arXiv:cond-mat/0610445v1 [cond-mat.other] 16 Oct 2006

Quantum Scattering of Distinguishable Bosons using an Ultracold Atom Collider

Angela S. Mellish} Niels Kjeergaard;? 2 Paul S. Julienné,and Andrew C. Wilsoh

!Department of Physics, University of Otago, Dunedin, Newalatel
2Niels Bohr Institute, University of Copenhagen, Denmark
3QUANTOP—Danish National Research Foundation Center foarum Optics
4 National Institute of Standards and Technology, 100 BurBaive,
Stop 8423, Gaithersburg, Maryland, 20899-8423 USA
(Dated: September 24, 2018)

We describe a new implementation of magnetic collider feestigating cold collisions between ultracold
atomic clouds in different spin states, and we use this testigate scattering involving both even and odd order
partial waves. Our method relies on the axial assymetry olble-well magnetic trap to selectively prepare the
spin state in each cloud. We measure the energy dependencearfidd partial wave phase shifts in collisions
up to 300uK between’ Rb atoms in thesS; /2, F = 1,mp = —1 and55 o, F' = 2, mp = 1 states.

PACS numbers: 34.50.-s, 03.65.Nk, 34.10.+x, 32.80.Pj

Collisions in ultracold and degenerate quantum gases plagatterns crucially different. We observe the interferente
a key role in many of their interesting propertiés [1]. Sos, p andd partial waves for collisions between atoms in the
far, investigations with ultracold atoms have been mosily-c F = 1,mp = —1 andF = 2,mpr = 1 hyperfine ground
cerned withs-wave scattering processes, but now nonzero parstates. Despite the complexity of the three-wave interfeze
tial waves play a critical role in many investigations, (s&g., we successfully determine the three partial wave phastsshif
[2]). A magnetic collider scheme for determining the contri for energies up to 30K as measured in units of the Boltz-
bution made by higher-order partial waves was recently imimann constantz.
plemented[]3[]4]. In these experiments the atoms were in the
same spin state, limiting the collisions to those involvimdy
even-order partial waves — a consequence of the particles be The angular dependence of the two-body scattering prob-
ing indistinguishable bosonic particles. lem is described by the complex scattering amplityfde)

In the present work, we extend our collider methodiis  [6]. Using the partial wave expansion, this is expressed as
tinguishablebosons for which the scattering is fundamentally f (6) = 5t Y72 (2¢ + 1)(e*™ — 1) Py(cos ), whereP; is
different since both odd and even angular momentum compdhe ¢*" order Legendre polynomial ang are the partial wave
nents are allowed. As in our original wolk [3], spin-pol@dz  phase shifts which depend on the scattering potential dnd re
87TRb atoms are loaded into a magnetic double-well potenative wave vectok of the colliding atom pair. For the range
tial which is then transformed to a single well to initiate a of energies we focus on here, only the first three partial wave
collision. Here, however, one of the clouds is converted to/ = 0, 1, 2 contribute [7]. In this case the differential cross-
a different spin state prior to collision making the scattgr sectiondo/dS2 = |f(0)|? is given by

do

1 25
= ﬁ{sin2 no 4+ 9sin® 9y cos® 6 + T sin? 72(3 cos? @ — 1)2 + 6 sinng sin 7y cos(ny — 1) cos 6

+ B5sinngsinmg cos(ny — 12)(3cos? O — 1) + 15 sin 1, sinns cos(ny — 1n2)(3 cos® 6 — 1) cos O}. (1)

Because of the orthogonality and completeness of the Legemperature of approximatel® ;K we adiabatically transform
dre polynomials, a fit of an interference expression in tmmfo the potential to a double well by raising a potential barrier
Eq. (@) to a measured angular distribution directly gives th along the axial dimension of the trap to split the cloud irf hal
partial wave phase shifig, 7, andr, irrespective of knowl-  [S]. The clouds are then further evaporatively cooled taa-te
edge about absolute quantities such as particle[flux [4]. perature of typically a few hundred nano-Kelvin, just above
Our experimental procedure is as follow§Rb atoms in  the Bose-Einstein condensation transition temperaturalA
the 55, /5F = 1,mp = —1 (= |1)) state are loaded into lision between the clouds is initiated by rapidly transforgn
a magnetic quadrupole-loffe-configuration (QUIC) trab [8] the potential back to a single well. The collision energy is
with trap frequencies, /27 = 11 Hz axially andw, /27 = selected by adjusting the well spacing in the double-waf tr
90 Hz radially. The details of loading the double-welltrap and To enable a collision between atoms in different spin states
initiating a collision are much the same as described inlf8]. we apply a two-photon pulse consisting of a microwaxe (
summary, after rf-induced evaporation of the atoms to a temé.8 GHz) and an rf £ 2 MHz) photon (depending on the Zee-
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FIG. 1: (color online) After a collision between two atomiowds in
different spin states, pairs of diametrically-oppositatred parti-
cles will be distributed over the expanding Newton sphec@ating
to the differential cross-section. Using a light beam reswrwith
only one of the states (depicted as red), an absorption irobte
contribution of this particular state to the scatteringohalobtained.

man splitting) to transf%lg state atoms to th&s, 5, F' =

2, mp =1 (= |2)) state[1D]. Due to the intrinsic axial asym- ) . -
. . .« FIG. 2: (color online) Scattering images for a collisionfgtkz =
metry of the QUIC trap the clouds are situated at slightly dif 135 4K, (a) probing only atoms in thé' — 2 state and (b) probing

ff_”e”t magnetic field values_ imme(_jiately after the d_outde- Uboth theF = 1 andF” = 2 states. The asymmetry in the scattering
single-well trap transformation. This enables us to selelt  patern of (a) is due tp-wave scattering. The corresponding angular

address and convert up to 99 of the atoms in one of the  scattering probability is shown in (c) with a fit to EE] (1) sdine).
clouds, while only 10% of the atoms in the other cloud are

converted to thé2) state. To first order, thd) and|2) states

have the same magnetic moment and experience the same con- o S
finement potential. energy in this example, where tdevave contribution is rela-

To selectively probe the scatter¢?) state atoms we ap- tively small, thep-wave interferes_ constructively withwave
ply 220 us pulse of resonant light on thgs, ,, F = 2 —  for angleslf| < /2 and destructively foff| > /2 wheref
5P, 5, F' = 3 transition along a radial direction shortly af- 1S defined with respect to the collision axisin the initialedti-
ter the end of the collision, and acquire an absorption imagéion of travel {.e., for the[2) state shown in Fidl20| < /2
This leaves thé1l) state atoms undetected. An illustration iS t0 the left of the image). Sinagis defined with the oppo-
of this is shown in Figlll. Alternatively, we can simultane- Sité sense for thel) and|2) states,f(6) for the [1) state is
ously probe both thil) and|2) state atoms by applying some Ccomplementary to that 92) and imaging both states together
55, /2, F =1 — 5P3 5, F' = 2lightto pump all of the atoms results in a symmetric scattering pattern [[Ely. 2(b)].
to the F' = 2 level shortly before the probing pulse. We analyze the absorption images of the scattering patterns
Figure @ shows absorption images after a collision atsing the method described in[11]. Briefly, we reconstruct
E/kp = 135 uK between atomic clouds in theé) and|2)  the 3D distribution of the scattered atoms using the inverse
states. In Fig[d2(a) only atoms in the) state have been Abel transformatior{[12]. The Abel-inverted image is diefitl
probed, whereas in (b) atoms in both thé and |2) states into 30 angular bins which reflect the trajectories of scatte
are imaged. The distinct left-right asymmetry of the scat-atoms in the harmonic potential. The number of scattered
tered atoms in (a) is the result of partial-wave interfeeenc particles in each of the bins yields a measure of the angular
between the odd/(= 1) p-wave and evers- andd-waves. scattering probability, which is proportional to the difetial
The scattering amplitude of thewave component changes cross-section in EqL(1). We fit Eq(1) to this data to obtain
sign atd = +x/2 as can be seen in Figl 3. For the collision the partial wave phase shiftg, 7, and. for thes, p, and
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FIG. 4: (color online) The partial wave phase shifts for isodins
between thel) and|2) states. The symbols represent the\), p

(O) andd () phase shifts extracted from the data and the solid lines
are a theoretical calculation from a coupled-channels mode

channels. The Hamiltonian contains the radigl and rota-
FIG. 3: (color online) A graphical representation of thetriitions ~ tional 7} kinetic energy terms, the electron-electron spin-
to the scattering amplitude for the first three partial wav@s s- spin interaction? H,, (wherex is the fine structure constant),
wave, (b)p-wave and (c-wave. The sign and magnitude of each the electron-nuclear spin interaction teran&H,,; that gives
¢ term in f(0) is plotted vertically for a spherical scattering shell the atomic hyperfine energies, and the strong chemical in-
with a. Gaussia_n profile in the radial direction. The relaseale of teractions described by the two adiabatic Born_Oppenheime
each is determined by,. In contrast ts- andd-wave, thepwave  htential curves that correlate with two separat&datoms.
contribution tof (¢) is antisymmetric irg. These potential curves correspond to the electronic stidtes
12; and3X symmetry. There are 8wave channels needed
to describeM;.. = 0 s-wave collisions of2) and|1) atoms
d partial waves respectively. As emphasized by Bugglal. (5 open and 3 closed). There are also/Mg,; = 0 p-wave
[d], this is an interferometric method which does not rely oncollision channels (11 open and 7 closed), and 89, = 0 d-
absolute particle numbers and identifies only the ampli&udewave channels (18 open and 12 closed). All of these channels
and relative signs of the phase shifts. Twave scattering are included in the basis set for each partial wave. If th@cha
length is known to be positive (repulsive interaction) foet nels are designated by the indgxso that the wavefunction
states considered here so we choose the corresponding sof@r atoms in the entrance channié$ ¥; = > |7) f;:(R)/ R,
tion wherer, < 0 for our energy range. The collision energy the coupled Schrodinger equations, in a basis set defined
E = mv?,/4 = hk®/m is measured within a typical uncer- by the separated atom quantum numbers, takes on the form
tainty of 5K by determining the relative velocity,, from
a linear fit to the position of the clouds over approximately 7% d*fui AE_F - R0 (b + 1) Fui(R)
2 ms either side of collision. In Fifl]l 4 each phase shift value 2y dR? F 2uR? M
is the average of up to 10 measurements at the particular col-
lision energy. The error bars on the data combine statistica B Zij(R)fﬁ(R) =0 @
uncertainty and errors associated with the fit to Ef. (1). J

A comparison of the measurements to theoretical predicHere E;, and/,, are the respective Zeeman energy and relative
tions is shown in Fidl4. These are standard coupled-channehngular momentum quantum number of the two colliding sep-
numerical calculationd [13, 14,115] for the collision of two arated atoms for the magnetic fighj and the potential matrix
atoms in hyperfine stateB, M and F’, M’ in a low mag- elementsV; define the interchannel coupling. These equa-
netic field B with relative (partial wave) angular momentum tions are solved numerically using standard algorithm}. [16
¢ and projectionn. All channels{FM, F'M’,¢m} coupled For comparison with the data, the calculation uses a magneti
by terms in the molecular Hamiltonian are included. Onlyfield of 0.23 mT, and the scattering potentials are character
channels withM,,; = M + M’ + m can couple to one ized by a dispersion coefficierit; = 4703 au and triplet
another and because the collisions are from a single diree; = +98.96 &, and singletz; = +90.1 a scattering lengths
tion (defined by the vector connecting the two initial sepa-consistent with[[17] (1 at- Epa§, whereE), = 4.36 x 10718
rated atomic clouds) we need only include thg,, = 0 Jand @ = 0.0529 nm).




4

As can be seen in Fifill 4, our experimental observations areesses would increase the perceiseghdd-wave phase shifts
described well by the theoretical model. The dramatic ceangmeasured which is clearly not the case in [Eig. 4. As for the
of the d-wave phase shift is a signature for ttk@vave shape second issue, we observe only approximately one-thirdeof th
resonance known to occur for collisions between &Bb  total number of atoms scattered after a collision near the-re
atoms [B[4[ 18]. We estimate the position of the resonanceance, indicating that the probability of a secondary silti
to be (235 + 50) uK with a width of approximatelyi 20 ©K is relatively small. A detailed theoretical analysis of tiple
(FWHM) from a Lorentzian fit to the data around the reso-scattering is difficult outside thewave regime, and partic-
nance. Calculated inelastic collision rate constants iebvex  ularly near ad-wave shape resonance, since the energy and
low 10~'3 cm?/s over the collision range of interest (com- centre-of-mass of a subsequent collision depend cruaally
pared to a maximum total elastic scattering cross-section dhe scattering angle after the first collision.
~ 1.6x10~ !t cm?), even when enhanced by tiiavave shape : : .

. . In conclusion, we have investigated the energy dependence
resonance. This is due to the exceptional case that bothpote . - ha X
. o ) ; L of collisions between tw8”Rb clouds in different spin states.
tials have similar scattering phase shifts at low collistower-

gies for threshold”Rb spin-exchange relaxatidn {19 21], Our experimental observations agree well with predictions

. from a theoretical coupled-channels model. We note that the
Correspondingly, we do not observe any atom loss from the ~, . . . . -

. o collision between two such particles of different spins-pro
trap resulting from the collision.

Two effects are not included in our analysis: state impu-V'deS a mechanism for producing spin entanglement. The re-

rities in the clouds and the possibility of multiple scatigr sulting pair correlation could potentially be observedraser

The first of these is a difficult technical issue relating t@ ou cent experiments on dissociating molecule [22] and dotjid

set-up and the second is of a more fundamental nature. Witﬁose—Elnsteln condensatés![23]. Furthermore, the ocutere

: o . . of ad-wave resonance and the resulting directionality of scat-
state impurities in both clouds, the collision processegwh tered particles mav serve as a vehicle for the production of
can occur arél) + [2), |2) + |2), |1) + |1), and|2) + |1), with P Y P

) . . . - air correlated beams.
relative amounts depending on the density of impurities. T
these effects were significant one would expect the presgnce This work has been partially supported by the Marsden
collisions between thg ) and|2) states in the “wrong” direc- Fund of the Royal Society of New Zealand (grant 02UOO080)
tion to diminish the measurgawave contribution, whereas and the U. S. Office of Naval Research. N. K. acknowledges
scattering due to th€) + |2) and|1) + |1) collision pro-  the support of the Danish Natural Science Research Council.
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