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Current experimental efforts to test the fundamental CPT symmetry with sin-

gle (anti-)protons are progressing at a rapid pace but are hurt by the nonzero
temperature of particles and the difficulty of spin state detection. We describe

a laser-based and quantum logic inspired approach to single (anti-)proton cool-

ing and state detection.

1. Introduction

Penning-trap based precision measurements have been able to place strin-

gent bounds on CPT violation such as by comparing the magnetic moment

or g-factor of the electron and the positron,1 and further improvements are

anticipated.2 In these experiments, the particle is detected via the image

charge induced in the trap electrode by the motion of a single particle. The

temperature of the particles is related to the temperature of the cryogenic

tank circuit employed in the image charge detection. The spin degree of

freedom can be measured using the continuous Stern-Gerlach effect.3 For

heavier particles such as the proton and antiproton, trap frequencies tend

to be much lower, and cryogenic cooling typically cannot be used to reach

the motional ground state. Furthermore, the continuous Stern-Gerlach ef-

fect is proportional to µ/m, where µ is the magnetic moment of the particle

and m its mass, making it much more difficult to detect the spin states.4
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Heinzen and Wineland5 proposed a method set to detect, cool and manip-

ulate a charged particle of interest through a laser-cooled ion. The coupling

is provided through the image charges induced by the motion of both par-

ticles in a common trap electrode. Another method is to couple the two

particles in a double-well potential.6 Here, we focus on the latter approach.
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Fig. 1. Conceptual Penning trap array (top) and procedure used for quantum logic

inspired spin state detection of single (anti-)protons.

2. Measurement protocol

Experiments will be conducted in a cryogenic Penning trap array adapted

from the BASE experiment.7 Fig. 1 (top) shows a cut along the symmetry

axis of a multi-zone cryogenic Penning-Malmberg trap with static magnetic

field B0 = 5 T. The trap consists of at least four individual zones (a-d),

each with a dedicated function explained below. We will start to explain

how the spin state of the (anti-)proton can be measured using quantum

logic inspired operations, and then expand to describe a full g-factor mea-

surement. Throughout the discussion, we will talk about the proton, with
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the understanding that, unless explicitly mentioned, the identical method

can be applied to the antiproton.

We will assume that the proton’s (open circle) axial motion has been

sympathetically cooled to the ground state using a laser-cooled 9Be+ ion8

exploiting the double-well trap of Fig. 1c. We start with the proton

(open circle) in the precision trap (Fig. 1a) and the 9Be+ ion (filled cir-

cle) in the laser cooling and detection trap (Fig. 1d). We will assume that

the spin state of the proton is unknown, but 9Be+ has been initialized

in |↑〉 =
∣∣S1/2,mI = 3/2,mJ = 1/2

〉
through optical pumping. The two

columns on the right-hand side illustrate the quantum states of the two

particles throughout the procedure for the proton initially in |↓〉 (left) or in

|↑〉 (right). In order to measure the proton’s spin state, it will first be shut-

tled into the so-called proton sideband trap (Fig. 1b) by applying voltage

ramps to the trap electrodes. An rf blue motional sideband pulse (Fig. 1f)

will map the proton spin states |↓〉, |↑〉 into the motional states n = 1 and

n = 0 (Fig. 1g). This pulse can be realized using different techniques9,10 al-

ready demonstrated experimentally with atomic ions11,12 in the context of

quantum logic. Next, the proton and the 9Be+ ion will be shuttled to sep-

arate, but near-by potential wells of the double-well trap (Fig. 1h). In this

specially tailored potential with equal trap frequencies for both particles,

the two charges interact remotely via the Coulomb interaction. Over one

motional exchange period, the motional state of the two particles will have

swapped (Fig. 1i). Note that we show a potential suitable for two positively

charged particles; for the antiproton, one of the dips will be inverted. In the

context of quantum information processing with trapped ions, this double-

well technique has been shown with pairs of atomic ions.8,13 Subsequently,

the 9Be+ ion will be shuttled back into the laser cooling and detection trap.

Using a laser-induced stimulated Raman blue sideband transition (Fig. 1j),

the conditional motional excitation can be mapped back into the spin state

of the 9Be+ ion (Fig. 1k). The net result is that the initial spin state of

the proton has been fully transferred to the 9Be+ ion (Fig. 1k) and can be

measured using laser-induced resonance fluorescence. By shining in a reso-

nant laser beam, connecting the 9Be+ S1/2 and P3/2 levels, the ion can be

made to scatter photons if and only if it is in |↑〉. Therefore, the 9Be+ ion

will appear as a bright spot on the detector in case the proton was initially

in |↓〉, and dark otherwise. One can thus determine the previous spin state

of the proton using quantum logic operations and initialize the proton in

|↑〉, independent of its initial state.

To make this a full Larmor frequency measurement, one applies an rf
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drive at a frequency f near the expected proton spin flip (Larmor) fre-

quency fL in the proton precision trap and repeats the entire detection

process. By varying the drive frequency f and repeating the full sequence,

the transition probability can be measured as a function of f and the Lar-

mor frequency fL can be determined. Together with a similar procedure to

measure the proton motional frequencies, the free cyclotron frequency fc
can be extracted,14 and the g-factor is given by g = 2fL/fc.
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