
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

06
01

01
2v

2 
 3

 F
eb

 2
00

7
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A bstract. A theory ofBEC interferom etry in an unsym m etricaldouble-

welltrap hasbeen developed forsm allboson num bers,based on the two-m ode

approxim ation.Thebosonsareinitially in thelowestm odeofasinglewelltrap,

which issplitinto a double welland then recom bined.Possiblefragm entations

intoseparateBEC statesin each wellduringthesplitting/recom binationprocess

are allowed for. The BEC is treated as a giant spin system ,the fragm ented

states are eigenstates ofS2 and Sz. Self-consistent sets ofequations for the

am plitudesofthefragm ented statesand forthetwosingleboson m odefunctions

areobtained.Thelatterarecoupled G ross-Pitaevskiiequations.Interferom etric

e� ectsm ay be m easured via boson num bersin the � rstexcited m ode.

1 Introduction

Therealization ofBose-Einstein condensates(BEC)in cold diluteatom icgases

hasopened up a new areaofphysicsresearch on m acroscopicquantum system s,

since in a BEC atvery low tem peraturesessentially allthe bosonsoccupy the

sam e single particle state (also referred to as m odes or orbitals). Interference

e� ects involving BECswere observed [1],[2],and there hasbeen considerable

interest in various schem es for constructing high precision interferom eters us-

ing BECs[3],[4],[5]. Im provem entsin interferom eterprecision scaling as
p
N

(where N is the num ber ofbosons) m ay be possible [6]. Such interferom etry

is based on the sim ilarity between the quantum states ofBECsand those for

lasers[7],in both casesa large num berofbosons(atom sin one case,photons

in the other)occupy a singlem ode,and hence BEC and laserinterferom etry is

expected to be m ore precise than thatbased on single atom sortherm allight.

The theoreticaldescriptions ofthe BEC and the laserare not quite the sam e

ofcourse. Laserlightisoften described in term sofcoherentstates(which are

superpositionsofnum berstates),whereasin the BEC case descriptionsbased

on num berstatesare m ore appropriate,since superselection rulespreclude su-

perpositions ofnum ber states from being physicalstates [8]. In neither case

howeveristhe absolutephaseofthe laserorBEC stateofany consequencefor

interferom etry,indeed theidealized stateofasinglem odelasercan bedescribed

by adensity operatorwhich involvesastatisticalm ixtureofcoherentstateswith
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allphaseshaving equalweight,and thereforecarriesno m oreabsolutephasein-

form ation than the density operatorfora num berstate thatdescribesa BEC.

Absolute phase is unim portant for interferom etry because interference e� ects

are associated with the relative phases between two or m ore contributions to

certain totalam plitudeswhosem odulisquared determ inethem easured e� ect-

theinterferom etrice� ectsareassociated with the crossterm s.Therearem any

form s ofinterferom eter,but both laser and BEC interferom eters just involve

particularwaysofcreating such interfering am plitudes.These am plitudesm ay

havedi� erentnatures-in an opticalM ach-Zenderinterferom etera recom bina-

tion oftwo electrom agnetic � eld am plitudes associated with splitting the EM

� eld into two di� erentspatialpathwaysisinvolved,atom icRam sey interferom -

etersinvolvecom bining two quantum am plitudesfora transition thatcan take

place via two di� erent quantum pathways. The interpretation ofthe spatial

interference patterns seen when two independent BECs are m ade to overlap

involvesconsidering the successive detection ofbosonsatvariousspatialposi-

tions[9],[10],[11],[12],[13],[14],and the interferencepattern thatbuildsup -

which hasa well-de� ned fringespacing,buttheabsoluteposition ofthefringes

changesfrom one experim entto the next -is due to not knowing from which

BEC any particularboson cam e.A well-de� ned relativephaseisbuiltup after

m any detections,and thisisquite consistentwith a � xed totalboson num ber.

Spatialinterferencee� ectsbased on successiveboson detection can bedescribed

in term sofquantum correlation functions[15],[16],which in turn can berelated

to interfering quantum am plitudes.

Although in principlea BEC based atom interferom etershould havesim ilar

advantagesto a laserbased opticalinterferom eter,there are e� ectsthatcould

causeproblem s.Firstly,unlikephotonsbosonsinteractwith each other,leading

to non-linearterm sin the Ham iltonian,and thiscausesdephasing e� ectsthat

could destroy the interference patterns [17],[18]. Secondly,interactions with

the environm ent,single boson therm alexcitations,BEC collective excitations,

soliton or vortex form ation could also cause decoherence e� ects. Thirdly,al-

though itisnotnecessary to preparethe bosonsin a coherentstateto produce

interferom etric e� ects,norisitnecessary to develop physicalelem entssuch as

atom icm irrorsorbeam splittersin exactanalogy to theopticalcase,an actual

processm uststillbe designed to produce som e sortofinterference e� ect that

is reproducible from one experim ent to the next -not allinterference e� ects

are usefulfor interferom etry. Fourthly,single boson detection is not as well

developed assinglephoton detection,and thism akesBEC interferom etry m ore

di� cult. Fifthly,since interferom etry isused forconveniently m easuring other

quantities,itisdesirablethattheinterferom etrice� ectshould berelated to the

quantity being m easured via assim ple a theory aspossible.

Thetheory ofsingleatom interferom etersbased on doublewellpotentialsis

relatively sim ple[19],[20],[21],[22],and asinterferenceofa BEC aftersplitting

in a double wellhas been dem onstrated [23],[24],a theory for BEC interfer-

om eters based on such double wellpotentials is ofsom e interest,and this is

the subject ofthe present paper. In addition, there is a considerable theo-
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reticalliterature dealing with the behaviorofBECsin double wellpotentials,

describing e� ectssuch asself-trapping,Josephson oscillations,collapsesand re-

vivals ofBloch oscillations,m acroscopic entanglem ent and so on (see [8],[25]

foroverviews).M any ofthesepapers(see[26]and referencestherein)treatthe

BEC in a double wellvia variousversionsofa two-m ode theory [27],and this

suggeststheideaofcarryingoutBEC interferom etry in aregim ewhereasim ple

two m odetheory could be used to interpretthe interferom etrice� ects.

The proposed BEC interferom eter involves the following process. Initially

a largenum berN ofbosonsare atvery low tem perature and in the sam e spin

state aretrapped in a single potentialwellin a BEC state,with allthe bosons

in the lowest m ode �1(r). This m ode is essentially sym m etric. The trapping

potentialischanged from a single wellinto a double welland back again over

som e suitable tim e scale.Experim entally thism ightinvolvem agnetic trapson

an atom chip consisting ofperm anentm agnetspluscurrentelem ents,the trap

being changed by altering a bias� eld. The double wellpotentialisin general

asym m etric and thisleadsto interferom etric e� ects,such asin the probability

at the end ofthe interferom etric process ofbosons being found in the lowest

excited m ode �2(r),which isessentially antisym m etric.The asym m etry in the

trapping potentialm ay bedueto gravitationale� ectsforexam ple,and theidea

behind theinterferom etry isto detectsuch asym m etry e� ectsby m easuring the

m ean num berofbosonsfound in theexcited m ode.Theinterferom eterprocess

isdepicted in Figure1.

As indicated above,the present work on double wellBEC interferom etry

involvesa sim ple theory based on the two-m ode approxim ation. Decoherence,

therm al,and m ultim ode e� ectswillbe ignored and only restricted typesofex-

citations and quantum  uctuations willbe included. The theory is restricted

to sm allboson num bers. Tim e dependent m odes willbe used to describe the

adiabatic behavior,the dynam icalbehaviorwillinvolve am plitudes describing

possible fragm ented states ofthe N boson system . The system behaves like

a giant spin system in the two-m ode approxim ation. A variationalapproach

involving spin operatorswillbeused to determ ineself-consistentcoupled equa-

tionsforthe am plitudesand m odes,the latterequationsbeing generalizations

ofthewell-known G ross-Pitaevskiiequation (G PE)[28],[29]used to describea

singleBEC.Theapproach isa generalization based on papersby M enottietal

[30]and Spekkensetal[31],both ofwhich usevariationalm ethods.M enottiet

al[30]howeverrestrictthe m odes and state am plitudesto be G aussian form s

param eterized by four variationalfunctions,and coupled self-consistent equa-

tionsarederived forthesequantities.Dynam icalBEC splitting,fragm entation,

collapsesand revivalsaretreated.Spekkensetal[31]usea variationalprinciple

and spin operatorm ethodsrestricted to static,sym m etricalpotentialcasesto

deriveself-consistentcoupled equationsforstateam plitudesand m odes-giving

generalized tim eindependentG ross-Pitaevskiiequations.StaticBEC fragm en-

tation is found. Cederbaum et al[32]predict fragm ented excited BEC states

in the staticcaseusing generalized tim e independentG PE derived using varia-

tionalm ethods,butrestricting fragm entation to a single choiceofa 50:50 split
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between thetwo wells.Num erousotherpapers(see[26]and referencestherein)

have treated BEC dynam icsin a double wellpotential,m any either assum ing

� xed m odes or that no BEC fragm entation occurs. Spin operators based on

� xed m odeshavealso been widely used.

The physics ofthe double wellBEC interferom eter based on a two m ode

treatm entwillbe discussed in section 2.The theory ofthe interferom eter,giv-

ing the self-consistentcoupled equationsforam plitudesofpossible fragm ented

statesand forthegeneralizedG ross-Pitaevskiiequationsforthetwosingleboson

m ode functionsispresented in section 3. Considerationsfornum ericalstudies

based on the coupled am plitude and m ode equationsare covered in section 4,

and the paperissum m arized in section 5. Detailed quantitiesinvolved in the

basicequationsaresetoutin the appendix.

2 Physics ofdouble wellB EC interferom etry

The behaviorofthe double wellBEC interferom eterinvolvesa num berofim -

portantissues:

1.Does the BEC fragm entinto two BECs(left well,rightwell)during the

process?

2.W hathappensto thesingleboson m odes�1(r;t);�2(r;t);:asthetrap po-

tentialchanges?

3.W hatisthe essentialnature ofthe interferom etricprocessinvolved?

4.W hatexcited BEC statesareim portantin the process?

5.W hat e� ect would decoherence, quantum  uctuations, � nite tem pera-

tures,..have?

6.How aretheinterferom etricm easurem ents,such astheexcited bosonprob-

ability,related to asym m etry in the trapping potential?

7.How doestheinterferom etersensitivity depend on thenum berofbosons?

8.W hatistheoptim um waytochangethetrap potentialduringtheprocess?

2.1 Fragm entation

Thepossibility oftheBEC fragm entingintotwoparts-with som ebosonsbeing

in one m ode and the restin a second m ode (see [8],[25]) -can be seen ifwe

considertheenergy eigenstatesforN bosonsin a sym m etricdoublewellpoten-

tial(see� gure2).To discussthiscasewem ay considertwo harm onicoscillator

wellswith frequency !0 separated by 2d asrepresenting thetwo separatewells,

with the actualdouble wellhaving a barrierheightVB .Localized states�L (r)

and �R (r) in each well,associated with annihilation operators caL and caR can
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be introduced. For sim plicity the extra e� ects due to double wellasym m etry

willbe ignored at present,though ofcourse som e e� ects due to boson-boson

interactionsareincluded.

An approxim ate theoreticaltreatm ent can be based on the Bose-Hubbard

Ham iltonian -a sim plem odelforthe N boson system

bH B H = �
J

2
(caR

y
caL + caL

y
caR )

+
U

2
(cnL fcnL � 1g+ cnR fcnR � 1g); (1)

where

J = � 2
R
dr�L(r)

�
(�

~
2

2m
r
2
+ V )�R (r) (2)

U = g
R
dr j�L (r)j

4
(3)

arethe tunneling and boson-boson interaction param eters.Itiswell-known [8]

thatthere are two regim es-the Josephson regim e when J � U and the Fock

regim ewhen U � J.

In the Josephson regim ethe ground state isgiven by

j�B E C i =
(caL

y
+ caR

y
)N

(2)
N

2 (N !)
1

2

j0i (4)

E B E C = �
1

2
J N +

1

4
U N (N � 1): (5)

In thiscaseallN bosonsarein thesam edelocalized state(�L + �R )=
p
2.This

representsa ingleunfragm ented condensate-the BEC phase.

In the Fock regim ethe ground stateisgiven by

j�M O T T i =
(caL

y
)
N

2

(N
2
!)

1

2

(caR
y
)
N

2

(N
2
!)

1

2

j0i (6)

E M O T T =
1

4
U N (N � 2): (7)

In thiscasethetwolocalized states�L and �R areeach occupied byN =2bosons.

Thisrepresentsa fragm ented condensate-the M ottphase.

Estim atesbased on harm onicoscillatorwavefunctions

�L ;R (r) = (
1

� a2
0

)
3=4

exp(�
(x � d)2

2a2
0

)exp(�
(y

2
+ z2)

2a2
0

) (8)

a0 = (
~

m !0
)
1=2

g=
4�~2aS

m
; (9)
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gives

J

U
�

VB

~!0

a0

aS
exp(�

d2

a2
0

): (10)

ForRb87 with as = 5 nm ,a0 = 1 �m ,!0 = 2�:58 s� 1,VB =~!0 = 10,we � nd

J=U � 10� 7 for 2d = 10 �m and J=U � 10+ 2 for 2d = 4 �m . Thus both

the Fock and Josephson regim es are accessible. Hence ifthe interferom etric

processis adiabatic,then either a single BEC or two fragm ented BECscould

beaccessed depending on thedoublewellparam eters.O n theotherhand ifthe

processisfast,then notalladiabaticstatesm ay beaccessed.Forspeci� cdouble

wellparam eters,whetherthe fragm entation occursornotwillthusdepend on

the tim e scale ofthe interferom eter process. The e� ects ofasym m etry in the

trappingpotentialand ofm oregeneralboson-boson interactionsalsoneed to be

taken into account,but whether fragm entation e� ects occuror notcannotbe

justarbitrarily assum ed.

2.2 N ature ofM odes

Since the trapping potentialchanges from a single wellto a double welland

back again we expectthe m ode functionsto change during the process,and if

the processwasdone very slowly the notion oftim e dependentm ode functions

determ ined via a suitable adiabatic principle is a naturalone. The question

is - what form are the tim e dependent m ode functions likely to have? For

sim plicity the extra e� ects due to boson-boson interactionswillbe ignored at

present,thoughofcoursee� ectsduetodoublewellasym m etryareincluded.The

possibilities for the situation where boson-boson interactions are unim portant

can beseen by justsolvingthetim edependentenergy eigenvalueequations[22],

and typicalresultsareillustrated in Figure3.

The situation forthe single wellregim e isshown in Figure 3a.Here an ap-

proxim ately sym m etric lowestenergy eigenfunction and an approxim ately an-

tisym m etriclowestexcited energy eigenfunction occurs,corresponding to m ode

functionsatthe beginning and end ofthe interferom eterprocess

In them iddle oftheinterferom eterprocesswherea doubleasym m etricwell

regim eoccurs,two qualitatively di� erentoutcom esm ay occur.The two lowest

m ode functionsm ay be approxim ately sym m etric and antisym m etricfunctions

which are delocalized over both wells. This case is shown in Figure 3b,and

appliesto situationswhere the asym m etry issm all. O n the otherhand,ifthe

asym m etry is larger,the two lowest m ode functions are localized in di� erent

wells,and no longerareapproxim ately sym m etric orantisym m etric.Thiscase

isshown in Figure 3c.Thus,the nature ofthe m ode functionswilldepend the

trapping potentialparam eters,especially on theasym m etry ofthedoublewell.

The e� ectsofboson-boson interaction also m ustbe taken into account,and as

in thecaseofwhetherfragm entation e� ectsoccurornot,theform ofthem ode

functionscannotbe justarbitrarily assum ed.
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2.3 Interferom etry Process

Essentially,the interferom etric processfrom t= 0 to t= T involvesan initial

state jN ;0;0i and a � nalstate jN � n;n;Ti representing the transfer of n

bosons from the � rst m ode to the second (where in generaljN � m ;m ;ti is

a state attim e twith N � m bosonsin m ode �1(r;t) and m bosonsin m ode

�2(r;t)). The probability am plitude A(n;T) for the process is related to the

transition probability via P (n;T)= jA(n;T)j
2
and can be written in term sof

tim e evolution operators bU (t2;t1)as

A(n;T) =

D

N � n;n;T

�
�
�bU (T;0)

�
�
�N ;0;0

E

(11)

=
X

m

D

N � n;n;T

�
�
�bU (T;T=2)

�
�
�N � m ;m ;T=2

E

�

D

N � m ;m ;T=2

�
�
�bU (T=2;0)

�
�
�N ;0;0

E

; (12)

where the transitive property ofthe evolution operator has been used and a

com pleteness relationship involving states at tim e t= T=2 has been inserted.

Thelastexpression (12)forthetransition am plitude showsitto be the sum of

contributionsatthe interm ediate tim e T=2,where m bosonshave been trans-

ferred from m ode �1(r;0) to m ode �2(r;T=2). Clearly,quantum interference

in the overalltransition am plitude is present,with constructive ordestructive

interference possible. In this sim ple exposition there are N possible quantum

pathwayspresent,butifthe tim e intervalbetween t= 0 and t= T isdivided

intoalargenum berofsteps,thenum berofpathwaysishugelyincreased.Figure

4 illustrates the case where N = 9 and n = 1 boson is transferred into m ode

�2(r;T). Here there are two quantum pathways,one where the transferofthe

boson occursbetween t= 0 and t= T=2 and theotherwhereitoccursbetween

t = T=2 and t = T. The interm ediate m ode functions �i(r;T=2) are shown

aslocalized m odes,so the two interm ediate stateswould then involvedi� erent

num bersofbosonsin the two wells.

2.4 Excited states,decoherence,�nite tem peratures and

quantum uctuations

W ithin the two-m odeapproxim ation,the basisstateswhich can occurarelim -

ited to fragm ented statesin which som eoftheN bosonsoccupy the� rstm ode

�1(r;t)and therestoccupythesecond m ode�2(r;t).Although superpositionsof

such states(seeequations.(31),(34))can beused to describesingleBEC states

wherethem odeisa superposition of�1(r;t)and �2(r;t)-and such stateswith

allbosons in one m ode m ight be approxim ations to a collective excited state

ofthe BEC -the num ber ofcollective excited states that could be described

thisway issm all,yetitisknown thattrapped BECshavea wholespectrum of

collectiveexcited states(see [25],[33]).Also,therm ally excited statesin which

som e ofthe bosons occupy further m odes �3(r;t),�4(r;t),..are also outside

the scope oftwo-m ode theory. Hence the two-m ode theory does notallow for
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m ulti-m ode e� ectsorallpossible excited statesthatm ightbe accessed during

theinterferom eterprocess,especially iftheinitialtem peraturewasa signi� cant

fraction ofthe BEC transition tem perature.

Decoherencee� ectsdueto coupling with an externalenvironm ent,ordueto

interactionsbetween theBEC stateand acontinuum oftherm allyexcited states,

or due to  uctuations in the trapping potentials require treatm ents involving

m aster equations and density operators,and this is also outside the scope of

the pure state treatm entpresented here. A fulltheory ofBEC interferom etry

taking into accountexcited states(collective and single particle),decoherence,

� nite tem peratures,m ulti-m ode e� ects and without restrictions on the boson

num berwould be a worthwhiledevelopm ent.Such a theory could be based on

phasespacem ethods[34],in which thebosonic� eld operatorisrepresented by

a stochastic space-tim e function,the m ean value ofwhich resem blesa conden-

sate wavefunction.The stochastic condensatewavefunction satis� esa partial

di� erentialequation which contains noise term s due to quantum  uctuations

and determ inisticterm sresem bling thosein a G ross-Pitaevskiiequation.Alter-

natively,a fulltreatm entofBEC interferom etry could be based on Bogoliubov

theory [35].

2.5 Interferom etric m easurem ents, sensitivity and opti-

m um process

Severalpossible interferom etric e� ects could be m easured for the double well

BEC interferom eter,including the num berofbosonsending up in the excited

m ode�2(r;T)orthe � nalspatialboson density.The objectiveisto � nd which

respondsm ostsensitively to the otherquantities (such asgravitational� elds)

thattheinterferom etry isintended to m easure,and thiscan only bedeterm ined

via num ericalstudiesofthe operation ofthe interferom eter. Such studieswill

include varying the param etersdescribing the process,such asthe tim e scales,

barrier heights,separation ofthe double wells,boson num bers and so on,to

m axim izethe interferom etrice� ects.

3 T heory

In term sofbosonic� eld operatorsb	 (r);b	 y(r)the Ham iltonian isgiven by

bH =
R
dr

�
~
2

2m
r b	 y

� rb	 + b	 y
V b	 +

g

2
b	 yb	 yb	 b	

�

(13)

The� rstterm representsthekineticenergyofthebosonseach ofwhich hasm ass

m ,the second term involvesthe tim e-dependenttrapping potentialV (r;t)and

the third term allows for the two-body interaction between the bosons in the

usualzero-range approxim ation. The coupling constant g is determ ined from

the scattering length asvia g = 4�as~
2=m . Since a single com ponent BEC is

involved only onepairof� eld operatorsisrequired.
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The � eld operatorssatisfy the usualbosoniccom m utation rules

h
b	 (r);b	 y(r0)

i

= �(r� r
0) (14)

Tim edependentsingleboson m odefunctions�i(r;t)willbeused,chosen to

be orthogonaland norm alized atalltim es.

R
dr�

�

i(r;t)�j(r;t)= �ij (15)

The conditions in equation (15) for each tim e t willact as constraints in the

variationalm ethod used to obtain equationsforthe two m ode functions.

The � eld operatorsareexpanded in term softhe m ode functions,which in-

troducesthe m ode annihilation bci(t)and creation operators bci
y
(t)asthe tim e

dependentoperatorexpansion coe� cients,the m ode functionscarrying allthe

position dependence.The creation and annihilation operatorssatisfy the stan-

dard bosoniccom m utation rulesatalltim es.

b	 (r)=
P

i= 1;2

bci(t)�i(r;t)
b	 y(r)=

P

i= 1;2

bci
y
(t)�

�

i(r;t) (16)

h

bci(t);bcj
y
(t)

i

= �ij (i;j= 1;2;::) (17)

In the two-m odeapproxim ation only two term sareincluded in the expansions

forthe � eld operators.

The boson num beroperator bN isde� ned by a space integralinvolving the

� eld operatorsand m ay bealso expressed asa sum involving m odeannihilation

and creation operators.Thus:

bN =
R
drb	

y

(r)b	 (r) (18)

=
P

i

bci
y
bci (19)

Theboson num berisa conserved quantity and only state vectorswith a single

boson num berN willbe considered here.ForconvenienceN willbe even.

In a two-m odetheory itisconvenientto introducespin operatorsde� ned by

bSx = (bc2
y
bc1 + bc1

y
bc2)=2

bSy = (bc2
y
bc1 � bc1

y
bc2)=2i (20)

bSz = (bc2
y
bc2 � bc1

y
bc1)=2

The spin operators bS� satisfy the standard com m utation rulesforangularm o-

m entum operators

h
bS�;bS�

i

= i��� bS (�;�; = x;y;z); (21)
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and the square ofthe angular m om entum (bS)2 can be related to the boson

num beroperator.Thus:

(bS)2 =
P

�

(bS�)
2 (22)

=
bN

2
(
bN

2
+ 1) (23)

Clearly the angularm om entum squared isa conserved quantity.

A setofstatesforthe N boson system can be de� ned by

jki=
(bc1

y
)(

N

2
� k)

[(N
2
� k)!]

1

2

(bc2
y
)(

N

2
+ k)

[(N
2
+ k)!]

1

2

j0i (k = � N =2;� N =2+ 1;::;+ N =2) (24)

In generalthis represents a state with (N
2
� k) bosons in m ode �1(r;t) and

(N
2
+ k) bosons in m ode �2(r;t). Such a state is a fragm ented state ofthe

N boson system ,involving two BECs notjust one. These states willbe used

as orthogonal,norm alized basis states for representing a generalstate ofthe

bosonic system during the interferom eter process. For the cases where k =

� N =2 the N bosonsare allin the sam e m ode,so thatan unfragm ented single

BEC isrepresented.Thuswith k = � N =2 wehave

�
�
�
��

N

2

�

=
(bc1

y
)N

[N !]
1

2

j0i: (25)

Thisstate isa singleunfragm ented BEC with allbosonsin m ode �1(r;t).

The N boson system behaveslike a giantspin system in the two-m ode ap-

proxim ation.The basisstatesjkiare sim ultaneouseigenstatesof(bS)2 and bSz

with eigenvalues N

2
(N
2
+ 1)and k.Thus:

(bS)2 jki =
N

2
(
N

2
+ 1)jki (26)

bSz jki = k jki: (27)

Hence j = N

2
is the spin angular m om entum quantum num ber,and k is the

spin m agneticquantum num ber,with (� N

2
� k � N

2
).Thustheboson num ber

N and the quantity k that speci� es the fragm entation ofthe BEC between

the two m odes have a physicalinterpretation in term s ofangular m om entum

theory.Sinceboson num bersm ay be� 108 thespin system ison a m acroscopic

scale.To em phasizethe spin characterofthe basisstateswecan introducethe

notation

jki�

�
�
�
�
N

2
;k

�

(28)

The m ethods ofangularm om entum theory can be utilized by � rstwriting

the Ham iltonian in term s of spin operators using equations (16), (20), and

10



itsm atrix elem entscalculated using angularm om entum theory from previous

expressionsplus

bS�

�
�
�
�
N

2
;k

�

= f
N

2
(
N

2
+ 1)� k(k� 1)g

1

2

�
�
�
�
N

2
;k� 1

�

(29)

bS� = bSx � ibSy: (30)

Thequantum statej� (t)ioftheN boson system during theinterferom eter

processwillbe written asa superposition ofthe fragm ented statesjki,where

the am plitude forthisfragm ented stateisbk(t).

j� (t)i=

N

2P

k= � N

2

bk(t)jki: (31)

Norm alization ofthe state vectorrequiresthatthe am plitudessatisfy the con-

dition
N

2P

k= � N

2

jbk(t)j
2
= 1; (32)

which represents conservation ofprobability. The condition in equation (32)

foreach tim e twillactasconstraintsin the variationalm ethod used to obtain

equationsfortheam plitudes.Theinitialcondition involveshavingasingleBEC

with allbosonsin m ode�1(r;0),thus:

j� (0)i=

�
�
�
��

N

2

�

(33)

The form ofthe state vectorgiven in equation (31)involvesa physicalas-

sum ption in that only the two m ode fragm ented states are included in the

quantum superposition.Thisam ountsto ignoring otherpossible statesforthe

bosonic system ,such as where bosons occupy m ore than two m odes or where

collectiveexcited statessuch asbreathing m odesareinvolved.Furtherdevelop-

m entofthe theory to allow forthe presence such otherstatesm ay be required

ifthe presentsim ple approach provesinadequate.

Itshould benoted thataswellasallowingforthepossibilityoffragm entation

ofthe BEC into two m odes,the state vectorin equation (31)isalso consistent

with the situation whereallN bosonsarein a singlem ode ofthe form

e�1 = cos� exp(� i
1

2
�)�1 + sin� exp(+ i

1

2
�)�2;

where � determ ines the relative contributionsfrom the originalm odes �1 and

�2,and where � isa phase variable.In thiscasethe am plitudesbk are related

to binom ialcoe� cientsand aregiven by

bk =

"

N !

(N
2
� k)!(N

2
+ k)!

# 1

2

(cos�)
N

2
� k (sin�)

N

2
+ k exp(� ik�): (34)
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This situation am ounts to replacing the two m ode functions �1,�2 by
e�1,

e�2

(where e�2 = � sin� exp(� i1
2
�)�1 + cos� exp(+ i1

2
�)�2). The state vector is

then given by an expression analogousto equation (24) with k = � N =2,but

with theoriginalcreation operators bc1
y
,bc2

y
replaced by new creation operators

associated with the new m odes e�1,
e�2. Ifitturnsoutthatthe BEC doesnot

fragm ent then the solutions for the am plitudes bk willbe in a form given by

equation (34). Such states with allbosons in one m ode m ight approxim ately

representa collectiveexcited stateofthe BEC.

Theam plitudesbk(t)and the m odefunctions�i(r;t)can then be related to

the varioustypesofinterferom eterm easurem ent. Forexam ple,the num berof

bosonsin the m ode �2(r;t)isgiven by

N 2 =

D

� (t)jbc
y

2
(t)bc2(t)j� (t)

E

(35)

=
N

2
+
P

k

k jbkj
2
: (36)

Thetim edependenceisleftunderstood in theresult.M easurem entofN 2 atend

ofthe process depends on the asym m etry and exhibits interferom etric e� ects

because the probability am plitude at the end of the process for fragm ented

states with k 6= � N =2 in which there are bosons in the m ode �2(r;t) will

contain contributionsfrom m any quantum pathways.Interferom etrice� ectsof

thespatialtypecan bedescribed in term sofquantum correlation functions[15],

[16].Forexam ple,the � rstordercorrelation function isgiven by

G
(1)(r;r0;t) =

D

� (t)jb	 y(r)b	 (r0)j� (t)

E

(37)

=
P

k

bk
�
bk

�

�1(r)
�
�1(r

0
)

�
N

2
� k

�

+ �2(r)
�
�2(r

0
)

�
N

2
+ k

��

+
P

k

bk
�
bk+ 1

(

�1(r)
�
�2(r

0
)

s �
N

2
� k

� �
N

2
+ k + 1

�)

+
P

k

bk
�
bk� 1

(

�2(r)
�
�1(r

0
)

s �
N

2
+ k

� �
N

2
� k + 1

�)

(38)

where in the result the tim e dependence is left understood. M ore com plex

expressionsareinvolved forthesecond ordercorrelation function.Thepresence

ofspatialinterferom etricpatternsand theexistenceoflongrangeorderin BECs

can be determ ined from such correlation functions.

Theequationsgoverningtheam plitudesbk(t)areobtained from avariational

principle based on the dynam icalaction Sdyn. Thisquantity isa functionalof

quantum state j� (t)iand isde� ned by

Sdyn =
R
dt

�

fh@t� j� i� h� j@t� ig=2i�

D

� jbH j�

E

=~

�

: (39)
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The Principle of Least Action involves the m inim ization of the action Sdyn

forarbitrary variationsofthe state vectorand this resultsin j� (t)isatisfying

the tim e-dependentSchrodingerequation (TDSE).The variationsofthe state

vectorare subjectto the constraintthatitrem ainsnorm alized to unity. This

variationalprinciplem ay beregarded asthefundam entalprincipleofquantum

dynam ics,so itsapplication to a speci� c case such asthe BEC interferom etry

processison� rm ground.In thepresentsituationthestatevectorisrestricted in

itspossible variationsto rem aining in the form given in equation (31)(though

rem aining norm alized to unity),and hence does not itselfsatisfy the TDSE.

W hat is obtained is a state vector which is an approxim ate solution to the

TDSE,and it turns out that the am plitudes bk(t) involved in the form for

the state vector could also be obtained by just assum ing that j� (t)i satis� ed

the TDSE.The present variationalapproach has been applied in m any other

quantum physicsproblem s-thederivation ofthetim e-dependentHartree-Fock

equations for electrons in an atom being one exam ple. It has already been

applied to BEC problem sby M enottietal[30],who described the am plitudes

via a G aussian function with two variationalparam eters.

For � xed m odes �i(r;t) the action Sdyn is a functionalofthe am plitudes

bk(t).Thenorm alization constraintin equation (32)fortim e� m ay bewritten

in term softhe functionalF�[bk;b
�
k
],which isrequired to equalunity.Thus

F�[bk;b
�
k]=

R
dt

P

l

b
�
l(t)bl(t)�(t� �)= 1: (40)

Theaction Sdyn ism inim ized forarbitraryvariation oftheam plitudessubjectto

thenorm alization constraints,which aretaken into accountwith Lagrangem ul-

tipliers�(�)=~.In applying thePrincipleofLeastAction,thefunctionalderiva-

tives ofthe action Sdyn plus the integralofthe constraints F� each weighted

with Lagrangem ultipliers�(�)=~ areequated to zero.Thuswehave:

�

�b�
k

� Sdyn[bk;b
�
k] =

�

�bk
� Sdyn[bk;b

�
k]= 0 (41)

� Sdyn[bk;b
�
k] = Sdyn[bk;b

�
k]+

R
d�

�(�)

~

F�[bk;b
�
k] (42)

ItturnsoutthattheLagrangem ultiplier�(�)associated with thenorm alization

constraintcan be transform ed away and need notappearin the equationsfor

the am plitudes.The key equationsforthe am plitudesbk(t)are given below in

equation (47).

Theequationsgoverningthem odefunctions�i(r;t)arealsoobtained from a

variationalprinciple,butnow based on theadiabaticaction Sadia.Thisquantity

isa functionalofquantum state j� (t)iwhich isde� ned by

Sadia =
R
dt

�

�

D

� jbH j�

E

=~

�

(43)

This second Principle ofLeastAction involvesthe m inim ization ofthe action

Sadia forarbitrary variationsofthestatevector,and thisresultsin j� (t)isatis-
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fyingthetim e-independentSchrodinger(orenergyeigenvalue)equation (TISE).

The variationsofthe state vectorare subjectto the constraintthatitrem ains

norm alized to unity. This variationalprinciple m ay be regarded as the fun-

dam entalprinciple for determ ining energy eigenstates,so its application to a

speci� c case such as the BEC interferom etry process is on � rm ground. As

before,the state vectoris restricted in its possible variations(though rem ain-

ing norm alized to unity)to rem aining in the form given by equation (31),and

hencedoesnotitselfsatisfy theTISE.W hatisobtained isa statevectorwhich

is an approxim ate solution to the TISE.However,the tim e-dependent m ode

functionsthatare obtained from the variationalprinciple can notbe obtained

just by substituting for j� (t)i in an energy eigenvalue equation. This varia-

tionalapproach has been applied in m any other quantum physics problem s -

thederivation ofthestandard tim e-independentG ross-Pitaevskiiequation fora

singleBEC being oneexam ple.Ithasalready been applied to otherBEC prob-

lem sinvolving sym m etricaldouble wellpotentialsby Spekkensetal[31]. The

application ofthe LeastAction Principle to the adiabatic action to determ ine

the m ode functionsand to the dynam ic action to determ ine the am plitudesis

designed to producem ode functionsthatwould apply ifthe trapping potential

wereto changeadiabatically,and to generateam plitudesthatdescribedynam i-

calbehaviorin which thebosonicsystem m ayinvolvechangingsuperpositionsof

di� erentfragm ented states.However,aswillbeseen below,them odefunctions

also re ectthepossibleway theBEC could fragm ent,with them oreim portant

fragm entation possibilities having greater in uence in determ ining the m ode

functions. This is m ore realistic than determ ining m ode functions based on

som ea prioriassum ption aboutfragm entation.

For� xed am plitudesbk(t)the action Sadia isa functionalofm odes�i(r;t).

The orthogonality and norm alization constraints in equation (15) for tim e �

m ay be written in term s ofthe functionals G kl
� [�i;�

�
i],which are required to

equal�kl.Thus

G
kl
� [�i;�

�
i]=

R
dt

R
dr�

�
k(r;t)�l(r;t)�(t� �)= �kl (44)

Theaction Sadia ism inim ized forarbitraryvariation ofthem odessubjecttothe

orthonorm ality constraints.The functionalderivativesofthe action Sadia plus

thesum ,integraloftheconstraintsG kl
� each weighted with Lagrangem ultipliers

N �kl(�)=~ areequated to zero.Thuswehave:

�

��
�
i

� Sadia[�i;�
�
i] =

�

��i
� Sadia[�i;�

�
i]= 0 (45)

� Sadia[�i;�
�
i] = Sadia[�i;�

�
i]+

+
X

kl

R
d�

N �kl(�)

~

G
kl
� [�i;�

�

i] (46)

The Lagrange m ultipliers associated with the m ode orthonorm alization con-

straintsform a Herm itian m atrix ofgeneralized chem icalpotentials�ij(t).The
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key equations obtained for the m odes �i(r;t) are coupled generalized G ross-

Pitaevskiiequations and are given below as equation (48). These equations

are tim e-independent in that no tim e di� erentiation ofthe m ode functions is

involved,but they are tim e-dependent because the m ode functions are tim e-

dependentdueto thepresenceofthetim e-dependenttrapping potentialV (r;t).

The coupled am plitude equationsobtained are

i~
@bk

@t
=
P

l

(H kl� ~Ukl)bl (k = � N =2;::;N =2): (47)

TheseN + 1 equations(47)describethesystem dynam icsasitevolvesam ongst

thepossiblefragm ented states.Theequationsaresim ilartothestandard am pli-

tudeequationsobtained from m atrix m echanics.In theseequationsthe m atrix

elem entsH kl,Ukl depend on the m ode functions�i(r;t). Detailed expressions

forH kl,Ukl are given in Appendix 6.The m atrix elem entsH kl are in factthe

m atrix elem entsoftheHam iltonian bH in equation (13)between thefragm ented

statesjki,jli. The m atrix elem entsUkl are elem entsofthe so-called rotation

m atrix,and allow forthe tim e dependence ofthe m odefunctions.

The coupled equationsobtained forthe two m odesare

N
P

j

�ij �j =
P

j

X ij(�
~
2

2m

P

�= x;y;z

@
2

� �j + V �j)

+ g
P

jm n

Yijm n �
�

j �m �n (i= 1;2): (48)

These two equations (48) describe the adiabatic behavior ofthe two m odes.

The equationsare coupled generalized G ross-Pitaevskiiequations,ratherthan

theusualsinglem odeG ross-Pitaevskiiequation [28],[29].Thecoe� cientsX ij,

Yijm n depend quadratically on theam plitudesbk(t).TheX ij are� N ,and the

Yijm n are � N2. Detailed expressions for X ij,Yijm n are given in Appendix

6. The quantities �ij form a 2x2 Herm itian m atrix to be referred to as the

chem icalpotentialm atrix.Togetherthe com bined setofequationsforthe am -

plitudesand m odesform a self-consistentset-neithertheam plitudeequations

northe generalized G ross-Pitaevskiiequationscan be solved independently of

the other. Thisself-consistentfeature isabsentfrom m ostothertreatm entsof

BEC dynam ics-thefragm entation behaviorisoften studied assum ing thatthe

m odes are known in advance and considered � xed,whilst the m ode functions

are often calculated assum ing som e speci� c fragm entation,such ashaving half

the bosonsin each well. In the presentwork,the generalized G ross-Pitaevskii

equations re ect the relative im portance ofallthe possible fragm entations of

the N bosonsinto the two m odes.

The energy E ofthe bosonic system can also be expressed in term softhe

m odefunctions�i(r;t)and am plitudesbk(t).W e � nd that

15



E = < � (t)jbH j� (t)> (49)

=
P

ij

X ij

R
dr�

�
i (�

~
2

2m

P

�= x;y;z

@
2

� + V )�j

+
g

2

P

ijm n

Yijm n

R
dr�

�
i �

�
j �m �n: (50)

Ascan be seen,the energy also dependson coe� cientsX ij,Yijm n.

The chem icalpotential� is de� ned as the derivative ofthe energy with

respect to the boson num ber,and roughly gives the change in energy ifone

boson is added to the system . By writing X ij = x
(1)

ij N + O (N 0) and Yijm n

= y
(2)

ijm nN
2 + O (N 1)an expression forthe chem icalpotentialcan be obtained

using equations(50),(48).Thuswehave

� =
@E

@N
(51)

=
P

i

�ii+ O (N 0): (52)

Thisresultshowsthatthe�ij form a generalized chem icalpotentialm atrix,the

traceofwhich isthe chem icalpotential.

Theinitialconditionsfortheam plitudesin thecasewhereallthebosonsare

in m ode�1 willbe

bk(0)= �k;� N

2

: (53)

In thiscaseonly non-zero coe� cientsare

X 11(0)= N Y1111(0)= N (N � 1); (54)

and allthe chem icalpotentialm atrix elem entsallzero exceptfor�11.W e � nd

that the m ode function �1(r;0) at tim e zero willthen satisfy a single G ross-

Pitaevskiiequation ofthe form

�11�1 = �
~
2

2m

P

�= x;y;z

@
2

� �1 + V �1 + g(N � 1)j�1j
2
�1: (55)

This result is the expected one for the case where allbosonsare in m ode �1.

Theotherm ode function �2(r;0)ischosen by orthogonality.

The regim eofvalidity forthe presenttwo-m odetheory isdeterm ined using

thecriteriathatthem ean � eld energyN g j�j
2
issm allcom pared totrap phonon

energy ~!0 [36],and the tem perature T is m uch sm aller than the transition

tem peratureTc.Applying thesecriterialead toconditionson theboson num ber

N and the tem peratureT

N �
a0

as
(56)

T � 0:94N
1=3~!0

kB
; (57)
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where a0 =
p
(~=2m !0)is the harm onic oscillatorvibrationalam plitude. For

Rb87 with as = 5 nm ,a0 = 1 �m ,!0 = 2�:58 s� 1,� nd N � 2:102 and T �

15:4 nK .Evidently the boson system can notbe too large,neverthelessthese

conditionsarerealizable.Boson detection would befacilitated usingm etastable

He4 to form the BEC.

4 N um ericalStudies

Num ericalsolutions for the am plitude and generalized G ross-Pitaevskiequa-

tions (47), (48) involve representing the am plitudes on a tim e grid and the

m ode functionson a space-tim e grid. The calculationswould be facilitated by

introducingdim ensionlessunitsforspaceand tim ebased on harm onicoscillator

units.

IfthereareN T tim epointsand N SX ,N SY ,N SZ spacepointsforeach ofthe

threespacedim ensionsrespectively,then theam plitudesand them odefunctions

willrequire(N + 1)N T and 2N T N SX :N SY :N SZ com plex valuesrespectively -in

allN T (N + 1+ 2N SX :N SY :N SZ )values.The chem icalpotentialm atrix would

also require another4N T values. Initialstudieswillbe forthe case where the

splitting isessentially in one direction (Z),with the system tightly trapped in

the two transverse (X ;Y ) directions. In this case it m ay be su� cientto take

N SX = N SY = 10 and N SZ = 103. W ith N T = !03 system swith up to about

N = 105 bosons would require about 3x108 values ifalltim e or space-tim e

valuesforam plitudes,m odefunctions,chem icalpotentialswereto bestored in

the com puter.

Two possible approaches to carrying out the num ericalstudies are as fol-

lows.Both involvean iterativeprocess.Thesem ay be referred to as:(a)Tim e

evolution m ethod (b)M atrix m ethod

4.0.1 T im e evolution m ethod ofsolution

FirstStep:

1.Assum e the am plitudes bk(t),the m ode functions �i(r;t) and an initial

choiceoftheirtim e derivatives@t�i(r;t)areknown attim e t

2.Calculatethe spatialderivativesofthe m ode functionsvia

@��i(r;t)’ (�i(r+ � r�;t)� �i(r;t))=� r� (58)

3.CalculatetheH kl(t)from (71)using equations(63),(64)forfW ij(r;t)and

eVijm n(r;t)and calculateUkl(t)from (68)using (65)for eTij(r;t)

4.Use the approxim ation forsm all� t

bk(t+ � t)’ bk(t)+
� t

i~

P

l

(H kl(t)� ~Ukl(t))bl(t) (59)
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togetherwith applying the norm alization requirem ent(32)to determ ine

the am plitudesbk(t+ � t)attim e t+ � t

Second Step:

1.CalculatetheX ij(t+ � t)and Yijm n(t+ � t)attim et+ � tfrom equations

(72),(73)

2.Solve the generalized G PE (48) for the m ode functions �i(r;t+ � t) at

tim e t+ � t

Third Step:

1.Im prove the values of the tim e derivatives @t�i(r;t) at tim e t via the

expression

@t�i(r;t)’ (�i(r;t+ � t)� �i(r;t))=� t (60)

2.W ith the new @t�i(r;t)attim e tgo back to the� rststep and iteratethe

processuntilthesetim e derivativesconverge

3.The� nal@t�i(r;t)m aythen beused astheinitialchoicefor@t�i(r;t+ � t)

attim e t+ � t

Fourth Step:

1.As the am plitudes bk(t+ � t),the m ode functions �i(r;t+ � t) and an

initialchoice oftheir tim e derivatives @t�i(r;t+ � t) are now known at

tim e t+ � t we can go back to the � rst step and repeat the process to

obtain the resultsattim e t+ 2� t

2.Theprocesscontinuesforfurthertim epointst+ 3� t,t+ 4� t,t+ 5� t,..

Fifth Step:

1.The processbeginswith t= 0 using the initialam plitudesbk(0)given by

(53) and m ode functions �i(r;0) obtained from (55) and orthogonality.

Theinitialchoiceoftim ederivativesatt= 0 m ay beassum ed to bezero,

asthe processwillcorrectthisinitialarbitrary choice.

The advantage of the tim e evolution m ethod is that the values for the

am plitudes,m ode functions,their spatialand tim e derivatives and the chem -

icalpotentials need only be retained at two tim es t and t+ � t, thus only

2(N + 5+ 10N SX :N SY :N SZ )sim ultaneousvalueswould be stored. Ifwe take

N SX = N SY = 10 and N SZ = 103,then system s with up to about N = 105

bosons would require about 2x106 values to be sim ultaneously stored in the

com puter.
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4.0.2 M atrix m ethod ofsolution

FirstStep:

1.Assum e a solution forthe am plitudesbk asfunctionsoftim e

2.Calculatethe X ij and Yijm n asfunctionsoftim e

3.Solve the generalized G PE (48)forthe m ode functions �i asspace-tim e

functionsvia non-linearm atrix m ethods

Second Step:

1.Using equations(58),(60)to obtain thespatialand tim ederivatives,cal-

culate the H kl and Ukl asfunctionsoftim e

2.Solve the am plitude equations(47)forthe am plitudesbk asfunctionsof

tim e via m atrix m ethods.

Third Step:

1.Repeatthe processuntilthe solutionsforthe m ode functionsand am pli-

tudesconverge.

Thisapproach representsthespace-tim evaluesand tim evaluesofthem ode

functionsand am plitudesin a colum n vectorand then thenon-linearequations

forthisvectorobtained from equations(47),(48)are solved via m atrix m eth-

ods.Herethevaluesfortheam plitudes,m odefunctions,theirspatialand tim e

derivativesand thechem icalpotentialsneed only beretained atalltim es,which

aswehaveseen would requireabout3x108 valuesforsystem swith up to about

N = 105 bosons.

5 Sum m ary

Using the two-m ode approxim ation and treating the N bosonsasa giantspin

system ,a theory ofBEC interferom etry has been developed by applying the

Principle ofLeast Action to a variationalform for the quantum state which

allows for the possibility that the BEC fragm ents into two,as wellas for the

outcom ewhereonly a singleBEC everoccurs.Theam plitudesforthepossible

fragm ented statesdescribethedynam icsand aredeterm ined from thedynam ic

action.Thetwo spatialm odefunctionsdescribetheadiabaticbehaviorand are

obtained from the adiabaticaction.

Self-consistentcoupled equationshavebeen obtainedforthestateam plitudes

and the m odes,the form er being in the form ofstandard m atrix m echanics

equations,the latterequationsbeing a generalization ofthe tim e independent

G ross-Pitaevskiiequations and which involve generalized chem icalpotentials.

The self-consistentfeature isthatthe m ode functionsare needed to determ ine
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theHam iltonian and rotation m atricesthatappearin theam plitudeequations,

whilsttheam plitudesforpossiblefragm ented statesdeterm inecoe� cientsthat

appear in the generalized G ross-Pitaevskiiequations for the m odes. Unlike

previous work,the m ode equations re ect the relative im portance ofallthe

possibledivisionsorfragm entationsofthe bosonsinto two m odes.

Num ericalstudiesofthese equationsare planned,aim ed atapplicationsin

futureBEC interferom etry experim entsatSwinburneUniversity ofTechnology

involving a double wellinterferom eter based on atom chips. Two approaches

forcarrying outthese num ericalstudieshavebeen outlined.

6 A ppendix -Expressions for quantities in am -

plitude and m ode equations

In the two-m ode approxim ation the N boson system behaveslike a giantspin

system with spin quantum num ber j = N =2 and which can be described via

angularm om entum eigenstates
�
�N
2
;k
�
,wherek = � N =2;::;+ N =2isam agnetic

quantum num berwhich describesfragm ented statesofthebosonicsystem with

(N
2
� k) bosons in m ode �1(r;t) and (N

2
+ k) bosons in m ode �2(r;t). It is

thereforenotsurprising thatthebasicequationswillinvolveexpressionsarising

from angularm om entum theory.ThesearethequantitiesX
ij

kl
and Y

ijm n

kl
which

arede� ned as
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X
11

kl = (
N

2
� k)�

kl
X

12

kl = f(
N

2
� k)(

N

2
+l)g

1

2 �k;l� 1

X
21

kl = f(
N

2
� l)(

N

2
+ k)g

1

2

�l;k� 1 X
22

kl = (
N

2
+ k)�

kl
(61)

Y
1111

kl = (
N

2
� k)(

N

2
� k� 1)�

kl

Y
2222

kl = (
N

2
+ k)(

N

2
+ k� 1)�

kl

Y
1212

kl = Y
1221

kl = Y
2112

kl = Y
2121

kl = (
N

2
� k)(

N

2
+ k)�

kl

Y
1112

kl = Y
1121

kl = (
N

2
� l)f(

N

2
� k)(

N

2
+ l)g

1

2 �k;l� 1

Y
1222

kl = Y
2122

kl = (
N

2
+ k)f(

N

2
� k)(

N

2
+ l)g

1

2 �k;l� 1

Y
1211

kl = Y
2111

kl = (
N

2
� k)f(

N

2
� l)(

N

2
+ k)g

1

2

�l;k� 1

Y
2212

kl = Y
2221

kl = (
N

2
+l)f(

N

2
� l)(

N

2
+ k)g

1

2

�l;k� 1

Y
1122

kl = f(
N

2
� l+ 1)(

N

2
� k)(

N

2
+l)(

N

2
+ k+ 1)g

1

2

�k;l� 2

Y
2211

kl = f(
N

2
� k + 1)(

N

2
� l)(

N

2
+ k)(

N

2
+ l+ 1)g

1

2 �l;k� 2: (62)

TheHam iltonian and rotation m atrix elem entsH kland Uklthatoccurin the

am plitudeequations(47)involvespatialintegralsinvolving them odefunctions

�1 and �2. They are therefore functionalsofthe m ode functions. The expres-

sions depend also on the spatialand tim e derivatives ofthe m ode functions

through the quantities fW ij(r;t), eVijm n(r;t) and eTij(r;t),where (i;j;m ;n =

1;2),and which arede� ned by

fW ij(r;t) =
~
2

2m

P

�= x;y;z

@��
�
i @��j + �

�
iV �j (63)

eVijm n(r;t) =
g

2
�
�

i �
�

j �m �n (64)

eTij(r;t) =
1

2i
(@t�

�
i �j � �

�
i @t�j) (65)

The rotation m atrix elem entsUkl (�
N

2
� k;l� +N

2
)aregiven by

Ukl =
1

2i
[(@thkj)jli� hkj(@tjli)]= U

�
lk (66)

=
R
dr eUkl(�i;�

�

i;@t�i;@t�
�

i): (67)
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In theexpression (67)forthe rotation m atrix the quantity eUkl is

eUkl=
X

ij

X
ij

kl
eTij: (68)

Theresultinvolvestheangularm om entum theory quantitiesX
ij

kl
.Thusforthe

rotation m atrix,spaceintegralsofthem odefunctionsand theirtim ederivatives

areinvolved.

The Ham iltonian m atrix elem entsH kl (�
N

2
� k;l� +N

2
)aregiven by

H kl =

D

kjbH jl

E

= H
�
lk (69)

=
R
dr eH kl(�i;�

�

i;@��i;@��
�

i): (70)

In theexpression (70)fortheHam iltonian m atrix thequantity eH kl isa Ham il-

tonian density and isgiven by

eH kl =
X

ij

X
ij

kl
fW ij +

X

ijm n

Y
ijm n

kl
eVijm n: (71)

Thisresultinvolvesthe angularm om entum theory quantitiesX
ij

kl
and Y

ijm n

kl
.

Thus for the Ham iltonian m atrix,space integrals ofthe m ode functions and

theirspatialderivativesareinvolved.

Thecoe� cientsX ij and Yijm n (i;j;m ;n = 1;2)thatoccurin thegeneralized

G ross-Pitaevskiiequations(48)forthe m ode functionsarequadratic functions

ofthe am plitudesbk (�
N

2
� k;l� +N

2
)

X ij =
P

k;l

b
�
k X

ij

kl
bl= X

�
ji � N (72)

Yijm n =
P

k;l

b
�
k Y

ijm n

kl
bl= Y

�
m n ij � N

2 (73)

NotetheHerm itian propertiesofthesequantitiesand theN dependenceoftheir

orderofm agnitude.

7 Figure captions

Figure 1. The interferom eterprocess. A trapping potential(shown in red)is

changed from a singlewellinto an asym m etricdoublewelland back to a single

wellagain. Initially allthe bosons (shown as squares) are in the sym m etric

lowestm odeofthesinglewell,attheend oftheprocesssom ebosonsarein the

antisym m etric� rstexcited m odeofthesinglewell.M odefunctionsaredepicted

in pink and blue,and possiblechangesto them odefunctionsduring thedouble

wellinterm ediatestageareshown.

Figure 2. Bosonsin a sym m etric double welltrap showing possible frag-

m entation e� ects.Forlow barrierheightsand sm allinter-wellseparation (asin

22



(a))a singleunfragm ented BEC occurs,with allbosonsin thesym m etricm ode

delocalized between thetwowells(Josephson phase).Fortheoppositesituation

(asin (b))theBEC fragm entsinto two,with halfthebosonsin localized m odes

in each well(M ottphase).Trap asym m etry isignored.

Figure 3. M ode functions in asym m etric trapping potentials showing lo-

calization and delocalization e� ects in the double wellregim e. For the single

wellregim e(a)the sym m etricand antisym m etrictwo lowestm odesareshown.

Forthedoublewellregim ewith sm allasym m etry (b)twodelocalized m odesare

shown,one approxim ately sym m etric the other approxim ately antisym m etric.

Forthe double wellregim e with large asym m etry (c)two localized m odes are

shown,each localized in a di� erentwell.Boson-boson interactionsareignored.

Figure 4.BEC interferom etry asa quantum interferenceprocess.Thecase

with N = 9bosonsinitially in m ode�1(r;0)and n = 1bosons� nallytransferred

to m ode �2(r;T)isshown. Two quantum pathwaysare presentdepending on

whetherthetransferoccursbetween t= 0 and t= T=2 orbetween t= T=2 and

t= T.

8 A cknow ledgem ents

Theauthorisgratefulforhelpfuldiscussionswith T.Alexander,A.Aspect,R.

Ballagh,S.M .Barnett,K .Burnett,A.Caldeira,H.Carm ichael,J.F.Corney,

P.Dewar, P.D.Drum m ond, J.Dziarm aga, B.M .G arraway,C.W .G ardiner,

E.A.Hinds,J.Hope,M .K asevitch,C.M enotti,D.O ’Dell,K .Rzazewski,C.W .

Savage,G .Shlyapnikov,A.Sidorov and S.W hitlock on variousaspectsofthis

work. This work is supported by the Australian Research CouncilCentre of

ExcellenceforQ uantum -Atom O ptics.

R eferences

[1]M .R.Andrews,C.G .Townsend,H.-J.M iesner,D.S.Durfee,D.M .K urn

and W .K etterle,Science 275 637 (1997).

[2]D.S. Hall, M .R.M athews, C.E.W iem an and E.A.Cornell, Phys.Rev.

Letts.81 1543 (1998).

[3]P.Bouyerand M .A.K asevitch,Phys.Rev.A 56 R1083 (1997).

[4]J.A.Dunningham , K .Burnett and S.M .Barnett, Phys.Rev.Letts.89

150401 (2002).

[5]U.V.Poulsen and K .M olm er,Phys.Rev.A 65 033613 (2002).

[6]M .A.K asevitch,Science298 1363 (2002).

[7]K .M olm er,New J.Phys.5 55 (2003).

23



[8]A.J.Leggett,Rev.M od.Phys.73 307 (2001).

[9]J.Javanainen and S.M .Yoo,Phys.Rev.Letts.76 161 (1996).

[10]J.I.Cirac,C.W .G ardiner,M .Narachewskiand P.Zoller,Phys.Rev.A 54

R3714 (1996).

[11]T.W ong,M .J.Collettand D.F.W alls,Phys.Rev.A 54 R3718 (1996).

[12]M .Lewenstein and L.You,Phys.Rev.Letts.77 3489 (1996).

[13]S.M .Barnett, K .Burnett and J.A.Vaccaro, J.Res.Natl.Inst.Stand.

Technol.101 593 (1996).

[14]Y.Castin and J.Dalibard,Phys.Rev.A 55 4330 (1997).

[15]R.Bach and K .Rzazewski,Phys.Rev.Letts.92 200401 (2004).

[16]R.Bach and K .Rzazewski,Phys.Rev.A 70 063622 (2004).

[17]A.Im am oglu,M .Lewenstein and L.You,Phys.Rev.Letts.78 2511(1997).

[18]J.Javanainen and M .W ilkens,Phys.Rev.Letts.78 4675 (1997).

[19]E.A.Hinds,C.J.Valeand M .G .Boshier,Phys.Rev.Letts.86 1462(2001).

[20]W .Hansel,J.Reichel,P.Hom m elho� and T.W .Hansch,Phys.Rev.A 64

063607 (2001).

[21]E.Andersson,T.Calarco,R.Folm an,M .Andersson,B.Hessm o and J.

Schm eidm ayer,Phys.Rev.Letts.88 100401 (2002).

[22]A.I.Sidorov,B.J.Dalton,S.W hitlock and F.Scharnberg,Phys.Rev.A

74 023612 (2006).

[23]Y.Shin,M .Saba,T.A.Pasquini,W .K etterle,D.E.Pritchard and A.E.

Leanhardt,Phys.Rev.Letts.92 050405 (2004).

[24]T.Schum m ,S.Ho� erberth,L.M .Andersson,S.W ilderm uth,S.G roth,I.

Bar-Joseph and P.K ruger,Nature Physics1 57 (2005).

[25]L. Pitaevskii and S. Stringari, Bose-Einstein Condensation (Clarendon

Press,O xford,2003).

[26]D.Ananikian and T.Bergem an,Phys.Rev.A 73 013604 (2006).

[27]J.Javanainen,Phys.Rev.Letts.57 3164 (1986).

[28]E.P.G ross,Nuo.Cim .20 454 (1961).

[29]L.P.Pitaevskii,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.40 646 (1961).

[30]C.M enotti,J.R.Anglin,J.I.Ciracand P.Zoller,Phys.Rev.A 63 023601

(2001).

24



[31]R.W .Spekkensand J.E.Sipe,Phys.Rev.A 59 3868 (1999).

[32]L.S.Cederbaum and A.I.Streltsov,Phys.Rev.A 70 023610 (2004).

[33]F.Dalfovo,S.G iorgini,L.Pitaevskiiand S.Stringari,Rev.M od.Phys.71

463 (1999).

[34]J.F.Corney and P.D.Drum m ond,Phys.Rev.A 68 063822 (2003).

[35]J.Dziarm aga and K .Sacha,Phys.Rev.A 67 033608 (2003).

[36]G .J.M ilburn,J.Corney,E.M .W right and D.F.W alls,Phys.Rev.A 55

4318 (1997).

25


	Introduction
	Physics of double well BEC interferometry
	Fragmentation
	Nature of Modes
	Interferometry Process
	Excited states, decoherence, finite temperatures and quantum fluctuations
	Interferometric measurements, sensitivity and optimum process

	Theory
	Numerical Studies
	Time evolution method of solution
	Matrix method of solution


	Summary
	Appendix - Expressions for quantities in amplitude and mode equations
	Figure captions
	Acknowledgements

