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C ontrolled C reation of Spatial Superposition States for Single A tom s
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W e present a m ethod for the controlled and robust generation of spatial superposition states of
single atom s In m icro-traps. U sing a counter-intuitive positioning sequence for the individualpoten—
tials and appropriately chosen trapping frequencies, we show that it is possible to selectively create
two di erent orthogonal superposition states, which can in tum be used for quantum inform ation

purposes.

During recent years trapping and controlling small
num bers ofneutralatom shasem erged asone ofthem ost
active and productive frontierareas in research [1,12,3,4].
The Interest In single atom system s is driven not only
by the desire to perform experin ents that answer long—
standing and fundam entalquantum m echanics questions
5, €], but also by the desire to in plem ent concepts of
quantum inform ation using neutralatom s [7,18,/9]. Ad—
vances in the technology of optical lattices and m icro—
traps have recently allowed for substantial progress in
this area [10,111,[12,/13] and various concepts have been
developed to prepare and process the states of single
atom s In a controlled way. W hile techniques for control-
Iing and preparing the intemal states of atom s using ap—
propriate electrom agnetic elds are well developed, only
few conoepts exist or achieving the sam e controlover the
spatialpart of a wavefunction [14,115,11€].

Three fiindam ental requirem ents for controlling the
spatial part of a wavefunction are preparation, storage
and transport. O ptical and m agnetic m icro-potentials
have proven to be robust tools for atom storage and tech—
nigques for m oving particles between di erent potential
sites using dedicated waveguides or sophisticated tun-—
neling scham es have been suggested [17,118,[19]. W hik
waveguides are usually highly static, the tunneling inter—
action can be tuned by actively changing the distance
between or the potential heights of neighboring traps.
Both of these possibilities have recently been explored
by Eckert et al. [15,/16] and G reentree et al. R(]. These
works considered three m odes in three separated poten—
tials and suggested the use of a ST IRA P -like process to
achieve a robust transfer of an atom from one trap to
another w th high delity. In the area of threeJevel op—
tics, the ST IRA P process refers to the technique w hereby
a counter-intuiive application of laser pulses kads to a
transition of an electron between the ground states in a

—system [21,122]. In the atom trap scenario the energy
levels are replaced by spatially separated trap ground
states and the laser interaction is replaced by the co—
herent tunneling Interaction. Eckert et al. also showed
analogues for coherent population trapping and electro-

time

FIG.1: Left: The three atom traps are arranged In a lin—
ear fashion. The trap on the lkft and the trap in the m id-
dle are ham onic potentials and the doubl well trap on the
right ism ade piecew ise out of two ham onic traps. T he trap—
pinhg frequencies are arranged In such a m anner that either
the sym m etric state (upper schem atic) or the antisym m etric
state (lower schem atic) ofthe double well is in resonance w ith
the ground states of the other traps. T he asym ptotic ground
states In the double well traps are indicated by a broken line.
R ight: In the counter-intuitive tim ing schem e the distance be—
tween the double well and the m iddle trap, du r , is reduced
before the distance between the m iddle trap and the trap on
the bﬂ'_, dLM .

m agnetically induced transparency [LS].
this new area threeJevelatom optics.

In the follow ing we will descrbbe a process that ex—
tends the existing work in threeJevel atom optics to the
dom aln of four kevels. In particular we will show how
to create a coherent superposition of an atom ic center—
ofm ass state n a controlled way and study its stability.
W hilke thiswork isbased on a recent suggestion form uli-
Jevel optical system s 23], is translation into the atom ic
realn does not only require considering new constraints
on tin e-scales, but also allow s for an easy Interpretation
of the physics Involved.

T he schem e isbased on two welkknown, quantum m e-
chanical phenom ena. The rst one is the above m en—
tioned existence ofdark states in m ultidevelsystem sw ih
an appropriately shaped coherent coupling. In spatial
arrangem ents such levels corresoond to trap eigenstates
and the coupling is facilitated by a tunneling interaction.
N o direct coupling is allow ed between the initially occu—
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pied level and the nal state and this can be achieved
by choosing a linear trap arrangement (see Fig.[I). A
ST IRA P -like process now requires the tunneling inter—
actions between neighboring potentials to increase and
decrease In accordance w ith a counter-intuitive tim ing
sequence: rst the tunneling probability between the
tw o em pty states is increased and after a speci ¢ delay,
t, the tunneling interaction between the occupied and
em pty state is increased. This leads to a very robust
transfer of the particle between the two states that con—
struct the dark state and in particular it avoids stringent
conditions on the tin ing of the interactions. In a two—
Jevel setting such conditions are essential to avoid Rabi
oscillations. The STIRAP process has already been ex-—
tensively analyzed in three-level optics R1,122].

T he second phenom enon is the appearance of ground
state splitting In doubl well potentials. W hen com bin—
Ing two single traps to orm a double well potential their
respective asym ptotic ground states com bine to yield a
symm etric and an antisym m etric state, w th the energy
di erence betw een these tw o states depending on the dis—
tance between the two traps. This energy di erence is
often referred to as the tunneling splitting energy and is
directly related to the Rabifrequency of the tunneling
oscillations betw een the two wells.

O ur setup is shown schem atically in Fig.[d and con-
sists of three traps that are arranged in a linear array
24]. The two lefim ost traps are sin ple ham onic poten—
tials, V x) = im !?x?, of dentical trapping frequency,
!, and we will denote their ground states by Pi; and
Pivy . The trap on the right is a double well potential
that (for num erical sim plicity) we choose to be com posed
oftwo sim ple hamm onic potentials of frequency !y , wih
asym ptotic ground states iz, and iz, . The distance
between them is xed and given by d. The two lowest
Iying eilgenstates of the double well trap are the even and
odd com binations of these asym ptotjxf:) ground states and
are given by Pi; = (Pir, Piz,)= 2. Ihitlally, a sh-
gk atom ofm assm is located in Pi; and the other traps
are em pty. A fter the STIRAP process has taken place,
the atom ’s wavefunction w ill be com pletely transferred
Into the double well trap and possess a symm etry that
is detem ined by the di erence between the trapping fre—
quencies ! 'k .

The tin e dependence of the tunneling interaction is
realised by reducing and increasing the distance betw een
the Individual traps [L5]. W e assum e the m iddle trap to
be xed and the outside traps to undergo the approach
and reproach sequence. For the distances betw een the re—
spective traps, we assum e the follow Ing tin e dependence

dLM ift< t
iy ©= ot .
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wheredy,y = dpm (0) is the initial distance between the

kft hand side and the m iddle trap, dy i, is the m in—
Inum distance between the traps in the process and
dy = diw 0) dunm. Wealways ensure that dy i >

max(; r),where and r aretheground state sizesof
the hamm onic potentials for ! and !y respectively. The
overall tin e for each individual approach and reproach
sequence is T and the delay between the two sequences
isgiven by t. The sequence ordy r ) is analogous to
eq. [I) with the constant and the cosine part reversed.

Them ain advantage of the counter-intuitive tim ing se—
quence is that it relaxes the stringent conditions that
would be necessary if one tried to achieve transport by
sequential two level tunneling. Any imprecise tim ing
would lead to the occurrence of Rabi type oscillations
and, thence, uncontrolled splitting of the wavefunction
between all three traps. In particular, the STIRAP
m ethod inherently avoids the transfer of any part of the
atom into Piy at any tin e during the process. This
is achieved by keeping the system adiabatically within a
dark state at alltin es, thereby avoiding any contribution
from them iddl trap.

To explain the dynam ics when the double well poten—
tial is nvolved, we will m ake use of a so—called double
dark state that exists in the H am ittonian for such a sys—
tem . If we assum e that the energy of the atom is xed
to the energy of the m otional ground state of the lft
trap at alltines, E = %h! , the systam ’s H am iltonian
can be w ritten In termm s of asym ptotic elgenstates of the
Individual ham onic traps as
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Here 1y () and y r (t) describe the tin edependent

tunneling frequencies between the states Pi; and Piy
and Piy and Pir , resgpectively. The tunneling fre-
quency between the two states Piz, and Pig, is given
by r and is xed at all tim es. For num erical sim plic—
ity we m odel the traps as hamm onic oscillator potentials
that have a xed depth. In particular, we assum e that
this depth doesnot change w hen the traps approach each
other, L e.V ) = minlVy ®);Vy &);Vr &®)]. Allow ing
for the potential depth to change when the distance be-
tw een the traps changesw ould require a recalculation and
read justm ent of the trapping frequencies at every m o—
m ent in tin e, to ensure that the condition for the double
dark state (see below ) is pem anently fiil lled. R ecently
i waspointed out that a situation w th xed depth traps
can be achieved in optical traps by em ploying com pen-—
sation lasers [146].

The condition for the above Ham iltonian [2) to have
an eigenstate wih an eigenvalue equal to zero can be
written as a relation between the trapping frequencies
and the tunneling frequency w ithin the double well trap
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Since r is always positive, this condition im plies that
one dark state exists for ! > !z and one for ! < !y.
T he respective eigenstates are given by
h i
Pir,

p
j i= cos Pi sh Pir, )= 2 @)
sin Pi; ; ®)

= cos Pi
where them ixing angle isde ned as

=p_ LM

tan 2

M R

N ote that in the case of the trap on the right hand side
being only a single well trap, ie. r = 0, this relation
reduces to the result of [13], ie. all traps have to have
dentical trapping frequencies. If one xes the distance
between the two individual s in the doublk well trap
tobedy = d g,where g = h=(m !g) isthe width of
the ground state in the potentialand d > 1, the tunneling
frequency w ithin the double well trap can be determ ined
from the general relation for tunneling between two har-
m onic traps [15]
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Combining this w ith condition [3), the resonance condi-
tion for the frequency, !r , is given by

!R = : (8)

This result can be easily interpreted. For the atom to
move from the left to the right, the system has to sat-
isfy energy conservation. W hilke the asym ptotic ground
state energy levels for the doubl well trap, %h!R , are
either larger or am aller than the ground state energies of
the Jeft and the m iddk trap, %h! , condition [@) ensures
that either the eigenenergy of the sym m etric or the an—
tisym m etric state of the doubl well is equalto %h! .In
fact, or | > !y the particle m akes the transition into
the (higher energy) antisymm etric state (%h! =E ),
whereas for | < !y the particle m akes the transition
into the (lower energy) symm etric state (%h! =E"')(see
Fig.[).

T o dem onstrate the creation of coherent superposition
states we have perfom ed num erical integrations of the
Schrodinger equation of the system , using an FFT /split-
operator algorithm . At the start of each sim ulation the
Initialstate is given by a G aussian w avefunction centered
In the trap on the kft hand side and the distance betw een
the two traps in the doubke wellisgiven by dg = 15 i .
T ypical resuls are shown in F ig.[2, w here the tin e delay
between the approach sequences is given by 10% of the
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FIG . 2: W avefunctions at the end of the transfer process for
the symm etric (left colum n) and the antisymm etric (right
colum n) case. The panels (@) and () show the density and
the panels (c) and (d) show the real (broken line) and the
in aghhary part (dotted line) of the wavefunction. The sym —
m etries are clearly distinguishable. The bottom row shows
the change of population in the lft trap (full line) and the
two halves of the doubl well trap (oroken line and dotted
line). T he spatial co-ordinate is scaled in units of

tin e for each approach process, which was in tum cho—
sentobeT = (13 ) '. The tin e dependence of the
distance betw een the traps is chosen according to eq. [I)
and the m ninum distance between the traps is xed
at 12max(; r), to make sure tunneling is the only
m ethod for transfer. T he three panels on the left corre-
soond to the case 'g > ! and the three panels on the
rightto thecase 'g < ! . Theeven and odd sym m etries,
respectively, of the nalwavefiinction are clearly visble.
The two panels in the bottom row show the am ount of
j % in each trap. W hik at the beginning the wavefinc-
tion is com pletely localised in the trap on the kft, at
the end of the process it is equally split between the two
wells of the double trap. There is never any signi cant
population in them iddle trap (ot shown). W e have per—
form ed these sinulations for a w ide range of values for
dr and the delay interval, t, and found this process to

be extrem ely robust.

To exam ne the system s fragility to noise, we sim ulate
the process above using a frequency range for !y that
is  10% out of resonance w ih the value that the sym —
m etric or the antisym m etric resonance condition [3) de-
m ands. In F ig.[3 the upper tw o panels on the left (rght)
show the realand in aginary parts ofthe nalwavefunc—
tion or!g > ! (!g < !).W hile the transferred am ount
is no longer 100% Gowever, it is still > 99% ) for the
non-resonant system s, one can Inm ediately see that the
symm etry is still a preserved property. To quantify the



FIG . 3: The four upper panels show the real and in agihary
parts of the nalwavefunction as a function of the trapping
frequency in the double well trap. The trap frequency !'r is
nom alised to the value required by the resonance condition
and it is varded In an intervalof 10% . The two graphs on
the left correspond to the case ! < !y and the two on the
right to ! > !z . The two panels in the bottom row show the
sym m etry function for the wavefunctions above as de ned in
eq. [@), where the fi1ll line represents the real parts and the
broken line the In aghary parts. Both lines are lying on top
of each other for the antisym m etric case.

symm etry we de ne the follow ing functions

P P
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which give Sg;; = 1 (depending on the phase of the
w aveflinction) for a perfectly sym m etric state and Sg ;1 =

0 fora perfectly antisym m etric state. T he lowest panelon
the left (right) hand side show s this function for 'z > !

('r < !)andoon m stheopticalingpection ofthe upper
panels that the symm etry of the wavefunction is very
robust against In perfections in the setup.

T he condition that the transfer has to be perform ed
adiabatically is already inherent in the name ST IRAP.
T he whole process therefore has to proceed slow er than
the inverse of the lowest trapping frequency to avoid ex—
citations of higher Iying levels

T+ t> ; (10)
min[!l;!g]

For our setup, which inclides the double trap, this con—
dition only ensures that a full transfer w ill be achieved
from the lft trap into the doubl well trap. In order to
achieve a steady state w ith the desired symm etry, a sec—
ond condition on the tin escale has to be fiil lled, which
ensures that the process is slow w ith respect to the tun—
neling frequency betw een the two wells In the doublk well

Pr

FIG .4: O scillating density in balance between the two halves
of the doubl well trap, A = max( R ). The curve
is for the antisym m etric situation and plotted against the
tin e Interval of the process In units of LR . The Inset show s
an inbalanced wavefunction for which ; and r describe
the density fractions towards the keft and the right from the
center of the trap respectively.

trap

1
T+ t> —: 1)

R
If this condition is not fuil lled, the nal state will no
longer be an eigenstate but rather be given by an os-
cillating population imbalance between the two wells.
T his, however, does not a ect the symm etry ofthe nal
state. Tn Fig.[dlwe show the am plitude ofthe oscillations

A =max(g r ) Pordi erent valuesofTo = T + t.
It can be clarly seen that a steady state is established
once condition [II) is fiill led. W hik the data shown
are for the case ! > !y, the behaviour is analogous for
< Ig.

The above process shows that spatial ST IRAP —lke
processes do not only allow s for a robust transport or
preparation of the wavefunctions am plitude, but also al-
low for high delity when controlling the phase. It is
therefore a good starting point for m any applications in
atom interferom etry E]. T he possbility ofm anipulat—
ing the parts of the wavefunction selectively with well-
focused laser beam s and closing the interferom eter by
running the whole process in reverse then opens the pos—
sbility of creating universal quantum gates @].

Schem es like thispose a challenge to current technolo-
gies, since they require dynam ical control over the po—
sition of the m icro-traps. Several di erent technologies
have recently em erged that allow for such control and
active experin entale orts are undertaken in m any labo—
ratories. Iniialexperin ents have already shown the pos—
sibility of dynam ically controlling the distance between
traps 1.

In summ ary we have suggested a robust and straight—
forward technique for the controlled creation of center—



ofm ass superposition states ofatom s In m icro-traps. By
adjusting the trapping frequencies the nalwavefunction
can be chosen to be symm etric or antisym m etric. This
process relies on a ST IRAP —lke m ethod for transferring
the atom into the new state, and the appropriate ad—
Justm ent of trapping frequencies in order to choose the
symm etry. W hile the spatial STIRAP process has been
shown to be very robust for transfer of am plitudes, we
have shown that it can also be used to create a very ro—
bust technigque to controlthe phase of the wavefunction.
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