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Current precision experiments with single (anti)protons to test CPT symmetry

progress at a rapid pace, but are complicated by the need to cool particles to

sub-thermal energies. We describe a cryogenic Penning-trap setup for 9Be+

ions designed to allow coupling of single (anti)protons to laser-cooled atomic

ions for sympathetic cooling and quantum logic spectroscopy. We report on

trapping and laser cooling of clouds and single 9Be+ ions. We discuss prospects
for a microfabricated trap to allow coupling of single (anti)protons to laser-

cooled 9Be+ ions for sympathetic laser cooling to sub-mK temperatures on ms

time scales.

1. Introduction

As a result of CPT symmetry, particles and their antiparticles must have

the same mass, lifetime, charge, and magnetic moment. The (anti)proton

is an attractive candidate to test CPT symmetry by comparing matter–

antimatter conjugates in the baryonic sector, complementary to tests in the

lepton sector, e.g., with electrons and positrons.1 Magnetic-moment com-
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parisons2,3 in particular provide a sensitive test for potential new physics.4

In Penning-trap precision measurements, magnetic moments can be deter-

mined by measuring the ratio of the Larmor frequency to the free cyclotron

frequency. Compared to the electron and positron, the bigger mass of the

(anti)proton makes resistive cooling to the ground state of the cyclotron

motion impossible. The resulting finite temperature complicates the mea-

surement of the Larmor frequency via the continuous Stern–Gerlach effect.5

Furthermore, systematic effects can be proportional to the oscillation ampli-

tude of the particle making efficient cooling to sub-thermal energies highly

desirable. Such temperatures could be reached through sympathetic cooling

with a laser-cooled ion. Implementing this in the same potential well could

introduce additional systematic effects and is not possible for the commonly

used positively charged laser-cooled ions together with the antiproton. We

pursue an approach where the (anti)proton and the laser-cooled ion are

confined in spatially separate potential wells and interact remotely via the

Coulomb interaction.6 This approach has already been demonstrated with

pairs of atomic ions in radio-frequency Paul traps.7,8

2. Trapping single 9Be+ ions

We have built and commissioned a cryogenic Penning-trap system to im-

plement this approach. The setup is based on the BASE CERN setup,9

enhanced to allow for laser access for ablation loading, photo-ionization,

Doppler and ground-state cooling of 9Be+ ions, as well as for detection

of laser-induced fluorescence. The setup is operated at a magnetic field

strength of 5 T and cooled using a vibration-isolated cryocooler. It is de-

scribed in more detail in Ref. 10. We load clouds of 9Be+ ions by focusing

single 532 nm laser pulses with tens of µJ pulse energy onto a solid beryllium

target embedded into a trap electrode via an in-vacuum off-axis parabolic

mirror. We laser cool the ions and detect their presence through laser-

induced fluorescence using a laser beam at 313 nm. We apply a series of

waveforms to the trap electrodes in order to subsequently reduce the num-

ber of particles, until single ions can be observed as identified by discrete

steps in the level of laser-induced fluorescence.

3. Experimental prospects for 9Be+ ions in Penning traps

We have recently demonstrated spin-motional control of 9Be+ ions using a

spectrally tailored frequency comb.11 While the experimental demonstra-

tion was carried out at a comparatively low magnetic field in a microfab-
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ricated Paul trap, this type of manipulation lends itself to ground-state

cooling of 9Be+ ions in the 5 T field of the Penning trap, where electron-

spin energy levels with a level spacing of ∼ 140 GHz need to be coupled

using a stimulated Raman process. Our immediate plans for the setup

comprise the demonstration of ground-state cooling and the coupling of

pairs of 9Be+ ions as a precursor for sympathetic cooling of (anti)protons.

4. (Anti-)protons and quantum logic spectroscopy

We have designed an off-axis proton source for the apparatus, which is

awaiting commissioning. Coupling a single (anti)proton to a laser-cooled
9Be+ ion will likely require a microfabricated trap in order to minimize the

distance between the particles and obtain a strong coupling. Compared to

the commonly used microfabricated surface-electrode Paul traps, a ring-

shaped electrode of a micro Penning trap would have to be metal coated

both on the front and back face of the disc and on the inside of the ring.

We have produced test structures using deep reactive ion etching of a sili-

con wafer. For metalization, wafers have been coated either using resistive

evaporation of Ti and Au under constant rotation of the sample or using

direct sputter deposition of Au. On top of these thin metal films, a thick

electroplated film of Au has been grown and structured using optical lithog-

raphy. A sample structure is shown in Fig. 1. The process will be extended

by including the spacers to electrically isolate multiple such rings already at

the stage of the wafer etching. Electrical isolation will be possible through

the use of the lithographic step, which allows us to leave parts of the sam-

ple uncoated. Once all of the above ingredients have been implemented

and a suitable spin-motional coupling mechanism for the (anti)proton has

been implemented, quantum logic spectroscopy6,12 could be envisioned as

a means of probing all relevant transitions of single (anti)protons out of the

motional ground state.
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Fig. 1. Gold electroplated silicon test structure for a cylindrical micro Penning trap.
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