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We detail the cooling mechanisms of a Fermionic strontium-87 gas in order to study its evolution
under a non-Abelian gauge field. In contrast to our previous work reported in Ref. [1], we emphasize
here on the finite temperature effect of the gas. In addition, we provide the detail characterization
for the efficiency of atoms loading in the cross-dipole trap, the quantitative performance of the
evaporative cooling, and the characterization of a degenerate Fermi gas using a Thomas-Fermi
distribution.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gauge fields are essential ingredients of modern the-
ories in physics [2]. By promoting the well-known U(1)
Abelian gauge field of quantum electrodynamics [3], to
matrix valued non-Abelian gauge field has led to the un-
derstanding of electroweak interaction [4–6], and quan-
tum chromodynamics [7]. With the advent of quantum
simulation using ultracold atomic gases, it has now been
possible to mimic different model-Hamiltonian from high-
energy physics, condensed matter physics, astronomy [8–
14].

One particular thing that is common to all experi-
ments, to perform quantum simulation of relativistic phe-
nomena, is the competition between two specific parts
of the Hamiltonian, namely the kinetic energy with
quadratic dependence of momentum that has a disper-
sion proportional to the square-root of the temperature,
and the other term arising from atom-light interaction
that emulates the desired effect [15–18]. Therefore it is
imperative to lower the temperature such that the kinetic
energy part of the Hamiltonian becomes sub-dominant,
while the term responsible for the atom-light interaction
becomes dominant [1, 17].

In this paper, we focus on the realization of one specific
Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
− p̂ · Â

m
, (1)

where p̂ is the momentum operator, m is the atomic
mass, and Â is the gauge field that is a linear combina-
tion of Pauli matrices [1, 19]. In our experiment, different
components of Â are non-commuting, therefore the un-
derlying gauge field is non-Abelian. The second term of
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) arises from light-matter inter-
action and it is proportional to the single photon recoil
momentum [19]. Therefore, to observe the phenomena
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that arises entirely due to the second term, we need to
lower the temperature so that the kinetic energy disper-
sion becomes sub-recoil. The aim of this present paper
is to provide detail on the cooling process that has led
us to simulate the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), as reported
in Ref. [1]. Moreover, we also provide detail one the
behaviour of the damping motion of the dynamics as a
direct consequence of the weak but finite momentum dis-
persion of the gas.

The paper is organized as follows: In section II, we
detail the evaporative cooling leading to a degenerate
Fermi gas. In Section III, we discuss on the observation
of the dynamics of the ultracold gas in a two-dimension
non-Abelian gauge field. We show that the dynamic is
similar to a Zitterbewegung effect with anisotropy of the
velocity-oscillation amplitude as well as anisotropy of the
oscillation damping. Finally, we conclude in Section IV.

II. COOLING OF STRONTIUM-87 TO
DEGENERACY

The cooling of the strontium-87 atoms in our exper-
iment consists of two major steps, namely laser cooling
and evaporative cooling. The laser cooling mechanisms
have already been elaborated in Refs. [20–22]. There-
fore, we detail only the evaporative cooling that allows
to achieve a degenerate Fermi gas below the single photon
recoil energy.

After performing laser cooling in a magneto-optical
trap (MOT), we load about 3 · 106 atoms at a temper-
ature of about 6µK in a cross-dipole trap with a trap
depth of U ∼ 85µK. The two focused beams (waist
65µm) are propagating in the horizontal plane, and cross
at a 70o angle. Their powers are controlled by acousto-
optic modulators set with a 40MHz frequency difference
to average interference effect. The wavelength of the
dipole beams is 1064 nm that is far red-detuned from the
principal resonances of the strontium atom. Therefore
this off-resonant dipole trap can be used to trap atoms
in their ground-state at the high-intensity regions of the
beams for a long time in a high vacuum environment
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FIG. 1. Number of atoms loaded into the dipole trap (right
axis) and the temperature of the gas (left axis), as a function
of the maximum trap depth U . The temperature and num-
ber of atoms increases almost linearly as the U is increased.
The solid lines are linear fits to extract the slopes, as re-
ported inside the main figure. The mentioned trap depth is
for the ground state 1S0, and is estimated theoretically from
the measured power of the beams [23].

(∼ 50 s, in our case) [23].
After loading the dipole trap, we hold the beam powers

at maximal values for 3 s, to let the atoms thermalize and
for the atoms at the wings of the each Gaussian beams to
leave the trap. To characterize the loading efficiency, we
quantify the number of loaded atoms and the equilibrium
temperature for different values of trap depth, as shown
in Fig. 1. The number of atoms increases linearly, along
with a linear increase of the temperature. We see from
the linear fit of the data that for every µK of trap depth
U , we load about 4.3 · 104 more atoms into the dipole trap
at the expense of an increased temperature by 100 nK.
The number of atoms in the last stage of laser cooling
is about 15 · 106. Therefore at maximum trap depth, we
transfer around 20% of the atoms into the dipole trap.

After thermalization, we perform optical pumping to
transfer all the atoms with positive mF values of Fg =
9/2 ground states to the |Fg = 9/2,mF = 9/2〉 state,
while the atoms with negative mF values remain intact
providing thermalization during the evaporative cooling.

Our scheme for evaporative cooling is composed of
three stages, see Fig. 2(a). The first stage is the idle
evaporation of duration 3 s. Afterwards, we ramp both
beams, shown by blue and red lines, at a slightly different
rate. This is the stage-II of the evaporative cooling, and
it lasts for 2.22 s until one of the beams has a power
that is slightly above the power necessary to hold the
entire cloud against gravity, shown by the dashed black
line with power PGravity. At stage-III, the power of
one of the beams is held fixed while the other beam

continues to lower the trap depth by decreasing the
beam powers. Stage-III ends at 5.5 s. During Stage-III,
only one beam power is lowering, therefore we call this
stage 2D evaporation, in contrast to Stage-II where the
trap depth is lowered in the three spatial directions
namely a three dimension (3D) evaporation.

To quantify the full trajectory of the evaporation, we
measure the number of atoms N and the corresponding
temperature T at different time during the evaporation,
as shown in Fig. 2(b). We see a continues lowering of
the temperature accompanied by atom losses due to the
evaporation.

To quantify the efficiency of the evaporation, we look
into two particular metrics:

1. The quantity∂LogN
∂LogT : This slope estimates the ef-

ficiency of evaporation. When this quantity is smaller
than the dimensionality D of the evaporation, it implies
efficient evaporation, namely a net increase of the phase-
space density [24].

2. The quantity T/TF where TF is the Fermi temper-
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FIG. 2. (a) The evaporation trajectory in our experiment
with three different stages. The red and blue curves corre-
spond to the power of the two focused beams composing our
dipole trap.(b) The temperature (blue circles) and number of
atoms (red circles) during the evaporation trajectory.
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FIG. 3. (a) Evolution of the number of atoms as function of
the temperature in the course of the evaporation. The slope
∂LogN/∂LogT < D is a quantitative measure of the perfor-
mance of the evaporation [24], where D is the dimensionality
of the evaporation. The solid lines are linear fits of the ex-
perimental data shown in blue dots. (b) Evolution of the
degeneracy parameter T/TF as function of the temperature
in the course of the evaporation

ature of the gas: A smaller value below unity implies a
gas that going more into the degenerate regime.

These two metrics are shown in Fig. 3. In Fig. 3(a), we
see that during Stage-II, the evaporation is extremely effi-
cient as the slope 0.48 in the log-log scale is much smaller
than the dimensionality D = 3. However, the efficiency
drops during Stage-III. Nevertheless, the slope 1.1 is still
larger than the dimensionalityD = 2. The decrease in ef-
ficiency during the later stage of evaporation is expected
for a fermionic species since the Pauli exclusion principle
inhibits the collisions among the atoms with same inter-
nal state, when the gas enters into the degenerate regime.
The Pauli blockade is also manifested in the right panel
of Fig. 3, near the end of Stage-III, via the flattening of
the T/TF.

At the end of evaporation, we are left with a gas of
3.7 · 104 atoms in the state |Fg = 9/2, mF = 9/2〉 at a
temperature of ∼30 nK with T/TF = 0.21. In or-

FIG. 4. (a) A thermal gas at T/TF = 3.1 after 13 ms of time-
of-flight. The optical density fits well with both the Gaussian
(Maxwell-Boltzmann) and Thomas-Fermi distribution, indi-
cating that the gas is essentially a classical gas. (b) Degen-
erate Fermi gas at T/TF = 0.21 after 13 ms of time-of-flight.
The Thomas-Fermi distribution gives the best fit while the
Gaussian fit overestimates near the center of the cloud. Here,
the fit is performed using the tails of the distribution, where
the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution remains a good approx-
imation.

der to extract the relevant thermodynamic quantities of
the gas, we fit the momentum distribution of the gas
with Thomas-Fermi distribution (see [17] for detail). In
Fig. 4(a) a thermal gas at T/TF = 3.1 where the momen-
tum distribution of the gas is well described by the Gaus-
sian function capturing a classical Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution. Note that at high values of T/TF, Thomas-
Fermi distribution reduces to a Maxwell-Boltzmann mo-
mentum distribution [17, 25]. In contrast, a degenerate
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Fermi gas deviates from the Maxwell-Boltzmann distri-
bution, as shown in Fig. 4b for T/TF = 0.21. The essen-
tial signature of the degeneracy is the overshoot of the
Maxwell-Boltzmann momentum distribution, seen via
the integrated optical density along each axis in Fig. 4b.

After evaporation, the atoms are either in
|Fg = 9/2, mF = 9/2〉 or in |Fg = 9/2, mF < 0〉.
The mF < 0 atoms are necessary to thermalize the
atoms in mF = 9/2 during evaporation, but remain
spectators for our experiment with the gauge field. As
we prepare a cold gas with a temperature of 40− 50 nK,
we turn-on the appropriate laser beams to create the
artificial non-Abelian gauge field for atoms in mF = 9/2
only and observe the evolution of the ultracold gas in
the gauge field, as described in the following section.

III. EVOLUTION IN A TWO-DIMENSION
NON-ABELIAN GAUGE FIELD

We realize a 2D non-Abelian gauge field, where the
governing Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (1). With the
explicit form of the realized gauge field Â, the matrix
form of the Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
+

~k
2
√

3m

[
−
√

3 (3p̂x + p̂y) (p̂y − p̂x)
(p̂y − p̂x) 1√

3
(3p̂x + p̂y) ,

]
(2)

where p̂x,y are the two components of the momentum
operator, and k is the wave number of the laser beams
that create the artificial gauge field. The Hamilto-
nian is expressed in the so-called dark-state basis of
a tripod scheme [1, 19, 26]. The latter consists of
three ground states optically coupled to a unique ex-
cited state. The tripod is made of the ground states
|Fg = 9/2,mF = 5/2〉 ≡ |5/2〉g, |Fg = 9/2,mF = 7/2〉 ≡
|7/2〉g, |Fg = 9/2,mF = 9/2〉 ≡ |9/2〉g, whereas the ex-
cited state is |Fe = 9/2,mF = 7/2〉 ≡ |7/2〉e, as depicted
in Fig. 5. The two dark states, extracted from the
dressed state picture, are degenerated and read,

|D1〉 =
e−2ikx|5/2〉g − e−ik(x+y)|7/2〉g√

2
, (3)

|D2〉 =
e−2ikx|5/2〉g + e−ik(x+y)|7/2〉g − 2|9/2〉g√

6
, (4)

if the Rabi frequencies of the tripod beams are the same
(210 kHz in our experiment). We note that those states
do not contain the excited state and are thus immune to
decoherence by spontaneous emission processes. In con-
trary, two other states that complete the basis are called
bright states because they contain the excited state. For-
tunately, they can be energetically decoupled to the dark
states (adiabatic approximation). We perform our ex-
periment under this regime, namely in the dark state
manifold as discussed in Refs. [1, 27]

To transfer the atoms from |9/2〉g into a dark state,
we turn-on the two beams with polarization σ+ and π

|7/2⟩
|9/2⟩

1S0

F=9/2

3P1

|7/2⟩
F=9/2

σ+ π σ‑

|5/2⟩

x

y g

e

g
g

σ+ σ‑

π

B

Strontium-87 atom

FIG. 5. Schematic of an atom showing the internal tripod
scheme. The tripod is resonantly coupled with two counter-
propagating laser beams along the x-axis with polarizations
σ+ and σ+, and a third beam with π polarization along the
y-axis (red arrows). A magnetic field of 67G along the x-axis
allows to isolate the tripod scheme within the Fg = 9/2 →
Fe = 9/2 hyperfine transition of the intercombination line.

shown in Fig. 5. After 1 µs, we adiabatically turn-on the
beam with polarization σ− that addresses the atoms in
|9/2〉g. This scheme allows to populate the dark-state
|D2〉 of Eq. (4).

After preparing the ultracold gas in the dark-state
|D2〉, we observe its dynamics at different mean momen-
tum P with magnitude P0 at an angle Θ with respect to
the x-axis, as shown in Fig. 6. With fluorescence imag-
ing, we measure the population PmF in the ground states
mF . Afterwards, we convert to the velocity along x- and
y-axis via the relations [1]:

vx = −vr(2P5/2 + P7/2), vy = −vrP7/2,

where vr = ~k/m is the single photon recoil velocity.
As shown in Fig. 6, the velocity oscillation depends

strongly on the mean momentum of the atoms along with
the angle Θ. We extract the amplitudes of both the com-
ponents of the velocity as a function of Θ for a fixed value
of P0 and show it in Fig. 7. Here we see that amplitudes
of each axis varies strongly as a function of the Θ for a
fixed value of P0 = 4

√
2 given in recoil momentum unit.

The expression of the velocity-components at finite tem-
perature T read [1]

vx (P0,Θ; t) ≈ vx1 + vx0 · cos (ω · t) · exp
[
−
(
t
τ

)2]
,

vy (P0,Θ; t) ≈ vy1 + vy0 · cos (ω · t) · exp
[
−
(
t
τ

)2]
,

ω = 2k
3mP0

√
(2 + cos (2Θ)),

τ = 3
k

√
m

2kBT

√
2+cos(2Θ)

5+4 cos(2Θ) ,

(5)
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where the momentum distribution of the gas is approx-
imated by a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution. The offset
and the amplitude of each velocity component reads:

vx1 = ~k
m · sin(2Θ)−cos(2Θ)−5

4(2+cos(2Θ)) ,

vx0 = ~k
m · 1√

2
·

sin(Θ) sin(Θ−π4 )
(2+cos(2Θ)) ;

vy1 = ~k
m · 3 sin(2Θ)−5 cos(2Θ)−7

12(2+cos(2Θ)) ,

vy0 = ~k
m · 1√

2
·

cos(Θ) sin(π4−Θ)
(2+cos(2Θ)) .

(6)

The frequency of the velocity oscillation ω in Eq. (5)
depends both on the magnitude and the angle of P while
the amplitudes of the motion given by the expressions in
Eq. (6) depend only on the angle Θ. This Θ-dependence
leads to the anisotropic behaviour observed in the ex-
periment. Note that both velocity components vanish
at Θ = π/4 and 5π/4. At these angles, the dark-state
|D2〉, which is the initial state for all the experiments, is
an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian, and this leads to the
suppression of the oscillation [1].

The anisotropy of the damping time τ of the veloc-
ity oscillation is shown in Figs. 8. Here we see that the
damping time τ (Orange circles) depends on the direc-
tion of the mean momentum imparted on the atoms. The
solid blue curve is the theory prediction of τ from Eq. (5)
where we have used a Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity dis-
tribution. Note that although the theory captures the
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FIG. 6. Population and the corresponding velocity for dif-
ferent pushing momentum and angles. (a)-(b) the population
PmF of the three atomic ground states. (c)-(d) The compo-
nents of velocity extracted from the population of the corre-
sponding column. The magnitude of pushing P0 is in unit
of recoil momentum, and the direction is given by Θ. The
dots are the extracted values of from experiments, and the
solid curves are the numerical calculation using Heisenberg
equation of motion without free fitting parameters [1].
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FIG. 7. (a) The amplitude of the x-component of the velocity.
(b) Amplitude of the y-component of the velocity. The inset
of (b) show the non-zero momentum of the atomic wavepacket
(schematically shown as a blue disk), with magnitude P0 =
4
√

2 at an angle Θ with the x-axis. Note that the solid strips
on both (a) and (b) are theory prediction given by Eq. 6 while
accounting for finite ramping time of the tripod laser.

trend of the experimental data, the estimation from the-
ory generally overestimates the damping time measured
in the experiment. We also performed a simulation of the
dynamic of the gas using the Hamiltonian 1 in the Heisen-
berg approach. We then fit the damping of the oscillation
using an exponential decay. With a Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution (black stars), the fitted decay time is in per-
fect agreement with the theory prediction from Eq. (5).
We also take into account the role of the Fermi statis-
tic, with decays obtained for T/TF = 0.3 (T/TF = 0.2)
corresponding to the red squares (green diamonds). The
reduction of the damping time with a Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution can be simply understood by a reduction of the
low momentum population with respect to the Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we described the loading of atoms in a
cross-dipole trap and evaporative cooling to reach a de-
generate Fermi gas with T/TF = 0.21. The evaporative
cooling of the atoms with proper characterization of the
efficiency is described in detail. This cold gas is used fur-
ther to observe the anisotropic Zitterbewegung dynamics
of the ultracold gas in a 2D non-Abelian gauge field. The
role of Fermi degeneracy is emphasized to understand ex-
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FIG. 8. Damping time τ of the velocity. The orange cir-
cles are the result of the fitting with an damped oscillation
of the experimental data. The plain blue curve is the theory
prediction from Eq. (5). The black stars, red squares, and
green diamonds correspond to a simulation with a Maxwell-
Boltzmann, a Fermi-Dirac distribution with T/TF = 0.3, and
a Fermi-Dirac distribution with T/TF = 0.2, respectively.
The fitting procedure is disregarded at the vicinity of Θ = π/4
and Θ = 5π/4 where the oscillation vanishes.

tra damping of the velocity dynamics.
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