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Floquet engineering a bosonic Josephson junction
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We study Floquet engineering of the tunnel coupling between a pair of one-dimensional bosonic
quasi-condensates in a tilted double-well potential. By modulating the energy difference between
the two wells, we re-establish tunnel coupling and precisely control its amplitude and phase. This
allows us to initiate coherence between two initially uncorrelated Bose gases and prepare different
initial states in the emerging sine-Gordon Hamiltonian. We fully characterize the Floquet system
and study the dependence of both equilibrium properties and relaxation on the modulation.

Introduction.—Periodic driving, i.e. Floquet engineer-
ing, offers a wide range of pathways to design effective
Hamiltonians which are otherwise difficult to achieve or
even unrealizable in static laboratory systems [IH3]. For
ultracold atoms, Floquet engineering has been used in
optical lattices to coherently control tunneling between
sites [4H]], applied to generate large artificial gauge fields
[9HTT] and to simulate the quantum Hall effect [T2HI5].
Proposals for continuous systems range from implement-
ing the Pokrovsky-Talapov model [T6HIg], used to de-
scribe the Commensurate-Incommensurate phase transi-
tion [19], to analogue simulators for pre-heating [20] and
false-vacuum decay [21]. Experimental studies on contin-
uous interacting many-body Floquet systems and their
equilibration process are, however, limited. In this letter
we present an experimental study of Floquet engineer-
ing tunneling and phase locking in a pair of continuous
one-dimensional superfluids in a tilted double well (DW).

Ezperimental setup and Floguet engineering— Our ex-
periment (Fig. [I) starts with a pair of tunnel-coupled
one-dimensional (1D) Bose gases of 'Rb atoms trapped
in a DW potential created on an atom chip [22, 23] by
radio-frequency (RF) dressing [24] [25]. For both wells,
the trapping frequencies are w; = 27 x 1.4kHz trans-
versely and w, = 27 x 10 Hz longitudinally. We prepare
the system (total atom number N =~ 10%, peak density
po ~ 50 m 1) through evaporative cooling in a balanced
DW potential. The initial temperature of the samples
is T; =~ 37(5)nK as measured by the two-point density
correlation function after 11.2ms Time-of-Flight (ToF)
[26]. In the longitudinal direction, the spatially resolved
relative phase between the superfluids is extracted from
matter-wave interference after 15.6 ms ToF. For the fur-
ther analysis we use the central 50 pm (variation of den-
sity less than 15%). Expectation values are calculated by
averaging over 30-60 experimental realizations.

The RF dressing allows precise control over the DW
potential, determining the barrier height, i.e. the tun-
nel coupling J, and the potential energy difference AFE
between the two wells (Fig. a)), thereby realizing an

FIG. 1. (a) Two atomic clouds in a tilted double-well po-
tential, where AFE is the energy difference between the two
minima. For AE = 0 the barrier results in tunnel coupling
J, completely suppressed for AE > hiwy (see text). Floquet
engineering is realized by periodically modulating the energy
difference AE with an amplitude Virive. (b) Typical matter-
wave interference pattern after 15.6 ms Time-of-Flight with
atom density depicted in color and (c¢) the extracted relative
phase ¢.(z) between the two superfluids.

extended Josephson junction (JJ). For AE = 0 such
a system is a quantum simulator for the sine-Gordon
(SG) quantum field theory [27H29]. The Josephson fre-
quency wy = +/4Ju/h is determined by the on-site in-
teraction energy p and the tunneling strength J in the
balanced (untilted) DW. Tunneling between the two su-
perfluids can be completely suppressed by tilting the DW
with an energy difference AE > hwjy. Floquet engi-
neering enables us to revive the tunnel coupling within
the tilted DW through a periodic modulation AE(t) =
AEWO + 2‘/drive Sin(Wt + @drive)-

If the modulation frequency w is near resonant with
AEy, Floquet assisted tunneling will re-couple the two
superfluids, even if the amplitude Vgive < AFEy. After
time-averaging over this fast modulation, the system can
effectively be treated as a static balanced DW. In the
rotating Floquet frame, the time averaged Hamiltonian
in the two-mode approximation is given by [29] 30]

ﬁ B h~ 0 e*i(ipdrivc+ﬂ/2) 1
(H) = =1 sitpapesn2 0 M)



where J = J x 81(2‘%’%) is the revived effective tun-
neling strength and Bj is the first order Bessel function.
The ground state of the Hamiltonian takes the form
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The amplitude and phase of the tunneling term in the
Floquet Hamiltonian Eq. can be controlled through
the amplitude Vj,ive and phase @qyive of the modulation.
For the ground state Eq. , the latter results in a non-
zero relative phase $r = Qdrive + 7/2 between the two
superfluids when @qrive 7 —m/2. Transforming the rela-
tive phase $r in the rotating Floquet frame back to the
laboratory frame, the measured relative phase between
the two wells is given by

~ 2V, rive
¢r = ¢ + AEot/h — dﬁ cos(wt + @drive) - (3)

Hence, when ¢qrive = —7/2, the initial state with ¢, =0
in lab frame is also the ground state with EET =0 1in
the Floquet frame. On the other hand, for an arbitrary
modulation phase pgyive, the state ¢, = 0 is, in the Flo-
quet frame, mapped to a JJ with a non-vanishing start-
ing phase A¢,o = QV;;TVP COS((pdrivE) — Pdrive — 7 /2. For
later convenience, we introduce A¢, = ¢ — Qdrive — T/2,
which shifts the ground state of the JJ back to zero phase.
The ability to tune the coupling strength and initial rela-
tive phase of such an extended bosonic JJ establishes the
building block for more elaborate Floquet engineering.

Floguet assisted tunneling.— We first consider the sim-
plest case, preparing the initial state as the ground state
in the Floquet frame, i.e. choosing the modulation phase
@drive = —7/2: We start in a strongly phase locked
initial state with ¢, = 0, prepared by cooling into a
strongly coupled, balanced DW. We then completely sup-
press the tunneling between the two wells rapidly by in-
troducing an energy difference AEy = h x 411 Hz > hw;
and, at the same time, begin the periodic modulation
AE(t). We choose the driving frequency w = AEy/h
resonant with the energy detuning and a driving ampli-
tude Varive = h x 85 Hz, leading to an expected revived
tunneling strength of J ~ 0.2J.

In Figure [2] we present such a Floquet assisted tunnel-
ing experiment (left column) and compare it to the static
tilted DW (right column). Figure [[a) shows the time
evolution for the spatially averaged relative phases (blue
dots), in good agreement with the theoretical predictions
(red line) given by Eq. with ar = 0. The insets show
the full distribution functions of (;NSr for the initial and fi-
nal states. The observed broadening of the distribution
reflects the relaxation in the SG model following a quench
to a lower coupling J. The small, random deviations A,
(Fig. 2 b)) represent the fluctuations of the field within
the Floquet engineered SG Hamiltonian.
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FIG. 2. (left) Floquet driven DW: AE = hx411 Hz with Flo-

quet drive w = 2w X 411 Hz, starting phase @arive = —7/2 and
modulation amplitude Varive = h X85 Hz: (a) Evolution of the
relative phase ¢., calculated via the ensemble and spatially
averaged circular mean of ¢.(z) and shifted by 27N; (b) dif-

ference qur between the measured relative phase ¢, and the
estimate from Floquet theory; (c) Coherence factor. (right)
(d-f) Comparison to a static tilted DW with AFE = hx 258 Hz.
Blue dots: experimental data. Red line: prediction from Flo-
quet theory. The insets in (a) and (d) show the experimental
distribution of A¢y(z) and the light green region in (b), (d)
and (e) display its standard deviation. The error bars give
the standard error of the mean.

The revived tunneling strength J can be quantified via
the coherence factor C = (cos(¢:)), depicted in Fig. c).
The initial state with ¢, &~ 0 shows almost perfect phase
coherence C > 0.9, whereas for C = 0 the relative phase is
completely random. At early times, ¢ < 5ms, we observe
a fast decrease of coherence due to quasi-particle dephas-
ing caused by the quench to a smaller effective tunneling
coupling J. For t 2 30ms the system reaches a quasi-
steady state with an average coherence factor C =~ 0.38
(Fig. 2{c)). This demonstrates that the system retains
finite coherence due to a non-vanishing Floquet assisted
tunneling coupling, even after relaxation.

For comparison we show in Fig. [2d)-(f) the evolution
for a static tilted DW with AEy = h x 258 Hz and no
periodic modulation (i.e. Vgive = 0). The evolution
of the relative phase within the first 10 ms is in good
agreement with Eq. . The constant energy difference
AEj only leads to a monotonic accumulation of a rela-
tive phase. For t 2 20ms the total suppression of the
initial tunneling leads to a fully random phase distribu-
tion (Fig. d), inset) and consequently a vanishing co-
herence factor C ~ 0. The detuning AFy was chosen to
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FIG. 3. The evolution of (a) relative phase ¢, and (b)
coherence factor C of two initially uncorrelated Bose gases
after switching on Floquet assisted tunneling. The driving
is resonant with the energy difference of the DW: w = 27 X
380 Hz and its amplitude is: Vayive = h X 190 Hz.

be the minimal energy difference between the two wells in
the periodically modulated case. Consequently C — 0 in
Fig. f) verifies the complete suppression of static cou-
pling in the Floquet system at any time and C > 0 in
Fig. [2|(c) can only come from tunneling revived through
Floquet engineering.

In the next experiment, we demonstrate that Floquet
engineering can be used to recouple two independent su-
perfluids, leading to the build up of coherence between
the two wells. As before, we prepare the system in a bal-
anced DW, but now with a high barrier and an initial
coupling J ~ 0. Hence, the initial state after cooling is
completely uncorrelated, i.e. the relative phase distribu-
tion is fully random and C =~ 0. We subsequently lower
the barrier height between the two wells while at the
same time suppressing the coupling J by introducing an
energy difference AEy = h x 380 Hz. The reshaping of
the DW potential is done within 5ms, short compared
to the tunneling time (~ 27/wy) but sufficiently long to
avoid radial excitations (~ 27 /w, ). Thereafter, we pro-
ceed with our usual Floquet modulation with frequency
w = AEy/h and amplitude Vyive = h x 190Hz which
recouples the DW.

Figure 3| shows the time evolution of the relative phase
¢, and the coherence factor C for such a Floquet recou-
pling experiment. The evolution of the relative phase ¢,
shows good agreement with the theoretical predictions.
The initial distribution of ¢, is uniform but rapidly nar-
rows around zero (see insets), illustrating the buildup of
coherence between the two wells. This is also clearly vis-
ible in the increase of the coherence factor C depicted in
Fig. b). Within the first 5ms, corresponding to only
2 periods of the modulation, C increases to its plateau
value C =~ 0.5. This demonstrates fast phase locking by
tunneling restored through Floquet engineering.

Tunneling strength and heating— Having established
Floquet engineered tunneling, we proceed to a_detailed
experimental analysis of the tunneling strength J and the
long time evolution of the system. Figure a—f) shows
the time evolution of the coherence factor C for six differ-
ent driving amplitudes Vg,ive/h ranging from 0 to 155 Hz.
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FIG. 4. (a-f). The evolution of the coherence factor C under

Floquet driving with different amplitudes. The red lines are
linear fits highlighting the two different time regimes discussed
in the text. (g) The heating rates for the driven systems
in (b-f). (h) Dependence of the Floquet induced Josephson
tunneling on the driving amplitude. Blue dots: experiment;
light green region: estimation from Floquet theory.

The experimental sequence and all other parameters are
the same as for Fig. (a—c). Qualitatively, the increase
of the Floquet engineered coupling J is readily apparent
from the increase of C with the amplitude Vyive.

The time evolution shown in Fig. b—f) can clearly
be divided into two stages: Within the first 5ms, the
quench of the tunneling coupling from J to J < J leads
to quasi-particle dephasing and results in a rapid decline
of C. This is consistent with previous observations for
the relaxation following a quench in static DW potentials
[B1H33]. In the second stage, t = 5ms, we observe a
further slow decline of coherence due to heating.

We self-consistently extract the Floquet tunneling _cou-
pling J and the time dependent temperature (Fig. [4(g))
by comparing the measured correlation functions after
dephasing to SG model predictions in thermal equilib-
rium [28] 34], B5] under the assumption that the Floquet
tunneling strength J stays constant during the driving.
Remarkably the derived heating rate I' ~ 0.6 nK/ps is
rather independent of the driving amplitude Vi,ive (see
51).

Equivalently, using the initial temperature and correla-
tion functions we determine the initial tunneling coupling
J =23 £5s! in the initial balanced DW. In Fig. [4h)
we compare the measured J to the calculated Floquet
tunneling strengths Eq. . We find good agreement
between experimental results and Floquet theory.
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FIG. 5. (a-f) Josephson oscillations starting from different

initial relative phases A¢, o in the rotating Floquet frame.
The red line is fitted with the assumption that the Josephson
frequencies w ‘and the decay rates T are independent of the
initial phase A¢r 0. (g) Coherence factor and (h) temperature
of the system after 20 ms of driving for different initial relative
phase Ay o.

The common mode temperature of the system before
and after 30 ms of Floquet driving was measured by den-
sity correlation functions after 11.2ms ToF [26]. We
found no significant heating in the common mode (see
and [29] for details).

Josephson oscillations and relaxation.— Finally we
consider different driving phases @gyive 0of the modula-
tion, which imprints an initial relative phase difference
Ag¢, o directly in the Floquet frame. This realizes an
extended JJ and permits precise control over the initial
conditions. In the experiments we implement the same
experimental Floquet sequence as before, starting from a
strongly tunneling coupled state with ¢, ~ 0 and C =~ 0.9,
detuning AFEy = h x 436Hz, and driving amplitude
Viarive = h X 93 Hz, but now considering different driving
phases @drive = 0, £7/6, £7/3, £7/2. Using Eq. 7 we
get the initial phase differences A%r,o € [-m,0].

Figure a—f) shows the time evolution of the relative
phase for different @gyive- In all cases we find strongly
damped Josephson oscillations, in accordance with pre-
vious experiments in static DW potentials [36].

We quantify the evolution by fitting a damped oscil-
lation in order to extract the Josephson frequency w;
and the characteristic damping time 7. From the pre-
vious section, we expect a Floquet tunneling strength
J ~ 485! and w; ~ 27 x 46Hz, independent of

Qdrive- We therefore fit the experimental data with a sin-
gle Josephson frequency and damping time, leading to
Wit = 27 x 40(3) Hz and 71 = 8.8(1.2) ms respectively.
Note that w?t agrees with the theoretical expectations
within the statistical error, thus being in good agreement
with the exact Floquet predictions for J. The damping
time 71t is compatible with damping times observed in
static DW potentials [306], 37].

We consistently observe relaxation to a stationary state
after ¢ 2 20ms. This indicates transfer of the initial
potential energy, driving the coherent Josephson oscil-
lation, into fluctuations of the relative phase [38]. In
Fig. g,h) we show the time-averaged coherence factor
C and final temperature of the system for ¢ > 20 ms, re-
spectively. The decrease (increase) of coherence (temper-
ature) with qur,o reflects the increased potential energy

~ J cos(Agmo) of the initial state. Notably, we again
find the common mode temperatures to remain approxi-
mately constant throughout the evolution.

Conclusion.— Floquet engineering allows to revive the
tunnel coupling in a tilted double well, creating an ex-
tended bosonic Josephson junction. We find excellent
quantitative agreement between the experimental results
and theoretical predictions. The periodic modulation
technique developed in this work will greatly expand the
freedom of manipulating such double well systems and
open up new ways to study many intriguing fundamental
phenomena with broad relevance ranging from condensed
matter physics to cosmology.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Varive/hWHz) [ Joxp (s~ 1) [ Jr1o(s 1) [ T/(0K) [T(nK /ms) [ T{(nK)
31 3.2(0.7) [1.7(0.4) |42(3) ]0.50 35(3)
62 3.7(0.9) |3.4(0.7) |32(2) |0.50 34(5)
93 4.8(1.1) |5.0(1.1) |37(3) ]0.60 26(4)
124 6.7(1.7) |6.6(1.4) |32(2) |0.69 28(5)
155 7.9(1.9) [8.1(1.7) |35(3) |0.64 38(5)
TABLE S1. Results for different modulation amplitudes

Varive corresponding to Fig. @] Depicted values are the exper-
imentally measured (Jexp) and theoretically expected (Jwio,
see Eq. ) tunneling coupling, the heating rate (I'), and
the final temperature for both the relative (7)) and common
(T) degrees of freedom.

Floquet Hamiltonian engineering of DW system

The derivation of the Floquet Hamiltonian for our DW
system is based on the single-particle picture

H(t)= Hy + H,

([ AEy —hJ
“\-nJ o0

(1)
> + Vdrivc Sin(Wt + Sodrivc) * 0y,

where J is the tunneling strength in the balanced double
well, AEj is the energy difference between the two trap
bottoms, w is the driving frequency, @qrive is the starting
phase of the Floquet modulation, and o, is the Pauli
matrix.

To simplify this Hamiltonian, we perform a unitary
transformation to the Floquet frame

~ PPN ~ Rt t
A(t) = REW R (1) — ikR(t) ‘”Zt( ) (s2)
with the unitary operator
. AE, .
~ _ el o t—iV(t) 0
R(t) - ( 0 e+iv(t) > (SS)
Here we defined
Ve rive
V(t) = d cos(wt + Pdrive) (S4)

to shorten the notation. This eliminates the diagonal
term in Eq. (S1)) leading to:

0 ot 2R t—i2V(t) -
—i 2204 1i2v(1) 0 - (59)

H(t) = —hJ(

e

Based on the Floquet theory, we can achieve the ef-
fective Hamiltonian by calculating the time-average of
Eq. in one modulation period. When the driv-
ing frequency is resonant with the energy difference, i.e.
hw = AEy, the time-averaged Floquet Hamiltonian is
given by

ﬁ B h~ 0 e*i(<;0drivc+7"/2) g
(H®) = =1 itpametn/2) 0  (56)

7 2Vvdlriv

is the effective tunneling strength determined by the
first order Bessel function By (z) = 5= [7_dr eil@sinr=r),
From Eq. , the eigenstates and corresponding eigen-
value can be easily solved:

G- L[ ewli(egs 4 1)
W) =5 < & explHi( S 1)) > (58)
ey = FhJ (S9)

As discussed in the main text, the relative phase of
the eigenstate in the Floquet frame depends on the driv-
ing phase @qrive, which can be controlled experimentally
through the RF dressing of the DW potential. The time
evolution for an arbitrary state in the Floquet frame can
readily be calculated from Eq. . In order to compare
with the results measured in the experiment, we calculate
the relative phase evolution of |¥) (red line in Fig. a)
and in Fig. (a)) and afterwards transform ¢, from the
Floquet frame back to the laboratory frame via Eq. .

Sine-Gordon model for tunnel-coupled superfluids

For a static, balanced DW potential the sine-Gordon
model was proposed [27] and in thermal equilibrium ex-
perimentally verified [28] to be the low energy effective
description of a pair of tunneling coupled quasiconden-
sates. A complete derivation of the Floquet engineered
interacting many-body system would go far beyond the
current paper. For the sake of completeness we give here
a brief derivation for our static DW system, assumed to
describe the time-independent Floquet Hamiltonian.

For the temperatures and atom numbers considered,
both condensates, located in the left and right minimum
of the DW potential, fulfill the 1D condition u, kgT <
hwy. Since dynamics along the radial directions are
frozen out, we can proceed with the common dimen-
sional reduction by integrating over the tightly confined
radial directions. Tunneling through the DW barrier cou-
ples the two quantum wires, leading to the effective one-
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FIG. S1.  Schematic of the potential energy for the sine-
Gordon Hamiltonian . The red spheres show the initial
states for the different Floquet driving phases in Fig. [f|a)-(f).
NoNte, that ¢, here corresponds to the shifted relative phase
Ay, defined in the main text.

dimensional Hamiltonian

2 T
B OY; 0Y;  gip it
H _;/dz [Qmazaz + 550U 0000

+U(z)¢}¢jl —hJ/dz [w{wﬁw;wl} . (S10)

Here m is the atomic mass, g1p = 2hasw, is the 1D
effective interaction strength, ag is the s-wave scatter-
ing length, U is the longitudinal potential, and 2hJ
is the single particle tunneling-coupling energy. The
field operators fulfill the bosonic commutation relative
[y (2), 0, ()] = 85:6(z — /).
Expressing the wave function in terms of density and
phase fluctuations
¥ (z) = explif;(2)]

nip + 09 (2) (S11)

with canonical commutators [dp;(z),0;/(2')] = id;;6(z —

z'), the low-energy effective theory can be derived by
expanding the Hamiltonian to second order in the
small density perturbations dp; and phase gradients 0,6, .
This separates the Hamiltonian in a weakly coupled
sum H = Hy, + H, + V., for the common (symmetric,
’s’) and relative (anti-symmetric, 'r’) degrees of freedom
(DoF), defined as

ps(2) = p1(2) + 0p(2) + 0u(2) = [01(2) + 02(2)]

dpr(2) = %[M(Z) —0p2(2)] 5 &r(2) = 01(2) — 0a(2) -

Experiments in static DW potentials showed that in
thermal equilibrium the coupling V., is negligible for a
wide range of parameters [28], such that the common
and relative DoF are described by the Luttinger-Liquid
and sine-Gordon Hamiltonian, respectively. The latter is
given by

H :/dz {gépz + W (8.6:)° — 2hJnyp cos(¢ )}
T v Am z@r r)|
(S12)

where, for simplicity, we consider the long wavelength
limit (i.e. neglecting derivatives of the density fluctu-
ations). The first two terms represent the Luttinger-
Liquid Hamiltonian describing massless phononic exci-
tations. A schematic of the SG potential is depicted
in Fig. including the initial states considered in
Fig. (a)-(f). Their initial potential energy is transferred
to fluctuations of the SG field, leading to the relaxation
of the coherent Josephson oscillation in this extended
bosonic JJ.
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