
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

04
08

16
1v

2 
 2

1 
D

ec
 2

00
4

Quantum dynamicsofamodelfortwo

Josephson-coupled Bose{Einstein condensates

A.P.Tonel1�, J.Links1 and A.Foerster2

1 CentreforM athem aticalPhysics,SchoolofPhysicalSciences,

TheUniversity ofQueensland,Brisbane,4072,Australia

2 Instituto deF��sica da UFRGS,

Av.Bento Gon�calves9500,Porto Alegre,RS -Brazil

January 9,2022

A bstract

In this work we investigate the quantum dynam ics ofa m odelfor two single-

m odeBose{Einstein condensateswhich arecoupled via Josephson tunneling.Using

directnum ericaldiagonalisation oftheHam iltonian,wecom putethetim eevolution

ofthe expectation value for the relative particle num ber across a wide range of

couplings.O uranalysisshowsthatthesystem exhibitsrich and com plex behaviours

varying between harm onic and non-harm onic oscillations,particularly around the

threshold coupling between thedelocalised and self-trapping phases.W eshow that

these behaviours are dependent on both the initialstate ofthe system as wellas

regim e ofthe coupling. In addition,a study ofthe dynam ics for the variance of

the relative particle num berexpectation and the entanglem ent fordi�erentinitial

statesispresented in detail.
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1 Introduction

Thephenom enon ofBose{Einstein condensation,whilepredicted long ago [1,2],isnowa-

days responsible for m any ofthe current perspectives on the potentialapplications of

quantum system s. This point ofview has arisen with the experim entalobservation of

condensation in system sofultracold dilutealkaligases,realised byseveralresearch groups

using m agnetic trapswith variouskindsofcon�ning geom etries. Reviewsofthe break-

throughsthathavelead to thecurrentstateofdevelopm entcan befound in [3,4].These

typesofexperim entalapparatusopen up thepossibilityforstudyingdynam icalregim esat

thefrontierbetween thequantum andclassicalscenarios,wherenew m acroscopicquantum

phenom enon can em erge;forexam ple,coherentatom iclasers[5],and thenew chem istry

ofatom ic-m olecular condensates [6]. Subsequently,Bose{Einstein condensates are seen

as one ofthe m ain toolsto investigate,verify and im prove ourunderstanding ofm any

concepts and principles in quantum physics,such as entanglem ent [7]. It is widely ac-

cepted thatentanglem entisthem ain resourceneeded fortheim plem entation ofquantum

com putation [8].

The work on ultracold atom ic gaseshasdem onstrated the occurence ofRabioscilla-

tionsdue to quantum tunneling between two internalstatesofa condensate,sim ilarto

the Josephson e�ectin superconductors. M oreover,quite unexpected resultswere found

in [9,10],whereitwasshown thatthetem poralevolution oftheexpectation valueofthe

num berofparticlesexhibitsa collapse and revivalbehaviour(see also e.g.[11]).Thisis

a novele�ect,notobserved with spatialand tem poralresolution in othersystem swhere

quantum e�ects take a m acroscopic scale,like the superuid and the superconducting

system s.

From the theoreticalpointofview tunneling in Bose{Einstein condensateshasbeen

widely investigated usingasim pletwo-m odeHam iltonian (seeeq.(1)in thenextsection).

This m odelhasbeen studied by m any authors using a variety ofm ethods,such asthe

Gross-Pitaevskiiapproxim ation [12],m ean-�eld theory [13,14],quantum phase m odel

[15],and the Bethe ansatz m ethod [16,17]. Our aim in this work is to expand on the

theoreticknowledgeoftunneling in Bose{Einstein condensatesby undertaking a detailed

and system aticanalysisofthequantum dynam icsofthistwo-m odeHam iltonian bym eans

ofthe m ethod ofdirect num ericaldiagonalisation. In particular,we willconsider the

tem poralevolution oftheexpectation valueforthe relative num berofparticlesbetween

the two condensatesfordi�erentchoices ofthe coupling param etersand distinctinitial

states. In this procedure we willkeep the totalnum ber ofparticles �xed, while the

coupling ofthe Ham iltonian isvaried. Using the num ericaldiagonalisation m ethod,we

areableto study them odelacrossallcoupling regim es.

W e also im plem ent this sam e approach to investigate the tem poralevolution ofen-

tanglem entforthism odel,and contrastthisagainstthe variance oftherelative num ber

ofparticles. Asdiscussed in [18],there are generally two approachesforcreating entan-

glem entin m any-body system s.Oneisto engineera gapped system whose ground state

is known to be entangled. By then su�ciently cooling the system to the ground state

con�guration,it willbe entangled. In this respect there have been studies ofground

stateentanglem entfortheX Y h m odel[19,20],theBCS m odel[21]and two-m odeBose-

Einstein condensatesincluding thepresentm odel[14].Alternatively,onecan m anipulate
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asystem sothatagiven initialstatetem porallyevolvesintoan entangled state.From this

point ofview entanglem ent dynam ics for coupled Bose-Einstein condensates have been

investigated in [22],using thesam e m odelwe study here,butwith severe constraintson

the choice ofcouplings,and also in [14]. Here we willinvestigate the behaviour ofthe

entanglem entevolution acrossdi�erentcoupling regim es.

2 T he m odel

W e willstudy the dynam ics ofa m odelfortwo single-m ode Bose{Einstein condensates

which arecoupled viaJosephson tunneling.Them odelisnotonly applicabletotunneling

in atom icBose{Einstein condensates,butalsom esoscopicsolid stateJosephson junctions

[12,15,23]and non-linearoptics[22].TheHam iltonian isgiven by

H =
k

8
(N 1 �N 2)

2
�
��

2
(N 1 �N 2)�

EJ

2
(a

y

1
a2 + a

y

2
a1) (1)

where we follow the notationalconventions of[12]forthe couplings. Above,a
y

i
;ai (i=

1;2)arethecreation and annihilation operatorsforbosonsoccupying oneoftwo m odes,

labelled 1 and 2,and N 1 and N 2 aretherespectivenum beroperators.TheoperatorN =

N 1 + N 2 isthetotalboson num beroperatorand itisconserved.Thecoupling k provides

the strength ofthe scattering interaction between bosons,�� is the externalpotential

and EJ isthecouplingforthetunneling.W erem arkthatachangeofsign in thetunneling

coupling EJ ! �E J isequivalentto the unitary transform ation a1 ! a1;a2 ! �a 2. In

thatwhich followswewillm ostly discussthecase�� = 0.

Letusnow,forfutureuse,distinguish di�erentcoupling regim esofthem odelcharac-

terised by di�erentratiosofk=EJ .W e�rstm ention thatthereexistsathreshold coupling

k=EJ = 4=N which signi�esthe transition between delocalisation and self-trapping [13]

(seealso [18]):

� Delocalisation �! k=E J < 4=N

� Self-trapping �! 4=N < k=E J

Following [12],itisalso usefulto considerthefollowing threeregim es:

� Rabiregim e�! k=E J << 1=N

� Josephson regim e�! 1=N << k=E J << N

� Fock regim e�! k=E J >> N :

Forthesethreeregim esitisknown thatan analogy can bedrawn between thedynam ics

of(1)and thedynam icsofcertain pendulum s[12].Com paring theaboveclassi�cationsit

isseen thatthethreshold coupling liesin thecrossoverbetween theRabiand Josephson

regim es,thuso�eringacandidatetoprecisely de�netheboundary between theseregim es.

Below the quantum dynam ics of(1)willbe investigated using the m ethod ofdirect

num ericaldiagonalisation,which allowsfora study acrossallcouplings.Itiswellknown
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that the tim e evolution ofany physicalquantity is determ ined through the tem poral

operatorU,given by

U =

NX

n= 0

e
�i� n tj nih nj (2)

wheref�ngandfj nigaretheeigenvaluesandeigenvectorsoftheHam iltonian(1).There-

fore,thetem poralevolution ofany statecan becalculated by

j (t)i=

NX

n= 0

ane
�i� n tj ni; (3)

where an = h nj�i and j�i represents the initialstate. Using eqs. (2) and (3) we can

com pute the expectation value and the variance (which is a m easure ofthe quantum

uctuations) ofany physicalquantity represented by a self-adjoint operator,as wellas

theentanglem ent.In particular,thetem poraldependenceoftheexpectation valueofany

operatorA can becom puted using theexpression

hAi= h (t)jAj (t)i;

whilethevarianceisgiven by

�(A)= hA
2
i�hAi

2
:

Following [24],forany purestatedensity m atrix � ofa bipartitesystem theentangle-

m entisde�ned by

E (�)= �tr(�1log2�1)= �tr(� 2log2�2)

where�1 isthereduced density m atrix obtained by taking thepartialtraceof� overthe

subsystem 2. The de�nition for �2 is analogous. Here we follow the approach argued

in [14]. Due to indistinguishability,it is not usefulto consider entanglem ent between

individualbosons. Rather,we take the two m odesofthe Ham iltonian (1)to de�ne two

subsystem s,which can be distinguished through the operators N 1 and N 2 representing

m easurem entofeach subsystem population.In thiscase,E (�)isequivalentto [14]

E (�)= �

NX

n= 0

jcn(t)j
2log

2
(jcn(t)j

2)

wherethecn(t)aretheco-e�cientsofa generalstateofthesystem

j (t)i=

NX

n= 0

cn(t)jN �n;ni:

Thestatesjm ;ni,which collectively providea basisfortheFock space,aregiven by

jm ;ni=
(a

y

1
)m (a

y

2
)n

p
m !
p
n!

j0i;
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and j0iistheFock space vacuum .Fora system ofN totalparticlesthem axim alentan-

glem entisE m ax = log
2
(N + 1).
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Figure 1: Tim e evolution ofthe expectation value for the relative num ber ofparticles

fordi�erentratiosofthecoupling k=EJ from thetop (Rabiregim e)to thebottom (Fock

regim e):k=EJ = 1=N 2;1=N ;1;N ;N 2 forN = 100;400 and theinitialstateisjN ;0i.

3 Expectation value ofthe relative particle num ber

Firstweinvestigatethequantum dynam icsoftherelativeparticlenum beroperatorN 1�

N 2 (orthe im balance),in the three di�erentregim es,Rabi,Josephson and Fock,aswell

as in the interm ediate ones. For this purpose we use the expressions ofthe previous

section togetherwith the eigenvaluesand eigenvectorsobtained directly from num erical

diagonalisation oftheHam iltonian (1).

From �g. 1,it is apparent that the qualitative behaviour in each region,using the

sam e initialstate,doesnotdepend on the num berofparticles. (In this�gure,asin the

others following,the chosen tim e intervalis one which m ost clearly shows the relevant

dynam icalbehaviour.) W e found thatin the intervalk=EJ 2 [1=N 2;1=N ](close to the

Rabiregim e)thecollapseand revivaltim etakestheconstantvaluetcr = 4�1.Also,in the

region wherek=EJ �1 issm alland negative,theexpectation valuestilldisplayscollapse

and revivalbehaviour with harm onic oscillations occurring at the value k=EJ = 1. At

1The ratio k=EJ = 1=N 2 m eans thatwe are using k = 1 and EJ = N
2 and sim ilarly for the other

cases. Thisconvention,which willbe used throughoutthe paperunlessnoted otherwise,�xesthe tim e

scale.
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thiscouplingtheperiod ofoscillationsisnotindependentofN .Stillwith referenceto�g.

1,we observed in the region where k=EJ �1 issm alland positive thatthe expectation

value hassm allam plitude periodic oscillation close to the initialexpectation value of1.

The am plitude ofthe oscillationsdisappearasthe ratio k=EJ becom eslarger(nearthe

Fock regim e)atwhich pointthe bosonsrem ain localised to the subsystem ofthe initial

con�guration. However this transition from sm allam plitude harm onic oscillations to

com pletelocalisation appearstobesm ooth.Hereafterwewillfocusm ostofourattention

to the Rabiand Josephson regim es,including the crossover,as this is where the m ost

com plex behaviouristo befound.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
t

-1.00

-0.96

-0.92

-0.88

-0.84

< 
N

1 - 
N

2>/
N

N = 100
N = 400

Figure 2: Tim e evolution for the expectation value ofthe relative num ber ofparticles

forthe initialstate j0;N i. The dot-dashed line isforN = 100 and the solid line isfor

N = 400 with EJ = 1 and k = 8=N .

In �g. 2,we plot the expectation value forthe relative num ber ofparticles fortwo

di�erentcases: N = 100 and N = 400,with the initialstate j0;N i. Using the relation

k=EJ = 8=N we reproduce �gure 5 of[13],taking into account the di�erent notational

conventionsand using a di�erenttim e intervalto show the collapse and revivalforboth

cases. Forthiscase we have followed the conventions used in [13]forthe tim e scale by

setting EJ = 1 and k = 8=N .Itisapparentthatunderthisconvention the collapse and

revivaltim eisnotindependentofN .However,introducingarescaled collapseand revival

tim e t�
cr
= 8tcr=N ,which correspondsto ouradopted tim e scale convention,showsthat

t�
cr
is independent ofN . A distinguishing feature of�g. 2 is that the m ean value (i.e.

tim e-averaged value)oftheim balance isnotzero,in contrastto thecollapseand revival

sequences shown in �g. 1. This is because the respective couplings lie in regim es on

di�erentsidesofthethreshold valuek=EJ = 4=N ,and these casesrespectively illustrate
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thebehaviourassociated with self-trapping and delocalisation.

In �g. 3 we can see in detailfor the case N = 100 the evolution ofthe dynam ics

from a collapse and revivalsequence with tcr = 4� for k=EJ < 4=N ,through the self-

trapping transition atk=EJ = 4=N ,and toward sm allam plitudeharm onicoscillationsin

the im balance ofthe localised state when k=EJ = 1. W here there isclearcollapse and

revivalin theself-trapping phasewe�nd thattcr increaseswith increasing k=EJ .Further

increasesin k=EJ lead toadecayingofthecollapseand revivalsequencetoward harm onic

oscillationswhich occuratk=EJ = 1.
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Figure 3:Tim e evolution ofthe expectation value between k=EJ = 1=N and k=EJ = 1.

On the left,from top to bottom k=EJ = 1=N ;2=N ;3=N ;4=N and on the right,from top

to bottom k=EJ = 5=N ;10=N ;50=N ;1,whereN = 100 and theinitialstateisjN ;0i.

Nextweturnourattention tostudytheevolution oftheexpectation valuehN 1�N 2i=N

usingarangeofdi�erentinitialconditions.In the�rstofthesestudies�g. 4,weillustrate

the types ofdi�erent behaviours thatoccurby using di�erent initialstates. Here,itis

clearthatthecollapseand revivaltim edependson thechoiceofinitialstate.Asexpected

them ean am plitudeoftheoscillationsisrelated to theim balanceoftheinitialstate:the

m ean am plitudeism axim alwhen theinitialstatehasallparticlesin thesam esubsystem

(jN ;0i and j0;N i),and it is m inim alwhen the initialstate has the sam e num ber of

particlesin each subsystem (jN =2;N =2i).In both regim esshown in �g.4theexpectation

valueoftherelativenum berofparticlesissym m etricaboutzero,with oscillationsin the

relativenum berdisappearing when theim balanceoftheinitialstateiszero.

Aswevary thecouplingratiopasttheself-trappingthreshold valuewe�nd an entirely
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Figure 4: Relative num berexpectation valuesfor(a)the Rabiregim e (k=EJ = 1=N 2);

(b)between theRabiand Josephson regim es(k=EJ = 1=N ).Theinitialstates,from top

to bottom arej100;0i;j90;10i;j74;26i;j60;40iand j50;50i.

di�erent scenario. In �g. 5 the expectation value for the relative num ber ofparticles

showsa variety ofdi�erentbehaviours.Thedynam icsisharm onicwhen theinitialstate

correspondstoallparticlesin thesam esubsystem ,and theoscillation am plitudeissm all.

Asthe im balance in the initialstate decreases,we �rstsee harm onic m odulation ofthe

am plitude ofthe oscillations,in stark contrast to the cases shown in �g. 4. Note here

thattheperiod ofthem odulation doesnotdepend on theinitialstate.Itisim portantto

m entionthatintheintervalk=EJ 2 [1=N ;1],which isnotshown,we�ndthatthecrossover

from collapseandrevivalsequencesofoscillationswithzerom ean tooscillationswithm ean

approxim ately equalto theinitialim balanceoccursatk=EJ = 4=N ,asexpected.

W hen using otherinitialstates,wecan classify them into two categories:sym m etric,

such asa cat-state

j�CATi=
1
p
2
(jN ;0i+ j0;N i) (4)

and a m axim ally entangled state

j�M Ei=
1

p
N + 1

NX

n= 0

jN �n;ni; (5)

ornon-sym m etric,such asjN ;0i;jN �10;10i;etc.Theexpectation valueforthenum ber

ofparticles ofany sym m etric initialstate is zero,due to sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian

underinterchangeofthetwo subsystem s.In such a casesom einsightinto thebehaviour

ofthe system can be gleaned by investigating the variance ofthe im balance,which will

beexplored in thenextsection.
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Figure 5:Relative num berexpectation valuesfor(a)the Josephson regim e (k=EJ = 1);

(b)between the Josephson and Fock regim es (k=EJ = N ). The initialstatesare,from

top to bottom :j100;0i;j90;10i;j74;26i;j60;40iand j50;50i.

W hen a non-zero externalpotential�� is added to the system ,som e new features

appear in the various regim es. In the extrem e Rabiregim e,the im balance population

oscillates around zero, sim ilar to the �� = 0 case, but here the dependence on the

initialstate isdi�erentand in particularthe oscillation am plitude isnotzero using the

initialstate jN =2;N =2i. Another im portantpoint is thatthe initialstates jn1;n2i and

jn2;n1i produce the sam e expectation value behaviour. In the crossover between Rabi

and Josephson regim es,a di�erent behaviour isfound: the oscillation am plitude ofthe

num berofparticlesalsodependson theinitialstate,butheretheinitialstatesjn1;n2iand

jn2;n1ido notproduce the sam e expectation value behaviour. The sym m etry breaking

oftheHam iltonian dueto theterm �� isprom inentin thiscase.

In the Josephson and Fock regim es the introduction ofthe externalpotentialonly

produces a signi�cant di�erence in com parison to the �� = 0 case when the initial

im balance is sm all. Ifwe consider an initialstate where the im balance population is

large,then the two initialstatesjm ;niand jn;m iproduce essentially the sam e results,

whilewhen jm �njiscloseto zero thesam einitialstatesproducedi�erentresults.This

aspectcan beunderstood when wewritedown the�rsttwo term softheHam iltonian (1)

in thefollowing way:

 r

k

8
(N 1 �N 2)�

r

1

2k
��

!
2

�
1

2k
�� 2

:

W hen theuctuationsin theim balance aresm all,weseefrom theterm sin thebrackets

thattheexternalpotentialwillbedom inantwhen
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�� >
k

2
hN 1 �N 2i:

Thism eansthatthelargeste�ectoftheexternalpotentialwillgenerally occurwhen the

initialstateissym m etric.

4 Im balance uctuation and entanglem ent

Here we willstudy the extentto which the evolution ofthe im balance variance and the

entanglem entare correlated,and how the choice ofinitialstate,aswellasthe coupling

regim e,determ ine the m ain features ofthe evolution. On one hand,any state ofthe

system (with �xed N )which isunentangled m usthavezero uctuation in theim balance.

The converse however is nottrue,asthe cat-state (4)has m axim alim balance variance

but relatively sm allentanglem ent,and the m axim ally entangled state (5) has sm aller

im balancevariancethan (4).
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Figure 6: Tim e evolution ofthe relative particle num ber uctuations (on the left) and

entanglem ent(on theright)fortheinitialstatejN ;0iwhereN = 100;400.From top to

bottom theratio ofcouplingsused arek=EJ = 1=N 2;1=N ;4=N ;10=N ;1.

For the results shown in �g. 6,we have chosen jN ;0i as the initialstate,which is

unentangled. In the coupling regim e k=EJ 2 [1=N 2;1=N ]where the tunneling isstrong,

we �nd that the behaviour ofthe variance ofthe relative particle num ber is sim ilar to

the collapse and revivalcharacterofthe expectation value (cf. �g. 1). W e can observe

thattheentanglem entquickly approachesthem axim um valueand foralllatertim esthe

system ism ostly entangled.Atthethreshold coupling k=EJ = 4=N ,there isno collapse

and revivalbehaviourin theim balancevarianceand weseethatthem ean valuestartsto
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decrease.Beyond thethreshold coupling,them ean valueofboth theim balancevariance

and the entanglem ent decrease. W hen the ratio k=EJ = 1 is reached, we �nd sm all

oscillations close to zero for both the im balance variance and the entanglem ent. From

hereto theFock regim e(notshown),theim balancevariancepractically goesto zero and

theentanglem entessentially disappears.
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Figure 7: Tim e evolution ofthe relative particle num ber uctuations (on the left) and

entanglem ent(on theright)fortheinitialstatej�CATiwhereN = 100;400.From top to

bottom theratio ofcouplingsused arek=EJ = 1=N 2;1=N ;4=N ;10=N ;1.

For�g. 7,the initialstate isthe cat-state (4)which hasentanglem entE (�)= 1. In

contrastto�g.6,them ean valueoftheim balancevarianceincreasesbeyond thethreshold

coupling. Asthe ratio k=EJ approachesunity,sm allam plitude periodic oscillationsare

observed very near to the m axim alvalue ofN 2. For the entanglem ent the picture is

sim ilarto �g.6.Fork=EJ = 1 theentanglem entisfound to display periodicoscillations

abouta m ean value close to the value forthe entanglem entofthe initialstate,which is

non-zero in thisinstance.

Finally, �g. 8 shows the results obtained when the initialstate is the m axim ally

entangled state (5). Here, a m uch di�erent behaviour is found in com parison to the

previousexam ples. In the intervalk=EJ 2 [1=N 2;1=N ]the m ean valuesforthe variance

oftheim balancearesm allerthan in theprevioustwoexam ples.Atthethreshold coupling

the m ean issubstantially largerthan the m ean value below threshold coupling,and the

m ean value again decreases as k=EJ approaches unity. The m ost striking feature at

k=EJ = 1 isthatthereisno discernableperiodicity in theim balancevariance,whereasin

the analogouscasesshown in �gs. 6,7 there isclearperiodicity. Forthe entanglem ent,

itappearsthattheevolution isnotsubstantially dependenton thecoupling regim ewhen

the initialstate is m axim ally entangled. Allcases shown have m uch the sam e m ean
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Figure 8: Tim e evolution ofthe relative particle num ber uctuations (on the left) and

entanglem ent(on theright)fortheinitialstatej�M EiwhereN = 100;400.From top to

bottom theratio ofcouplingsused arek=EJ = 1=N 2;1=N ;4=N ;10=N ;1.

entanglem entovertim e. Like the im balance variance,there isalso no periodicity in the

entanglem entevolution forthecoupling k=EJ = 1.

5 C onclusion

Tosum m arise,wehaveinvestigated thequantum dynam icsofam odelfortwoJosephson-

coupled Bose{Einstein condensatesacrossa wide range ofcoupling regim esand various

initialstates,using the m ethod ofdirectnum ericaldiagonalisation. Ouranalysisshows

thatdespitetheapparentsim plicityoftheHam iltonian,diversefeaturesincludingcollapse

and revivalofoscillations,am plitudem odulated oscillationsand non-harm onicbehaviour

aredisplayed.Them oststriking changesin thedynam icsoccurasthesystem crossesthe

threshold coupling k=EJ = 4=N .
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