arXiv:quant-ph/0601012v2 3 Feb 2007
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A bstract. A theory of BEC interferom etry In an unsymm etrical double-
well trap hasbeen developed for sm allboson num bers, based on the two-m ode
approxin ation. Thebosons are initially in the lowest m ode ofa single welltrap,
which is split iInto a double well and then recombined. P ossble fragm entations
Into separate BEC states in each wellduring the splitting/ recom bination process
are allowed for. The BEC is treated as a giant soin system , the fragm ented
states are eigenstates of S? and S,. Selfconsistent sets of equations fr the
am plitudes ofthe fragm ented states and forthe two sihgleboson m ode functions
are obtained. T he latter are coupled G rossP itaevskiiequations. Interferom etric
e ectsm ay bem easured via boson num bers in the rst excited m ode.

1 Introduction

T he realization ofB oseE Instein condensates BEC ) in cold dilute atom ic gases
has opened up a new area ofphysics research on m acroscopic quantum system s,
since in a BEC at very low tem peratures essentially all the bosons occupy the
sam e single particle state (also referred to as m odes or orbitals). Interference
e ects mvolwving BEC s were ocbserved (1], 2], and there has been considerable
Interest in various schem es for constructing high precision interferom eterspui—
Ing BECs [3], 4], B]l. In provem ents in interferom eter precision scaling as N

Wwhere N is the number of bosons) m ay be possibl [0]. Such Interferom etry
is based on the sim ilarity between the quantum states of BEC s and those for
Jasers [/], In both cases a Jarge num ber of bosons (atom s in one case, photons
in the other) occupy a single m ode, and hence BEC and laser Interferom etry is
expected to be m ore precise than that based on single atom s or them al light.
T he theoretical descriptions of the BEC and the laser are not quite the sam e
of course. Laser light is often described in tem s of coherent states (which are
superpositions of num ber states), whereas in the BEC case descriptions based
on num ber states are m ore appropriate, sihce superselection rules preclide su—
perpositions of num ber states from being physical states [8]. In neither case
how ever is the absolute phase of the laser or BEC state of any consequence for
Interferom etry, indeed the idealized state ofa singlem ode laser can be described
by a density operatorw hich Involvesa statisticalm ixture of coherent statesw ith
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allphases having equalw eight, and therefore carries no m ore absolute phase in—
form ation than the density operator for a num ber state that describes a BEC .
Absolute phase is unin portant for interferom etry because Interference e ects
are associated w ith the relative phases between two or m ore contributions to
certain totalam plitudes w hose m oduli squared determ ine the m easured e ect -
the interferom etric e ects are associated w ith the cross tem s. T here arem any
form s of interferom eter, but both laser and BEC interferom eters jist involve
particular ways of creating such interfering am plitudes. T hese am plitudes m ay
have di erent natures —in an opticalM ach-Zender interferom eter a recom bina-
tion of two electrom agnetic eld am plitudes associated w ith splitting the EM

eld Into two di erent spatial pathw ays is involved, atom ic R am sey interferom —
eters involre com bining two quantum am plitudes for a transition that can take
place via two di erent quantum pathways. The interpretation of the spatial
Interference pattems seen when two independent BEC s are m ade to overlap
Involres considering the successive detection of bosons at various spatial posi-
tions [9], [L0], [L1], [L2], [13], [L4l], and the interference pattem that builds up —
which hasa wellde ned fringe spacing, but the absolute position of the fringes
changes from one experin ent to the next — is due to not know ing from which
BEC any particularboson cam e. A welkde ned relative phase is built up after
m any detections, and this is quite consistent wih a xed totalboson num ber.
Spatialinterference e ectsbased on successive boson detection can be described
in temm sofquantum correlation functions [15], [L6], which in tum can be related
to interfering quantum am plitudes.

A though in principle a BEC based atom interferom eter should have sim ilar
advantages to a laser based optical interferom eter, there are e ects that could
cause problem s. F irstly, unlike photonsbosons interact w ith each other, leading
to non-lnear term s in the Ham iltonian, and this causes dephasing e ects that
could destroy the Interference pattems [17], [L8]. Secondly, Interactions w ih
the environm ent, single boson them al excitations, BEC collective excitations,
soliton or vortex formm ation could also cause decoherence e ects. Thirdly, al-
though it is not necessary to prepare the bosons in a coherent state to produce
Interferom etric e ects, nor is it necessary to develop physical elem ents such as
atom icm irrors orbeam splitters In exact analogy to the optical case, an actual
process m ust still be designed to produce som e sort of interference e ect that
is reproducble from one experin ent to the next —not all interference e ects
are usefill for interferom etry. Fourthly, single boson detection is not as well
developed as single photon detection, and thism akesBEC interferom etry m ore
di cuk. Fifthly, sihce interferom etry is used for conveniently m easuring other
quantities, it is desirable that the interferom etrice ect should be related to the
quantiy being m easured via as sin ple a theory as possible.

T he theory of single atom interferom eters based on double well potentials is
relatively sin ple [L9], 20], 1], R2], and as Interference ofa BEC after splitting
in a doublk well has been dem onstrated 23], R4], a theory for BEC interfer—
om eters based on such doubl well potentials is of som e Interest, and this is
the sub gct of the present paper. In addition, there is a considerable theo—




retical literature dealing w ith the behavior of BEC s in double well potentials,
describing e ects such as selftrapping, Jossphson oscillations, collapses and re—
vivals of B loch oscillations, m acroscopic entanglem ent and so on (see [Bl], R5]
for overview s) . M any of these papers (see 6] and references therein) treat the
BEC in a doublk well via various versions of a two-m ode theory 7], and this
suggests the idea of carrying out BEC interferom etry in a regimn ewhere a sin ple
tw o m ode theory could be used to interpret the interferom etrice ects.

T he proposed BEC interferom eter involves the follow ng process. Initially
a large number N ofbosons are at very low tem perature and In the sam e spin
state are trapped In a single potentialwell in a BEC state, w ith all the bosons
In the lowest mode ; (r). Thism ode is essentially symm etric. The trapping
potential is changed from a single well Into a doubl well and back again over
som e suitable tin e scale. E xperim entally thism ight involve m agnetic traps on
an atom chip consisting of pem anent m agnets plus current elem ents, the trap
being changed by altering a bias eld. The doubl well potential is In general
asym m etric and this leads to Interferom etric e ects, such as In the probabiliy
at the end of the interferom etric process of bosons being found in the lowest
excited mode , (r), which is essentially antisym m etric. The asymm etry in the
trapping potentialm ay be due to gravitationale ects for exam ple, and the idea
behind the interferom etry is to detect such asymm etry e ectsby m easuring the
m ean num ber ofbosons found in the excited m ode. T he interferom eter process
is depicted In Figure 1.

A s indicated above, the present work on doubl well BEC interferom etry
Involres a sin ple theory based on the two-m ode approxin ation. D ecoherence,
them al, and m ultin ode e ectswillbe ignored and only restricted types of ex—
citations and quantum  uctuations w ill be Included. The theory is restricted
to sm all boson numbers. T In e dependent m odes w i1l be used to describe the
adiabatic behavior, the dynam ical behavior w ill Involve am plitudes describing
possble fragm ented states of the N boson system . The system behaves lke
a giant spin system In the two-m ode approxim ation. A variational approach
Involving spin operators w illbe used to determ ine self-consistent coupled equa-—
tions for the am plitudes and m odes, the latter equations being generalizations
ofthe wellkknown G rossP ftaevskiiequation GPE) 8], RI] used to describe a
single BEC . T he approach is a generalization based on papers by M enottiet al
[30] and Spekkens et al [31]], both ofwhich use varationalm ethods. M enottiet
al [30] how ever restrict the m odes and state am plitudes to be G aussian form s
param eterized by four variational functions, and coupled selfconsistent equa-
tions are derived for these quantities. D ynam ical BEC splitting, fragm entation,
collapses and revivals are treated. Spekkens et al [31] use a variationalprinciple
and spin operator m ethods restricted to static, sym m etrical potential cases to
derive self-consistent coupled equations for state am plitudes and m odes —giving
generalized tin e independent G rossP itaevskii equations. Static BEC fragm en—
tation is found. Cederbaum et al [32] predict fragm ented excited BEC states
in the static case using generalized tin e Independent GPE derived using varia—
tionalm ethods, but restricting fragm entation to a single choice ofa 50:50 split



betw een the two wells. N um erous other papers (see [26] and references therein)

have treated BEC dynam ics in a double well potential, m any either assum ing
xed m odes or that no BEC fragm entation occurs. Spin operators based on
xed m odes have also been w idely used.

T he physics of the double well BEC interferom eter based on a two m ode
treatm ent w ill be discussed in section [2. T he theory of the interferom eter, giv-
iIng the selfconsistent coupled equations for am plitudes of possible fragm ented
states and for the generalized G rossP itaevskiiequations for the tw o single boson
m ode finctions is presented in section [3. C onsiderations for num erical studies
based on the coupled am plitude and m ode equations are covered in section [4,
and the paper is summ arized in section [§. D etailed quantities nvolved in the
basic equations are set out in the appendix.

2 Physics ofdouble well BEC interferom etry

T he behavior of the double well BEC interferom eter involves a num ber of in —
portant issues:

1.Does the BEC fragm ent into two BEC s (left well, right well) during the
process?

2. W hat happens to the single boson modes ; (r;t); , (;1); as the trap po-
tential changes?

3. W hat is the essential nature of the interferom etric process involed?
4. W hat excited BEC states are Im portant in the process?

5.W hat e ect would decoherence, quantum uctuations, nie tem pera—
tures, .. have?

6. How arethe interferom etricm easurem ents, such asthe excited boson prob—
ability, related to asym m etry In the trapping potential?

7. How does the interferom eter sensitivity depend on the num ber ofbosons?

8. W hat isthe optin um way to change the trap potentialduring the process?

2.1 Fragm entation

T he possibility ofthe BEC fragm enting into two parts —w ith som e bosonsbeing
In one m ode and the rest In a second m ode (see [8], R5]) —can be seen fwe
consider the energy eigenstates orN bosons In a symm etric double wellpoten—
tial (see gure 2). To discuss this case wem ay consider two ham onic oscillator
wellsw ith frequency ! ¢ separated by 2d as representing the tw o separate wells,
w ith the actualdouble well having a barrier height Vg . Localized states  (r)
and g (r) In each well, associated w ith annihilation operators &, and & can



be introduced. For sin plicity the extra e ects due to double well asym m etry
w ill be ignored at present, though of course some e ects due to boson-boson
Interactions are included.

An approxin ate theoretical treatm ent can be based on the BoseH ubbard
Ham iltonian —a sin ple m odel for the N boson system
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are the tunneling and boson-boson Interaction param eters. It is welkknown [8]
that there are two regin es —the Josephson regin e when J U and the Fock
reginewhen U J.

In the Josephson regin e the ground state is given by
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In this case allN bosons are in the sam e delocalized state ( , + )= 2.This
represents a ngle unfragm ented condensate —the BEC phase.

In the Fock regin e the ground state is given by
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In thiscasethetwo localized states [ and j areeach occupied by N =2 bosons.
T his represents a fragm ented condensate —the M ott phase.

E stin ates based on ham onic oscillator w ave flinctions
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ForRb® withas= 5nm,ap=1 m,!g=2 58s?!,Vg=~!y= 10,we nd
J=U 107 r2d = 10 m and J=U 102 or2d = 4 m. Thus both

the Fock and Josephson regin es are accessble. Hence if the interferom etric
process is adiabatic, then either a single BEC or two fragm ented BEC s could

be accessed depending on the double well param eters. O n the other hand ifthe

process is fast, then not alladiabatic statesm ay be accessed. For speci cdouble
well param eters, w hether the fragm entation occurs or not w ill thus depend on

the tin e scale of the Interferom eter process. The e ects of asymm etry In the
trapping potentialand ofm ore generalboson-boson interactions also need to be

taken into account, but whether fragm entation e ects occur or not cannot be
Just arbitrarily assum ed.

2.2 N ature ofM odes

Since the trapping potential changes from a singlke well to a doubl well and

back again we expect the m ode functions to change during the process, and if
the process was done very slow Iy the notion of tim e dependent m ode finctions
determm ined via a suiable adiabatic principl is a natural one. The question

is —what form are the tin e dependent m ode functions lkely to have? For
sin plicity the extra e ects due to boson-boson interactions w ill be ignored at
present, though ofcoursee ectsdueto doublewellasym m etry are included. The
possibilities for the situation where boson-boson interactions are unim portant

can be seen by Just solving the tin e dependent energy eigenvalue equations 2],

and typical results are illustrated In F igure 3.

T he situation for the single well regin e is shown in Figure 3a. Here an ap—
proxin ately symm etric lowest energy eigenfiinction and an approxin ately an-—
tisym m etric low est excited energy eigenfiinction occurs, corresponding to m ode
functions at the beginning and end of the Interferom eter process

In the m iddle of the interferom eter process w here a double asym m etric well
regin e occurs, two qualitatively di erent outcom esm ay occur. The two lowest
m ode functionsm ay be approxin ately sym m etric and antisym m etric finctions
which are delocalized over both wells. This case is shown in Figure 3b, and
applies to situations where the asymm etry is sm all. O n the other hand, if the
asymm etry is larger, the two lowest m ode functions are localized in di erent
wells, and no longer are approxin ately sym m etric or antisym m etric. T his case
is shown in Figure 3c. T hus, the nature of the m ode functions w ill depend the
trapping potential param eters, esoecially on the asym m etry of the double well.
The e ects ofbosonboson interaction also m ust be taken into acocount, and as
in the case of whether fragm entation e ects occur or not, the form ofthem ode
fiinctions cannot be jist arbitrarily assum ed.



2.3 Interferom etry P rocess

E ssentially, the interferom etric process from t= 0 to t= T involves an initial
state jN ;0;01 and a nal state N n;n;T i representing the transfer of n
bosons from the rst mode to the second (Where in general N m;m ;tiis
a state at tine t with N m bosons n mode ; (rjt) and m bosons in m ode

, ;D). The probability am plitude A (n;T) for the process is related to the
transition probability via P ;T) = A ;T )32 and can be written In tem s of
tin e evolution operatorsﬂSD ;) as

D E
A@;T) = N n;n;T ®(T;0) N;0;0 (11)
X D E
= N n;n;T@(I;T=2) N m;m ;T=2
"D E
N m;m;T=2% (=2;0) N;0;0 ; 12)

w here the transitive property of the evolution operator has been used and a
com pleteness relationship nvolving states at time t = T=2 has been nserted.
T he last expression [I2)) for the transition am plitude show s it to be the sum of
contributions at the interm ediate tin e T=2, wherem bosons have been trans-
ferred from mode ; (r;0) to mode , (r;T=2). Clearly, quantum interference
in the overall transition am plitude is present, w ith constructive or destructive
Interference possible. In this sin ple exposition there are N possible quantum
pathw ays present, but if the tim e Intervalbetween t= 0 and t= T is divided
into a large num ber of steps, the num ber ofpathw ays ishugely Increased. F igure
4 iMustrates the case where N = 9 and n = 1 boson is transferred into m ode

, (;T). Here there are two quantum pathw ays, one w here the transfer of the
boson occursbetween t= 0 and t= T=2 and the other where it occurs between
t= T=2 and t = T. The intemm ediate m ode functions ; (r;T=2) are shown
as localized m odes, so the two Intermm ediate states would then involve di erent
num bers of bosons in the two wells.

2.4 Excited states, decoherence, nite tem peratures and
guantum uctuations

W ithin the two-m ode approxin ation, the basis states which can occur are 1im -
Ited to fragm ented states in which som e ofthe N bosons occupy the rstm ode

, (r7©) and the rest occupy the secondm ode , (r;t) . A hough superpositionsof
such states (see equations.[3), [34)) can be used to describe single BEC states
w here the m ode is a superposition of ; (rjt) and , (;t) —and such states w ith
all bosons in one m ode m ight be approxin ations to a collective excied state
of the BEC - the number of collective excited states that could be described
thisway is an all, yet it is known that trapped BEC s have a whole spectrum of
collective excited states (see R5], [33]). A Iso, them ally excited states in which
som e of the bosons occupy further modes 5 (r;t), 4 (7t), .are also outside
the scope of two-m ode theory. Hence the two-m ode theory does not allow for



multim ode e ects or all possible excited states that m ight be accessed during
the Interferom eter process, especially ifthe initial tem perature wasa signi cant
fraction ofthe BEC transition tem perature.

D ecoherence e ects due to coupling w ith an extermalenvironm ent, or due to
Interactionsbetween the BEC state and a continuum ofthem ally excited states,
or due to uctuations in the trapping potentials require treatm ents nvoling
m aster equations and density operators, and this is also outside the scope of
the pure state treatm ent presented here. A full theory of BEC interferom etry
taking into account excited states (collective and single particlk), decoherence,

nite tem peratures, m ultim ode e ects and w ithout restrictions on the boson
num ber would be a worthwhile developm ent. Such a theory could be based on
phase space m ethods [34], n which the bosonic eld operator is represented by
a stochastic space-tim e function, the m ean valuie of which resembles a conden—
sate wave function. T he stochastic condensate wave function satis es a partial
di erential equation which contains noise term s due to quantum  uctuations
and determ inistic term s resem bling those in a G rossP taevskiiequation. A lter-
natively, a ull treatm ent of BEC Interferom etry could be based on B ogoluibov
theory [35].

2.5 Interferom etric m easurem ents, sensitivity and opti-
mum process

Several possble interferom etric e ects could be m easured for the double well
BEC interferom eter, ncluding the num ber of bosons ending up in the excied
mode , (r;T) orthe nalspatialboson density. The obfctive isto nd which
regoonds m ost sensitively to the other quantities (such as gravitational elds)
that the interferom etry is intended to m easure, and this can only be determ ined
via num erical studies of the operation of the interferom eter. Such studies w ill
Include varying the param eters describing the process, such as the tin e scales,
barrier heights, separation of the doubl wells, boson num bers and so on, to
m axin ize the interferom etrice ects.

3 Theory

In tem s of bosonic eld operatorsb (r);PY (r) the Ham iltonian is given by
R 2
= dr —r by pbybywywby Ibybvbb (13)
2m 2

The rsttem representsthe kinetic energy ofthebosonseach ofwhich hasm ass
m , the second tem Involves the tim e-dependent trapping potentialV (r;t) and
the third term allow s for the twobody interaction between the bosons In the
usual zero—range approxin ation. The coupling constant g is determ ined from
the scattering length agvia g = 4 ag~?=m . Shce a sinhgle com ponent BEC is
Involred only one pair of eld operators is required.



The eld operators satisfy the usualbosonic com m utation rules

h i
brbve® = « 9 14)

T in e dependent single boson m ode functions ; (r;t) willbe used, chosen to
be orthogonaland nom alized at alltin es.

R
dr ; @rit) ;@b = i 15)

The conditions in equation [[5) for each time t will act as constraints in the
variationalm ethod used to obtain equations for the two m ode functions.

The eld operators are expanded in tem s of the m ode functions, which in-
troduces the m ode annihilation & () and creation operators &Y (t) as the tim e
dependent operator expansion coe cients, the m ode functions carrying all the
position dependence. T he creation and annihilation operators satisfy the stan-
dard bosonic com m utation rules at all tim es.

b= a® .o Po- . 8o e e
i=1;2 i=1;2
h i
b © = i ;3= 1;2;2) a7
In the two-m ode approxin ation only two tem s are included in the expansions
forthe eld operators.

T he boson num ber operatorI‘IP isde ned by a space integral involving the
eld operatorsand m ay be also expressed as a sum nvolving m ode annihilation
and creation operators. T hus:

R
¥ =  drb @b @18)
o't 19)

i

T he boson num ber is a conserved quantity and only state vectorsw ith a single
boson number N w illbe considered here. For convenience N w illbe even.

In a two-m ode theory it is convenient to introduce soin operatorsde ned by

S, = @'a+a’d)=2
® = @a @o)2i 20)
S, = @b a2

T he spin operators o satisfy the standard com m utation rules for angularm o-—
m entum operators
h i
b5 =1 ¥ (i i ==xiyiz); (21)



and the square of the angular m om entum ®)? can be related to the boson
num ber operator. T hus:

P
&? = (

H )? @2)
12
— +

2

1) @3)

YR

C learly the angularm om entum squared is a conserved quantity.
A set of states for the N boson system can be de ned by

vy(& k) vy (&+k)
Ki= B ®) 7 " i k= N=2; N=2+ 1;m+N=2) @4)

A KT E+ k0

In general this represents a state with (N7 k) bosons in mode ; (;t) and
(N7 + k) bosons in mode , (r;jt). Such a state is a fragm ented state of the
N boson system , involving two BEC s not just one. These states w illbe used
as orthogonal, nom alized basis states for representing a general state of the
bosonic system during the interferom eter process. For the cases where k =

N =2 the N bosons are all in the sam e m ode, so that an unfragm ented single
BEC isrepresented. Thuswith k= N =2 we have

Y\N
No_@ )1 401 : ©5)
2 N 12

T his state is a single unfragm ented BEC w ith allbosons In mode ; (;t).

The N boson system behaves like a giant soin system in the two-m ode ap—
proxin ation. T he basis states jki are sin ultaneous eigenstates of ®)? and @z
w ith eigenvalues N; (N7 + 1) and k. Thus:

2 . N N o
®? ki = = (=+1) ki (26)
2 2
®, ki = k jki: @7)
Hence j = N? is the spin angular m om entum quantum number, and k is the
spin m agnetic quantum number,with ( %k ). Thus the boson number

N and the quantiy k that goeci es the fragm entation of the BEC between
the two m odes have a physical interpretation in tem s of angular m om entum
theory. Since boson numbersm ay be  1¢ the spin system is on a m acroscopic
scale. To em phasize the soin character of the basis states we can introduce the
notation

o N
ki E;k 28)

T he m ethods of angular m om entum theory can be utilized by  rst writing
the Ham iltonian in term s of spin operators using equations [I4), [20), and
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s m atrix elem ents calculated using angular m om entum theory from previous
expressions plus

N
@ —;k
2

= b B, 30)

NELy kxk 1d N1 ©9)
2 2 g 57

The quantum state j (t)i ofthe N boson system during the interferom eter
process w ill be w ritten as a superposition of the fragm ented states jki, where
the am plitude for this fragm ented state ish ).

j i= b () jki: 31)
et
N om alization of the state vector requires that the am plitudes satisfy the con-
dition

N

b ©F = 1; (32)
k=
which represents conservation of probability. The condition in equation [32)
for each tin e t w ill act as constraints in the variationalm ethod used to obtain
equations for the am plitudes. T he initialcondition involveshaving a sihgle BEC
w ith allbosons In mode ; (r;0), thus:

i N
j O)i= > (33)

The form of the state vector given in equation [3I) involves a physical as—
sum ption in that only the two m ode fragm ented states are included in the
quantum superposition. This am ounts to ignoring other possible states for the
bosonic system , such as where bosons occupy m ore than two m odes or w here
collective excited states such asbreathing m odes are Involred. Further develop—
m ent of the theory to allow for the presence such other statesm ay be required
if the present sin ple approach proves inadequate.

Tt should be noted that aswellas allow ing for the possbility of fragm entation
ofthe BEC into two m odes, the state vector in equation [31l) is also consistent
w ith the situation where allN bosons are In a single m ode of the form

1 . 1
€, = cos exp( 5 ) .+ s exp(+35 ) i

where detem ines the relative contrbutions from the originalm odes ; and
,rand where isa phase variable. In this case the am plitudes b, are related
to binom ial coe cients and are given by
n # 1
N ! ’ N
by = (cos )z *

7tk ik ): 34
YT )7 exp ( ) (34)

(sin
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T his situation am ounts to replacing the two m ode functions ,, , by €;, €,

Wwhere©, = s exp( 4 ) ;+ cos exp@ i ) ,). The state vector is
then given by an expression analogous to equation [24)) wih k = N =2, but
w ith the originalcreation operators &y?, &Y replaced by new creation operators
associated w ith the new modes ©;, €,. If i tums out that the BEC does not
fragm ent then the solutions for the am plitudes by, willbe in a form given by

equation [34). Such states with allbosons in one m ode m ight approxin ately
represent a collective excited state ofthe BEC .

The am plitudes kx (£) and the m ode functions ; (r;t) can then be related to
the various types of Interferom eter m easurem ent. For exam ple, the num ber of
bosons in them ode , (r;t) is given by

D E
OB O 0 © 35)

N

N P 2
= —+ kb J: (36)
2 k
T he tin e dependence is keft understood in the resul. M easurem ent ofN , atend
of the process depends on the asymm etry and exhibits interferom etric e ects
because the probability am plitude at the end of the process for fragm ented
states with k € N=2 in which there are bosons in the mode , (r;t) will
contain contributions from m any quantum pathways. Interferom etric e ects of
the spatialtype can be described in term s ofquantum correlation functions [L9],
[L6]. For exam ple, the rst order correlation function is given by

D

E
G ® ;%) OPOP O © 37)

oo N oo N
b Iy 10 @) — k+ ,@ L,@&) —+k
" 2 2
( S )
P 0 N N
+ bbby @ @) — k —+k+1
k 2 2
( S )

P 0 N
+ b b o) (@) E"’k k+1 (38)
k

where In the result the timn e dependence is kft understood. M ore com plex
expressions are nvolved for the second order correlation fiinction. T he presence
of spatial interferom etric pattems and the existence of long range order n BEC s
can be determ ined from such correlation fiinctions.

T he equations goveming the am plitudeshy (t) are obtained from a variational
principle based on the dynam icalaction Sgyn . T his quantity is a functional of
quantum state j (t)iand isde ned by

R D E
Sayn = dt fhe¢ j i h J@ ig=2i Py o=~ : (39)
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The Principle of Least Action involves the m inin ization of the action Sgyn
for arbirary variations of the state vector and this results n j (t)i satisfying
the tin edependent Schrodinger equation (ID SE). T he variations of the state
vector are sub Fct to the constraint that it rem ains nom alized to unity. This
variationalprinciple m ay be regarded as the fiindam ental principle of quantum
dynam ics, so its application to a speci c case such as the BEC interferom etry
processison m ground. In the present situation the state vector is restricted in
its possible variations to rem aining in the om given in equation [3I)) (though
rem aining nom alized to unity), and hence does not itself satisfy the TD SE.
W hat is obtained is a state vector which is an approxin ate solution to the
TDSE, and i tums out that the am plitudes by (t) Involved in the form for
the state vector could also be obtained by just assum ing that j @¢)i satis ed
the TD SE . T he present variational approach has been applied in m any other
quantum physics problem s —the derivation of the tin e-dependent H artreeFock
equations for electrons In an atom beihg one exam ple. It has already been
applied to BEC problem s by M enotti et al [30], who described the am plitudes
via a G aussian function w ith two variational param eters.

For xed modes ;(t) the action Sgy, is a functional of the am plitudes
Iy (). T he nom alization constraint in equation [32) ortine m ay be w ritten
n temm s of the functionalF [ ;I 1, which is required to equalunity. Thus

R P
F bibl= dt b bt ¢ )= 1: 40)

1
Theaction Syy, ism inin ized forarbitrary variation ofthe am plitudes sub fect to
the nom alization constraints, which are taken into account w ith Lagrangem ul-
tipliers ( )=~. In applying the P rinciple of Least A ction, the functionalderiva—
tives of the action Sgyn plus the integral of the constraints F  each weighted
w ith Lagrangem ulipliers ( )=~ are equated to zero. T hus we have:

_l?( Sayn b il ] _hl Sayn b i 1= 0 (41)
()

R
Sdyn bdh{] Sdyn bdh(]*' d TF b(rh(] 42)

Tt tumsout that the Lagrangem ultiplier ( ) associated w ith the nom alization
constraint can be transform ed away and need not appear in the equations for
the am plitudes. T he key equations for the am plitudes by (t) are given below n
equation [47).

T he equations goveming them ode functions ; (r;t) are also cbtained from a
variationalprinciple, but now based on the adiabaticaction S.qis - T hisquantity
is a functional of quantum state j @¢)iwhich isde ned by

R D E
Sagia = dt #3 o= 43)

T his second P rinciple of Least A ction Involves the m Inin ization of the action
Saqia raritrary variations of the state vector, and thisresults in j (t)i satis—
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fying the tin e-independent Schrodinger (orenergy eigenvalue) equation (T ISE).
T he variations of the state vector are sub gct to the constraint that i rem ains
nom alized to unity. This variational principle m ay be regarded as the fun-—
dam ental principle for determ ining energy eigenstates, so its application to a
soeci ¢ case such as the BEC Interferom etry process is on  m ground. AS
before, the state vector is restricted in is possble variations (though rem ain-—
ing nom alized to unity) to rem aining in the om given by equation [31l), and
hence does not itself satisfy the T ISE .W hat is obtained is a state vector which
is an approxim ate solution to the T ISE . However, the tin edependent m ode
fiinctions that are obtained from the variational principle can not be obtained
Jjust by substituting for j ()i In an energy eigenvalue equation. This varia-
tional approach has been applied in m any other quantum physics problem s —
the derivation ofthe standard tim e-independent G rossP itaevskiiequation fora
single BEC being one exam ple. It has already been applied to other BEC prob-—
lem s involving sym m etrical double well potentials by Spekkens et al [31]. The
application of the Least A ction P rinciple to the adiabatic action to detem ine
the m ode functions and to the dynam ic action to determ ine the am plitudes is
designed to produce m ode functions that would apply if the trapping potential
were to change adiabatically, and to generate am plitudes that describe dynam i
calbehavior in which thebosonic system m ay involve changing superpositions of
di erent fragm ented states. H owever, asw illbe seen below , the m ode functions
also re ect the possbl way the BEC could fragm ent, w ith the m ore im portant
fragm entation possbilities having greater in uence In determ ining the m ode
finctions. This is m ore realistic than determ ining m ode fiinctions based on
som e a priori assum ption about fragm entation.

For xed amplitudesk (t) the action S.4i» is @ functionalofmodes ; (r;t).
T he orthogonality and norm alization constraints in equation [[8) for time
m ay be written in term s of the functionals G*![ ;; .1, which are required to
equal ;. Thus

K1 R R
G™ [ 4]= dt dr ( GYH @Y ) =x1 44)

The action S,qiz Ism Inin ized Poraritrary variation ofthem odes sub gct to the
orthonom ality constraints. T he functional derivatives of the action S,4ia PlIS
the sum , integralofthe constraints G ! each weighted w ith Lagrangem ultipliers

N 4;( )=~ are equated to zero. Thus we have:
— Saaial 47 31 = — Saawl i ;1= 0 @45)
i i
Sagial 37 1] = Saaial 47 317+
X R N
+ a TaOgup; 46)

k1

The Lagrange m ultipliers associated w ith the m ode orthonomm alization con-—
straints form a Hem itian m atrix of generalized chem icalpotentials 45 (). The

14



key equations obtained for the modes ; (r;t) are coupled generalized G ross—
P itaevskii equations and are given below as equation [48). These equations
are tin e-independent in that no time di erentiation of the m ode functions is
Involred, but they are tim edependent because the m ode functions are tim e~
dependent due to the presence of the tin e-dependent trapping potentialV (r;t).

T he coupled am plitude equations ocbtained are

@ P
i~@—11< - Hy: ~Ua)by k= N=2;:5N=2): @7)
1

TheseN + 1 equations [47)) describe the system dynam ics as it evolves am ongst
the possible fragm ented states. T he equationsare sin ilarto the standard am pli-
tude equations obtained from m atrix m echanics. In these equations the m atrix
elem ents H ¢, Uy depend on the m ode functions  (r;t). D etailed expressions
rH 1, Uy are given in Appendix[f. The m atrix elem ents H 1 are in fact the
m atrix elem ents ofthe H am iltonian 2 in equation [I3) between the fragm ented
states jki, jli. The m atrix elem ents Uy; are elem ents of the so-called rotation
m atrix, and allow for the tin e dependence of the m ode fiinctions.

T he coupled equations obtained for the two m odes are

P p 2o
N I inj( g”mz@ §HVo)
P
tg Yismn 5 m n i= 1;2): 48)

Jm n

These two equations [48) describe the adiabatic behavior of the two m odes.
T he equations are coupled generalized G rossP itaevskii equations, rather than
the usual single m ode G rossP itaevskiiequation [28], [29]. The coe cientsX i3,
Yi5m n depend quadratically on the am plitudesb, (£). TheX ;5 are N , and the
Yijmn are  N?. Detaild expressions fr X ij, Yijnn are given in Appendix
[d. The quantities ;; form a 2x2 Hem itian matrix to be referred to as the
chem ical potentialm atrix. Together the com bined set of equations for the am —
plitudes and m odes form a selfconsistent set —neither the am plitude equations
nor the generalized G rossP itaevskii equations can be solved independently of
the other. T his selfconsistent feature is absent from m ost other treatm ents of
BEC dynam ics —the fragm entation behavior is often studied assum ing that the
m odes are known In advance and considered xed, whilst the m ode fiinctions
are often calculated assum Ing som e speci c¢ fragm entation, such as having half
the bosons in each well. In the present work, the generalized G rossP itaevskii
equations re ect the relative In portance of all the possble fragm entations of
the N bosons into the two m odes.

The energy E of the bosonic system can also be expressed In tem s of the
m ode functions ; (r;jt) and am plitudes by (£). W e nd that
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E = < ©OFfF 0> 49)
P R ~2 P 5
= X i dr i ( — @ + VvV ) 3
i3 M =iy
g P R
+ E Yijm n dr i 3 m n : (50)

ijm n
A s can be seen, the energy also depends on coe clents X 34, Yijmn -
The chem ical potential is de ned as the derivative of the energy with
respect to the boson num ber, and roughly gives the change in energy if one

boson is added to the system . By writing X35 = x3'N + O (°) and Yijn n

= yﬁn)\ 2N 2+ 0 N ') an expression for the chem ical potential can be cbtained

using equations [50), [48). Thuswe have

QE
= 51
SN (1)
= qatom°): (52)
i
Thisresult show sthat the ,; form a generalized chem icalpotentialm atrix, the
trace of which is the chem ical potential.
T he Iniial conditions for the am plitudes in the case where allthe bosons are
nmode ; willbe
B 0)= o, s 63)

In this case only non—zero coe cients are
X110)=N Y1111 0) =N @ 1); (54)

and all the cham icalpotentialm atrix elam ents all zero except for ;. We nd
that the m ode function  (r;0) at tim e zero will then satisfy a single G ross—
P taevskii equation of the form
~? P 2 .2 .
1 17 E=X;y;z@ 1tV o+ gW 1) 3.3 q: (535)
This resuk is the expected one for the case where allbosons are n mode ;.
The otherm ode function , (r;0) is chosen by orthogonality.

T he regin e of validity for the present two-m ode theory is determm ned using
the criteria that them ean eld energyN g j 2] is an allcom pared to trap phonon
energy ~!o [36], and the tem perature T is much sm aller than the transition
tem perature T.. A pplying these criteria lead to conditions on the boson num ber
N and the tem perature T

ao
N — (56)
as

T 0:94N 1732, (57)
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where ag = P (~=2m ! () is the ham onic oscillator vibrational am plitude. For
Rb¥ withas=5nmm,a =1 m,!o=2 58s?!, ndN 216G and T
154 nK . Evidently the boson system can not be too large, nevertheless these
conditions are realizable. B oson detection would be facilitated using m etastable
He! to form the BEC.

4 N um erical Studies

Num erical solutions for the am plitude and generalized G rossP itaevski equa-
tions [@7), [@8) involve representing the am plitudes on a time grid and the
m ode fiinctions on a space-tim e grid. T he calculations would be facilitated by
Introducing din ensionless units for space and tim e based on hamm onic oscillator
units.

IfthereareNt tinepointsandNgx Ngsy Ngz spacepoints oreach ofthe
three space dim ensions respectively, then the am plitudes and them ode functions
willrequire N + 1)Nt and 2Nt Ngx Ngsy Nz com plex valies regpectively —in
allNt N + 1+ 2Ngx Ngy Ny ) values. T he chem ical potentialm atrix would
also require another 4N ¢ values. Initial studies w ill be for the case where the
splitting is essentially in one direction (Z ), w ith the system tightly trapped in
the two transverse (X ;Y ) directions. In this case it may be su cient to take
Ngx = Ngy = 10and Ngy = 10°. W ith N; = 10° system s w ith up to about
N = 10° bosons would require about 3x10% values if all tin e or spacetin e
values for am plitudes, m ode functions, chem ical potentials were to be stored In
the com puter.

Two possble approaches to carrying out the num erical studies are as ol
low s. Both involve an iterative process. Thesem ay be referred to as: @) Tine
evolution m ethod () M atrix m ethod

40.1 Tim e evolution m ethod of solution
F irst Step:

1. A ssum e the am plitudes kx (t), the m ode functions | (r;t) and an iniial
choice of their tin e derdvatives Q¢ ; (r;t) areknown at tine t

2. Calculate the spatial derivatives of the m ode functions via
@ @’ (jc+ r;;bH ;)= (58)
3. Caloulate the H 1 (t) from [71)) using equations [63), [64) or# i3 (rit)and
®iim n (Y and calulate Uy () from [68) using [68) for By (r;b)

4. U se the approxin ation oramall t

tP
bot+ B’ b+ = Hi® ~Ua®)b® 59)

1
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together w ith applying the nom alization requirem ent [32)) to determ ine
the am plitudes b, (t+ t) attimnet+ t

Second Step:

1. CalcultetheX 5+ bt andYiyynn, €+ U attimet+ tfrom equations
2y, m3)

2. Solve the generalized GPE [48) for the mode functions ; (rjt+ t) at
tinet+ t

Third Step:

1. Inprove the values of the tim e derivatives @ ; (r;t) at tine t via the
expression
@ ;@D (@t+ b ;)= t (60)

2. W ith thenew @ ; (r;t) at tin e t go back to the st step and iterate the
process until these tin e derivatives converge

3. The nal@ ;(r;t) may then beused asthe initialchoice or@. ; (r;t+ t)
attinet+ t

Fourth Step:

1. As the amplitudes bx (E+ t), the mode functions ;(r;t+ t) and an
nitial choice of their tin e derivatives @¢ ; (r;t+ t) are now known at
tine t+ twe can go back to the 1rst step and repeat the process to
obtain the resultsattinet+ 2 t

2. The process continues for further tine pointst+ 3 t,t+ 4 t,t+ 5 ¢t ..
Fifth Step:

1. The process beginsw ith t= 0 using the iniial am plitudes b; (0) given by
[E3) and m ode functions ; (r;0) obtained from [59) and orthogonality.
T he initial choice of tin e derivatives at t= 0 m ay be assum ed to be zero,
as the process w ill correct this initial arbitrary choice.

The advantage of the tim e evolution m ethod is that the values for the
am plitudes, m ode functions, their spatial and tim e derivatives and the chem —
ical potentials need only be retained at two times t and t+ t, thus only
20N + 5+ 10N gy Ngy N5z ) sinulaneous values would be stored. Ifwe take
Ngx = Ngy = 10 and Ng; = 103, then system s wih up to about N = 10°
bosons would require about 2x10° valies to be sinultaneously stored in the
com puter.
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4.0.2 M atrix m ethod of solution

F irst Step:
1. Assum e a solution for the am plitudes b, as functions oftim e
2. Calculate the X 33 and Y5, » as functions of tim e

3. Solve the generalized GPE [48) for the m ode functions ; as spacetine
functions via non-linear m atrix m ethods

Second Step:

1. Usihg equations [58), [6Q) to obtain the spatialand tim e derivatives, cal
culate the H y; and Uy; as functions of tim e

2. Solve the am plitude equations [47) for the am plitudes b, as finctions of
tin e via m atrix m ethods.

Third Step:

1. Repeat the process until the solutions for the m ode functions and am pli-
tudes converge.

T his approach represents the space-tin e values and tin e values of them ode
functions and am plitudes in a colum n vector and then the non-linear equations
for this vector obtained from equations [47), [48) are solved via m atrix m eth—
ods. Here the values for the am plitudes, m ode fiunctions, their spatialand tin e
derivatives and the chem icalpotentials need only be retained at alltim es, which
aswe have seen would require about 3x10% values ©r system sw ith up to about
N = 10° bosons.

5 Summ ary

U sing the tw o-m ode approxin ation and treating the N bosons as a giant spin
system , a theory of BEC interferom etry has been developed by applying the
Principle of Least Action to a variational form for the quantum state which
allow s for the possbility that the BEC fragm ents Into two, as well as for the
outcom e where only a single BEC ever occurs. T he am plitudes for the possible
fragm ented states describe the dynam ics and are determ ined from the dynam ic
action. T he two spatialm ode fiinctions describe the adiabatic behavior and are
obtained from the adiabatic action.

Self-consistent coupled equationshavebeen cbtained forthe state am plitudes
and the m odes, the fom er being in the form of standard m atrix m echanics
equations, the latter equations being a generalization of the tin e lndependent
G rossP itaevskii equations and which involve generalized chem ical potentials.
T he selfconsistent feature is that the m ode fiinctions are needed to determ ine
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the H am iltonian and rotation m atrices that appear in the am plitude equations,
w hilst the am plitudes for possble fragm ented states determm ine coe cients that
appear in the generalized G rossP taevskii equations for the m odes. Unlke
previous work, the m ode equations re ect the relative In portance of all the
possble divisions or fragm entations of the bosons into two m odes.

N um erical studies of these equations are planned, ain ed at applications in
future BEC interferom etry experin ents at Sw inbume U niversity of Technology
nvolving a double well interferom eter based on atom chips. Two approaches
for carrying out these num erical studies have been outlined.

6 Appendix —Expressions for quantities in am -
plitude and m ode equations

In the twom ode approxin ation the N boson system behaves lke a giant soin
system wih soin quantum number j = N =2 and which can be described via
angularm om entum eigenstates N7 ;k ,wherek = N =2; :5;+ N =2 isam agnetic
quantum num ber which describes fragm ented states of the bosonic system w ith
(> k) bosons in mode , (r;t) and (5 + k) bosons in mode , (t). It is
therefore not surprising that the basic equations w ill involve expressions arising

from angularm om entum theory. T hese are the quantitiesX | and ¥, 7™ ™ which
arede ned as
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2 N N 22 _ N
X = £ DE+R9 Xii= (Grk) g (61)
N N
Yk111 1 _ (3 k) (E ko 1)y,
N N
Yk212 22 = (E‘F k) (E"' k l) k1l
N N
ylelz - ylaat_ yallz_ yaial_ = K) (E+ k) )
N
yliz = yuaz (E ]_)f(z k)(3+ Dg® xn 1
N N N :
Y1222 = y2??= G KD ki
1
N N N ’
Y121t = 2o (E k)f(E D(E +kK)g 1x 1
1
N N N ’
Yk212 12 _ Ykzlzzl _ (E+ l)f(E D(E + k)g 1% 1
1122 N N a al :
v = f(— H1D& KNE+D(—+k+ 1)g xa 2
2 2 2 2
2211 N N g al :
I = £ kD De+RGHHDG e 2 (62)

T he H am iltonian and rotation m atrix elem entsH 1 ; and Uy; that occur in the
am plitude equations [47) involve spatial integrals nvoling the m ode filnctions
; and ,. They are therefore functionals of the m ode functions. T he expres-
sions depend also on the spatial and tin e derivatives of the m ode finctions
through the quantities W i3 @it), $iymn D) and By (;t), where (Ejm ;n =
1;2), and which are de ned by

fymn = — @ ;@ .+ V . 63)
’ A0 =y ’ ’
Funalit) = S . 5 a0 . (64)
1
rFij (r;t) Z_(@t i i @ j) (65)
The rotation m atrix elements Uy, ( % k;1  +%) are given by
1 - R
Uyx1 = _i[(@thk J) i hkj @ JH)]= Uy (66)
= dr®y ( Y T R (67)
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Th the expression [67) for the rotation m atrix the quantity ®y; is

X 9
@kl: X ]:;_JL rFj_j H (68)
ij

T he result involves the angularm om entum theory quantities X ]:Jl . Thus for the
rotation m atrix, space Integrals ofthe m ode functions and their tim e derivatives
are Involved.

The Ham iltonian m atrix elmentsHyy (5% k;1  +%) are given by

D E
Hyp = kP 1 = Hy, (69)
R
= drifei( 55 4@ Q@ ) (70)

In the expression [70) for the Ham iltonian m atrix the quantity £y, is a Ham it
tonian density and is given by

X . X o
}@klz X;iﬁ ij + Yklfmn‘@ijmn : (71)
ij ijm n

i ijm n

T his result involves the angular m om entum theory quantities X kjl and Y, 3
Thus for the Ham iltonian m atrix, space Integrals of the m ode functions and
their spatial derivatives are involved.

Thecoe cientsX ;5and¥ijmn (5 Jm ;n = 1;2) that occur in the generalized
G rossP itaevskiiequations [48) for the m ode fiinctions are quadratic fiinctions

ofthe amplindesh. ( % k;1  +%)

P .
X 45 b X qb=Xy N (72)
k;1

P o
Yijmn = 1%Yklljmnbl: Tonij N? (73)
k;1

N ote the H em itian properties ofthese quantitiesand the N dependence oftheir
order of m agnitude.

7 Figure captions

Figure 1. The Interferom eter process. A trapping potential (shown in red) is
changed from a single well into an asym m etric double well and back to a single
well again. Initially all the bosons (shown as squares) are In the symm etric
Iowest m ode of the single well, at the end of the process som e bosons are in the
antisym m etric rst excited m ode ofthe single well. M ode fiinctions are depicted
in pink and blue, and possble changes to the m ode functions during the double
well interm ediate stage are shown.

Figure 2. Bosons In a symm etric doubl well trap show ng possible frag—
m entation e ects. For low barrier heights and am all interwell separation (@s in
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(@)) a single unfragm ented BEC occurs, w ith allbosons in the sym m etric m ode
delocalized betw een the two wells (Josephson phase) . For the opposite situation
(@sin ©)) the BEC fragm ents into two, w ith halfthe bosons In localized m odes
In each well M ott phase). Trap asymm etry is ignored.

Figure 3. M ode functions in asym m etric trapping potentials show ing lo—
calization and delocalization e ects In the doubl well regin e. For the singke
wellregin e (@) the sym m etric and antisym m etric two lowest m odes are shown.
Forthe doublk wellregin e w th sm allasymm etry (o) two delocalized m odes are
shown, one approxim ately symm etric the other approxim ately antisym m etric.
For the doubl well regin e w ith large asymm etry (c) two localized m odes are
shown, each localized In a di erent well. Boson-boson interactions are ignored.

Figure 4. BEC interferom etry asa quantum interference process. T he case
with N = 9bosonsinitially nmode , (r;0) andn = lbosons nally transferred
tomode ,(;T) isshown. Two quantum pathways are present depending on
w hether the transfer occursbetiween t= 0 and t= T=2 orbetween t= T=2 and
t=T.
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