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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.ev¥hs 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 a deviation of tr@monly known counting formula is derived.

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

I. INTRODUCTION momentum, giving them sufficient kinetic energy to escape
from the trap, to subsequently be detected, for instance by

The quantum theory of photo detection based on the absorjRnization.
tion of photons and emission of photo electrons represemts o~ AS such a system is highly degenerate, the emission cen-
of the cornerstones of quantum optics. It serves to obtain thters of escaping atoms, i.e. the condensed atoms themselves
statistics of emitted photo electrons given the quantutissta are not distinguishable. Furthermore, a perturbative gt
tics of the incident optical field. Various approximatioas, to calculate the emission probabilities is hardly apprateri
described by this theory, lead eventually to the famousghot as we may deal with Rabi cycles, where atoms absorb and
counting formula of Mande[[][l 2], a quantum version of a Stimulatedly emit photons, thereby returning to the conden

previous|y known semi-classical Poissonian formﬂl|£|[3’ 4] sate. ThUS, the crucial approximations that led to the Mlnde
formula cannot be applied and thus one may expect a rather
different counting formula. Such a counting formula corteec

> . (1) the statistics of escaping atoms to the statistics of thielémt
optical field. For the purpose of unveiling the possibly eliff

o ent counting formula we study in the following a model detec-

Here: : denotes normal operator ordering, is the quantum 4 system using a Bose-condensed gas. Although, it serves

efficiency of the detector, antlt, o) is the time-integrated here merely for demonstrating the differences in the rizgplt

I(t, to)]™ .
Pn(t7t0) = <: we_nDl(tato) .

||ght intenSity incident on the detector’s entrance plane. Counting formula, we suppose that this System also possib]y
This formula has the well-known limit of a purely Poisso- may be realizable in current experiments.
nian photo-electron statistics, if the integration time- ¢t —t, The paper is organized as follows: In SEg. Il the model of

is larger than the coherence time of the incident opticadfiel the photo detector is introduced. The atom-counting siesis
This integration time represents the response time of the dgs then derived in Sec[T1Il, followed by a discussion of its

tector system including the connected electronics to dnpli features in Sed_IV. Finally, a summary and conclusions are
the generated photo currents. Thus to observe the statistic given in Sec[V.

the optical field, one must ideally have a fast detector and a
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 A. Mechanism of photo-detection
is the distinguishability of the atoms emitting the obsétea
photo electrons. Another approximation is found to congist ~ Let us assume that a cloud of bosonic atoms is magnetically
the perturbative calculus used to obtain joint probakgitof  trapped in a micro trap implemented on an atom chip. We sup-
photo-electron emissions. Together they lead to the Poiss@ose that the trapping potential is highly elongated inte on
nian operator form, rather independent of the underlying abdirection and therefore approximate the system as beieg-eff
sorption dynamics. tively one dimensional. Furthermore, the atoms shall atter

Consider now a device that operates in a rather differentearly resonant with a collimated light field with incidence
regime, that is, it may be cooled down to ultra cold temperaparallel to the elongated trap axis, see Hi§. 1. The overlap
tures in order to behave more quantum than a typical solidef the transverse mode structure of the light with the trans-
state photo detector. For example, let us consider a clouderse mode structure of the atomic cloud shall be considered
of magnetically trapped Bose-condensed alkaline atdims [5s a constant mode-matching parameter, that will determine
floating on the surface of a so-called atom chid [6, 7]. Atomsthe coupling strength and thereby the efficiency of the detec
can now absorb incident photons to receive part of the phototor.

II. PHOTO DETECTOR MODEL
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Incident Light Atomic Cloud Atom Detectio B. Interaction with the incident optical field
._> . . .
D The Hamilton operator of the complete system including
the detector and the incident optical field can be decomposed
Atom Chip into free and interaction part as
H=Hy+V, (2)

Figure 1: Outline of a photo detector using trapped Bosealensed
atoms on an atom chip. Atoms in the condensate absorb photoRghere the free evolution is governed by
from the incident light and escape from the trap, being ttmmted

in the atom detector. ﬁo = ﬁcm + ﬁat, (3

with H,,, being the Hamiltonian of the electromagnetic field
le) J\/\/\/\.» andH,,; being the Hamiltonian of the atoms.
The electric field of the incident optical beam can be written
Gl 7 as a decomposition of monochromatic modes of wave vector
A k and frequencyk,

E(x) = / dkEjbre’™ + H.a., (4)

frequency

w whereE), denote the rms vacuum fluctuations of the electric-
field modes,b;, and bL are the bosonic photon annihilation
and creation operators, respectively. As the field polédmna

v is selected by the resonant atomic transition, only one tfpe

polarization is considered here. Using this expansionrie f

Hamiltonian of the electromagnetic field thus becomes

Tk

l9)

—wp —+--
Heop = / dkckb} by.. (5)
Figure 2: Energy-level scheme of the atoms constitutingptiato

detector. The zero-energy level is taken as the threshdidrenthe The atomic system is described by the bosonic atom-field

continuum of unbound excited states starts. The groune-ituel operatorsb,(z), wherei = g, e denotes the electronic state,
at frequency—wy is superimposed by the vibrational sidebands of ) . :
frequencyv. and that satisfy the commutation relations

[@i(x), ®f(a")] = 5;58(2 — ). (6)

The resonant electronic transition of the atoms shall berpe atomic Hamilton operator reads
formed by two levels, the lower level (ground state) beintgrsu

ject to the magnetic trapping, whereas the upper level {goci . St h29? .
state) being unaffected by the trap. Thus, if all atoms start Hay = Z /df@i (@) |- om +0i,gU(2) | ®i(x), (7)
from the ground state, those being excited by absorption of a 1=9,¢

incident photon may leave the trap potential to be detectedy o rq the trap potential only acts in the electronic grodatés
e.g. by subsequent ionization. Some of the excited atoms, 4 reads

however, will be de-excited by stimulated emission andeher

fore will be subject to the trapping potential again. Thecele my-x
tronic level scheme including the sidebands generatedédy th Ulz) = — weg, (8)
trap potential, and the loss of atoms from the trap is degicte
in Fig.[2.

Given the atoms being Bose-condensed at the initial tim
to, one may ask for the probability’,(¢,to) to observea
atoms escaping from the trap in the time inteffvgl¢], during
which light is incident on the atomic probe. After this inter
val the detector is reset, i.e. all atoms are cooled again int h2H2
the condensate mode (i.e. the lowest trap level), to start th -
counting again for an identical time intervak= t — ¢y. Thus
7 will be the analogue to the usual photo-detector integnatio Thus ¢gn(x) with discreten = 0,1,... and eigen-
time and the atom-counting statisti€s will then be related, frequenéies
in a yet unknown way, to the statistics of the incident optica
field. Wgn =NV — Wy, (Wo = Weg — 5), (20)

with » andw., being the trap and electronic-transition fre-
guency, respectively, and is the atomic mass.

For the purpose of diagonalizing the free atomic Hamilto-
nian, we define the Schrédinger eigen-modes:

5+ 8i,gU ()| @in(7) = hwinin(z).  (9)
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are the harmonic-oscillator eigen-modes correspondirgy to  Thus the absorption of a photon of wave vectotrans-
trapped atom in its electronic ground state. The mode$orms a ground-state atom in trap levelinto an excited-
¢e.ic(x) o< exp(ikx) with continuousk € [—oo,00] and  state atom with a superposition of wave vectbrgiven by

eigen-frequencies Qg_n(k’ — k). We may therefore define the annihilation oper-
) ator of an excited wave packet, created from trap levbly
Woh = Rk~ (11)  a@bsorption of a photon of wave vector
© 2m’
are plane waves corresponding to a free atom in its electroni Chn = /dkiék’ﬁ;n(/ﬂ' — k). (21)

excited state. These modes form two independent orthonor-
mal sets and obey the standard completeness relations This relation can be inverted to obtain all operatéf§rom
the set of operator&,, ,, (n = 0, 1,2, ...) for a specific wave

D G al@)gn(a’) = (@ —a'), (12)  vectorky:

8

/ Ak} (@) e (') = 6z — ). (13) ek =D ¢, (k= ko)eron. (22)
0

n

Each electronic component of the quantized atomic fieldThe excited-wavepacket operators satisfy the following-co
can now be expanded as mutation relations

A A sl = [ 06, @ 0,0 (0), @3)
By(0) = Y dudn(e). Bule) = [ dhérgsta),
' (14)

where the operator, andéy, each satisfy again the bosonic
commutation relations,

and in particulaféy, ,,é} ] = 1. Using these wave packet
operators, the interaction Hamiltonian can be simplified to

V=->" / dkhQuee], by, + Haa. (24)

(liJsmg the expansiofi (14) the free atomic Hamilton[@n (7) re- C. Single-mode approximation
uces to
oo ot At 4 If we start from a Bose-condensed gas with all atoms being
Ho = zn: fwgnGngn + /dkhwe’kekek' (16) in the lowest trap leveh = 0, a cycled electronic transition
will preferably lead again to the lowest trap level by bosoni
The interaction between the atoms and the optical fieldenhancement. We may thus approximate the ground-state lev-
reads in dipole approximation els by a single mode, corresponding to the lowest trap level
and may simplify the interaction Hamiltonidn {24) to

V=t [ @Y el@E@S @), : A
XJ: ’ V= / dkhQye] o doby + Haa. (25)

whered is the transition dipole moment of the atoms and  Furthermore, we suppose that the incident optical field &sgu
is the matching between the transverse modes of electromaghonochromatic with wave vectdy, so that only the photon
netic and atomic field. Using the expansions of electric a”Q)peratoi;k has to be kept. Using thus the definitid}% N S

0 : 3

atomic fields, cf. Eqsi_]4) ar_ﬂﬂll4), respectively, this iater 5 _, G, er.0 — & andQy, — Q the interaction further
tion can be rewritten in optical rotating-wave approxirmati  gjmpjifies to

as
V = —n0etgb + Ha. (26)

V=— /dk’/dkhﬂ el gnbrd (K — k) + Ha.,
zn: K k—g’"( ) The free atomic Hamiltonian, on the other hand, can be

(18)  written in this single-mode approximation as
where the (vacuum) Rabi frequency has been defined as R
Hat - hweéTé - ﬁwogTQ (27)
dEkKJ_
O = 7 (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:

v hkd

1 ,
6,h) = <= / dre= 7, (). (20) &, = / dheild, ok — ko) = ¥+ 20 (ag)



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 N . A o
considered as a propagating plane wave. 010 = 7 (HCH'Q - QHJH) + ~épel, (36)
The effective transition frequency between the relevant tw v
atomic levels becomes now where according to EqEI(5L.(26), aind](27) the non-Hermitean
k2 effective Hamilton operator reads
/ — 0 v
weg:we—}-wozweg—l-?——z. (29) . ot . e

m H.g = hekob™d + hweé'é — hwogl g (37)

In resonance this transition frequency is compensatedyfor b —h|Q (éTgl;ei@ + gTégte—w) _ m_'VéTé

the frequency:k, of the optical field, from which we obtain ’

the resonance condition with Q = Qe

cko & weyg —

(30)

AN

E. Atomic pseudo spin

D. Loss mechanism For the atomic quantum fields we may define the pseudo
spin operatoS with components§; = S, + i5,)
The spatio-temporal mode of the excited wave-packetin the
single-mode approximation is obtained as R _ . )
Sp = élger, S =(8y), (38)
Ge(x,1) = e'For =gy (). (31) S. = Lete—gtg), (39)

It corresponds to a motion into the direction of the wave vec-and
tor of the previously absorbed photon with the group vejocit

vy = @e/ko given by $? = g <§ + 1) , (40)
hko 2
Yo = {1 + (2n) } ’ (32) where the atom-number operator is defined as
wheren = kgox, is the Lamb-Dicke parameter withx, = A=¢éte+ gty (41)

\/h/(2mv) being the rms position spread of the trap ground
level. For a typical magnetic trap potential the weak bigdin The operat0r§jE p satlsfy the standard su(2) commutation re-
regime applies, where the Lamb—Dicke parameteris 1. lations,[S,,5_] = 25, and[S., S..] = +5.. The total num-
Thus the conservation of momentum is approximately granteéer of excitations — excited atoms plus photons — is given by
and the excited atom compensates for the momentum of thye operator
absorbed photon.

If the excited wave packet has moved over a distance
dxo it may no longer be recycled into the electronic ground
state by stimulated emission of a photon, as the correspgndi ) . . .
spatial overlap will be close to zero. It thus has escaped fro € atomic system can now be described in the basis of
the trap. The time of flight for this to happen is givenby= Dicke states [8]
dxo/v, and the corresponding rate for this to happens= -
271'7'/ 1q is therefore obtained as |4 Ac)ar = [A = Ac)g ® [Ae)e, (43)

N:éfé+z§v§=§z+§+lﬁé. (42)

where A is the total number of atoms, i.efl|A,Ae>at =
(33)  AlA, Ac)at, and A, is the number of excited atoms. The cor-
responding basis states for the total system can then kemvrit

hkZ 7 whk?
m. n mn

The escape of atoms and their subsequent detection mgf
be modeled as an incoherent loss of atoms, described by the |A,N,n) = |A, N — n)at @ |n)em (44)
master equation ’ ’ ’

1 whereN is the total number of excitations, i.8/| 4, N, n) =
—[E 0] + 010, , (34) N|A, N,n), and|n)en, is a photon-number state.
ih 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

3t@ =

. aant  Loga o . . .
atg'csc =7 (GQGT - 5{6 ¢, Q}) (35) Heg = H(l) - hA/Sz - Zh/y,A h|Q| (S+b+ S bT) , (45)
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where for notational simplicity we define\’ = A +iy/2  Thusaccordingly we may replace the operators in the effecti
with A = cky — w,, being the detuning from resonance, andHamiltonian [48) to obtain
the free Hamiltonian is identified as

. N . A
R R W@, — R Hog = —hA | = — L, | +hA—
Y = hekoN + (wwa)A. (46) 2 2
As this free part commutes with the remainder of the effec- —h|Q| [ﬁ— \ M+L,— % + H.a} . (57)
tive Hamiltonian, we may transform into the interaction-pic
ture with respect td{}, to obtain the master equation in the Where the operator
interaction picture X N
1 M=A- ) + 3 (58)
o= — (Muro— 011l ) +véaet, 47
T O™ 0%er ) TE0 47 has been introduced.

For a proper functioning of the detector we assume that the
number of atoms in the gas is much larger than the maximum
Hog = —hA'S. — ih_”YA e (Sbja n S’,BT) .48 number of photons of the incident optical field. Thus the eccu

4 pied eigenvalues of the operatbf are very large and conse-

For notational convenience we omitted here any indicatfon oqu_ently We may perform an expansion over a small parameter
being in the interaction picture. being proportional to the inverse atom numheér [9, 10]. Thus

In the master equatiol(47), the last term describes the eghe interaction part of the effective Hamiltonian is expedd

cape of an excited-wavepacket atom from the trap. The re?s
sponsible operata, that annihilates one such excited atom i
4

1
2
from the system, can be written in the basis of the stafés (44) L_\/M + L. -1 = L_VM (1 + = )

where the transformed effective Hamiltonian becomes

N[

as
¢ = > VN-nlA-1,N—1,n)(A N,n|. (49) i\/ﬁ<1+z2f%+...>(59)

A,N,n

2M

where the expansion parametdr, — %)/M is chosen to
F. Limit of large number of atoms cancel the first-order contribution iR {57), obtaining tkeec
order Hamiltonian as

Let us now consider the action of the operators appearingin _ N . A _
the effective Hamiltoniari{48) on the basis stafes (44 sthir Heg(t) ~ —hA' 5 L, +hA§ —2R|QVML,. (60)
the actions of the operatofs.b and.S, on a statd A, N, n)
are:

5'+1;|A,N, n) = \/(N —n+1)(A=N+n)n (50) Ill.  ATOM-COUNTING STATISTICS

x|A,N,n—1 . -
|A, N, n —1), A. Counting statistics

S.|A,N,n) = (N—n—§)|A,N,n>. (51)
From the solution of the master equation we need to extract
Defining a new spin operatd: with its components being the probability fora atoms having escaped in the time inter-
defined by the actions val [to, t], starting at the initial time, with a perfect Bose-
condensed gas witd atoms in the trap ground state. Thus

ﬁ+|A, N,n) = /(N —n)(n+1)|A,N,n+1), (52) the initial state at time, can be written in the form
L_|A,N,n) = /(N —=n+1)nA, N,n—1), (53) o(to) = [4,0)at (A4, 0] @ pem(to), (61)

L.JA,N,n) = (n— E”A’ N, n), (54) vyhereﬁcm(tq) is the density operator of the incident optical
2 field at the initial timety,. The latter may be expanded in
and obeying the usual angular-momentum commutation reld2hoton-number states as
tions, Eqs an 1) can be rewritten as .
q EE)) m ) pem(tO) — Z pn,n’ (t0)|n>em<n/|a (62)

o A A N A % n,n’

Syb|A,N,n) = L_ <A -5 + Lz> |A,N,n), (55)  so that the complete initial density operator can be wriiten
the basis stateg (U4) as

NQA — f/z> |A,N, TL> (56) @(to) = Zpn,n/(to)lA,’]’L,TL><A,TLI,TL/|. (63)

n,n’

SZ|A7N7 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 time> ¢, can be obtained from joint probability density fow atoms to escape from the trap at
the master equation in the form timesty, ..., t,:

t tO Zga t tO (64) pa(tatO;ta7" 'atl) = ’I‘r[@a(tato;ttza' .. atl)] . (67)

whereg, (t, to) is the (unnormalized) conditional density op- Thus the required counting statistics is obtained as
erator corresponding to the history of the detector system

where in totak: atoms have escaped in the time intefvgl¢]. + ,

The norm of this conditional density operator is the probabi Py(t, o) = / dt, .. / dtipa(t,toste, ..., t1). (68)
ity for this history to occur, which is the desired probatyito

counta atoms escaping from the trap:

P, (t,t0) = Tr [0a(t,0)] - (65)

The conditional density operatgy, (¢, to) is itself a sum of B. Quantum trajectories
all possible histories whereatoms escape in such a way, that

the jth at t tind to, t], wh =1,...,aqa, . . .
ejth atom escapes attimg < [to, ¢], where; e d Given the initial density operatdr{63), the conditionahee

sity operatorg, (¢, to; ta, - - -, t1) IS given by the quantum tra-

t to
@a(t,to):/ dta.../ dt10a(t toita, ... t1). (66) jectory [11]12] 1]
to to

0a(t,toitay .. t1) = Nt —ta) TN (ta —ta1)T ...... TN (t1 —to)d(to). (69)
[

Itis a non-unitary evolutioV” intermittent by so-called jump and the escape of an atom is described by the super operator
operators7 that describe the escape of a single atom from
the trap. The super operator of the non-unitary evolution is
defined as o o
Jo=ege. (72)

N(t)o = Uea(t)oUlg(t), (70)

the effective non-unitary evolution operator being

R ( v ) Thus the joint probability density (67) can be written using

Ues(t) = exp —%Heﬂ‘ (71) Eqgs[69){(7R) and the initial stafe (63) as
|

Palt,toita, ... 1 ann to(D(t, o tas . . ., t1|0)|@(E, Los ta, . . ., E1]n)), (73)

where the (unnormalized) quantum-trajectory statesistpwith the initial statgd A, n, n) are
|®(t, to; ta,. .. t1|n)) = Y2 Ut — to)é. .. eUsq(t1 — to)| A, n,n). (74)

Using the representation of the operatdm the basis states, Eq._{49), this state vector can be tewds

B(t,tosta, .. taln)) = Y Uen(t —ta)|A—a,n — a,na)
Mg yeeey n1
X qua,zjlln a+1(t _t ) \]J’;?g iln 1(t - tl)\ynl n(tl - 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-

TN (1) = /AN = m)(A, N,m|Ueg (t)| A, N,n). (76)



citations. As the trajectory(¥5) has exactly— a atoms and then clear that among these transition amplitudes we may fur
n — a remaining excitations, in the sum of Ef.173) only termsther consider only those where one photon has been absorbed,
with n = n’ contribute: ie.,

Pa(t,toita,- ., t1) = Y Pupa(t,toita,....ta|n), (77) UL () = (A n = 1Ues(t)| A n,n). (84)

) o o However, as these are approximations we must re-
where P, = pn.n(to) is the initial photon statistics and the normalize correctly the transition amplitudes to obtaitist
probability density conditioned on initially photons is de- tically correct quantum trajectories. Originally the naiina-

fined as tion read
pa(t,to;ta,...,tlhl): H|q)(t7t07taaat1|n)>”2 (78) N o0 AN 2
DN AR ZHUIES (®5)
Thus the atom-counting statistics can be written as m=0"0
Pa(t,to) = Z Pu(t,to|n) Py, (79) meanin_g that starti.ng from_a stqm, N, n) the system even-
" tually will end up with certainty in one of the statp$, N, m)
with m = 0, ..., N. Taking into account now only the transi-
where the conditional probability fer atoms to escape in the tion amplitudes(84), we must use the re-normalized tramsit
time interval[to, t] given thatn photons are present is amplitude
t t2 An An An
Pa (t, t0|n) = / dta . / dtlpa(t, t(); ta, NN ,t1|n). \I/n;l,n(t) - \IJA-,n(t) = \I/nLl,n(t)/ Pnil,n’ (86)
to to
(80)  where the probability for the considered transition is dedin
as
C. Over damped resonant regime e
vereame ’ P = [ awin,oF =1 @)
0

The features of the dynamics of the absorption and stimu- . o o
lated emission of photons and the loss of atoms from the trag! this way we obtain an atom waiting-time distribution
given a state witlhd atoms andV excitations, depends on the

_ 2
saturation parameter (cf. App] A) Wan(t) = |[Uant)?, (88)
S 41Q1°Ma N - that is properly normalized:
AN T AT (/2 N
/ dtwA,n(t) = 1. (89)
0

where M|A, N,n) = Man|A,N,n) with My n = A —
(IV—1)/2. Given perfectresonance of the incident monochro-  The quantum trajectory in the over damped regime is thus
matic light field,A = 0, for S4 y > 1 Rabi oscillations occur  simplified to

that involve cycles of absorption and (stimulated) re-siois

of photons until an atom is lost from the trap. ®(t,to;ta, ..., t1|n)) = Ue(t —ta)|A —a,n —a,n — a)
In the opposite over damped casg, y < 1, however, no a1

cycling transition is observed but photons are absorbed and ~ H WA pnr(tips —tr), (90)

their excitation is removed from the system by an atom leav- k0 ’

ing the trap. In other words, the recoil energy is much larger
than the effective coupling energy of the atoms with the phoso that the joint probability densitl/ (I78) becomes
ton field,

, Dalt,tosta, ... t1ln) = Wa_gn—a(t —t4) (92)
(ﬁkO) n a—1
—— > — |2h|Q|\/ M . 82
2m - ™ [ it A’N} (82) X H wA—k,n—k(tk+1 —tg),
k=0

We recall that in our case the Lamb-Dicke parameter1.

Thus the number of absorbed photons equals approximatelyhere
the number of lost atoms, which means that only the tramsitio . R
amplitudes Wan(t) = (4, n,n|UeTH(t)Ucﬁ-(t)|A, n,mn) (92)

‘I’ﬁ’Z(t) = /v(n—m){A,n, mIUeﬂ(t)IA, n,n)  (83) is the probability that no atom leaves the trap within theetim
’ intervalt starting from the statp4, n, n).
have to be considered, since only they start from initigesta ~ When approximating the transition amplitudes, cf. Eg.
with all excitation being photonic. From Ed._{75) it becomes(88), to obtain statistically correct quantum trajecteribat
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lead to a normalized atom-count statistiés, also the prob- As we deal with low saturation§4 < 1, the introduced pa-
ability (@2) must be consistently approximated. This can beameters behave gs> 1 andq—o‘1 ~ySa /4.

done by using the general relation Thus the product of transformed waiting-time distribuon

t in Eg. (9%) becomes
WAm(t) =1 —/ dtlwA,n(tl), (93)
0

a—1 n\ (n+ n+2

employing on the rhs the approximati@(BS). N H Wa g (2) = Z(als i)g (:i)z ., (99)
Using the above results, the conditional probability dior o ’ ( oo )( qa 0 )( ‘2 0 )

atoms to leave the trap given thaiphotons are present, Eq.

(80), becomes now

where the Binomial coefficients are defined by means of the

t to :
P, (t,to|n) = / dt, ... / AW a—an—a(t —ta) Gamma function,
to to
a—1
x Iz +1)
_ = . 100
* Il oa-en-sltirs — o) 54) <y> Moyt OrGry 0
k=0 The Laplace transform of the no-escape probability is atcor
This convolution integral is expressed as the inverse lcapla N9 t0 Eq. [98)
transform
a—1 1- wA—a,n—a(Z)
Pa(Tln) = E_l EAfa.,nfa(’z) H wAk.,nk(Z)‘| ’ (95) EAia’nia(Z) - z ’ (101)
k=0
wherer =t — 1. which can be written as the sum
In the resonant case\( = 0), low saturation §4 < 1),
and assuming numbers of photons much lower than the atom 0
numbery < A, we obtain the atom waiting-time distribution ~ Wa_an—a(2) = n—at oz (102)
as [cf. Eq.[A2)] N ro(n — a)
ot — ¥t {n (n—1)vT=5a] (n—a+7z)(n—a+71z+q)
WA,n(t) o< sinh <4\/1 SA>€ E , . To(n—a)(n—a+q)
(96) (n—a+712)(n—a+71z+q) (n—a+712+2q)

where the saturation parameter{Al) has been approximated

by Sa = 4Q2A/(v/2)2. This form shows a behavior quite

similar to over damped Rabi oscillations of a two-level sys-  1usthe complete conditional probabilify195) becomes the
tem interacting with a resonant laser field, with the satomat ¢, of the three inverse Laplace transforms

being now dependent on the number of atoms. The individual

Laplace transforms become then

—n7/m0 n\ (n+q\ (n+2q
W gk (2) = (97) Pa(rIn) = TO‘; £ (m(;)) ((q +) )( (;; +20z) (103)
(n—k)(n—k+q)(n—k+2q) o s a+1 a+ ‘12
(n—k+102)(n—k+702+q) (n—k+ 7102+ 2q) (ar) (205 () GED (")
(ng ) (qung) (2q+‘roz) (ng ) (qung) (2q+7'gz)
where we defined a+1/\ a+1 a a+1/\ a+1 a+1

g Y154 o
1—v/1=-2S84 0

o2

(1 —/1- SA) . (98)  Each Laplace transform results as a Meijer G functioh [14],

3 n + 2q R VAV AP N o 1 q+1 2¢+1
Pataal) = @ (") @ () (T )em (0] L T ot
+(a+1)(a+1)< a >G33<1 p’_a qg—a 2¢g—a+1

n n+q 1 g+1 2¢+1
+(a+1)2<a+1)(a+1)(¥§g (1—p’_a i a 23_@)], (104)
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Figure 3: Dependence of the scaled quantum efficiepsyp on
the saturation-dependent paramejeior n = 1 (solid), n = 10
(dashed), anah = 20 (dotted) photons. Atom-escape probabilities
arep = 0.9 (a) andp = 0.6 (b).

where we have introduced the parameter

(105)

IV. DISCUSSION

The effective rate at which an atom leaves the trag is~
4|92 A/~ so that the introduced parametercf. Eq. [105),

can be identified as the probability for an atom to escape frorq.
the trap by the absorption of a photon. However, there is-addi

tionally the large saturation-dependent parameter 2/5 4,
cf. Eq. [98), that may change the shape of the condition

probability [Z0%). It is thus not obvious how these two param
eters can be merged into a possibly existing single paramet

such as the quantum efficiency.

However, such a quantum efficiency may be defined phe:
nomenologically, demanding that the average atom count co

ditioned on the presence afphotons reads

(106)

Gn = 1NDN.

Thus, only the fractiomp of then photons leads on average
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Figure 4: Conditional atom-count statisti€% (g, p|n) for n = 10
photons,p = 0.9, ¢ = 100 (a) andg = 10 (b). The lower part
shows the deviation from the corresponding Binomial siaisvith
quantum efficiency)p = 0.8862 for ¢ = 100 (c) andnp = 0.7730
for ¢ = 10 (d).

such a phenomenological quantum efficiency additionally de
pends on the atom-escape probabilitand the saturation-
dependent coefficient thus we obtain
no = np(g,p,n). (107)

In Fig. [@ (a) this dependence is shown for an atom-escape
probabilityp = 0.9 in dependence of the parameidor n =
1 (solid), n = 10 (dashed), anéh = 20 (dotted) photons.
It can be observed that for large valuesqadll these curves
converge to the value of the atom-escape probability, i.e.

lim np(g,p,n) = p. (108)
q—00

he same behavior is also observed for a lower escape prob-
ability p = 0.6, see Fig.[B (b). Thus for sufficiently low
?aturationS‘A, i.e. for sufficiently largey, a linear regime is
attained, where the quantum efficiency becomes independent
of the incident photon numberand coincides with the atom-
escape probability.

Does the statistics become then identical to that known

rﬁrom the Mandel counting formula? To answer this question,

we proceed as follows: Given that by use of Eg. {106) we may
identify a quantum efficiencyp for each conditional atom-
count statisticd, (¢, 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

to a,, escaping atoms. In general, the above relation is noby the Binomial statistics,
necessarily linear, as the efficiency may be a function of the

photon number, revealing a nonlinear relation betweemmco

ing photon and escaping atom numbers. For our specific case,

PM (np|n) = (Z) np(L—np)" "% (109)
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PN T —a t thus bunches of escaping atoms. In this regime the indistin-
|1 @ (b) . - .
03 0.3 - guishability of the bosonic atoms becomes relevant anelarg
Z ] > . - deviations from the Mandel counting formula are observed.
2 021 § 0.2 L They manifest themselves by a reduced fluctuation of atom
E ] 8 . L counts as compared to the Binomial form.
. 0.1 A a 0.1 L

o
I
o
I
L

0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 1C V.  SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
Atom Count Atom Count
g 008: © ‘_g 008: ) i In summary we have introduced a model for a photo dei
s - 2 ] | tector using a Bose-condensed gas trapped on an atom chip.
[ 1 g | | By use of an atomic pseudo-spin approximation based on
E 0.041 s 0'04_ large atom numbers, the photon absorption and atom-escape
E 0 :___-_.._-__: § 0 e I I — dynamics gould_ bg approximated for the over dampegl case
Z | 5 1 I II | where Rabi oscillations are suppressed. A quantum-t@ject
§_0_04_ | B_0.04- I method t_hen led us toa counting formula involving a sum of
T, % s s 1 5 5 4 6 8 1 three Meijer G functions.
Atom Count Atom Count The conditional count statistics has been shown to depend

on a saturation-dependent coefficignand an atom-escape
Figure 5: Conditional atom-count statisti€% (¢, p|n) for n = 10 probabilityp, to which the quantum efficiency of the detector
photons,p = 0.6, ¢ = 100 (a) andg = 10 (b). The lower part converges in the limit of extremely low saturatian,— oc.
shows the deviation from the corresponding Binomial siaisvith In this limit the differences from a Binomial statistics vsim
quantum efficiency)p = 0.5639 for ¢ = 100 (c) andnp = 0.3968  so that our result coincides with the Mandel counting foramul
for ¢ =10 (d). However, for realistic values of the saturation substadési-

ations can be observed as a reduced atom-count fluctuations.

. L ) An open question is yet the behavior of our model detector

In Fig.[4 (a) the atom-count statistics is shown for an inetde ¢, satyrations, > 1, where full Rabi oscillations start to oc-
light field with » = 10 photons, with an atom-escape proba- ¢, e assume that in this regime we may expect even larger
bility p = 0.9 andg = 100. From part (c) it can be seen that g gramatic deviations from the Mandel formula. Then co-
the deV|at|o_n _from the Blnomlall statistics of correspordin erent processes must be included, that describe the tempo-
quantum efficiency)p = 0.8862 is not too large. However, ary siorage of photon energy in the atomic gas in the absence

this changes if the saturation-dependent coefficientieted ¢ correspondingly escaping atoms. This is left for a future
to ¢ = 10, see the atom-count statistics shown in fiy. 4 (b)'investigation.

Now the deviation from a Binomial statistics with corresgen

ing quantum efficiency)p = 0.7730 becomes rather large,

cf. Fig. [4 (d). In fact, the statistics becomes narrower as

compared to the Binomial form. Acknowledgments

Whereas these two cases used a rather large atom-escape
probability of p = 0.9, for a lower value such ag = 0.6
already forg = 100 a somewhat larger deviation from the
Binomial statistics can be observed in F[d. 5 (c). However
the general trend of larger deviation for smaller valueg isf
confirmed.

We may thus conclude that for a given valuepoin the
limit ¢ — oo we approach the form of a Binomial statistics, Appendix A: TRANSITION AMPLITUDE
agreeing with the Mandel formula. This limit corresponds to
S4 — 0, i.e. to extremely low saturation. For such low sat- . . o
uration the atomic gas absorbs photons one by one, making The transition amplitude can be simplified to
the appearance of bunches of simultaneously escaping atoms
highly improbable. As in this limit, at a given instant of &n \IJ;?’_nl,n(T) = ﬁe”’”/‘*
no more than one escaped atom may be detected, the indistin- ) f— s
guishability of the bosopnic atoms cayn be safely disregarded (A n,n — 1| TGNV Manbe b2 4 ),
Thus the Mandel formula is reproduced, as given by its per-
turbative derivation assuming distinguishable photatetsn ~ whereM 4, = A—(n—1)/2. The above matrix element can
emission centers. be calculated as

For larger saturation, however, it becomes more probable o
that several photons are absorbed simultaneously, gemgerat (4, n, n—1|e{@L=+ALe)| A n n) = \/nz""/2¢" 1 (142)" 71,

The authors acknowledge support by FONDECYT project
no. 7070220 and S.W. acknowledges support by FONDECYT
project no. 1051072.
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where In the over damped regim@y , < 1, the transition ampli-
o tude becomes thus
¢ = iasin(6/2)
~ §cos(6/2) —iBsin(6/2)’
52
P TR0 W () = —iyaye A (=1
n—1
§ = a2+ 52, X [\/1—SA7ncosh(§’/2)—|—sinh(§’/2)
usinga = 2|Q|7\/Ma,, andg = —iy7/2 for the resonant % [%} VS sinh(8'/2).
case (\ = 0). (1= San)
Using the explicit values fott and 5 we obtain the explicit
expressions for the above parameters With i¢’,
i\/San sinh(5'/2) Inthe limit S4 ,, < 1 this expression reduces in lowest-order
¢ = : - , approximation to
\/1— 54, cosh(d'/2) — sinh(d"/2)
San—1
2= LT e
SA nsinh®(6"/2) N () o
T AT U (1) = i(=1)"/Sa e T T TV
S 5 V1= 5S4n,

xsinh (10 /T= 5 (A2)

where we defined the saturation parameter,

41Q°M 4 N

(3)°

San = (A1)
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