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23University of Bologna, Viale Berti Pichat 6/2, 40126 Bologna, Italy
24Department of Physics, University of Pavia, via Bassi 6, 27100 Pavia, Italy
25Department of Science, University of Insubria, Via Valleggio 11, 22100 Como, Italy
26Department of Physics Ettore Pancini, University of Napoli Federico II, Complesso Universitario
di Monte S. Angelo, 80126, Napoli, Italy
27The Research Council of Norway, P.O. Box 564, NO-1327 Lysaker, Norway
28Department of Civil Engineering, University of Brescia, via Branze 43, 25123 Brescia, Italy

E-mail: pauline.yzombard@u-psud.fr

1■■■

JPS Conf. Proc. , 011026 (2017)

©2017 The Author(s)

https://doi.org/10.7566/JPSCP.18.011026
18

author(s) and the title of the article, journal citation, and DOI.

Proc. 12th Int. Conf. Low Energy Antiproton Physics (LEAP2016)

011026-1

This article is available under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License. Any further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to the

Proceedings of the 12th International Conference on Low Energy Antiproton Physics (LEAP2016)
Downloaded from journals.jps.jp by 193.205.210.74 on 12/03/18

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.7566%2FJPSCP.18.011026&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-11-23


(Received May 30, 2016)

The AEgIS experiment carried out at CERN aims to form a cold antihydrogen beam to perform
precision studies on gravity. A key ingredient is the creation of antihydrogen via a charge-exchange
process between trapped antiprotons and Rydberg excited positronium atoms (Ps). In the present, the
latest results of laser excitation of Ps are reviewed, as well as studies on a possible laser manipulation
and cooling of Ps and antiprotons.

KEYWORDS: Positronium, Antihydrogen, Laser-matter interaction, Positronium laser
excitation, Positronium laser cooling, anions laser cooling

1. Introduction

Since its prediction by Dirac at the beginning of the past century and its first experimental dis-
covery in 1932 by Anderson, antimatter has generated great interest and triggered multiple studies,
among which experimental tests on the QED theory [1], the CPT theorem and the Weak Equivalence
Principle (WEP). The WEP states that any body in a gravitational field experiences the same accel-
eration, independent of its own composition. Several tests verified the WEP at 10−13 accuracy for
ordinary matter [2], and some experiments [3, 4] and theoretical discussions [5] infer that the WEP
should hold for antimatter ; however, this statement relies on theoretical assumptions and indirect
arguments. Moreover, several attempts to model a quantum gravity theory tend to predict a possible
violation of the WEP for antimatter [6], and further tests of the WEP are still required.

As the unique source of cold antiprotons in the world, the Antiproton Decelerator (AD) facility
at CERN has provided bunches of tens of millions cold antiprotons (5.3 MeV p̄) for fourteen years.
Antihydrogen atoms have been produced [7, 8] at few tens of Kelvin, and even a trapping technique
has been developed to catch small numbers for several minutes [9]. These advances open paths for
systematic studies of antimatter properties, as atomic spectroscopy or gravity tests. As the GBAR ex-
periment [10] or the recent ALPHA-g project [11], the AEgIS collaboration [12] wants to investigate
the effect of gravity on antimatter. More specifically, AEgIS aims to measure the deflection of a cold
antihydrogen beam under Earth’s gravitational field in order to perform a direct test of the WEP.

2. The AEgIS experiment

The AEgIS collaboration expects to form antihydrogen atoms using a 3-body charge-exchange
process between trapped antiprotons and a Rydberg excited Ps cloud:

Ps∗ + p̄→ (e+ + p̄)∗ + e− = H̄∗ + e− (1)

The formation of antihydrogen by charge-exchange process has already been done by the ATRAP
collaboration [13]. In their system, the excitation of Ps toward a Rydberg state was performed using
cesium atoms Cs∗ excited by laser that collided with the Ps cloud. AEgIS rather plans to directly laser
excite positronium.
The setup principle is shown in the Fig. 1. The antiprotons and positrons are separately trapped. After
accumulation of positrons bunches, the e+ plasma is loaded via diocotron movement in an off-axis
trap and shot toward a convertor target, where positronium atoms are emitted and enter in collision
with the trapped p̄ to form antihydrogen.

One of the benefits of using such a process is the possibility to trigger the formation of anti-
hydrogen, by controlling the positrons’ implantation and consequently the time of formation of the
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Fig. 1. Schematic of the AEgIS apparatus for antihydrogen beam formation. Positrons are shot onto a con-
vertor target, bind electrons and form Ps atoms. A Ps cloud is emitted, laser excited toward Rydberg states and
then encounter the p̄ plasma, where the charge-exchange process can occur to create antihydrogen. Finally, a
Stark acceleration will extract the H̄ from the high-magnetic field of the traps toward a free-field region, where
the deflection measurement of the effect of gravity will take place.

incoming Ps cloud. This is crucial for a time-of-flight measurements as planned in AEgIS. In order
to detect the vertical displacement of the H̄ trajectory, a classical (moiré) deflectometer will be used.
The strength of gravity g for anti-atoms should be promptly extracted from these measurements [14].

Besides, the charge-exchange method forms H̄ with a narrow and well-defined n-state distribu-
tion, in comparison to the mixing process that is the other usual method to create H̄ [15]. Indeed,
during the charge exchange, the formed H̄ has a similar binding energy as the internal energy of the
Ps* implicated in the reaction. This control in internal energies is of great interest for AEgIS, since
a Stark acceleration is needed to extract and form the beam to perform the measurements outside the
high magnetic field environment of the main trap.

In order to enhance the efficiency of the H̄ formation rate, the positronium atoms emitted from
the convertor target have to be excited toward Rydberg levels (n≥ 15). In our setup, this is crucial for
mainly two reasons: increasing the lifetime of Ps that have to cross the ∼ 2 cm distance between the
target and the trapped p̄ plasma region, and enlarging the Ps collision cross section that scales as n4.

In the present work, we would like first to quickly introduce the positron system and the positron-
ium production in AEgIS, as well as the laser excitation pathway and setup. The most recent Ps laser
excitation that we have obtained will be then shown. Finally, we would like to open the discussion by
presenting two possible schemes using laser interactions to improve the H̄ formation in AEgIS.

3. Positronium formation in AEgIS

The AEgIS experiment holds two apparatuses: the main Penning-Malmberg traps at 4.5 T and 1
T, in cryogenic environment ; and a vacuum test chamber at room temperature. A schematic of the
AEgIS zone is presented in Fig.2. The main traps are sited in the prolongation of the AD arm that
provides the bunches of p̄’s. In these traps the manipulation, compression and cooling of antiproton
and positron plasmas, as well as the antihydrogen formation, take place. In contrast, the vacuum test
chamber has been designed and built to study the e+ and Ps physics in a low-field region, with a
tunable magnetic field from less than 2 Gauss up to 300 Gauss [16].
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The positron system, mainly composed by a 22Na radioactive source and two Surko-like traps
to cool and accumulate positrons can deliver positrons toward either the main apparatus or the test
chamber. In spring 2015 when the measurements presented here have been performed, the source had
an intensity of around 11mCi, and the system was able to typically provide bunches of 8 107 e+ every
3 minutes. In order to form positronium in AEgIS, after accumulation, positrons are accelerated to a
few keV to be implanted into a silica-based nano-porous target, previously referred to as the convertor
target in Fig. 1. Positrons diffuse into the silicon bulk of the convertor until reaching the silica-coated
surface of the nano-channels where they bind with an electron and form Ps. If para-positronium (p-
Ps) has a too short a lifetime to be emitted toward the surface (125 ps), ortho-positronium (o-Ps)
experiences multiple collisions with the walls of the nano-channels and partially thermalizes before
reaching the target surface and being emitted into vacuum with a lifetime of 142 ns.

Fig. 2 Schematic of the AEgIS
experimental zone, in front view.
In the first floor, the AD arm pro-
vides p̄ that are trapped into the
main apparatus (first in the 4.5
Tesla trap and then into the 1
Tesla trap). On the second floor,
the positron system is installed,
as well as the test chamber. A
transfer line has been built to
transport e+ from the accumula-
tor traps into the main traps

Positronium emission is detected via a Single Shot Positron Lifetime Annihilation Spectrum tech-
nique (SSPALS) [17]. A PbWO4 scintillator (25 × 25 × 20 mm3) coupled to a Hamamatsu R11265-
100 PMT registers fast annihilation signals. Fig. 3 shows typical signals of e+ implantation and Ps
formation inside the test chamber of AEgIS. The grey curve has been recorded from 10 positrons
implantation shots in a micro-channel plate (MCP) placed instead of the convertor target. We observe
a 2 gamma annihilation prompt peak. The black curve is the averaged signal of 10 shots of e+ im-
planted in the convertor target. The long tail part (distinguishable from the e+ prompt peak starting
from 50 ns) is the annihilation signal of o-Ps emitted into vacuum, with a fit value of 140 ns [16].

4. Ps laser excitation scheme in AEgIS

AEgIS aims to excite Ps around n=15 to n=20 to drastically improve the H̄ formation rate. In
order to reach Rydberg states, a direct excitation from the o-Ps ground state can be considered, using a
182 nm laser beam. However, for both theoretical and technologies reasons, it has appeared to us to be
more efficient to choose a two-photon absorption solution [19]. Although the production of Rydberg
positronium has been first demonstrated by Cassidy and Mills ( [18]), using a two-photon process via
13S → 23P → n=Rydberg states, the AEgIS collaboration has preferred to design and build a laser
system to reach Rydberg levels using the n=3 state as the intermediate step. The excitation from n=3
to Rydberg states is expected to be more efficient and to require less laser intensity than from n=2
level [19], which is of interest when laser excitation has to be done in a cryogenic environment as in
the AEgIS apparatus, where any warming-up from the lasers has to be avoided.

Briefly, a NdYAG Q-switched EKSPLA source provides pulses of the first, second and fourth
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Fig. 3 Typical SSPALS spectra measurements.
The grey curve shows the e+ prompt peak an-
nihilation on an MCP and is used as a back-
ground signal (no Ps formation). In the black
curve, positrons have been implanted in a conver-
tor target to form Ps. After the prompt peak of e+

annihilation (t ≥ 50 ns), the long tail of the signal
corresponds to o-Ps annihilation in vacuum, with
an expected lifetime value of 142 ns. In the top
right window image of the figure, a zoom shows
the long tail annihilation signal, which is fit by a
decreasing exponential with a τ ∼ 140 ns.

Each curve is the average of 10 SSPALS signals.

harmonics to pump a non linear crystal based laser system and generates intense pulses of UV beam
at 205 nm (13S↔ 33P transition) and IR beam with a spectral range of 1675 nm - 1715 nm ( 33P↔
Rydberg n= 15- 20). These beams have been designed to be broadband enough (FWHM ≈ 110 GHz)
to cover Doppler broadening and Zeeman splitting in the 1 T cryogenic environment of the main trap
apparatus.

5. Ps laser excitation - some recent results

All the measurements presented here have been carried out in a 250 Gauss and -600 V/cm electro-
magnetic environment. Positrons have been implanted with 3.3 keV energy, for a cloud size of less
than 4 mm (full width at tenth of maximum) and 7 ns of pulse width. In order to maximize the Ps
laser excitation signal, a careful timing synchronization between positron implantation and laser shots
has been controlled via a custom field-programmable gate array (FPGA) based device. The excitation
lasers have been shined as close as possible to the convertor surface to optimize the geometric overlap
of the emitted Ps cloud and the laser spots.

5.1 The first observation of the n=3 Ps laser-excited state
We first performed laser excitation of the n=3 state of Ps at a moderate saturation regime, shining

56 µJ of the 205 nm light with a beam size of 4 mm× 6 mm. Its spectral bandwidth is about 110 GHz
(FWHM), and the temporal FWHM of the pulse is about 1.5 ns. As a diagnostic, a highly saturated
photoionization laser (λionization = 1064 nm) has been shot at the same time as the UV beam, that
dissociates any Ps that was excited toward its n=3 state. As a consequence, the laser excitation and
photoionization is translated by the quasi-instantaneous destruction of Ps, and by a reduction of the
number of o-Ps propagating in vacuum. In other words, the excitation + photoionization signals
obtained show a consequent decrease of the annihilation counts in the tails of the SSPALS spectra.
The fraction of S photoionized excited Ps atoms was evaluated from the area difference of the long-
tail of the SSPALS spectra, recorded with (AON) and without (AOFF) laser excitations, between 50
ns and 250 ns.

S (%) = 100
AOFF − AON

AOFF
(2)

By varying the wavelength of the UV laser, we were able to perform a Doppler scan of the Ps
velocity distribution. Measurements results are shown in Fig. 4 ; the central wavelength was found
to be 205.05 ±0.02 nm, in good agreement with the theoretical value of 205.0474 calculated for
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Fig. 4 The transition line of the 13S↔ 33P, ob-
tained by scanning the frequency of the UV laser,
for a constant energy of 56 µJ. The photoioniza-
tion laser was set at 50 mJ, in the high saturation
regime. Each point is the average of 15 SSPALS
shots. The continuous curve is the result of a fit
analysis that gives a Doppler broadening of the
transition line corresponding to a mean transverse
temperature of the Ps cloud of T ≈ 1300 ± 200 K.
result published in [20]

our electro-magnetic environment. At resonance, the maximum excitation signal we obtained was
S(δ = 0)= 15.5%, where δ = ω0−ωL is the detuning of the laser compared to the transition frequency.
Since the large linewidth measured for the n=1 ↔ n=3 transition was mostly due to the Doppler
broadening of the Ps cloud, we extracted a standard deviation of the o-Ps velocity in the transverse
direction of 105 m.s−1, where meaning a temperature of T ≈ 1300 ± 200 K. These results are in
agreement with previous observations of partially-thermalized emission from similar targets at low
implantation energy [21].

5.2 Rydberg excitations
We then carried out the Rydberg excitation measurements, replacing the photoionization laser by

the dedicated IR beam to perform the n=3↔ n=15 - 18 Rydberg state excitations. The UV beam was
set at resonance at 205.05 nm, with a constant 56 µJ energy, and the IR beam frequency was scanned
through λRyd = 1685 − 1715 nm, with an energy of 1.2 mJ and a spot size of 8 mm2 FWHM. The
temporal pulse width is about 4 ns (FHWM), and its spectral FWHM is around 110 GHz.
Fig. 5 a) gives a typical averaged SSPALS spectrum, for laser excitation toward the n=15 Rydberg
state(grey curve). Since excited Rydberg Ps have significantly longer lifetime than ground state o-Ps,
the laser excitation signal on SSPALS shots is first translated by a decrease in annihilation counts
during the travel of Ps∗ into vacuum, until they reach the test chamber walls and annihilate. At such
long times (t≥ 300 ns), the SSPALS shows an increase of annihilation counts in case of laser ON,
consistent with longer living Ps atoms and thus a Rydberg excitation signal.

Fig. 5 b) presents the Rydberg lines for n=15 and n=16 states. For higher n, the Zeeman and Stark
effects induced by our field conditions imply a too strong mixing of the states to be able to distinguish
them.

At resonance and for saturation regimes, the Rydberg excitation signal was found to be mainly
limited by the laser bandwidth that defines the velocity range of Ps to match the resonance. The S
parameter for the Rydberg signal has been calculated on an integration time window of 300 ns - 600
ns, and gives another indirect proof of an efficient laser excitation of the n=3 state.

6. Further improvements of H̄ production via laser interactions.

Two keys ingredients to increase the formation rate of antihydrogen via charge-exchange would
be: first, getting the antiproton plasma as cold as possible, and second, improving the overlap of
the propagating Ps∗ cloud and the trapped p̄ plasma. A possible laser-matter interaction has been
considered to reach a colder antiproton plasma, or to focus the Ps beam and increase the solid angle
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Fig. 5. a) Rydberg excitation SSPALS signal, for λIR = 1709 nm, corresponding to the transition n=3↔
n=15. Lasers set at resonance.
b) Scan of the S parameter as function of the IR wavelength in the range n = 15 - 18. The grey curves are
Gaussian fits of the n=15 and n=16 states. Results published in [20]

of the reaction, that we briefly discuss in this last section.

6.1 Towards a cold antiproton plasma
In the AEgIS proposal, a temperature of 100 mK is assumed to form efficiently a cold beam of

antihydrogen atoms to perform gravity tests. To do so, a foreseen possibility is to use cold anions to
sympathetically cool the antiproton plasma and laser cooling of anions is under study in AEgIS. The
group of A. Kellerbauer has studied the spectroscopy of atomic anions, as Os− [29] and La− [30] to
find the proper candidate, and a laser cooling scheme is under development for La−.

A parallel study plans to use molecular anions instead of atomic anions. One major problem
for applying laser cooling to molecules is to find a closed cycle of transitions, in order to avoid to
populate dark states that would stop the cooling process. Although it has already been successfully
performed for neutral diatomic molecules [28], it has never been done so far for anions. However,
this project has the great advantage to provide a larger list of possible candidates. More specifically,
one molecule has been recently selected: the C−2 anion that presents a well known spectroscopy as
well as good Franck-Condon coefficients (FC) to close with few lasers its transition X↔ B (see Fig.
6 a), green arrows scheme ). This implies that a Doppler laser cooling could be possibly considered.

Besides, a scheme to apply a Sisyphus cooling on the transition X↔ A, in a Penning-like trap
with a gradient of magnetic potential has been studied, and simulation results are encouraging [31].
The simulations have been performed using a C++ code that derives the evolutions of the external
states (position and velocity) and internal states (internal level) of a cloud of particles under external
forces, using the rate equations for stimulated absorption/emission, spontaneous decay and momen-
tum recoil. The N-body Colombian interactions, the Lorentz and gravity forces are taken into account.
A full description of the code can be found in [22]. In Fig. 6 b) , the evolution of the axial temperature
of the 200 C−2 , initialized with a Boltzmann distribution at 100 K, is presented. The particles confined
into the Penning-like trap climb potential hill generated by Zeeman effect, and loose energy during
the process. Cooling lasers are judiciously placed to transfer the particles down to the bottom’s hill.
More details about the Sisyphus cooling cycle can be found in [31]. The simulations indicate that the
cloud of C−2 can be cooled to few Kelvin in 80 ms.
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Fig. 6. C−2 level structure and simulation results of Sisyphus laser cooling. a) Electronic and vibrational
levels, as well as the optical transitions for a potential laser cooling are drawn. The green arrows show the
Doppler cooling scheme on the X↔ B transition, with a possible photodetachment (dashed green line). The
red arrows point out the transitions that could be used for a Sisyphus cooling on the X↔ A transition. The
widths of the arrows are proportional to the transition strengths given by the Franck-Condon coefficients
b) Evolution of the axial temperature (black) and number of C−2 lost (red dashes), starting from an initial
temperature of 100 K in an inhomogeneous Penning trap and cooled on the X↔A transition, with a repumping
of the X(v′′ = 1)losses [31].

The development of the test-setup has started recently at CERN. The small mass ratio between
C−2 atoms and p̄ seems to be promising for an efficient sympathetic cooling of the antiprotons, as
studied in [32].

6.2 A possible laser Doppler cooling of Ps ?
In order to increase the antihydrogen formation rate in the AEgIS setup, it would be interesting

to focus the Ps cloud that has to travel around 2 cm before reaching the antiproton plasma. For
this purpose, a Doppler laser cooling of o-Ps has been studied on the transition 13S ↔ 23P. This
cooling process has been first studied by [23], and led to non conclusive experimental trials [24, 25].
A recent publication [26] proposes a new method to cool Ps in order to reach a BEC. We present here
simulation results of the Doppler cooling of o-Ps, performed to determine its feasibility within the
AEgIS apparatus, with the dye-based laser systems we have. The same C++ code as in Sec. 6.1 has
been used.

The short lifetime of Ps (τo−Ps = 142 ns) is one of the main constraints. If we want to laser cool
the Ps on its first transition, it has to occur within tens of ns ; where the usual Doppler cooling constant
times are rather in the order of tens of ms. Positronium however has the advantageous property of
being the lightest atom, composed of an electron and its antiparticle of same mass, the positron. The
energy recoil resulting from the absorption of a single photon is then considerably more important
than for usual atoms. A useful cycle of absorption - spontaneous emission means a velocity changes

of vrecoil =
h

2 me λ
≈ 1500 m.s−1, for the laser wavelength λ = 243. nm This property compensates

for the short time constraints, since in few tens of cycles a considerable energy can be removed from
the Ps.
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Fig. 7 1D Doppler laser cooling simulations, in
free field. The velocity distributions of a cloud of
2000 Ps, initially at 1000 K (Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution), are shown for different times of laser
interaction. The top a) is probed just before the laser
cooling starts (t=0 ns). The following b), c) and d)
show the evolution of the distribution of the veloci-
ties during the cooling process. The atoms excited by
lasers get cooler, implying a reduction of the number
of atoms in the velocity range in resonance with the
lasers, indicated by the two black arrows. This leads
to an increase of the central counts, meaning an in-
crease of the numbers of slow atoms (v ≈ 0 m.s−1).

Careful checks have been taken to model such special Doppler cooling, where the huge energy
recoil perturbs the hypothesis of Brownian movement formalism usually used to calculate the Doppler
cooling strength via the radiation pressure force. Simulations have been carried out and seem to
indicate a possible effective cooling in tens of ns. In Fig. 7, the simulated 1D velocity distribution of
2000 Ps is presented, probed for different times during the laser interaction. The Ps cloud is generated
to have an initial temperature of 1000 K, following a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution.

The top histogram Fig.7 a) shows the Ps distribution before the cooling starts. The two counter-
propagating Gaussian lasers address a limited velocity range at a detuning of 2.5 cm−1, indicated by
the two black arrows in Fig.7 a). The bandwidth of the lasers has been set at ΓL = 50 GHz, rms
value. During the cooling process, the atoms in the velocity range at resonance with the lasers are
depopulated, and the number of atoms around v ≈ 0 m.s−1 increases, as shown in the b), c) and d)
distributions. At 50 ns, a clear increase of the number of the slow Ps atoms is visible (central peak at
the zero velocity ranges enhanced). After 75 ns of cooling, we can notice that the annihilation process
starts to be visible: despite the laser cooling that continues to populate the zero-velocity range of the
Ps cloud’s velocity distribution, the central peak decreases due to the o-Ps annihilation in vacuum.
The simulations have been performed for a thermal cloud of 2000 Ps at an initial temperature of 1000
K, and for a laser power of 5000 W, with 7 mm of waist (Gaussian distribution), leading to a moderate
saturation of the optical transition.

Another refinement must be taken into account in the presence of a high magnetic field that mixes
the triplet excited states with singlet state. This mixing allows fast decays toward the p-Ps ground
states that annihilates in 125 ps. This could be avoided by playing on the lasers’ polarization to only
excite pure states and keep a closed cycle of absorptions and emissions. But this solution limits the
Doppler cooling to be performed only along the magnetic axis. Fortunately, this should be applicable
for the AEgIS setup since we aim to cool the transverse velocity of the emitted Ps that corresponds
to the direction of the 1 T magnetic field of the Penning-Malmberg traps, in order to focus the cloud
in one dimension.

Laser developments are under study, since a rather long intense laser pulse is required to effec-
tively cool the atoms. More details about these simulations, and the experimental work carried out
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can be found in [33].

7. Summary and prospects

The presented measurements are the first observation of the n=3 Ps laser excited state and the
demonstration of another efficient optical path to reach Ps∗ Rydberg states. These results represent a
significant progress toward the formation of antihydrogen for the AEgIS experiment and, we believe,
have a larger interest for the antimatter community. For instance, the GBAR collaboration considers
a possible use of the n=3 Ps state to enhance their antihydrogen formation rate [27].

Possible improvements for the antihydrogen creation rate have been studied using laser-matter
interaction solutions for both cooling antiproton plasmas and focusing Ps clouds, that could open
paths to even more precise measurements as for instance gravity test on Ps [34, 35].
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