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Space continuous atom laser in one dimension
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Cold atom physics in space station arouses a lot of interest of scientists. We investigate the dynamical output process
of the space continuous atom laser by solving nonlinear Gross–Pitaevksii equations numerically. Slow-moving continuous
atom beams in two directions are observed simultaneously. The slow-moving coherent atom beams can be used as a source
of atom interferometer to realize long-time measurements. We also control the output of space atom laser by adjusting the
output coupling strength.
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1. Introduction
For elementary physics experiments, the space station is

an important platform. In 2020, NASA realized Bose–Einstein
condensation in space and observed that the condensate of
atom has long expansion time up to one second with an ef-
fective temperature of about pK.[1] Besides, the running of an
atomic clock in space station proves the stability of experi-
ments in space.[2] Low temperature can lead to new physics
and new techniques, which is important for quantum physics
study. In order to reduce the temperature of cold atoms to
a pK scale, various experiments have been performed.[3,4]

However, the tilted magnetic trap due to gravity prevents the
trap frequency from further decreasing. Thus, ultra-cold ex-
periments have been performed in drop towers,[5] flights,[6]

rockets,[7] and the space station[1,2,8] to reach lower tempera-
ture. Among these schemes, the experiment in space station
is the most stable one. Based on microgravity environment
provided by the space, Bose–Einstein condensates (BEC) in
bubble geometry,[9] sphere surface,[10] shell geometry,[11,12]

and three-dimensional (3D) isotropic atom laser[13] have been
proposed.

The atom laser was realized first by Mewes et
al. in 1997.[14] Since then, this novel phenomenon has
been studied extensively both experimentally[5,15–31] and
theoretically.[32–39] Properties about coherence,[19,20] beam
profiles,[21,22] brightness,[26] intensity fluctuations,[23,40] and
outcoupled rate[41] have been studied. Generally, a magnet-
ically insensitive untrapped state is transferred from a mag-
netically trapped state by radio frequency (RF) fields,[14,18,27]

microwave fields[28,29] or Raman lasers,[17,30,31] forming an
atom laser. Atom lasers could be used for measuring the grav-
ity acceleration,[42–44] the earth’s gravity gradient,[45,46] and

rotation.[47,48]

Manybody systems show many novel properties in re-
duced dimensions.[49,50] Petrov et al. proved that the Tonks–
Girardeau (TG) gas can be found in one-dimensional (1D)
Bose gas.[51] The fermionization behavior has been observed
experimentally.[52,53] More interesting phenomena like dy-
namical fermionization[54] and dynamical evolution without
thermalization[55] have also been explored. Moreover, dynam-
ical fermionization behavior of the 1D spinor quantum gas has
also been discovered in theory.[56]

In this work, the continuous atom laser confined in one
dimension is studied in microgravity. We reveal three interest-
ing properties. (i) The continuous laser beams move along two
sides with identical density profiles in microgravity, while the
beam propagates unidirectionally under gravity. (ii) Compared
with continuous atom beams under gravity, atom beams at zero
gravity move more slowly and outputs more efficiently. (iii)
Varying the strengths of coupling, the output shape and den-
sity of the atom laser change drastically. This research might
instruct the space station atom laser experiments in the future.

2. Theoretical model for space atom laser system
The five-state system 87Rb F = 2 manifold is

considered.[39,41] When the magnetic bias is small enough, the
second order Zeeman effect can be neglected and the energy
level splittings are equal. In the case of RF field, the Zeeman
sublevels are coupled. The state |F = 2,mF = 0〉 is mag-
netically insensitive, also called untrapped state. The states
|F = 2,mF = 1,2〉 are the high magnetic field seeking magnet-
ically trapped states, which are trapped in the harmonic trap.
The low magnetic field seeking states |F = 2,mF =−1,−2〉
feel the acceleration of magnetic field. For convenience, we
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only use magnetic quantum number mF to represent these
states. Note that the potential of different sublevels are re-
lated to magnetic quantum number by VmF = y2mF/2. The
untrapped state feels no magnetic field, which is only affected
by the gravity and repulsive mean field interaction. What is
worthy to be mentioned is that the equilibrium positions of
trapped states are shifted to different positions due to different
potential minimums under gravity.

We investigate continuous atom laser by the well-known
Gross–Pitaevksii (GP) equation. Within mean field approxi-
mation, our model is given by[39,41]
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Here ||ψ||2=∑
2
m=−2 |ψm|2 is the total density of all compo-

nents. m is the index of different components. ∆ is the dif-
ference in energy between the energy splittings of different
Zeeman sublevels under low magnetic bias field and the en-
ergy quanta of the RF field. Ω represents the Rabi coupling
strength,determined by the amplitude of the RF field. U is
the interaction strength between any two components, and
the interation strengths between two of all components are
equal.[39] The details can be found in our previous work.[57]

G = (Mg/h̄ω1y)(h̄/Mω1y)
1/2 is the gravitational potential of

atom on the earth with acceleration g. The component (F = 2,
mF = 1) of 87Rb with mass M is trapped with frequency ω1y.
The harmonic oscillator unit is used, namely, the unit of time
is 1/ω1y and the unit of length is (h̄/Mω1y)

1/2. Accordingly,
the unit of wavefunction is (h̄/Mω1y)

−1/4 and the unit of the
interaction strength is (h̄ω1y)

−1(h̄/Mω1y)
−1/2.

We use the well-developed open package GPELab[58,59]

written in Matlab to obtain the ground state of trapped compo-
nent mF = 2 and the dynamics of output beams after turning
in the RF field. For simulations in microgravity, we set G = 0.
Setting G= 0 is reasonable because the gravity in space station
is less than 10−5 g.[60] The numerical study of 3D space atom
laser[13] also uses G = 0.[13] The imaginary absorption poten-

tial method[61] is used to avoid reflections of the anti-trapped
states.

3. Main results
The initial state is mF = 2 component and the initial con-

densate is trapped in a magnetic trap with axial frequency
ω1y = 2π × 225 Hz and radial frequency ωr = 2π × 20 Hz.
The low magnetic bias field is a fixed value Voff = 1.5 Gs
(1 Gs= 10−4 T). Totally N = 5×104 atoms are in state mF = 2
at the beginning before turning on the RF field. For a contin-
uous atom laser, the RF field is always turned on. Our model
parameters are easy to realize experimentally, which are close
to those used in the space laboratory.[1] Besides, the effective
1D trap can be realized by using optical guide technique.[62]

By applying an RF field to the BEC in the 1D optical trap in
space laboratory, the results in this work can be realized ex-
perimentally.
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Fig. 1. Output density profiles of continuous atom laser in 12 ms in time
steps of 4 ms in microgravity. The density sum of mF = 2, mF = 0, and
mF = 1 components are shown in each moment. The density around
the center is the density sum of state mF = 1 and state mF = 2. The
output beam of state mF = 0 resides on two sides. For clear distribution
of each component in the output process, please see Fig. 3. Coupling
strengths Ω = 35 Hz, ∆ = 0.

In order to study the dynamical output process of contin-
uous atom laser at zero gravity, we calculate the dynamical
evolution when the coupling strength Ω = 35 Hz and the de-
tuning ∆ = 0. The density of initial state mF = 2 is shown in
Fig. 1 at t = 0 ms. When t > 0, the RF coupling turns on and
the atom laser begins to output. Because the resonant point is
in the trap center and the coupling strength is weak enough, the
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output density at t = 4 ms is still small. As the output process
goes on, larger density of output beam at state mF = 0 begins
to appear at t = 8 ms. The density profile appears more clearly
at t = 12 ms and the density decays monotonically from center
to each side. Owing to the interaction between atoms, the atom
beam outputs even without gravity. The density is symmetric
with respect to the center due to the isotropic repulsive inter-
actions. Note that we plot the full density of the initial state
mF = 2 at t = 0 ms and use different scales at other moments
to show the output beam clearly.

To study the difference between the output behavior of
continuous atom laser in microgravity and under gravity, we
extract the density profiles at t = 1 ms, t = 2 ms, and t = 3 ms
when the coupling strength is Ω = 35 Hz and ∆ = 0. Un-
der zero gravity the equilibrium positions of trapped states
are at zero position and the peak of output beam density is
in the center. However, the equilibrium position under grav-
ity is at Zm = g/(|m|ω2

1y). So, the equilibrium positions are
slightly different. Note that we have translated the density of
output beam for comparison . As shown in Fig. 2(a), the den-
sity of atoms is localized in the initial condensate center and
moves slowly to each side with time. As shown in Fig. 2(b),
the atoms move along the gravity, and move faster with time.
The moving speed of output beams are 2.71× 10−3 m/s and
1.45× 10−2 m/s in microgravity and under gravity respec-
tively. Under gravity, the atom laser is accelerated by the
gravity, thus the moving speed is very fast. However, in mi-
crogravity, the moving speed is mainly due to the mean-field
repulsive interaction, thus the moving speed is much slower.
The slower moving velocity means a longer interrogation time.
Thus, it is beneficial to atom interferometer and precision mea-
surements. The gravity determines a unique direction, thus
the output beam moves along the direction of gravity. How-
ever, the output beams move in both directions and the den-
sity profiles are symmetrical at any time under microgravity.
Another difference is that the density of the output beam un-
der microgravity is much higher than under gravity with the
same coupling strength, which is about two orders of magni-
tude larger than that at 3 ms in our case. Under gravity, the
resonant point is located at the center of initial state mF = 2
and the trapped state mF = 2 is transferred to mF = 1 before
reaching the untrapped state mF = 0. But the atoms of state
mF = 1 are dragged way from this point due to the gravity
sag. Thus, the density of state mF = 1 at the resonant point
is reduced, which leads to the reduction of the effective out-
coupling rate. For atom laser under microgravity, achieving a
high out-coupling rate with a small coupling strength means
being easy to achieve experimentally.

We plot the dynamical evolutions of continuous atom
laser in a time range from 0 ms to 12 ms in Fig. 3. The first

row to the last row corresponds to state mF = 2, mF = 1, and
mF = 0. The first column to the fifth column corresponds to
density profiles three components of slices at different times.
Because the coupling strength is weak, the density of state
mF = 2 does not change much. The trapping frequency of
state mF = 1 is 1/

√
2 of that of state mF = 2. Thus, the atoms

transfer to state mF = 1 by RF field oscillating in the trap and
show drastically density fluctuations. Besides, states mF = 1
and mF = 2 have the same equilibrium positions and oscillate
around the center of the trap. Thus, state mF = 1 would os-
cillate around the center. Therefore, the density fluctuation of
this state around the center is large. The peaks of untrapped
state and the density fluctuation of trapped state mF = 1 occur
synchronously, which indicates that the dynamics of trapped
state has a great influence on the output process. The trapped
state mF = 2 has to pass through state mF = 1 to reach the
mF = 0 state. This state-changing process causes unavoidable
classical fluctuations.[40] The two trapped states have different
trapping potentials due to the different magnetic trapping fre-
quencies. Thus, the trapped state mF = 1 will be excited and
oscillates around its equilibrium position, which leads mF = 0
component to change drastically around the trap center. Al-
though dynamics in the center is complicated, the atoms in
untrapped state are not affected after moving away from the
center.
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Fig. 2. Dynamical output process of continuous atom laser within 3 ms in
microgravity and under gravity. (a) Density profiles at t = 1 ms, t = 2 ms,
and t = 3 ms for g= 0 corresponding to atom laser output in microgravity. (b)
Density profiles at t = 1 ms, t = 2 ms, and t = 3 ms are plotted. Ω = 35 Hz,
∆ = 0 for g = 9.8 m/s2 corresponding to atom laser output under gravity.

Output flux and beam shape change dramatically at differ-
ent coupling strengths, and the complicated dynamical outcou-
pling process is observed. The bound state will shut down the
output when the outcoupling strength is too strong.[63] When
the coupling strength is in the weak regime, the output flux
becomes higher as the coupling strength increases.[16,64] In
Fig. 4, from top to bottom, we show the dynamical process
with coupling strengths at 25 Hz, 35 Hz, and 75 Hz. Density
profiles of untrapped state decay smoothly from center to both
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sides for small coupling strength, which shows steady output
coupling process. For 75-Hz coupling strength, the density
distribution shows symmetrical peaks on each side. At 3 ms
the density fluctuation occurs and becomes even stronger at
6 ms, 9 ms, and 12 ms at corresponding coupling strengths.
When the frequency of coupling strength is 75 Hz, strong den-
sity fluctuations occur around the trapped region after 6 ms.

The velocity of output beam is almost the same for different
coupling strengths. This is because the kinetic energy mainly
comes from the mean field interaction of atoms, which slightly
changes for various coupling strengths. Density fluctuations
versus different coupling strengths in microgravity of contin-
uous atom laser are similar to the density fluctuations of con-
tinuous atom laser under gravity[64] qualitatively.
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4. Conclusions and perspectives

We have studied the dynamical output process of one-
dimensional continuous atom laser with zero gravity. In mi-
crogravity, we obtain two continuous atom beams in two di-
rections simultaneously. The output beam is very slow and
its output velocity is about one order of magnitude smaller
than the output velocity under gravity in our case. A coher-
ent, and slowly-moving atom laser could be used as the source
of atom interferometer to increase its interrogation time. Out-
put coupling strengths also have great influence on the flux
and output shape of the continuous atom laser. Thus, we can
adjust the outcoupling strength to manipulate the continuous
atom laser. Our simulation is only limited to zero temperature
within mean field approximation. That is to say, we have ne-

glected the temperature effect and quantum fluctuations.[65–67]

Density fluctuations and phase fluctuations due to collisions

between condensate and high energy lying atoms at finite tem-

perature will be considered in the future studies. For the truly

continuous atom laser, the repumping mechanism should be

considered,[66,68,69] which will be done in future studies.
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[11] Padavić K, Sun K, Lannert C and Vishveshwara S 2020 Phys. Rev. A

102 043305
[12] Lundblad N, Carollo R A, Lannert C, Gold M J, Jiang X, Paseltiner D,

Sergay N and Aveline D C 2019 npj Microgravity 5 30
[13] Meister M, Roura A, Rasel E M and Schleich W P 2019 New J. Phys.

21 013039
[14] Mewes M O, Andrews M R, Kurn D M, Durfee D S, Townsend C G

and Ketterle W 1997 Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 582
[15] Anderson B P and Kasevich M A 1998 Science 282 1686
[16] Steck H, Naraschewski M and Wallis H 1998 Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 1
[17] Hagley E W, Deng L, Kozuma M, Wen J, Helmerson K, Rolston S L

and Phillips W D 1999 Science 283 1706
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[41] Dugué J, Robins N P, Figl C, Jeppesen M, Summers P, Johnsson M T,

Hope J J and Close J D 2007 Phys. Rev. A 75 053602
[42] Kasevich M and Chu S 1992 Appl. Phys. B 54 321
[43] Peters A, Chung K Y and Chu S 1999 Nature 400 849
[44] Geiger R, Menoret V, Stern G, Zahzam N, Cheinet P, Battelier B,

Villing A, Moron F, Lours M, Bidel Y, Bresson A, Landragin A and
Bouyer P 2011 Nat. Commun. 2 474

[45] Snadden M, McGuirk J, Bouyer P, Haritos K and Kasevich M 1998
Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 971

[46] McGuirk J M, Foster G T, Fixler J B, Snadden M J and Kasevich M A
2002 Phys. Rev. A 65 033608

[47] Lenef A, Hammond T D, Smith E T, Chapman M S, Rubenstein R A
and Pritchard D E 1997 Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 760

[48] Gustavson T L, Bouyer P and Kasevich M A 1997 Phys. Rev. Lett. 78
2046

[49] Guan X W, Batchelor M T and Lee C 2013 Rev. Mod. Phys. 85 1633
[50] Cazalilla M A, Citro R, Giamarchi T, Orignac E and Rigol M 2011 Rev.

Mod. Phys. 83 1405
[51] Petrov D S, Shlyapnikov G V and Walraven J T 2000 Phys. Rev. Lett.

85 3745
[52] Paredes B, Widera A, Murg V, Mandel O, Folling S, Cirac I, Shlyap-

nikov G V, Hansch T W and Bloch I 2004 Nature 429 277
[53] Kinoshita T, Wenger T and Weiss D S 2004 Science 305 1125
[54] Wilson J M, Malvania N, Le Y, Zhang Y, Rigol M and Weiss D S 2020

Science 367 1461
[55] Kinoshita T, Wenger T and Weiss D S 2006 Nature 440 900
[56] Alam S S, Skaras T, Yang L and Pu H 2021 Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 023002
[57] Qin Y, Shen X Y and Xia L 2021 Chin. Phys. B 30 110306
[58] Antoine X and Duboscq R 2014 Comput. Phys. Commun. 185 2969
[59] Antoine X and Duboscq R 2015 Comput. Phys. Commun. 193 95
[60] Lundblad N, Jarvis T, Paseltiner D and Lannert C 2016 abstract id.

K1.119
[61] Neuhasuer D and Baer M 1989 J. Chem. Phys. 90 4351
[62] Bongs K, Burger S, Dettmer S, Hellweg D, Arlt J, Ertmer W and Sen-

gstock K 2001 Phys. Rev. A 63 031602(R)
[63] Robins N P, Altin P A, Debs J E and Close J D 2013 Phys. Rep. 529

265
[64] Robins N P, Morrison A K, Hope J J and Close J D 2005 Phys. Rev. A

72 031606
[65] Proukakis N P 2006 Phys. Rev. A 73 023605
[66] Lee G M, Haine S A, Bradley A S and Davis M J 2015 Phys. Rev. A 92

013605
[67] Proukakis N P 2002 Laser Phys. 13 527
[68] Dennis G R, Davis M J and Hope J J 2012 Phys. Rev. A 86 013640
[69] Robins N P, Figl C, Jeppesen M, Dennis G R and Close J D 2008 Nat.

Phys. 4 731

013701-5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2346-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-05219-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.143004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1088827
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1189164
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00340-006-2395-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4952586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4982348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.010402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.160403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.043305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.043305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41526-019-0087-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aaf7b5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aaf7b5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.282.5394.1686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.283.5408.1706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.3008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35003132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.160404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.063618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.063618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.070404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2009.02.042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0605-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.093602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.093602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/16/3/033036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.170403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.090404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.090404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2216907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2216907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.140403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.17.002319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.17.002319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.1607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.56.603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.58.4841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.58.4841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/35/40/301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/35/40/301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.043601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.74.013611
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.043618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s003400050819
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.69.051602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.053602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00325375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/23655
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1479
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.971
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.971
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.65.033608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.85.1633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.3745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.3745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature02530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1100700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aaz0242
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aaz0242
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.023002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/abff25
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2014.06.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.03.012
http://meetings.aps.org/link/BAPS.2016.DAMOP.K1.119
http://meetings.aps.org/link/BAPS.2016.DAMOP.K1.119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.456646
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.031602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.03.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.03.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.031606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.031606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.73.023605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.013605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.013605
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.cond-mat/0311003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.013640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1027

	1. Introduction
	2. Theoretical model for space atom laser system 
	3. Main results
	4. Conclusions and perspectives
	References

