arXiv:1007.1657v3 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 5 Nov 2010

Driving quantized vortices with quantum vacuum fluctuations

François Impens,^1 Ana M. Contreras-Reyes,^1 Paulo A. Maia Neto,^1 Diego A.R. Dalvit,^2 Romain Guérout,^3 Astrid Lambrecht,^3 and Serge Reynaud^3 1Instituto de Fisica, UFRJ, CP 68528, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, 21941-972, Brazil 2Theoretical Division, MS B213, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM 87545, USA 3Laboratoire Kastler Brossel, case 74, CNRS, ENS, UPMC, Campus Jussieu, F-75252 Paris Cedex 05, France

We propose to use a rotating corrugated material plate in order to stir, through the Casimir-Polder interaction, quantized vortices in an harmonically trapped Bose-Einstein condensate. The emergence of such vortices within the condensate cannot be explained with a computation of the Casimir-Polder potential based on the pairwise summation approach or on the proximity force approximation. It thus appears as a genuine signature of non-trivial geometry effects on the electromagnetic vacuum fluctuations, which fully exploits the superfluid nature of the sample. In order to discuss quantitatively the generation of Casimir-driven vortices, we derive an exact non-perturbative theory of the Casimir-Polder potential felt by the atoms in front of the grating. Our numerical results for a Rb condensate close to a Si grating show that the resulting quantum vacuum torque is strong enough to provide a contactless transfer of angular momentum to the condensate and generate quantized vortices under realistic experimental conditions at separation distances around 3 μm.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Lm,12.20.Ds,34.35.+a

Since the advent of Bose-Einstein condensation [1], the specific features of ultra-cold atomic samples have turned them into a versatile tool useful well-beyond the field of laser cooling and in particular for precision experiments. The extremely narrow momentum distribution of such samples can indeed be used in atom interferometric systems serving as inertial sensors or atomic clocks [2]. Recently, Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) have attracted considerable attention as promising probes of the atomsurface Casimir-Polder interaction [3, 4]. Casimir forces can indeed give rise to noticeable effects in the condensate dynamics, affecting for instance the stability of a magnetically trapped sample [5], or provoking quantum reflections when the BEC approaches a surface sufficiently slowly [6]. To date, the more accurate measurements of the Casimir-Polder force performed with a BEC [7] rely on the tiny correction to the center-of-mass oscillation frequency induced by a nearby material plate [8].

The experiments realized or proposed so far involve only the translational motion of the ultra-cold atom sample. We propose instead to probe Casimir forces through the contactless transfer of angular momentum from a rotating grating to a harmonically trapped condensate. Quantum vacuum or Casimir torques have been predicted to arise between two gratings when their corrugations are not aligned [9] or between two flat but birefringent plates [10]. However they have not been measured experimentally so far. In this Letter, we take advantage of the cold atoms technology and propose a vacuum torque between a rotating grating and a BEC resulting in the excitation of quantized vortices inside the BEC. This approach brings several benefits. It takes advantage of one of the most prominent features of superfluidity, namely the quantization of velocity circulation [11]. In contrast to the experiments reported in Refs.[7], in our proposal the Casimir-Polder potential does not induce a small correction onto the atomic motion, it rather plays the central part in the stirring process: in the absence of Casimir effect, the ultra-cold sample would acquire no angular momentum. The emergence of quantized vortices is thus a genuine signature of the atom-surface interaction mediated by the quantum vacuum field. A fortunate feature of BECs is their ability to be efficiently stirred by a slightly anisotropic rotating potential, enabling the production of one-vortex states through a weak timedependent contribution [12]. This property turns condensates into highly sensitive probes of rotating potentials. The purpose of this Letter is to show that, for realistic experimental parameters, the nucleation of quantized vortices can be driven by a rotating Casimir-Polder potential.

In order to enhance the Casimir-induced anisotropy of the potential felt by the condensate, it is necessary to position it at a distance of the order of the corrugation period, which invalidates [13–15] the proximity force approximation (PFA) [16] and the pairwise summation approach (PWS) [17] usually employed to derive Casimir forces. Within PFA, the Casimir-Polder potential is approximated by the result for a plane interface, taken at the local atom-surface distance. As discussed below, it is precisely the departure from the PFA and PWS approximations that provides the dominant contribution to the time-dependent potential driving the vortices. In fact, neither the PFA nor the PWS treatments yield a sufficient torque to generate vortices in the sample. In this sense, the proposed setup probes non-trivial geometry effects through the nucleation of quantized vortices, which contrasts to previous experiments [7] measuring Casimir forces in a simpler planar configuration. The Casimir- Polder potential for a grating could also be probed via Bragg spectroscopy of the energy spectrum [18] of a BEC, or by measuring its center-of-mass (dipole) lateral oscilla-

FIG. 1: Proposed experimental setup.

tion frequency [14]. We explore here how such geometry effects can excite modes of the atomic-field presenting a non-zero angular momentum.

The Casimir-Polder potential for a corrugated surface has been computed beyond the PWS and PFA treatments up to first order in the corrugation amplitude [14, 15]. We develop here a more general nonperturbative method based on the scattering approach to dispersive interactions [19, 20], suitable to address the larger amplitudes considered here (see also [21] for a scalar field model). This formalism, similar to the theory developed in Ref.[22] for treating surface-surface interactions, is built on the analysis of the scattering of vacuum field fluctuations between the ground-state atom and the grating. By taking the dispersive electromagnetic responses of both atom and material medium into account, it covers the entire range of distances, from the unretarded short-distance van der Waals regime to the Casimir-Polder large-distance asymptotic limit. For the relatively large distances considered here, we are closer to the Casimir-Polder limit, but our numerical results are nevertheless exact and take dispersion fully into account. A detailed derivation of the dispersive potential is presented elsewhere [23].

We consider the following setup, sketched in Fig.1. It consists in a time-independent harmonic optical trap with cylindrical symmetry around the vertical axis denoted as O_z , the center of which is situated close to and below a plate rotating at an angular velocity Ω around this axis. The trap center lies on the rotation axis. The plate is assumed to have a square corrugation profile of period d, and to be sufficiently large to be treated as infinite. The trap is loaded with a BEC preferably realized with an all-optical method [24] in order to avoid spurious magnetic effects such as the induction of local charges on the rotating plate. We assume the sample to be well described within the mean-field approximation [1]. We denote U_0(r, z) =^1_2 mω^2_{0⊥}(x^2 + y^2) +^1_2 mω^2_{0z}(z − z_0)^2 the sum of the gravitational and trapping potential and U_{CP}(r, z, t) the time-dependent Casimir-Polder potential induced by the plate, where z_0 is the location of the trap center along the z-axis after taking into account the gravitational sag. The trap lateral position is at x = y = 0. The transformation of the Hamiltonian into the rotating frame can be written as ~Ĥ = Ĥ − ΩL̂_z, where Ĥ and ~Ĥ are the laboratory and rotating frame Hamiltonians

respectively, while L̂_z is the vertical angular momentum. The second term in the r.h.s. favors the emergence of quantum states with an upward vertical angular momentum, which implies the presence of vortices in the considered superfluid sample.

We assume that the size of the condensate is sufficiently small to perform a quadratic approximation of the Casimir-Polder potential in the transverse coordinates with an effective frequency ω_{CP} evaluated at the central sample vertical position z_0 : U_{CP}(x, z) ≃ U_{CP}(0, z) + 1 2 mω^2_{CP}(z_0)x^2. We have used the translational invariance of our setup along the axis O_y . These assumptions limit the transverse and longitudinal radius of the sample to respectively a quarter of the corrugation period d and a fraction of the distance to the plate: R_⊥ ≤ c_⊥ d 4 , R_z ≤ c_{//} z_0 , (1)

with c_⊥ ≃ 1 and c_{//} ≪ 1 . Considering a sample of small transverse size allows us to take advantage of the considerable theoretical and experimental work performed on the rotation of harmonically trapped condensates through time-dependent quadratic potentials [11]. Besides, in this configuration the PFA treatment predicts a Casimir-Polder potential which is time-independent in the sample region and thus unable to transfer any angular momentum to the condensate (the PFA potential is piece-wise constant in the transverse coordinates with jumps following the plate discontinuities.).

The macroscopic sample wave-function then satisfies the time-dependent Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) in the rotating frame [1] iℏ ∂ψ ∂t = [ − ℏ^2 2m Δ + U(r, t) + Ng|ψ|^2 − ΩL̂_z ] ψ , (2)

where the effective quadratic potential U(r, t) becomes anisotropic under the influence of the Casimir-Polder interaction U(r, t) = 1 2 mω^2_⊥ [ (1 + ϵ) x^2 + (1 − ϵ) y^2 + ω^2_{0z} ω^2_⊥

(z − z_0)^2 ]

+ U_{CP}(0, z),

with ω_⊥ = √ ω^2_{0⊥} + ω^2_{CP}/2. In Eq.(2), g is a constant related to the s-wave atomic scattering length a_s by g = 4πℏ^2a_s/m. The anisotropy ϵ is expressed as

ϵ = ω^2_{CP}/(2ω^2_{0⊥} + ω^2_{CP}) . (3)

The normal Casimir-Polder potential U_{CP}(0, z) is not relevant in the following discussion. It slightly shifts the sample vertical position, which is taken into account by a redefinition of z_0. After a stage of adiabatic approach of the plate, the rotating frame potential U(r, t) becomes time-independent.

In order to optimize the sensitivity of our setup, we maximize the anisotropy ϵ for a given plate corrugation and a given distance z_0 between the sample center and the plate. Accordingly, we choose the minimum radial trap frequency providing a confinement satisfying Eqs.(1). Using the relations μ =^1_2 mω^2_{0⊥,z}R_{⊥,z} and

μ =^1_2 ℏω [ 15Na/(ℏ/mω)^{1/2} ]_{2/5} with ω = ω^{2/3}_{0⊥} ω^{1/3}_{0z} between the Thomas-Fermi radii R_{⊥,z}, chemical potential μ and trap frequencies ω_{⊥,z}, one finds readily

ω_{0⊥}(d, z_0, N) = 16 √ 15ℏ(Na_s)^{1/2} mc^{1/2}_{//} c^2_⊥ 1 √ z_0d^2

. (4)

This equation suggests to use a relatively dilute condensate, for which a weak radial trapping can balance the repulsive interactions and achieve the desired confinement. The pancake-shaped samples considered is this Letter are thus not rigorously in the Thomas-Fermi regime, i.e. their transverse radius R_⊥ is comparable to the the harmonic trap scale R_ω = √ ℏ/(mω). However, the transverse kinetic energy is much smaller than the interaction energy, so that the required trapping frequency is given by Eq.(4) with a good approximation.

Let us now calculate the anisotropies that can be attained through the Casimir interaction between the condensate and the grating. For the low angular frequencies used here, of the order of the transverse trapping frequency and thus of a few dozens of hertz, dynamical Casimir and non-contact quantum friction effects are negligible [25]. For separation distances in the micrometer range, the time it takes for light to travel between the grating and the atom is of the order of 10^{−14} s and hence much shorter than the time scale associated to the grating rotation. Thus, the atom interacts with the instantaneous angular position of the plate (on the other hand retardation is very important as far as charge fluctuations in both atom and grating are concerned). Therefore in the rotating frame the potential is given by the static potential, which we compute by following the scattering approach [19, 23]. The atom-surface potential is written in terms of the dynamic atomic polarizability α evaluated at imaginary frequencies iξ and of the reflection operator R_S describing non-specular diffraction by the grating [15].

To calculate R_S for a periodic grating, we employ the Rayleigh basis for the fields propagating inside the homogenous regions corresponding to the bulk material medium (z > 0) and to the empty space below the grating (z < −a). The fields in the modulated region of thickness a are obtained by solving coupled differential equations. The reflection matrix elements ⟨j, σ|R_S (k_x, k_y, ξ)|j^′, σ^′⟩ (with k_x varying in the first Brillouin zone [−π/d, π/d] and σ and j representing polarization and diffraction order respectively) are then obtained by matching the expansions in the three regions across the boundaries at z = 0 and z = −a. The potential at position (x, y, z) is written as

U_{CP}(x, z) = ℏ ϵ_oc^2 ∫_∞ 0 dξ 2π ∫_∞ −∞ dk_y 2π ∫_{π/d} −π/d dk_x 2π × ∑ j,j^′ ξ^2 2κ_j′ α(iξ) e^{2πi(j−j′ )x/d} e^{−(κj +κj′ )|z|} (5) × ∑ σ,σ^′ ⟨j, σ|R_S (k_x, k_z, ξ)|j^′, σ^′⟩ ϵ̂^−_σ (k^′, iξ) · ϵ̂^+_σ′ (k^′, iξ) ,

with κ_j = √ ξ^2/c^2 + (k_x + 2πj/d)^2 + k^2_y. The unit vec-

tors ϵ̂^±_σ provide the direction of the electric field propagating upwards/downwards with polarization σ = TE or TM.

To calculate ω_{CP}, we first differentiate U_{CP}(x, z) twice with respect to x and then evaluate the resulting expression at x = 0 (middle of the plateau) numerically. We consider a silicon rectangular (lamellar) grating with amplitude a = 4 μm, period d = 30 μm and gap width d/2 (see Fig. 1). The corresponding polarizability function α(iξ) is provided by Ref.[26], whereas the electric permittivity for intrinsic silicon at the imaginary frequency axis, required to compute the reflection matrix R_S in (5), is calculated from data at real frequencies obtained from Ref. [27] with the help of a suitable Kramers-Kronig relation [28]. We choose a sample of N = 100^{87}Rb atoms, which is both sufficient to detect vortices with state-of-the art techniques and compatible with a weak radial confinement.

In Fig. 2, we plot the anisotropy ϵ as a function of the separation distance, with ω_{0⊥} computed from (4) with c_⊥ = 1 and c_{//} = 0.2. We sketch the values obtained with the non-perturbative scattering method and with the standard PWS approach. These results can be compared with the regime of vortex nucleation in condensates with quadratic rotating potentials, which have been extensively studied theoretically [11] and experimentally [29, 30]. These studies determine a well-defined region in the parameter space of anisotropy ϵ and angular frequency Ω leading to the nucleation of vortices when a specific route is followed. Here we propose to follow the procedure of adiabatic increase of the anisotropy [29] by slowly decreasing the distance between the rotating plate and the trapped sample until vortices emerge. Since the angular frequency of the plate can be tuned at will, we focus on the required anisotropy ϵ which limits the separation distance at which vortices can be nucleated. Quantized vortices have been obtained experimentally with anisotropies as low as ϵmin = 2.23% [30]. Even if these studies have been conducted in the Thomas-Fermi regime and are thus not quantitatively applicable to the dilute samples considered here, they still provide qualitative bounds which strongly support the emergence of vortices in the present setup. Fig. 2 shows indeed that the anisotropy induced by the Casimir-Polder interaction, as

FIG. 2: (Color online) Anisotropy induced by the exact (full red line) and PWS (blue dashed line) Casimir-Polder potential as a function of the distance between the plate and the sample. We consider a silicon grating with period d = 30 μm and amplitude a = 4 μm and a pancake-like condensate of N = 100 Rb atoms harmonically confined with a transverse radius R_⊥ = d/4 and a longitudinal radius of Rz = 0.2|z0 |. The horizontal dashed line represents the minimal anisotropy for which vortices have been produced experimentally.

computed with the scattering method, is above the experimental minimum ϵmin (dashed horizontal line) for distances up to 3 μm. The pairwise approach predicts an anisotropy ϵpws well below the exact theoretical value ϵscat and below the experimental threshold for vortex nucleation ϵmin. At a distance |z_0| = 3 μm, one finds indeed ϵpws/ϵscat ∼ ϵpws/ϵmin ≃ 5 %. Thus, the emergence of vortices cannot be explained by the naive picture of a rotating additive atom-surface potential.

To conclude, we have presented evidence that the electromagnetic quantum vacuum fluctuations in the neighborhood of a rotating grating can transfer angular momentum and induce quantum vortices in a condensate placed a few microns from the plate. In the setup we have analyzed, PFA would predict a flat Casimir-Polder potential in the region of the condensate, whereas the PWS treatment predicts a distortion which is far too small to nucleate vortices in the sample. The appearance of vortices thus results from a non-trivial geometry effect on vacuum fluctuations, which is brought into evidence thanks to the superfluid nature of the sample. For the experimental parameters considered in our numerical example, significant anisotropies - higher than those required to obtain vortex nucleation in the Thomas-Fermi regime - can be achieved for distances up to 3 μm. One can also explore the quantum state engineering of other BEC modes by tayloring quantum vacuum fluctuations with different non-trivial plate geometries. Last, we underline that we have proposed the quantum analogue of a rotating bucket which does not touch the sample: this setup illustrates, through the nucleation of quantized vortices, how quantum fluctuations may mimic contact interactions at a distance and provide contactless transfer of angular momentum.

The authors would like to thank Jean Dalibard and Peter Rosenbuch for enlightening discussions. This work was partially supported by CAPES-COFECUB, CNPq, DARPA, DGA, ESF Research Networking Programme CASIMIR and FAPERJ-CNE.

[1] F. Dalfovo, S. Giorgini, L. Pitaesvkii, and S. Stringari, Rev. Mod. Phys. 71, 463 (1999) and references therein.

[2] F. Impens, P. Bouyer, and C.J. Bordé, Appl. Phys. B 84, 603 (2006); F. Impens and Ch.J. Bordé, Phys. Rev. A 80, 031602(R) (2009); K.J. Hughes, J.H.T. Burke, and C.A. Sackett, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 150403 (2009); M. Robert-de-Saint-Vincent et.al., EPL 89, 10002 (2010).

[3] H. Casimir and D. Polder, Phys. Rev. 73, 360 (1948). [4] A. Aspect and J. Dalibard, Seminaire Poincaré 1, 79 (2002).

[5] Y. J. Lin, I. Teper, C. Chin, and V. Vuletic, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 92, 050404 (2004).

[6] T. A. Pasquini, Y. Shin, C. Sanner, M. Saba, A. Schirotzek, D. E. Pritchard, and W. Ketterle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 223201 (2004); T. A. Pasquini, M. Saba, G.-B. Jo, Y. Shin, W. Ketterle, D. E. Pritchard, T. A. Savas, N. Mulders, ibid. 97, 093201 (2006).

[7] D. M. Harber, J. M. Obrecht, J. M. McGuirk, and E. A.

Cornell, Phys. Rev. A 72, 033610 (2005); J. M. Obrecht, R. J. Wild, M. Antezza, L. P. Pitaevskii, S. Stringari, and E. A. Cornell, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 063201 (2007) .

[8] M. Antezza, L. P. Pitaevskii, and Sandro Stringari, Phys.

Rev. A 70, 053619 (2004) [9] R. B. Rodrigues, P. A. Maia Neto, A. Lambrecht and S.

Reynaud, Europhys. Lett. 76, 822 (2006).

[10] J. N. Munday, D. Iannuzzi, Y. Barash, and F. Capasso, Phys. Rev. A 71, 042102 (2005).

[11] A. Fetter, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 647 (2009) and reference therein.

[12] K. W. Madison, F. Chevy, W. Wohlleben, and J. Dalibard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 806 (2000).

[13] D. A. R. Dalvit, P. A. Maia Neto, A. Lambrecht, and S.

Reynaud, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 41 164028 (2008). [14] D. A. R. Dalvit, P. A. Maia Neto, A. Lambrecht, and S.

Reynaud, Phys. Rev. Lett 100, 040405 (2008). [15] R. Messina, D. A. R. Dalvit, P. A. Maia Neto, A. Lambrecht, and S. Reynaud, Phys. Rev. A 80, 022119 (2009).

[16] B. V. Derjaguin and I. I. Abrikosova, Sov. Phys. JETP 3, 819 (1957); B. V. Derjaguin, Sci. Am. 203, 47 (1960).

[17] V. B. Bezerra, G. L. Klimchitskaya, and C. Romero, Phys. Rev. A 61, 022115 (2000).

[18] G. A. Moreno, D. A. R. Dalvit, and E. Calzetta, New J.

Phys. 12, 033009 (2010).

[19] A. Lambrecht, P. A. Maia Neto, and S. Reynaud, New J. Phys. 8, 243 (2006).

[20] T. Emig, N. Graham, R. L. Jaffe, and M. Kardar, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 99, 170403 (2007).

[21] B. Dobrich, M. DeKieviet and H. Gies, Phys. Rev D 78,

125022 (2008).

[22] A. Lambrecht and V. N. Marachevsky, Phys. Rev. Lett.

101, 160403 (2008). A. Lambrecht, A. Canaguier- Durand, R. Guérout and S. Reynaud, e-print arXiv:1006.2959 (2010).

[23] A. M. Contreras-Reyes, P. A. Maia Neto, D. A. R. Dalvit, R. Guérout, A. Lambrecht, and S. Reynaud, to be published (2010).

[24] M. D. Barrett, J. A. Sauer, and M. S. Chapman, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 87, 010404 (2001).

[25] D. A. R. Dalvit, P. A. Maia Neto, F. D. Mazzitelli, e-print arXiv:1006.4790 (2010).

[26] A. Derevianko, S. G. Porsev, and J. F. Babb, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 96, 323 (2010).

[27] Handbook of Optical Constants of Solids, edited by E.

Palik (Academic Press, New York, 1998).

[28] A. Lambrecht and S. Reynaud, Eur. Phys. J. D 8, 309 (2000).

[29] K.W. Madison, F. Chevy, V. Bretin, and J. Dalibard, Phys Rev. Lett. 86, 4443 (2001).

[30] E. Hodby, G. Hechenblaikner, S.A. Hopkins, O. M.

Maragò, and C. J. Foot, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 010405 (2001).