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The unequivocal detection of entanglement between twindtshatter-wave pulses is a significant challenge
that has yet to be experimentally demonstrated. We desaribalistic scheme to generate and detect continu-
ous variable entanglement between two atomic matter-walgeg produced via degenerate four-wave-mixing
from an initially trapped Bose-Einstein condensate loaidénla one-dimensional optical lattice. We perform
a comprehensive numerical investigation for fixed condengarameters to determine the maximum violation
of separability and Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen inequalif@ field quadrature entanglement, and describe and
simulate an experimental scheme for measuring the negegpsadratures.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Gg,03.75.L.m,67.85.Hj

I. INTRODUCTION of continuous-variable entanglement between orthogqeal s
tial modes of an atomic field in a second-quantized formalism
his is distinct from entanglement between single pasicis

Recently there has been much interest in the quantum proJ—

erties of matter waves and the study of quantum atom Opgeen in a first-quantized picture. Such continuous-vaziai

tics [1,[2]. The field has grown out of atom optics and encom-tani%lsr&e??t has been extensively used in the field of quantum

asses concepts and ideas from quantum optics, condens%%:E L
P P N b ntangled and squeezed states of the electromagnetic field

matter theory, atomic and molecular physics and quantum inr-] b ted i i i _ : d
formation theory. Experimentally, ultra-cold atoms paia ave been generated In quanium optics experiments, an
proof-of-principle demonstrations for potential apptioas

clean and controllable environmentto investigate a widgea h A ¢ hv h b dsful 117

of new and existing models. Notable examples include the ob2U/¢" @S quantum cryptograpny have been succe . .[ I

servation of the BCS—BEC crossover regiime [3] and the Mot{:)hOtonS may not b? _|deal for all quantum operations; light
travels fast but is difficult to contain, and the lack of mass

insulator—superfluid quantum phase transition [4]. . . ; " . .
. i i ) makes it relatively insensitive to rotation and accelerain
In addition to answering fundamental questions of science

. . . X terferometric sensors [18]. In principle, the achievatsef
this developing area of physics has the potential for new anguantum optics can be replicated with bosonic atoms. Indeed

exciting applications. It is predicted that quantum enteng here have been impressive achievements in entangling the
ment will enable a novel set of technologies based on fungy;n« of two distinct atomic clouds in the continuous-viaka
damental quantum principles, such as precision mgasutemq it [E‘]- Recently, entanglement in the reduced two-body
devices|[5] and quantum computers [6]. The precise cohelgensity matrix was demonstrated by number and phase cor-
ent quantum manipulation of ultra-cold atomic systems h"’_‘?elations in double- and few-well systenis|[13]. However, no

been demonstrated in many experiments and holds promisg seriment has yet demonstrated entanglement between the
for these systems to be candidates for quantum |nformat|ogpatia| modes of an atomic field.

applications in the future. Several suggestions have emerged for creating entangle-
There have been a number of demonstrations of quantuihent in a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC). One possibility
atom optical phenomena in recent years. These include thg to transfer entanglement from an pre-existing entangled
observation of non-classical effects in atomic fields sitha  source to the atoms. For instance, the state of entangled
Hanbury Brown-Twiss effect for bosoris [7, 8], anti-bunahin jight can be mapped onto atomic modes by using lasers to
for fermions [9], reduced local pair correlatiors [10. 11], induce a Raman transition [20./21]. A related suggestion for
sub-Poissonian number fluctuations! [12, 13], and density co entanglement detection involves mapping the atom sttisti
relations from molecular disassociatidn|[14], atomic ieoll onto photons in the reverse process, in order to access well-
sions [15], and in the Mott-insulator regime in an opticat la developed single photon and quadrature measurement tech-
tice [16]. The majority of these investigations have concen niques|[2il| 22].
trated on correlations in the atom number or density. Future A second approach is to generate the entanglement directly
applications of quantum atom optics utilizing entanglemenin the atomic system. Atomic systems exhibit three- and
and squeezing will require manipulation and detection ef th foyr-wave mixing processes that can generate entanglément
phase of the quantum state of matter-waves. This presentsjignt. The dissociation of a diatomic molecular Bose-Eérst
challenge as creating stable phase references and pertprmicondensates into entangled pairs is analogous to the srotes
mode-matched intereference is likely to be difficult foradt  hree-wave mixing in an optical parametric ampliflerl 24
cold atoms. In the second-quantized picture the spatial modes of thé-pro
Entanglement can be generated and utilized in a variety aficts become entangled. Unfortunately, the entanglemant th
forms. In this paper we address the generation and detectiaesults is difficult to use or detect because of the necessity
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use a phase reference that is correlated to the phase of baihced homodyne measurement schemes for quadrature mea-
the atomic and molecular modes. Atom-light scattering is arsurements that are common in quantum optics. We then ap-
example of a four-wave mixing process which can entanglglied these criteria to a toy four mode-model of degenerate
atomic and photonic modes [25]. Superradiant Rayleigh scafour-wave mixing in a Bose-Einstein condensate with up to
tering occurs in an elongated condensate, where the scattef000 atoms, and showed that appropriate beam-splitting ope
ing process is self-stimulating, generating only one orva fe ations combined with atom counting could be used to demon-
macroscopically occupied, entangled mo [26, 27, 28].  strate both inseparability and the EPR paradox.

The entanglement we consider in this paper occurs between In this paper we extend this approach to perform one-
modes of the atomic field. The inherent s-wave scattering bedimensional simulations of a more realistic experimentat s
tween ultra-cold atoms can result in the four-wave mixing oftem. We simulate the adiabatic loading of a trapped Bose-
matter waves. Stimulated four-wave mixing between coitidi  Einstein condensate into a moving optical lattice to itétia
condensates was first reported in 1999 [29], followed by obdegenerate four-wave mixing, before turning off the latpo-
servations of spontaneous four-wave mixing and the demoriential and performing beam-splitting operations with rapp
stration of the potential reversibility of the process/ [30p  priate Bragg pulses to generate four distinct atomic clouds
principle, this four-wave mixing scheme produces manyspair Performing number difference measurements between these
of spatially entangled modes [31.]32], in analogy to a recen¢louds provides access to the atomic quadratures and the sub
optical experimenm‘?,]_ However, the sheer number of ressequent violation of the entanglement inequalities. We de-
onant modes limits the gain and entanglement generated bt&rmine how the measure of entanglement depends on the
tween any given pair of modes, as the condensate is rapidime held in the optical lattice, the relative phase of the
depleted. In this work we extend a suggestion todegen-  Bragg pulses, and the number of seed atoms in the outgoing
erate four-wave mixing (where the two input waves are the modes. We conclude that these experimental complications
same mode) of a quasi-1D BEC in an optical lattice [34, 35)will not necessarily prevent the demonstration of entangle
to create and detect continuous variable entanglement. THgent of matter-waves in such a system.
quasi-1D geometry limits the number of modes for resonant The paper is organized as follows. In Set. Il we review the
collisions, and leads to the generation two separate yahent degenerate four-wave mixing of a BEC in an optical lattice
gled matter waves. that was the subject of previous theoretical and experiatent

Hilligsge and Mglmer [34] first suggested loading a stationinvestigations[[34, 3 5]. Sectignllll details the propas
ary Bose-Einstein condensate into a moving optical laitice Measurement scheme, including the basics of Bragg pulses,
order to make a degenerate four-wave-mixing process resomodyne measurements and the entanglement criteria we
nant. There is a large body of work on the inherent dynamica@MPploy. The results of numerically implementing our scheme
instabilities in moving optical lattices which cause hegtof ~ are presented in Sdc.JIV before we conclude in Béc. V.

BECs (see![36, 37, B8] and references therein). Interdgting

the same dynamical instability can be interpreted as a-colli

sional process that generates entangled modes of specific mo
menta. An experiment was subsequently performed by Camp-
bell et al. [35] that shows pairs of modes are populated with _ _ ) )
the momenta predicted by mean-field theory; however there The dominant interaction between ultra-cold atoms in a
has been no experimental proof of entanglement in this syg30se-Einstein condensate is s-wave scattering. In freeespa
tem. The goal of this work is to propose a method to demonthe conservation of energy and momentum in the collision

strate entanglement between modes populated by degener&fewo particles requires that the outgoing particles hage m
four-wave-mixing. menta falling on two opposing points of a spheré-ispace in

To utilize or detect the presence of entanglement requires i€ centre of mass frame. Such s-wave scattering spheres hav
suitable phase referenéﬂ?ﬁl BY, 40] which is provided by th Péen observed by coliiding two BEGs [15] 30]. Alternatively

near classical coherent output of a laser in optics. In atpm o 1iS can be viewed as a four-wave mixing process which is
tics the equivalent of laser light is a Bose-Einstein cosaés ~ 'e€Sonantand phase-matched on the s-wave scattering sphere

However, in experiments the size of BECs is typically lirdite 1 N€ Presence of a periodic potential alters the dispersion
to be betweerl0® and 108 atoms. and interactions between !ation for the particles and thus the resonance conditions f
atoms result in atom losses, number dependent phase evofgR!lisions. Hilligsge and Mglmet [34] showed that adiabat-
tion, and phase diffusion meaning that they are less thaa ige'cally loading a BEC into a moving optical lattice can allow

as a phase reference. Also, setting aside a separate condd§denerate four-wave mixing, where the two incident pieic

sate of atoms to use as a phase reference may not be practi@ﬁ? in the same initial state. The optical lattice is credtgd

experimentally. shining two lasers with wave-vectdts andk, of similar fre-

In Ref. [41] we extended the separability criterion of Duanquer:,_fc'e?f"1 ande_oln]:to tr;1e atomic cloud. The light creates
et al. [42] and Simon([43], and the criterion for demonstration " © ective potential for the atoms
of the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) paradox of Reid [44] :
to situations where no assumptions could be made about the V(r) = - sin(Zkp -r -6t +96), (1)
guantum state of the available phase reference. This allows
the possibility of using a non-classical local oscillatobial-  where2k; = k; — ks, § = w; — w9, 6 is the relative phase

II. DEGENERATE FOUR-WAVE MIXING OF
MATTER-WAVES



T : o , ] i, (t) = cosh(Noxt)a, (0) + sinh(Noxt)ak(0),
ET_J/ . _— T~ ~ - ~ . At
- Lk G5 (t) = cosh(Noxt)as(0) + sinh(Noxt)a, (0).  (4)
o ‘
¥ o5t A If modes 1 and 2 are initially vacuum then they make up a
0 two-mode squeezed state that is well-known from quantum
optics [46]. The two modes are exactly correlated in number,
ot - , , . ] and anti-correlated in phase. Measuring the correlation be
g2 @ g0 q2+2kg tween the number of atoms in modes 1 and 2 is, however, in-
Quasimomentum g sufficient to prove entanglement, as it is possible to coostr
a separable density matrix that is consistent with any set of
FIG. 1: (Color online) Band structure of an optical latticihws =  local number measurement outcomies [40].
1. Two atoms in the (moving) condensate mode O can collide into  To unequivocally demonstrate that entanglement exists be-
modes 1 and 2, conserving energy and quasi-momentum. tween the two modes it is necessary to perform phase sensi-

tive measurements. The phase difference between the modes
is insensitive to anti-correlations, and thus measureroént

between the beams, afdl is proportional to the intensity of therelative phase will not help demonstrate entanglement be-
the lasers and depends on the details of the atom-lighticter tween these states. We therefore need to measure the phase
tion. Itis convenientto writd’;, = sEr wheres characterizes —duadratures of both modes.

the strength of the optical lattice, adth, = 72k2 /2m is the Quadrature measurements have been used to prove entan-
recoil energy. glement between photonic modes in quantum optics experi-

The degenerate four-wave-mixing process is illustrated ir{ne%nts P]'h’a‘;h"d phasle dreferdence, or kl)ocal osclyllatorn;s
Fig.[ where two particles in mode 0 with quasimomenggm  t€fered with the entangled modes on a beam splitter to revea

in the lowest Bloch band can collide, transferring an atom td1€ uantum correlations. A large and coherent local @soill
each of modes 1 and 2 with quasimomentandg,. During (produced by_a laser) allows one to make accurate measure-
this process they conserve their total enetgy = ¢, + =, ~ Ments of the field quadratures, defined as

and quasimomentu2y, = ¢; + g2 modulo2k;,. By subse- 5 - (

oot _i(a At
quently adiabatically turning off the optical lattice therg X =a; +ay, Y; =i(a; — aj). (%)

erated quasi-momentum states are converted to mMomentug),anet al [@] and SimonlElS] have derived a simple criteria

states in free space betweesk;,. If we write resulting mo- ¢, the separability of the two modes. All separable states
mentum of mode 1 ak;, = ky — Ak, then the momentum of obey

mode 2 isky = ko + Ak — 2ky.
Defining 'ghe qnnihilatiqn_ opergtor of modeto bedj _the Var [X1 — XQ} 4 Var [Yl 4 ?2} > 4, (6)
model Hamiltonian describing this process can be written as
where we write the variancear[A] = (A?) — (4)2. Vio-
H = ihy (dgcﬂ@ _ dE)ledQ) ' ) lation of the above me_quahty indicates that the systemtmus
be entangled. For all times> 0 the solution Eq.[(4) of the

. o ) ) ) Hamiltonian [3) in the undepleted pump approximation vio-
This pairwise scattering process is predicted to prodube su |ates this bound

Poissonian number correlations and quadrature entangteme

between the atoms with quasimomentaand ¢ [34, [45]. Var[X; — X,] + Var[Y] + Y,] = 4e72Noxt. (7)
However, the measurement of number correlations or demon-

stration of entanglement was not accomplished in the sele ex his inequality is useful for detecting the entanglement-ge
perimental realisation of degenerate four-wave mixing in erated by the four-wave mixing process, and has been suc-
BEC to date]. cessfully employed in optical experime[l?]. The Eiirste

n Podolsky-Rosen paradox has been demonstrameted in optical

We can perform a simplified analysis of the Hamiltonia
P P y Jields using similar inequalitie5 [17,144].

in Eq. (2) using the undepleted pump approximation wher
we assume that mode O begins in a large coherent [gtate
wherea is real and the number of particleg = o2. At
small enough times one can assume the population of mode 0

is undepleted and therefore the Hamiltonian can be approxi- ) )
mated as In optics the quadrature measurements required to demon-

strate entanglement can be made by balanced homodyning
that mixes the signal beams with a phase reference beam on
a 50-50 beam splitter. We employ balanced homodyning for
atoms as this method typically has a superior signal-tsenoi

In the Heisenberg picture the solution for this systeni i§ [17ratio compared to unbalanced homodyne schemes. In the

I11. ENTANGLEMENT DETECTION

H ~ ihNox (a{a; - alaQ) . 3)
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Heisenberg picture we define = a,, andb = b, as the simultaneous quadrature measurements of modes 1 and 2 are
annihilation operators for the signal and local oscilldter  necessary, we require two local oscillators for balanced ho
fore the beam splitting. The output modes,, andb,,, are  modyning. This is achieved by first usingr@2 Bragg pulse
given by to transfer half of the atoms from mode 0 to mode 3 which
is initially unpopulated. A weak Bragg pulse will not affect
Gous = (s, + by, )/V2, and by, = (a5, — b,,)/v/2. (8)  modes 1 or 2 due to the Doppler shift of light.

m

The final step is to measure the difference in the number of
particles exiting the beam splitter poig,; andb, . The B. Homodyne measurements
measured quadrature is rescaled by the size of the loc#l osci

lator, according to The final step of the experiment is make a homodyne mea-
o T i L e surement on mode 1 u.sing mode 0 as the local ogcillator, and

X = aouta?utA_ boutlout _a Ab + ab ~at+a 9) S|m|Ia_rIy on mode 2 using mode 3 as the local oscillator. One
<b;fnbin>1/2 (btb)1/2 ’ can simultaneously apply two sets of Bragg pulses tuned to

mix momentak; with kg, andk, with k5.
where the final approximation is good for phase references To complete the homodyne measurements the population
that are large coherent states. in each of the modes must be measured. The quadrature for
Thus three ingredients are required to perform homodynenode 1 just before the Bragg pulse is proportional todifie
measurements with Bose-Einstein condensates: a suitabierence in population found in modes 1 and 0 after the pulse.
phase reference, the atomic equivalent of a beam splittdr, a

detectors able to accurately count the number or density of co, dl(tg)dg(tQ)e*i"l + dJ{ (t2)ag(t2)e'®
atoms in the various modes. Bragg scattering can be used to 1= <d$(t2)d0(t2)>1/2

interfere (beam split) atoms of different momenta, and rea- N o

sonably efficient atom detection has been demonstrated with _ W (t3)ay (t3) — ag(ts)ag(ts) (12)
multi-channel plate detectors for metastable Helitir|[fZ29, (@ (t2) g (t2))1/2 ’

ionized®"Rb detection[[47], high numerical aperture optical , ) )
techniques [48], and utilizing optical cavitiés [8]. Combd yvhere we have rescaled by the size of the local oscillatan- Si
with time-of-flight expansion, the population distributign ~ ilarly for modes 2 and 3,

momentum space can be directly measured. . R . ) ) »
P g g (12)al (1) + ] (1)t (1)~

X, =
’ (@] (02)ds (t2)) /2
A. Bragg pulses _ ab(ts)ay(ts) — ab(ts)ay(ts) 13)
ing i i i i (@l (t2) g (t2)) /2
Bragg scattering is the process of applying a moving opti

cal lattice to coherently transfer atomic populations frem@  As can be seen from the above equation, ithequadrature
momentum state to another. The potential in Ely. (1) will feso angle depends ofy, the relative phase between the relevant
nantly transfer an atomic population with momentimto Bragg lasers. The phase is reversed in Ed. (13) bedausk;

ky (and vice-versa) if and only ik; — ko = +2k; and s negative. The dependence on the relative phase has two im-
6 = nkg - (ki + k2)/m; this is equivalent to assuming the portant consequences. Firstly, this parameter must be fixed

atom scatters a photon from one beam to the other, conserfpm shot-to-shot in an experiment in order to measure the
ing both energy and momentum. Higher order scattering i$.orect statistics oft

g . . )= : f. Secondly, controlling;, andd, al-
possible, but will not occur if the lattice is relatively wea |5s one to access quadratures of any angle in order to pro-
(s <1).

. _ . duce a set of measurements that demonstrate entanglement or
A weak lattice held for a duration = 7h/sEr provides  ihe EPR paradox.

am/2 Bragg pulse, and is equivalent to a 50-50 beam splitter
operation. This can be most easily seen in the Heisenberg

picture C. Entanglement criteria

, (t) + ay(t)e”

a,(t+7) = exp(—ink?/kis) ., (10) Measurements of the quadrature statistics can confirm the
V2 system is entangled by employing tlhaehappropriate separabil

. oo Gy(t) —ay(t)e”® ity or EPR criteria. In previous work [41], we derived three

ay(t +7) = exp(—imky/kLs) /2 » (11) entanglement criteria that take into account the quantum na

ture of the local oscillator. Earlier studiés [42] 43| 44]rave
where the pulse begins at timeNote that the relative phase based on the simplified quadrature operators in[Eq. (5),lwhic
of the two laser beamscontributes to the evolution, and this in a quantum optics setting closely correspond to the mea-
is important when considering quadrature measurements. sured quadratures described by EQs] (12) (13). However,
In this paper we will make use of mode 0 as a local oscilla-for the limited numbers of atoms employed in Bose-Einstein
tor in order to detect entanglement between modes 1 and 2. A®ndensate experiments and the non-classical state aftthle |



oscillators generated by our proposed scheme, the differen A similar, yet stronger EPR criterion is
between the simplified and measured quadrature operators is

potentially important. The difference between earlier kgor Var [Xfl,f(;’ﬂg

and the criteria employed below is a direct consequenceeof th A [Xzz} = Vaf[Xzz] - Var[f(“‘”} ;
commutation relations of thmeasured quadrature operators, R R L )
2 [Pz O P2 Var[Y1¢1’}/2¢2]
o (@la,) AL [Y3?] = Var[V3?] — ————o=, (19)
<[Xf’,ylﬂ> =2i (1) Var [V1™]
(apag) A2 '[an} A2 [Y 2}
o inf 2 inf [*2
oo 1o (a3d,) £ RIRUPPIREE
(|%3.95) =2i (1- 222 ), (14) (1— (ala,)/61b,))
(azas)
o6 ootm)2 where in the last line we defined the EPR paramé&tevlini-
whereY;” = X; : _ mizing £ with respect tap; ande- is less straightforward than
From this commutator, it follows that all separable statesfor S, but the two will usually be minimized for similar phase
obey [41] angles.
Var[f(fl - X;h] —|—Var[}71¢1 +}A/2¢2] >
S S IV. SIMULATIONS
CELITA B PO LA ST | |
(b1by) (byby) A. Outlineof experiment
Violating this inequality proves the system is entangled Ny begin with a pure condensate df, = 10° "Rb

state can violate the above inequality for aII_ valueaﬁph_nd atoms in a quasi-1D harmonic trap with trapping frequencies
¢2_; _generally thgse are _experl_merjtally adjusted to find theth’uu) — 27 x (1,44) Hz. Due to the high trapping aspect
minimum value (i.e. maximal violation). We can express theyatio we assume we can ignore the dynamics in the tightly

left-hand side of EqL(15) in the form trapped direction, and take a variational Gaussian ansatz f
B . R . R the transverse wave function. We have chosen system param-
LHS = cos’(¢) (Var (X, — X,] + Var[V] + YQD eters that closely match the previous work of Hilligsge and
_ - NN . Mglmer [34] to allow for a clear comparison of our results
+ 4cos(¢)sin(¢) (Var[XpYﬂ + Var [Yqu]) with their calculations. Such a quasi-1D condensate is de-

o N . N . scribed by the Lieb-Liniger Hamiltonian with an additional
+ sin”(¢) (Val" (X, + X,] + Var[y; — Yz]) , (16)  external potential.

where the omitted superscript implies a quadrature angle o “ —hZ 02 g - “ -
0,6 — (61 + ¢o)/2 andVar[A, B] — L(AB) + L(BA) h - Ja=vice (%3_ Ve 51”(2)1“2)) V=),
(A)(B) is the covariance ofi and B. Note that only the _ (20)
sum of the quadrature angles enters the expression; the valWherem is the mass of an atong, = 4wh*a;/mA, is an
is independent of the differencg — ¢». This simplifies the ~ effective 1D interaction constant, afdz, t) = mw?z%/2 +
minimization problem to just one variable with a simple sinu Vz(z,t), whereVy, is the optical lattice potential [Ed.I(1)]. We
soidal form. use a scattering length, = 100a, and obtain the effective

For brevity, we define the separability parameier cross-sectional ared; = 42 um? by minimizing the energy
of a Gaussian ansatz, resultinglinl[34]

Var X" - X7+ Varl P+ 9] -
) ala)/ (b]b diy)/ (b5by)| AL = ——/1+2a:mp, 21
1= G@lan)/B10,)] + 1 — (aday) / BL5)| L= VT 2 (1)

The separability criteria is then simpfy> 4. where nip is the average linear density. The condensate

The Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen paradox is a stronger form o§70und state wave function is quasi-one-dimensionafif
entanglementin the sense that it cannot be demonstratdid by &= - FOr these parameters the Thomas-Fermi length of the

mixed entangled state$_[49]. For our system, we previouslfondensate is approximately 286
showed|[411] that violating The experimental sequence to generate and detect entangle-

ment between two matter-wave pulses is illustrated in[Hig. 2
To initiate the degenerate four-wave mixing, an opticaldat

S

Q>

L &)
t7 )
(bjb;)
(18)
forj=1or2, demonstra}tes the EPR paradox. This is violated: Generallys (¢1, ¢ ) is minimal at the extreme points 6%(¢1 , ¢2 ), where
for at least one value gfif S < 2. the (anti-)correlation is strongest.

Var[X{! — X92] + Var[¥7* +V5%] > 2

[«
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the fragile entangled state. To avoid most of these colisio
the trapping potential may be ramped down adiabatically ove
a timescale short compared to the rest of the experiment (but
fast compared tw,.), removing most of the interaction energy
05 I from the system while preserving the quasi-one-dimensiona
I f state. This leaves the atoms to slowly expand radially in a
(I : Gaussian wavepacket. To model this procedure, in the simu-
0 — " lations the nonlinear constamis set to zero at time .
0 ti t2 t3 The measurement scheme is implemented by applying a se-
ries of Bragg pulses. The first pulse is also of wavelength 790
(®) nm, but is tuned to transfer half of the initial condensatest

by} I‘/_T\. (in the lab frame) to mode 3 with momentun2k; and oc-

| curs between; and¢,. Immediately following this between

o to andts are two simultaneous Bragg pulses of wavenumber
-E by m (ko—k1)/2 = (k2 —k3)/2, each detuned to beam split modes

] 1 with 0, and modes 2 with 3 respectively, as illustrated in
) m ﬂ Fig.[2 (b).

k3 ky ky ko
Wavenumber

Tramp Thold Tramp  Ts TH

Lattice strength s

B. Simulation method

FIG. 2: (Color online) (a) The intensity of the various oplitattices We implement the truncated Wigner approximatlon [38, 50,
as a function of time. The solid (red) line indicates therstey of ~ [51] to model the quantum dynamics of the proposed experi-
the optical lattice generating the entanglement, whiclamsped on  ment. Despite being approximate, the method is numerically
and off with a continuous first derivative using parabolicves. This  stable and has been shown to accurately treat quantum field
process adiabatically transfers momentum to quasi-mamestates  dynamics on short to medium timescales. In particular, the
and vice-versa. The dashed (green) line indicates the Bralsg to 3ty condition of simulating a large number of partigle

split the phase reference in two. The dotted (blue) linedadis the compared to the number of modes is well satisfied in our nu-
simultaneous Bragg pulses used to beam-split each of moded 1 . -
merical calculations [52].

2 with local oscillators in modes 0 and 3. (b) A momentum space . ..
schematic of each stage of the process. The truncated Wigner method is implemented by stochas-

tically sampling the initial Wigner functiondlV’ (¢/(z)) and

then evoling this according to the Gross-Pitaevskii equmati
of wavelength 790 nm and peak strength 1 is adiabatically ~(GPE)
ramped on and off over a timg as depicted in Fid.]2(a). In a(2) _i2 92
the simulations we ramp the lattice on and off using piece- ik e <%@ +V(z,t)+ g|w(z)|2) P(z). (23)
wise parabolic curves with continuous first derivativesrove
a time periodr..mp = 2 ms. Gross-Pitaevskii simulations The initial state we use is a coherent state condensate found
were performed to ensure that the shape and duration of tHgy solving the GPE in imaginary time with the addition of
ramping curve efficiently transfers momentum states toiguasvacuum noise in the remaining empty modes [52]. The en-
momentum states and vice-versa. The optical lattice is desemble of trajectories then represents the evolution of the

tuned by Wigner functional. Expectation values of symmetrically or
dered quantities are obtained by sampling moments of the
S0 = _%7 (22) field. Forinstance,

* — AT ) ] AT
whereA: = (43/64)kz. In the frame of the lattice, the con- V() = WiEWE) HEPHEN/2 - @9)

densate begins with mean momentkyn= Ak, as depictedin We discretize the atomi_c figld into 4096 po_ints with arange of

Fig.[1, and degenerate four-wave-mixing generates new wav#4 #m, and the evolution is computed using a split-operator

packets with mean momenta andks. adaptive 9th order Runge-Kutta algorithm generated by the
At this point in the simulation collisions between atoms OPen-source softwarevps [53]. We typically run100-1000

in the system become a hinderance. We therefore assunfi@ectories for each set of parameters.

that the harmonic trap is removed after the optical lattice i

switched off. During the subsequent expansion of the atom

cloud the collision rate and hence the effective nonlintgari

will decrease. Collisions have a negative impact on the mea-

surement scheme and reduce the strength of correlation be- 1. Maximal entanglement

tween the quadratures. If the radial trapping is very strong

releasing the trap suddenly could potentially result in eom We begin with an analysis of simulations of the degener-

plex three-dimensional collision dynamics that couldwtist —ate four-wave mixing process only [up to timein Fig.[2(a)]

C. Resaults
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(0.672,0.262, —0.918, —1.381)k;, for the periodic model,

100 and (kg, k1, ko, k3) = (0.672,0.266, —0.922, —1.381)k, for
the trapped model.
g 5 80 g 5 The modes surrounding these peak growth modes also un-
= 60 = dergo significant growth. The time-energy uncertainty-rela
£ 10 £ 10 tion allows momenta close to the resonance condition to ex-
® 40 8 perience population growth for a timescale inversely esldb
g 15 2011 & 15 their detuning. Below, we see that these additional popdlat
modes do not prevent the detection of entanglement. After a
0 longer period of time, secondary collisions populate a eang
20k2 ko ko 2ok2 ki ko of modes and the condensate is significantly depleted. Previ
Momentum Momentum ous experimental and theoretical work has shown this behav-

© @ ior is a result of the well-known dynamical instability pees

600!

" 15000 in moving optical lattices [36, 87, B8]. Instabilities in tagal

E S lattices have traditionally been studied due to their thedizn

£ 4000 % 10000 : -

5 5 ing effects; however the degenerate four-wave-mixing@ssc

S 5000 2 ool we employ to create entanglemeésia dynamical instability in

£ E mean-field terminology.

0 0 In Ref. [34], Hilligsge and Mglmer implement a mean-
0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15 field model and predict up to 95% transfer of the population

Lattice time £, (ms) Lattice time £, (ms) to modes 1 and 2 (when an initial population seed is placed

in mode 1). Our simulations account for spontaneous colli-
FIG. 3: (Color online) Momentum density and relative numibge- ~ SIONS into many modes and show that the transfer efficiency is
tuations versus the time held in the optical lattice,(a) Population ~ actually limited to much less than this value without segdin
of each discrete momentum mode for the periodic model anthéb) In this situation for the trapped case we reach a maximum of
trapped model. The initial condensate is barely visiblehim peri-  16% population transferred to the windows abbuand k.,
odic model as occupies just a single momentum mode. We segstr and with a 10% seed we get a total of 45% conversion, show-

population growth around momentta andk:, as well as low energy  jng that spontaneous scattering into multiple modes lithiés
scattering abouto. In (c) and (d), the solid line is the number inthe 5nfer efficeincy.

entangled modes N, + N,), and the dashed line is the variance of

the number differencéVar[N, — N, ]. Relative number squeezing :
is observed when this variance is less than the total nunalner,a the two signal modes centered about momeniynand k.

strong correlation is exhibited at early times in (c), theadeom the In Fig.[3 (c,d) we see the population in each mode grows ap-

homogenous model, and (d), the data from the trapped model. Aproximately e_zxponentially as one would expect for this sys-
later times the non-classical correlation is lost. tem [45]. It is important to note that a trapped condensate

has a nonzero momentum spread. Detecting only a narrow

momentum range of the trapped condensate would result in a
in order to identify the maximum violations of the entangle- Poor overlap with the true spatial mode, degrading both the
ment inequalities without the complication of the measureNUmber correlation and the performance of the entanglement
ment scheme. We employ both the trapped model describediteria. One must make measurements over a range of mo-
above and a simplified, periodic model, that does not includéenta of width26k. The number measured in signal mode
the axial harmonic trap. This allows us to illustrate impott IS then

We have calculated the relative number squeezing between

differences between the situations with well-defined quasi ok
momenta, and the more realistic trapped condensate. For the N. = O (ky + K (ky + k) di. (25)
periodic model, we begin with0® atoms spread over 512 pe- ! —6k

riods of the optical lattice, or 202m, which roughly corre- o o
sponds to the high density region of the trapped condensate!n Appendix(A it is shown that the entanglement criteria de-
In Fig @B(a,b) we plot the population of atoms in eachscrlbe(.j in EquECII9)AhoIdtrue providédis small enough,
momentum mode as a function of time held in the lat-replacing(a;a;) with (N).
tice, t;. This allows us to determine which momentum InFig.[4 (c,d) we sum over five modes in the computational
modes the degenerate four-wave-mixing process populatd@sis to determine the number of atoms in each pulse. We
most strongly. The results show that the population grow&lso see the number difference variance betweep theAtwo sig-
fastest in the modes with momentukg + (105/256)k;,  nal modes is significantly below the shot noise levé] 4 IV,)
modulo 2k, for the periodic model, anély + (104/256)k;,  for smaller values of;. The number squeezing degrades at
modulo2k;, for the trapped model. These values are closdater times due to secondary collisions transferring atoots
to the predictions of the simple band-structure model, deof the two signal pulses (in agreement with/[32]).
picted in Fig.[1, and differ because of the slight average We now analyze the entanglement of the modes 1 and 2 by
density differences between the two models. For the reimplementing an idealized measurement scheme. In[fig. 4
mainder of this paper we use values @b, k1, ko, k3) = we plot the results of direct measurement of the quadrature
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Entanglement demonstration as ationc  FIG. 5: (Color online) Minimal values of (a) the separalifiarame-

of the hold time in the optical latticg;. The solid line represents terS and (b) the EPR parametérwith different initial seed popula-
the result for the homogenous calculation, while the dadinedis tions in mode 1. Crosses (blue) represent results for persydtems
the result for the trapped calculation. (a) The separghiliiterion and circles (red) for trapped systems. Larger seeds appdagtade
[Eg. (I8)] is maximally violated when the entangled popiolas the amount of entanglement violation. Each point corredpdn a
N1 + N2 =~ 9. The presence of the trap reduces the level of vio-different timet; that minimises the separability parameter for each
lation, but the system still demonstrates the EPR paradgias by  system and seed size.

Eq. [I8). (b) The two systems display similar behavior tov(ah

respect the EPR criterion, EQ._{19). Ensembles of 1000 astith

trajectories were used to generate these results.

number of entangled atoms. In both models the peak violation
occurs when the total population in modes 1 andy 24 N, is
approximately 10. The turning points §fand& correspond

to when the number difference variance begins to grow. We
note that the simplified, periodic system produces as much as
10 dB stronger inequality violations compared to the trappe

TABLE I: The maximal amounts of separability and EPR viaati
predicted for periodic and trapped systems beginning witereént
initial seed populations.

Number in  Number

Seed entangled difference Separability EPR case.
Trap size modes variance violation  violation
No 0 13 0.5 11.1dB 16.2 dB
No 10 149 16 10.9 dB 15.8 dB
No 107 936 124 9.6dB  13.4dB
No 10° 3920 1053 5.6 dB 5.9 dB 2. Seeding signal modes
No 10* 10465 10243 —0.1dB —2.2dB
Yes 0 9.3 0.7 4.5 dB 3.5dB _ _ _
Yes 10 38 11 45 dB 35dB Ir:j obptl?al egperylrr;]en';s bright entangled sources cglq be cre-
Yes 102 906 103 44dB 3.3 dB ated by ‘seeding’ the four-wave-mixing process with a co-
5 herent input into one of the signal modes|[54]. We have in-
Yes 10 2270 986 3.7dB 2.1dB

. vestigated populating mode 1 with a seed in order to boost
Yes 10 9963 9836 —0.1dB -21dB the number of atoms in the entangled modes. This could be
achieved experimentally with a short Bragg pulse before the
optical lattice is applied.

Figure[® and Tablg | indicate the results of our analysis. In
common with the optical case, we find that the entanglement
violation is decreased for larger seeds. A seed of even 1%
rectly extract from the simulations the expectation valines of the |n|t_|aI populatlog, or 1000 atoms, results in notkn:lea. .
the expression Eq_(1L6), and from these determine the phasgggrqdatlon, anq a10% see_d Iea_ds to no entanglementeriteri
angled, + ¢, which minimizesS. We find that the optimal y|olat|on atany time. We belleve_ mcrease_d secondaryeseatt
phase-angle varies significantly with time. For simplicitge ing is the cause of this degradation. Despite the fact thgeta

assume this phase-angle also minimigesvhich we find to signals can be obtained by using a seed, the useable entangle

be true in practice. Entanglement and the EPR paradox a ent, such as measured by the entropy of entanglement [17],
i oes not increase with a larger séed

indeed demonstrated for some time in both models. After
few milliseconds the quantum state of the field becomes com-
plicated, and the entanglement detectable by these séparab

ity and EPR criteria disappears in agreement with previousz This can be seen from Ed.(4); if one adds a coherent seed i rhod

work m'@] . . . by a displacement operation, — a, + « in the Heisenberg picture,
We include the magnitude of the maximal entanglement cri- then the resulting solutions are also simply displaced, taacentropy of

teria violation (with respect te,) in Table[l along with the entanglement is unchanged.

operators described by Eqs.[12,13). The separabilitynpara
eterS and EPR parametéf have been minimized with re-
spect to the quadrature angles and¢,. To do this we di-
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6 b arability criteria follows a simple sinusoidal form [E{.G)]
(@) (b) with a minima of 1.52, or a 4.2 dB violation. The analytic
4 form for the EPR parameter as a function of quadrature angle
v | Jinseparabl j w1 is more complicated; we fit the sum of two sinusoids (with pe-
y !

|
N

riodst andr/2) resulting in the fitted minimum value of 0.43,
or a violation of 3.8 dB. We see that these values fit closely to
0 0 those of the idealized measurement scheme (c.f. Thbled), an
0 T 2t 3 4 0 w 2r 3t 4¢ that the measurement scheme as simulated is highly efficient
Laser phase ¢1 + ¢ (rad) Laser phase ¢1 + ¢z (rad) Of course technical issues such as detector efficiencies in a
real experiment will potentially have a significant impaat o
FIG. 6: (Color online) The measured dependence of the (&-sep the results.
rability and (b) EPR parameters on the phase of the Braggslase
01 — 02 = ¢1 + ¢2. Dots (black) indicate data from stochastic sim-
ulations for each phase angle. Solid (red) lines representofithe
data of (a) sinusoidal form with minimum valée = 1.52 and (b)
two-frequency sinusoidal form with minima & = 0.43. These
results are directly calculated from number correlatiaraee ¢s. We have combined the entanglement generating method
of degenerate four-wave mixing for a trapped Bose-Einstein
condensate loaded into a moving optical lattice proposed
3. Implementation of measurement scheme by Hilligsge and Mglmer[[34] with a quadrature measure-
ment scheme and entanglement criteria previously derived i
Finally, we have performed simulations implementing theR€f- [41]. Once the entanglement is generated, a series of
sequence of Bragg pulses that are required to demonstrate 99 pulses are applied in analogy to beam splitting used by
tanglement in our scheme. To reiterate, first the optictitkat homodyne schemes in quantum optics. Finally, the number of
is applied to generate the entanglement until timeémmed- atoms in each mode is measured via t_|me-of-fl|ght expansion,
itately following this we sey andw, to zero (representing and the quadrature values are determined from these.

1/w. but short compared to/w,) and begin the Bragg pulse ©ne dimensional condensate that incorporates the effécts o

splitting the condensate into modeands. This pulse endsat Imperfect beam splitting by Bragg pulses, non-adiabgtmit
time ¢,, when we apply two superimposeg2 Bragg pulses the optical !att!ce, and the_ effects qf the trapping potdnti
which mix modes 0 and 1, and modes 2 and 3. At time Ourresults |nd|ca}te thatnelth_er multimode effects orM@p
the quadratures are measured by the appropriate number dfffce of a trap will necessarily prevent the demonstration of
ferences between the modeskirspace. During the time the e_ntanglement with ultra-cold atoms. A theoreUgaI analysi
pulse sequence is applied the four separate condensates Sferentatom types, geometry and other experimentaipara
overlapping in real space. To perform the homodyne mea€ters may lead to significant optimizations and improvement
surements it would be necessary to allow these to expand ari@l the predicted entanglement criteria violations.

separate in real space, and then then accurately countiire nu  These results are promising, but it is important to note
ber of atoms in each separate cloud. Note that a heterody@tential experimental difficulties that we have negledted
scheme may be possible by investigating the real-space spe@Ur model. Most significantly, detector efficiency plays a

tral components of the density at timg but may be difficult ~ crucial role in entanglement demonstration. Atom detectio
with limited detector resolution. techniques are currently undergoing rapid development and

We have carried out independent simulations of 360 dif-W€ €Xpect that modern detectors with efficiencies of 30-50%
ferent Bragg pulse phase settings with = —6,. We find should be sufficient to demonstrate inseparability witfs thi
the optimal angle for violating the entanglement critenighie schemel[55]. Itis critical that the phase of the Bragg putge a
same manner as would be necessary in an experiment. TiRptical lattice lasers be carefully controlled, in ordentea-
results are plotted in Fif] 6, where each data point is thetres SUré the quadrature statistics of a specific quadratureeangl
of an ensemble of 100 stochastic trajectories. The stalsti 1he €ffects of three-body loss and finite-temperature tffec
variations of these points give some indication of what may b Should also be taken into consideration. We have assumed
expected from a similar number of experimental furrevi- the problem is purely one-dimensional; one may expect-colli

ous statistical experiments of BECs have involved terstid6] Sions into higher energy radial spatial modes during the-fou
thousands [7, 9] of shots. wave mixing and the expansion process. These collisions can

e reduced with tighter radial trapping frequencies, buittr
1D systems suffer from phase fragmentation which may have
other detrimental effects.

Despite these potential complications we believe that we
have outlined a feasible scheme for demonstrating entangle
3 Although single and ensembles of truncated-Wigner trajeet are not r_nent between modes O_f u_ltra'COId b_OSOhIC atoms. We would

formally equivalent to the expected results of experimergalizations, “k_e to point out that a similar detgctlon scheme could be ap-
there is some degree of correspondehck [52]. plied to entanglement generated in a different manner, asch

¢
EPR

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have performed a sinusoidal fit to the data to determin
the maximal separability and EPR violation values. The sep
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by colliding two BECs in free space [15,/29) 80} B1, 32]. How- that the Bragg pulses act similarly for each momenta. We
ever, we remind the reader that the advantage of the quasivrite the number measured about each relevant momignta
1D geometry of the scheme we describe is it that limits theas

number of resonant modes and results in only two entangled sk

matter-wave packets. It is possible to imagine other sckeme S _ - / ;

that similarly populate few entangled modes; for instance a N;(t) = 5k wW(kj + k1) di, (A1)
recent experiment observed well-separated and potereial

tangled modes generated by four-wave mixing between difand then measure each quadrature similarly to the singlemod
ferent hyperfine states of metastable heliim [56]. Not osly i case. The numbers after the final Bragg pulse relate to the
entanglement between massive patrticles interestingawits  quadrature before; for example,

right, but producing entangled atomic sources may leadrto fu

ther novel experiments and quantum information applicatio . . +5J€T , o , _ig
in the future. Ny (ts) — Ny(ts) = ;}f (ko + K, t2)" (k1 + K ta)e™"

+t (ky + K t2)0 (ko + K, t2)e'r dE’
Acknowledgments = (Ny(t2)) 2 X7 (t2). (A2)

The authors acknowledge financial support from the AusThe above assume$: is within the range of values that
tralian Research Council Centre of Excellence program. the Bragg pulse affects, given by the time-energy uncestain
principle,h 0k?/2m < 1/7y.
We can see that commutation relations are very similar to

APPENDIX A: MULTIPLE MODES those in Eq.[(TH),
It is straightforward to extend the entanglement critefia o 6 b _ <]§71 (t2))

Ref. [41] to the situation where the signal modes have a finite <[X1 Yy D =2i|1- T ) (A3)

momentum width. Realistic experiments will involve conden olt2

sates with uncertain momentum, undergoing finite time-of- o
flight before measurement on detectors with non-zero resd! follows that the entanglement criteria in Eob.J(13.15.19

lution. hold true, replacingd;dj) with the total number in the mo-
We consider a range of momentum values small enougmentum range(,Nj>.
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