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We desribe the implementation of a system for studying light-matter interations using an ensem-

ble of 10
6
old rubidium 87 atoms, trapped in a single-beam optial dipole trap. In this on�guration

the elongated shape of the atomi loud inreases the strength of the olletive light-atom oupling.

Trapping all-optially allows for long storage times in a low deoherene environment. We are able

to perform several thousands of measurements on one atomi ensemble with little destrution. We

report results on paramagneti Faraday rotations from a marosopially polarized atomi ensem-

ble. Our results on�rm that strong light-atom oupling is ahievable in this system whih makes

it attrative for single-pass quantum information protools.

PACS numbers: 42.50.L, 32.10.Dk, 42.50.Nn, 42.50.Ex

I. INTRODUCTION

The interation of light and matter is of basi and pra-

tial importane in a great variety of sienti� �elds. The

interations themselves an be studied at the most fun-

damental level when the quantum harater of both the

light and the matter is evident, and this has motivated

muh work in quantum optis. At the same time, ontrol

of quantum light-matter interations is a key requirement

for quantum memories [1℄ and quantum networking [2℄.

Observing the quantum e�ets in both light and matter is

hallenging, but has been demonstrated in a few physial

systems. These inlude avity quantum eletro-dynamis

(QED) with individual atoms [3, 4, 5℄, and iruit QED

with individual solid-state systems [6℄. Cavity-based ap-

proahes have also been applied to ensembles ontaining

few [7℄ and many [8, 9℄ atoms. Another approah uses

room temperature [10℄ or laser-ooled [11, 12℄ atomi

ensembles without avities. In these systems, a freely-

propagating light beam passes through the ensemble and

the light and atoms interat during a single pass. The

quantum variables of the ensemble and light are olletive

variables suh as total atomi spin and Stokes operators,

respetively. The absene of a avity is ompensated by

the use of a large number of atoms, typially 109 to 1012,
so it is still possible to obtain a large net interation and

perform quantum information tasks, e.g., quantum mem-

ory [1℄.

The use of polarized, near-resonant probes to measure

the spin state of atoms was proposed in the ontext of

optial pumping [13℄ by Kastler [14℄ and demonstrated

by Manuel and Cohen-Tannoudji [15℄, and has been used

in a number of ontexts sine then. Modern work with

old atoms inludes probing of atoms in a MOT with a

polarization-squeezed beam [16℄, observation of Larmor

†
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preession due to few-pT �elds [17℄, and estimation and

ontrol of atomi spin states [18, 19℄. Closely related,

linear [20℄ and nonlinear [21℄ magneto-opti e�ets have

been extensively studied for their potential appliation in

high-sensitivity magnetometry and measurement of fun-

damental symmetries.

There are several reasons to improve the tehnial as-

pets of the light-atom interfae. Most immediately, us-

ing a non-resonant and non-magneti atom trap will al-

low longer spin oherene times, and the strong resonant

interations available with old atoms. At the same time,

an improved trap geometry is expeted to inrease the

strength of the olletive light-atom oupling [22℄. An

inrease in interation strength o�ers an important pra-

tial advantage: it should be possible to perform similar

experiments, e.g., obtain the same degree of spin squeez-

ing [23℄ with far fewer atoms. This implies a larger ratio

of `quantum' spin omponents (those whih are required

by unertainty relations) to `lassial' omponents, and

thus a redued sensitivity to lassial �utuations. The

use of nearly stationary atoms permits interations on

time sales that are limited only by time-bandwidth on-

siderations of the probe light, and not by time-sales of

atomi motion [24℄. Pratially, this means that sub-

miro-seond pulses an interat with the atomi ensem-

ble; single-photon and non-Gaussian state generation has

been demonstrated with this time-sale [25℄.

In this paper we desribe an experimental system for

studying light-matter interations using an ensemble of

∼ 106 old rubidium-87 atoms, trapped in a single-beam

optial dipole trap. The observed trap lifetime is very

long and permits thousands of interations with the same

sample of atoms. The trapping and probing systems are

designed to optimize the single-pass interation of the

light. This allows us to ahieve a larger optial inter-

ation per atom than observed in other single-pass sys-

tems, and to make quantum non-demolition measure-

ments of the olletive atomi spin with unpreedented

preision. Additional features that arise from the use of

old, dipole-trapped atoms inlude seletion, by probe

http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.4863v2
mailto:m.kubasik1@physics.ox.ac.uk
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tuning, of designer Hamiltonians for the light-matter in-

teration. This may enable new operations in quantum

information [26℄.

The paper is organized as follows: In Part II we review

the physial onsiderations in single-pass interation of

polarized light with old ensembles. In Part III we de-

sribe the atomi ensemble and relevant aspets of the

trapping and ooling system to produe it. The various

optial pumping shemes employed in the preparation

of polarized atomi ensembles are disussed in Part IV.

Part V onentrates on the prodution of polarized probe

beams and their subsequent detetion. In Part VI we re-

port �rst results on sensitive measurement of atomi po-

larization by Faraday rotation. Conlusions and future

plans are inluded in Part VII.

II. PROBING ATOMIC SPIN DEGREES OF

FREEDOM WITH OFF-RESONANT LIGHT

We will study the interation between an ensemble of

old

87
Rb atoms prepared in the |F = 1, m = ±1〉

ground states (Fig. 1) and a linearly polarized probe pulse

of duration τ , tuned to the D2 line, and travelling in the

z-diretion (see Fig. 2). The spin of the atoms an be

desribed by the olletive atomi pseudo-spin operators

Ĵ

Ĵ0 =
1

2
N̂a,

Ĵx =
1

2

∑

k

(
F̂ 2
x,k − F̂ 2

y,k

)
,

Ĵy =
1

2

∑

k

(
F̂x,kF̂y,k + F̂y,kF̂x,k

)
,

Ĵz =
1

2

∑

k

F̂z,k,

(1)

where N̂a is the atom-number operator, F̂i,k is the ith
omponent of spin operator orresponding to the kth
atom, and the sum is over all atoms. Similarly, the polar-

ization of the probe �eld an be desribed by the Stokes

operators Ŝ

Ŝ0 =
1

2

(
â†+â+ + â†−â−

)
,

Ŝx =
1

2

(
â†−â+ + â†+â−

)
,

Ŝy =
i

2

(
â†−â+ − â†+â−

)
,

Ŝz =
1

2

(
â†+â+ − â†−â−

)
,

(2)

where â†± (â±) are the reation (annihilation) operators

of the σ±
modes of the �eld. The upright subsripts

{x,y, z} distinguish non-spatial oordinates for pseudo-

spin and Stokes operators from spae-like oordinates,

e.g., angular momentum operators.

In general the interation Hamiltonian onsists of three

terms, respetively proportional to the salar, vetorial

and tensorial part of the atomi polarizability [23, 27℄.

For the range of detunings used in our measurements,

the tensorial term of the polarizability is at least an order

of magnitude smaller than the vetorial one and an be

negleted [26℄. The salar term is state-independent and

therefore an be dropped entirely. The Hamiltonian then

redues to

ĤI = ~
G

τ
ŜzĴz, (3)

where the oupling onstantG ontains the vetorial part

of the atomi polarizability α(1)
and the interation area

A [26℄

G(∆, A) =
1

A

Γλ2

16π
(−4δ0(∆)− 5δ1(∆) + 5δ2(∆)) . (4)

λ is the transition wavelength, Γ is the exited state

deay rate, and ∆ is the probe detuning. The fun-

tions δF ′(∆) = (∆+∆0,F ′)
−1

inlude the �nite hyper-

�ne splittings in the exited state: ∆0,F ′
is the hyper�ne

level spaing between F ′ = 0 and F ′ = 1, 2.
To �rst order, and after an interation time τ , this

Hamiltonian will produe the following input/output re-

lations

Ŝ(out)

y
≈ Ŝ(in)

y
+GĴ (in)

z
Ŝ(in)

x
,

Ŝ(out)

z
= Ŝ(in)

z
,

Ĵ (out)

y
≈ Ĵ (in)

y
+GŜ(in)

z
Ĵ (in)

x
,

Ĵ (out)

z
= Ĵ (in)

z
,

(5)

where Ŝx is rotated onto Ŝy by an amount that is pro-

portional to Ĵz. This entangles the atomi and the light

variables [28℄. With both Ĵ and Ŝ initially prepared in

oherent states pointing in the x-diretion the average

values of Ĵz and Ŝz are zero and the subsequent mea-

surement of Ŝy will result in a redution of the variane,

s
-

s
+

D

s
+

s
-

-1 0 +1

-3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3mF’

mF

F=1

F=2

F’=3

F’=0

.

.

Figure 1: Level sheme of the

87
Rb D2 line probed by a lin-

early polarized �eld with a detuning ∆ from the F = 1 → F
′

transitions.
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var(Ĵz), below the standard quantum limit [29, 30, 31℄

thus produing a squeezed state of the pseudo-spin. It

follows from Eqs. (1), (2) and (5) that

var(Ŝ(out)

y
) = var(Ŝ(in)

y
) +G2〈Ŝ(in)

x
〉2var(Ĵ (in)

z
)

=
Np

4
+G2N

2
p

4

Na

4
,

(6)

where Na and Np are the atom and photon numbers,

respetively.

The attainable degree of spin squeezing [32, 33℄ de-

pends on the oupling onstant G, the number of atoms

and the number of photons. In the ase of a small atomi

sample in a dipole trap the overlap of the probe beam

and the atomi sample a�ets eah of these parameters.

Therefore in this on�guration the probe-sample math-

ing is of fundamental importane [22℄. Apart from the

inhomogeneous oupling, in the experiment, unwanted

noise is always present and this an be either due to

atoms or light. These and related issues have been ad-

dressed theoretially in Refs. [23, 24, 34, 35℄. A general

riterion that an be used to verify spin squeezing for

a two pulse experiment in the presene of noise will be

presented elsewhere [36℄.

In an experimental ontext it is desirable to devise a

method to diretly measure G. This an be done if a

di�erent initial state is used. For the atomi pseudo-spin

polarized along the z-axis and light polarized along the

x-axis, Eqs. (5) imply a rotation of the Stokes vetor in

the Poinaré sphere by an angle

θ = G〈Ĵz〉 =
GNa

2
. (7)

Hene, a measurement of the Faraday rotation angle,

θ, provides information about G. As noted earlier the

e�etive values of G and Na depend on the size and the

overlap of the probe and the sample.

Another measure of the strength of the atom-light in-

teration is the on-resonane optial depth

OD = σ0
Na

A
, (8)

where σ0 is the on-resonane sattering ross setion.

Combining Eqs. (7) and (8) we obtain an expression

that an be used to determine OD from the same Fara-

day rotation measurement

OD =
2σ0

G̃
θ, (9)

where G̃ = AG depends only on atomi quantities and

an be readily alulated.

Atom-light entanglement and prodution of spin

squeezed states as desribed by Eq. (6) are examples of

the possible appliations of the QND Hamiltonian (3).

In a general situation where the detuning ∆ is allowed

to take an arbitrary value, Eq. (3) is no longer valid and

the general form of the Hamiltonian has to be used [23℄.

This has numerous appliations, inluding atom-number

measurement, quantum loning and quantum memory

[26℄. Among these the �rst one is espeially relevant in

the ontext of this paper. The Hamiltonian that allows

for atom-number measurements is obtained for a spei�

value of ∆ = 462MHz and is given by

ĤI ∝ α(2)
(
ŜxĴx + ŜyĴy

)
. (10)

For a irularly polarized probe and the pseudo-spin po-

larized along the x-axis, it desribes a rotation of Ŝz onto

Ŝy proportional to Ĵx. This should prove useful beause

the result an be ompared against the number of atoms

measured by more onventional methods as for instane

absorption imaging or �uoresene measurement after re-

apturing atoms in the MOT.

III. ATOM TRAP

An ensemble of

87
Rb is prepared in a double magneto-

optial trap (MOT). The �rst stage of the MOT on�nes

atoms only in 2 dimensions letting them move to the

seond stage loated below, where they are trapped in

3 dimensions. This transfer is aided with a weak auxil-

iary beam whih results in a rate of about 107 atoms per

seond. A detailed desription of the MOT apparatus

an be found in Refs. [37℄ and [38℄. From the 3D MOT

the old sample is transferred to a far o�-resonane dipole

trap (FORT). The 2-stage on�guration of the MOT with

pressure in the bottom stage lower by two orders of mag-

nitude provides fast loading and a long lifetime of the

dipole trap.

Transfer to the dipole trap does not involve moving

the atoms in spae whih redues possible heating and

losses. Instead, the FORT and the MOT are overlapped.

The transition between these two traps is supported by a

molasses phase: during the last 25 ms of the MOT load-

ing the axial gradient of the magneti �eld is dereased

from 30 to 20 G/m, the detuning of the ooling light is

ramped from −1.3 Γ to −4 Γ, and the repumping beam

is attenuated; later the magneti �eld is turned o�, the

repumper is bloked and the ooling light is kept on for

85 ms detuned by−14 Γ. This last phase leaves the atoms

in the F = 1 hyper�ne level whih redues the losses due

to spin-hanging ollisions and is also the required initial

state for the following optial pumping (see IV). In this

way we �ll the dipole trap with about 1.2 × 106 atoms

and the entire yle takes only about 3 seonds.

The FORT is realized with a red-detuned (1030 nm),

linearly polarized beam, foused to a 50µm waist by an

ahromati lens that is also used to fous the probe beams

on the sample (L1 in Fig. 2). A thin disk, Yb:YAG laser

provides 7 W of ontinuous power in the trap. Trap-

ping light is brought to the apparatus by a single mode

photoni-rystal �ber to assure a pure Gaussian beam

and to redue pointing instabilities. The AC Stark shift

indued on the ground states by the dipole light orre-

sponds to a on�ning potential of about 260µK depth.



4

The number of atoms in the FORT is measured by

swithing it o� and reapturing the atoms in the 3D

MOT. The �uoresene signal from the MOT is reorded

during 100ms. With the 2D MOT swithed o� this time

is short enough to avoid apturing any atoms that are not

from the dipole trap. Fluoresene light is olleted with

an NA = 0.33 objetive [38℄ and sent onto a alibrated,

ampli�ed photodiode whih ompletes the measurement.

Reapture after varying dipole trapping periods allows

us to investigate trap losses. We observe a mainly super-

exponential, density-dependent deay, presumably due to

two-body ollisions in the trap [39, 40℄. Fitting data af-

ter up to 90 seonds of trapping we an laim that the

ollision rate parameter (volume-independent) β is lose

to 8 × 10−14 cm3s−1
, in agreement with other predited

and measured values for

87
Rb under similar onditions

[41, 42℄. In omparison, losses due to ollisions with hot

bakground atoms are negligible. In this situation infer-

ring the lifetime is di�ult. Nonetheless, the �ts suggest

a value greater than 1000 seonds, whih is onsistent

with a bakground pressure of 10−11 mbar [43℄.
For imaging purposes the dipole-trapped sample is illu-

minated with light from the MOT, red-detuned by 1 Γ. A
CCD amera reords a �uoresene image during 100µs.
This allows us to estimate the size of the sample and

the temperature of the atoms by using the time of �ight

(TOF) tehnique [44, 45℄. To ensure that only the dipole-

trapped atoms ontribute to the images the trapping time

in this ase is set to 300ms. After this time, the FORT

is swithed o� and an image of the loud is aquired af-

ter a variable time of free expansion (up to 4ms). The

�tted size of the loud is 8.5mm by approximately 20µm
(FWHM) indiating an atomi density at the enter of

approximately 5 × 1011 atoms/cm
3
. From the time de-

pendene of the loud radius we infer the temperature,

25.0± 0.5 µK.

IV. STATE PREPARATION BY OPTICAL

PUMPING

It was explained in Part II how a QND-type mea-

surement an be used to generate spin squeezing. This

sheme works with atoms initially prepared in a oherent

spin state, with the pseudo-spin polarized along the x-

axis. This state is equivalent to a oherent superposition

of the two extreme ground states |F = 1, m = 1〉 and
|F = 1, m = −1〉, (Fig. 1). On the other hand, Faraday

rotation measurements that provide a method to assess

the interation strength available in the experiment are

ideally performed with only one of these two states popu-

lated. In this setion we present the on�guration of the

pumping beams used in both situations.

Sine the vauum apparatus has been designed so that

optial pumping �elds an be applied from three mu-

tually orthogonal diretions [37, 38℄, a variety of quan-

tum states an be prepared. With the z-axis ating as

a quantization axis (see Fig. 2), pumping atoms into

Figure 2: Simpli�ed shemati of the setup. PBS1, PBS2

polarizing beam splitters. BS1 a 50/50 beam splitter. DC1

dihroi ube. DC2, DC3 dihroi mirrors. HW half wave-

plates, QW quarter waveplates. L1, L2 respetively fousing

and re-ollimating lenses. PD1, PD2 photodiodes.

either |F = 1, m = 1〉 or |F = 1, m = −1〉 requires

irularly polarized light propagating along z. The de-

sired m-state is then obtained by seleting the orret

heliity. We ombine the pumping beam with a prei-

sion probe beam (f. Part V) on a 50/50 beam splitter

(BS1) and set the angles of waveplates HW2 and QW2

so that orret irular polarization in the trap results.

In pratie polarization is measured between the vauum

ell and the ollimating lens L2. A set of two waveplates

is neessary beause the s- and p-polarized omponents

aquire a di�erent phase shift upon re�etion from the

dihroi ube, DC1. For the measurements presented in

Part VI we pump atoms with approximately 3 µW for

50 µs with light resonant from F = 1 to F ′ = 2 and a

beam about four times as big as the transverse dimension

of the atomi ensemble. At the same time we apply light

�elds through the MOT beams resonant to the transi-

tion F = 2 to F ′ = 2. This prevents atoms from being

aumulated in the F = 2 manifold. All the resonane

frequenies referred to are the free spae values.

We are not ompensating for light shifts from the

dipole trap laser (around 12MHz) at this stage. In ad-

dition, a small guiding magneti �eld of 0.5 G is applied

in order to prevent preession of the state about any re-

maining stray magneti �eld.

The prodution of oherent superposition states re-

quires pumping light that is linearly polarized in the xy-
plane. When suh polarized light is used the atoms end

up in one of the two |F = 1, m = 1〉 ± |F = 1, m = −1〉
superpositions with the sign depending on whether the

atual polarization vetor points along the x or y-axis.
In our implementation the pumping beam travels along

the vertial axis, x, and is beforehand expanded in the z-
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diretion so that it better mathes the elongated atomi

sample. This partiular on�guration makes use of the

lower optial depth in the propagation diretion of the

optial pumping beam.

V. PROBING AND DETECTION SYSTEM

Two probe beams have been implemented, a linearly

polarized preision probe that is shot noise limited in po-

larization and an auxiliary probe whose polarization an

be set arbitrarily. The preision probe yields a polariza-

tion rotation signal aording to Eq. (7). The probe light

is produed by a ommerial extended avity diode laser.

Its frequeny is loked to the frequeny of the repumper

laser of the MOT using a omputer ontrolled eletroni

o�set-lok on the basis of a digital PLL (ADF4252) [46℄.

This on�guration allows for the detuning ∆ (Fig. 1) to

be varied ontinuously from -0.2 GHz up to -2.8 GHz.

With the help of an aousto-opti modulator (AOM)

retangular pulses as short as 100 ns an be reated. The

beam is brought to the trap by a single-mode polariza-

tion maintaining �ber and a oherent polarization state

is prepared with a thin-�lm polarizer of extintion ratio

of 105 : 1.
The main appliation of the auxiliary probe is an atom

number measurement based on the Hamiltonian (10). To

this end its polarization is made irular and the atoms

are prepared in the same superposition state as required

for spin-squeezing experiments (see Part IV). The fat

that the ensemble an be prepared in the same way in

both ases implies that the two measurements, the QND

measurement and the measurement of the number of

atoms, an be performed nearly simultaneously on the

same sample by sending pulses of the two probes losely

separated in time. As in the ase of the preision probe,

pulses are produed with an AOM and the beam is �ber

oupled to the trapping setup. The two waveplates HW1

and QW1 are set suh as to ahieve the required polariza-

tion state of the preision probe in the trap. The same is

ahieved for the auxiliary probe by HW2 and QW2. Sine

the auxiliary probe and the irular optial pumping (f.

Part IV) are not used simultaneously they share the same

optial path and are ombined with the preision probe

and the trapping beam on BS1 and DC1, respetively. In

this way all the beams (with the exeption of the linearly

polarized optial pumping beam) propagate in a ollinear

fashion. Among other advantages, the ollinear geome-

try makes it possible to use a single ahromati lens (L1)

to produe the trapping potential and to fous the probe

and pump beams on the atomi sample. In our ase the

foal length is f = 80 mm. The required size of the foi

is ahieved by adjusting the size of eah of the ollimated

beams separately before they reah the fousing lens. We

set the waist (where intensity drops by a fator of e2) of
both Gaussian probes to w0 = 20 µm whih is lose to

the optimum predited in Ref. [22℄.

After passing through the vauum ell, all the beams

are again ollimated with another f = 80 mm ahromat

(L2) arranged in a unit-magni�ation telesope on�gu-

ration with the fousing lens (L1). The trapping beam

is then �ltered out by a pair of dihroi mirrors and the

transmitted probe beams are direted onto the detetion

system. Before the detetion, there is a quarter wave-

plate whose angle is set suh as to ompensate for the

birefringene of the two dihroi mirrors at the probe

wavelength. Detetion is aomplished with a half wave-

plate that rotates the plane of polarization by 45◦ and a

polarizing beam splitter that separates the original 45◦

and −45◦ omponents thus ompleting the measurement

of Sy.

The intensities of the two resulting beams are sub-

trated in a home-built di�erential photodetetor. It on-

sists of two main stages. The �rst is a harge-sensitive

ampli�er that integrates the di�erene of the two pho-

tourrents over the duration of the optial pulse. The

seond is a Gaussian �lter whih di�erentiates and am-

pli�es the integrated signal. At the end the signal is

reorded by a digital storage osillosope and proessed

later on. The measured eletroni noise is equivalent to

the shot noise of a pulse onsisting of about 105 photons.
A full desription of the detetor will be given elsewhere

[47℄.

VI. PARAMAGNETIC FARADAY ROTATION

MEASUREMENTS

This setion presents experimental results on paramag-

neti Faraday rotations whih are used to determine the

amount of interation between probe beam and atomi

ensemble. As desribed in Se. IV, the initial state

for this measurement is either |F = 1, m = 1〉 or

|F = 1, m = −1〉, i.e., a marosopi polarization along

the z omponent of the pseudo-spin. The guiding mag-

neti �eld along z is applied during pumping and probing.

The rotation signal is measured by probing the sample

with 1 µs long pulses of about 4× 106 photons per pulse
and a period of 20 µs.

In a �rst set of measurements we prepare atoms in

either of the above-mentioned states. The resulting ro-

tation signals are shown in Fig. 3. The observed signals

show opposite signs, i.e., the linear polarization is tilted

lokwise or anti-lokwise, respetively, as the light trav-

els through the medium. The amount of rotation is the

same for both states within 2%. It demonstrates that the

setup is apable of produing and deteting marosopi-

ally polarized atomi states. However, the degree of op-

tial pumping, i.e., the purity of the atomi state would

have to be measured by other tehniques, e.g., spin state

tomography.

The measurement of the polarization state of the atoms

is highly sensitive while produing little hange in the

atomi state. Eah point in Fig. 3 represents a pulse of

about 4 × 106 photons interating with the atomi sam-

ple. In total 1000 pulses are sent, produing a derease of
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Figure 3: (Color online) Rotation signal for an atomi state

polarized parallel and anti-parallel to z. The number of pho-

tons per pulse is 4.3 × 10
6
and the detuning is −1.6GHz.

Eah point in the graph represents the average value over 20

experimental runs. For larity only every tenth point has been

plotted. Inset: Individual pulses from balaned detetor. The

gray area marks the integration window.

signal of < 10%. Also, as seen in that �gure, the signal-

to-noise ratio (SNR) is large, about 200. Together, these

indiate that the system provides su�ient interation

for sensitive, non-destrutive measurements. A full anal-

ysis of the information/disturbane trade-o� will be the

subjet of a future work [48℄.

The inset of Fig. 3 shows the reorded Gaussian pulse

shape as it is read from the balaned detetor. Our sig-

nal, whih is the photon-number imbalane, ∆NL, is al-

ulated as the integral over the gray shaded area. The

onversion fator was determined beforehand by sending

a known amount of photons onto only one photodiode.

For eah pulse we monitor the number of photons, NL,

entering the atomi loud. By knowing the transmission

of DC2 and DC3 we an alulate the angle of polariza-

tion rotation θ by

θ =
∆N ′

L

NLthtv
, (11)

where ∆N ′
L is the photon number di�erene atually

measured and tv and th the amplitude transmission prob-

ability for vertial and horizontal polarization, respe-

tively.

In the seond set of measurements we pump atoms into

the state |F = 1, m = −1〉 and vary the detuning of the

probe laser over 1.5GHz. This enables us to measure the

dependene on detuning of the rotation angle in Eq. (7).

Furthermore, we an dedue the olumn density of the

light-atom interfae and the on-resonant optial depth.

The rotation angles are plotted in Fig. 4, where a single

point orresponds to an average over 40 realizations of

a dipole trapped sample. Eah sample is probed by 10
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Figure 4: (Color online) Paramagneti Faraday rotation sig-

nal measured on an atomi ensemble of about 1× 10
6
atoms.

The detuning is measured from the resonane F = 1 → F
′
=

0. The number of photons per pulse is 4 × 10
6
. For more

details, see text.

pulses to determine the rotation angle. The error bars

orrespond to one standard deviation. The solid line in

Fig. 4 is a least-square �t using Eq. (7). The only free

parameter is the olumn density nc = Na

A
and we an

write the �t funtion as

θ(∆) = nc

G̃(∆)

2
. (12)

From the �tting we �nd nc = 2.65(7) × 1014 m−2
. We

interpret the measured olumn density as an e�etive

number. This is to say, we assume Na atoms homo-

geneously distributed over an e�etive area Aeff and a

light beam of the same size. We use the e�etive olumn

density and determine an e�etive on-resonane optial

depth of 51± 1. The term "on-resonane" here requires

some explanation. Unlike the ideal spin-1/2, two-level

atom, our atom has three resonanes whih eah make

a ontribution, both to the absorption and the optial

rotation e�ets. To de�ne an "on-resonant" sattering

ross-setion, we sum the sattering ross setions for the

three transitions at their respetive line enters and ob-

tain σ0 = λ2/π. This ross setion aurately desribes

the transition when the upper hyper�ne splitting an be

negleted, for example far from resonane.

The obtained value of the optial depth is very en-

ouraging for future experiments towards spin-squeezing.

Nevertheless, we are aware of the fat that our multilevel

atomi system is very di�erent from the ideal spin 1/2

atom in Ref. [29℄. Therefore, any preditions about the

degree of spin squeezing ahievable in our system as in

Ref. [33℄ would require a more omplex analysis [48℄. As

a �rst hint, however, we an state the number of photons

needed to observe atomi projetion noise over light shot

noise. If we use Eq. 6 and say we want to amplify the

atomi over the light noise by a fator of a we need a num-

ber of photons per pulse whih is given by NL = aNa

θ2 .
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NL has a quadrati dependene on the detuning whih

is ompensated by the fat that the destrution of the

atomi state sales inversely proportional to the square

of the detuning. If we take the data from Fig. 3 and

want to ahieve an a = 1, we have to use 109 photons

whih orresponds to around 300 pulses under the used

onditions.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have presented an experimental setup for appli-

ations in ontinuous variables quantum information.

The system onsists of an ensemble of old atoms in a

red-detuned dipole trap interating with an o�-resonant

probe. In order to haraterize the strength of the atom-

light interation we have performed polarization rota-

tion measurements varying the detuning of the probe

over 1.5 GHz. The results obtained are in very good

agreement with theoretial preditions. The very small

observed destrution of the atomi state ombined with

the strong interation, that in these measurements orre-

sponds to an optial depth of 51±1, on�rm that this sys-

tem meets the requirements to suessfully demonstrate

spin squeezing. In a broader ontext our measurements

indiate that old atoms in far o�-resonane dipole traps

an provide strong interation without the use of a avity

and that they may onstitute a very promising physial

system for quantum information protools.

Aknowledgments

The authors would like to thank P.J. Windpassinger

and J.H. Müller for their support on the di�erential

photodetetor. This work was funded by the Spanish

Ministry of Siene and Eduation under the LACSMY

projet (Ref. FIS2004-05830) and the Consolider-Ingenio

2010 Projet �QOIT�.

[1℄ B. Julsgaard, J. Sherson, J. I. Cira, J. Fiurá²ek, and

E. S. Polzik, Nature 432, 482 (2004).

[2℄ H. J. Briegel, W. Dür, J. I. Cira, and P. Zoller, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 81, 5932 (1998).

[3℄ T. Wilk, S. C. Webster, A. Kuhn, and G. Rempe, Siene

317, 488 (2007).

[4℄ A. D. Boozer, A. Boa, R. Miller, T. E. Northup, and

H. J. Kimble, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 193601 (2007).

[5℄ S. Deléglise, I. Dotsenko, C. Sayrin1, J. Bernu, M. Brune,

J.-M. Raimond, and S. Harohe, Nature 455, 510 (2008).

[6℄ A. Wallra�, D. I. Shuster, A. Blais, L. Frunzio, R. S.

Huang, J. Majer, S. Kumar, S. M. Girvin, and R. J.

Shoelkopf, Nature 431, 162 (2004).

[7℄ S. L. Mielke, G. T. Foster, and L. A. Orozo, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 80, 3948 (1998).

[8℄ A. Lambreht, T. Coudreau, A. M. Steinberg, and E.

Giaobino, Europhys. Lett. 36, 93 (1996).

[9℄ M. H. Shleier-Smith, I. D. Leroux, and V. Vuleti¢, arXiv:

0810.2582v1 (2008).

[10℄ J. Hald, J. L. Sørensen, C. Shori, and E. S. Polzik, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 83, 1319 (1999).

[11℄ S. Chaudhury, G. A. Smith, K. Shulz, and P. S. Jessen,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, (2006).

[12℄ J. Appel, P. J. Windpassinger, D. Oblak, U. B. Ho�, N.

Kjærgaard, and E. S. Polzik, arXiv: 0810.3545v1 (2008).

[13℄ W. Happer, Rev. Mod. Phys. 44, 169 (1972).

[14℄ A. Kastler, C. R. Hebd. Sean. Aad. Si. 232, 953 (1951).

[15℄ J. Manuel and C. Cohen-Tannoudji, C. R. Hebd. Sean.

Aad. Si. 257, 413 (1963).

[16℄ J. L. Sørensen, J. Hald, and E. S. Polzik, Phys. Rev. Lett.

80, 3487 (1998).

[17℄ T. Isayama, Y. Takahashi, N. Tanaka, K. Toyoda, K.

Ishikawa, and T. Yabuzaki, Phys. Rev. A 59, 4836

(1999).

[18℄ G. A. Smith, A. Silberfarb, I. H. Deutsh, and P. S.

Jessen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, (2006).

[19℄ S. Chaudhury, S. Merkel, T. Herr, A. Silberfarb, I. H.

Deutsh, and P. S. Jessen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, (2007).

[20℄ J. M. Choi, J. M. Kim, J. H. Lee, Q. H. Park, and D.

Cho, Phys. Rev. A 71, (2005).

[21℄ D. Budker, W. Gawlik, D. F. Kimball, S. M. Rohester,

V. V. Yashhuk, and A. Weis, Rev. Mod. Phys. 74, 1153

(2002).

[22℄ J. H. Müller, P. Petrov, D. Oblak, C. L. Garrido Alzar,

S. R. de Ehaniz, and E. S. Polzik, Phys. Rev. A 71,

033803 (2005).

[23℄ S. R. de Ehaniz, M. W. Mithell, M. Kubasik, M.

Koshorrek, H. Crepaz, J. Eshner, and E. S. Polzik,

J. Opt. B 7, S548 (2005).

[24℄ M. Koshorrek and M. Mithell, arXiv: 0802.0365

(2008).

[25℄ J. S. Neergaard-Nielsen, B. M. Nielsen, C. Hettih, K.

Mølmer, and E. S. Polzik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 083604

(2006).

[26℄ S. R. de Ehaniz, M. Koshorrek, M. Napolitano, M.

Kubasik, and M. W. Mithell, Phys. Rev. A 77, 032316

(2008).

[27℄ J. M. Geremia, J. K. Stokton, and H. Mabuhi, Phys.

Rev. A 73, 042112 (2006).

[28℄ D. V. Kupriyanov, O. S. Mishina, I. M. Sokolov, B. Juls-

gaard, and E. S. Polzik, Phys. Rev. A 71, 032348 (2005).

[29℄ A. Kuzmih, N. P. Bigelow, and L. Mandel, Europhys.

Lett. 42, 481 (1998).

[30℄ A. Kuzmih and E. S. Polzik, in Quantum information

with ontinuous variables, edited by S. L. Braunstein and

A. K. Pati (Kluwer Aademi Publishers, Dordreht, The

Netherlands, 2003), Chap. 18, pp. 231�265.

[31℄ L. K. Thomsen, S. Manini, and H. M. Wiseman, Phys.

Rev. A 65, 061801(R) (2002).

[32℄ L. M. Duan, J. I. Cira, P. Zoller, and E. S. Polzik, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 85, 5643 (2000).

[33℄ K. Hammerer, K. Mølmer, E. S. Polzik, and J. I. Cira,

Phys. Rev. A 70, 044304 (2004).

[34℄ L. M. Duan, J. I. Cira, and P. Zoller, Phys. Rev. A 66,



8

023818 (2002).

[35℄ L. B. Madsen and K. Mølmer, Phys. Rev. A 70, 052324

(2004).

[36℄ M. W. Mithell, M. Koshorrek, M. Kubasik, and M.

Napolitano, in preparation (unpublished).

[37℄ M. Shulz, Ph.D. thesis, Leopold-Franzens-Universität

Innsbruk, 2002.

[38℄ H. Crepaz, Ph.D. thesis, Leopold-Franzens-Universität

Innsbruk, 2006.

[39℄ S. J. M. Kuppens, K. L. Corwin, K. W. Miller, T. E.

Chupp, and C. E. Wieman, Phys. Rev. A 62, 013406

(2000).

[40℄ R. Grimm, M. Weidemüller, and Y. B. Ovhinnikov, Adv.

Atom. Mol. Opt. Phys. 42, 95 (2000).

[41℄ R. C. Nesnidal and T. G. Walker, Phys. Rev. A 62,

030701(R) (2000).

[42℄ H. C. W. Beijerink, Phys. Rev. A 62, 063614 (2000).

[43℄ S. Bali, K. M. O'Hara, M. E. Gehm, S. R. Granade, and

J. E. Thomas, Phys. Rev. A 60, R29 (1999).

[44℄ P. D. Lett, R. N. Watts, C. I. Westbrook, W. D. Phillips,

P. L. Gould, and H. J. Metalf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 169

(1988).

[45℄ C. S. Adams and E. Riis, Prog. Quant. Eletr. 21, 1

(1997).

[46℄ K. J. Guenter, Master's thesis, ETH Zurih, 2003.

[47℄ P. J. Windpassinger, M. Kubasik, M. Koshorrek, A.

Boisen, N. Kjaergaard, E. S. Polzik, and J. H. Müller,

Meas. Si. Tehnology (2008).

[48℄ M. Koshorrek, M. Napolitano, and M. Mithell, in

preparation (unpublished).


