Controllable Production of Degenerate Fermi Gases of 6 Li Atoms in the 2D-3D Crossover
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The many-body physics in the dimensional crossover regime attracts much attention in cold atom experiments,
but yet to explore systematically. One of the technical difficulties existed in the experiments is the lack of the
experimental technique to quantitatively tune the atom occupation ratio of the different lattice bands. In this
letter, we report such techniques in a process of transferring a 3D Fermi gas into a 1D optical lattice, where
the capability of tuning the occupation of the energy band is realized by varying the trapping potentials of the
optical dipole trap (ODT) and the lattice, respectively. We could tune a Fermi gas with the occupation in the
lowest band from unity to 50% quantitatively. This provides a route to experimentally study the dependence of
many-body interaction on the dimensionality in a Fermi gas.

Over the past decades, experiments of 2D Fermi gases
have attracted significant interest since they provide a highly
controllable tool to explore many-body physics in the flatland. The experimental progress includes, but not limited
to, the preparation and production of 2D Fermi gas [1, 2],
the observation of dimension-modified interaction [3] and polaron [4, 5], thermodynamic measurements of the equation
of the states [6–9], radio-frequency spectrum [10–14], observation of paring and Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless phase
transition [15–18], the measurements of the transport properties [19–21], the measurements of the collective mode for
quantum anomaly [22–25], and the realization of the Josephson junction [26]. However, most of these experiments were
focused on the dependence of many-body physics on the interaction strength as well as the temperature, the rich physics of
such dependence on the dimensionality crossover is lesser explored [2, 12, 24, 27], because of lacking a highly controllable
way to produce Fermi gases in the 2D-3D crossover. In contrast, there exist fascinating physics in this crossover regime,
such as a contact with non-integer dimensionality, the dimensional evolution of quantum anomaly, and the possible higher
temperature superfluidity, etc.
In this letter, we report the production of degenerate Fermi
gases of 6 Li atoms in the 2D-3D crossover in a controllable
way. The scheme applies a transfer of a 3D Fermi gas in an
optical dipole trap (ODT) into a one-dimensional (1D) optical
lattice, where the capability of tuning the occupation of the
energy band is realized by varying the atom temperature in
the ODT, so that the band occupation can be determined by
the relation between the energy distribution of the atom and
the energy gap along the tight confinement direction of the
lattice.
The schematic diagram of the experimental setup is shown
in Fig. 1. A single frequency, linearly polarized laser at
λ = 1064 nm with a typical linewidth of 1 kHz(Coherent
Prometheus 100NE) is used to form a 1D optical lattice. After passing through an acousto-optic modulator (AOM, CETC
SGT80-1064-1TA), the laser is coupled into a single-mode
polarization-maintaining fiber with a coreless end cap to en-

FIG. 1. The schematic diagram of the experimental setup for 1D
optical lattice, the ODT, and absorption image beam. The lattice
potential is shown in the inset. PBS is the polarizing beam splitter.
λ/2 is the half-wave plate.

sure that the induced optical lattice has a good Gaussian distribution under a higher laser power. To keep the power of the
two beams for the lattice to be stable, two pairs of the halfwave plate and PBS are placed behind the collimator. Then the
beam is split into two beams of the same power and polarization (z-axis). The two beams travel through roughly the same
optical path and are focused by the lens into the center of the
experimental chamber. Thus the potential for trapping atoms
in the center of the chamber is a combination of an optical lattice in the x-axis (lattice axial direction) and Gaussian-shape
confinement in the yz-plane (lattice radial direction). At the
bottom of each lattice site, the potential is nearly harmonic.
In our experiment, the angle between the two crossed beams
is 2θ = 20◦ . The power of each beam is 0.53 W, and the
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Gaussian radius of the beam is about 123 µm in the center of
the chamber. The lattice constant d = λ/(2 sin θ) = 3.06
µm. The maximum trap depth value is 127.3ER , where
2
ER = (2π~ sin θ) / 2mλ2 is the recoil energy. ~ is Planck’s
constant. m is the mass of the 6 Li atom. Atoms are typically
trapped at 1/3 of the diameter of a Gaussian beam, as shown
in Fig. 1. In our case, the axial length forming the lattice
is about 83 µm, forming about 27 lattice sites. The average
depth of the lattice is U0 = 118.6ER = 5.4~ωx = kB · 5
µK, where kB is Boltzmann’s constant. In the following, we
ignored the difference between the lattice sites and treat each
lattice site as the same using the average lattice depth. Each
lattice site is strongly anisotropic, the ratio of trap frequencies
of the central site is ωx : ωy : ωz ≈ 514 : 1 : 5.76. When the
trap depth value is 60ER , the tunneling time is 5 s [1], which
is much longer than the typical 2D experimental time of 100
ms. Therefore, when the trap depth is more than 60ER , tunneling between the different lattice sites is negligible, and the
Fermi gas remains kinematically two-dimensional.

FIG. 2. Typical experimental sequence for the production of quasi2D Fermi gases. We keep the lattice depth for 10 ms and wait for
thermal equilibrium when the lattice depth reaches the desired depth.
After that, we choose to abruptly turn off the lattice or do band mapping, then let the atom cloud expand and take the images.

We produce the ultracold Fermi gases in the ODT [28, 29]
and transfer gases to a 1D optical lattice to produce quasi2D degenerate Fermi gases. The crossed beams ODT with
a crossed angle of 12◦ is made by a 100 W fiber laser at
1064 nm (IPG Photonics YLR-100-LP). The Gaussian radius
of the beams at the center of the chamber is 37 µm. The
maximum ODT depth is kB · 5.6 mK. As shown in Fig. 2,
a typical experimental procedure is described in the following steps. First, about 2 × 108 atoms at a temperature of
300 µK are trapped in a magneto-optical trap (MOT). Second, we transfer the atoms from MOT to ODT for evaporative cooling, typically lowering the ODT depth to several
µK. In our experiment, we use the two lowest-energy hyperfine ground states of 6 Li, 22 S1/2 , F = 1/2, mF = 1/2 and
22 S1/2 , F = 1/2, mF = −1/2 , usually labeled |1i and |2i,
respectively. A radio-frequency pulse is then applied to produce a 50:50 mixture of atoms in |1i and |2i. At this point,
there are about 5×105 atoms per spin state in the ODT. Third,
starting from the ODT depth dropping to several µK, we ramp
up the lattice depth from 1 µK to 4.4 µK with an exponential

ramp of 160 ms, while the ODT is kept for 100 ms before
turning off. Afterward, the lattice depth is kept stationary for
90 ms. Then the lattice depth is exponentially decreased to
the desired depth at 230 ms for further evaporative cooling.
Eventually, we have about 1.5 × 105 atoms per spin state in
the lattice.
In ultracold Fermi gases, we can realize two different 2D3D dimensional crossover mechanisms. One is band occupation dimensional crossover and the other is interparticle
scattering dimensional crossover. Band occupation dimensional crossover refers to the atoms occupying different energy bands in the lattice. A noninteracting Fermi gas is kinematically two-dimensional when the effective global chemical potential of the gas (compare to the average lattice depth)
µ < 3/2~ωx and the atoms occupy only the lowest energy
band in the lattice, where ~ωx is the energy level gap from the
ground state to the first excited state in the tight-binding direction. In this case, the atom has only two energy level degrees
of freedom in the weakly bound direction. At zero temperature, the maximum number of atoms allowed in each lattice
site satisfies the 2D condition is N2D = η (η + 1) /2 [2],
√
where η = ωx / ωy ωz . If µ > 3/2~ωx , atoms occupy
multiple energy bands and the Fermi gases are in the 2D3D crossover. Interparticle scattering dimensional crossover
means that the characteristic length of the binding potential in
the tight-binding direction is larger or smaller than the scattering length between particles. The scattering properties between particles will also be different in the 2D-3D crossover.
In our experiment, although N2D is 2.3 × 104 larger than
the atoms in each lattice site with a typical value of 5.5 × 103 ,
we can still quantitatively change the atom occupation in the
higher bands. To increase the occupation of the higher bands
occupation, we increase the ODT depth when the atoms are
transferred from the ODT, so that the atoms have enough energy to occupy the higher bands. On the contrary, to decrease
the occupation of the higher bands, we lower the lattice depth
after the atoms are transferred to the lattice, to let atoms in the
higher bands evaporate.
We get the band occupation information by taking the absorption images. So far, it is not possible for us to directly
take individual images of each lattice site because of the image
resolution. We took two kinds of images. One is to abruptly
turn off the lattice, let the atom cloud expand for the time of
flight (TOF) and then take the images. The other one is band
mapping [30–36], in which we obtain the information of the
chemical potential, and analyze the ratio of the atoms occupying the different energy bands. The band mapping is achieved
by gradually ramping down the lattice potential adiabatically
over a suitable timescale. This timescale needs to be faster
than the tunneling time of the lowest energy band of the lattice, so that the occupations of the different quasi-momentum
states remain constant during the lowering process. In addition, this timescale also needs to be slow enough so that different quasi-momentum states can be adiabatically transformed
into the corresponding momentum states. By doing this, the
Bloch waves in the lattice will adiabatically transform into the
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FIG. 3. The column density (a)(d), axial (b)(e) and radial (c)(f) atom spatial density distribution (normalized) after abruptly turn-off and band
mapping, respectively.

plane waves. Correspondingly, the quasi-momentum distribution of atoms in the lattice is transformed into the momentum
distribution of the atoms when the lattice is off. Following
a ballistic expansion after the band mapping, the momentum
distribution is then transformed into the spatial density distribution of the atoms.
We first take the image by abruptly turning off the lattice,
as shown in Fig. 3(a). The TOF after abrupt turn off is 5
ms, which is a trade-off to obtain more image data points and
maintain a high signal-to-noise ratio. The lattice depth before
turn off is 105ER , and the bias magnetic field during expansion is 300 G. The axial and radial distribution is Fig. 3(b) and
Fig. 3(c) respectively. The temperature of the gas is obtained
from radial distribution by fitting with 2D Thomas-Fermi distribution. The radial spatial density distribution can be described by [1, 38]


 23





2

/σz2



T
µ/EF − z
2Na
n (z) = − √
Li 32 − exp
T /TF
πσz TF
(1)
p
2 ) is the Fermi radius. E
where
σ
=
2E
/(mω
=
z
F
F
z
√
√
~ω̄ 2Na is the Fermi energy, ω̄ = ωy ωz . Na is the number of atoms per spin state in a lattice site. TF = EF /kB
is the Fermi temperature. Li (x) is the Polylogarithm. The
T /TF fitted by 2D Thomas-Fermi distribution in Fig. 3(c) is
0.66 ± 0.06, which indicates the temperature is 359 ± 31 nK.
Second, we implement the band mapping by ramping down
the lattice potential to 0.01U0 = 1.186ER with an exponential
ramp of 2.8 ms, as shown in Fig. 3(d). When the lattice depth
is 1.186ER , the absolute depth of the lattice is not enough to
trap the atoms any more, and the atoms begin to expand. After
that, it expands freely before taking the images. The TOF after

band mapping is 12.8 ms. The axial and radial distribution is
Fig. 3(e) and Fig. 3(f), respectively. As shown in Fig. 3(e),
the atoms are step-distribution along the lattice axial direction.
For the radial distribution, it’s about a Gaussian distribution,
as shown in Fig. 3(f).
We can fit both Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 3(e) using the method
of Wigner function [35, 37].
The fitting equation is
W (x) by replacing the Wigner function W (p) with p =
mωmag x/sin (ωmag t). Since the gases expansion is affected
by the magnetic field curvature as a harmonic trap, we use
the equations of motion for a classical particle in a harmonic
trap to describe the gas motion by ignoring the initial position
distribution of the atoms, where ωmag is the frequency of the
magnetic trapping potential in the lattice axial direction.
The Wigner function related to the momentum distribution
of atoms in the lattices is given by
W (p) =

p

X
1X µ
2
α
Pα (q)
Cq+G
δ
−q−G
~ α,q
~

(2)

G

α
where δ is the Dirac delta function. Cq+G
is a coefficent determined by the Bloch wave function in a 1D optical lattice
with

ψqα (x) = √

1 X α
Cq+G exp [i (q + G) x]
Nd G

(3)

α
We obtain the value of Cq+G
by solving the time-independent
Schrodinger equation in a 1D lattice [35], where N is the total
number of lattice sites. d is the lattice constant. α is the band
index. q = 2nπ/(N d) is the quasi-momentum in the lattice,
−π/d 6 q 6 π/d. G = 2nπ/d is the reciprocal lattice vector,
n is an integer.
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FIG. 4. The atom spatial density distribution along the lattice axial direction when the lattice depth changes. (a) The lattice depth is 14.1ER ,
also similar in Fig. 3, the fitting give µ = 13.7 ± 0.2ER > 3/2~ωx = 11.3ER , T /TF = 0.70 ± 0.10, T = 99 ± 14 nK, there are about 87%
of atoms in the lowest band. (b) The lattice depth is 9.6ER , µ = 10.0 ± 0.1ER ≈ 3/2~ωx = 9.3ER , T /TF = 0.72 ± 0.03, T = 75 ± 3 nK,
there are about 91% of atoms in the lowest band. (c) The lattice depth is 4.5ER , µ = 4.5±0.3ER < 3/2~ωx = 6.3ER , T /TF = 0.84±0.44,
T = 50 ± 27 nK, all the atoms are in the lowest band. The numbers of atom are 1.2 × 105 , 1.0 × 105 , and 7 × 104 from (a) to (c), respectively.
As the lattice depth decreases, the atoms in the higher bands escape from the lattice.

Pαµ (q) is the probability that the atom is in the Bloch state
with quasi-momentum q and band index α when the chemical
potential is µ. In our experiment, we treat the gas with zero
temperature, so the probability can be described by
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where Eα (q) is the energy that the atom is in the Bloch state
with quasi-momentum q and band index α. Θ is the Heaviside
α
of Eq. (2) are
step function. For Fig. 3(b), Pαµ (q) and Cq+G
both corresponding to the lattice depth before it is abruptly
turned off. For Fig. 3(e), Pαµ (q) still corresponds to the lattice
α
corresponds
depth before the tarp is lowered down, but Cq+G
to the lattice depth after band mapping.
Fitting Fig. 3(b) gives µ = 44.0 ± 1.0ER , there are about
84% of atoms in the lowest band. Fitting Fig. 3(e) gives
µ = 39.1 ± 0.3ER > 3/2~ωx = 30.7ER , there are about
90% of atoms in the lowest band. Notice that the TOF of
the two images are different, which may result in the different effects of the initial spatial distribution on the momentum
distribution. In (e), the TOF is close to T /4 corresponding to
ωmag /2π = 18.8 ± 0.3 Hz, so that the effect of the initial
spatial distribution is minimized [35, 39].
To tune the occupation of the energy band, we first vary the
lattice depth before it is turned off. As shown in Fig. 4, the
lattice is lower down from (a) to (c), and the atoms occupying
the higher bands escape from the trap, which leads to an increase in the percentage of atoms occupying the lowest band.
We load a lattice of 25ER with an ODT around 80ER , where
most atoms occupy the lowest two lattice bands, then we decrease the lattice depth to change the percentage of atoms in
the lowest band. In Fig. 5(a), we plot the dependence of the
percentage of atoms occupying the lowest band and T /TF of
Fermi gas on lattice depth. Above 8ER , the proportion of
the atom occupancy in the lowest band does not vary significantly with the decrease of the trap depth, Because the lattice
depth is well larger than the energy of the excited bands, so
the weakly-interacting atoms have no significant evaporative
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FIG. 5. The percentage of atoms occupying the lowest band and
T /TF of Fermi gases versus the lattice depth (a) and the ODT depth
when loading the lattice (b). Notice that the percentage data in (b) is
derived from the fitting of the axial distribution of abruptly turn-off.
Because TOF is less than T /4, the fitting result has a systematic error. In this letter, all the errorbar of data is the one standard deviation
of image fitting.

effect, and T /TF is no significant change. Below 8ER , it is
observed that the percentage of atoms in the lowest band increase with the decrease of the lattice depth. The reason is that
when the lattice depth approaches 7.5ER , it will not support
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the first excited band any more, so most atoms in the excited
bands evaporate, and almost all the atoms are in the lowest
band.
The second way to tune the occupation of the energy band
is to vary the gas temperature in the ODT. The gas temperature
is varied by changing the ODT depth when loading the lattice,
where the higher lattice depth gives a higher gas temperature.
For example, we load a lattice of 119ER with an ODT around
26ER , where we increase the ODT depth to change the percentage of atoms occupying the lowest band. As shown in
Fig. 5(b), when the ODT depth increase, the gas is hotter and
more atoms occupy higher energy bands, resulting in a significant decrease of the percentage of atoms in the lowest band.
Since the T /TF of the gas in the ODT is higher, we observe
that the T /TF in the lattice is also higher.
In summary, we have produced a quasi-2D degenerate
Fermi gas by transforming a Fermi gas in the ODT into a 1D
optical lattice. We develop two methods to quantitatively control the percentage of atoms in the lowest lattice band either
by varying the lattice depth or changing the ODT depth during
the lattice loading. By varying the lattice depth, we could prepare a Fermi gas with the occupation in the lowest band from
unity to 80%. For varying the ODT depth, we could produce
Fermi gases with the occupation in the lowest band from 80%
to 50%. These methods together could quantitatively control
the ultracold Fermi gas in the 2D-3D crossover and promote
further research on the relationship between many-body interaction and the dimensionality of the system.
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