.
A Iematively onem ay use a pseudorandom potential ob—
tained w ith the help oftwo, or even m ore additional op—
tical lattices, with incomm ensurable frequencies. How —
ever, even the realization of such a ne scale disorder is
not necessarily su cient for the ocbservation of A nderson
localization. Indeed, for a solution ( of the stationary
GPE the nonlinear tem g7 ¢ (x) ¥ m ay be treated as an
additionalpotential. W hen the atom s accum ulate In the
wells of the random potential, the nonlinear term in the
GPE e ectively an oothes the potentialm odulations .].
For typical experin ental param eters the term gj ¢ (x)F
dom nates over Vs (x) and consequently the random ness
necessary for localization is lost (for the slow ly varying
DP aswellas a possbl pseudorandom disorder).

Thispicture iscon m ed by analyzing the dependence
of the super uild fraction on the coupling constant g
shown in Fig.ll. To calculate the super uid fraction we
have num erically solved the 1D GPE in a box w ith peri-
odic boundary conditions in the presence ofan O L and a
pseudorandom potential created by two additional opti-
callattices at 960 nm and 1060 nm w ith depthsof02E .
T he size of the box was chosen to m atch the size of the
atom ic cloud in the hamm onic potential. T he super uid
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FIG . 4: Ground states of the GPE (note the varying loga—
rithm ic scales) for a condensate in the com bined potential of
hamm onic trap, optical lattice and pseudorandom potential.
T he depth of the optical lattice is 6.5 E » while the depths of
the additional Jattices that form the pseudorandom potential
are 02 E .. The coupling constants g for the panels are: 0.5
@), 8 ©),256 (c). The results are given In the oscillator units
corresponding to a frequency of 2 4 Hz.

fraction isde ned as fs = 2Eo(v) Eo (0)HN v* where
E (v) is the ground state energy when a velocity eld v
is Inposed on the system (ie. we com pute the ground
state solution in the orm ¢ (x) exp (ivx) where ¢ (x) ful-
Iis periodic boundary conditions) BB]. The super uid
fraction rem ains large for typical experin ental param e—
ters, Indicating the absence of A nderson localization.

To overcom e the screening of the disorder potential
the interaction within the atom ic sam ple has to be re—
duced. This can be achieved by reducing the number
of atom s, lowering the trap frequencies or tuning the
scattering length via Feshbach resonances. W ithin our
1D m odelwe have perform ed calculations for a trap fre—
quency of2 4 H z and a pseudorandom potentialequiv—
alent to the one used for Fig.ll. For g = 0 one ob-
tains A nderson localization ofthe ground state w avefunc—
tion w hich is characterized by an exponential localization
Jo&)F / exp( &k xo¥]),wih the ocalization length
1 0:027.Forsuch a non-interacting system , therem ight
exist several localized single particle states with an en-
ergy close to the ground state. For nite observation
tin es, condensation could occur into several of these low
energy states, and several "sm all' condensates w ith dif-
ferent condensate wavefilnctions could coexist. Fiqurell
suggests that the condensate wave fiinction becom es a
com bination ofthese localized states due to nonlinear in—
teractions.

Increasing g causes the ground state to contain a larger
num ber of localization centers. However, the localiza—
tion length in these cases hardly deviates from the non-—
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FIG .5: Atom ic density after 20 m s of ballistic expansion for
a condensate prepared initially in the states shown in Fig.Hl
(left colum n) and without DP (right colum n). The resuls
are given In oscillator units corresponding to a frequency of
2 4 Hz.

Interacting case. W hen g is of the order of 500 one can
no longer distinguish individual localized states and the
clear signature of Anderson localization vanishes. This
is consistent w ith the appearance of a signi cant super—

uid fraction in Fig.M. The results shown in Fig.lk for
g = 256 correspond to axial and radial frequencies of
2 4Hzand2  40Hz, respectively and N = 10*. In
this case the simulation show s characteristic features of
Anderson localization while these param eters are w ithin
experin ental reach. The scenario of a crossover from
the A nderson to the screening regin e, presented here, is
one of the m ost In portant resuls of our analysis.

O urtheoretical investigation also show sthat the detec—
tion of the onset of Anderson localization using a m ea—
surem ent of the density distribution afterballistic expan—
sion m ight be di cul. W e have calculated the atom ic
density pro les after 20 m s of ballistic expansion corre—
sponding to the param eters of F ig. M. D espite a striking
di erence In the ground state wavefunction, the width
of the envelope of the zero-m om entum peak, which is
related to the localization length 1, does not vary sig—
ni cantly as shown in Fig.ll. In addition Fig.lk show s
that the expansion isdom nated by the interaction forex—
perin entally accessible values of g within our 1D m odel.
Future experin ents on the detection of localization m ay
rather rely on a m easurem ent of the super uid fraction
(eee ) 1 an accelerated optical lattice.

In conclusion, we have presented a detailed analysis of
Anderson localization for slow Iy varying potentials and
In pseudorandom potentials in the presence of interac—
tions. W e have shown the absence of localization in the
experim ental case and explained this e ect using an ef-

fective m ass approach. For a truly random potential a
suppression of Anderson localization due to the screen—
ing by nonlinear interactions was found. An analysis for
an all interactions and a pseudorandom potential reveals
the characteristic features of A nderson localization. T he
transition from the Anderson localized to the screened
delocalized regin em ay be detected via an analysis ofthe
super uid fraction. T hiswork paves the way tow ards the
observation ofA nderson localization in an experin entally
accessible regin e.
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