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Photo-detection using Bose-condensed atoms in a micro trap
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A model of photo-detection using a Bose—Einstein conderisaan atom-chip based micro trap is analyzed.
Atoms absorb photons from the incident light field, receieet pf the photon momentum and leave the trap
potential. Upon counting of escaped atoms within preddtexchtime intervals, the photon statistics of the
incident light is mapped onto the atom-count statistics.evghs traditional photo-detection theory treats the
emission centers of photo electrons as distinguishable, the centers of escaping atoms are condensed and
thus indistinguishable atoms. From this an enhancemeriteoptioton-number resolution as compared to the
commonly known counting formula is derived.

PACS numbers: 42.50.-p, 42.50.Ar, 37.10.Gh

I. INTRODUCTION (author?) [6, [7]. Atoms can now absorb incident photons
to receive part of the photon momentum, giving them suffi-
The quantum theory of photo detection based on the absorgi€nt kinetic energy to escape from the trap, to subsequent|
tion of photons and emission of photo electrons represerats o Pe detected, for instance by ionization.
of the cornerstones of quantum optics. It serves to obtain th As such a system is highly degenerate, the emission cen-
statistics of emitted photo electrons given the quantutissta ters of escaping atoms, i.e. the condensed atoms themselves
tics of the incident optical field. Various approximatioas, are not distinguishable. Furthermore, a perturbative eggr
described by this theory, lead eventually to the famousgphot to calculate the emission probabilities is hardly apprateri
counting formula of Mandefauthor?) [1, 2], a quantum ver- as we may deal with Rabi cycles, where atoms absorb and
sion of a previously known semi-classical Poissonian fdamu stimulatedly emit photons, thereby returning to the corden

(author?) [3, 4], sate. Thus, the crucial approximations that led to the Mande
A formula cannot be applied and thus one may expect a rather
Bt i) — (- [nol (t,t0)]" _nof(tto) - 1 different counting formula. Such a counting formula corteec
h(t,to) = ( n! € A (1) the statistics of escaping atoms to the statistics of the inc

dent optical field. For the purpose of unveiling the diffaren
Here : : denotes normal operator ordering, is the quantum  counting formula we study in the following a model detec-
efficiency of the detector, andt,tp) is the time-integrated tor system using a Bose-condensed gas. Although, it serves
light intensity incident on the detector’s entrance plane. here merely for demonstrating the differences in the regplt

This formula has the well-known limit of a purely Poisso- counting formula, we suppose that this system also possibly
nian photo-electron statistics, if the integrationtime t —ty  may be realizable in current experiments.
is larger than the coherence time of the incident opticadfiel ~ The paper is organized as follows: In SEg. 1l the model of
This integration time represents the response time of the dehe photo detector is introduced. The atom-counting sicxis
tector system including the connected electronics to dmpli is then derived in Sec[]Il, followed by a discussion of its
the generated photo currents. Thus to observe the statidtic features in Sed_IV. Finally, a summary and conclusions are
the optical field, one must ideally have a fast detector and given in Sec[ V.
large coherence time of the optical field under study.

As already mentioned, to derive the Mandel formula, some
approximations have to be made. These approximations are
perfectly justifiable for a solid-state detector devicet thp-
erates at not too low temperatures. One crucial assumption

IIl. PHOTO DETECTOR MODEL

is the distinguishability of the atoms emitting the obsétea A. Mechanism of photo-detection
photo electrons. Another approximation is found to corisist
the perturbative calculus used to obtain joint probaksitf Let us assume that a cloud of bosonic atoms is magneti-

photo-electron emissions. Together they lead to the Poissaally trapped in a micro trap implemented on an atom chip
nian operator form, rather independent of the underlying aband being cooled well below the condensation temperature,
sorption dynamics. T « Te. We suppose that the trapping potential is highly elon-
Consider now a device that operates in a rather differengjated into one direction and therefore approximate thesyst
regime, that is, it may be cooled down to ultra cold temperaas being effectively one dimensional. Furthermore, thenato
tures in order to behave more quantum than a typical solidshall interact nearly resonant with a collimated light figfith
state photo detector. For example, let us consider a clouihcidence parallel to the elongated trap axis, see[Hig. & Th
of magnetically trapped Bose-condensed alkaline at@us  overlap of the transverse mode structure of the light with th
thor?) [5] floating on the surface of a so-called atom chip transverse mode structure of the atomic cloud shall be densi
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Incident Light Atomic Cloud Atom Detectio  the atom-counting statistid®, will then be related, in a yet

unknown way, to the statistics of the incident optical field.
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B. Interaction with the incident optical field

Atom Chip

The Hamilton operator of the complete system including

Figure 1. Outline of a photo detector using trapped Bosalensed o yotactor and the incident optical field can be decomposed
atoms on an atom chip. Atoms in the condensate absorb photons

from the incident light and escape from the trap, being ttmmted into free and interaction part as

in the atom detector. ~ ~ N
H=Hy+V, (2

where the free evolution is governed by
g AN

|:|O = |:|em+ |:|at, (3)

A with ﬁem being the Hamiltonian of the electromagnetic field
andHgy being the Hamiltonian of the atoms.
The electric field of the incident optical beam can be written
as a decomposition of monochromatic modes of wave vector
w k and frequencgk,

frequency

E(x) = /dkaﬁkékuH.a, @)

whereEy denote the rms vacuum fluctuations of the electric-

field modes,b, and bI are the bosonic photon annihilation
l9) . ; . -
—wy —F-- and creation operators, respectively. As the field poltdna

is selected by the resonant atomic transition, only one tfpe

Figure 2: Energy-level scheme of the atoms constitutingptheto  Polarization is considered here. Using this expansionrie f
detector. The zero-energy level is taken as the threshdidravthe ~ Hamiltonian of the electromagnetic field thus becomes
continuum of unbound excited states starts. The grourtd-&tael i
?t frequency—ay is superimposed by the vibrational sidebands of Hem: / dkCl’élE)k- (5)
requencyv.

P s

The atomic system is described by the bosonic atom-field

ered as a constant mode-matching parameter, that Wi"_dete?peratorsd)i (x), wherei = g,e denotes the electronic state,

mine the coupling strength and thereby the efficiency of the‘flnd that satisfy the commutation relations
detector.

The resonant electronic transition of the atoms shall be
_formed by two Ievgls, the I_ower level (ground state) beirtgysq The atomic Hamilton operator reads
ject to the magnetic trapping, whereas the upper level {goci
state) being unaffected by the trap. Thus, if all atoms start R . R292 R
from the ground state, those being excited by absorption of a Hat = Z /dxqbiT(x) [_ 5 X+ UX) | Pi(x), (7)
incident photon may leave the trap potential to be detected, i=ge- m
e.g. by subsequent ionization. Some of the excited atoms, ) ) .
however, will be de-excited by stimulated emission andeher Where the trap potential only acts in the electronic grouates
fore will be subject to the trapping potential again. Theele and reads
tronic level scheme including the sidebands generatedédy th Mmu22
trap potential, and the loss of atoms from the trap is degicte U(X) = —— — hoeg, (8)
in Fig.[2. 2

Given the atoms being Bose-condensed at the initial timgvith v and weq being the trap and electronic-transition fre-
to, one may ask for the probabilii(t,to) to observeaatoms  quency, respectively, and is the atomic mass.
escaping from the trap in the time interVal t], during which For the purpose of diagonalizing the free atomic Hamilto-
light is incident on the atomic probe. After this intervaéth nian, we define the Schrédinger eigen-modes:
detector is reset, i.e. all atoms are cooled again into the co
densate mode (i.e. the lowest trap level), to start the dcogint
again for an identical time interval=t —ty. Thust will be ﬁzdxz
the analogue to the usual photo-detector integration tinte a T 2m

[@i(x), D] (X)] = & 8(x—X). (6)

+8gU(X) | @n(x) =hwn@nx). (9
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Thus@yn(x) with discreten=0,1,... and eigen-frequencies Thus the absorption of a photon of wave vedttnansforms
a ground-state atom in trap leveinto an excited-state atom
Gg,n =NV — o, (o = teg— 3), (10)  with a superposition of wave vectdksgiven by(,og n(k’ —k).
are the harmonic-oscillator eigen-modes correspondirg to Ve may therefore define the annihilation operator of an ex-
trapped atom in its electronic ground state. The mode§ite€d wave packet, created from trap lemedy absorption of
@x(x) O explikx) with continuousk € [—w, co] and eigen- & Photon of wave vectde
frequencies

Gen = / dK&e g, (K —K). (1)
ﬁkz g,
=—. 11
ek 2m (1) This relation can be inverted to obtain all operatergrom
are plane waves corresponding to a free atom in its elearonithe set (?f operatorg,n (N=0,1,2,...) for a specific wave
excited state. These modes form two independent orthono!€Ctorko:
mal sets and obey the standard completeness relations P
&= @ . (k—ko)éqgn. (22)
S @n(9@n(x) = S(x—X), (12) Gyon
n
S The excited-wavepacket operators satisfy the followingco
/dk(pe*k(x)%’k(xl) = 8(x—x). (13) mutation relations

Each electronic component of the quantized atomic field & .60 = /dx “ (x)d K=K (x 23
can now be expanded as [Q(’n’ek’"] (Pg,n( ) Borr () 23)

. and in particulal[é(’n,é;n] = 1. Using these wave packet op-
dy(x) = Z Gn@yn(X), de(X) = / dkgqu(x), (14)  erators, the interaction Hamiltonian can be simplified to
) :

~ o " "T an

where the operatorg, ande, each satisfy again the bosonic V=- Z / dkh—lek,ng”ka’ Ha (24)
commutation relations,

A af]— a atl_

[Gn: O] = Om,  [&, €] = O(k— K). (15) C. Single-mode approximation
Using the expansiofi_(14) the free atomic Hamilton[@n (7) re- _ _
duces to If we start from a Bose-condensed gas with all atoms being

_ in the lowest trap leveh = 0, a cycled electronic transition
Hat = z ﬁ%‘ng;g“mL /dkﬁwe kéléK_ (16)  will preferably lead again to the lowest trap level by bosoni
m ' . ’ enhancement. We may thus approximate the ground-state lev-

Is by a single mode, corresponding to the lowest trap level

The interaction between the atoms and the optical fielcgnd may simplify the interaction Hamiltonidi{24) to

reads in dipole approximation
- " R A V — _ &l Gab
V =—dk, / dxy & (WE(X)P;(x), (17) V= / dkNQu&y oGobk +H.a (25)
N
_ - _ Furthermore, we suppose that the incident optical field &squ
whered is the transition dipole moment of the atoms and  monochromatic with wave vectdw, so that only the photon

is the matching between the transverse modes of electromagperato,bkohas to be kept. Using thus the definitidsns — b,
netic and atomic field. Using the expansions of electric andy, — g, &0 — & andQ, — Q the interaction further sim-
atomic fields, cf. Eqd{4) and{IL4), respectively, this iater plifiesto

tion can be rewritten in optical rotating-wave approxiroati . R

as V = —hQé'gb+H.a (26)

V= _z /dl(/dkﬁQkéLgnﬁkqo n(k’_k)_;_H,a, (18) The free atomic Hamiltonian, on the other hand, can be
me . -9 written in this single-mode approximation as

where the (vacuum) Rabi frequency has been defined as Flat — Ficoee 6 — Rang'§ 27)
Q= dEk%, (19) with the average frequency of the excited wave packet being

determined by the wave vector of the absorbed photon and the
and the Fourier transforms of the trap modes are defined as momentum spread of the ground-state trap level:

1 . —ikx _
20 = 7 [ S OB @0 D= [, (k—ko)P =%+ 25 (8)

2m



We note that the performed single-mode approximation neThe master equation (34) can be written in the form

glects the dispersion of the excited wave packet, being now 1

considered as a propagating plane wave. ap A AL + yepe', 36
The effective transition frequency between the relevant tw p= ( enP =P Eﬁ) vep (36)

atomic levels becomes now where according to EgEI(5).(26), ahd(27) the non-Hermitean

ﬁk% effective Hamilton operator reads
Wog= We+ o = Weg+ 7~ om 2 (29) . on
m Her = Rckob'b+ Fooeé’é — hung'g (37)
In resonance this transition frequency is compensatedyfor b _ ATan o | atanta—id) @/ATA
the frequencycky of the optical field, from which we obtain Q| (e gbe? +geb'e ) 2 <5

the resonance condition th Q — |Qle?
wi = .
Y
Cko ~ (Weg— 7 (30)

E. Atomic pseudo spin

D. Loss mechanism For the atomic quantum fields we may define the pseudo

spin operatoS with components§. = § + |Sy)
The spatio-temporal mode of the excited wave-packetin the

single-mode approximation is obtained as

o S = &g, S =(5), (38)
@(x,t) = D g (x). (31) § = l@e—gg), (39)
It corresponds to a motion into the direction of the wave vecypq
tor of the previously absorbed photon with the group velocit o
Vg = We/ko given by §2_é<é+1) (40)
2
_ hko 2
Vo= 2m [1+ (2n) } ’ (32) where the atom-number operator is defined as
wheren = kodXo is the Lamb-Dicke parameter widxy = A=é"a+g'g. (41)

v/h/(2mv) being the rms position spread of the trap ground
level. For a typical magnetic trap potential the weak bigdin The 0perator§i z satisfy the standard su(2) commutation re-
regime applies, where the Lamb-Dicke parameter is 1. lations, [S+ &] =25 and[SZ Si] +8,. The total number
Thus the conservation of momentum is approximately grantedf excitations — excited atoms plus photons — is given by the
and the excited atom compensates for the momentum of theperator
absorbed photon.

If the excited wave packet has moved over a distandeg
it may no longer be recycled into the electronic ground state
by stimulated emission of a photon, as the corresponding spa , , ,
tial overlap will be close to zero. It thus has escaped from ' N€ atomic system can now be described in the basis of
the trap. The time of flight for this to happen is given by Dicke stategauthor?) (8]
T = 0Xo/Vg and the corresponding rate for this to happen,

N=ée+b'b=5+ % +b'b. (42)

y = 2mr 1, is therefore obtained as A Acat = [A=Aelg ® [Acle, (43)
5 5 where A is the total number of atoms, i.eA/A Ae)at =
y= ﬁk@ [1+ (2n)~ } nﬁk@ (33) AJA Ac)at, andAe is the number of excited atoms. The corre-

mn sponding basis states for the total system can then be mvritte

The escape of atoms and their subsequent detection mgf
be modeled as an incoherent loss of atoms, described by the IAN, ) = [A N —N)ar® [N)em, (44)
master equation
whereN is the total number of excitations, i.&N|A N,n) =
1 [H, 0]+ &P ese (34)  NJAN,n), and|n)emis a photon-number state.
in Using the definitions of the spin operatdrs](38-42), the ef-

where the atom loss is modeled by the Lindblad-form part fective Hamiltonian[(37) can be rewritten as

ap =

atﬁlesc: V(AﬁéT_ _{eTe P}) (35) |:|Eff = |:|(/)_ ﬁA/A IﬁyA ﬁ|Q| ( b SbT) ) (45)
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where for notational simplicity we defingd = A+iy/2 with ~ Thus accordingly we may replace the operators in the effecti
A = cko — wl,y being the detuning from resonance, and the freeHamiltonian [48) to obtain
Hamiltonian is identified as

R N A
— Hert = —ﬁA’(——L)JrﬁA—
~ ~ D — ~ eff z
H, = RickoN + MA. (46) 2 2
| | | _AIQq [t M+l,—i+Hal. ()
As this free part commutes with the remainder of the effec-
tive Ha_lmiltonian, wg/may tran_sform into the intera_lctio_n—pic where the operator
ture with respect td), to obtain the master equation in the
interaction picture -~ -~ N 1
M=A- 5 + > (58)
Ao la oo anal
AP =5 (Heﬁp - pHeff) TYepe, (47)  has been introduced.
For a proper functioning of the detector we assume that the
where the transformed effective Hamiltonian becomes number of atoms in the gas is much larger than the maximum
- number of photons of the incident optical field. Thus the oc-
Hef = —PA'S, — %A_ o] (§+6+ “&E,T) . (48)  cupied eigenvalues of the operatdrare very large and con-

sequently we may perform an expansion over a small param-
eter being proportional to the inverse atom nun(aethor?)
[9,[10]. Thus the interaction part of the effective Hamilam

'és_ expanded as

For notational convenience we omitted here any indicatfon o
being in the interaction picture.

In the master equatiof (47), the last term describes the e
cape of an excited-wavepacket atom from the trap. The re-
sponsible operatag, that annihilates one such excited atom L /M
from the system, can be written in the basis of the staids (44) -
as

+L-3

o Lo1\?
L VM [1+ |\7|2

R .
e~ ¥ NHA-LN-LHANN. @9 - LN(“ 2M +> )
AN;n

where the expansion parametes — %)/M is chosen to cancel

the first-order contribution i {%7), obtaining the zeraler
F. Limit of large number of atoms Hamiltonian as

Let us now consider the action of the operators appearingin  Heg(t) ~ —RA/ (g - I:Z) + ﬁA% —2h|Q] \/ﬁtx. (60)
the effective Hamiltoniari (48) on the basis stafie$ (445thir
the actions of the operatos b andS; on a statéA, N, n) are:

Ill.  ATOM-COUNTING STATISTICS

S.bIAN,n) = /(N—n+1)(A—N+nn (50)
x[AN,n—1), A. Counting statistics
A A
SZ|A7N7n> = (N_n__)|A7N7n>' (51) . .
2 From the solution of the master equation we need to extract

- i ~ . the probability fora atoms having escaped in the time inter-
Defining a new spin operatdr with its components being | [t, 1], starting at the initial timeo with a perfect Bose-

defined by the actions condensed gas withatoms in the trap ground state. Thus the

. initial state at timeg can be written in the form

LoAND = (N=n)(n+DJANn+1), (52) ) .

L AN = IN-n+DnANN-1),  (53) pllo) = A, 0)afA, 0/ @ Pem(to). (61)
where Pem(to) is the density operator of the incident optical

field at the initial timety. The latter may be expanded in

. ) photon-number states as
and obeying the usual angular-momentum commutation rela-

tions, Eqs[(80) and (1) can be rewritten as Pem(to) = Pn (to)[M)em(M], (62)

n,n/

~ N
Lz/A/N,n) = (n—§)|A,N,n>, (54)

. 1
A [~ N 2\ so that the complete initial density operator can be written
StblA N, 1) L (A_ 2t LZ) AN, (55) the basis stateE (#4) as

SIAN,n)

(N - Lz) AN (56) Plo) =3 panlto)lAnmAn.m. (63)

n,n/
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Given the initial density operatdr (63), the formal solatio The norm of the conditional density operator on the rhs is the
of the density operator at tinie> ty can be obtained from the joint probability density fola atoms to escape from the trap at
master equation in the form timest,, ..., ta:

p(tto) = > Palt,to), (64) Pat,to;ta,....t1) = Tr[Pa(t,to;ta,...,t)].  (67)
a=0

wherepa(t, o) is the (unnormalized) conditional density oper- Thus the required counting statistics is obtained as

ator corresponding to the history of the detector systenrevhe

in total a atoms have escaped in the time interfé@lt]. The t 4

norm of this conditional density operator is the probafiir Pa(t,to) = / dty.. / dtypa(t,to;ta, ..., t1). (68)
this history to occur, which is the desired probability taind Jto to

a atoms escaping from the trap:

Pa(t,to) = Tr[pa(t,to)] (65)
The conditional density operat@(t,to) is itself a sum of B. Quantum trajectories
all possible histories whewgeatoms escape in such a way, that
the jth atom escapes at timge [to,t], wherej =1,.....a, Given the initial density operatdr (63), the conditionahee

1 1 sity operato,(t,to;ta, . . . ,t1) is given by the quantum trajec-
Balt o) = /t dta. .. /t dtipa(t,toita,....t1).  (66) tory (author?) [11,12/15]
10 0

Palt,torta,... . t1) = A (t—ta) £ N (ta—ta1) £ ...... TN (t1—t0)p(to). (69)
|

Itis a non-unitary evolutions” intermittent by so-called jump and the escape of an atom is described by the super operator
operators # that describe the escape of a single atom from
the trap. The super operator of the non-unitary evolution is

defined as -~ At
J P =yepé'. (72)

N ()P = Uen(t)pUJg(1), (70)

the effective non-unitary evolution operator being

Thus the joint probability density (67) can be written using
) , (71)  Egs[69)4{7R) and the initial state {63) as

n it ~
Ueﬁ(t) = exp(‘ﬁHeﬁ

Pa(t,toita, . t1) = 5 P (to)(P( toita, ..., 1) [P(t, toita, - ta|)), (73)

n,r/
where the (unnormalized) quantum-trajectory statesistawtith the initial statéA n,n) are
|®(t,to;ta, ..., t1|N)) = Y ?Uer(t —ta)@. .. &Jesr (t1 — to)|A, 0, N). (74)

Using the representation of the operatdn the basis states, Eq._(49), this state vector can be tewsts

Ottt 1) = 5 Uerr(t —ta)|/A—a,n—a,ny)
Na,...,N1
x o Wpearbneat i, e ). W N (t — ) W (ti—to), (75)
|
where the transition amplitudes are Here we made use of the fact that the effective Hamiltonian

preserves both the atom number and the total number of ex-

l'l'yr?”l,'r\]I (t) =V y(N - m)<A7 N,m|0eﬁ(t)|A, N7n>' (76)



citations. As the trajectory (¥5) has exacfly- a atoms and However, as these are approximations we must re-
n—aremaining excitations, in the sum of EG.173) only termsnormalize correctly the transition amplitudes to obtaatist
with n =’ contribute: tically correct quantum trajectories. Originally the na@lina-

tion read
pa(tvto;taa s 7t1) = z Pnpa(tvtoita, s 7t1|n)7 (77)
n

N o
S [ dgeaNoR -1, (#5)
whereP, = pnn(to) is the initial photon statistics and the prob- m=0~0 ’

ability density conditioned on initiallp photons is defined as ) )
meaning that starting from a sta& N, n) the system even-

Pa(t,to;ta, ..., t1n) = ||| ®(t, to; ta, . .. ,t1|n)>||2. (78) tually will end up with certainty in one of the statgs N, m)
_ o _ with m=0,...,N. Taking into account now only the transi-
Thus the atom-counting statistics can be written as tion amplitudes(84), we must use the re-normalized tremmsit
amplitude
Pa(tato) = Z Pa(t,t0|n)Pn, (79)
n

WA (1) = Wan(t) = WA

n-1n

(t)/\/P  (86)

where the conditional probability f@ atoms to escape in the

time intervallto,t] given thatn photons are present is where the probability for the considered transition is dadin
(o) = [ Gt [l pal ) -
Pa(t,ton :/ dty... dty pa(t,to;ta, ..., t1|n). (80) o
o PR = [ VAT (R~ ®7)
N o :
C. Over damped resonant regime In this way we obtain an atom waiting-time distribution
. : : t) = |Wan(t)? 88
The features of the dynamics of the absorption and stimu- Wan(t) = |Pan®)% (88)
lated emission of photons and the loss of atoms from the tragpat is properly normalized:
given a state withA atoms andN excitations, depends on the
saturation parameter (cf. App] A) / °° dtwan(t) = 1 (89)
=4
0
41Q1°Man
SaN = N+ (y/2)2 (81) The quantum trajectory in the over damped regime is thus

simplified to
whereM|A, N, n) = Man|A, N, n) with May =A— (N—1)/2. .
Given perfect resonance of the incident monochromatic ligh  [P(ttoita, ... ta|n)) = Uesi(t —ta)|A—an—an—a)
field, A =0, for Say > 1 Rabi oscillations occur that involve a1
cycles of absorption and (stimulated) re-emission of phsto X rLLPAfk,nfk(thrl —t), (90)
until an atom is lost from the trap. k=

Inthe opposite over damped caSgy < 1, however,nocy-  gq that the joint probability density {I78) becomes
cling transition is observed but photons are absorbed aid th

excitation is removed from th(_e system .by an atom leaving the Pa(t,to;ta,...,t1ln) = Wa_an-a(t —ta) (91)
trap. In other words, the recoil energy is much larger than th a1
effective coupling energy of the atoms with the photon field, X |_| Wa-kn—k(ticr1 — ),
k=0
(Ako)* _
m = T [2MQ]\/Man] - (82)  where
We recall that in our case the Lamb-Dicke paramgter 1. Wan(t) = (A n,n[Uf () e (t)|A,n,n) (92)

Thus the number of absorbed photons equals approximately
the number of lost atoms, which means that only the tramsitio is the probability that no atom leaves the trap within theetim
amplitudes intervalt starting from the statgA n, n).
R When approximating the transition amplitudes, cf. Eq.
YRR = /y(n—m)(A,n.mUex(t)|An,n)  (83) (BB), to obtain statistically correct quantum trajectsribat
lead to a normalized atom-count statistigs also the prob-

have to be considered, since only they start from initigksta ability (@2) must be consistently approximated. This can be

with all excitation being photonic. From Eq._{75) it becomesygne by using the general relation
then clear that among these transition amplitudes we may fur
ther consider only those where one photon has been absorbed, t

ie. Y P Wan(t) = 1—/0 dt'wan(t'), (93)

AN

n—1,n

(t) = VY(A,n,n—1|Ugx(t)|A,n,N). (84)  employing on the rhs the approximatidni88).
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Using the above results, the conditional probability éor Thus the product of transformed waiting-time distributon
atoms to leave the trap given thaphotons are present, Eq. in Eq. [9%) becomes
(80), becomes now

t t e (2 (") ("
Pat,toln) = [ dta... [ dt;Wa_ an alt—t Wa_kn-k(2) = = . (99)
a( 0| ) to ta o 1VVA—an a( a) kEL N (n+61102) (n+q;r02) (n+2c;+r02)
a-1
X rLWAfk,nfk(tHl — ). (94)  where the Binomial coefficients are defined by means of the
k= Gamma function,
This convolution integral is expressed as the inverse lcapla
transform (X) — rx+1) (100)
a1 y) T(x—y+1)r(y+1)

Pa(T|n) = fﬁl [V_VAa,na(Z) rLV_VAk,nk(Z)‘| ) (95) o
k= The Laplace transform of the no-escape probability is atcor

ing to Eq. [98)
wheretr =t —ty.
In the resonant casé (= 0), low saturation$, < 1), and
assuming numbers of photons much lower than the atom num- W ana(2) = 1-Waan-a(?) 7 (101)
ber,n < A, we obtain the atom waiting-time distribution as | . L
[cf. Eq. (B2)] which can be written as the sum
T

Wan(t) O sinkf (% Vi- SA) e 2 UVIST (gp) W an-a(d = ﬁ(’mz (102)
where the saturation parameter{Al) has been approximated + o(n—2)
by Sa = 4Q2A/(y/2)2. This form shows a behavior quite (n—a+T10z) (n—a+Tz+q)
similar to over damped Rabi oscillations of a two-level sys- To(n—a)(n—a+q)
tem interacting with a resonant laser field, with the satonat (n—a+T102) (n—a+ 10z+q) (n—a+ 10z+2q)

being now dependent on the number of atoms. The individual

Laplace transforms become then Thus the complete conditional probability {95) becomes the

Wa i (2) = (97) Sum of the three inverse Laplace transforms
(=K (n—k+q)(n—k+2q) ,
(n—k+ 102) (n— k+ 102+ q) (N — k+ Toz+20q)’ Pa(T]n) = Toe /T o1 [ @Y (103)
2
where we defined art (""Tfl) (q+aT02) ( QJ;TOZ)
( n )(n+q) (n+2q) ( n )(n+q) (n+2q)
m + at+l/\ a a + a+1l/\at+1l a
- o (1-VITS). @) @) ™) (@G
As we deal with low saturatiorf, < 1, the introduced pa- Each Laplace transform results as a Meijer G func(au-
rameters behave gs> 1 andTO*1 ~ ySa/4. thor?) [14],

n+2 n\ /n+ 1 +1 20+1
putapn) = (@)* (") e () (ML M e (10 L (0t ey )

n n+ 1 g+1 +1
AR GO TR Wty

2 n n+dq\ -3 _ 1 g+1 29+1
e[ ) (et 1] 2 02 24 00
|
where we have introduced the parameter IV. DISCUSSION
p=1-e /", (105) The effective rate at which an atom leaves the tragg fs~

4/Q|?A/y so that the introduced parametgrcf. Eq. [105),
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Figure 3: Dependence of the scaled quantum efficiengip on the
saturation-dependent paramegdor n = 1 (solid),n = 10 (dashed),
andn = 20 (dotted) photons. Atom-escape probabilities@are 0.9

(a) andp = 0.6 (b).

be observed that for large valuesyll these curves converge
to the value of the atom-escape probability, i.e.

lim no(q, p,n) = p. (108)

can be identified as the probability for an atom to escape fronf he same behavior is also observed for a lower escape proba-
the trap by the absorption of a photon. However, there is adbility p= 0.6, see FigLB (b). Thus for sufficiently low satura-
ditionally the large saturation-dependent paramgter2/ Sy, tion Sy, i.e. for sufficiently largey, a linear regime is attained,
cf. Eq. [98), that may change the shape of the conditionaivhere the quantum efficiency becomes independent of the in-
probability [I0%). It is thus not obvious how these two param cident photon numbem and coincides with the atom-escape
eters can be merged into a possibly existing single parametgdrobability p.
such as the quantum efficiency. Does the statistics become then identical to that known
However, such a quantum efficiency may be defined phefrom the Mandel counting formula? To answer this question,
nomenologically, demanding that the average atom count corve proceed as follows: Given that by use of Eq. {106) we may
ditioned on the presence nfphotons reads identify a quantum efficiency)p for each conditional atom-
count statistic$,(q, p|n), we may compare it with the corre-
sponding conditional count-statistics that would coroespto
the Mandel formula of photo-detectidd (1). The latter isegiv
Thus, only the fractiomp of then photons leads on average to by the Binomial statistics,
a, escaping atoms. In general, the above relation is not neces-
sarily linear, as the efficiency may be a function of the photo
number, revealing a nonlinear relation between incomiray ph
ton and escaping atom numbers. For our specific case, such o ]
a phenomenological quantum efficiency additionally depend'“ Fig.[ (a) the atom-count statistics is shown for an ingtde

on the atom-escape probabiliyand the saturation-dependent light field with n = 10 photons, with an atom-escape proba-
coefficientq, thus we obtain bility p= 0.9 andg = 100. From part (c) it can be seen that

the deviation from the Binomial statistics of correspomdin
guantum efficiency)p = 0.8862 is not too large. However,
this changes if the saturation-dependent coefficient igted

In Fig. [3 (a) this dependence is shown for an atom-escap® q = 10, see the atom-count statistics shown in Eily. 4 (b).
probabilityp= 0.9 in dependence of the paramegdorn=1  Now the deviation from a Binomial statistics with corresgen
(solid),n = 10 (dashed), and = 20 (dotted) photons. It can ing quantum efficiency)p = 0.7730 becomes rather large, cf.

an = Noh. (106)

P ol = (2)nga-molr . (109

No = Np(q, p,n). (107)
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PN ' It should be noted that the detection efficienpy deter-
|1 @ (b) . .
0.3 0.3 1 - mines the mapping photon to atom numbers to all orders of
2 > - moments for a conventional photodetector. In our case, how-
2 021 § 0.2 L ever, it only connects the mean photon and atom-count num-
I . 5 . L bers. The shape and width of the atom-count statistics addi-
“ 01 & 514 L tionally depends on a second parameter, e.g. the saturation
. _ L which allows for a difference from the Binomial statistics.
0 L 0 L The present model assumes an ideal Bose gas in the limit of
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 1C zero temperature. However, the inclusion of atomic calfisi
Atom Count | Atom Count can be consistently made by identifying the lowest trap mode
z 1 Tg 1 | as the solution of the Gross—Pitaevskii equation. In Themas
E 00s{ © § o003 @ "~ Fermi approximation the only modification will be then the
& ] [ 7 r increased (decreased) size of the ground-state mode for re-
£ 0.041 § 0041 " pulsive (attractive) scattering, which will modify the t@nof
= ] [ < i I I ' flight of excited atoms to escape from the trap. Thus repeilsiv
<] 1= ml_ L 2 0 —_ . . . .
g O —mm— = F -I I- I (attractive) scattering will decrease (increase) the atusa
g §_O 04 [ ratey.
004 L The treatment of finite temperature (but below the conden-
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 1C

Atom Count

Atom Count

sation temperature) requires the departure from the single
mode approximation. However, for low saturation as dis-
cussed here, the inclusion of non-condensed modes will not

Figure 5: Conditional atom-count statistRgq, p|n) for n= 10 pho-
tons,p= 0.6, g= 100 (a) andy = 10 (b). The lower part shows the
deviation from the corresponding Binomial statistics wdqtantum
efficiencynp = 0.5639 forq = 100 (c) andyp = 0.3968 forq= 10

(d).

lead to a mixing of condensed and non-condensed atoms by
photon absorption: Photon absorption will excite both ini-
tially condensed as well as non-condensed atoms to immedi-
ately leave the trap. Thus they do not return to the eleatroni
ground state, preventing the mixing. The small fraction of
non-condensed atoms at finite temperature will represent di

F|g [4 (d) In fact, the statistics becomes narrower as Comtinguishable emission centers that will contribute as allsma
pared to the Binomial form. Binomial admixture to the atom-count statistics. With eas-

Whereas these two cases used a rather large atom-escéB@ temperature this admixture will deterioate the enhance
probability of p = 0.9, for a lower value such as= 0.6 al-  Ment of photon-number resolution made by the condensed

ready forq = 100 a somewhat larger deviation from the Bi- atoms, as we expect from the t_ransitic_m beyond the conden-
nomial statistics can be observed in Fig. 5 (c). However, théation temperature to a gas of distinguishable atoms.

general trend of larger deviation for smaller valueg @&f con-
firmed.

We may thus conclude that for a given valuefn the
limit g — c we approach the form of a Binomial statistics,
agreeing with the Mandel formula. This limit corresponds to In summary we have introduced a model for a photo de-
Sa — 0, i.e. to extremely low saturation. For such low sat-tector using a Bose-condensed gas trapped on an atom chip.
uration the atomic gas absorbs photons one by one, makiry use of an atomic pseudo-spin approximation based on
the appearance of bunches of simultaneously escaping atortasge atom numbers, the photon absorption and atom-escape
highly improbable. As in this limit, at a given instant of 8n  dynamics could be approximated for the over damped case
no more than one escaped atom may be detected, the indistwhere Rabi oscillations are suppressed. A quantum-taject
guishability of the bosonic atoms can be safely disregardednethod then led us to a counting formula involving a sum of
Thus the Mandel formula is reproduced, as given by its perthree Meijer G functions.
turbative derivation assuming distinguishable photatets The conditional count statistics has been shown to depend
emission centers. on a saturation-dependent coefficignand an atom-escape

For larger saturation, however, it becomes more probablprobability p, to which the quantum efficiency of the detector
that several photons are absorbed simultaneously, gérgerat converges in the limit of extremely low saturati@n; . In
thus bunches of escaping atoms. In this regime the indistirthis limit the differences from a Binomial statistics vamso
guishability of the bosonic atoms becomes relevant analargthat our result coincides with the Mandel counting formula.
deviations from the Mandel counting formula are observedHowever, for realistic values of the saturation substhdia
They manifest themselves by a reduced fluctuation of atorwiations can be observed as a reduced atom-count fluctsation
counts as compared to the Binomial form. This noise reduc- An open question is yet the behavior of our model detector
tion leads to an enhanced photon-number resolution as confier saturationSa > 1, where full Rabi oscillations start to oc-
pared to a conventional photodetector at equal detectfon ef cur. We assume that in this regime we may expect even larger
ciency, which constitutes an important advantage of a microand dramatic deviations from the Mandel formula. Then co-
trap based detector. herent processes must be included, that describe the tempo-

V.  SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
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rary storage of photon energy in the atomic gas in the absence Using the explicit values for andf3 we obtain the explicit
of correspondingly escaping atoms. This is left for a futureexpressions for the above parameters With id’,
investigation.
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Appendix A: TRANSITION AMPLITUDE where we defined the saturation parameter,

2
The transition amplitude can be simplified to S — 4|Q(|y|)v|2A,N ' (AD)
_ 2
WaT1n(T) = Ve
x(A,n,n— 1|eir‘(z‘Q‘\/MA,nl:X*iVI:z/z)|A7 n,n), In the over damped regimé& , < 1, the transition ampli-

tude becomes thus
whereMan = A— (n—1)/2. The above matrix element can

be calculated as YA (1) = —iy/nye M/A(—)nt
n—1n -
_ q1a(al 4By _ ~n/2 7n-1 n-1 -1
(Ann-1le A n,N) = vz V(L2 X [\/mcosna//znsinma’/a]”

where 1 ) ,

. asinG/2) B x {7(1_ .SA,n)n/2:| /§S|n|16 /2)..

= 3co90/2)—iBsin(3/2)’ In the limit Sxn < 1 this expression reduces in lowest-order
5 approximation to
2T T a%si(8)2)

(1) = i(=1)"\/Sapnye 7N (-Dy/1-Sanl
X sinh(%\/l—iskn) . (A2)

AN

5 — T 7, e

usinga = 2|Q|1,/Man andp = —iyt/2 for the resonant case

(A=0).
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