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Abstract. We discuss experiments to produce and detect atom coomedati a degenerate or nearly
degenerate gas of neutral atoms. First we treat the atoralogof the celebrated Hanbury Brown

Twiss experiment, in which atom correlations result simijphym interference effects without any

atom interactions. We have performed this experiment fth bosons and fermions. Next we show
how atom interactions produce correlated atoms using timaiatanalog of spontaneous four-wave
mixing. Finally, we briefly mention experiments on a one disienal gas on an atom chip in which

correlation effects due to both interference and inteoasthave been observed.

INTRODUCTION

Recent years have seen a blossoming in the use of experirtesttaiques sensitive to
atom correlation in the study of ultra-cold atomic gaseteA& pioneering experiment
in 1996 [1], in which the atomic Hanbury Brown Twiss (HBT) expment was first
observed, there were many analyses and proposed extensiatiser situations[]2,
B, B, [3]. In the past two years several experimental read@athave been reported
(6, @, B.[[IP]. At the same time, the theoretical community Shown much interest in
correlated pairs of atoms, either from collisions or from tieakup of moleculds[i[T,]12,
f3,[14,[Ib[16]. Here again, the year 2005 saw the report ofj@erienental realization.
In this paper we will discuss some new experiments concgratom correlations. We
refer the reader to the contribution of I. Bloch in this volrfor additional ones. All
this activity promises to provide much new information abthe behavior of cold
guantum gases, but we also emphasize that in the field ofaruatel particle physics,
Hanbury Brown Twiss correlations are a well establishededarpental technique and
we recomend Ref[]]7] for a review.

THE ATOMIC HANBURY BROWN TWISSEXPERIMENT

I ntuitive picture

At this conference, the contributions of R. Glauber and tfi&. Demler discuss the
theoretical interpretation of the correlation experinsehtere we will give a less general



but intuitive point of view due to Fand J[L8]. The HBT effectaessarily involves the
detection of two particles at different space-time poiftaus one is led to consider, two
source points, A and B, which emit particles detected at teteation pointsC and
D. One must consider the quantum mechanical amplitude foprtbeess A — C and

B — D) as well as that forA — D andB — C). If the two processes are indistinguishable,
the amplitudes interfere. For bosons, the interferenceorsstcuctive resulting in a
joint detection probability which is enhanced compared hat tof two statistically
independent detection events, while for fermions the jpnabability is lowered. For
a detector separation larger than the aperture which waarchip the resolution of the
structure of the source, the average over different pomteé source washes out the
interference and one recovers the situation for uncogelparticles.

In the case of a chaotic source of light the correlations @ @asily understood in
terms of speckle, without reference to the concept of ptot8ut, as in optics with
light, we are capable of producing sources for which a atassinalysis is not adequate.
The experiment discussed below using fermions is an exampeidea of speckle can
still be useful however, because it reminds us that theserawpnts can be analyzed
from the point of view of noise or fluctuation phenomena.

Experiment with bosons

The detection of HBT correlations has presented a signifedgmerimental challenge,
because the correlation is only maximal if the two detecdeipy the samB® volume
in phase space. In other words, the correlation qu%lwheresis the size of the source
andt is the time of flight to the detectdr[[L9], is generally quiteadl. In addition, the
signal to noise ratio in the experiment is proportional te pihase space density of the
source. Thus, the detailed study of the HBT effect was gréatilitated by the advent of
degenerate quantum gases. Fidlire 1 shows our detector.rA-afiannel plate (MCP)
amplifies the electron ejected upon impact by a metastalilematom (20 eV internal
energy). The charge pulse is recorded with ns time resolatnal in the horizontal plane
a delay line anode and timing electronics provides positésolutiort. Although the
detector actually measures arrival times, we conventipieahvert the arrival time into
a vertical position by multiplying by the velocity at arrhat the detector. This velocity
has a spread of less than 1% over the atomic sample.

In the spring of 2005, we successfully used this detectobseove the HBT effect
using an evaporatively cooled sample*ble[d, [20]. We refer the reader to those papers
for more information. The shape, width and height of the @atron signal can be
guantitavely understood by a simple ideal gas treatmeriteodtoms.

1 Available from Roentdekt t p: / / www. r oendt ek. conh Our time to digital converter is manufac-
tured by ISITeclht t p: / / ww. opt i csval | ey. or g/ dat a/i si t ech. pdf]



http://www.roendtek.com
http://www.opticsvalley.org/data/isitech.pdf
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FIGURE 1. (A).Drawing of the cloverleaftrap and the position sensitietector. The detector consists
of two 8 cm diameter micro channel plates. The charge is celteby two delay-line anodes to give
both the arrival time (or equivalently the vertical posifjcand the position of the particles in the x-y
plane. The vertical resolution is determined by the timelg®n (1 ns) while the horizontal resolution is
about 500um. (B). Pair distribution histogram féiHe falling on the detector. A time separation of 1 ms
corresponds to about 3.5 mm. The broad overall shape of ¢ebdition (HWHM about 6 ms) is due to
the approximately Gaussian temporal shape of the clouddiftfer times below 1 ms is the antibunching
or Fermibury effect.

Experiment with fermions

Only weeks before the ICAP2006 conference, the metastadbilent groups in Or-
say and in Amsterdam began a collaboration to observe tHagmss effect with the
fermionic isotope’He. Instead of a bump, we expect a dip. The Amsterdam group had
already demonstrated the production of a degenerate gitedP1], and the setup was
sufficiently similar to the one in Orsay that it was possibleistall the Orsay detector in
the Amsterdam apparatus with some minor modifications tewdlcaum system. It took
only two weeks of (albeit intense) work to see an unambigwusbunching signal.
One of the first of these is shown in Fig. 1. Unlike the publébeson data, the data
shown are not normalized. Thus one sees a broad structuine ipeak corresponding
to the Gaussian shape of the cloud as it arrives at the det@stonore precisely its
auto-convolution). The anti-bunching signal is the smadlfdr pair separations below
1 ms. At this writing, quantitative analysis of these datati in progress, but roughly
speaking, the antibunching signal corresponds closelyt@ppectations. Under iden-
tical conditions, the width and amplitude of the signal fasbns and fermions are of
similar magnitude.



OBSERVATION OF CORRELATED ATOM PAIRS

Interactions between atoms also produce correlated atbimescorrelations are partic-
ularly simple for elastic collisions, and obviously the guwof collision products has
occupied much of atomic, nuclear and particle physics ferlést century. The colli-
sions we study here however are a little different becausesdiirce is a Bose-Einstein
condensate (BEC), and therefore approximates a "singlefsmilirce. Thus, analogies
with four-wave mixing are very apt. Indeed stimulated foave mixing using BEC’s
has already been observed[23, 23]. Collisions between 8E&&/e also been studied by
two other group$[24, 25]. In these experiments collisidoeiges were sufficiently high
that not only s-waves but also d-waves were involved. Theexyents we describe here
are limited to the s-wave regime.

The point of departure for the experiment is the Orsay appsanased in the HBT
experiment described above. To this apparatus we have addadore laser beams to
drive stimulated Raman transitions between the trappee- (1) and field insensitive
(m= 0) states of the35, energy level. The quantization axis is defined by the magneti
field which is along the x-axis. The two lasers are detuneddfyMHz from the 3S, -
23p, transition and have a relative detuning of about 600 kHz @epto be in Raman
resonance for atoms in the bias field of the magnetic traplaser beams propagate at
small angles to the andx axes of Fig. 1 and thus a momentum transfehnlgiy + e,),
whereey is a unit vector along the x-axis, accompanies the Ramasgitiam. The beam
along thex-axis is retro-reflected resulting in a second possible Ratnaasition with a
momentum transfer dik(—ex +&,).

Most of the atoms are transfered to thre= O state with one of the two possible
momentum components. These atoms collide with a relatilairg of twice the recoil
velocity and, in the absence of gravity, would be scattenéal & spherical shell whose
radius is ﬁmkt wheret is the time after the collision. In the presence of gravibhg t
kinematics are the same except that the spherical shelleaates downward. Atoms
which are not transferred to tine= O state remain in the trap. Figyje 2 shows some data
taken with the delay line detector under these conditiohg. figure shows successive
slices of the three-dimensional reconstruction of the atgrositions. The sphere into
which the atoms are scattered, as well as the two collidingds are clearly visible.
Less than 10% of the atoms are scattered from the collidimgos.

The correlations on the sphere are shown in Big. 3. We seer@lation signal both
for pairs of opposite momenta in the center of mass frape;p) as well as for pairs
with the same momentuiip, p). The latter effect is simply another manifestation of the
HBT effect[13,[1p] and may prove useful because it allowsoushiaracterize the size
of the source. The size of signal for opposite momenta camimciple be many times
the background level. Its small size here appears to be daerather poor quantum
efficiency of the detector (on the order of 5% averaged overditector). The width
of the anti-colinear correlation peak is clearly largenthiae colinear peak. We believe
that its width is partly due to the mean field energy acquingdhle atoms during their
expansion[13[ 2€, 1%, [16]. A quantitative study of the widthl the detector quantum
efficiency is in progress.



FIGURE 2. Images of the collision of two condensates. Each frame sepits successive slices of the
atomic cloud as it passes the plane of the detector. The tilidding condensates and the s-wave collision
sphere are clearly visible.

CORRELATIONSON AN ATOM CHIP

As has been shown in other recent experiments, single atomtiog is not necessary
to observe atom correlation effects. Absorptive imaginigemwperformed in sufficiently
low noise conditions can also be sensitive to atom numbepan density fluctuationfg[5,
B, B]. Inspired by these experiments, we have also examinetbar fluctuations in
a nearly one dimensional gas on an atom chip. A difficulty iscaiption imaging is
the fact that the necessary integration over one directaomaverage out the desired
signal. The one dimensional geometry is particularly fatate in this respect because
this integration can be avoided. Atom chips are also adgawatas for this sort of study
because they permit the use of a compact, and mechanicablesapparatus. In our
experiment we had little difficulty in taking images at theopdn shot-noise limit.
Multiple averages (several hundreds) of these images fedran accurate subtraction
of the photon shot-noise to reveal the atom number fluctnsfid@].

In spite of the fact that the resolution of our imaging systeas significantly larger
than the correlation length of the sample, these measutsrhad two new features.
First, the fluctuations were observed without releasingatioens from the trap. They



FIGURE 3. Atom correlation signals: (A), for opposite momenta, (B), €olinear momenta. The left
image shows the signal in the x-y plane. The next two in eashstww the signals along one axis and
integrated along the other. The second line (B) is simply aifastation of the Hanbury Brown Twiss
effect. In both cases the correlation function is anisdtrbgcause of the initial anisotropy of the source.
The normalization is such that unity corresponds to no tatice.

were thus sensitive to correlations in position rather thamentum. Second, and more
importantly, we were able to identify a regime of high depnsit which interactions
between the atoms suppressed the fluctuations which woukkjpected for a non-
interacting gas. A careful analysis of the density profilswth a gas also reveals that
the profile cannot be explained by a Hartree-Fock calculatat neglects correlations
between the particle§ [R7]. Improved calculations, insigatorrelation effects promise
to give a better account of the observatigng [28, 29].

We hope that the experiments discussed above have giveteaofase rich possi-
bilities in correlation measurements. The main conclusiah which we would like to
leave the reader is that, in the field of degenerate quante@sgéreating correlations
between particles remains an important challenge. But merneasingly sophisticated
experimental techniques are beginning provide a windowhesd phenomena, and we
can expect great progress in the near future.
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