arXiv:1602.07791v3 [physics.atom-ph] 13 Jul 2016

Stimulated Raman Adiabatic Passage for Improved Performance of a Cold Atom Electron and Ion Source

B. M. Sparkes, D. Murphy, R. J. Taylor, R. W. Speirs, A. J. McCulloch, and R. E. Scholten^∗ School of Physics, The University of Melbourne, VIC 3010, Australia (Dated: May 7, 2019)

We implement high-efficiency coherent excitation to a Rydberg state using stimulated Raman adiabatic passage in a cold atom electron and ion source. We achieve an efficiency of 60% averaged over the laser excitation volume with a peak efficiency of 82%, a 1.6 times improvement relative to incoherent pulsed-laser excitation. Using pulsed electric field ionization of the Rydberg atoms we create electron bunches with durations of 250 ps. High-efficiency excitation will increase source brightness, crucial for ultrafast electron diffraction experiments, and coherent excitation to highlying Rydberg states could allow for the reduction of internal bunch heating and the creation of a high-speed single ion source.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cold atom electron and ion sources (CAEIS) [1–6], based on the photo-ionization of laser-cooled gases, offer the potential for dramatic improvements for electron diffraction, nanofabrication and microscopy. One of the main drivers for the development of a CAEIS is the longterm goal of creating “molecular movies”: to probe dynamic processes with atomic spatial and temporal resolution. Substantial advances towards this goal have been demonstrated with electron [7–13] and X-ray [14– 20] single-shot ultrafast diffraction.

A key metric for ultrafast diffraction is the normalized beam brightness [21]. Conventional electron sources are not sufficiently bright for collecting single-shot diffraction signals from weakly scattering molecules or nanocrystals. Beam brightness is proportional to particle flux, which for a CAEIS depends linearly on the density of the coldatom cloud and the photo-ionization probability, or efficiency. To date, most CAEIS experiments have used photo-excitation with pulsed lasers in the presence of a static ionizing electric field. The incoherent nature of the excitation has limited the peak efficiency to 50%, while requiring high laser power due to saturation of the conventional excitation process.

Stimulated Raman adiabatic passage (STIRAP) [22] offers a mechanism for increasing the CAEIS excitation efficiency, particular in an optically dense cold atom target, and therefore improving source brightness. Here we are specifically interested in excitation to Rydberg states of rubidium-85 in a three-level ladder system (Fig. 1) [23]. By first illuminating the atoms with light of a frequency ω_{23}, resonant with the |2⟩ → |3⟩ transition, and then a second temporally over-lapping light field of frequency ω_{12}, a dark state is formed by a coherent superposition of states |1⟩ and |3⟩. As the intensity of the light fields change, the atomic state transitions from state |1⟩ to |3⟩, bypassing |2⟩. Figure 1 shows the population of

∗ scholten@unimelb.edu.au

FIG. 1. Simulation of high efficiency excitation using stimulated Raman adiabatic passage in a three-level ladder system. Solid lines represent atomic state populations (left-hand axis), dashed and filled lines represent Rabi frequencies Ω normalized to the intermediate state decay rate Γ (right-hand axis).

the three states during the above-mentioned “counterintuitive” pulse sequence, simulated using optical Bloch equations for a ladder system [24] with Rabi frequencies Ω_{12} and Ω_{23}.

STIRAP is a robust technique and, provided the adiabatic condition is met (Ω_{eff} τ > 10, where Ω_{eff} = √ Ω^2_{12} + Ω^2_3 is the effective Rabi frequency and τ is the interaction time), high efficiency excitation is possible with a variety of different individual Rabi frequencies, pulse delays and shapes. Experiments to date have demonstrated peak excitation efficiencies up to 90% [25– 27], which would increase the brightness of a CAEIS by a factor of 1.8.

STIRAP also enables a method for producing very short bunches, and therefore for observing atomic-scale dynamics, by following excitation with pulsed-electric-field ionization [28]. This method will lead to a longitudinal compression of the bunch following ionization: the electrons liberated at later times will be accelerated by a larger field, allowing for ultra-short bunches at the sample without ultra-high electron densities, and therefore large Coulomb-driven expansion, at the source. Rydberg states have long lifetimes (tens to hundreds of microseconds) and relatively low ionization thresholds (600 V cm^{−1} for 30S_{1/2}), easing experimental demands on the pulsed electric field supply. The coupling strength of Rydberg transitions is much higher in the absence of an electric field, so that much lower laser power is required with a pulsed electric field compared to excitation in a static field, making STIRAP excitation a viable option. Combining STIRAP excitation and fast pulsed-field ionization has the potential to create bunches that are cold, bright and ultrafast, which is difficult to replicate with incoherent ultrafast laser ionization [4, 29].

The large dipole moments of Rydberg atoms enables Rydberg blockade, where excitation of one atom inhibits the excitation of other atoms close by [23, 24]. Rydberg blockade can, in principle, reduce disorder-induced heating [30, 31], and thereby reduce emittance and increase focusabiltiy in a CAEIS [32]. By enforcing a separation between Rydberg atoms larger than the laser excitation volume, blockade can allow selective excitation of discrete separated atoms, and thereby create a deterministic single ion source [33–35].

With the much-reduced laser power required, STIRAP can also be used for high-efficiency continuous operation, with increased average current relative to pulsed trapbased CAEISs [36–39]. Continuous sources are preferred for sub-nanometer ion beam milling, imaging and doping in semiconductor device fabrication. A continuous source of cold ions has recently been demonstrated using Rydberg excitation with a current of up to 130 pA [40], a 40-fold increase over direct, above-threshold ionization methods, illustrating the advantage of coherent excitation methods.

Here we present a CAEIS based on STIRAP excitation in a magneto-optical trap (MOT), with a volumeaveraged excitation efficiency of 60% and a corresponding peak efficiency of 82%, 1.6 times the maximum possible with direct excitation. We also use a streak method to investigate the temporal profile of the bunches created via electric-field ionization, and finally we discuss how STIRAP could be implemented in an atomic beam-based CAEIS.

II. METHOD

The CAEIS set-up is based around a MOT of rubidium-85 atoms located between two accelerator electrodes, as described in previous work [3, 29] and shown in Fig. 2(a). A typical experimental sequence is shown in Fig. 2(b), starting with the MOT being loaded for approximately 100 ms. After this time all laser and magnetic fields are switched off and allowed to decay for 4 ms to ensure a field-free excitation region. The atomic density after 4 ms of expansion was measured to be ρ_a = 5 × 10^9 atoms cm^{−3} using absorption imaging.

In contrast to previous CAEIS experiments, which used a large-bandwith pulsed 480 nm blue laser for direct ionization via a Stark-shifted manifold [3, 41–43], here we used a frequency-doubled and amplified 960 nm laser diode. The continuous laser provided a high-

FIG. 2. (a) Cold atom ion source: HV refers to the highvoltage supplied to the front accelerator plate; GND is the grounded plate; and Ω12 and Ω23 refer to the two STIRAP fields. Inset shows the level structure of Rb^{85} used here, including the electric field ionization strength required and the one-photon detuning Δ. (b) Timing sequence for STIRAP excitation, field-ionization and two-pulse measurements, using electrostatic deflectors to spatially separate the two pulses (P1 and P2). (c) STIRAP pulse sequence, with temporal separation δt < 0. (d) Time-dependence of front accelerator potential, for Vmax = 100 V. (e) Example MCP images showing (i) just pulse two (P2) and (ii) both pulses. Color bar in (i) shows scaling used for both MCP images.

power (300 mW), narrow-linewidth (<500 kHz) source of 480 nm light to couple the intermediate 5P_{3/2} state to a Rydberg level (28S_{1/2}). The frequency was stabilized using an ultrastable optical reference cavity.

The STIRAP process (see level structure, Fig. 2(a)) was driven by an infrared 780 nm narrow-linewidth (200 kHz) diode laser with 60 nW of power and a frequency 27 MHz blue-detuned from the 5S_{1/2} → 5P_{3/2} transition to reduce incoherent absorption by atoms outside the interaction volume. The continuous blue laser was red-detuned 27 MHz from the 5P_{3/2} → 28S_{1/2} transition. We define the one-photon detuning as Δ = +27 MHz.

Temporal control of the excitation fields was achieved via double-pass acousto-optic modulators. Rectangular pulses were used, as illustrated in Fig. 2(c), and we define the delay between the pulses δt to be negative if the blue pulse started before the red. The excitation region was determined by the spatial overlap of the two laser beams. The spatial profile of the infrared laser beam, controlled via a spatial-light modulator, was a uniform circular cross section with a radius of R_r = 150 μm in the plane perpendicular to the direction of charged particle propagation. The blue laser beam was focused to a ribbon with Gaussian standard deviations of approximately σ_x = 150 μm by σ_z = 20 μm in the perpendicular and longitudinal directions respectively. The optical excitation was driven without an external electric field to avoid Stark-splitting and loss of coupling strength. A potential difference was then applied to the electrodes, with a rise time of 4 ns (Fig. 2(d)). The threshold electric field strength required for ionization of the 28S_{1/2} is 840 V cm^{−1}. Typically an accelerator field of 1400 kV cm^{−1} was applied to ensure complete ionization. The liberated electrons or ions (depending on the polarity of the electric field) propagated 70 cm before detection with a micro-channel plate (MCP) combined with a phosphor screen and CCD camera.

STIRAP was performed twice in quick succession using ion bunches to determine the ionization efficiency. The total charge in the first and second bunches, N_1 and N_2 respectively, are related to the efficiency E(x, z) by

N_1 ∝ ∫∫ ∫ V E (x, z) dx dy dz (1)

N_2 ∝ ∫∫ ∫ V E (x, z) [1 − E (x, z)] dx dy dz, (2)

where the spatial dependence of E(x, z) comes from the intensity profile of the blue laser (the product of two independent Gaussians in x and z), and the interaction volume V is bounded by the size of the infrared laser (x^2 + y^2 = R^2_r ). The total volume-averaged efficiency can be determined from the overall charge present,

E_{int} = 1 −

N_2 N_1

. (3)

This two-pulse method therefore provides a measure of efficiency that is independent of the atomic density, excitation volume and MCP efficiency [25, 26] if we assume minimal atomic movement inside the MOT between the two STIRAP events.

N_{1,2} are determined by area integration of the MCP images for pulses P_{1,2} shown in Fig. 2(e). The phosphor screen on the MCP detector has a decay time on the order of milliseconds, too long to be able to temporally separate the signals from the two pulses. Instead, a deflector was used to spatially separate the two bunches. We used a variant on the two-pulse method to remove dependence on the MCP sensitivity, which is not perfectly uniform across the detector. Measurements were made with just the second pulse to give N_1 (Fig. 2(e)(i)), and then at the same location with both pulses spatially separated to determine N_2.

III. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

A. STIRAP Efficiency

Figure 3(a) shows the total integrated counts as a function of the delay between the pulses δt. Figure 3(b) shows the volume-averaged efficiency calculated from the relative signals using Eq. 3, with the characteristic high efficiency seen when δt < 0 (maximum of 60% at δ_t = −150 ns).

Simulations were performed using optical Bloch equations [24] with experimentally realistic parameters (peak Rabi frequencies Ω_{12} = Ω_{23} = 15 MHz, Δ = 27 MHz, intermediate state decay rate Γ = 6 MHz, laser linewidths γ_{12} = γ_{23} = 500 kHz, for 200 ns rectangular pulses with 100 ns linear rise and fall times). Inset (i) of Fig. 3(b) shows the simulated radial efficiency E [r] for a blue laser beam with Gaussian electric field profile with an arbitrary 1/e width of σ_b. Inset (ii) shows the volumeaveraged efficiency ∫_r 0 E[r^′]dr^′ as the radius of integration increases to ±r in z and either ±r or ±R_r in x, whichever is smaller. In the inset we have scaled σ_x = σ_z = σ_b for simplicity, and used the fact that R_r = σ_b . These simulations of the volume-averaged efficiency agree well with the experimental data in Fig. 3. We can therefore infer a peak efficiency for STIRAP in the CAEIS of 82% at the maximum blue intensity. Increasing the blue power would increase the maximum efficiency obtainable. However, with increased intensity comes the possibility of adding random phase and amplitude noise, which can limit the maximum efficiency obtainable [44]. Even without increasing the maximum intensity, for a uniform blue laser profile with intensity such that the Rabi frequency is the same as at the peak of our Gaussian profile, then we expect both volume-averaged and peak efficiencies would be 82%. Non-uniform electric fields within the accelerator region, for example caused by charged particle accumulation on the electrodes, will also reduce the coupling strength, broaden the two-photon transition, and reduce the maximum efficiency.

The experimental results show a distinct reduction in signal compared to simulations for δt > 0. This reduction is the opposite of the increase in signal seen elsewhere [25, 26], which was attributed to radiation trapping and Rydberg-Rydberg interactions. We use a large one-photon detuning to avoid absorption of the infrared laser outside the interaction zone. Any background ab-

FIG. 3. (a) MCP Counts in first pulse (N1 - blue, circles) and second pulse (N2 - red, squares) as a function of the relative delay between the two excitation fields. Points indicate experimental data, with error bars determined from the standard deviation of 100 images, and lines indicate simulations using 200 ns flattop pulses, peak Rabi frequencies Ω12 = Ω23 = 15 MHz, laser linewidths Γ12 = Γ23 = 500 kHz, and Δ = 27 MHz. (b) Efficiency calculated from the ratio of N2 to N1 using Eq. 3. Points indicate experimental data and lines indicate simulation. The inset shows (i) the calculated radial efficiency and (ii) the volume-averaged efficiency as a function of the blue laser beam radius, normalized to the Gaussian σ_b, at the optimal delay δt = −150 ns.

sorption will lead to a large two-photon detuning for the re-radiated light interacting with the off-resonance blue light, causing a reduction in the excitation probability. The accompanying optical pumping of the background atoms into the lower ground state during the first excitation/ionization event will reduce the fraction of reradiating atoms for the second event, resulting mainly in a reduction of first pulse counts and, therefore, a reduction in the calculated efficiency.

FIG. 4. Pulsed blue ionization efficiency as a function of infrared laser intensity normalized to saturation intensity (Isat) for different blue pulse energies. Numbers indicate the power of the pulsed blue laser, dashed lines show the saturation of ionization efficiency and shaded region denotes the region where the intermediate state becomes saturated.

B. Incoherent Excitation Efficiency

To quantify the improvement to CAEIS brightness provided by STIRAP, we measured the efficiency of pulsed 480 nm laser ionization using a variant of the two-pulse efficiency method. The pulsed and continuous blue laser beams were overlapped in counter-propagating directions (dashed lines in Fig. 2(a)), perpendicular to the direction of charged particle propagation. The same infrared laser was used for both excitation processes, though the power and detuning were optimized separately for each: on resonance for pulsed-laser excitation and 27 MHz detuned for STIRAP excitation. The accelerator field was applied before pulsed-laser excitation to reproduce “normal” ionization conditions for a CAEIS. N_1 was still defined as the signal for a single STIRAP pulse sequence, and N_2 as the signal for STIRAP excitation following excitation by the pulsed laser. Using this method, the efficiency of the pulsed blue laser as a function of infrared laser intensity and pulsed blue power was measured (Fig. 4).

The efficiency approaches 50%, the maximum efficiency for incoherent excitation in a two-level system, as infrared laser intensity and pulsed blue energy increase. This limit arrises as the blue pulse duration (of order a few nanoseconds) is much faster than the infrared pumping rate, and so the intermediate state will not be refilled on the ionization timescale. Comparing the peak STI- RAP excitation to this incoherent excitation peak gives an increase in efficiency by a factor of 60%.

FIG. 5. Streak measurements of electrons created with: (a) STIRAP bunches with pulsed accelerator; and (b) pulsed blue laser with continuous accelerator at different accelerator potential differences HV. Inset shows a false-color streaked electron bunch as measured by the MCP. All traces are normalized to the same peak value. Solid lines indicate experimental data, dashed line indicates theory for hydrogenic “red” state with field switching behavior from Fig. 2(d), normalized to height of experimental traces.

C. Temporal Profile

The duration of the electron/ion bunches is an important parameter for most applications of a CAEIS. Coulomb-driven spatial expansion of charged bunches leads to temporal expansion, but the expansion is not significant for electrons because the propagation time from bunch creation to detection is too short. Hence we investigated the temporal bunch shape using a streak method. The electron bunches propagated through deflectors with a rapidly varying transverse potential, causing the bunch to “streak” across the detector, with the position of an electron on the detector being dependent on the time at which it entered the deflector region. The temporal profile of the bunch was then determined from a line profile along the streak, calibrated to the known geometry and time-varying potential difference. The streak measurements are shown in Fig. 5 for bunches created with (a) STIRAP excitation followed by pulsed electric field ionization, and (b) pulsed blue ionization in a constant electric field.

For accelerator fields close to the electric-field ionization threshold of the 28S_{1/2} state, a broad secondary peak in the electron temporal distribution can be seen for the STIRAP bunches. This peak could be due to blackbody collisions transferring some atoms to lower energy states with a higher threshold ionization voltage [45]. The appearance of a much narrower secondary peak in both the 4.5 kV and 5.5 kV results also supports this explanation. Another possibility is non-ideal behavior of the high-voltage switch, for example by fast oscillations in the rising voltage.

The relative pulse heights show that a near-threshold voltage leads to only a small fraction of excited atoms being ionized. Once above the threshold voltage, this fraction approaches one, verified by the detection of only a very weak signal when performing a second electric field ionization pulse after a single STIRAP excitation sequence. The root mean square (RMS) duration of the STIRAP bunches, determined from the streak measurements of Fig. 5(a), was 250 ps, varying only slightly for different accelerator potentials.

With an accelerator rise time on the order of nanoseconds, ionization will be diabatic (hydrogenic). Modelling an accelerator profile on Fig. 2(d), the ionization rate for a “red” state of hydrogen (where Rydberg quantum numbers m = n_1 = 0, n_2 = n−1) [46, 47] gives an RMS pulse width of 170 ps (Fig. 5(a)), consistent with the initial rise in electron charge seen in the data of Fig. 5(a).

The measured duration of bunches produced with STI- RAP excitation and field ionization compares favorably with that for pulsed blue excitation. The bunch duration for incoherent excitation is determined by the temporal profile of the pulsed laser, which has a quoted total pulse length of 5 ns, and produces bunches with duration of order 1 ns RMS. Ultrafast electron diffraction requires subpicosecond pulses. With accelerator potentials of 30 kV and 30 ns electric field rise times, it has been shown that a bunch length of 80 ps can be achieved [28]. To reduce the bunch duration below 1 ps following STIRAP excitation, the maximum accelerator voltage would need to increase by an order of magnitude, and the switching time reduce to less than 1 ns [1]. Achieving such electric field switching requires careful design of the MOT chamber and accelerator to avoid electrical discharge [28], and a very fast high-voltage switch, potentially using lasertriggered spark gap technology [48]. Alternately, an RF bunch compressor could be used [12].

FIG. 6. (a) Efficiency as a function of the ratio of pulse delay δt to flattop pulse width w. (b) Simulated excitation efficiency of STIRAP for an cold atom-beam source, as a function of atomic velocity with Ω12 = Ω23 = 15 MHz, σz = 15 μm and δz = −σz .

D. Robustness

The effect of different STIRAP pulse widths w was investigated (Fig. 6(a)). The robustness of STIRAP excitation is apparent, since a difference in width by a factor of two has very little impact on either the maximum efficiency (50 to 55%), or the time at which this occurs (δt/w = −.75 for the rectangular pulses used).

The robustness of STIRAP makes it ideally suited to next-generation cold atom ion sources based on atomic beams [36–39]. The experimental situation described above, where atoms are stationary and the optical and electric fields are dynamic, is equivalent to an atomic beam system with atoms moving through spatially separated static optical fields and a region with an electric field gradient. The high temperature of the atoms along the direction of propagation will result in a large velocity spread. For instance, an experimentally practical atom beam temperature of 200^∘C would lead to a most-probable velocity of v_{zp} = 305 m s^{−1} with standard deviation of 150 m s^{−1}. The different velocities of the atoms are equivalent to a static atom seeing STIRAP fields with different temporal widths but a constant δt/w. Figure 6(b) shows the peak efficiency calculated for such a system with Gaussian laser beam spatial profiles with σ_z = 15 μm, and δz = −σ_z. The efficiency remains above 80% from 0 to 400 m s^{−1}, so that a large proportion of the atomic population (66%) will be excited with high efficiency.

High ion beam densities achieved using STIRAP excitation could lead to Coulomb explosion and a reduction in the focusability of the source. The density could be reduced by using Rydberg blockade with high principle quantum number n ≈ 100 [23]. If the excitation volume is reduced to below one blockade radius, it will become possible to isolate separate ions spatially and temporally, to create a quasi-deterministic highly focusable single ion source with heralding provided by the liberated electrons [34, 35].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that STIRAP can improve the excitation efficiency of a cold atom electron and ion source by a factor of 1.6, from a peak efficiency of 50% with incoherent excitation, to 82%. Further improvements are expected with higher laser power, greater uniformity of the electric field within the excitation region, and reduced phase noise in the excitation lasers.

We have also shown that STIRAP excitation and fast switching of the ionization electric field produces bunches with an RMS duration of 250 ps. Sub-picosecond bunches may be achievable with higher acceleration potentials and faster switching, and with an RF compressor, to satisfy the temporal criterion for imaging dynamic processes with atomic spatial and temporal resolution using ultrafast electron diffraction.

With continuous lasers and an atomic beam, STI- RAP excitation will be directly applicable to nextgeneration continuous atom-beam based cold electron and ion sources. Finally, by using high efficiency STI- RAP excitation to reach higher Rydberg states, the phenomena of Rydberg blockade could be used to create spatial ordering, and therefore reduce the temperature and increase the focusability of the bunches, as well as enabling a new approach to creating a deterministic single ion source.

Acknowledgements BMS gratefully acknowledges the support of a University of Melbourne McKenzie Fellowship. This work was supported by the Australian Research Council Discovery Project DP140102102.

[1] B. J. Claessens, S. B. van der Geer, G. Taban, E. J. D.

Vredenbregt, and O. J. Luiten. Ultracold Electron

Source. Physical Review Letters, 95(16):164801, oct 2005.

[2] B. J. Claessens, M. P. Reijnders, G. Taban, O. J. Luiten, and E. J. D. Vredenbregt. Cold electron and ion beams generated from trapped atoms. Physics of Plasmas, 14(9):093101, 2007.

[3] A. J. McCulloch, D. V. Sheludko, S. D. Saliba, S. C. Bell, M. Junker, K. A. Nugent, and R. E. Scholten. Arbitrarily shaped high-coherence electron bunches from cold atoms. Nature Physics, 7(10):785, jul 2011.

[4] W. J. Engelen, M. A. van der Heijden, D. J. Bakker, E. J. D. Vredenbregt, and O. J. Luiten. High-coherence electron bunches produced by femtosecond photoionization. Nature Communications, 4:1693, apr 2013.

[5] J. L. Hanssen, S. B. Hill, J. Orloff, and J. J. McClelland.

Magneto-optical-trap-based, high brightness ion source for use as a nanoscale probe. Nano letters, 8(9):2844, sep 2008.

[6] A. V. Steele, B. Knuffman, J. J. McClelland, and J. Orloff. Focused chromium ion beam. Journal of Vacuum Science & Technology B, 28(6):C6F1, 2010.

[7] J. R. Dwyer, C. T. Hebeisen, R. Ernstorfer, M. Harb, V. B. Deyirmenjian, R. E. Jordan, and R. J. D. Miller. Femtosecond electron diffraction: ’making the molecular movie’. Philosophical transactions. Series A, Mathematical, physical, and engineering sciences, 364(1840):741, mar 2006.

[8] B. J. Siwick, J. R. Dwyer, R. E. Jordan, R. J. D. Miller, R. S. Dwyer, R. E. Jordan, and R. J. D. Miller. An Atomic-Level View of Melting Using Femtosecond Electron Diffraction. Science, 302(5649):1382, nov 2003.

[9] M. Harb, R. Ernstorfer, C. T. Hebeisen, G. Sciaini, W. Peng, T. Dartigalongue, M. A. Eriksson, M. G. Lagally, S. G. Kruglik, and R. J. D. Miller. Electronically Driven Structure Changes of Si Captured by Femtosecond Electron Diffraction. Physical Review Letters, 100(15):155504, 2008.

[10] G. Sciaini, M. Harb, S. G. Kruglik, T. Payer, C. T.

Hebeisen, F.-J. M. Z. Heringdorf, M. Yamaguchi, M. H.- von Hoegen, R. Ernstorfer, and R. J. D. Miller. Electronic acceleration of atomic motions and disordering in bismuth. Nature, 458(7234):56, 2009.

[11] S. Tokita, S. Inoue, S. Masuno, M. Hashida, and S. Sakabe. Single-shot ultrafast electron diffraction with a laseraccelerated sub-MeV electron pulse. Applied Physics Letters, 95(11):111911, 2009.

[12] T. van Oudheusden, P. L. E. M. Pasmans, S. B. van der Geer, M. J. de Loos, M. J. van der Wiel, and O. J. Luiten. Compression of Subrelativistic Space-Charge-Dominated Electron Bunches for Single-Shot Femtosecond Electron Diffraction. Physical Review Letters, 105(26):264801, dec 2010.

[13] T. Ishikawa, S. A. Hayes, S. Keskin, G. Corthey, M. Hada, K. Pichugin, A. Marx, J. Hirscht, K. Shionuma, K. Onda, Y. Okimoto, S.-y. Koshihara, T. Yamamoto, H. Cui, M. Nomura, Y. Oshima, M. Abdel- Jawad, R. Kato, and R. J. D. Miller. Direct observation of collective modes coupled to molecular orbital-driven charge transfer. Science, 350(6267):1501, 2015.

[14] H. N. Chapman, A. Barty, M. J. Bogan, S. Boutet, M. Frank, S. P. Hau-Riege, S. Marchesini, B. W. Woods, S. Bajt, W. H. Benner, R. A. London, E. Plönjes, M. Kuhlmann, R. Treusch, S. Düsterer, T. Tschentscher, J. R. Schneider, E. Spiller, T. Möller, C. Bostedt, M. Hoener, David a. Shapiro, Keith O. Hodgson, David van der Spoel, Florian Burmeister, Magnus Bergh, Carl

Caleman, Gösta Huldt, M. Marvin Seibert, Filipe R. N. C. Maia, Richard W. Lee, Abraham Szöke, Nicusor Timneanu, and Janos Hajdu. Femtosecond diffractive imaging with a soft-X-ray free-electron laser. Nature Physics, 2(12):839, nov 2006.

[15] H. N. Chapman, P. Fromme, A. Barty, T. A. White, R. A.

Kirian, A. Aquila, M. S. Hunter, J. Schulz, D. P. De- Ponte, U. Weierstall, R. B. Doak, F. R. N. C. Maia, A. V. Martin, I. Schlichting, L. Lomb, N. Coppola, R. L. Shoeman, S. W. Epp, R. Hartmann, D. Rolles, A. Rudenko, L. Foucar, N. Kimmel, G. Weidenspointner, P. Holl, M. Liang, M. Barthelmess, C. Caleman, S. Boutet, M. J. Bogan, J. Krzywinski, C. Bostedt, S. Bajt, L. Gumprecht, B. Rudek, B. Erk, C. Schmidt, A. Hömke, C. Reich, D. Pietschner, L. Strüder, G. Hauser, H. Gorke, J. Ullrich, S. Herrmann, G. Schaller, F. Schopper, H. Soltau, K.-U. Kühnel, M. Messerschmidt, J. D. Bozek, S. P. Hau-Riege, M. Frank, C. Y. Hampton, R. G. Sierra, D. Starodub, G. J. Williams, J. Hajdu, N. Timneanu, M. M. Seibert, J. Andreasson, A. Rocker, O. Jönsson, M. Svenda, S. Stern, K. Nass, R. Andritschke, C.-D. Schröter, F. Krasniqi, M. Bott, K. E. Schmidt, X. Wang, I. Grotjohann, J. M. Holton, T. R. M. Barends, R. Neutze, S. Marchesini, R. Fromme, S. Schorb, D. Rupp, M. Adolph, T. Gorkhover, I. Andersson, H. Hirsemann, G. Potdevin, H. Graafsma, B. Nilsson, and J. C. H. Spence. Femtosecond X-ray protein nanocrystallography. Nature, 470(7332):73–77, feb 2011.

[16] M. M. Seibert, T. Ekeberg, F. R. N. C. Maia, M. Svenda, J. Andreasson, O. Jönsson, D. Odić, B. Iwan, A. Rocker, D. Westphal, M. Hantke, D. P. DePonte, A. Barty, J. Schulz, L. Gumprecht, N. Coppola, A. Aquila, M. Liang, T. A. White, A. Martin, C. Caleman, S. Stern, C. Abergel, V. Seltzer, J.-M. Claverie, C. Bostedt, J. D. Bozek, S. Boutet, A. A. Miahnahri, M. Messerschmidt, J. Krzywinski, G. Williams, K. O. Hodgson, M. J. Bogan, C. Y. Hampton, R. G. Sierra, D. Starodub, I. Andersson, S. Bajt, M. Barthelmess, J.C. H. Spence, P. Fromme, U. Weierstall, R. Kirian, M. Hunter, R. B. Doak, S. Marchesini, S. P. Hau-Riege, M. Frank, R. L. Shoeman, L. Lomb, S. W. Epp, R. Hartmann, D. Rolles, A. Rudenko, C. Schmidt, L. Foucar, N. Kimmel, P. Holl, B. Rudek, B. Erk, A. Hömke, C. Reich, D. Pietschner, G. Weidenspointner, L. Strüder, G. Hauser, H. Gorke, J. Ullrich, I. Schlichting, S. Herrmann, G. Schaller, F. Schopper, H. Soltau, K.-U. Kühnel, R. Andritschke, C.-D. Schröter, F. Krasniqi, M. Bott, S. Schorb, D. Rupp, M. Adolph, T. Gorkhover, H. Hirsemann, G. Potdevin, H. Graafsma, B. Nilsson, H. N. Chapman, and J. Hajdu. Single mimivirus particles intercepted and imaged with an X-ray laser. Nature, 470(7332):78, 2011.

[17] Sébastien Boutet, Lukas Lomb, Garth J Williams, Thomas R M Barends, Andrew Aquila, R Bruce Doak, Uwe Weierstall, Daniel P Deponte, Jan Steinbrener, Robert L Shoeman, Marc Messerschmidt, Anton Barty, Thomas a White, Stephan Kassemeyer, Richard a Kirian, M Marvin Seibert, Paul a Montanez, Chris Kenney, Ryan Herbst, Philip Hart, Jack Pines, Gunther Haller, Sol M Gruner, Hugh T Philipp, Mark W Tate, Marianne Hromalik, Lucas J Koerner, Niels Van Bakel, John Morse, Wilfred Ghonsalves, David Arnlund, Karol Nass, Lars Redecke, Francesco Stellato, Nicusor Timneanu, Dingjie Wang, John C H Spence, Henry N Chapman, and Ilme Schlichting. High-Resolution Protein Structure Determination by Serial Femtosecond Crystallography. Science, 74(1989):10, 2012.

[18] Takashi Kimura, Yasumasa Joti, Akemi Shibuya, Changyong Song, Sangsoo Kim, Kensuke Tono, Makina Yabashi, Masatada Tamakoshi, Toshiyuki Moriya, Tairo Oshima, Tetsuya Ishikawa, Yoshitaka Bessho, and Yoshinori Nishino. Imaging live cell in micro-liquid enclosure by X-ray laser diffraction. Nature Communications, 5:3052, jan 2014.

[19] Christopher Kupitz, Shibom Basu, Ingo Grotjohann, Raimund Fromme, Nadia A. Zatsepin, Kimberly N. Rendek, Mark S. Hunter, Robert L. Shoeman, Thomas A. White, Dingjie Wang, Daniel James, Jay-How Yang, Danielle E. Cobb, Brenda Reeder, Raymond G. Sierra, Haiguang Liu, Anton Barty, Andrew L. Aquila, Daniel Deponte, Richard a. Kirian, Sadia Bari, Jesse J. Bergkamp, Kenneth R. Beyerlein, Michael J. Bogan, Carl Caleman, Tzu-Chiao Chao, Chelsie E. Conrad, Katherine M. Davis, Holger Fleckenstein, Lorenzo Galli, Stefan P. Hau-Riege, Stephan Kassemeyer, Hartawan Laksmono, Mengning Liang, Lukas Lomb, Stefano Marchesini, Andrew V. Martin, Marc Messerschmidt, Despina Milathianaki, Karol Nass, Alexandra Ros, Shatabdi Roy-Chowdhury, Kevin Schmidt, Marvin Seibert, Jan Steinbrener, Francesco Stellato, Lifen Yan, Chunhong Yoon, Thomas A. Moore, Ana L. Moore, Yulia Pushkar, Garth J. Williams, Sébastien Boutet, R. Bruce Doak, Uwe Weierstall, Matthias Frank, Henry N. Chapman, John C. H. Spence, and Petra Fromme. Serial timeresolved crystallography of photosystem II using a femtosecond X-ray laser. Nature, 513:261, jul 2014.

[20] Przemyslaw Nogly, Ivan Gushchin, Alina Remeeva, Ana M. Esteves, Nuno Borges, Pikyee Ma, Andrii Ishchenko, Sergei Grudinin, Ekaterina Round, Isabel Moraes, Valentin Borshchevskiy, Helena Santos, Valentin Gordeliy, and Margarida Archer. X-ray structure of a CDP-alcohol phosphatidyltransferase membrane enzyme and insights into its catalytic mechanism. Nature Communications, 5(May):4169, jun 2014.

[21] O. J. Luiten, B. J. Claessens, S. B. Van Der Geer, M. P.

Reijnders, G. Taban, and E. J. D. Vredenbregt. Ultracold Electron Sources. International Journal of Modern Physics A, 22(22):3882–3897, sep 2007.

[22] K. Bergmann, H. Theuer, and B. W. Shore. Coherent population transfer among quantum states of atoms and molecules. Review of Modern Physics, 70(3):1003, 1998.

[23] R. Löw, H. Weimer, J. Nipper, J. B. Balewski, B. Butscher, H. P. Büchler, and T. Pfau. An experimental and theoretical guide to strongly interacting Rydberg gases. Journal of Physics B, 45(11):113001, 2012.

[24] S. Sevinçli, C. Ates, T. Pohl, H. Schempp, C. S. Hofmann, G. Günter, T. Amthor, M. Weidemüller, J. D. Pritchard, D. Maxwell, A. Gauguet, K. J. Weatherill, M. P. A. Jones, and C. S. Adams. Quantum interference in interacting three-level Rydberg gases: coherent population trapping and electromagnetically induced transparency. Journal of Physics B, 44(18):184018, sep 2011.

[25] T. Cubel, B. Teo, V. Malinovsky, J. Guest, A. Reinhard, B. Knuffman, P. Berman, and G. Raithel. Coherent population transfer of ground-state atoms into Rydberg states. Physical Review A, 72(2):023405, aug 2005.

[26] J. Deiglmayr, M. Reetz-Lamour, T. Amthor, S. Westermann, A.L. de Oliveira, and M. Weidemüller. Coherent excitation of Rydberg atoms in an ultracold gas. Optics

Communications, 264(2):293, aug 2006.

[27] T. Takekoshi, L. Reichsöllner, A. Schindewolf, J. M. Hutson, C. R. Le Sueur, O. Dulieu, F. Ferlaino, R. Grimm, and H.-C. Nägerl. Ultracold dense samples of dipolar RbCs molecules in the rovibrational and hyperfine ground state. Physical Review Letters, 113(November):205301, 2014.

[28] G. Taban, M. P. Reijnders, S. C. Bell, S. B. van der Geer, O. J. Luiten, and E. J. D. Vredenbregt. Design and validation of an accelerator for an ultracold electron source. Physical Review Special Topics - Accelerators and Beams, 11(5):050102, may 2008.

[29] A. J. McCulloch, D. V. Sheludko, M. Junker, and R. E.

Scholten. High-coherence picosecond electron bunches from cold atoms. Nature Communications, 4:1692, apr 2013.

[30] M. S. Murillo. Using Fermi Statistics to Create Strongly Coupled Ion Plasmas in Atom Traps. Physical Review Letters, 87(11):115003, aug 2001.

[31] S. Kuzmin and T. O’Neil. Numerical Simulation of Ultracold Plasmas: How Rapid Intrinsic Heating Limits the Development of Correlation. Physical Review Letters, 88(6):065003, jan 2002.

[32] D. Murphy, R. E. Scholten, and B. M. Sparkes. Increasing the Brightness of Cold Ion Beams by Suppressing Disorder-Induced Heating with Rydberg Blockade. Physical Review Letters, 115(21):214802, 2015.

[33] M. Saffman, T. G. Walker, and K. Mølmer. Quantum information with Rydberg atoms. Reviews of Modern Physics, 82(3):2313, aug 2010.

[34] I. I. Beterov, D. B. Tretyakov, V. M. Entin, E. a. Yakshina, I. I. Ryabtsev, C. MacCormick, and S. Bergamini. Deterministic single-atom excitation via adiabatic passage and Rydberg blockade. Physical Review A, 84:023413, 2011.

[35] C. Ates, I. Lesanovsky, C. S. Adams, and K. J. Weatherill. Fast and Quasideterministic Single Ion Source from a Dipole-Blockaded Atomic Ensemble. Physical Review Letters, 110(21):213003, may 2013.

[36] L. Kime, A. Fioretti, Y. Bruneau, N. Porfido, F. Fuso, M. Viteau, G. Khalili, N. Šantić, A. Gloter, B. Rasser, P. Sudraud, P. Pillet, and D. Comparat. High-flux monochromatic ion and electron beams based on lasercooled atoms. Physical Review A, 88(3):033424, sep 2013.

[37] B. Knuffman, A. V. Steele, and J. J. McClelland. Cold atomic beam ion source for focused ion beam applications. Journal of Applied Physics, 114(4):044303, 2013.

[38] G. ten Haaf, S. H. W. Wouters, S. B. van der Geer, E. J. D. Vredenbregt, and P. H. A. Mutsaers. Performance predictions of a focused ion beam from a laser cooled and compressed atomic beam. Journal of Applied Physics, 116(24):244301, 2014.

[39] S. H. W. Wouters, G. ten Haaf, R. P. M. J. W. Notermans, N. Debernardi, P. H. A. Mutsaers, O. J. Luiten, and E. J. D. Vredenbregt. Performance predictions for a laser-intensified thermal beam for use in highresolution focused-ion-beam instruments. Physical Review A, 90(6):063817, dec 2014.

[40] M. Viteau, M. Reveillard, L. Kime, B. Rasser, P. Sudraud, Y. Bruneau, G. Khalili, P. Pillet, D. Comparat, I. Guerri, A. Fioretti, D. Ciampini, M. Allegrini, and F. Fuso. Ion microscopy based on laser-cooled cesium atoms. Ultramicroscopy, 164:70, may 2016.

[41] S. D. Saliba, C. T. Putkunz, D. V. Sheludko, A. J. Mcculloch, K. A. Nugent, and R. E. Scholten. Spatial coherence of electron bunches extracted from an arbitrarily shaped cold atom electron source. Optics Express, 20(4):3967– 3974, 2012.

[42] D. Murphy, R. W. Speirs, D. V. Sheludko, C. T. Putkunz, A. J. McCulloch, B. M. Sparkes, and R. E. Scholten. Detailed observation of spacecharge dynamics using ultracold ion bunches. Nature Communications, 5(May):4489, jul 2014.

[43] R. W. Speirs, C. T. Putkunz, A. J. McCulloch, K. A. Nugent, B. M. Sparkes, and R. E. Scholten. Single-shot electron diffraction using a cold atom electron source. Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics, 48(21):214002, 2015.

[44] L. P. Yatsenko, B. W. Shore, and K. Bergmann. Detrimental consequences of small rapid laser fluctuations on stimulated Raman adiabatic passage. Physical Review A, 89(1):013831, 2014.

[45] T. Wang, S. F. Yelin, R. Côté, E. E. Eyler, S. M. Farooqi, P. L. Gould, M. Koštrun, D. Tong, and D. Vrinceanu. Superradiance in ultracold Rydberg gases. Physical Review A, 75(3):033802, 2007.

[46] N. Hoe, B. D’etat, and G. Coulaud. Electric field ionization rate of the hydrogen atom. Physics Letters A, 85(6-7):327, oct 1981.

[47] R. J. Damburg and V. V. Kolosov. A hydrogen atom in a uniform electric field. III. Journal of Physics B: Atomic and Molecular Physics, 12(16):2637, 1979.

[48] G J H Brussaard and Jimi Hendriks. Photoconductive Operation of a Laser Triggered Spark Gap. IEEE Transactions on Dielectrics and Electrical Insulation, 14(4):976, 2007.