arXiv:2204.02864v5 [quant-ph] 12 Feb 2023

Optical Stern-Gerlach effect via a single traveling-wave light

Haihu Cui^1 and Wenxi Lai^{2∗} 1 Department of Building Engineering, Inner Mongolia Vocational and Technical College of Communications, Chifeng 024005, China and 2 School of Applied Science, Beijing Information Science and Technology University, Beijing 100192, China

In this paper, we propose a simplified model of optical Stern-Gerlach effect based on coherent coupling between clock transition of alkaline-earth single atoms and a traveling-wave light. It is demonstrated that spin-orbit coupling induced chiral motion in atom deflection appears under the strong atom-light interaction. The strong optical driving removes perturbation from the Doppler effect and back action effect to access the coherent system. In this process, superposition of distant matter waves connected to the arbitrary distribution of atom internal state could be predicted, which is important for the realization of atom interferometry and quantum state operation. The influence from atom relaxation and atom-atom interactions are discussed. Basic conditions of experimental design are given in the end of this work.

PACS numbers: 37.10.Vz, 32.90.+a, 3.75.-b, 42.50.Ct

1. Introduction

In Stern-Gerlach experiment, the deflection of atomic beams in inhomogeneous magnetic fields reflects directional quantization due to the magnetic moments of atoms [1]. The Stern-Gerlach effect could play important rule in qubit generation [2] and quantum state estimation [3].

Optical Stern-Gerlach effect generally indicates atom orbital quantization in optical fields. It was pointed out early that optical field gradient can split atomic beams into different directions [4] and the corresponding effects were observed experimentally [5–7]. These optical field gradients are mainly constructed with standing waves. It is theoretically demonstrated that, in the frame of standing wave quantization, two-photon interactions [8] and atomlight coupling without rotating wave approximation [9] lead to optical Stern-Gerlach effect. Such effect can be used to implement quantum nondemolition measurement [10], quantum erasure [11], Quantum-trajectory analysis [12] and linear quantum computation [28].

Recently, optical Stern-Gerlach effect based on optical helicity gradients [14] has been proposed. The optical helicity gradient plays the role of magnetic field gradient, which makes the liquid crystal occur displacements [14]. Directions of displacements depend on right-handed or left-handed helicity of light in the liquid crystal. Existence of all-optical Stern-Gerlach effect has been predicted theoretically [15] and proved in experiment quite recently [16]. In the alloptical Stern-Gerlach effect, an idler beam is incident on a pumped nonlinear crystal, and is deflected into two mutual beams with discrete directions due to a transverse gradient in the nonlinear coupling.

In this paper, we investigate that a single traveling-wave light coupled to optical clock transition of neutral atoms could naturally induces optical Stern-Gerlach effect without the requirement of field gradient or standing waves. Although similar description has been given much earlier considering spontaneous emission of photons [8], here we centered at coherent coupling between atom and light with both detuning and resonant interactions. We will analyze energy structure of atom internal states under optical driving and show how to remove noise originated from Doppler effect and back action effect. Experiments on coherent atom-light interactions can lead to spin-orbit coupling [17, 18] and topological chiral edge state [19, 20], which attract intensive attentions recently. Ultra-long lifetime optical transitions could be provided from clock transitions of alkaline-earth (like) atoms. Lifetime of the alkaline-earth (like) atoms can be ranged from microsecond to tens of second [21, 52]. Furthermore, Single-atom physics is still a significant area of research in the current information processing [23–25]. Our present simplified model of optical Stern-Gerlach effect may have potential applications in quantum state detection [3], atom interferometry [26, 27], quantum information processing [28–30], where superposition of matter waves is important.

2. Model

Our model is a dilute atomic beam that consists of alkaline-earth metal atoms. Without loss of generality, we consider a Strontium (^{87}Sr) atom as a sample. This atom has long coherent time clock transition^1S_0−^3P_0 [31]. Considering the dilute gas in free-space, atom-atom repulsion would be neglected. The model that describing the coupling between

∗Electronic address: wxlai@pku.edu.cn

FIG. 1: (Color on line) (a) From original energy structure to eigenfrequency structure. (b) Schematic illustration of wave packet splitting.

an atom wave packet and a linearly polarized traveling light ⃗E(x, t) = ⃗e_zE_0cos(ωt − kx + ϕ_0) is sketched in Fig. 1. The corresponding Hamiltonian could be written as, H = ∑ n=g,e ε_n|n⟩⟨n| + ∫ dp p^2 2M |p⟩⟨p| − ℏΩ 2 ∫ dp(e^{iωt}|g, p − ℏk⟩⟨e, p| + e^{−iωt}|e, p + ℏk⟩⟨g, p|), (1) where ε_g and ε_e are two levels connecting the clock transition. Ω = |μ|E_0/ℏ is the Rabi frequency [32, 33]. Initial phase ϕ_0 of the light has been taken to be zero and the dipole moment μ is supposed to be real as they do not influence our following discussions.

Using the unitary transformation e^{itH0/ℏ} with H_0 = ε_g|g⟩⟨g| + (ε_g + ℏω)|e⟩⟨e|, we obtain a time independent Hamiltonian in interaction picture, V = ℏΔ|e⟩⟨e| + ∫ dp p^2 2M |p⟩⟨p| − ℏΩ 2 ∫ dp(|g, p − ℏk⟩⟨e, p| + |e, p + ℏk⟩⟨g, p|), (2) where Δ = ε_e − ε_g − ℏω represents the detuning. Time evolution of the atom wave packet should be governed by the Schrödinger equation in the interaction picture iℏ ∂ ∂t |φ(t)⟩ = V|φ(t)⟩. (3) Since, |n, p⟩ is eigenvector of non-interacting Hamiltonian, the new wave function |φ(t)⟩ in Eq.(3) can be expanded with the probability amplitude φ_n(p, t) in momentum space as |φ(t)⟩ = ∫ dp ∑ n=g,e φn(p, t)|n, p⟩. For a given momentum p, we have a sub-space {|g, p⟩, |e, p + ℏk⟩} in which Eq.(3) can be written in a 2 × 2 matrix form i ∂ ∂t [ φ_g (p, t) φ_e(p + ℏk, t) ] = [ ω_p −J −J Δ + ω_{p+ℏk} ] [ φ_g (p, t) φ_e(p + ℏk, t) ] , (4)

where ω_p =^{p2}_{2Mℏ} and J =^Ω_2 . One can solve Eq.(4) to obtain the general wave function with the superposition of dressed states, |φ(t)⟩ = ∫ dp(φ_g (p, t)|g, p⟩ + φ_e(p + ℏk, t)|e, p + ℏk⟩). (5) To solve Eq.(4), firstly the sub-space Hamiltonian could be diagonalized to achieve the eigenfrequencies, W_{g,e} = 1 2 (Δ + ω_p + ω_{p+ℏk} ∓ Σ). Here, we have the effective Rabi frequency Σ = √ δ^2 + Ω^2 with energy shift δ = Δ + ω_D + ω_B which consists of the Doppler shift ω_D =^{pℏk}_M and the back action (recoil energy) shift ω_B =^{ℏk2}_{2M} due to atom-photon collision.

FIG. 2: (Color on line) Scattering spectrum of the eigenfrequencies Wg , We and the two levels ωp, Δ + ω_{p+ℏk} in interaction picture under the Rabi frequency Ω = 2 KHz.

FIG. 3: Time evolution of probability distributions in momentum space during a periodicity for two different initial states. The corresponding parameters are Π = 0.5ℏk, Ω = 2π × 1 MHz, Δ = 0 and pc = 0.

The area shown in Fig. 2 is called strong coupling regime where Ω ≫ δ. In this regime, the energy shifts originated from the Doppler effect and the back action would be removed and one reach the result Σ = W_2 − W_1 ≈ Ω. In this condition, coherent periodic motion of atom in free-space could be concluded. Energy structures in Fig. 2 reveals chiral motion of particles related to spin-orbit couplings. Indeed, similar energy structures are also appeared in optical strong coupling system of Bose-Einstein condensates [17–19], where spin-orbit couplings and topological chiral edge states are exploited.

Diagonalization of the sub-space Hamiltonian in Eq.(4) also provides us eigenstates of this system. Then, the wave function amplitudes could be written with superposition of these eigenstates as φ_g (p, t) = (A_+e^{iΣt/2} + A_−e^{−iΣt/2})e^{−i(Δ+ωp+ℏk+ωp)t/2}, (6) φ_e(p + ℏk, t) = (B_+e^{iΣt/2} + B_−e^{−iΣt/2})e^{−i(Δ+ωp+ℏk+ωp)t/2}, (7) where, the coefficients are A_± =^1_{2Σ} [(Σ ± δ)φ_g (p, 0) ± Ωφ_e(p + ℏk, 0)] and B_± =^1_{2Σ} [(Σ ∓ δ)φ_e(p + ℏk, 0) ± Ωφ_g (p, 0)]. The initial state amplitude of the atom is composed of two parts, φ_n(p, 0) = C_nφ(p, 0), in which C_n indicates probability amplitude of the electronic state |n⟩, n = g, e. We consider the Gaussian distribution function φ(p, 0) = 1 π^{1/4} √ Π e^{−(p−pc)2/2Π2} for the initial atom wave packet φ(p, 0). Here, p_c is the center momentum and Π represents the characteristic momentum, describing the position and width of wave packet in momentum space, respectively. In the following numerical treatment,^{87}Sr atom is characterized by its mass M = 86.9088775u (u = 1.67 × 10^{−27} kg) and a long coherent time clock transition^1S_0−^3P_0 with frequency 429228004229873.65 Hz [31].

3. Coherent evolution of the wave packet in momentum space

FIG. 4: Time evolution of probability distributions in position space for two different initial states, where Π = 20ℏk, Ω = 2π × 1 MHz and pc = 0.

For the convenience of following discussion, we write the wave function (24) in the form of momentum spectrum. It can be achieved by replacing p in ∫ dpφ_e(p + ℏk, t)|e, p + ℏk⟩ of Eq.(24) with p − ℏk. Then, we have wave function in the momentum spectrum, |φ(t)⟩ = ∫ dp(φ_g (p, t)|g, p⟩ + φ_e(p, t)|e, p⟩), (8) For t = 0, Eq.(25) naturally gives rise to the initial state |φ(0)⟩ = (C_g |g⟩ + C_e|e⟩) ∫ dpφ(p, 0)|p⟩, (9) in which the atom internal state is decoupled to momentum of the center of mass.

Based on Eq.(25), time evolutions of the atom wave packets in momentum space are illustrated in Fig. 3. Here, a relatively stronger atom-light coupling has been considered, in which Ω is large enough that the relation Ω ≫ δ could be satisfied. It leads to the fact Σ ≈ Ω. In the strong coupling regime, the atom wave packet oscillates in momentum space with periodicity T =^{2π}_Ω . As shown in Fig. 3, the atom wave packet can be seen to be composed of two parts, namely, φ_g (p, t) and φ_e(p, t). In this figure, we set different probability amplitudes to in the initial states to distinguish the two parts of the wave packet. In Fig. 3 (a)-(e), from time t = 0 to t = T/2, wave packet in the part φ_g (p, t) transits from the ground state to the excited state by gaining a negative momentum −ℏk. On the other side, wave packet in the part φ_e(p, t) transits from the excited state to the ground state by gaining a positive momentum ℏk. During the consequent half period T/2, wave packet in the part φ_g (p, t) transits back to the ground state by gaining a positive momentum ℏk. At the same time, wave packet in the part φ_e(p, t) transits back to the excited state by gaining a negative momentum −ℏk. Similar process occurred in Fig. 3 (f)-(j), where a different initial state is considered.

4. Coherent evolution of the wave packet in position space

Wave function in real position space |ψ(x, t)⟩ can be derived through the Fourier transformation |ψ(x, t)⟩ = ⟨x|φ(t)⟩ in which |φ(t)⟩ is given by Eqs.(25). Then, we have the wave function at position x and time t, |ψ(x, t)⟩ = ψ_g (x, t)|g⟩ + ψ_e(x, t)|e⟩. (10) The rigorous derivation is hard to give analytic results of these amplitudes ψ_g (x, t) and ψ_e(x, t). Fortunately, under the strong coupling regime Σ ≈ Ω, one could reach ψ_g (x, t) = √ Π π^{1/4} √ ℏ [C_g cos( Ωt 2 ) + iC_e sin( Ωt 2 )e^{−ik[x−x+(t)]}]e^{− Π2}2ℏ^{2 [x−x+(t)]2} e^{iℏ (pcx−ζg t)} (11)

FIG. 5: Deflection of the single atom wave packet with respect to the initial state (^4_5 |g⟩ +^3_5 |e⟩) ∫ dpφ(p, 0)|p⟩, where Π = 20ℏk, Ω = 2π × 1 MHz, Δ = 0 and pc = 0.

and ψ_e(x, t) = √ Π π^{1/4} √ ℏ [C_e cos( Ωt 2 ) + iC_g sin( Ωt 2 )e^{ik[x−x−(t)]}]e^{− Π2}2ℏ^{2 [x−x−(t)]2} e^{iℏ (pcx−ζet)}. (12) In above equations, the state dependent displacement is x_±(t) = (^{pc}_M ± υ)t, where υ =^{ℏk}_{2M} . In addition, we have

ζ_g =^{ℏΔ}_2 +^{p2c}_{2M} + p_cυ +^{ℏ2 k2}_{4M} and ζ_e =^{ℏΔ}_2 +^{p2c}_{2M} − p_cυ +^{ℏ2k2}_{4M} . Here,^{p2c}_{2M} and p_cυ are kinetic energy and Doppler shift with respect to the center momentum p_c. Eqs.(11) and (12) are the main results of this work. In the derivation of the wave function amplitudes ψ_g(x, t) = ∫ dpφ_g (p, t)⟨x|p⟩ and ψ_e(x, t) = ∫ dpφ_e(p, t)⟨x|p⟩, there is a hardly integrable

time dependent term e^{− itℏ (p−pc)22M} in the Fourier transformation. The fast oscillating part of this term, for p far from the center momentum p_c, should not have contribution to the wave function amplitudes. Considering this effect, it is taken to be e^{− itℏ (p−pc)22M} = 1 here, which is satisfied for p near the value p_c.

The schematic illustration of the wave packet splitting in Fig. 1 (b) can be understood from the wave function evolution shown in Fig. 4. The figures reveal atom internal states determine probability distributions of wave packets which are propagating on the x coordinate. Behaviors of the wave packet in real space fit with evolution of the wave function in momentum space plotted in Fig. 3. |ψ_g(x, t)|^2 and |ψ_e(x, t)|^2 are probability distributions of two superposition states. Atom is fluctuating between the two states with the periodicity T . After one periodicity T , the wave packets move a distance Λ =^{πℏk}_{MΩ} which is a tunable step length here as it is related to the parameters of light and atoms. If one detects position of the walking atom after an integer number N of periodicity T , the atom should be at the position NΛ but also at the position −NΛ. Probabilities of the detection would be determined by the internal electronic state of the atom.

Deflection of the single atom wave packet can be seen more clearly in Fig. 5. One can see wave peaks after every half periodic time T/2, which are corresponding to larger wave packets appeared in Fig. 4 (a). In contrast, the wave troughs in Fig. 5 are corresponding to the smaller wave packets in Fig. 4 (a). Although the phenomenon is analogous to the optical Stern-Gerlach effect observed in earlier experiment with laser standing wave [7], it is should be pointed out that the present process is occurred in the model with single traveling light but not standing waves. The coherent absorbtion and emission of photons are significant for the traveling light based Stern-Gerlach effect.

From perceptual intuition, the displacements of atom wave packets along x and −x coordinates in Fig. 4 and 5 are similar to quantum walks [34]. Quantum walks can be realized with optical lattices [35], single atoms [36] and trapped ions [37]. However, actually there is difference that the probabilities of wave packet transitions in x and −x coordinates here are determined by initial state of the atom. It means the wave packet transitions during the splitting are deterministic. The quantum walks always indicates quantum random walks in which transitions of a quantum particle are randomly determined by a corresponding quantum coin at every step of transition [34–37]. In other words, transitions in quantum walks do not have to do with initial states.

In the intensity gradient induced optical Stern-Gerlach effect [4, 7], atom splitting can be observed when atoms resonantly interact with inhomogeneous optical field, in which dipole moment gives rise to fluctuating gradient force along the direction of the optical field gradient. In our model, optical field is allowed to be homogeneous. Fluctuating force acting on an atom comes from the coherent process of momentum gain and loss during the stimulated absorption and stimulated emission of photons accompanied by atom oscillation between two internal states. Furthermore, the fluctuating force is in the direction of light propagation. In the intensity gradient induced optical Stern-Gerlach effect [4, 7], an atomic beam in a strong resonant field splits into two beams of equal intensity. In the present traveling-wave light associated optical Stern-Gerlach effect, we will show that an input atomic beam splits into two beams with intensity that determined by the occupation distributions of atom internal states. In our model, even a single atom wave packet could splits into the superposition of two wave packets.

5. Spin-orbit coupling

In Fig. 4, the ground state part of the atom is in fact moving along the x coordinate and the excited state part of the atom is moving along the opposite direction, i.e., the −x direction. It is originated from the spin-orbit coupling in coherent atom-light interaction which has been observed previously in experiments using two or three Raman lasers [17, 19]. To illustrate the spin-orbit coupling effect quantitatively, let us further analyze Eq.(4). We translate the momentum coordinate by ℏk/2 in Eq.(4). It is equivalent to replace the momentum p in Eq.(4) with p_x −^{ℏk}_2 , then the equation would be changed into a symmetrical form, iℏ ∂ ∂t [ φ_g (p_x −^{ℏk}_2 , t) φ_e(p_x +^{ℏk}_2 , t) ] = [ ω_{px−} ℏk_2 −J −J ω_{px+} ℏk_2 ] [ φ_g (p_x −^{ℏk}_2 , t) φ_e(p_x +^{ℏk}_2 , t) ] , (13)

where we have set the detuning to be Δ = 0 and p_x is the momentum in x coordinate. Considering expression of ω_{px±} ℏk_2 mentioned in Eq.(4), the Hamiltonian of Eq.(13) in detail is

V (p_x) = [_{p2x} 2M −^{ℏkpx}_{2M} +^{ℏ2k2}_{8M} −J −J^{p2x}_{2M} +^{ℏkpx}_{2M} +^{ℏ2k2}_{8M} ] . (14)

Now, we use standard Pauli matrixes to rewrite Hamiltonian (14) as

V (p) = ( p^2_x 2M + 1 4 ℏω_B)I − υp_xσ_z − Jσ_x, (15) where υ =^{ℏk}_{2M} is the velocity given in Eqs.(11) and (12). The second term −υp_xσ_z indicates spin-orbit coupling and the third term −Jσ_x is effective Zeeman splitting [38, 39]. In addition, I represents 2 × 2 identity matrix, σ_x and σ_z are pauli matrixes. For small p_x → 0, Eq.(15) would be reduced into a Hamiltonian which linearly depends on momentum p_x,

V (p) = 1 4 ℏω_BI − υp_xσ_z − Jσ_x + O(p^2_x). (16)

When the higher order term O(p^2_x) is ignored, Eq. (16) becomes Dirac like Hamiltonian [39, 40]. One can observe Dirac cone near the point p_x = 0 (p = −^{ℏk}_2 ) in Fig. 2 (a).

6. Influence from atom decay

To consider the influence from atom relaxation and decoherence to the optical Stern-Gerlach effect, we write Eq.(4) into the density matrix form as iρ̇_{gg} (p, t) = Jρ_{ge}(p, t) − Jρ_{eg} (p, t), (17) iρ̇_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) = −Jρ_{ge}(p, t) + Jρ_{eg} (p, t), (18) iρ̇_{ge}(p, t) = −δρ_{ge}(p, t) − Jρ_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) + Jρ_{gg} (p, t), (19) where ρ_{gg} (p, t) = |φ_g (p, t)|^2, ρ_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) = |φ^∗_e (p + ℏk, t)|^2, ρ_{ge}(p, t) = φ_g (p, t)φ^∗_e (p + ℏk, t) and ρ_{eg} (p, t) = ρ^∗_{ge}(p, t). Relaxation and decoherence of atoms are generally originated from coupling between the atoms and their environments. Here, we consider a zero temperature thermal reservoir as the environment [33]. At the same time, it is assumed that the reservoir is only coupled to internals states |g⟩ and |e⟩ of the atoms. According to the quantum theory of

FIG. 6: Evolution of the atom wave packet in momentum space with atom decay state Γ = 0.1Ω. (^4_5 |g⟩ +^3_5 |e⟩) ∫ dpφ(p, 0)|p⟩, where Π = 0.5ℏk, Ω = 2π × 1 MHz, Δ = 0 and pc = 0.

FIG. 7: Atom distribution probabilities in the two levels and the coherent term as a function of time. (^4_5 |g⟩+^3_5 |e⟩) ∫ dpφ(p, 0)|p⟩, where Π = 0.5ℏk, Ω = 2π × 1 MHz, Γ = 0.1Ω, Δ = 0 and pc = 0.

damping [33], we phenomenologically induce the effect of atom decay. Then, Eqs. (17)-(19) could be rewritten in the form, iρ̇_{gg}(p, t) = iΓρ_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) + Jρ_{ge}(p, t) − Jρ_{eg} (p, t), (20) iρ̇_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) = −iΓρ_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) − Jρ_{ge}(p, t) + Jρ_{eg} (p, t), (21)

iρ̇_{ge}(p, t) = −(δ + iΓ 2 )ρ_{ge}(p, t) − Jρ_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) + Jρ_{gg} (p, t), (22) where Γ represents atom decay rate which is identical to the damping rate achieved in the Weisskopf-Wigner theory of spontaneous emission [33]. Eqs. (20)-(22) obviously satisfy sum of the probabilities ρ_{gg} (p, t) + ρ_{ee}(p + ℏk, t) is a constant at any time.

Initial state of the atom wave packet set in Fig. 6 is exactly the same as that in Fig. 5(a)-(e). Furthermore, ρ_{gg} (p, t) and ρ_{ee}(p, t) are identical to |φ_g (p, t)|^2 and |φ_e(p, t)|^2. The difference is that we have considered atom decay with the rate Γ in Fig. 6. In the fully coherent system as shown in Fig. 5, atom wave packet distributions after a period time t = T can return to the form of initial time t = 0. The system keeps its fluctuation between the states φ_g (p, t) and φ_e(p, t). However, time evolution of the momentum distribution in Fig. 6 could not return to the initial state forever. The atom wave packet would evolve to a stationary state. Fluctuation between the two states |g⟩ and |e⟩ tends to be disappeared when the time is longer than 4T . Now, we calculate the probabilities of the atom at two internal states ρ_{gg} (t) = ∫ |φ_g (p, t)|^2dp, ρ_{ee}(t) = ∫ |φ_g (p + ℏk, t)|^2dp and the coherent term ρ_{ge}(t) = ∫ φ_g (p, t)φ^∗_e (p + ℏk, t)dp. As illustrated in Fig. 7, due to the thermal reservoir induced decoherence, the atom is distributed on the states |g⟩ and |e⟩ with almost half probability, respectively. Evidence of the decoherence is that real part ρ^R_{ge} of the coherent term is close to be zero after a long enough time. However, the imaginary part ρ^I_{ge} of the coherent term is a nonzero quantity. They can be further proved by stationary solutions of Eqs. (20)-(22). When one integrate these equations with respect to momentum p, they become equations of the probabilities ρ_{gg} (t), ρ_{ee}(t) and ρ_{ge}(t). Considering the normalization condition ρ_{gg} + ρ_{ee} = 1, one obtains the stationary solutions as follows ρ_{ee} = Ω 4δ^2

Ω +^{Γ2}_Ω + 2Ω

, (23)

ρ^R_{ge} = 2δ 4δ^2

Ω +^{Γ2}_Ω + 2Ω

, (24) and ρ^I_{ge} = − Γ 4δ^2

Ω +^{Γ2}_Ω + 2Ω

. (25)

Since in our parameters, δ, Γ ≪ Ω, these results are consist with the numerical outputs plotted in Fig. 7.

7. Influence from atom-atom interactions

Until now, we have considered the dynamics of single-atom supposing the atom gas is diluted. In practical Stern- Gerlach type experiment, many-atom process would be involved and atom-atom interactions may affect the atomic beam splitting effect. Except inter atom interaction, an atom even can interact with itself as a quantum particle.

For cold atoms as we considered here, inter atom interactions are characterized by repulsive forces [41–43]. Atomatom action such as Casimir-Polder interaction decays exponentially and tends to disappear within inter atom distance R ∼ 1 μm [44]. The Van der Waals interaction decays with the order 1/R^6 and tends to disappear within the inter atom distance R ∼ 2 μm [45]. On contrast, dipole-dipole interaction varies as 1/R^3 and be going to disappear around the distance R ∼ 3 μm [45]. When density of atomic gas is large enough, atom-atom interactions should interrupt the periodic walking of atom wave packet shown in Fig. 4 and 5. The inter atom interactions may also cause dephasing to the internal states of atoms due to the random collisions [46]. Obviously, when density of the atomic gas is smaller than the estimated value 1/R^3, these interaction could be neglected. The threshold density for the Casimir-Polder interaction is 10^{12}/ cm^3, for the Van der Waals interaction is 2.5 × 10^{11}/ cm^3 and for the dipole-dipole interaction is 1.1 × 10^{11}/ cm^3. Considering multi levels of atoms involved in the optical couplings, entanglement between two neighboring atoms could be realized with optical pulses [47, 48]. Therefore, based on the atom wave packet superposition states described in our present model, to realize entanglement of multi-atom wave packets could be predicted here. Since motion of the wave packets can be controlled through the atom internal states associate with optical fields.

For a single atom, when its wave packet is divided into two components, there would be interaction between the two components due to atom-atom interaction effect. Therefore, a single atom can interact with itself. Under above parameters, value of the wave packet velocity is υ = 2.92 × 10^3 μm/s. It means the single atom wave packet splitting is influenced by the atom-atom interactions before about 0.001 s. During this time, the inter atom repulsive forces should promote the wave packet splitting. After distance between the two components of the wave function becomes longer than 3 μm, the influence of atom-atom interaction between the two components would gradually disappear.

8. Discussion about experimental justifications of this model

Now, let discuss experimental feasibility of the traveling-wave light induced optical Stern-Gerlach effect. Coherent coupling between two-level atoms and a laser field could be satisfied using the optical clock transitions of alkali-earth (like) atoms, which are desired for our model. Especially, coherent properties of the^1S_0−^3P_0 transition of Sr atoms have been measured recently with nondestructive measurements [49]. It is reported that lifetime of the transition reaches from hundreds milliseconds to a few hours. Long lifetimes of the excited state^3P_0 have been reported in other experiments with different methods [50, 51].

FIG. 8: An input atomic beam is perpendicular to a traveling-wave light and splits into two beams. k is the wave vector of the light and g (e) represents wave packet corresponding to the ground state (the excited state).

In optical lattice, spin-orbit couplings are created using optical clock transitions of alkali-earth (like) atoms [52]. The spin-orbit coupling effect of cold atoms observed in the optical lattices is equivalent to that in our present process. The main difference is that our atoms are in free-space but not trapped in lattice potentials. Coupling between atomic internal states and its momentum of center of mass play important role in the chiral current of atomic transport in optical lattices [53]. Actually, this is also the key mechanism of our system configuration.

Atomic beam could be created with a directional oven and cooled down consequently to ultra-low temperature as described in a recent Stern-Gerlach experiment [54]. The best direction of the incident atomic beam in our system should be perpendicular to the propagation of traveling-wave light as conceptually shown in Fig. 8.

We investigate our model based on^{87}Sr atom in this work. Its long coherent clock transition is significant for the model. Actually, other neutral atoms, especially the alkaline-earth (like) atoms which are characterized by long coherent optical transitions, such as Li, Na, K, Rb, Cs, Mg and Ca, should be applied to observe the optical Stern- Gerlach effect. As derived in Eqs.(11) and (12), the velocity υ =^{ℏk}_{2M} of atom wave packet depends on atom transition wave length and the atom mass. Therefore, in principle, different atoms in a beam have different velocities along the direction of light propagation.

9. Conclusions

In conclusions, we proposed a simplified model of optical Stern-Gerlach effect under coherent coupling between single atoms and a traveling light. The chiral motion of the atom deflection in this effect can be connected to spinorbit coupling appeared in the coherent interaction. The coherence is generated with strong atom-light coupling, removing the noises from Doppler effect and aback action. In this process, the probability amplitudes of atom wave packets superposition state depend on the initial internal state of the atom. In addition, step length of the atom walking can be tuned arbitrarily by changing the corresponding Rabi frequency for given atoms. Analytical results in this work are suitable for the case where momentum uncertainty of an individual atom is very narrow along the direction of light propagation. The traveling light based optical Stern-Gerlach effect may have important applications for the realization of nanometer to micrometer scaled atom beam splitter, atom interferometry, and neutral atom based quantum computation.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by R & D Program of Beijing Municipal Education Commission (KM202011232017).

[1] Haken H and Wolf H C 2005 The Physics of Atoms and Quanta (Berlin Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag). [2] Nielsen M A and Chuang I L 2000 Quantum computation and quantum information (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press).

[3] Martínez-Cifuentes J and Fonseca-Romero K M 2021 Spin-state estimation using the Stern-Gerlach experiment Phys. Rev.

A 103 042202.

[4] Kazantsev A P 1975 Recoil effect in a strong resonant field Sov. Phys.- JETP 40 825.

[5] Moskowitz P E, Gould P L and Pritchard D E 1985 Deflection of atoms by standing-wave radiation J.Opt. Soc. Am. B 2 1784.

[6] Gould P L, Ruff G A, and Pritchard D E 1986 Diffraction of atoms by light: The near-resonant Kapitza-Dirac effect Phys.

Rev. Lett. 56 827.

[7] Sleator T, Pfau T, Balykin V, Carnal O and Mlynek J 1992 Experimental demonstration of the optical Stern-Gerlach effect Phys. Rev. Lett. 68 1996.

[8] Cook R J 1987 Optical Stern-Gerlach effect Phys. Rev. A 35 3844.

[9] Lembessis V E 2008 Optical Stern-Gerlach effect beyond the rotating-wave approximation Phys. Rev. A 78 043423. [10] Tan S M and Walls D F 1993 Quantum-nondemolition determination of an atomic state via the optical Stern-Gerlach effect Phys. Rev. A 47 663.

[11] Chianello M, Tumminello M, Vaglica A and Vetri G 2004 Quantum erasure within the optical Stern-Gerlach model Phys.

Rev. A 69 053403.

[12] Chough Y-T and An K 2004 Quantum-trajectory analysis of an optical Stern-Gerlach experiment Phys. Rev. A 69 063817. [13] Popescu S 2007 Knill-Laflamme-Milburn Quantum Computation with Bosonic Atoms Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 130503. [14] Kravets N, Aleksanyan A and Brasselet E 2019 Chiral Optical Stern-Gerlach Newtonian Experiment Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 024301.

[15] Karnieli A and Arie A 2018 All-Optical Stern-Gerlach Effect Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 053901. [16] Yesharim O, Karnieli A, Jackel S, Domenico G D, Trajtenberg-Mills S and Arie A 2022 Observation of the all-optical Stern-Gerlach effect in nonlinear optics Nature Photonics 16 582.

[17] Lin Y-J, Jiménez-García K and Spielman I B 2011 Spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates Nature 471 83. [18] Jiménez-García K, LeBlanc L J, Williams R A, Beeler M C, Qu C, Gong M, Zhang C and Spielman I B 2015 Tunable Spin-Orbit Coupling via Strong Driving in Ultracold-Atom Systems Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 125301.

[19] Valdés-Curiel A, Trypogeorgos D, Liang Q-Y, Anderson R P and Spielman I B 2021 Topological features without a lattice in Rashba spin-orbit coupled atoms Nat. Commun. 12 593.

[20] Kanungo S K, Whalen J D, Lu Y, Yuan M, Dasgupta S, Dunning F B, Hazzard K R A and Killian T C 2022 Realizing topological edge states with Rydbergatom synthetic dimensions Nat. Commun. 13 972.

[21] Ye J, Vernooy D W and Kimble H J 1999 Trapping of Single Atoms in Cavity QED Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 4987. [22] Livi L F, Cappellini G, Diem M, Franchi L, Clivati C, Frittelli M, Levi F, Calonico D, Catani J, Inguscio M and Fallani L 2016 Synthetic Dimensions and Spin-Orbit Coupling with an Optical Clock Transition Phys. Rev. Lett. 117 220401.

[23] Thomas P, Ruscio L, Morin O, Rempe G 2022 Efficient generation of entangled multiphoton graph states from a single atom Nature 608 677.

[24] Chang D 2013 A Single-Atom Optical Switch Physics 6 121.

[25] Lai W-X, Li H-C and Yang R-C 2008 Photon-photon interactions with inner coupled double-cavity Chin. Phys. B 17 3744.

[26] Huesmann R, Balzer C, Courteille P, Neuhauser W and Toschek P E 1999 Single-Atom Interferometry Phys. Scr. 82 1611. [27] Lachmann M D, Ahlers H and Becker D 2021 Ultracold atom interferometry in space Nat. Commun. 12 1317. [28] Popescu S 2007 Knill-Laflamme-Milburn Quantum Computation with Bosonic Atoms Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 130503. [29] Byrnes T, Wen K and Yamamoto Y 2012 Macroscopic quantum computation using Bose-Einstein condensates Phys. Rev.

A 85 040306(R).

[30] Lange K, Peise J, Lücke B, Kruse I, Vitagliano G, Apellaniz I, Kleinmann M, Tóth G and Klempt C 2018 Entanglement between two spatially separated atomic modes Science 360 416.

[31] Campbell G K, Ludlow A D, Blatt S, Thomsen J W, Martin M J, de Miranda M H G, Zelevinsky T, Boyd M M, Ye J, Diddams S A, Heavner T P, Parker T E and Jefferts S R 2008 The absolute frequency of the 87Sr optical clock transition Metrologia 45 539.

[32] Meystre P and Sargent III M 2007 Elements of Quantum Optics (Berlin: Springer-Verlag). [33] Scully M O and Zubairy M S 1997 Quantum Optics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press). [34] Aharonov Y, Davidovich L and Zagury N 1993 Quantum random walks Phys. Rev. A 48 1687. [35] Dür W, Raussendorf R, Kendon V M and Briegel H-J 2002 Quantum walks in optical lattices Phys. Rev. A 66 052319. [36] Karski M, Förster L, Choi J-M, Steffen A, Alt W, Meschede D and Widera A 2009 Quantum Walk in Position Space with Single Optically Trapped Atoms Science 325 174.

[37] Zähringer F, Kirchmair G, Gerritsma R, Solano E, Blatt R and Roos C F 2010 Realization of a Quantum Walk with One and Two Trapped Ions Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 100503.

[38] Zheng W, Yu Z-Q, Cui X and Zhai H 2013 Properties of Bose gases with the Raman-induced spin-orbit coupling J. Phys.

B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 46 134007.

[39] Meng Z, Huang L, Peng P, Li D, Chen L, Xu Y, Zhang C, Wang P and Zhang J 2016 Experimental Observation of a Topological Band Gap Opening in Ultracold Fermi Gases with Two-Dimensional Spin-Orbit Coupling Phys. Rev. Lett. 117 235304.

[40] Huang L, Meng Z, Wang P, Peng P, Zhang S-L, Chen L, Li D, Zhou Q and Zhang J 2016 Experimental realization of two-dimensional synthetic spin-orbit coupling in ultracold Fermi gases Nature Phys. 12 540.

[41] Dalfovo F, Giorgini S, Pitaevskii L P and Stringari S 1999 Theory of Bose-Einstein condensation in trapped gases Rev.

Mod. Phys. 71 463.

[42] Pawlowski K, Spehner D, Minguzzi A and Ferrini G 2013 Macroscopic superpositions in Bose-Josephson junctions: Controlling decoherence due to atom losses Phys. Rev. A 88 013606.

[43] Escrivà A, Mateo A M, Guilleumas M and Juliá-Díaz B 2019 Tunneling vortex dynamics in linearly coupled Bose-Hubbard rings Phys. Rev. A 100 063621.

[44] Boström M, Longdell J J and Ninham B W 2001 Atom-atom interactions at and between metal surfaces at nonzero temperature Phys. Rev. A 64 062702.

[45] Johnson J E and Rolston S L 2010 Interactions between Rydberg-dressed atoms Phys. Rev. A 82 033412. [46] Horikoshi M and Nakagawa K 2007 Suppression of Dephasing due to a Trapping Potential and Atom-Atom Interactions in a Trapped-Condensate Interferometer Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 180401.

[47] Lukin M D and Hemmer P R 2000 Quantum Entanglement via Optical Control of Atom-Atom Interactions Phys. Rev.

Lett. 84 2818.

[48] de Léséleuc S, Barredo D, Lienhard V, Browaeys A and Lahaye T 2017 Optical Control of the Resonant Dipole-Dipole Interaction between Rydberg Atoms Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 053202.

[49] Muniz J A, Young D J, Cline J R K and Thompson J K 2021 Cavity-QED measurements of the 87Sr millihertz optical clock transition and determination of its natural linewidth Phys. Rev. Research 3 023152.

[50] Dörscher S, Schwarz R, Al-Masoudi A, Falke S, Sterr U, and Lisdat C 2018 Lattice-induced photon scattering in an optical lattice clock Phys. Rev. A 97 063419.

[51] Porsev S G and Derevianko A 2004 Hyperfine quenching of the metastable^3P0,2 states in divalent atoms Phys. Rev. A 69 042506.

[52] Livi L F, Cappellini G, Diem M, Franchi L, Clivati C, Frittelli M, Levi F, Calonico D, Catani J, Inguscio M and Fallani L 2016 Synthetic dimensions and spin-orbit coupling with an optical clock transition Phys. Rev. Lett. 117 220401.

[53] Wall M L, Koller A P, Li S, Zhang X, Cooper N R, Ye J and Rey A M 2016 Synthetic spin-orbit coupling in an optical lattice clock Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 035301.

[54] Melin K S, Nagornykh P I, Lu Y, Hillberry L E, Xu Y and Raizen M G 2019 Observation of a quasi-one-dimensional variation of the Stern-Gerlach effect Phys. Rev. A 99 063417.