arXiv:cond-mat/0602048v3 [cond-mat.other] 1 Jun 2006

C oherent transport of cold atom s in angle-tuned optical lattices
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O ptical Jattices w ith a large spacing between the m inin a of the optical potential can be created
using the angletuned geom etry where the 1-D periodic potential is generated by two propagating

laser beam s intersecting at an angle di erent from

. The present work analyzes the coherent

transport for the case of this geom etry. W e show that the potential depth can be kept constant
during the transport by choosing a m agic value for the laser wavelength. This value agrees w ith
that of the counterpropagating laser case, and the m agic wavelength does not depend of the optical
Jattice geom etry. M oreover, we nd that this schem e can be used to in plem ent controlled collision
experin entsunder special geom etric conditions. F inally we study the transport ofhyper neZeem an

states of rubidium 87.

PACS numbers: 03.75Lm , 32.80P j

I. NTRODUCTION

Neutral atom s trapped in an arti cial periodic po—
tential form ed by laser light, the so called far detuned
optical lattice, have been proposed as the individual
qubits for quantum inform ation processing. In an
optical lattice, neutral atom s can be trapped in the
Intensity maxima (orm inim a) of a standing wave light

eld ow ing to the optical dipolk Porce. A con guration
w ith one single atom trapped in each site of the optical
lattice is realized In the con guration ofa M ott-nsulator
transition associated to the loading of BoseE instein
condensates BECs) In optical lattices[ll]. In order to
realize quantum gates with neutral atom s wihin the
ideal environm ent of the M ott insulator several schem es
have been proposed. The common idea is to control
the quantum atom ic states through the preparation and
coherent m anipulation of atom ic wavepacketsby m eans
ofapplication of standard laser cooling and spectroscopic
techniques. By using soin dependent, or m ore precisely
state dependent, optical lattice potentials, the control
can be applied independently to m ultiple atom ic qubits
based on di erent intemal states. A state dependent
potential m ay be created for a one dim ensional optical
lattice In the so—called lin—- -lin con guration, where
the travelling laser beam s creating the optical lattice
are linearly polarized wih an anglk between their
polarizations [, 13, 14]. In this con guration the op-—
tical potential can be expressed as a superposition of
two independent optical lattices, acting on di erent
atom ic states. By appropriately choosing the atom ic
Intemal states, the atom s w ill be trapped by one of the
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two potentials depending on their intemal state. By
changing the angle  between the linear polarizations
of the two laser beam s producing the optical lattice,
the wavepackets corresoonding to orthogonal atom ic
states can be ooherently transported relative to each
other [, l6, 1]. Once the atom ic qubits are brought
together they interact through controlled collisions. In
the coherent transport experim ent of M andel et al [E],
by a proper control of the angle  the wavepacket of
an atom initially localized at a sihgle lattice site was
split Into a superposition of two separate wave packets,
and delocalized in a controlled and coherent way over a
de ned num ber of Jattice sites of the optical potential.

In an optical Jattice created by the counterpropagating
standing wave con guration, the spacing between neigh—
boring m Inin a of the optical lattice potential is one half
the wavelength of the lasers creating the optical lattice.
O ptical lattices w ith m ore w idely separated wells can be
produced using long wavelength lasers, as CO, lasers
[@]. A Itematively, optical lattices w ith a larger spacing
between the m inim a/m axin a of the optical potential
are formed usihg the angle-tuned geometry. There
the periodic potential is created by two laser beam s
propagating at an angle  and the lattice constant is
d= =ksh(=2)lwih k= 2 = the lJaser wavenum ber
d, 1,14, 131.

The ain of the present work is to analyze the co—
herent transport associated to the lin— -lin polarization
con guration for the angle-tuned lattice geom etry. W e
analyze rubidiim atom s In a given Zeem an lkvel of a
hyper ne state loaded wihin a 1-D optical-attice. The
1-D geom etry of the Bose gas m ay be generated by a
tight con nem ent along the orthogonal directions. For
Instance a two-din ensional array of 1-D Bose gases
(tubes) is produced by con ning the atom s through a
tw o-din ensionaloptical lattice generated by independent
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lasers, as realized In Ref. [14].

Section IT de nes the geom etry of the angle-tuned
optical lattice. In Section ITT we analyze the e ective
optical potential created by an optical lattice in the
angletuned con guration. The potential contains a
com ponent w ith a vectorial sym m etry described through
an e ective magnetic eld, as derived in [18]. The
dependence ofthe potentialdepth on the anglesde ning
the lattice geom etry is analyzed In Section IV . Section V
reexam ines the coherent transport for the counterpropa—
gating laser geom etry. Section VI extends the coherent
transport to the angletuned geom etry and detem ines
the condition for a constant optical lattice depth during
transport. The application to the hyper neZeem an
states of rubidim is presented In Sec VII, and in the
follow ing Section the m inimum tin e required to realize
the coherent transport in the adiabatic 1im it is brie vy
discussed.

II. LASER GEOM ETRY

The lasers generating the 1-D lin—- -lin con guration
are com posed by tw o phase-correlated propagating elec—
tric elds wih frequency ! and amplitude E . Their
w avevectors

ki = k(jcos ( =2) ;s ( =2));

@)
ki=k(0;cos( =2); s (=2))
Iying on the (y;z) plane create the angle-tuned geom etry
wih angle , as shown in Fig. [l. The spatiotem poral
dependencies of the electric elds are

it E i x !
Ejf(x;t)= Eg(x)e Pty ce:= 7Oe 5 't)é§+ ce:; (2)

for §= 1;2, wih polarizations ég de ned in the follow -
ing. This geom etry createsa 1D optical lattice along the
z-axis. The lJaser elds con ning along the transverse di-
rections are not required for the follow Ing analysis and
not listed here.

T he above laser geom etry is obtained by applying
proper spatial rotations to a 1D optical lattice initially
created by two counterpropagating laser elds along the
z axis. Let’s Introduce the rotation R, ( ) ofan angle
around the x axis

2 3
1 0 0

Ry()= 40 oos sin 5 3)
0 sin cos

and the rotation R, ( ) ofan angle around the z axis

2 3
cos sn O
R,()=4sin cos 03 : @)
0 0 1

FIG.1: Laser con guration detem ining the angle tuned ge—
om etry. The laser eldspropagate w ithin the (y;z) planew ith
w avevectors kf at an angle Dbetween them , and polarizations
é?, wih (= 1;2). These wavevectors and polarizations are
generated applying the rotations described in the text to two
laser elds counterpropagating along the z axis and w ith po—
larizations é;, wih (3= 1;2) wihin the (x;y) plane.

In the Ilin— -lin counterpropagating con guration the
laser w avevectors are

ki =k(0;0;1); kbi=k(©0;0; 1); ®)
and their polarizations, & or j= (1;2), are
2 3
. 1
&/ =R, (1)405;
0
2 3 (6)
. 1
& =R, (,+ )405:
0

N otice that, In addition to the angle between the two
polarization directions, we have introduced the angke ;
between the polarization vector &1 and the x axis. The
w avevectors kf;z ,given by Eq. (1), are obtained applying
the follow ing rotations:

ki = RX<T)ki; ks = RX<T)k§ )

Such rotations are applied aswellto the polarization vec—
tors [16]

ef = RX(T)ei
@8)
el = RX(T)e;
The electric edsE? (x), Ef (x) are obtained by substi-
tuting Egs. [@) and B) intoEq. [), and the totalelectric
eld is given by

E
Ep &) =Eix) +ELx) = p—%eL ®)+ cxi ()

whereer, (x) de nesthe localpolarization, not necessarily
unit nom .



III. OPTICAL POTENTIAL

T he optical potential experienced by the atom s is ob—
tained from the analysis of ref. [18]. For akali atom s,
In the lin i that the laser detuning is much larger than
the hyper ne splittings in both the P ;_, and P 3_, excited
states, the optical potentialhas the follow ing form [L7]:

U=U;T+Boe?; (10a)
Uy =V e x) ; (10b)
Berr = V' B, ®) & ®)]; (100)

where, In order to sin plify the notation, we introduced
the follow ing quantities:

2
Ef 22  “p1

vo()= + ;
2 3 3
2 A A (ll)
V1(|)=E—O D1 D2
’ 2 3 3

representing the scalar and vector polarizabilities, de—
rived for instance in [L8]. The operators f;A are the
dentity and P aulioperators in the electron ground-state
m anifold. T he polarizabilities ~,, and ~p, correspond—
ing to the excitations to the P1 and P excited states
respectively, depend on the dipole operator reduced m a—
trix elem ent h1%dkJ = Ziwih J°%= £;3:

o_ 1 _ .
__ %= skdkJ = lf‘
D; — r

D,
if

o_ 3 —
7%= 2kdkJ =

D

1z)

N

D2

Here p,, is the detuning of the laser frequency !
from the resonance between the states ¥, .x = 21 and
O c=2iorF!, . = 3i PrtheD; orD, lnesof®'Rb
respectively.
T he substitution of Egs. [B) for the local polarization
in the right sides of Egs. [[0d) and [0d) leads to
h i

0 Z
1+u(q; ;7 )oos@2 =) ;

UJ=V
” 13)
e, g=13(1; ; )sn@ a)

whered = (ksiny) ' is the period of the optical lat-

tice. The u(1; ; ) param eter describes the spatial de—
pendence of the scalar part of the optical lattice

u(q1; 7 )= cos( +21)oosz<§)+oos< >s:'n2<§): 14)

T he spatialcom ponentsofthe e ectivem agnetic eld are
given by

be(1; 7 )= sh()sih(1+ )si();
by(1; 7 )=sh@+ )COS(E); (15)
b(1; 7 )=

sin ( )Sjn-ﬁ);

determ ning also them odule b= P u and b satisfy the
ollow ing usefil relations:

W1 i )+B( i)=1; 1e)
and
u(:=20; ; )= cos(): a7

The e ective m agnetic eld B .r¢ [L9] varies spatially
wih a d period. Its com ponents along the three axes
have am plitudes depending on the angles de ning the
lattice geom etry. If the light eld is everyw here linearly
polarized, 1 = = 0, the e ective m agnetic eld van—
ishes and the light shift is independent of the m agnetic
atom ic sublevel: U x) = Uy (x)f. For the counterprop—
agating geom etry, ie. = , Investigated by [E, 6] and
Inplem ented In [{], thee ectivem agnetic eld isoriented
along z-axis.

Iv. HAM ILTONIAN EIGENVALUES

M aking the assum ption of neglecting the kinetic en-
ergy of the atom s, the e ective potential corresoonds to
the fullham iltonian acting on the atom ic states, and the
position z can be treated as an extemalparam eter. Iffwe
consider the two-din ensional subspace characterized by
the electron spin com ponent, ie., $ = ;ms = Ziand
B = %;m s =
are

%i, the eigenvalues of the ham iltonian

Z Z
. = Voucos@ a)+ Vibsn @ =);

d

SR z..
V'bsnh(2 —);
d

18)

0 Z
V- ucosR —)
d

with a constant term V ° left out. T hese quantities rep—
resent the opticalpotential experienced by the atom s. Tn
an equivalent description, de ne the energies of the

Bims = 1iatomic states when the electron spin is
aligned along the local direction of the m agnetic eld,
ie., "= Db=b. n fact we write
+ =Ug+ Bess } 19)
=U;  Berel

T he eigenvalues ofEgs [[8) can be expressed as

Z
+ (17 5 72z)= Upcos2 5+ 0);

@0)

;z) = Ugcos(2 0):

(17 5

The potential depth Uy (1; ; ) and the relative phase

2 o(17 ; ) aregiven by
P
Up=V 241 2)u?; 1la)
v !
1
0= arctan - 1 21b)
u



w here we have Introduced

v

1y= 7.
) Vo

22)
Eq. [20) dem onstrates the spatial periodicity of the po—
tentials experienced by the atom ic eigenstates. U kra—
cold atom s are trapped at the spatial positions corre—
soonding to the m nim a of the optical lattice potentials.
For positive Uy, the z, and z m Inin a positions for the

$=2ims=2iand $ = ;ms = ;i states respec-
tively are given by
1

iza 1 - + 1;

d @3)

Z 1 0

— == 1+ — +1;

d 2
wih 1 an integer. For instance at ¢ = =2, the 31

atom s are Iocalized at z, = (L+ :)d and the j iatoms
atz = (I+ 2)d.At o= 0both species are Iocalized at
the (1+ %)d positions.

V. COUNTERPROPAGATING GEOM ETRY

W econsiderthecase =  ofan opticallattice created
by two counterpropagating laser elds. Then the func-
tions u and by determ ining the optical Jattice potential
reduce to

u= cos( )
by=b =20 24)
b= sin()

For this geom etry the functions u and by do not depend
on the angle ; but only on the relative angle . Thisis
a consequence of the symm etry of the system . Since the
two beam s form ing the optical lattice propagate along
the direction z, the system is Invariant under rotations
around that axis.

At = thepotentialdepth Uj ( ) and the phase shift
o () become
Uo ( ) =v" T D ()
(25)
o( )= arctan ( tan( ))

Fig. [) reports the two eigenvalues of Egs. [20) as a
function of z for di erent values of the relative anglke
betw een the tw o linearpolarizations. T he Jaser frequency
is chosen such that v = 05V°, thatis = 05.At

= 0 wih the laser polarizations paralle], ; and

coincide. By increasing j j the m Inim a of the potential
curves ;. and m ove In opposite directions along the
z axis, and the potential depth decreases. At = =2
theminina of . coincide with themaxina of , and
their am plitudes are at the m inin um . Let us suppose to
start at = =2 preparing a F iatom at the site id and
aj iatom atthesite (i +)d. Varying adisbatically

10
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¥
w.o5
-10 T T

00 10 20
z/d

FIG .2: Eigenvalues ; (continuous line) and (dashed line),
in units of vV ° , plotted for di erent values of (0, =3 and

=2 from Xft to right) in the case of the counterpropagating
geom etry corresponding to = and forthevalie = 035.

from =21to 0 (orto ) the two particle w ill occupy the
sam e site. Thisprotocolw asused to transport the atom s
from one site to the other In order to produce controlled
collisions [E, 16, 18]. W e recall that in this counterpropa—
gating geom etry the e ective m agnetic eld is ordiented
along the z axis and isequalto zero or = 0, when the
atom s collide.
F ig.[d show s that the potential depth does not ram ain
constant by varying . A spointed in refs g, 7], this dif-
culty is avoided for a particular choice of the param eter
. In fact or 2 = 1, the temn cos® disappear h Eq.
[Z9) and Uy becom es a constant independent of and
equaltovO.
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FIG . 3: Potentialdepth Uy as a function of for j jranghg
between 0 and 2 in steps of 02, from bottom to top. For
j j= 1 the potential is a constant independent of

By assum Ing equaldipolem om ents fortheD; and D,

lines h1%= lkdkJ = 21 = W= 2kdkg= 1i°Rd),

the param eter (! ) becom es:
p2t+t2 p1

Fig. [@ reports the param eter  versus the laser wave-
length .Theconstrant 2= 1impliess = lor = 1.
The st condition is satis ed for p1 = 0 which isnot
an acceptable value, since the whole treatm ent for the
optical lattice potentialis valid only fordetunings p1;2
large w ith respect to the typicalhyper ne splitting. The
= 1 relation issatis ed ifthe laserwavelength isequal



to the m agic value
1 1 2
JR— _+_

D1 D2

@7

Wl

where pi and p, denote the resonant wavelengths for
the D; and D, lines. For = 1 the relative phase
becom es

0= for 0< <

28)
0= 2 for 2
T herefore for the m agic wavelength the potential
depth is independent on  and the phase ( varies lin—
early with the relative angle
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FIG. 4: P ot of the dim ensionless param eter 2 as a func-

tion of the laser wavelength . The two continuous vertical
lines denote the position ofthe resonant wavelengths p 2 and

p 1, regoectively. T he dashed vertical line indicatesthem agic
w avelength
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FIG .5: O ptical Iattice phase shifts ¢ and ; versus forthe
laser at the m agic wavelength, correspondingto = 1. For
o the continuous line correspondsto ;= =4and = 3 =4.
The dashed Ineplots ¢ at 1 = 0 whichevervalue of . The

sam e ( values are obtained for =  whichever value of ;.
For i the dotted line corresponds to 1 = 0 whichever value
of . The coherent transport requires for the phase shift =2
as Initial valuie and 0 as nalvalue. A com plte transport
cannot be realized for the conditions corresponding to the
continuous line, but instead can be realized for the dashed
and dotted lines.

VI. ANGLE-TUNED CONFIGURATION

For dierent from  the potentialdepth Uy and the
phase o depend on the angle ; aswell. This re ects
the fact that or €  the system isnot nvariant under
rotations around the z axis.

Forthe Uy dependence on ; them agic wavelength

plays again a key role. In fact by choosng = 1 Egs.
Z1) reduce to
Ug=V’;
r
1 @9)
o(1; j )= amtan —  1:
u

T herefore the potential depth Uy depends only on the
laser wavelength.

T he rem aining dependence of ¢ ontheangles ( 1; ; )
de ning the optical lattice represents a di culty for the
coherent transport operation. For instance for the values
of 1= =4and = 3 =4 thephase shift ( versus is
plotted as a dashed line in F ig.[d and is com pared to the
value corresponding to the counterpropagating geom etry,
plotted as a continuous line. Forthose valuesof and ;
the range of variation of isanallerthan . Thismeans
that by varying the two potential curves corresponding
to the two atom ic elgenstates are shifted by a quantity
an allerthan the spatialperiod d. Thusthem Inin a ofthe
potentials for the two atom ic eigenstates do not coincide
and a com plete trangport is not realized. H ow ever under
the special condition of ; = 0 Eq. [[A) holds, and the
phase o becom es

foro< < ;

(30)

0( )= 2 for 2
T hereforeby choosing = and ; = 0, the phase shift
becom es fully equivalent to that of the counterpropagat—
Ing case. Thus, i is possble to m ove the two potential
curvesofEgs. [20) w ithout changing the potentialdepth,
and a spatial coherent transport w ith am plitude d can
be produced by varying the angle of the laser polar-
izations. For this angletuned con guration, even if the
e ective m agnetic eld isnullat = 0 where the atom s
collide, it includes a com ponent along the y axis at other
values of

VII. TRANSPORT OF RUBIDIUM STATES

T he vector com ponent and the total potential of E gs.
[[0) experdienced by the atom s depend on the profc
tion of the electron m agnetic m om ent or, equivalently,
of the total angular m om entum £ along the Iocalm ag—
netic eld. D i erent e ective potentials are experienced
by di erent Zeem an levels of the ground hyper ne state,
and the laser param eters required for the coherent con-—
troldepend on the atom ic com putationalbasis. Here we
considertw o di erent hyper neZeeam an states ¥ ;m i of



the ®’Rb atom as i the analysisof [3,l6,l6]. A s described
In [@] the potential experienced by the atom s in these in—
temal states is derived from the potential of Eq. [I0d)
by considering the com ponents of the electron spin for
these states. However in the angle tuned geom etry w ith

€ , the e ective m agnetic eld also inclides com po-
nents ordiented along the x and y axes. A s a consequence
the potential experienced by the atom ic states depend
on the optical Jattice loading process and the occupation
am plitudes for the Zeem an states. In fact Ram an coher-
encesofthetype F;mi! ¥ %m 1i are created by the

the coe cientsc
the coe cientsarec; = 1=2and c =
optical lattice are given by

Z
Eo (17 7 52)= + (17 i ;2z)= Ugcos(2 a+ 0) 7
Ei1(z; 17 7 )=
Uycos@ 2 1)
= CcOos — :
1 d 1

W hile Uy and ( are given by Eq. [Il), the potential

depth U1 (1; ; ) and thephase 1(1; ; ) aregiven by
oP
U=V 2 24+.@a 2 2% (33a)
r !
1
1= arctan c 1 (33b)
u
w here
=% F ®i: (34)

W e obtain two di erent e ective lattice potentials trap—
ping the atom s in the)iand jlihyper neZeem an states.

Because Egs. [33) have the sam e structure as Egs.
23), the coherent transport is determ ined by the u( )
dependence at xed values 1 and . By usihg thisanal-
ogy we conclide that, In order to perform a controlled-
collisions experin ent, the potentials seen by the two hy-
per ne states ;1im ustm ove in opposite direction when

is varied. The com parison Eq. B3) to Eq. RIQ) -
dicates that this condition is satis ed when the jli state
is chosen such that . > 0, that is, when &+ 3> 1 3.
For the states ¥ = 2;myp = 2i, ¥ = 2;mp = 1i,
F = I;my = 1ithis nequality is satis ed.

T he optin al coherent transport is obtained when the
potential depth is constant by varying the controlpa-
ram eter. In Section V the constance ofthe opticaldepth

5t (1 i+ f (1;;;Z)=V°ucnosa(2CEiHVlbjlj2 jijzsin(ZcEi)

e ective m agnetic eld. A s poinnted out n ref. [22], in
the tight binding regin e where each lattice site can be
considered as an independent potentialwell, the W annier
states constituting an orthonom albasisw ithin each well
In generalbecom e spinors.

For sin plicity we analyze the case ofan adiabatic load—
Ing of the ¥ ;m ¢ i states in the lattice so that theirm ¢
com ponent is oriented along the localm agnetic eld B o
Thuswe in pose the atom ic states under consideration to
be the ¥ ;m ¢ i eigenstates along the localm agnetic eld.
Let’s consider the ©llow ing states:

(31)

Zi;
2

de ning the nom alized superposition. Forthe ¥ ;m r = 1i state ofthe explorations in refs. [4,1€,18]
3=2. The energies E o;; of the states {;1i at a xed position z within the

32)

was realized by xing the laser wavelength at the m agic
value. For the present case of two hyper ne states a
unigue m agic wavelength where the Uy and U; poten—
tial depths are both independent of does not exist.
W hile the Uy constance mposes 2 = 1 and produces
the m agic wavelength Eq. [7), the U; constance in —
poses ( C)2 = 1 leading to a di erent Jaser wavelength.
Forinstance,at 1 = 0and xing the laserwavelength to

the valieofEq. [Z0) such that = 1, the potential
depths for the ;11 states becom e
Ug=V?;
0 (35)
Ui()=V 2+ @ 2)oos ;
while their phases ¢;; are
()=
’ 36)

1()=arctan ( ctan ):

W hen isvaried from S o Oor ,whiltheU, potential
depth is independent of , the U; potential depth de-
pendson and is range isdeterm ined by ., whence by
the ¢ values. Therefore, when isvaried the potentials
experienced by the ;1i states move wih di erent
velocities. The phase ( is linhearly dependent of ,
while the dependence of ; on hasa m ore com plicated
behavior. For the case ofthe ¥ = 1;mr = 1li state the



1 dependence is shown by the dotted Ine in Fig.[H. The
coherent transport condition of phase shifts ;; varying
from =2 to 0 is realized for both the hyper neZeam an
states. D i erent resuls for the change In the potential
depth and for the phase dependence on , and therefore
for the displacam ents of the tw o potentials, are obtained
for a laser wavelength di erent from the m agic one.

V III. ADIABATIC TRANSPORT

In order to realize an e cient quantum gate, the tin e
dependence of polarization angle  should be chosen so
that the transport of the atom ic states is realized in the
adiabatic 1m i, ie. the atom s rem ain in the ground state
of local optical potential. For an analysis of the adia—
baticity constraint necessary for the coherent transport
we approxin ate the atom ic potential of Eq. [20) with a
ham onic one. For non interacting atom s experiencing a
ham onicpotentialm oving w ith respect to the lJaboratory
fram e, the H am iltonian m ay be w ritten as 23]

p2

H=_
2m

+}m 222+ Mz, (O)z; 37
2 hp (©)Z; 37)
where z denotes the coordinate of the atom in the har-
m onic potential fram e, z,, represents the acceleration of
the ham onic potential in the laboratory fram e, and the
oscillation frequency of the ham onic oscillator is

= s =2): (38)

If we consider the last term ofthe above H am iltonian as
a tin e-dependent perturbation, the probability of trans—
ferring an atom to the rst excited level of the ham onic
potential is

Z ¢ 2

1 .
Znp e Tdt 39)

2 2
2af 0

Pf;i=

where ay, = P ~=M ! isthe ground state radiis for the
ham onic potential, and T is the tin e required for the
coherent transport process.

The am plitude of the transfer probability of Eqg. [39)
depends greatly on the tim e dependence ofthe z,, accel-
eration. At rstwew illsuppose that, asin the theoretical
analysis of ref. [€] and in the experin ental investigation
of ref.f], the potential m oves at a constant speed, by
Inposing an in nite acceleration at t = 0O and t= T.
For this transformm ation the adiabatic condition for the
atom ic transform ation requires

1=4

d 1 3
— = sin ( =2) 2 : (40)

1 oM 3
aho 5 4

)2~2U,

Owing to this dependence on , for a constant speed
of the potential the tine T required to realize an adia-
batic coherent transport in the angle-tuned con guration

ismuch longer than in the counterpropagating case, or
a given depth ofthe opticalpotential . Such result could
In pose a strong constraint for perform ing quantum com —
putation w ith angle-tuned lattices.

However, the condition on T for realizing the adia—
batic lim i becom es less restrictive f we assum e a di er-
ent m otion for the lattice ham onic potential con ning
the atom s. For instance, let us assum e that the lattice

is constantly accelerated from t= 0 to t= % and con-

stantly decelerated from t = % to t = T. Thus the
adiabatic condition becom es
a1 1 oy s 78 5
T —=P= ——F5 sin ( =2) “:
ane T2 (@ )5~202 (=)
41)

T herefore using this m otion of the potential, the depen—
dence ofthem Inin um tin e for the coherent transport on
the angle ism odi ed causing a decrease in the tim e by
a factorwhich for 5 is larger than 2. M oreover the
additional dependence on , Uy, and the physical con—
stants ofEq. [l) contributes to the decrease ofthe tin e
scale, so that for the experin ental conditions of ref. [E]
transport tin es around 10 s can be achieved.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

In quantum com putation experim ents wih neutral
atom s loaded in optical lattices, a crucial aspect is the
sihgle site addressability. In the angletuned con gura—
tion where the lattice constant could be large, the ques—
tion of the single site addressability is shifted to a fram e
ofm ore accessble dim ensions. For this geom etry the co-
herent transport protocol requires speci ¢ conditions of
the laser beam polarizations, linked to the breaking of
the rotational sym m etry associated to the counterpropa—
gating geom etry. An additional request is the constance
of the optical potential depth during the coherent trans—
port. This constance is realized by choosing a m agic
wavelength for the laser eldsproducing the lattice. The
valie of the m agic wavelength is independent of the lat—
tice geom etry. H owever an unique m agic wavelength for
the transport ofallhyper neZeem an atom ic states does
not exist.

C oherent trangport w thin an optical lattice represents
a com ponent of the process based on ultracold collisions
and leading to entanglem ent of neutral atom s and in -
plem entation of quantum logic. By storing the ultracold
atom s In the m icroscopic potentials provided by optical
lattices the collisional Interactions can be controlled via
laser param eters. At the low tem perature associated to
the M ott Insulator, the collisional process is described
through swave scattering. In the ; = 0 laser con gura—
tion of the angletuned geom etry, at = 0 the e ective
m agnetic eld is null and the scattering potentials as—
sociated to the di erent atom ic states have an identical
spatialdependence. However, as new feature brought by
the angle-tuned geom etry, at 6 0 thee ectivem agnetic



eld isdi erent from zero and ordented along di erent di-
rections for di erent hyper neZeem an states. T herefore
during the whole collisional process the colliding atom s
m ay be oriented along di erent spatial directions. In or—
der to treat this collisional con guration, the atom ic in—
teraction m ay be described through the pseudopotential
m odels introduced In refs. 24, 123] for asym m etric trap
geom etries.

T he atom ic control is based on a the realization of a
M ott lnsulatorphase, in w hich the num ber ofatom soccu-
pying each lattice site is xed. T he physics of such a sys—
tem isdescribed In term sofa B oseH ubbard m odelw hose
H am iltonian containsthe on-site repulsion resulting from
the collisional interactions between the atom s, and the
hopping m atrix elem ents that take into account the tun—
neling rate ofthe atom s between neighboring sites. B oth
the repulsive interaction and the hopping energy can be

tuned by adjusting the lasers setup, as reviewed in 264].
The M ott nsulator phase is realized under precise con-—
ditions between the on-site repulsion and the hopping
m atrix elem ents. The dependence of these param eters
de ning the angle-tuned lattice should be nvestigate in
order to realize a M ott insulator in an angle tuned geom —
etry.
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