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A bstract. {

A m agnetic eld gradient applied to an atom interferom eter induces a M -dependent phase
shift which results in a serdes of decays and revivals of the fringe visbility. U sihg our lithium
atom interferom eter based on B ragg laser di raction, we havem easured the fringe visbility asa
function of the applied gradient. W e have thus tested the isotopic selectivity of the interferom —
eter, the velocity selective character of Bragg di raction for di erent di raction orders as well
as the e ect of optical pum ping of the Incom ing atom s. A llthese observations are qualitatively
understood but a quantitative analysis requires a com plete m odel of the Interferom eter.

Ifan Inhom ogeneousm agnetic eld is applied on a m atter w ave interferom eter, the phase
ofthe Interference patterm ism odi ed, provided that the m atter wave has a non-zero m agnetic
mom ent. This type of sittuation was rst considered [1,2] as a test of the sign reversalofa
soin 1=2 wave function by a 2 rotation. This e ect was predicted since the foundation of
quantum m echanics but considered for a long tin e as not observable. The rst successful
experin entaltest wasm ade by H . Rauch and co-workers 3] in 1975 w ith their perfect crystal
neutron interferom eter and this work hasbeen follow ed by severalother experim ents reviewed
in the book ofRauch and W emer @4].

Sin ilar experin ents can be done by applying a m agnetic eld gradient on an atom in-
terferom eter: the fringe pattems corresponding to the various Zeem an sub-levels experience
di erent phase<hifts and, when the gradient increases, the fringe visbility exhdbits a series
ofm inim a and recurrences, as rst observed by D . P ritchard and co-workers [5,6] and by Siu
Au Lee and coworkers [/]. In this ltter, we use our lithium atom interferom eter to show
that the dependence of the fringe visbility w ith the applied gradient gives a direct test of
the selective character of our interferom eter w ith respect to the atom velocity, to its isotopic
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Fig.1l { Schem atic draw Ing of our M ach-Zehnder atom interferom eter: a collin ated atom ic beam is
di racted by three laser standing waves, produced by re ecting three laser beam s on three m irrors
M ;. The output beam s labelled 1 and 2 are com plem entary, one of them (usually beam 1) being
detected. A coilC close to the atom ic beam s creates a m agnetic eld gradient in the x-direction.

nature and to is intemal state distrdbution. T he velocity selective character of our atom in—
terferom eter [B,9] com es from the use 0ofB ragg di raction on laser standing waves. T he choice
of the lJaser wavelength gives access to the isotopic selectivity of the interferom eter. Finally,
by opticalpum ping 'Liin itsF = 1 ground state, we observe the e ect of the ntemal state
distrdbution on the visbility variations.

Calulktion of the m agnetic dephasing e ect. { A M ach-Zehnder atom interferom eter, as
represented in  gure[d], is operated w ith a param agnetic atom . Ifthe m agnetic eld direction
varies slow Iy enough, no spin i occurs during the atom propagation and the proction M ¢
of the total angular m om entum F rem ains a good quantum num ber, the quantization axis
being paralkel to the localm agnetic eld. In the presence of a transverse gradient of the
m agnetic eld, the Zeem an energy E ;M ¢ ) oftheF;M r sub-levelisnot the sam e on the
two atom ic paths and, in the perturbative lin it (Zeem an energy considerably am aller than
the atom kinetic energy h?k?=2m ), this energy di erence induces a phase shift equalto:

I
1
EMge)= — E F;Mrp;s)ds @)
hv
w here the path integralfollow sthe circuit (see gurelll) and v isthe atom velocity. T he

Interferom eter signal is the incoherent sum of the signals due to the variousF ;M r sub-levels:

x 2
I= dvI ;M f ;v)
FM g

IE;Mp;v) = LiP VP @;Mp) [0+ Vocos( + EF;M ¢)l 2)

I E;Mr ;v) is the contrbution ofthe F;M r atom sw ith the velocity v.P E;M ¢ ) and P (v)
represent the Intemal state and velocity distriboution of the output ux. The fringe visbility
Vo is assum ed to be independent of the sub-level. F inally, the origin of phase is explained
below . W e sin plify the present discussion by assum ing that the Zeem an energy E ;M r)
is a linear function ofthe eld B :
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EE/Mrprp)= o sMeB 3)

but our calculations take into acocount the non-linear Zeaem an term s due to hyper ne uncou-
pling which are nonnegligble, especially for °Li. 5 is the Bohr m agneton and g is the
Lande factor equalto gr = +2=3 (resp. 2=3) PrtheF = 3=2 (resp. F = 1=2) levelof®Li
and g = +1=2 (resp. 1=2) fortheF = 2 (resp. F = 1) level of 'Li, where the nuckar
m agnetic m om ents have been neglected. T he phase shift F;M ) isgiven by:

Z

% sMr ° @B @7

M op)= =28 ZF 2k
® F) - ) ax

X (z)dz 4)
where x(z) is the distance between the two atom ic beam s in the interferom eter and the
Integral is taken along a path at m id-distance between the two paths and followed
by each atom in the interferom eter.

A s the coilused to create the m agnetic eld is am all, the m agnetic gradient is in portant
In a region where the eld due to the coilis substantially lJarger than the am bient eld, which
can be neglected In the calculation. W e have veri ed that this approxin ation is good. The
phase shift is then proportionalto the coil current I and to v 2 . O ne v factor, apparent in
equation ), com es from the tine spent in the perturbation. T he other v factor com es from
the distance x(z), proportional to the di raction angle 4ir¢ = 2ph=(m va), where p is the
di raction order and a the grating period. W e thus get:

Fm )= cBEEEL ©)
m v

where C gathers several constant factors. It is interesting to note that the equations [H5) are
valid for bosons as well as for ferm ions. In the introduction, we have recalled the discussion
ofthe 4 symm etry of ferm ions [1,2] and the fact that our equations take the sam e form for
bosons and ferm ionsm ay seem in contradiction w ith wellknown resuls. T he explanation of
this apparent contradiction lies n the fact that the phase shift F;M ) is the product
of a rotation angle by the M ¢ value. For fem ions, M ¢ is an halfdnteger and the rotation
angle must be equalto amultiple of4 HOra revivalwhile the rotation anglke must only be a
multiple of2 forbosons.

W e assum e that the velociy distribution is given by:

s h i
x 2
P )= Ep: exp (v u)Sy=u 6)

where u is the m ost probable velocity and Sy the paralkel speed ratio. This form ula is used
for supersonic beam s [L2] but we have om ited a v pre-factor, which hasm inor e ects when
S]f is large , which is the case here. T he paralkel speed ratio S, can be varied by changing the
pressure In the supersonic beam source or the nozzle diam eter and the velocity distribution
can be directly m easured thanks to D opplere ect by laser nduced uorescence ofthe lithiim
beam [10,11].

M oreover, In the present calculations, P (v) descrbes In fact the product of the initial
beam velociy distrbution P; (v) by the tranam ission T (v) of the atom interferom eter. O ur
calculations show that the tranam ission T (v) is roughly a G aussian function of the velociy
around a velocity corresponding to the B ragg condition.
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Fig. 2 { Interference fringes recorded corresponding to di erent currents, I = 0 A (squares) and
I = 14 A (tdangls), and their ts (full curves). T he interferom eter was tuned for "Liwih rst
order di raction. T he phase shift between the two experin ents is very close to , corresponding to a
visbility inversion. E ach data point corresponds to a 0:1 s counting tin e. A few isolated data points,
due to bursts of the hot-w ire detector, are not Included In the ts. The dotted line gives the m ean
value of the detector background, recorded by agging the beam .

Som e experim ental details. { Our atom interferometer B,9] is a three grating M ach-
Zehnder interferom eter. W e use a supersonic beam of argon seeded w ith natural lithium
(92:4% of 'Liand 7%6% of°Li). In the absence of optical pum ping, the lithiim atom s are
equally distrbuted over the F;M r hyper ne sub-levels of their 25,_, ground state. The
lithiim mean velocity u isu 1065 m /s. The gratings being laser standing waves, their
period a is equal to half the laser wavelength 671 nm , chosen very close to the rst
resonance line of lithium . W e do not reiterate here the Jaserbeam param etersw hich are given
In the full description of our interferom eter P]. T he phase of the Interference fringes depends
on the x-position of the gratings depending them selves on the position x; of the m irrorsM ;
form ing the three Jaser standing waves: this is the origin of the phase term in equation [2),

= 2pky (X1 + X3 2x3),wherek; = 2 = ; isthe laser wavevector and p is the di raction
order. F igure[Z] show s experim ental interference fringes, observed by scanning the position x3
ofm irrorM 3 (this is the usualway of observing fringes in atom interferom eters as this phase
is independent of atom wvelocity).

The m agnetic eld gradient is produced by a 3 an diam eter coil, w ith is axis at 4 an
before the second laser standing wave. On the coil axis, the distance x between the two
atom icbeam s isabout 94 m . The ambient eld is roughly equalto the Earth m agnetic eld
witha 4 105 Tesla verticalcom ponent and a sm aller horizontalcom ponent. From the coil
din ensions, we can calculate them agnetic eld and its gradient everyw here, but the distance
of the coil to the atom ic beam s, about 0:7 an , is not accurately known and we w ill consider
the constant C appearing in equation [§ as an adjistable param eter. W ith our m axim um
current I = 9 A, themaximum eld seen by the atom s is B 13 103 T, su cient to
introduce som e hyper ne uncoupling, especially for °Liisotope. A s already stated, thise ect
is taken Into account In our calculations

D uring an experin ent, we rst optin ize the interferom eter fringes w ith a vanishing coil
current I = 0, then we record a serdes of interference signals as n  qure[2, w ith increasing
valiesof I. Slow drifts of the fringe phase and visbility are corrected by frequent recordings
wih I = 0.From each recording, we can extract the phase and the visbility ofthe interference
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Fig. 3 { Relative visbility V. as a function of the applied current for "Li (eft panel) and °Li (right
panel) . Experim ental data points are represented by dots and the tsby full curves.

pattem, from which we deduce the e ects of the applied eld gradient, nam ely the relative
visbility V, (I) = V (I)=V (I = 0) and also the phase shift (I) which will be discussed in
another paper.

Test of the isotopic sekctivity. { Here, we com pare two experin ents involving the two
isotopes of lithiim and using rst order di raction p = 1. W e tune the interferom eter by
choosing the laser wavelength, for 'Lion the blue side (at 3 GHz) of?S;_, —2P5_, transition
of "Liand, ©r°Li, on the red side (@t 2 GHz) of?S;_, —?P;_, transition of°Li. T he nearest
transition of the other isotope is detuned from the laser by 14 GHz In the &rst case and
12 GHz in the second case. The relative visbility is plotted as a function of the current I
in gure[d for both isotopes. The I = 0 visbility is quite di erent for the two isotopes:
V@ =0 75% Hr'Liand V(I = 0) 48% fr °Li The best visbilty achieved with
lthium "LiisV 84:5% [O], mostly lin ited by phase noise due to vibrations [14], and the
present value is Jess good, because of an allm isalignm ents. The an aller visbility w ith °Li is
due to stray 'Liatom s arriving on the detector after di raction by the second and third laser
standing w aves. T he variations of the visbility V, have a very di erent dependence w ith the
current I for the two isotopes, an obvious consequence of the di erences in the number of
sub-levelsw ith a given M r value and In the Lande factors. W e have tted these results using
equations [d) and [@) with only two adjistable param eters, nam ely the distance of the coil
center to the atom ic beam s and the paralkel speed ratio S, appearing in equation [@). The
agream ent w ith the experin entaldata is good, the discrepancy appearing m ostly in the case
of ®Li, when the visbility is very sm all.

The tsof gurel3 assum e that the signal com es only from the isotope selected by the
chosen laser frequency. As 'Liis considerably m ore abundant than °Li (92:4% vs 7:6% ), this
is, not surprisingly, an excellent assum ption forthe dom inant isotope ”L i, but this assum ption
works wellalso w ith the less abundant isotope, °Li. A ssum ing that the fringe pattems of the
two isotopes are always in phase, we can estin ate the contribution of "L1 isotope to the °Li
experin ent: from the t, we deduce a contribution lss than 10% of the fringe signal. W e
have developed a fiillm odelofthe interferom eter to explain thise ectbecause a sin plem odel,
w ith G aussian laser beam s described as top-hat beam s, cannot explain such a large isotopic
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Fig.4 { Relative visbility V, (dots) of the interference fringes for L4, pumped In itsF = 1 ground
state, as a fiinction of the coil current. E xperin entaldata points are represented by dots and the ts
by fiill curves. Left panel: 1rst order di raction p = 1, wih a rapid decay of the revival intensity;
right panel: second order di raction p = 2, with m ore apparent revivals. T he asym ptotic V, = 1=3
value is represented by a dashed line.

Test of velocity sekctivity. { For this test, we have optically pumped 'Lii #tsF = 1
state, using a diode laser tuned on the ?S;_,,F = 2 —-?P5_, transition. O pticalpum ping m ust
be perform ed before collin ation ofthe atom ic beam , because the photon m om entum transfers
due to absorptions and em issions of photons would sooil the necessary sub-recoil collin ation.
In the analysis, we assum e that the three M sub-levels of the F = 1 states are equally
populated. W e have recorded the fringe visbility using successively the di raction orders
p= 1land p = 2, wih di erent adjistm ents of the laser standing waves (peam diam eters
pow er density, frequency detuning and m irror directions, see ref. P]). The m easured relative
visbility V. (I) is plotted as a fiinction ofthe coilcurrent I in  gure[d: the varations are very
di erent from those cbserved on "Liw ithout opticalpum ping (see gure[3), because now only
two Mr j= 1 sub-levelsand oneM r = 0 sub—level are populated. W hen the m agnetic eld
gradient is large, M r & 0 sub-Jevels experience a large phase shift so that their contribution
to the fringe signal is washed out by the velocity average and the rem aining fringe visbility
is sokely due to theM ¢ = 0 sub—Jdevel. W e thus predict that V, tends toward 1=3 in this case
because there isone M y = 0 sub-Jevel over the three sub—Jevels of F = 1.

A s discussed above, the param eter which govems the decay of the revivals is the parallel
speed ratio and a t ofthese data gives S, = 90 when using the rst orderdi raction,p= 1,
and Sy = 1435 when using second order di raction, p = 2. The beam source conditions [O]
were the sam e In both cases and, from our study of the lithium beam [10,11], we know the
Initial value of the paralkel speed ratio, Sy; 85 . The velocity selective character of B ragg
di raction appears to be strong for second order di raction.

Conclusions. { In this lktter, we have studied the e ects of a m agnetic eld gradient on
the signals ofa lithium atom interferom eter and we have analyzed the resulting variations of
the fringe visbility. Follow ing Siu Au Lee and co-workers [/], we use a coil to produce the
m agnetic eld gradient ratherthan a septum carrying an electric current and inserted betw een
the two atom ic beam s as done by D . P ritchard and co-w orkers [5,6]: the coildoes not require
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the ne alignm ent ofthe septum and the tw o arrangem ents appear to give very sin ilare ects.

The idea that such an experin ent can m easure the relative w idth of the velocity distri-
bution was pointed out by J. Schm iledm ayer et al. [6]. W e have applied this idea w ith our
laser di raction atom Interferom eter and we have cbserved a m odi cation of the velocity dis—
tribution due to Bragg di raction by com paring st and second di raction orders. W e have
show n that the visbility variations give access to other quantities, such as the interferom eter
isotopic selectivity, which isexcellent in our experin ent w ith a correct choice of laserdetuning.
F inally, optical pum ping m odi es strongly the visbility variations, in good agreem ent w ith
sin ple argum ents. T he ability to test the velocity distribution or the isotopic selectivity w ill
be very usefill for the follow ing reasons:

- as discussed after equation [d), the velocity distribution of the atom s contributing to
the interference signals di ers from the velocity distribution of the incident atom ic beam and
this di erence is very in portant for accurate phase shift m easurem ents because m ost phase
shifts are dispersive (proportional to v with n = 1 as in a m easurem ent of an electric
polarizability [13]orn = 2 as in the present experin ents).

—a test of the isotopic selectiviy distribution could also be usefill to m easure the iso-
topic dependence of som e quantity, for instance the electric polarizability. T his possibility
has presently little interest because this dependence is considerably sm aller than the present
accuracy [L3]but it m ight not be always so.

W e have received the support ofCNRS M IPPU, ofANR and of Region M idiP yrenees.
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