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A tom ic detection and m atter-w aves coherence

E.V.G oldstein and PierreM eystre

O pticalSciencesCenter,University ofArizona,Tucson,AZ 85721

W eanalyze severalm odelsofatom icdetectorsin the

context ofthe m easurem ent ofcoherence properties of

m atterwaves.In particular,we show thatan ionization

schem em easuresnorm ally-ordered correlation functions

ofthe Schr�odinger�eld,in analogy with the opticalsit-

uation. However,it exhibits a sensitivity to exchange

processesthatisnorm ally absentin optics.

O pticalcoherencetheory isbased on theobserva-

tion thatm ostquantum m easurem entsthatcan be

perform ed on theelectrom agnetic�eld yield asignal

proportionalto norm ally ordered correlation func-

tionsofthat�eld [1]. A quantized m ultim ode �eld

is then said to be coherent to order N ifallnor-

m ally ordered correlation functions up to order N

factorize. No such theory is presently available for

atom iccoherence,probably becauseuntilrecently it

had notbeen necessary to think ofatom ic sam ples

asSchr�odinger�elds.Buttheexperim entalwork on

ultracold atom s,BEC [2{6]and atom lasers[7]has

changed that situation,and the need for a proper

theory ofatom ic coherenceisnow quite urgent[8].

Atleastforthecaseofbosonic�elds,itistem pting

to sim ply transpose G lauber’scoherence theory [1].

Thisapproach hasbeen thedefactosituation sofar,

butappealing asitm ightsound,itm ustbeapplied

with caution,due to the fundam entaldi�erence be-

tween electrom agneticand m atter-wave�elds.M ost

opticalexperim ents detect light by absorption,i.e.

by \rem oving" photonsfrom the light�eld.Thisis

the reason why norm ally ordered correlation func-

tions are so im portant. Butatom ic detectorswork

in anum berofdi�erentways:O necan chosetom ea-

sureelectronicproperties,orcenter-of-m assproper-

ties,or both. W hile one detector m ight be sensi-

tive to atom ic velocities,anotherm ightm easurelo-

caldensities and a third electronic properties only.

Additionaldi�cultiesarisefrom thefactthatatom ic

�eldsareself-interacting,which signi�cantly com pli-

cates the propagation ofatom ic coherence as com -

pared to the case oflight. From these rem arks,it

should beclearthata theory ofm atterwavescoher-

enceism uch richerthan itsopticalequivalent.Yet,

like G lauber’scoherencetheory,itshould be opera-

tionaland based on explicitdetection schem es.

The goalofthis note is to analyze severalideal

atom detectors and to determ ine which correlation

functionsofthe m atter-wave�eld they aresensitive

to. The system s we explicitly consider are a non-

resonant atom ic im aging system such as used e.g.

in theM IT BEC experim ents,and a detectorwork-

ing via atom ic ionization. W e show that while the

o�-resonanceim agingdetectorissensitivetodensity

correlation functions,a narrow-band ionization de-

tector m easures norm ally ordered correlation func-

tionsofthe Schr�odinger�eld itself,in analogy with

the opticalcase. Interm ediate situations are m ore

com plicated,duetothequadraticdispersion ofm at-

ter waves. Higher-order detection schem es also in-

volve exchange term s usually absent in the optical

case.

Nonresonantim aging

Consider �rst atom ic detection by non-resonant

im aging,a situation where a strongly detuned elec-

trom agnetic �eld interacts with the atom s in the

sam ple in such a way that it induces only virtual

transitions. W e consider for concreteness ground

stateatom sdescribed by theSchr�odinger�eld oper-

ator	̂(r)with [	̂(r); 	̂ y(r0)]= �(r� r0)forbosons,

and decom posetheelectrom agnetic�eld into a clas-

sically populated m odeofwavevectork0 and polar-

ization �0 and a seriesofweakly excited sidem odes

ofwavevectorsk‘ and polarizations�‘.Afteradia-
baticelim ination oftheupperelectronicstateofthe

atom ic transition under consideration,the interac-

tion between theSchr�odinger�eld and theradiation

�eld is described to lowestorder in the side-m odes

by the e�ective Ham iltonian

V = �h

Z

d
3
r
j
0(r)j

2

�0
	̂ y(r)	̂(r)

+ �h
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‘
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3
r
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?
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�0
a
y
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e
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0(r)
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�i(k 0�k ‘)�r

�

	̂ y(r)	̂(r); (1)

wherek‘ isthe wavevectorofthe ‘-th m ode ofthe

�eld,offrequency !‘ and polarization �‘,the sum
is over all�eld m odes in the quantization volum e

V ,and E‘ = [�h!‘=2�0V ]
1=2 isthe \electric �eld per

photon" ofm ode ‘. The annihilation and creation

operatorsa‘ and a
y

‘
satisfy the boson com m utation

relation [a‘;a
y

‘0
]= �‘;‘0. W e have also introduced

the Rabifrequencies 
0(r) = dE0(r)(� � �0)=�h and


‘ = dE‘(�� �‘)=�h,and theatom -�eld detuning �0 �
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!a � !0 isassum ed to bem uch largerthan 
0,�0 �


0(r).

Assum ingthattheelectrom agnetic�eld isinitially

in thestatejEiand theSchr�odinger�eld in thestate

j�gi, the probability that the system undergoes a

transition from thatto anotherstateisgiven to �rst

orderin perturbation theory by

w =
1

�2
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a‘0e

i(k‘0�r
0
�k ‘�r)e

�i(! ‘0t
0
�! ‘t)+ h:c:jEi (2)

wherethe Schr�odingerwavedensity isde�ned as

�̂(r;t)� 	̂ y(r;t)	̂(r;t) (3)

and 	(r;t) = U y	(r)U is the tim e-dependent

Schr�odinger �eld in the interaction representation

with respect to the atom ic Ham iltonian,i.e. U =

exp(� iHA t=�h).

W e furtherassum e forconcretenessthatallelec-

trom agnetic sidem odes are initially in a vacuum .

The m easurem ent on the Schr�odinger �eld is then

carried out by detecting photons scattered by the

atom sinto thesidem odes,in a fashion fam iliarfrom

resonance 
uorescence experim ents. The m ost im -

portantnon-trivialcontribution to the 
uorescence

signalis proportionalto the intensity j
0j
2 ofthe

incident�eld,
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and henceissensitivetothesecond-ordercorrelation

function ofthe sam ple density. This is to be com -

pared to the results ofJavanainen [9],who showed

thatthethespectrum ofthescattered radiation isa

function ofĥ�(r;0)̂�(r;t)i. Indeed,itcan be shown

in allgenerality thatany m easurem entinvolvingthe

electrom agnetic�eld scattered by theatom icsam ple

under conditions ofo�-resonantim aging are deter-

m ined by correlation functions of the Schr�odinger

�eld density.

Ionization

Thereason o�-resonantim agingyieldsasignalde-

pendenton �̂(r;t)isthattheelectricdipoleinterac-

tion is bilinear in the Schr�odinger �eld operators.

Thisdi�culty can howeverbeelim inated if,instead

ofm aking m easurem entson the radiation �eld,one

detectstheatom sdirectly.O neschem ethatachieves

thisgoalisthe ionization m ethod thatwe now dis-

cuss.

Consideradetectorconsistingofatightlyfocussed

laserbeam thatcan ionizeatom sby inducingtransi-

tionsfrom theirground electronicleveljgito a con-

tinuum leveljii.1 Thecorrespondingsingle-particle

Ham iltonian is

H = H cm + H el+ V (r)� H0 + V (5)

where H cm is the center-of-m ass Ham iltonian,H el

the electronic Ham iltonian,and V (r) describes the

electricdipoleinteraction between theatom and the

ionizinglaser�eld.H elhaseigenstates’n and eigen-

frequencies !n, H elj’ni = �h!nj’ni. The corre-

sponding atom icm anybody Ham iltonian is

H 0 =

Z

d
3
r	̂ y(r)H 0	̂(r) (6)

where in the Born-O ppenheim er approxim ation

	̂(r) is a m ulticom ponent �eld with com ponents

	̂ n(r).

W e are interested in m easuring propertiesofthe

ground state com ponent 	̂ g(r) ofthis �eld,which

is dipole-coupled to continuum states 	̂ i(r). W e

assum e for sim plicity that the center-of-m ass wave

function ofthese latter states is welldescribed by

plane wavesofm om entum q,so thatH m ay be ex-

pressed as

H 0 = H g +
X

i

H i; (7)

where

H i = �h
X

q

(!q + !i)b
y

q;ibq;i: (8)

Here we expanded 	̂ i(r)in plane wavesas 	̂ i(r)=
P

q
�i;q(r)bq;i with [bq;i;b

y

q0;i0
]= �qq0�ii0,and !q =

�hq2=2M . (Note that the inclusion ofground state

collisionsisstraightforward and doesnota�ectour

conclusions.)

In term s of the com ponents 	̂ n(r) of the

Schr�odinger �eld, the electric dipole interaction

Ham iltonian is

V = �h
X

i

Z

d
3
r
i(r)	̂

y

i(r)	̂ g(r)+ H :c:; (9)

where 
i is the Rabifrequency between the levels

jgiand jii,and the laser�eld istreated classically.

1
Hotwiredetectorscan bem odeled in asim ilarfashion.

2



In thisdetection schem e,oneextractsinform ation

about the state ofthe �eld 	̂ g(r;t) by m easuring,

e.g. the num ber ofatom s in the continuum . For

atom scooled wellbelow the recoiltem perature and

tightly focused laser beam s,the spatialsize ofthe

atom ic wave function ism uch largerthan the laser

spotand we can approxim atethe electric �eld E(r)

by E(r)’ E�(r� r0),so thatEq.(9)becom es

V = �h
X

i


i(r0)	̂
y

i(r0)	̂ g(r0)+ H :c: (10)

W e take the atom ic system to be initially in the

state

j (0)i= jf i;q(0)g; g(0)i: (11)

To �rstorderin perturbation theory,the transition

probability away from that state during the tim e

interval�tis

w =
X

i;q

j
i(r0)j
2

Z �t

0

dt

Z �t

0

dt
0

h i;q(0)ĵ	 i(r0;t)	̂
y

i
(r0;t

0)j i;q(0)i

� h g(0)ĵ	
y
g(r0;t)	̂ g(r0;t

0)j g(0)i+ c:c: (12)

There is a fundam ental distinction between the

presentsituation and G lauber’sphotodetection the-

ory,because in the present case both the detected

and detector �elds consist ofm atter waves. There

isa com plete sym m etry between these two �eldsso

far,and theirrolesare interchangeable.In orderto

break this sym m etry and to truly construct a de-

tector,we now m ake a seriesofassum ptionson the

state ofthe detector�elds 	̂ i(r;t). Physically,this

am ountsto m aking a statem entaboutthe way the

detectorisprepared priortoam easurem ent.Specif-

ically,we assum e that allatom s are in the ground

state,	 i(r0)j i;q(0)i = j0i,and that any atom in

an ionized statewillberem oved from thesam plein-

stantaneously.In thatcase,the second term in Eq.

(12)vanishesand wehave

w =
X

i

j
i(r0)j
2

Z �t

0

dt

Z �t

0

dt
0

X

q

e
i!q(t�t

0
)
�q(r0)�

?
q(r0)

� e
i!i(t�t

0
)
h gĵ	

y
g(r0;t)	̂ g(r0;t

0)j gi: (13)

Atthispoint,itisconvenientto distinguish three

di�erentoperatingregim es:In the�rstone,onlyone

�nalelectronic state is considered,and in addition

a velocity selectorisused to �lterjustthoseionized

atom swith a given center-of-m assm om entum . W e

callthisanarrowband single-statedetector.Thesec-

ond schem e allowsfora broadervelocity �lter,but

stillconsiders a single continuum electronic state,

and we callita broadband single-state detector. Fi-

nally,we also discuss a generalbroadband detector

where neitherthe �nalm om entum state northe �-

nalelectronicstateisnarrowly selected.

M oreprecisely,anarrowbandsingle-statedetector

includes a velocity selector with a bandwidth �q

around acentralvalueq0 such thatforthedetection

tim es �t ofinterest,one has �t�! q � 1,where

�! q = �hq0�q=2M .In thiscaseandforastationary

Schr�odinger�eldsEq.(13)reducesto

rnb(!;!q0
)=

�! 3
q

c3
j
(r0)j

2

�

Z �t

0

d�e
�i(!+ ! q 0

)�
G A (0;�;r0;r0); (14)

wherewedropped theindexioftheobserved contin-

uum stateforclarity,introduced theionization rate

rnb(!;!q)= wnb(!;!q)=�tand de�ned the atom ic

norm allyordered �rst-orderground statecorrelation

function

G A (t;t
0;r0;r0)= h�gĵ	

y
g(r0;t)	̂ g(r0;t

0)j�gi:

From the W iener-K hintchinetheorem ,we recognize

thatforlargeenough �t,thedetectorm easuresthe

spectrum ofthe Schr�odinger�eld 	̂ g(r0;0).

In thecaseofabroad single-statedetector,in con-

trast,wehave

r1b ’ j
(r0)j
2

Z �t

0

d�e
�i!�

G pr(0;�;r0;r0)

� GA (0;�;r0;r0) (15)

where we have introduced the center-of-m assprop-

agator

G pr(t1;t2;r1;r2)=
X

q

�q(r1)�
?
q(r2)e

i!q(t2�t 1):

(16)

In that case, the ionization rate is propor-

tional to the Fourier transform of the product

of G pr(0;�;r0;r0) and the correlation function

G A (0;�;r0;r0),orin otherwordsto theconvolution

ofthe Fourier transform s ofthese functions. The

Fourier transform ofthe center-of-m asspropagator

can therefore be interpreted as the spectralresolu-

tion ofthe detector.

W e �nally turn to the case ofa generalbroad-

band detector,where the spectrum ofthe detector

ism uch broaderthan the spectrum ofthe detected

quantity.Assum ingthatthespectrum oftheatom ic

correlation function iscentered at �!,we�nd

rbb ’ �(r0)G A (0;0;r0;r0); (17)
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wherewehaveintroduced the \detectore�ciency"

�(r0)=

Z

d�
X

i

j
i(r0)j
2
h	 i(r0;�)	

y

i(r0;0)ie
�i�!�

:

(18)

Asexpected,a broadband detectorisnotableto re-

solve any spectralfeature ofthe Schr�odinger �eld,

and only m easuresthe localatom icdensity.

Higher-order correlations

The detection of higher-order correlation func-

tions ofthe Schr�odinger�eld can be achieved by a

straightforward generalization ofthe ionization de-

tector. For instance,second-order coherence m ea-

surem entscan be carried outby focussing the laser

attwo locationsr1 and r2,in which case

V = �h
X

�= 1;2

X

i


i(r�)	̂
y

i
(r�)	̂ g(r�)+ H :c: (19)

Assum ing as before that the continuum states are

initiallyem ptyand forageneralbroadbanddetector,

the joint probability to ionize an atom at r1 and

anotheroneatr2 isthen

w2 ’ �(r1;r2)�(r2;r1)

Z �t

0

dt1

Z �t

0

dt2

h	̂ y
g(r1;t1)	̂

y
g(r2;t2)	̂ g(r2;t1)	̂ g(r1;t2)i

+ �(r1)�(r2)

Z �t

0

dt1

Z �t

0

dt2

h	̂ y
g(r1;t1)	̂

y
g(r2;t2)	̂ g(r2;t2)	̂ g(r1;t1)i; (20)

where we have introduced the detector cross e�-

ciency �(r1;r2) as a straightforward generalization

ofEq. (18). The �rst term in Eq. (20) is an ex-

changeterm resultingfrom thefactthatthedetector

�eld isa singleSchr�odinger�eld.Itresultsfrom the

interference between detectors at points r1 and r2.

The second term is the usualterm also appearing

in the double photo-detection ofoptical�elds. In

thatlattercase,theexchangeterm doesnotappear

because the two detectorsused to m easurethe �eld

aretaken tobedistinguishable.Notealsothatin the

position m easurem entschem eproposed in Ref.[10],

interferencesdonotoccurasthesetofstatesionized

ateach location aretaken to bedistinguishable.W e

�nally rem arkthatasaconsequenceoftheexchange

term ,thesignalcannotsim ply beexpressed in term s

ofcorrelation functionsof�̂(r;t):

In sum m ary,we have analyzed severaldetectors

that perm it to access di�erent classes of correla-

tion functions of the Schr�odinger �eld. M ost in-

teresting perhapsisthe ionization schem e,which is

closely related to thedetectorsfam iliarfrom thede-

tection ofoptical�elds. However,it presents new

features,and is in particular sensitive to exchange

processes.Butionization detectorsm akedestructive

m easurem ents. This is in contrast to o�-resonant

im aging,which isnondestructivebutm easuresden-

sity correlation functions instead of the m ore fa-

m iliarnorm ally-ordered correlation functionsofthe

Schr�odinger�eld itself.
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