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Quantum motion effects in an ultracold-atom Mach-Zehnder interferometer
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We study the effect of quantum motion in a Mach-Zehnder interferometer where ultracold, two-level atoms
cross a 7r/2--1r/2 configuration of separated, laser illuminated regions. Explicit and exact expressions are
obtained for transmission amplitudes of monochromatic, incident atomic waves using recurrence relations
which take into account all possible paths: the direct ones usually considered in the simple semiclassical
treatment, but including quantum motion corrections, and the paths in which the atoms are repeatedly reflected

at the fields.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The fringes of an interferometer are sensitive to differen-
tial phases of the arms caused by unequal fields along the
interfering paths. This makes interferometers useful for me-
trology and fundamental studies. In particular, atom interfer-
ometers offer, because of the internal structure of the atom,
richer interactions, greater and simpler control than the ones
based on light, electrons, or neutrons [1]. They are used for
the precise determination of frequencies and times in atomic
clocks, as well as many other applications to measure with
unprecedented accuracy the gravity field [2] and gravity gra-
dients [3], rotations [4,5], fundamental constants [6], accel-
erations [7], or relativistic effects [8]. Indeed, the accuracy
level is currently so high that the theoretical treatments of the
global performance of the interferometer [9,10] or the indi-
vidual constituents (beam splitters, mirrors) [11,12] need to
be refined with respect to the simple, original modelings. A
further reason is the use of ultracold atoms [6,13,14] to mini-
mize velocity broadening and to increase coherence lengths
and flight times; they also make possible the spatial separa-
tion of the arms by atomic recoil [15,16], as in Sagnac inter-
ferometry, where slower atoms increase arm separation, the
area enclosed, and thus the sensitivity achieved. In addition,
the use of condensates and other ultracold-matter phases
(such as the Tonks-Girardeau gas) in internal-state interfer-
ometry is currently being explored [17,18]. Since the atomic
velocities may be nowadays several orders of magnitude
smaller than in early beam experiments [19], these develop-
ments raise the following question: Is there any fundamental
or practical lower bound for the velocities in interferometry?
[20]. To answer it we need to go beyond the approximation
in which the center of mass motion along the interferometer
arms is treated classically.

Much work on that line by Bordé and co-workers has
emphasized a wave packet approach [9,11]. We shall explore

*jon.lizuain @ehu.es
+s_v_moosavi @mehr.sharif.edu
idirk_seidel @ehu.es
§jg.muga@ehu.es

1050-2947/2008/78(1)/013633(10)

013633-1

PACS number(s): 03.75.Dg, 67.85.—d

here a complementary stationary method, extending some
previous results on recurrence relations which were applied
to Ramsey interferometry in a waveguide [21]. The analysis
of stationary solutions leads to useful insight, and quite fre-
quently provides sufficient information, as the history of
scattering theory demonstrates (consider, e.g., the cavalier
but straightforward derivation of cross sections from station-
ary waves versus the more rigorous and cumbersome, but
finally equivalent, wave packet derivation). Of course, wave
packets can be constructed afterwards by linear superposition
for examining transients and specific space-time processes.
Among the interferometers with spatially separated paths we
shall focus on the simplest configuration, a Mach-Zehnder
interferometer, first implemented in the time domain by
Kasevich and Chu [2]. We shall deal here with the version in
which the laser beams are separated in space [5]. It consists
on a first 77/2 laser beam acting as an atom-beam splitter,
followed by a mirror (7 beam) and finally a second, recom-
bining 77/2 beam, see Fig. 1. Our main tool in this investi-
gation is the implementation of exact relations for the final
transmission amplitude in the excited state. They may be cast
as “recurrence relations” in terms of the scattering ampli-
tudes for each laser field [21,22], which allows us to classify
and calculate all possible paths by the number of reflections:'
the dominant or “direct” ones (without reflections), associ-
ated with the usual semiclassical ordering of events but af-
fected by quantum corrections, and also those paths in which
the particle is reflected in several field regions. The extreme
low-velocity regime in which these later “multiple scatter-
ing” paths become significant distorts severely the interfer-
ence pattern and thus sets a fundamental lower limit to the
atomic velocities for interferometry with fields separated in
the space domain [20,21]; for intermediate velocities, just
above the multiple scattering regime, direct paths dominate,
but the semiclassical expressions are not yet quite accurate
and need correction. Therefore an understanding of the vari-

'In this paper the term “reflection” refers to a change in the sign of
the momentum component in the longitudinal x direction. Do not
confuse this with the recoil taking place at the second (mirror) laser,
in which the excited or ground states are interchanged but the mo-
mentum component in the x direction does not change sign.
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FIG. 1. Atom interferometry with a 7/2-7r-7r/2 pulse configu-
ration. The left edges of the three pulses are located at x;=0, x,
=L+1/2, and x3=2L+3[/2. The beams are not drawn to scale and
their width is greatly exaggerated.

ous effects and scales involved is useful. To simplify the
analysis and isolate quantum motion effects from other phe-
nomena we shall ignore in this paper any external fields dif-
ferent from the laser fields. Other simplifying assumptions
are the consideration of flat and sharp (square) laser sheets,
fully coherent processes (i.e., we neglect excited state relax-
ation), and semiclassical atom-laser interaction. Some of
these approximations are discussed in the final section.

II. NOTATION AND HAMILTONIAN
A. Atom field interaction in 3D

We consider a setup where a two-level atom, with an in-
ternal (hyperfine) transition frequency w,, between levels lg)
and |e), moves with an initial wave number k=(k.,ky,k,)
(k,>k,,k.) and is illuminated in three x-localized regions by
a classical electric field E(x,t)=Ey(x)cos[w t—k;y+p(x)]
traveling in the y direction, see Fig. 1. The full three-
dimensional (3D) Hamiltonian describing this system in the

Schrodinger picture is

2
H= 5— +hwgle)e| + hQ(x) (o, + o_)cos[wpt — kpy + P(x)],
m

(1)

where o,=|e)(g|, 0_=|g){e|, the x-dependent Rabi frequency
Q(x) is assumed to be constant inside the field regions,
Q(x)=Q for xe[0,1/2], xe[L+1/2,L+31/2] and x e [2L
+31/2,2L+21] and zero otherwise, and the laser phase ¢(x)
is constant within each of the illuminated regions with values
¢,,n=1,2,3. In practice the traveling wave is an effective
one corresponding to two counterpropagating lasers which
induce a two-photon Raman transition and a large (optical)
recoil and arm separation, so that the parameters are effective
ones, after adiabatic elimination of a nonresonant upper
state, see, €.g., [23,24]. In a field adapted interaction-picture
defined by H,=%wy|e){e|, and applying the rotating-wave ap-
proximation (RWA), the time dependence of the Hamiltonian
is removed,

2 nQ
=2 el + 220
2m

[elt=00g, + Hc ],

(2)

where Ag=w,—w,, is the detuning between the laser fre-
quency and the internal transition.
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B. 1D effective equation in the x direction

To solve the stationary Schrodinger equation
H™|y(x.y.2)=Efl(x.y.2))  for an  energy E;
=h2k*/(2m), with k*=k;+k;+k;, we use the ansatz

|pel(x,y,2)) = g (1) "g) + e (x)e' Ve e, (3)

which describes the momentum transfer in the y direction
when the atom is excited, g,=k,+k;, and conservation of
momentum (free evolution) in the z direction. Inserting this
ansatz into the Schrodinger equation gives an effective equa-
tion in the x direction,

Hx<gx> _ Ex<gx>’ @
e, e,

232
where E = %,
2
hQ) .
= Py _ hl|e)e| + (x) [¢7Yg, +He], (5)
2m 2

and A is the effective detuning,

A= A0 - Akim (6)
hk;  fikk
kin = 2_L + _.LL’ (7)
m m

which includes the ordinary detuning A, and the “kinetic
detuning” Ay;, with a photon recoil term and a Doppler term.
From now on we shall deal with the 1D effective equation
(4) only.

III. SEMICLASSICAL REGIME

In the simplest treatment, valid for fast enough particles,
E>hQ, k,~q,= ka+2mA/ #, the internal and longitudinal
degrees of freedom are decoupled, and the x component of
the center of mass is assumed to follow the classical trajec-
tory x(f)=v,t, where v,=fk,/m. We shall, in other words,
treat the interferometer with fields separated in space as an
interferometer for fields separated in time. Then, the internal
states will evolve with H

Q.
H,=—-"hAle)(e| + T(e_"ﬁ"o; +H.c.), (8)

in the nth laser field, and with the bare Hamiltonian
Hy=~"hAle)el )

in the noninteracting regions. The corresponding time evolu-
tion operators are e’ in the nth laser and e~ 5"% in the
free evolution regions. From Fig. 1 it can be seen that there
are four possible semiclassical paths which lead to an excited
atom from an atom which is initially in the ground state |g).
If we set 7=I/v, and T=L/v,, the amplitudes of these four
paths are given by

Aic‘l — <e|e—iH3T/(2h)e—iHBT/h|e><e|e—iH2’r/ﬁe—iHBT/h|e>

X (e|e-iH172M) gy
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FIG. 2. P;Cel [Eq. (11), solid line] and PZ . [Eq. (24), dashed line]
as a function of the phase difference ® for a resonant condition A
=0. Data: v,=1 cm/s, [=10 um, my,=3.82X 10726 Kg. The Rabi
frequency is fixed to satisfy the w-pulse condition, Q=mv,/[=27
X500 Hz. P;f: is independent of L and, since A=0, P{, is indepen-
dent of L too [21].

A;d — <e|e—iH3T/(2ﬁ)e—iHBT/ﬁ|g><g|e—iHZT/ﬁe—iHBT/h|e>

><<e|€—ile/(2h)|g>,

A;Cl — <e|e—iH37/(2h)e—iHBT/ﬁ|e><e|e—iH27'/ﬁe—iHBT/h|g>

X<g|e_iH17/(2h)|g>,

Aftd =( e| o iH37(2h) e—iHBT/h| o)X g| o~ iHah e—iHBT/h| g)
X (glem )| o) (10)

For a wave packet, the momentum recoil will lead to a sepa-
ration of these paths in the y direction. If this separation is
larger than the transversal position spread of the packet Ay,
fik; T/ (2m)> Ay, and the detector’s resolution is better than
hik; T/ (2m), the interference between the outer paths will be
suppressed and only the interference between A3’ and Ag"l
will be observed, see Fig. 1 (thick lines). The corresponding
excitation probability is [see Appendix A for explicit expres-
sions of the matrix elements in Eq. (10)]

scl _ | 4 scl scl|2
Pge - |A2 +A3 |
02 Q'r

206 sin’ T{4A29’2+ 304+ 02

QV
X [4A2 cos 77' + 02 cos(Q'7)

QI !
7->Sin2 Q—T cos @}},
2 4
(11)

where @ is a combination of the three individual laser
phases, ® =, —2¢,+ b5, and Q' =VO>+A?, see Fig. 2 (solid
line).

Remark 1. Unlike the Ramsey configuration, this pattern
is independent of 7" and thus of the intermediate distance L
between the pulses since both interfering paths spend the

- 4<A2 + Q"%+ 0% cos
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same amount of time in the upper level and there is no ac-
cumulation of a phase difference.

Remark 2. dPi,ff/ d®osin @ so that there is a minimum
(zero) at ®=0 independently of all other parameters. In par-
ticular, this is true (within this approximation) regardless of
the velocity and the precision with which the #/2 and 7
pulses are implemented.

Remark 3. The detuning may affect the visibility of the
fringes but does not shift the fringe pattern. Near resonance,
A<(), and considering perfect pulse areas, ((A7=m), Eq.
(11) (which does not depend on these conditions) may be
expanded to leading order in A as

2
P;g’zsiﬁ%(l—%). (12)
The semiclassical central zero is in summary robust versus
velocity or detuning variations, and does not require strict
(77/2 and ) conditions on the pulse areas. However, if the
kinetic energy of the atom is comparable with the interaction
energy, this semiclassical approach breaks down and a full
quantum-mechanical solution becomes necessary, yielding a
phase shift of the interference pattern as we shall see.

IV. QUANTUM TREATMENT

The general solution to the stationary Schrodinger equa-
tion (4) away from the laser fields takes the form

l) = (Ge™ + G_e™ )| g) + (E, e + E_e™'%)|e),
(13)

where the amplitudes G. and E. have to be determined
from the boundary and matching conditions. We will follow
Ref. [21] to derive the exact quantum result of the interfer-
ence pattern. Let us denote by Rfj (Tf,-) the total reflection
(transmission) amplitudes of an atom entering the interfer-
ometer from the left in the i channel and an outgoing plane
wave in the j channel, i,j=g,e. In the case of a plane wave
incident from the left in the ground state, we have, for the
leftmost laser-free region I, see Fig. 1,

1= (" + Ry ™)) + Rie™e), (14)

whereas the outgoing wave to the right of field 3, region VII,
has the form

[y = Tyee™(g) + Ty e e). (15)

That is, after passing the three laser pulses the atom may still
be in the ground state, propagating with a wave number k,,
or in the excited state, propagating with a wave number ¢,.
In the latter case, the atomic transition |g) — |e) induced by
the laser field changes the kinetic energy in the effective
equation for the x direction. For A>0 the kinetic energy of
the excited state component is enhanced by #A whereas for
A <0 it is reduced by #A. For A smaller then the critical
value Acrz—ﬁkf/ 2m, the excited state component becomes
evanescent and its transmission probability vanishes (the
channel becomes closed). Thus the quantum-mechanical
probability to observe the transmitted atom in the excited
state is zero for A<A_,; otherwise

cr
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9x
Pge=k_x|TZIZE|2 fOI‘A>A”, (16)

and we shall limit the analysis to this later case. (For a study
of the evanescent regime see [25]). The exact form of T;e
follows from the matching conditions between the free-space
solutions and the dressed state solutions inside the fields us-
ing the transfer matrix formalism [21,26,27].

A. Excited state probability amplitude

The solutions (13) in the laser-free regions may be given
in a compact form by a constant four-dimensional vector v
=(G,,G_,E,,E_)' (the prime means “transpose”) with the
complex amplitudes. In particular, the scattering boundary
conditions are imposed on the external regions I and VII,

vr=(L.R,.0.R,,) . (17)
Uy = (T‘;gao’]—fgmo)’- (18)

These solutions at the external regions are related by a com-
bination of transfer matrices [21,27], see Appendix B, as

vI = T(I)T(z)T(S)vVH = TmlvVH, (19)
where T™ is the transfer matrix for the nth laser, i.e.,

TO=T(0,12,¢),
TO=T(L+12,L+3112,¢,),

TO =TQL+31/2,2L +21,¢3), (20)

and T™ is the “total” transfer matrix for the whole interfer-
ometer. Solving Eq. (19) for T"ge, we find that the excited
state transmission probability amplitude is given by

tot

31
= 21
T - TS .

B. Two-channel recurrence relations

Since the transfer matrices for the laser interactions are
known in terms of the laser parameters, see Appendix B, Eq.
(21) provides an explicit and easy to calculate expression.
However, this numerical calculation alone does not necessar-
ily provide much physical insight. It is useful to relate the
transfer matrices to scattering transmission and reflection
amplitudes for the individual laser regions. We denote by
(r,,)fi and (t,,)fi the single-laser reflection and transmission
amplitude for incidence on the nth laser “barrier” from the
left in the ith channel and an outgoing plane wave in the jth
channel (as before i,j=g,e), and by (r,);; and (t,);; the cor-
responding amplitudes for right incidence. These scattering
amplitudes for the laser units are also easy to calculate [ex-
actly, using Egs. (C7), (C8), and (B10), or with approxima-
tions, e.g., semiclassically [26] or otherwise], and their
moduli are typically close to one or zero, so that we may
introduce an expansion parameter, see below, to discern the
dominant contributions corresponding to “direct scattering,”
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and classify the order of the corrections in terms of the num-
ber of reflections. One further advantage is that we may also
classify and distinguish the paths according to the number of
interlaser free-motion regions in which the atom flies in the
excited state (for direct, reflectionless paths, this number
may be 0, as in A4 of Fig. 1, 1 as in A2 and A3, or 2 as in
Al). We may thus distinguish those paths that will finally
interfere (e.g., A2 and A3 in Fig. 1) from those that will not
(A1 and A4 in Fig. 1) in an atomic wave packet because of
the arm separation due to recoil.

The relation between the matrix elements Tg’-’) and the
individual scattering amplitudes (rn)ﬁz; ,(tn)ﬁz; is invertible,
ie., Tg?): fn[(r,,)ﬁj ,(tn)ﬁzj] with invertible known functions f,,
(see Appendix C).

C. Mach-Zehnder terms

If the kinetic energy #2k>/(2m) is larger than the Rabi
energy #(), the scattering process will be dominated by
transmission through all fields and all reflection amplitudes
will be small quantities compared to the transmission ones,
ie., (tn)ﬁ}’|>|(rn)£}’| for all lasers (n=1,2,3). Moreover, the
second laser is assumed to apply very nearly a m-pulse which
flips the internal atomic state, so that |(r,)"'| < 1. Multiplying
all small amplitudes by a small expansion parameter 7, the
series expansion in 7 of Tlge has the form

22
To.= (A3 +AD + (A +AD + 72 BY, (22)
i=1

where the individual quantum amplitudes A7 and B are
given in Appendix D in terms of the single laser scattering
amplitudes (rn)f;-l and (tn)fjtl. The dominant zeroth order terms
are in correspondence with the A5 and AY' direct paths in
the semiclassical picture, whereas first order corrections cor-
respond to the semiclassical A5 and A% paths and are small
since they contain diagonal transmission amplitudes in the
second laser (Appendix D 1). The quantum reflection effects
are included in the second order terms, which contain the
quantum amplitudes B for all 22 possible paths leading to a
transmitted excited atom including two reflections, see Ap-
pendix D 2.

In a wave packet, recoil effects will separate in space all
these paths leading to transmitted excited atoms. In order to
compare the quantum interference pattern with the one ob-
tained semiclassically in Eq. (11), we choose those paths
interfering with A4 and A%, i.e., the ones in the Mach-
Zehnder geometry (along thick lines in Fig. 1): they are BY
with i=1,2,3,4. This gives the following excited state prob-
ability:

4
A‘§+A§1+EB?

i=1

2

pi =L , (23)

X

see Eq. (16). Taking into account the phase dependence of
each of the quantum scattering amplitudes (Appendix D 3),
one may write
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q N ~ ~ ~ ~
Pl,= k_x e P(AY+ By + BY)) + (A + B}

X

(24)

where the tildes are for amplitudes with ¢,=0 (n=1,2,3).
Both quantum and semiclassical results are compared in Fig.
2.

D. Direct scattering and quantum shifts
We shall first work out the direct scattering case in which
the reflection terms can be neglected,
P, ~ 3494 ag? (25)
ge k 2+ A3
X

Let us first write the amplitudes in terms of their moduli and
phases,

! 1 1 ! 1 L —i(dy— i
Aq = (t])ge(IZ)eg(t:i)ge = |(tl)ge(t2)eg(t3)ge|e l(¢)l ¢)2+¢3)el6‘2[9

Aq = (tl ! (t2)le(t3)ie = |(t1 ! (t2)le(t3)lee|e_i¢)zeiaga (26)

where the ] 5 transmission phases result from the addition of
the phases of the individual transmission amplitudes along
the path when all ¢,=0. From the semiclassical expressions,

Al = |ASl| (1= ¥ ) ew;”’ 27)

Ascl |Ascl|e—z¢2ezﬁ3 , (28)

we have that, in a m/2-7r-7/2 configuration with A=0,
65— 65'=, see Appendix A. For the quantum case we may
also expect 60= #]— ¢}~ . If we write the actual phase as
60= 1+ 6P, there Will be a minimum of

|49+ A9* = |AY)> + |AY]* + 2 cos(— D + 56)|A9)|A9] (29)
at =5,

@g_ o« sin(— ® + 7+ 5P) =0. (30)

dd
This is a quantum phase shift which vanishes in the semi-
classical limit. Imposing the condition //v, = at each ve-
locity (i.e., exact semiclassical /2 and 7r conditions), the
quantum motion shift is shown in Fig. 2. Take note that the
minimum of P, is not a zero since the quantum moduli |A]
and |A4| do not exactly coincide: these conditions do not
really split the beam in two equal halves at the external
lasers, so that |(1))y,|#[(1))5,[, and [(53)5,] #](13)L,]. The
consequence is a quantum reduction of visibility. We may
look for enhanced visibility modifying the laser intensity and
thus the pulse area away from the former condition, i.e.,
Ql/v,=m+e. Figures 3 and 4 show the moduli |A$
and the phase shift 5O as a function of the extra phase € for
fixed laser width and velocity. Note that the moduli of |Ag|
and |A{| cross each other at a value €, so that a zero of Pq
can indeed be achieved by adjusting the Rabi frequency at
(7+€,)v, /1. There are, however, two important differences
with respect to the semiclassical exact 7/2-m-7/2 case: (a)
the “optimal” value €, depends on the velocity (in the semi-
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FIG. 3. |A9| and |A{| as a function of € (the deviation from
perfect pulse areas, i.e., /v, =m+e¢) for different velocities: The
thin lines correspond to v,=0.5 cm/s and the thick ones to
v,=1.0 cm/s (I=10 um and A=0 in both cases). Note that the two
moduli cross each other at some value of €. At these values,
|A9]=]A%| and maximum visibility will be obtained, see Eq. (29).

classical case €,=0 for all v,); and (b) even for the optimal
€,, there is a quantum phase shift, 5O # 0.

E. Reflections

For a velocity region, the result including two reflections,
Eq. (24), cannot be distinguished from the calculation with
direct paths only, which should be dominant for ﬁzk)zc/ 2m
> (). Combining this with the 7r-pulse condition, the direct
scattering approximation is valid when k,/> 2, as it is ob-
served in Fig. 5, where, for lower values of k,/ the direct
approximation breaks down and quantum reflections become
relevant. The effect is a rather chaotic oscillation of the shift
(the actual structure is even more complex than the one
shown in the scale of the figure). There are, however, several
reasons why this regime will be difficult to see in practice as
commented in the final discussion.

0.9995

2 0.9994 — —

q9n 49
0,%-0,%)/

0.9993 — —

0.9992 ‘ | \
“0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1

e/n

FIG. 4. Quantum phase difference for nonperfect pulse areas.
v=1 cm/s, [=10 wm, and A=0. Note that in the semiclassical case
this difference is 65— Q’"” =1 for every value of e, i.e., for every
pulse length.
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FIG. 5. Phase shift of the interference pattern as a function of
k.. The length [ is kept constant (10 wm), while the velocity (and
thus the Rabi frequency) is changed in order to maintain the
7/ 2-pulse condition. It should be clear from Eq. (11) that in the
semiclassical regime, there is no phase shift (solid line). The dashed
line corresponds to the direct scattering approximation, where quan-
tum reflections are neglected. At low velocities, quantum reflections
become relevant and direct approximation breaks down (dotted
line). Resonant A=0 pulses have been considered for the calcula-
tions, but numerical simulations show the robustness of the phase
shift against detuning fluctuations. Changes in the detuning of the
order =2v,/L are indistinguishable in the scale of the figure for L
between 10 cm and 1 m, see Sec. IV F.

F. Effect of the detuning

The calculations so far have been made for perfectly reso-
nant interactions, i.e., for A=0, where the detuning A con-
tains both the natural detuning A, and the kinetic detuning,
see Egs. (6) and (7). In a wave packet it is not possible to
fulfill the perfect resonant A=0 condition exactly for all
components: even though one may adjust the laser frequency
to compensate for the recoil term in Eq. (7), the momentum
spread of the wave packet in the y direction, Ak,, will lead to
a detuning spread from the Doppler term, Ap=fkk;/m. In
the semiclassical case, we have already shown that the de-
tuning can only affect the visibility of the interference
fringes but will not affect their position, see Eq. (12). This is
no longer true in a fully quantum calculation. Since the po-
sition spread in the y direction, Ay, cannot be larger than
fik;T/2m in order to suppress the interference with outer
paths, Ak, will also be limited. We may thus estimate the
Doppler-detuning spread as

Af,x——ﬁkL(AkV) w2 s (31)
m T L
Numerical simulations with v,~1 cm/s and L=0.1-1.0 m
show that a kinetic detuning like this has negligible effect on
the calculated phase shift, which is quite robust against de-
tuning fluctuations.

V. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have explored the low velocity limit of
atomic interferometry in a simple Mach-Zehnder 7/2--/2
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configuration of spatially separated laser fields ignoring fur-
ther external fields. In particular, we have performed a fully
quantum analysis of incident monochromatic stationary
atomic waves by providing explicit expressions for transmis-
sion probabilities from which the physically relevant paths
and contributions in terms of transmission and reflection am-
plitudes for the individual laser fields may be extracted.

For laser fields separated in space, the ideal 7/2-m-7r/2
conditions leading to perfect splitting, perfect state switch-
ing, and interferometer phase given exclusively by the laser
field phases cannot be reached in a fully quantum scenario,
even for a fixed incoming velocity. The consequence is a
quantum-motion phase shift at low atomic velocities related
to the phases of the transmission amplitudes. One may opti-
mize the fringe visibility by deviating the Rabi frequency
from the semiclassical value, but a phase shift remains
which, in addition, depends on the incident velocity. This
quantum-motion shift is quite insensitive to the detuning to
be found in wave packet components but shows wild oscil-
lations when the velocities are so low that paths with reflec-
tions at the fields become significant.

All the above has been done for square laser profiles in
the longitudinal direction, with two-channel recurrence rela-
tions which are by construction well adapted to generaliza-
tions for more realistic laser intensity profiles. They may be
Gaussian, or include deviations from the square laser barrier,
since a sharp boundary of the optical wave cannot propagate
a large distance. Furthermore, the de Broglie wavelength of
the Na atom at 1 cm/s is of the order of the optical wave-
length, thus it is expected that the behavior of the atomic
wave will be influenced by the amplitude and phase varia-
tions of the laser field at the boundary. These effects will be
considered in a separate publication.

We have also considered flat laser sheets ignoring the cur-
vature of the field. For direct paths (transmitted in all lasers)
this is a good approximation, whereas paths with reflections,
having longer flights and more collisions with the laser
fields, will be more affected by curvature effects, which, to-
gether with other averaging effects (because of the extreme
sensitivity of these paths to tiny velocity variations) will
surely cancel their contribution to the shift.
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APPENDIX A: AMPLITUDES FOR ATOM AT REST

These are the amplitudes needed for calculating matrix
elements in Eq. (8) with the Hamiltonian (8). Here the atom
is illuminated during a time ¢.
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) ) A
(gle™Hnh| g = e’Mz[cos(Q’t/Z) - iﬁ sin(Q’t/Z)} ,

) ) A
(e|e” "M ey = e"A’/z[cos(Q’t/Z) + ia sin(Q’t/Z)] ,

. ) 0
—iH |\ _ i iA2 —
(ele™ MM gy = — jeiBi2e=idn—

sin(€'1/2),

<g|e—zH,,r/h|e> __ l-ezAr/Zezde sin(Q'1/2), (A1)

where Q' =VQ2+A2, They are also useful to obtain semiclas-
sical approximations of matrix elements of transmission am-
plitudes 7,,.

APPENDIX B: TRANSFER MATRICES

Consider the regions a=I,1I,1II in Fig. 1, separated by x;
and x,. The general solution to the stationary Schrédinger
equation (4) of the effective Hamiltonian (5) reads

X)) 0= ga0)|g) + en(x)e).

We want to find these solutions for a=I,II,1II and match
them at the boundaries.

(B1)

1. Solution outside and inside the fields

The solutions at the laser-free regions (a=1,1II) are given
by

|900)a = (age™ +bae ™) g) + (coe' ™ + d e )e),
(B2)

where 7k, is the initial momentum of the atom in the longi-
tudinal x direction and q§=k2+2mA/ f. Inside the laser fields

X
the (unnormalized) dressed state basis which diagonalizes

the interaction part of the Hamiltonian is given by |\.)

eik+x e—ik+x
2N, )
+ - + —ig -
T pidpikix it pmikix
My(x, ) = . _
’ ik e+ — ik ek
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=|g)+2N.e7?Q7Ye), where N.=(-A*Q')/2 are the
dressed energies. The solution inside the interaction region
(a=II) will be given in terms of these dressed states and
dressed energies,

()i = (ane™ + bye™ )|\,),

+ (Cneik’x + dHE_ik’x)|)\_>, (B3)

with wave numbers ki:kﬁ—Zm)\i/ fi. The solution in each
zone can be then given by a set of four unknown complex
amplitudes, collected in a constant complex vector v,
=(ay,bgy,Cy.d,)', where the prime means “transpose.”

2. Matching conditions: One laser

The wave functions and their derivatives with respect to x
may be written in the following way in each of the zones.
Outside the interaction region (a=I,1II),

8a(x) g
NEY) be
. = MO(x) > (B4)
ga(x) Ca
éa(x) doz
and inside the field (a=1I)
8alx) Ao
e,(x) b,
. =Mb(X, ¢>1) s (BS)
galx) Ca
é,4(x) de

where the dot represents derivative with respect to x. The M
matrices are explicitly given by

ik+%e_i¢eik+x —ik+%e_id’e_”‘+x ik_&e_id’eik-x —ilc_&e_"qse_”‘-’C

With this notation, the matching conditions at x=x; and x
=X, can be written as

MO(xl)vI:Mb(xlv(;bl)vH’ (B7)

eikx e—ikx 0 0
Y ( ) 0 0 eiqx e—iqx
= ket — ke ™ 0 o |
0 0 ige'®™ —ige %
eik_x e—ik_x
2N ., . 2N ., .
_e—t¢etk_x _e—ldze—lk_x
) ) B6
ik_e'*~ — ik_e™ k=~ (B6)
[
M (x5, 1)vy = Mo(x2)qy. (B8)

Eliminating vy from the system above, we end up with a
transfer matrix T(x;,x,, ;) which connects the amplitudes
of both sides,
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vy = T(xp,x0, ¢y, (B9)
defined by

T(xpx, ) = Mo(x) ™ My(x ), )My (x2, p) ™ Mo(x,).
(B10)

3. Phase dependence

The explicit dependence of the (one laser) transfer matrix
on the laser phase ¢ (we drop the laser index n) is as fol-
lows:

fu :rn eiq}fn €i¢f14
le -Fzz ei(ﬁfm €i¢f24
Topxpd)=| - - ,
Ty Ty Ty Ty
Ty Ty, T Tu
where the tildes represent the phase-free form of the ampli-
tudes, i.e., TiJ-:Tij((ﬁ:O).

4. Multiple laser fields

Clearly we may repeat step by step the operations above
for the second and third laser. The results are formally the
same, except for the substitution of the matching points and
the laser phase. We may then write

vy =T(xy,x, ¢)vy, (B11)
v = T(x3,x4, y)Uy, (B12)
vy = T(xs, X6, h3) v, (B13)
and relate the waves on the extremes by
v = T0xp,x0, @) T(x3,x4, o) T(xs,x6, P3)Uyy.  (B14)

APPENDIX C: RECURRENCE RELATIONS

Consider, for the nth laser located between x; and X, the
following “elementary” scattering boundary conditions cor-
responding to incidence of a wave in one channel from the
left or right.

(1) Left incoming, ground state:

1 (1) e
(F)gq 0
=T"(x;,x)) (c1)
0 "\ @
(F)ge 0
(2) Left incoming, excited state:
0 (t,)!,
(ra)eg
] =TW(x,x C2
1 e )
(rn lee 0
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(3) Right incoming, ground state:

0 () g
t)h 1
(1) g =T | (C3)
0 (ra)ge
() ge 0
(4) Right incoming, excited state:
0 (ra)eg
(tn)eg 0
‘=T (x, : C4
0 (i, xp) "), (C4)
(t)ee I

Thus, for each laser we have a system of 16 equations which
can be solved to give the transfer matrix T elements as a
function of the single field scattering amplitudes (r,, ;Jtl, or
the other way around, the single field scattering amplitudes
in terms of the transfer matrix elements. Combined with Eq.
(B10), this provides explicit, exact expressions for the scat-
tering amplitudes.

1. Tf-;’) as a function of (r,,)ﬁ:; and (t,,)ﬁ:;
We have dropped the n index of the laser for simplicity.
!
Tll = tee/f’
! !
Tia= gty = Tgglee)/f s
!
T13 == teg/f7

l !
T14 = (r;eteg - rzgtee)/f,

T21=(r{g ll —rl tl )/f,

glee eg'ge

I or lor loor loor

T =1f _rggrggtee_rggrgeteg_regrggtge+regrgetgg
22— 88 f H

1 I
T23_(regtgg_ ggteg)/f’

I L oor L or L or

Tof — Vool eoloe = Togleelee = Tealealge t Tegleeloe
24 = teg f ’

!
T3 =—1,/f,
! 1
T32 = (rggtge - rgetgg)/f5
Tyu=t /f
337 "'/
l l
T34 = (Vthge - rgetgg)/f,
.l !l
T41 = (rgetee - eetge)/f’

L or L or L r L or
Tp=t,, - Tl gelee = Tge geleg = Teel gglge ¥ Teel gelgg

ge f ’
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!l [
T43 = (reetgg - rgeteg)/f,

Lor Lor ol Lo loor 1
T, =1 rgeregtee - rgereeteg - reereg[ge + reereetgg
44=1p— f >
(Cs)

with the common denominator f defined by

1) I
S = toelgg = toglee (Co6)

2. (r,,)f:; and (t,,)fj as a function of Tg’)
We have dropped the » index of the laser for simplicity.

ri’g =—(=TysT3 + Ty T33)/F,
ri’e = (=T3Tyy + T3 T4)/F,

rhe=— =TTy + T Tos)/F,

r
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re=— (=TT + T Ty)/F,
Foe= (= T13T3+ TaT33)/F,
Tee == (T2 T3 =T TR)/F,
T = (T14T33=Ti3T3)/F,
Toe == (T1aT3 =T T34)/F,
tye=—T33/F,
tee=Tai/F,
tye=Tiy/F,

llee=—T]]/F, (C7)

=

_ Ti3Ton T3+ TioTos T+ TisTo Tao =T Tos T = TioTo Tss+ T T 53

88 F

o TisTao Ty = TiTas Ty =TT Tun+ T TasTu + TioT5Tus = T1 T Tys

ge = F P

o TiaTos T = TisToa s = Tia T Tas + TiiTogTas + TisTo Tau = T1iTosTay

eg — F ’
P TiaTss Ty + T TagTay + Tia T Tus = T TagTus = T3 T3 Tua + T4 T35y (C8)
ee F ’

I
where the common denominator F is given by Al= (ll)é g(IZ)i: (5L,
F=T3T5=TTss. (C9)
Af= (1)L (1)L (13)L. (D1)

APPENDIX D: EXPLICIT EXPRESSIONS OF THE
QUANTUM SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

We give here explicit expressions for the amplitudes in
Eq. (22).
1. Four direct paths

There are four possible paths leading to an excited atom
with no reflection. These are the corresponding amplitudes,

A(li = (tl)ée(tz)ie(tS)ie’

Af= (tl)(lgg(tz)leg(t?ﬂ){ggv

2. 22 paths with two reflections

The quantum amplitudes B for all 22 possible paths lead-
ing to a transmitted excited atom including two reflections,
provided that the perfect m-pulse at the second laser flips the
atomic state are explicitly given by

By = (1)) (1) o (1) (1) (130
Bi= (fl);g(”z)ig("l);e(fz)ig(%)ée,
BY = (1)) (1) (1) (r2) o (13)

By = (1)L () (7)) (1)
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B = (1)) (r2) g (r)g (1) (83),»
BE = (11) g4 (r2) o (1) (12)1(13)
BY = (1)) (1) (13)} (1) o (13)1
BY = (1)) (1) (13) g (1) o (£3)h
BE = (1) (1)} (1) g (1) (13)1
Blo= (1) (r2)! () g (1) (13)'»
By = (1) (1) (r3) b (12 o (8)se
BYy = (11) g (1) 4o (r3)ee (12) (1) g (12 (83t
Bl = (1) (12) o (r3)} (1) (1) (1) (13)
By = (1) (1) (13)! (12) g (1) o (1)1 (13),
Bls = (1)) (1) g, (13).(12) (1) (1)1 (15)s
Bls= (1)) (1) (r3)} (7)o (1)L
By = (1)) o (r)e (1) (12),,(8)s
Bl = (11) g (12)1g(r3) g (12) (11 g (12) 5, (£3)

Biy= (tl)ge(lz) (rS)(lgg(t2);e(rl)Zg(IZ)(lge(t?y)[ee’

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 78, 013633 (2008)

By = (1 e(’”z)lee(h)Ze(lz)leg(ts)i,e,
4= (1) (1) (73 g (1) g (P o (12) g (13)
BgZ = (tl)ée(t2)ég(r3);g(t2)ge(rl)Ze(IZ)Lg(t:i)zlge' (DZ)

3. Phase dependence of the scattering amplitudes

The dependence of each of the path amplitudes on the
laser phases are easily obtained from the two-channel recur-
rence relations and the transfer matrix formalism. If the
phase-free amplitudes (for all ¢,=0) are denoted by tildes,
we have

A =eT1AY,
Al= e—i(¢1—¢2+¢3)gg,
Al=ePAY,
Af=eT3A1,
Bi= e‘i‘f’zg’f,
Bi= e—i(¢1—¢z+¢3)l§g’
Bi=e"%BY,

BY = rmdrdigy (D3)
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