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A tom ic detection and m atter-w aves coherence

E .V .Goldstein and P ierre M eystre
O ptical Sciences C enter, University of A rizona, Tucson, AZ 85721

W e analyze severalm odels of atom ic detectors in the
context of the m easurem ent of coherence properties of
m atter waves. In particular, we show that an ionization
schem e m easures nom ally-ordered correlation finctions
of the Schrodinger eld, In analogy w ith the optical sit—
uation. However, i exhibits a sensitivity to exchange
processes that is nom ally absent in optics.

O ptical coherence theory isbased on the cbserva—
tion that m ost quantum m easurem ents that can be
perform ed on the electrom agnetic eld yield a signal
proportional to nom ally ordered correlation fiinc—
tions of that eld ]. A quantized mulin ode eld
is then said to be coherent to order N if all nor—
m ally ordered correlation fiinctions up to order N
factorize. No such theory is presently available for
atom ic coherence, probably because until recently it
had not been necessary to think of atom ic sam ples
as Schrodinger elds. But the experin entalwork on
ulracold atom s, BEC E{B] and atom lasers ﬂ] has
changed that situation, and the need for a proper
theory of atom ic coherence is now quite urgent E].

At least orthe caseofbosonic elds, it istem pting
to sim ply transpose G lauber’s coherence theory ﬂ].
T his approach hasbeen the de facto situation so far,
but appealing as i m ight sound, i m ust be applied
w ith caution, due to the findam ental di erence be—
tw een electrom agnetic and m atterwave elds. M ost
optical experin ents detect light by absorption, ie.
by \rem oving" photons from the light eld. This is
the reason why nom ally ordered correlation fiinc—
tions are so im portant. But atom ic detectors work
In a num berofdi erent ways: O ne can chosetom ea—
sure electronic properties, or center-ofm ass proper-
ties, or both. W hil one detector m ight be sensi-
tive to atom ic velocities, another m ight m easure lo—
cal densities and a third electronic properties only.
Additionaldi cultiesarise from the fact that atom ic

elds are self-interacting, w hich signi cantly com pli-
cates the propagation of atom ic coherence as com —
pared to the case of light. From these rem arks, i
should be clear that a theory ofm atter waves coher—
ence ismuch richer than its opticalequivalent. Yet,
like G Jauber’s coherence theory, it should be opera—
tionaland based on explicit detection schem es.

T he goal of this note is to analyze several ideal
atom detectors and to determ ine which correlation

functions of the m atterwave eld they are sensitive
to. The systam s we explicitly consider are a non—
resonant atom ic Im aging system such as used eg.
in theM IT BEC experim ents, and a detector w ork—
ing via atom ic ionization. W e show that while the
o —resonance in aging detector is sensitive to density
correlation functions, a narrow band ionization de—
tector m easures nom ally ordered correlation func-
tions of the Schrodinger eld itself, in analogy w ih
the optical case. Intemm ediate situations are m ore
com plicated, due to the quadratic dispersion ofm at—
ter waves. H igher-order detection schem es also In—
volre exchange tem s usually absent in the optical
case.

N onresonant im aging
Consider rst atom ic detection by non-resonant
Im aging, a situation where a strongly detuned elec—
trom agnetic eld interacts wih the atom s in the
sam pl In such a way that i induces only virtual
transitions. W e consider for concreteness ground
state atom s described by the Schrodinger eld oper-
ator “(r) with [ "@); "Y %= @ § Prbosons,
and decom pose the electrom agnetic eld into a clas—
sically populated m ode ofwave vectork, and polar—
ization ¢ and a series of weakly excited sidem odes
ofwave vectors k- and polarizations .. A fter adia—
batic elim Ination ofthe upper electronic state ofthe
atom ic transition under consideration, the interac-
tion between the Schrodinger eld and the radiation
eld is described to lowest order in the sidem odes
by the e ective H am ittonian
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where k. is the wave vector of the “-th m ode of the
eld, of frequency ! . and polarization ., the sum
is over all eld modes in the quantization volum e
V,and E-= h! =2 (V I? is the \ekctric eld per
photon" ofmode ‘. The anniilation and creation
operators a: and a¥ satisfy the boson com m utation
relation Bi;a%]l= \vw. We have also introduced
the Rabi frequencies ¢ (r) = dEg (r) ( 0)=h and
v= dE.( +)=h, and the atom — eld detuning ¢
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la lp isassum ed to bemuch largerthan ¢, ¢

o (¥).

A ssum ing that the electrom agnetic eld isinitially
In the state £1iand the Schrodinger eld in the state
J gi, the probability that the system undergoes a
transition from that to another state isgiven to st
order in perturbation theory by
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w here the Schrodinger wave densiy is de ned as

~t Yoy Ty @)
and () = UY (r)U is the tin edependent
Schrodinger eld in the interaction representation
w ith respect to the atom ic Ham iltonian, ie. U =
exp ( iHp t=h).

W e further assum e for concreteness that all elec—
trom agnetic sidem odes are niially in a vacuum .
The m easurem ent on the Schrodinger eld is then
carried out by detecting photons scattered by the
atom s Into the sidem odes, in a fashion fam iliar from
resonance uorescence experin ents. The m ost in —
portant non-trivial contrbution to the uorescence
signal is proportional to the intensity j oF of the
incident eld,
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and hence is sensitive to the second-order correlation
function of the sam ple density. This is to be com -
pared to the results of Javanainen E], who showed
that the the spectrum ofthe scattered radiation isa
function of h” (r;0) * (r;t)i. Indeed, it can be shown
In allgenerality that any m easurem ent involring the
electrom agnetic eld scattered by the atom ic sam ple
under conditions of o —resonant in aging are deter-
m ined by correlation functions of the Schrodinger
eld density.

Tonization

The reason o —resonant in aging yieldsa signalde—
pendent on *(r;t) is that the electric dipole interac—
tion is bilinear n the Schrodinger eld operators.
Thisdi culty can however be elin inated if, lnstead
ofm aking m easurem ents on the radiation eld, one
detects the atom sdirectly. O ne schem e that achieves

this goal is the ionization m ethod that we now dis-
cuss.
C onsider a detector consisting ofa tightly focussed
laserbeam that can ionize atom sby inducing transi-
tions from their ground electronic level i to a con—
tinuum Jlevel jii. [| T he corresponding single-particle
Ham iltonian is

H=Hg +Hat+ V () Ho+ V ©)
where H o, is the centerofm ass H am iltonian, H ¢;
the electronic H am iltonian, and V (r) describes the
electric dipole interaction between the atom and the
lonizing laser eld. H .; haseigenstates’ , and eigen—
frequencies 'y, Hai7 nld = h!'y,7,.i. The corre-
soonding atom icm anybody Ham iltonian is

Z
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where in the Bom-Oppenhein er approxin ation
A(:|:) is a multicom ponent eld wih com ponents
"a ().

W e are interested in m easuring properties of the
ground state com ponent Ag (r) of this eld, which
is dipole-coupled to continuum states "Lm). We
assum e for sim plicity that the center-ofm ass wave
function of these latter states is well described by
plane waves of m om entum ¢, so that H m ay be ex—
pressed as

X
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w here
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ere we expanded Ai (r) In plane waves as

q Fa ()y;1 with b};i;b(ylo;io] =
h?=2M . (Note that the inclusion of ground state
collisions is straightforw ard and does not a ect our
conclisions.)

In tems of the oomponents An (r) of the
Schrodinger eld, the elctric dipole interaction
Ham iltonian is
X Z
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where ; is the Rabi frequency between the levels
Pl and i, and the laser eld is treated classically.

'H ot w ire detectors can bem odeled in a sin ilar fashion.



In this detection schem e, one extracts Infom ation
about the state of the eld Ag (r;t) by m easuring,
eg. the number of atom s In the continuum . For
atom s cooled wellbelow the recoil tem perature and
tightly focused laser beam s, the spatial size of the
atom ic wave fiinction ismuch larger than the laser
spot and we can approxin ate the electric eld E (r)
byE )" E ( 5),s0thatEq. E) becom es
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W e take the atom ic system to be initially in the
state
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To st order In perturbation theory, the transition
probabilty away from that state during the tine
Interval tis
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There is a fundam ental distinction between the
present situation and G lauber’s photodetection the—
ory, because in the present case both the detected
and detector elds consist of m atter waves. There
is a com plte sym m etry between these two elds so
far, and their roles are interchangeable. In order to
break this symm etry and to truly construct a de—
tector, we now m ake a series of assum ptions on the
state of the detector elds " (r;t). Physically, this
am ounts to m aking a statem ent about the way the
detector is prepared prior to a m easurem ent. Specif-
ically, we assum e that all atom s are in the ground
state, i(rg)j 14 0)i= Ji, and that any atom in
an ionized state w illbe rem oved from the sam ple in—
stantaneously. In that case, the second term in Eq.

@) vanishes and we have
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At this point, i is convenient to distinguish three
di erent operating regin es: In the rstone, only one
nal electronic state is considered, and in addition
a velocity selector isused to lter just those ionized
atom s with a given centerofmassmomentum . W e
callthis a narrowband singlke-state detector. T he sec-
ond schem e allow s for a broader velocity Ier, but

still considers a single continuum electronic state,
and we call it a broadband singke-state detector. F i-
nally, we also discuss a general broadkand detector
where netfther the nalm om entum state nor the -
nalelectronic state is narrow Iy selected.

M ore precisely, a narrow band single-state detector
Includes a velocity selector wih a bandwidth g
around a centralvalie gy such that for the detection
tines t of interest, one has t ! 4 1, where

! 4 = hgo g=2M . In thiscaseand fora stationary
Schrodinger eldsE q.(E) reduces to
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w here w e dropped the index iofthe observed contin—
uum state for clarity, introduced the ionization rate
Inp (L 7!g) = wap (! ;7! 4)= tand de ned the atom ic
nom ally ordered rst-order ground state correlation
finction

Ga tithrosr) = h ng§ @it " i) T gis

From the W ienerK hintchine theorem , we recognize
that for Jarge enough t, the detector m easures the
spectrum of the Schrodinger ed 4 (ry;0).

In the case ofa broad single-state detector, in con—
trast, we have
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where we have introduced the center-ofm ass prop—
agator
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In that case, the ionization rate is propor-
tional to the Fourder transform of the product
of Gpr (0; ;®;r9) and the correlation finction
Ga (0; ;®m;1r0), or in otherwords to the convolution
of the Fourder transform s of these functions. The
Fourder transform of the centerofm ass propagator
can therefore be Interpreted as the spectral resoli—
tion of the detector.

W e nally tum to the case of a general broad—
band detector, where the spectrum of the detector
ismuch broader than the spectrum of the detected
quantity. A ssum ing that the spectrum ofthe atom ic
correlation function is centered at ! , we nd

" @)Ga 0;0;10;10); 7)



w here we have Introduced the \detector e ciency"
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A s expected, a broadband detector isnot able to re-
solve any spectral feature of the Schrodinger eld,
and only m easures the localatom ic density.

H igher-order correlations

The detection of higherorder correlation func—
tions of the Schrodinger eld can be achieved by a
straightforw ard generalization of the ionization de—
tector. For instance, second-order coherence m ea—
surem ents can be carried out by focussing the laser
at two locations r; and r,, in which case
X X
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A ssum Ing as before that the continuum states are
niially em pty and ora generalbroadband detector,
the Ppint probability to ionize an atom at r; and
another one at r, is then
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where we have introduced the detector cross e —
ciency (@;rz) as a straightforward generalization
ofEq. ). The 1rstterm in Eq. @) is an ex-—
change tem resulting from the fact that the detector

eld is a singke Schrodinger eld. It resuls from the
Interference between detectors at points r; and r,.
The second tem is the usual tem also appearing
in the double photo-detection of optical elds. In
that latter case, the exchange term does not appear
because the two detectors used to m easure the eld
are taken to be distinguishable. N ote also that In the
position m easurem ent schem e proposed in Ref. E],
Interferences do not occur as the set of states ionized
at each location are taken to be distinguishable. W e

nally rem ark that as a consequence ofthe exchange
tem , the signalcannot sin ply be expressed in tem s
of correlation functions of * (r;t):

In summ ary, we have analyzed several detectors
that pem it to access di erent classes of correla—
tion functions of the Schrodinger eld. M ost in—
teresting perhaps is the ionization schem e, which is
closely related to the detectors fam iliar from the de-
tection of optical elds. However, i presents new

features, and is in particular sensitive to exchange
processes. But onization detectorsm ake destructive
m easurem ents. This is In contrast to o -resonant
In agihg, which is nondestructive but m easures den—
sity correlation functions instead of the more fa-
m iliar nom ally-ordered correlation fiinctions of the
Schrodinger eld itself.
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