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The formation of dark states is an important concept in quantum sciences, but its compatibility
with strong interparticle interactions, for example, in a quantum degenerate gas is hardly explored.
Here, we realize a dark state in one of the spins of a two-component, resonantly-interacting Fermi
gas using a Λ system within the D2 transitions of 6Li at high magnetic field. The dark state is
created in a micrometer-sized region within a one-dimensional channel connecting two superfluid
reservoirs. The particle transport between the reservoirs is used as a probe. We observe that atoms
are transported in the dark state and the superfluid-assisted fast current is preserved. If the dark
state resonant condition is not met, the transport is suppressed by the spontaneous emission. We
also uncover an asymmetry in the transport timescale across the two-photon resonance, which is
absent in the non-interacting regime. This work raises questions on the interplay of dark states with
interparticle interactions and opens up perspectives for optical manipulation of fermionic pairing.

Introduction.—Dark superposition states are the result
of quantum interference in a three-level system [1, 2], also
giving rise to the phenomenon of electromagnetically-
induced transparency (EIT) [3]. Applications of this
concept include quantum memory in atomic media [4–
9], compact frequency metrology [10, 11], laser cooling of
ultracold atoms and molecules [1, 12, 13], and optical con-
trol of Feshbach interactions [14, 15], to name a few. So
far, the physics exploited in most systems can be under-
stood at the single-atom or molecule level [16, 17], with
few exceptions such as Rydberg dark-state polaritons
where many-body interactions lead to optical nonlinear-
ities [18, 19]. However, the interplay between atoms’ in-
ternal dark state and their external degrees of freedom in
an interacting system in the quantum degenerate regime
has been largely unexplored. In particular, in strongly in-
teracting Fermi gases, only molecular dark states which
involve fermion pairs as a whole have been realized and
studied in regimes where their influence on the many-
body pairing at unitarity is still an open question [20].

Here, in a unitary Fermi gas at low temperatures
where many-body pairing leads to superfluid behavior,
we experimentally realize a dark state in one of the
two spins and probe it with transport between two su-
perfluid reservoirs. The dark state is created by opti-
cally driving Λ-type transitions locally in a quasi-one-
dimensional (quasi-1D) channel connecting the two reser-
voirs. This configuration therefore protects the super-
fluid reservoirs from the inevitable residual photon scat-
tering by the Λ couplings. In this strongly interacting
system, despite residual atom losses in the channel, we
observe superfluid-induced transport as a clear signature
of the presence of dark states in the channel. This work
opens the toolbox of dark-state engineering for local spin
manipulation in strongly interacting fermionic superfluid
systems.

Experimental setup.—We prepare a balanced mixture
of the first and the third hyperfine ground states of 6Li,
with pseudo-spin notations ∣↓⟩ and ∣↑⟩ respectively. The
magnetic field is tuned to the Feshbach resonance at
B ≈ 690 G of the s-wave collisions between the two

FIG. 1. Transport between two unitary Fermi gas reservoirs
in which the connecting channel is locally controlled by a dark
state switch acting on spin ∣↓⟩. Two reservoirs containing a
balanced mixture of resonantly interacting atoms in states ∣↓⟩
and ∣↑⟩ are connected via a quasi-1D transport channel. Inside
the channel, two beams with a common spatial mode drive a
Λ transition (inset), creating a dark state acting like a switch
that controls the transport through the channel by the driving
fields. The Λ scheme couples the atoms in state ∣↓⟩ to an
auxiliary state ∣aux⟩ via a two-photon process, with the Rabi
couplings and detunings defined in the inset. The interactions
between ∣aux⟩ and the two spins are negligible [24].

spins [21]. The gas is confined in a two-reservoir ge-
ometry connected via a quantum point contact [22–24]
with transverse confinement frequencies 12.3(2) kHz and
10.7(1) kHz along x and z, respectively. The transport
channel is in the quasi-1D regime since the confinement
energy is much higher than the temperature of the cloud
kBT /h = 1.67(3) kHz where kB and h are the Boltzmann
and Planck constants. A schematic of the experimen-
tal setup is illustrated in Fig. 1. After preparation of
the gas in this geometry, we have a total atom num-
ber N = N↓ + N↑ = 2.5(2) × 105 with a degeneracy of
T /TF = 0.199(3) where TF is the Fermi temperature of
the gas. See Ref. [24] for more experimental details on
the channel’s geometry and the experimental cycle.

We implement a local Λ-scheme inside the 1D chan-
nel involving state ∣↓⟩ and an auxiliary state ∣aux⟩ (the
fifth hyperfine ground state), see Fig. 1. The probe and
control couplings are facilitated by two co-propagating
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laser beams of the same spatial mode, which are oriented
perpendicularly to the transport direction and focused
to a waist of 1.5 µm in the channel. In this scheme, a
two-photon transition couples the state ∣↓⟩ to ∣aux⟩. The
detuning and the effective Rabi frequency averaged over
the spatial profile of the probe (control) beam that cou-
ples the state ∣↓⟩ (∣aux⟩) to an excited state ∣e⟩ are de-
noted with ∆p and Ωp (∆c and Ωc) respectively, see the
inset of Fig. 1. The dipole matrix element of the probe
transition, dp, is much smaller than that of the control
transition, dc ≈ 18.5dp, such that Ωp ≪ Ωc for compara-
ble intensities. As the two beams are derived from the
same laser, their frequency difference is stable on the or-
der of 5 Hz. Due to the opposite sign of the magnetic
moments of state ∣↓⟩ and ∣aux⟩, the magnetic field fluc-
tuation which is predominantly at low frequencies (such
as 50 Hz), results in an uncertainty of the two-photon
detuning δ =∆p −∆c. Due to short transit time through
the Λ coupling region, each atom only samples the mag-
netic field noise above 1 kHz (Fourier limit of the transit
time). However, the measured signal is sampled from
many atoms over seconds and repetitive runs, so is lim-
ited by the low-frequency magnetic field noise, leading to
a minimally resolved two-photon linewidth ∼ 80 kHz [24].

Dark state resonance by loss spectroscopy.— We first
demonstrate the presence of the dark state resonance by
measuring the atom loss as a function of the probe de-
tuning. For this, we prepare the reservoirs at identical
thermodynamic conditions and measure the total atom
number in each spin after 2 s of illumination of the Λ cou-
plings in the channel. Without the control beam, a reso-
nant probe beam excites ∣↓⟩ atoms into ∣e⟩ which quickly
decay to ∣aux⟩ (since dc ≫ dp) and leave the system, re-
sulting in loss of N↓. Scanning the detuning ∆p of a weak
probe reveals the broad loss resonance with a linewidth
mainly limited by the decay rate of the excited state,
Γe ≈ 2π × 6 MHz. With the control beam on and ∆c ≈ 0,
a peak in N↓ appears at ∆p = 0 due to the existence of
a dark state which is decoupled from the laser fields and
suppresses the atom loss due to scattering. In Fig. 2 we
show the measurements revealing the dark resonance at
various choices of Ωc. Here we plot N↓ normalized to N↑
to eliminate the effect of shot-to-shot atom number fluc-
tuations which are common to both spins. The observed
width of the dark state resonance is limited by the mag-
netic field noise, as well as the intensity broadening by Ωp

and Ωc. By increasing Ωc we observe a broader resonance
but also a more robust dark state as is expected also in
the absence of collisional interactions [3]. Two additional
loss channels affect the observed spectra in N↓/N↑: 1)
loss of ∣↑⟩ due to the strong interaction between the spins
when a ∣↓⟩ atom is excited and subsequently lost [35].
2) pair losses induced by the control beam due to a few
off-resonant photoassociation transitions [24].

In our experiment, the photon recoil energy ER ≈ kB ⋅
3.5 µK is much larger than the trap depth U0 ≈ kB ⋅1.2 µK,
hence an atom is lost with near-unity probability after a
single scattering event. Therefore, an open-system treat-
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FIG. 2. Atom loss spectroscopy of the dark state resonance
in the local Λ coupling configuration of Fig. 1 with balanced
reservoirs. We show N↓ normalized to N↑ as a function of
the detuning of the probe, while the control beam is on reso-
nance ∆c = 0. From (a) to (c), increasing Ωc shows a broader
and more robust dark state resonance at the center. Error
bars represent standard deviation of typically 4-5 repetitions.
Solid lines are the results of a simultaneous fit of a semiclas-
sical model to all measured spectra (three out of six shown
here) [24]. In the fit, the common Ωp and all Ωc’s are con-
strained using the known control-probe power ratios, yielding
Ωp = 2π × 52(1) kHz and Ωc shown in each plot [24].

ment is needed to find out how the atoms survive by
evolving into the dark state without spontaneous emis-
sion, in contrast to the commonly used closed-system
treatment [3]. Our model assumes particle loss after each
spontaneous emission event [24] using the Monte Carlo
wave-function approach [29, 30]. The loss mechanism
damps the atoms into the dark state, similar to the pro-
cess of coherent population trapping [44]. We access the
density matrix of a surviving atom by conditioning the
evolution on no spontaneous emission. Although these
atoms do not undergo spontaneous emission, they inherit
the projective nature of the emission via the condition-
ing, similar to the phenomenon of the quantum Zeno ef-
fect [33]. We use the steady-state solution of the excited
state population from the conditioned evolution to obtain
the particle loss rate in the Λ region. A phenomenolog-
ical model of atoms passing through the Λ region with
this loss rate allows us to fit the measured loss spectra
(solid lines in Fig. 2). These fits are performed simul-
taneously for all six measured spectra varying Ωc [24]
with three free parameters, including calibration factors
of the effective Rabi frequencies and laser frequencies.
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Three of these spectra are plotted in Fig. 2. The fit re-
sult Ωp = 2π × 52(1) kHz is in good agreement with the
measured probe Rabi coupling averaged over the Gaus-
sian waist, 2π × 58(2) kHz [24]. Control Ωc’s are con-
strained to Ωp in the fit using the measured power ratios
and the known ratio of the dipole matrix elements dc/dp.
In these spectroscopic measurements, there is no signa-
ture of the strong interaction between ∣↓⟩ and ∣↑⟩ within
our measurement precision.

Probing the dark state with superfluid transport.—The
observed dark state is a coherent superposition of ∣↓⟩ and
∣aux⟩: ψD ∝ Ωc ∣↓⟩ −Ωp ∣aux⟩, which has a majority pop-
ulation in ∣↓⟩ given Ωc ≫ Ωp in our setting. We now ad-
dress the question if the pairing between ∣↓⟩ and ∣↑⟩ in the
unitary superfluid is preserved under the local conversion
into this dark state. The nature of the gas can be probed
by the particle transport between the reservoirs, where
superfluidity results in a distinctive non-Ohmic current
beyond linear response [23, 40]. We measure the current
by first preparing an initial atom number imbalance ∆N
between the two reservoirs with ∆N/N0 = 0.27(1) (N0

is the initial total atom number in the cloud). Subse-
quently, we observe its evolution in time. The relaxation
of ∆N/N0 for various settings of Ωp and Ωc is presented
in Fig. 3(a). In the absence of the local Λ couplings,
Ωp = Ωc = 0, we observe a fast non-exponential relax-
ation of the imbalance between the two reservoirs. The
corresponding apparent current, I = −(1/2) d∆N/dt , is
non-Ohmic, as evidenced by the nonlinear current-bias
relation [blue squares in Fig. 3(b)], indicating the super-
fluid character of the transport process [23]. When we
turn on a resonant probe with Ωp = 2π × 98 kHz with-
out the control beam, the particle current is reduced
and shows Ohmic behavior [orange circles in Fig. 3(a,b)].
This is due to the presence of atom losses in the channel
as observed previously [35].

Next, we create the dark state condition in the chan-
nel by adding a resonant strong control beam with Rabi
coupling Ωc = 2π × 2.42 MHz. Now the transport is fast
again, with the initial current and the nonlinearity being
largely recovered [red triangles in Fig. 3(a,b)]. This ob-
servation stands as an evidence for the transport of ∣↓⟩ in
a dark state while the process largely preserves pairing
and the superfluid character. The reduction of the spin-
dependent loss is also visible from the time evolution of
the N↓/N↑ [inset of Fig. 3(a)]. In the final “control” ex-
periment, we only keep on the control beam with the
same Ωc = 2π × 2.42 MHz while turning off the probe.
Despite pair losses induced by the control beam [24], the
∆N decay, hence the apparent current, is almost indis-
tinguishable from the case without any Λ coupling [green
diamonds in Fig. 3(a,b)]. Therefore, the effect of the pair
losses on the apparent current is negligible.

To further investigate the robustness of the dark state
transport, we sample a wide range of both the probe and
control Rabi frequencies. We determine the initial par-
ticle current I0 with a linear fit to ∆N(t) within short
transport time t ≤ 0.08 s. In Fig. 3(c), we plot I0 for
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FIG. 3. Dark state recovers superfluid characters of the
transport. (a) Time evolution of the particle imbalance for
probe and control beam of different strengths. The numer-
ically extracted current-bias relation for the same data are
shown in (b). Without any Λ coupling (blue squares), the
imbalance shows a fast non-exponential decay, correspond-
ing to a non-Ohmic current-bias relation in (b). With only
a resonant probe beam of Ωp = 2π × 98 kHz (orange cir-
cles), the induced dissipation in the channel leads to a much
slower transport as well as an Ohmic current-bias relation.
Keeping the same probe and turning on a resonant control
Ωc = 2π × 2.42 MHz turns ∣↓⟩ atoms into the dark state (red
triangles). The fast current, as well as its nonlinear charac-
teristics, are recovered to a large extent. The control beam
alone (green diamonds) has negligible effect on the transport,
only slightly reducing the nonlinearity, visible in (b). (c) Ini-
tial current obtained from a linear fit to ∆N(t) for transport
time t ≤ 0.08 s as a function of probe and control Rabi fre-
quencies. All the currents in (b,c) are normalized to that for
Ωp = Ωc = 0. The magenta star marks the condition for data
in (a,b).

combinations of Ωp and Ωc, normalized to Is0 that corre-
sponds to the case of Ωp = Ωc = 0. For a given choice of
Ωp, as we increase Ωc, we observe a trend of increasing
initial current, reaching Is0 . As we go to higher values
of Ωp, higher Ωc is required to maintain a fast trans-
port. At the same time, we observe an increased pair
loss by the control beam when its power is increased,
which eventually suppresses the current. The configura-
tion for Fig. 3(a,b) is chosen in the intermediate regime
[denoted by the star in Fig. 3(c)].

Asymmetric transport versus two-photon detuning.—
We further investigate the behavior of the transport
in terms of the two-photon detuning close to the dark
state resonance. We perform the same transport mea-
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FIG. 4. Observation of asymmetric transport time scale ver-
sus two-photon detuning in the unitary gas. (a) The transport
time scale as a function of the two-photon detuning (varying
∆c while ∆p = 0) in the unitary regime (red triangles, left
axis), with the same Ωp and Ωc as in Fig. 3(a,b), red triangles.
Each point is the time constant τI of an exponential decay,
Ae−t/τI , fitted to the evolution of the imbalance ∆N/N0, with
A fixed to the average of all data at t = 0. We observe that
the characteristic transport time of the unitary gas responds
asymmetrically to the sign of two-photon detuning. In con-
trast, a separate measurement in the non-interacting regime
(purple circles, right axis) taken under similar Λ couplings
[Ωp = 2π × 112(1) kHz, Ωc = 2π × 2.62(3) MHz] does not show
such asymmetry. Time constants τn

I for the non-interacting
regime are obtained in the same way as τI but fitting ∆N↓/N↑
where N↑ simply serves as a precise estimate of N↓(0). (b)
The corresponding loss rate versus two-photon detuning in
the unitary regime shows no asymmetry [same data as the
red triangles in (a)]. The time constants τs are obtained from
exponential fits s̄0e

−t/τs to the spin ratio s = N↓/N↑, with s̄0
fixed to the average of all data at t = 0. The dashed line is
a Lorentzian fit as a guide to the eye. Error bars represent
standard errors from the fits.

surement as above with a detuned control frequency
∆c ∈ 2π × [−7,7] MHz while keeping the probe frequency
on the single photon resonance (∆p = 0). The effective
Rabi couplings Ωp and Ωc are chosen the same as pre-
viously in Fig. 3(a), red triangles. We characterize the
transport by the time scale τI obtained from an expo-
nential fit to ∆N/N0. The results versus the control
detuning are shown in Fig. 4(a), red triangles. Here,
we observe a clearly visible asymmetry of the character-
istic transport times across the resonance: the particle
imbalance relaxes faster for ∆c > 0 than ∆c < 0 for a
given ∣∆c∣ near resonance. However, we do not observe
such a behavior in the atom loss rate, which is symmetric
with respect to ∆c as characterized by the decay of the
spin ratio s(t) = N↓(t)/N↑(t) (as used in Fig. 2). This
is visible from exponential-decay fits to s(t), whose de-
cay times τs are plotted versus ∆c in Fig. 4(b). At the
single-atom level, a possible origin of an asymmetry is
the dispersive asymmetry in the local conservative po-

tential of the Λ-coupling away from the two-photon res-
onance. The observed asymmetry suggests a repulsive
(attractive) potential with a negative (positive) ∆c, re-
sulting in a slower (faster) transport. However, within
our conditioned evolution description, atoms experience
a negligible net light shift in the steady state [24]. Fur-
thermore, the simulated transient evolution before reach-
ing the steady state shows that the light shift is maxi-
mally 4 nK ⋅ kB for the explored range of ∆c, negligible
compared to any relevant energy scales such as the tem-
perature (∼ 80 nK) or Fermi energy (∼ 400 nK ⋅kB). Our
theory of three-level single-particle light-matter interac-
tion does not seem to explain the observed asymmetry,
yet it is consistent with a separate measurement in the
non-interacting regime where we do not observe such an
asymmetry [purple circles in Fig. 4(a)]. In principle, the
asymmetry could still originate from single-particle be-
havior but is too small to measure in the non-interacting
regime while the superfluid-enhanced current amplifies
the subtle effect. One possible mechanism could be non-
adiabatic conservative potentials [45] during the transient
atomic evolution before reaching the steady state.

On the other hand, the asymmetry observed only in
the unitary gas could also have a many-body origin. One
possible mechanism to introduce an asymmetry is the
paring between ∣↓⟩ and ∣↑⟩, similar to the asymmetric rf
spectrum of the pairing gap [46–48]. Here, the Λ scheme
couples the resonantly interacting ∣↓⟩−∣↑⟩ pairs to the free
∣aux⟩ − ∣↑⟩ pairs. The pairing between ∣↓⟩ and ∣↑⟩ leads to
nonzero two-photon coupling to a broad continuum of
relative momentum states of the free pairs for ∆c > 0,
effectively broadening the dark state resonance on the
∆c > 0 side. This picture is consistent with the observed
faster transport at ∆c > 0, but also predicts an asymme-
try in the atom loss. If the latter should exist below our
experimental resolution [Fig. 4(b)], it would suggest that
the superfluid-enhanced transport in the unitary gas is a
sensitive probe of subtle many-body effects. A detailed
study of these scenarios goes beyond the scope of this
work as it requires new approaches or extending the the-
oretical studies on interacting fermions in spin-dependent
Λ schemes [49–52] to transport settings.

Conclusion.— In this work, we reported on an exper-
imental realization of a spin-selective dark state inside
a 1D channel connecting two fermionic unitary super-
fluid reservoirs. We observed a revival of the non-ohmic
current-bias characteristic as a result of the dark state
transport through the channel. Furthermore, we ob-
served an asymmetric dependence of the characteristic
transport time on the two-photon detuning. This asym-
metry is not observed in the non-interacting regime, sug-
gesting that a full explanation might require taking into
account many-body effects. Our work paves the way for
studying dark states in the strongly interacting regime
and their interplay with superfluid transport phenomena.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

I. FORMALISM OF THREE-LEVEL SYSTEM
WITH PARTICLE LOSS

In this section, we formulate the system’s density ma-
trix under Λ coupling while taking into account atom loss
due to the recoil of photon scattering. This is done by
considering two subspaces of external states, one surviv-
ing and one lost, and the jump processes between them.
We arrive at the nonlinear evolution equation of the sur-
viving atoms. On the one hand, we use a numerical
method to extract the state of the surviving atoms for
an arbitrary time. On the other hand, we analytically
solve for the steady state of this evolution, which is later
used in fitting the measured spectra.

A. Derivation of the state evolution of a surviving
atom

The Λ system we use couples the first (∣↓⟩ = ∣1⟩) and
the fifth (∣aux⟩ = ∣5⟩) hyperfine ground states to a com-
mon excited state ∣e⟩ = ∣2P3/2,mJ = 3/2,mI = 0⟩ using
two σ+ polarized beams with a common spatial mode
in the D2 transition manifold. The total decay rate of
the excited state is Γe = 2π × 5.87 MHz [25] with domi-
nant decay rates to ∣1⟩ and ∣5⟩ of Γe1 ≈ 2.9 × 10−3Γe and
Γe5 ≈ 0.997Γe, respectively. The total spontaneous decay
rate to other states is ∼ 8×10−7Γe so that we can neglect
atomic transitions outside the ∣1⟩ − ∣e⟩ − ∣5⟩ system.

In our experimental condition, a comparison of the
recoil energy Er = h̵2k2/(2m) ≈ kB ⋅ 3.5 µK and the
trap depth U0 ≈ kB ⋅ 1.2 µK shows that an atom is lost
with a high chance after a single spontaneous emission
event. Therefore, the evolution of the surviving atoms
in the cloud needs to be modeled by considering a loss
channel outside of the Λ system. As discussed in [26–
28], the behavior of the coherent population trapping in
the dark state can be influenced dramatically by such
a loss process. To model such a loss mechanism, we
adapt the physical picture of gedanken projective mea-
surements in the Monte Carlo wavefunction (MCWF) ap-
proach [29, 30] and simultaneously model the internal and
external degrees of freedom of a single atom. As we detail
below, the major difference of our derivation compared
to the Refs. [29, 30] lies in conditioning the survival of an
atom on the absence of spontaneous emission. We will
show that this assumption results in a nonlinear master
equation of the survived atoms.

Assume that the atom is in the pure product state
∣ψ⟩ = ∣ϕint⟩ ⊗ ∣ϕext⟩ where ∣ϕint⟩ and ∣ϕext⟩ denote the
internal atomic and external motional states. We classify
the external state in two categories:

Sin = span{∣p⟩∶ ∣p∣ < pc} , (1)
Sout = span{∣p⟩∶ ∣p∣ > pc} , (2)

where Sin is the set of states that survive in the Λ region
while Sout is the set of states that are eventually lost from
the trap. Here, we assume that an atom is lost from the
trap if it has a momentum higher than the critical mo-
mentum pc determined by the trap depth pc ∼

√
2mU0.

Since the recoil momentum h̵k is much larger than pc,
we assume that a spontaneous emission event transfers
an atom initially in Sin to Sout.

Assume that the state of the atom at time t is ∣Ψ(t)⟩ =
∣ϕint(t)⟩⊗∣ϕ(in)ext (t)⟩ in which ∣ϕint(t)⟩ = α1∣1⟩+α5∣5⟩+αe∣e⟩
and ∣ϕ(in)ext (t)⟩ ∈ Sin. The Hermitian part of the evo-
lution in the Λ region is governed by the Hamiltonian
Ĥ = ĤΛ ⊗ Π̂in + Ĥ ′Λ ⊗ Π̂out in which Π̂in (Π̂out) is the
projection operator into Sin (Sout). While Ĥ ′Λ might dif-
fer from ĤΛ, only the latter, the light-matter Hamilto-
nian of the surviving atoms, is relevant in the following.
The Hamiltonian ĤΛ in the rotating frame with rotating
wave-approximation reads

ĤΛ = −
h̵

2

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 0 Ωp

0 −2(∆p −∆c) Ωc

Ωp Ωc −2∆p

⎞
⎟
⎠
, (3)

where ∆p = ω1e − ωp and ∆c = ω5e − ωc denote the probe
and control detuning respectively, and ωp and ωc are the
laser frequencies and ω1e and ω5e are the frequencies of
the corresponding atomic transitions. Furthermore in
(3), the Rabi couplings of the probe and control for the
survived atoms in Sin are denoted by Ωp and Ωc respec-
tively.

Jump processes and probabilities

During a differential time evolution dt, we consider the
following Markovian jump processes in the framework of
MCWF:

1. Spontaneous emission from ∣e⟩ to ∣5⟩ or ∣1⟩ with
jump operators

Ŝspon
e5 =

√
Γe5∣5⟩⟨e∣ ⊗ ∣ϕ(out)

ext (t)⟩⟨ϕ
(in)
ext (t)∣, (4)

Ŝspon
e1 =

√
Γe1∣1⟩⟨e∣ ⊗ ∣ϕ(out)

ext (t)⟩⟨ϕ
(in)
ext (t)∣, (5)

which simultaneously change the external state of
the atom to ∣ϕ(out)

ext (t)⟩ ∈ Sout encoding the parti-
cle loss due to the spontaneous emission. These
jump processes occur with probabilities dpspon

e5 =
dt⟨Ψ∣(Ŝspon

e5 )†Ŝspon
e5 ∣Ψ⟩ = Γe5∣αe∣2dt and dpspon

e1 =
dt⟨Ψ∣(Ŝspon

e1 )†Ŝspon
e1 ∣Ψ⟩ = Γe1∣αe∣2dt, respectively,

during a differential time evolution dt.

2. Dephasing due to fluctuations of the two-photon
detuning δ =∆p−∆c. In our experiment, the major
source of this non-Hermitian process is the mag-
netic field noise. From the Hamiltonian (3), the
Markovian fluctuations in the two-photon detun-
ing will result in random phase kicks [31] modelled
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by a jump operator of the form [3, 30]

Ŝdeph
5 = √γ5∣5⟩⟨5∣ ⊗ Îext, (6)

which projects the internal state to ∣5⟩ while not
influencing the external state as a result of the
identity operator Îext. We assume that the two-
photon detuning is of the form δ = δ̃ + η(t) in
which δ̃ is the average value and η(t) is sam-
pled from a white Gaussian noise with zero mean.
With this assumption, we can show that the sys-
tem undergoes the jump process (6) if the auto-
correlation function of the white noise is set to
⟨η(t)η(t′)⟩ = γ5δD(t − t′) with δD denoting the
Dirac’s δ-function [32]. The probability of an oc-
currence of the jump during the differential time dt
is dpdeph

5 = dt⟨Ψ∣(Ŝdeph
5 )†Ŝdeph

5 ∣Ψ⟩ = γ5∣α5∣2dt. We
mention that this dephasing process results in a re-
duction of the peak value of the EIT spectrum for
small enough Ωp and Ωc [see Fig. 2(a)]. Further-
more, in cases that this dephasing process is the
limiting factor (Ωp ≪ Ωc ∼ γ5), γ5 describes the
full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the EIT
resonance [32]. We determined an upper bound
γ5 < 2π × 80 kHz by measuring the linewidth of
this resonance at small Rabi couplings in a non-
interacting gas. In the theoretical model, we fix γ5
to this measured upper bound.

3. Dephasing due to the fluctuations of the single-
photon probe detuning ∆p. In our experiment, the
major source of this non-Hermitian process is the
uncertainty in the absolute laser frequency, which
do not affect δ because both the probe and con-
trol beams are derived from the same laser source.
From the Hamiltonian (3), the Markovian fluctua-
tions in the single-photon detuning will result in a
jump operator of the form [3, 30, 31]

Ŝdeph
e = √γe∣e⟩⟨e∣ ⊗ Îext, (7)

which projects the internal state to ∣e⟩ while not in-
fluencing the external state. The probability of an
occurrence of this jump during the differential time
dt is dpdeph

e = dt⟨Ψ∣(Ŝdeph
e )†Ŝdeph

e ∣Ψ⟩ = γe∣αe∣2dt.
We fix this dephasing rate in the model to the
typical standard deviation of the laser frequency
(locked with a wavelength meter) γe ∼ 2π×1.5 MHz.

Conditioned state evolution after jump processes

Conditioned on not losing the atoms from the system
(no spontaneous emission events (4) and (5)), the atom
will be in one of the following states after the time evo-
lution dt:

1. Evolution without any jump: With probability
P1 = (1 − dpdeph

5 )(1 − dpdeph
e ), the atom will not

undergo any dephasing (6) and (7). Under this
condition, the state of the atom can be calculated
with the non-Hermitian evolution

∣Ψ1(t+dt)⟩ =

ζ
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣
1 − i

h̵
dt(Ĥ − ih̵

2
∑
j

Ŝ†
j Ŝj)
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦
∣Ψ(t)⟩, (8)

where Sj are the jump operators (4), (5), (6), and
(7) and ζ is a normalization constant. Note that
although we condition the problem on no sponta-
neous emission events (4) and (5), the projective
nature of the absence of these events appears in
the non-Hermitian contributions in the evolution
(8). In fact, since our experimental parameters are
in the limit of Γe ≫ Ωp, this projective nature re-
sults in a reduction of the particle loss due to the
continuous quantum Zeno effect [33]. One can show
that

ζ =∏
j

1√
1 − dpj

, (9)

where dpj denotes the probability of the occurrence
of each jump process. By inserting all the jump
operators in equation (8), the state of the atom is
of the form ∣Ψ1(t+dt)⟩ = ∣ϕ1(t+dt)⟩⊗ ∣ϕ(in)ext (t+dt)⟩
where the atom survives in the system (∣ϕ(in)ext (t +
dt)⟩ ∈ Sin). The resulting form of the internal state
is:

∣ϕ1(t + dt)⟩ =ζ[∣ϕ(t)⟩ −
i

h̵
Ĥin∣ϕ(t)⟩

− γ5
2
α5∣5⟩ −

Γe + γe
2

αe∣e⟩], (10)

with Γe = Γe1 + Γe5, the total linewidth of the ex-
cited state.

2. A jump due to two-photon dephasing: With
probability P2 = dpdeph

5 , the atom will undergo the
dephasing jump (6), after which it will collapse to
the state

∣Ψ2(t + dt)⟩ = ∣5⟩
´¸¶
∣ϕ2⟩

⊗∣ϕ(in)ext (t + dt)⟩. (11)

3. A jump due to single-photon dephasing:
With probability P3 = dpdeph

e , the atom will un-
dergo the dephasing jump (7) and collapses to the
state

∣Ψ3(t + dt)⟩ = ∣e⟩
´¸¶
∣ϕ3⟩

⊗∣ϕ(in)ext (t + dt)⟩. (12)

4. Simultaneous jumps of both single and two-
photon dephasing: Both of the jump events (6)
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and (7) can happen simultaneously with the prob-
ability P4 = dpdeph

5 dpdeph
e . However, since both

dpdeph
5 and dpdeph

e are of order dt, the probability
P4 will be of order dt2 and is neglected.

Master equation of the surviving atom

After the time evolution dt, the state of the system
conditioned on survival inside the trap will be the statis-
tical mixture of the internal part of states (8), (11), and
(12):

ρ̂(t + dt) = P1∣ϕ1⟩⟨ϕ1∣ + P2∣ϕ2⟩⟨ϕ2∣ + P3∣ϕ3⟩⟨ϕ3∣. (13)

At time t the density matrix of the system is of the form
ρ(t) = ∣ϕ(t)⟩⟨ϕ(t)∣. Inserting the results discussed above
in (13) and only keeping the terms linear in dt we get

ρ̂(t + dt) = 1

1 − Γeρeedt
[ρ̂(t) + Ltot {ρ̂(t)}dt] (14)

with the total linear super-operator acting on the density
matrix:

Ltot {ρ̂} = − i
h̵
[Ĥin, ρ̂] + Lspon {ρ̂} (15)

+ Ldeph
5 {ρ̂} + Ldeph

e {ρ̂} , (16)

in which the first term captures the Hermitian evolution
and the non-Hermitian super-operators act as

Lspon {ρ̂} =
⎛
⎜
⎝

0 0 −Γe

2
ρ1e

0 0 −Γe

2
ρ5e

−Γe

2
ρe1 −Γe

2
ρe5 −Γeρee

⎞
⎟
⎠
, (17)

Ldeph
5 {ρ̂} =

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 −γ5

2
ρ15 0

−γ5

2
ρ51 0 −γ5

2
ρ5e

0 −γ5

2
ρe5 0

⎞
⎟
⎠
, (18)

Ldeph
e {ρ̂} =

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 0 −γe

2
ρ1e

0 0 −γe

2
ρ5e

−γe

2
ρe1 −γe

2
ρe5 0

⎞
⎟
⎠
. (19)

We note that the super-operator Lspon, corresponding
to the spontaneous emission through the excited state is
not a trace-preserving operator. Due to the fact that we
conditioned the evolution on the absence of spontaneous
emission, the prefactor before the square bracket in (14)
normalizes the loss of population due to Lspon. This fac-
tor is reminiscent of the factor (9). By keeping only the
linear terms in dt in (14), we obtain the master equation

dρ̂

dt
= Ltot {ρ̂} + Γeρeeρ̂ . (20)

Note that we derived this evolution equation with the
assumption that at time t the atom is in a pure internal
state. We can use the linearity of the operator Ltot in
(14) to show the validity of the result (20) for the density
matrix of a general mixed state.

B. Numerical treatment of the evolution

To treat the time-dependent state of the atom, we use
the master equation

dρ̂tot

dt
= 1

ih̵
[Ĥ, ρ̂tot] +∑

j

(Ŝj ρ̂totŜ†
j −

1

2
{Ŝ†

j Ŝj , ρ̂tot}),

(21)
in which the total density matrix is of the 6 × 6 form

ρ̂tot = (
ρ̂in ρ̂coh

ρ̂†
coh ρ̂out

) , (22)

where ρ̂in (ρ̂out) is the 3× 3 internal state density matrix
of the atom that survives (is lost) considering the possi-
bility of spontaneous emission events. Furthermore, the
off-diagonal 3 × 3 matrix ρ̂coh accounts for the quantum
coherence between the survived and lost parts of the mo-
tional state of the atom. Because the atom is initially
purely inside the system (ρ̂out = 0) and since the only
process that can result in particle loss is spontaneous
emission [jumps (4) and (5)], we can deduce that for all
times ρ̂coh = 0. Here, we only consider the evolution of
ρ̂in, which is independent of Ĥ ′Λ. Therefore, this Hamil-
tonian is irrelevant and we set Ĥ ′Λ = 0. We numerically
solve the evolution equation (21) using the linear MCWF
propagation tool provided by the python package qutip
[34]. In this way, we extract the normalized density ma-
trix of the survived atoms at each time step by

ρ̂(t) = ρ̂in(t)
Tr{ρ̂in(t)}

. (23)

Although we discussed the derivation of (20) using
MCWF approach above, we note that another method
of deriving this master equation is by inserting the ex-
plicit form of the jump operators and the Hamiltonian in
(21) and calculating the time evolution of the normalized
density matrix (23) [29, 30].

C. Analytic treatment of the steady state

The master equation of the Λ system in the absence of
particle loss is linear [3]. In contrast, we see that the for-
mulation of this loss results in a second order evolution
equation (20). Here, we aim for an analytic, steady-state
solution for the atoms that remain in the system. In
our experiment we have a low probe coupling such that
Ωp/Γe ≪ 1. To solve the problem in this regime, we first
write the evolution equation in a dimensionless form by
dividing it by Γe. Then we solve it to the lowest order
in Ωp/Γe using Wolfram Mathematica. The analytic so-
lutions are presented in section VI.

D. Validity of the steady state solution

As in our model the loss of an atom can be triggered
by any scattering event, we can write the particle loss
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FIG. S1. A schematic of the transport of an atom inside
the 1D channel which is initially in state ∣↓⟩ through the
Λ region (shown in red). In the Λ region, the coupling to
common-mode probe and control beams is modelled by effec-
tive constant Rabi freqeuencies Ωp and Ωc respectively. The
total flight time is denoted by τ . The particle loss rate of
the atom inside the coupling region is modeled by scattering
rate γΛ defined in (24) for the steady state ρ̂ss of the survived
atom calculated from the master equation (20). We adopted
this steady state solution as the convergence time tc is much
shorter than the flight time τ (see section ID).

rate of the atoms initially in ∣↓⟩ as

γΛ = Γeρee. (24)

Since we are most interested in this loss rate (see section
II), we assess the convergence time of the density matrix
element ρee to its steady state. With the convergence
criterion ρee(t + dt) − ρee(t) < 10−6, we see that the nu-
merical result converges to the analytic steady state solu-
tion with a time constant with an upper bound tc < 5 µs
in all experimental parameter regimes discussed in this
work. To justify the use of the steady state solution, we
compare this time scale with a lower bound of the total
time the atom spends in the Λ region. In our cold Fermi
gas, the velocity of the fastest atoms is on the order of
the Fermi velocity vF =

√
2EF /m ≈ 33.6 µm/ms. On

the other hand, the length of the Λ region can be esti-
mated using the measured 1/e2 waist (see section V A):
d ∼ 2wy ≈ 3 µm. Therefore, a lower bound of the flight
time of the atom through the Λ region is τ > d/vF ≈ 91 µs
showing τ ≫ tc. Hence, in the majority of the flight time
through the beams, the scattering rate obeys the steady
state solution. We mention that the local chemical po-
tential in the transport channel could be much smaller
than vF , which we calculated from EF in the harmonic
reservoirs. Therefore, τ could assume much larger values
than d/vF as we also see from the result of section III.

II. PHENOMENOLOGICAL MODEL OF
TRANSPORT THROUGH CHANNEL

In this section, we formulate a model of transport of
atoms through the quasi-1D channel incorporating the
local Λ coupling. The result of this model is used in the

next section to fit the measured EIT spectra. In this
formulation, the transport of atoms is modeled classi-
cally with the average flight time τ through the Λ region.
Furthermore, here, we simplify the problem by assum-
ing that each ∣↓⟩ atom experiences a constant effective
Rabi coupling Ωp (Ωc) of the probe (control) beam dur-
ing the flight. The particle loss rate induced by the Λ
system during the flight time is modeled by γΛ calcu-
lated from the steady state solution of (20) (see section
I D). A schematic of our model is illustrated in Fig. S1.
The time evolution of the probability of survival in the
Λ region obeys

dp↓
dt
= −(γΛ + γpair)p↓, (25)

dp↑
dt
= −(rspinγΛ + γpair)p↓, (26)

p↓(0) = p↑(0) = 1, (27)

where p↓ (p↑) is the probability of survival of the atom
in state ∣↓⟩ (∣↑⟩) up to time t during the passage. We
assume initial probabilities of one since the atoms enter
the Λ region as a pure state in either of the spins. The
parameter γpair is the rate of pair losses, originating in
the off-resonant photoassociations induced by the con-
trol beam (see section V C). Furthermore, although γΛ
originates from a Λ configuration that does not address
atoms in state ∣↑⟩, due to strong interaction between ∣↓⟩
and ∣↑⟩, each spin-selective loss of ∣↓⟩ results in a prob-
abilistic loss of atoms in state ∣↑⟩ [35] modeled with the
ratio rspin. Due to the small singlet scattering length in
6Li [36, 37], we neglect the interaction in combinations
∣↓⟩ − ∣aux⟩ (1-5) and ∣↑⟩ − ∣aux⟩ (3-5), similar to the re-
ported 2-6 [38] and 1-4 [39] scattering. By integrating
the equations (25) and (26) we get the survival probabil-
ities at the exit time t = τ :

p↓(τ) = e−(γΛ+γpair)τ , (28)

p↑(τ) = 1 −
rspinγΛ + γpair

γΛ + γpair
(1 − e−(γΛ+γpair)τ) . (29)

In the absence of Λ couplings, we use the notation N (↓/↑)tot
to indicate the total atom number in the cloud for each
spin state. Furthermore, we denote the number of the
atoms entering the Λ-region during the beams’ total illu-
mination time, which is the same as the transport time t,
by N (↓/↑)pass for each state. We assume that it is a fraction
of the total atom number given by a spin-independent
and time-dependent phenomenological coefficient fpass:

N (↓/↑)pass = fpass(t)N (↓/↑)tot . (30)

Multiplying N
(↓/↑)

pass by the loss probability through the
channel 1 − p↓(↑)(τ) from (28) and (29) results in the ac-
cumulated number of lost atoms in each spin state after
the total illumination time. By subtracting this lost frac-
tion from the total initial atom number and using (30),
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we get the number of surviving atoms, measured at the
end of the experiment:

N↓(t) = N (↓)tot [1 − fpass(t) (1 − p↓(τ))] , (31)

N↑(t) = N (↑)tot [1 − fpass(t) (1 − p↑(τ))] . (32)

By introducing the initial spin ratio s0 ∶= N
(↓)

tot /N
(↑)

tot ,
dividing (31) by (32), and inserting (28) and (29), we
arrive at the final result for the measured spin ratio
s(t) = N↓(t)/N↑(t):

s(t) =
s0 [1 − fpass(t) (1 − e−(γΛ+γpair)τ)]

1 − fpass(t) rspinγΛ+γpair
γΛ+γpair

(1 − e−(γΛ+γpair)τ)
. (33)

III. FITTING PROCEDURES

For the loss spectroscopy of the dark state resonance,
we use the equation (33) and fit it to the experimentally
measured spin ratio after the illumination time t = 2 s.
The measurements are performed for six different control
powers Pc with a common probe power Pp = 9.1(5) pW
as illustrated in Fig. S2. We fix the ratio Ωc

Ωp
= dc

dp

√
Pc

Pp

in all of the data sets with dp (dc) denoting the dipole
element of the probe (control) atomic transition. The
ratio of the dipole elements is dc/dp =

√
Γe5/Γe1 = 18.51.

Hence, during the fitting, all the control Rabi couplings
Ωc are constrained to a function of a single free probe
Rabi coupling Ωp. In (33), there are a few unknowns
that are separately determined. As explained in subsec-
tion III A, the parameter rspin is calibrated from separate
measurements. Furthermore, in subsection III B, γpair
and τ are separately calibrated as functions of the fit pa-
rameter Ωp. We further fix s0 = 1.03 to the average value
at t = 0 from the transport data used in subsection III A.
As discussed in section I the dephasing parameters of
the processes (6) and (7) are fixed to γ5 = 2π × 0.08 MHz
and γe = 2π × 1.5 MHz respectively. Moreover, ∆p is
calibrated by the observed loss resonance of this beam
when the control power is zero. After using all these
constraints and calibrations, the fitting is implemented
with a minimal number of three free parameters:

Ωp, fpass(t), ∆c. (34)

We fit all six datasets simultaneously sharing the same
fit parameters. The fit residual of each data point (mean
value of 4-5 repetitions) is weighted by the inverse of
the standard deviation (std) of the repetitions, while
we set a maximum weight using the median std of all
data points to improve fit stability. The results give a
goodness of fit χ2

red = 0.66 and are shown in Fig. S2.
From these results we presented three with control pow-
ers Pc ∈ {14.6(8), 58(3), 178(10)} pW in the main text
(Fig. 2). The fitted parameters are Ωp = 2π × 52(1) kHz,
fpass(t) = 0.653(5), ∆c = 2π × 0.03(1) MHz. We mention
that inserting Ωp in the calibrated relation (52) results
in the flight time τ = 330(120) µs.
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10 0 10

Pc = 32.8+/-1.8 pW

10 0 10

0.85
0.90
0.95
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1.05N

N

Pc = 58.2+/-3.2 pW
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10 0 10
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0.90
0.95
1.00
1.05N

N
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p/2  (MHz)

Pc = 178+/-10 pW

FIG. S2. Results of the fits for the observed EIT from the loss
spectroscopy of the spin ratio after total illumination time t =
2 s of the Λ beams. The calibrated power of the probe beam is
Pp = 9.1(5) pW for all datasets with different control powers
Pc (See section VA for the calibration of these powers). After
applying physical constraints and experimental calibrations
(see text), the fits are performed with three free parameters
Ωp, fpass(t), and ∆c.

A. Calibration of rspin

To calibrate the parameter rspin, we analyze mea-
surements of the time evolution of N↓ and N↑ in short
time limit when only the power of the probe beam is
nonzero (Pc = 0, Pp > 0) and it is kept on resonance
(∆p = 0). Since Pc = 0, the photoassociation loss is absent
(γpair = 0) and we can rewrite the survival probabilities
(28) and (29) by

p↓ = e−γpumpτ , (35)
p↑ = 1 − rspin(1 − e−γpumpτ), (36)

in which γΛ in the absence of the control beam is de-
noted by γpump. We note that this is the same particle
loss mechanism due to optical pumping to state ∣aux⟩
used in [35] and the orange circles in Fig. 3. Moreover,
in the short time limit, we assume that the number of
atoms that enter the Λ region mentioned in (30) is lin-
early dependent on time:

fpass(t) = f0t ⇒ N (↓/↑)pass = f0t ⋅N
(↓/↑)

tot . (37)

By inserting equations (35), (36), and (37) into (31) and
(32) we get the linearized equations for the atom number
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evolution

N↓(t) = N (↓)tot (1 − ξt) , (38)

N↑(t) = N (↑)tot (1 − rspinξt) , (39)

where we defined

ξ = f0(1 − e−γpumpτ). (40)

Therefore, we can rewrite the spin ratio in time:

s(t) = N↓(t)
N↑(t)

= s0
1 − ξt

1 − rspinξt
. (41)

To calibrate rspin, we perform a two-step analysis. In the
first step, we fit the equation (38) to the experimentally
measuredN↓ for five data sets with distinct Pp. These fits
are implemented with free parameters N ↓(tot) and ξ that
are separately extracted for each set [Fig. S3(a)]. In the
second step, we fit equation (41) to the spin ratio from
the same measurements, with ξ fixed to the fit results
from the first step. Furthermore, s0 = 1.03(1) is fixed
to the average spin ratio at t = 0. In the end, the fit is
performed with a single free parameter rspin common to
all data sets. The fit results are presented in Fig. S3(b),
with

rspin = 0.63(2) , (42)

which is comparable to the value 0.72(4) calibrated with
a different method in a previous work in a similar setting
[35].

B. Calibration of γpair and τ

The photoassociation pair loss rate γpair (introduced
in section II) is modeled to be only a function of the
control power, γpair ∝ Pc. The goal is to calibrate this
proportionality factor with experiments only having the
control beam, Pp = 0, Pc > 0, under which condition
γΛ = 0. However, the transport setting introduces a few
unknown factors (see below). The idea is then to compare
the atom loss rate to that in the complementary condition
Pp > 0, Pc = 0, also in the same transport setting. In the
latter condition, the scattering rate is determined by the
theoretically known optical pumping rate of atoms from
∣↓⟩ to ∣aux⟩ denoted by γpump. Therefore we can relate
γpair to γpump, hence to the laser powers. Since we are
working in the limit Ωp ≪ Γe, γpump is given by (see
equations (73) for the case of Ωc = 0,∆p = 0 and the
discussion of continuous quantum Zeno effect in [33]):

γpump =
Ω2

p

Γe + γe
, (43)

where we can see γpump ∝ Pp. Given that γpair ∝ Pc, it
can be expressed as

γpair(Pc) = α(Pc/Pp)γpump(Pp), (44)
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FIG. S3. The calibration procedure of the constant rspin.
Here, we investigate the short time evolution of the sys-
tem where only probe beam is present (Pp > 0, Pc =
0). In each panel the probe power is set to Pp =
14.6(8), 33(2), 58(3),91(5), 131(7) pW, top to bottom re-
spectively. (a) In the first step, equation (38) is fitted over
N↓ to extract N

(↓)
tot and ξ for each data set. For clarity, the

results for different sets are shifted downward vertically. The
dashed lines represent the baseline of each curve: the aver-
age measured initial atom number N↓(t = 0) = 1.2(1) × 105.
(b) In the second step, we fit equation (41) to all the data
sets simultaneously, with a single free parameter rspin, see
text. For clarity, different datasets are shifted downward in
the increasing order of Pp. For each curve, the dashed lines
represent the measured baseline s0 = 1.03(1). The final fit
result is rspin = 0.63(2).

where α is the proportionality factor that we aim to ex-
perimentally calibrate. This is done in three steps as
follows.

Step 1

In the first step, we use the measured atom number
evolution with condition Pp = 0 and Pc > 0. Under this
condition, the probability of survival of atoms in both
states from equations (29) and (28) reduces to

p↓ = p↑ = e−γpairτ . (45)



13

Due to the equal loss rate in both spins, here we choose to
only analyze the evolution of the atom number in state
∣↑⟩. With the help of equation (32) and by assuming
linear relation (37) for the short time limit, we arrive at

N↑(t) = N (↑)tot (1 − ηt) , (46)

in which we defined

η = f0(1 − e−γpairτ). (47)

We extract the parameters N (↑)tot and η from fitting sep-
arately to the measurements of N↑ with each Pc setting
for t ≤ 1 s. Results are presented in Fig. S4(a), show-
ing that the linearization (37) is justified in this regime.
As f0 and τ are unknown, it requires additional data to
determine γpair.

Step 2

In the second step, we use the data set with the lowest
probe power Pp = 14.6(8) pW (defined as P ∗p ) and Pc = 0.
This is the same data set presented as blue squares in
Fig. S3. Due to the weak power of the probe beam, we use
all the measured time points up to t = 1 s (not all shown
in Fig. S3), which fall in the linear evolution regime (38).
By fitting equation (38) as discussed in section III A, we
extract the parameter ξ(P ∗p ) = 0.39(2). We also define
the corresponding loss rate as γ∗pump. Therefore, from
(44), γpair can be written as

γpair = αγ∗pumpPc/P ∗p (48)

Step 3

Within our model, we assume that f0 and τ in ξ of
(40) are the same as those in η of (47). Therefore, from
the previously fitted η(Pc) (step 1) and ξ(P ∗p ) (step 2),
we can eliminate the unknown factor f0 and obtain

η(Pc)
ξ(P ∗p )

= 1 − e−γpairτ

1 − e−γ∗pumpτ
= 1 − e−A∗⋅αPc/P

∗

p

1 − e−A∗ , (49)

where we defined A∗ ∶= γ∗pumpτ and used (48). We use
equation (49) and fit it to the obtained η(Pc) from step
1 as a function of Pc [see Fig. S4 (b)], which results in

α = 0.086(8) , A∗ = 1.2(4) . (50)

We can rewrite the equation (44) by using (43) for general
power settings:

γpair(Pc) = α
Pc

Pp

Ω2
p

Γe + γe
, (51)

in which Ωp is the probe Rabi frequency corresponding
to the chosen power Pp. In this way, we calibrate γpair in
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FIG. S4. The calibration procedure for the pair
loss γpair. (a) Analysis of the atom number for ∣↑⟩
atoms for the power settings Pp = 0 and Pc =
14.6(8), 33(2), 58(3), 91(5), 131(7) pW in the increasing
order from top to bottom. Except for the smallest Pc (blue
square), other datasets are shifted for clarity. The dashed line
for each set is the reference atom number fixed to the average
N↑ = 1.1(1) × 105 calculated over all datasets at t = 0. By
fitting the linear equation (46) over each dataset separately,
we extract the parameters η and N

(↑)
tot for each Pc setting. (b)

Ratio η(Pc)/ξ(P ∗p ) for each Pc, with ξ(P ∗p ) extracted from
the linear regime (t ≤ 1 s) of the N↓ evolution for the dataset
with P ∗p = 14.6(8) pW and Pc = 0 (same data set shown in
blue square in Fig. S3). By fitting equation (49), we eventu-
ally relate γpair to beam powers, see text.

terms of the fit parameter of the full model, Ωp. We can
also extract the flight time τ from the fitted A∗. Again
by using (43), we can rewrite it in terms of Ωp with

τ =
A∗Pp/P ∗p

Ω2
p/(Γe + γe)

. (52)

We did check that leaving τ as a free parameter in the
final fit using (33) does not much influence the fit qual-
ity and has almost no influence on the obtained Ωp and
Ωc. We therefore keep the fit as simple as possible by
constraining τ to Ωp using (52).
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FIG. S5. The light shift (60) in terms of ∆c in the configura-
tion of Λ-system parameters of the experiment of Fig. 4, red
triangles. The solid blue line is the value of the light shift of
the steady state solution of (20). The transient light shift be-
fore reaching the steady state explores the shaded red region.

IV. ESTIMATING DIPOLE POTENTIALS

Here we formulate the total dipole potential that an
atom feels under the Λ coupling. In a general time-
dependent rotating frame

∣ψ̃⟩ = Û(t)∣ψ⟩, (53)

where we denote the parameters in the rotating frame
with˜and the ones in the Schrödinger frame without, the
Hamiltonian transforms as

ˆ̃H = ÛĤÛ † + ih̵dÛ
dt
Û †. (54)

The energy shift of the atom in the state ∣ψ⟩ expressed
in the Schrödinger frame is

Eshift = ⟨ψ∣Ĥ ∣ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ∣Ĥ0∣ψ⟩, (55)

in whichH0 is the Hamiltonian of the atom in the absence
of any light field. We can rewrite equation (55) using (53)
and (54):

Eshift = ⟨ψ̃∣Û(Ĥ − Ĥ0)Û †∣ψ̃⟩ (56)

= ⟨ψ̃∣ ( ˆ̃H − ih̵dÛ
dt
Û † − ÛĤ0Û

†)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
Ĥ′

∣ψ̃⟩. (57)

Using the general density matrix ρ̂ = ∑3
j=1 pj ∣ϕ̃j⟩⟨ϕ̃j ∣ ex-

pressed in the rotating frame, we get the expression for
the light shift:

Eshift = Tr{Ĥ ′ρ̂}. (58)

For the case of the three-level system in the rotating
frame with Hamiltonian (3) and its corresponding time-
dependent unitary operator we have

Ĥ ′ = h̵
⎛
⎜⎜
⎝

0 0 −Ωp

2

0 0 −Ωc

2

−Ωp

2
−Ωc

2
0

⎞
⎟⎟
⎠
. (59)

We see that this effective Hamiltonian used for the cal-
culation of the light shift is independent of the detuning.
However, the detuning could influence the state of the
system ρ̂ which in turn affects Eshift. Inserting (59) in
(58) results in

Eshift = −h̵ΩpRe{ρ1e} − h̵ΩcRe{ρ5e} . (60)

Using the steady state solutions of (20) from section VI,
we see that at the single-photon resonance (∆p = 0, same
condition as in Fig. 4), and in the limit of zero two-
photon dephasing (γ5 = 0), we have Eshift = 0 for all
two-photon detunings δ close to the resonance. As γ5
increases, Eshift deviates more from zero. To find a max-
imum bound for the magnitude of Eshift, we theoreti-
cally analyze this parameter for the case of the maximum
bound of the two-photon dephasing in our experiment,
γ5 = 2π × 80 kHz. The results as a function of ∆c for Λ
parameters Ωp = 2π × 0.098 MHz, Ωc = 2π × 2.42 MHz,
and ∆p = 0 (same setting as red triangles in Fig. 4) are
presented in Fig. S5. Blue solid line shows the analytic
steady state solution calculated by inserting (77) and (80)
in (60). The shaded region shows maximum excursions of
all transient values of Eshift the atom experiences before
reaching the steady state. For this, the time-dependent
value of the density matrix extracted by the numerical
method discussed in section I B is inserted in (60). We see
that the value of the light shift does not exceed kB ⋅4 nK
at all times. In comparison with other energy scales of the
system such as temperature T = 80(1) nK, Fermi energy
EF = kB ⋅ 408(5) nK, transverse confinement energies of
the channel (see section V B) ν(ch)x = kB/h ⋅ 592(11) nK,
ν
(ch)
z = kB/h ⋅ 514(6) nK, Eshift is negligible, suggesting

that the observed asymmetry in Fig. 4(a) does not orig-
inate from the light shift of the Λ system.

V. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

A. Calibration of Rabi frequencies by power
measurements

To extract the intensity of the beams on the atoms,
we image the beam profile and fit it to a 2D Gaussian
function,

I(x, y) = 2P0

πwxwy
e
−

2x2

w2
x e
−

2y2

w2
y , (61)

where P0 is the beam power, resulting in the waists wx =
1.38 µm, wy = 1.52 µm. The Rabi frequency is related to
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the intensity via

Ω/2π =
√

2

cϵ0h2
dge
√
I, (62)

where c is the speed of light, ϵ0 is the vacuum permit-
tivity, and dge is the dipole moment, taking the values
[41]

dp = 1.073 × 10−30 Cm, (63)

dc = 1.985 × 10−29 Cm, (64)

for the probe and control transitions respectively. With
this, we calibrate the peak Rabi frequencies for each
beam:

Ωpeak
p /2π = 24.43(3) kHz ⋅

√
Pp [pW], (65)

Ωpeak
c /2π = 452.2(5) kHz ⋅

√
Pc [pW], (66)

with Pp and Pc the power of the beams on the atomic
cloud in the σ+ polarization expressed in pW. Here, we
compere the calibrations (65) and (66) with the Rabi
couplings resulted from the fit in Fig. 2. There, we ex-
perimentally fixed Pp = 9.1(5) pW which corresponds to
Ωpeak

p = 2π × 74(2) kHz from (65). In the theoretical
model that we used for the fit (see section II), the ef-
fective Rabi couplings are constant across the Λ region.
Therefore, to compare with theory, we extract a constant
Rabi coupling Ω̄p by averaging the Gaussian profile of the
measured intensity in a region with length 2wy along y
direction. With this, we get Ω̄p = 2π × 58(2) kHz which
is in good agreement with Ωp = 2π × 52(1) kHz from the
fit result of Fig. 2.

B. Transport geometry and the experimental
sequence

To create the potential landscape for the transport
configuration, a cigar-shaped gas trapped in a hybrid
magnetic and dipole trap with trapping frequencies νx =
168(2) Hz, νy = 28.18(4) Hz, νz = 148(1) Hz is par-
titioned in two reservoirs using two TEM01-like repul-
sive beams which propagate along x and z directions
as defined in Fig. 1. This results in a transport chan-
nel along the y direction between the two reservoirs with
peak confinement frequencies ν(ch)x = 12.3(2) kHz, ν(ch)z =
10.7(1) kHz. Since these confinement energies are much
larger than the reservoirs’ average temperature kBT /h =
1.67(3) kHz, the transport happens in the 1D regime.
The length l = 6.9 µm of the 1D region is determined
by the smallest waist along y of the TEM01-like beams.
To tune the number of occupied transverse modes and
the degeneracy in the channel, an attractive 767 nm gate
beam covering the channel region is used. To fully block
the transport through the channel, we use another re-
pulsive wall beam propagating along z with an elliptical
profile with a smaller waist along y centered at the chan-
nel. Starting from a particle number imbalance between
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FIG. S6. Normalized photoassociation pair loss induced by
the control beam alone. We observe mainly two resonances
(shown in green dotted lines) at ∆c ∼ 121 MHz and ∆c ∼
−78 MHz. The orange solid line is an interpolation of the
data points as a guide to the eye.

the two reservoirs with the wall beam blocking the trans-
port, we switch off the wall for the time duration t after
which it is switched back on. After ramping down all
confinement beams to zero, we measure the density pro-
file in each reservoir. In this way, we access the state of
the reservoirs after transport time t. See [40] for more
details on the experimental sequence and the transport
geometry of this experiment.

C. Photoassociation pair loss

In the unitary regime, we observe photoassociation
pair losses [42, 43] induced by the control beam. The
measured atom loss spectrum of only the control beam
(Pp = 0, Pc > 0) is presented in Fig. S6. We observe
mainly two broad resonances detuned from the ∣aux⟩−∣e⟩
resonance (∆c = 0). These measurements are performed
with the control beam located in the reservoir to improve
the signal to noise ratio.
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VI. ANALYTIC FORM OF THE STEADY-STATE OF THE DENSITY MATRIX OF THE SURVIVING
ATOMS IN THE LIMIT Ωp ≪ Γe

Here we present the analytic steady state solutions of the equation (20) in the limit Ωp ≪ Γe. In the density matrix
elements, the subscripts 1 and 5 correspond to the states ∣↓⟩ and ∣aux⟩ respectively. The rest of the notations are all
introduced in section I.

A. Solutions in the general case

We first define the frequently appearing denominator notations

Da =(γ25 + 4(∆p −∆c)2) ((γe + Γe)2 + 4∆2
p) + 2Ω2

c(γ5(γe + Γe) + 4∆p(∆c −∆p)) +Ω4
c , (67)

Db =(γ5 + γe + Γe)Da. (68)

The resulting density matrix elements follow

ρ11 =1 −
N11

Db

(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (69)

in which

N11 =Γe[γ25 ((γe + Γe)(2γe + 3Γe) + 2Ω2
c) + 2γ35(γe + Γe) + (γe + Γe) (4(2γe + Γe)(∆p −∆c)2 + ΓeΩ

2
c)

+ γ5 (γ2eΓe + 2γe (Γ2
e + 4(∆p −∆c)2 +Ω2

c) + Γe (Γ2
e + 4∆2

p − 8∆p∆c + 8∆2
c + 3Ω2

c)) ]. (70)

ρ55 =
N55

Db

(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (71)

in which

N55 =Γe[γ25 ((γe + Γe)(γe + 2Γe) +Ω2
c) + γ35(γe + Γe) + (γe + Γe) (4γe(∆p −∆c)2 + ΓeΩ

2
c)

+ γ5 (γ2eΓe + γe (2Γ2
e + 4(∆p −∆c)2 +Ω2

c) + Γe (Γ2
e + 4∆2

c + 2Ω2
c)) ]. (72)

ρee =
Nee

Da

(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (73)

in which

Nee =Γe ((γe + Γe) (γ25 + 4(∆p −∆c)2) + γ5Ω2
c) . (74)

Im{ρe1} =
N Im

e1

Da

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] , (75)

in which

N Im
e1 =Γe ((γe + Γe) (γ25 + 4(∆p −∆c)2) + γ5Ω2

c) . (76)

Re{ρe1} =
NRe

e1

Da

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] , (77)
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in which

NRe
e1 =2Γe (∆p (γ25 + 4(∆p −∆c)2) +Ω2

c(∆c −∆p)) . (78)

Im{ρe5} =0 +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] . (79)

Re{ρe5} =
NRe

e5

Db

(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (80)

in which

NRe
e5 = 2Γ2

eΩc(γ5∆p + (γe + Γe)(∆p −∆c)). (81)

Im{ρ51} =
N Im

51

Da

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] , (82)

in which

N Im
51 = 2ΓeΩc(γ5∆p + (γe + Γe)(∆p −∆c)). (83)

Re{ρ51} =
NRe

51

Da

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] , (84)

in which

NRe
51 = −ΓeΩc (γ5(γe + Γe) + 4∆p(∆c −∆p) +Ω2

c) . (85)

B. Solutions in the case of zero dephasing

Here we simplify the results of the previous subsection for the case of zero dephasing γ5 = γe = 0. We first define
the frequently recurring denominator notation

D = 4Γ2
e(∆p −∆c)2 + (4∆p(∆c −∆p) +Ω2

c)
2
. (86)

The resulting density matrix elements follow:

ρ11 = 1 −
Γ2
e (4(∆p −∆c)2 +Ω2

c)
D

(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (87)

ρ55 =
Γ2
eΩ

2
c

D
(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (88)

ρee =
4Γ2

e(∆p −∆c)2
D

(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (89)

Im{ρe1} =
4Γ2

e(∆p −∆c)2
D

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] , (90)
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Re{ρe1} =
2Γe(∆p −∆c) (4∆p(∆p −∆c) −Ω2

c)
D

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] , (91)

Im{ρe5} =0 +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (92)

Re{ρe5} =
2Γ2

eΩc(∆p −∆c)
D

(Ωp

Γe
)
2

+O [(Ωp

Γe
)
4

] , (93)

Im{ρ51} =
2Γ2

eΩc(∆p −∆c)
D

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] , (94)

Re{ρ51} = −
ΓeΩc (4∆p(∆c −∆p) +Ω2

c)
D

(Ωp

Γe
) +O [(Ωp

Γe
)
3

] . (95)
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