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W e have dem onstrated production of antihydrogen in a 1T solenoidalm agnetic eld. This eld
strength is signi cantly an aller than that used in the rst generation experin ents ATHENA (3T)
and ATRAP (5T). The motivation for using a sm aller m agnetic eld is to facilitate trapping of
antihydrogen atom s In a neutral atom trap surrounding the production region. W e report the
results of m easurem ents w ith the ALPHA (A ntihydrogen Laser PH ysics A pparatus) device, which
can capture and coolantiprotonsat 3T ,and then m ix the antiprotonsw ith positronsat 1T .W e infer
antihydrogen production from the tin e structure of antiproton anniilations during m ixing, using
m ixing w ith heated positrons as the null experin ent, as dem onstrated In ATHENA . In plications

for antthydrogen trapping are discussed.

C od antihydrogen atom swere rst synthesized and de—
tected in 2002 ﬂ] by the ATHENA collaboration at the
CERN Antiproton D ecelerator (AD ) [2]. The neutralan-
thydrogen atom s were not con ned; n fact, ATHENA
detected the annihilation of the antiproton and positron
In spatial and tem poral coincidence to dem onstrate an-
thhydrogen production. The ATRAP collaboration re-
ported a sin ilar result, using an indirect detection tech-
nique based on eld lonization B], shortly thereafter. In
both of the nitial experim ents, antthydrogen was pro—
duced by m erging plasm as ofantiprotons and positrons in
Iiquid heliim cooled Penning traps. ATHENA observed
peak antihydrogen production ratesofup to about 400H z
Q ], Inm ediately suggesting that an experin ent to trap
the neutral antiatom s could be feasible. Trapping of an—
thydrogen is probably necessary, if the long-term goal
of perform ing precision spectroscopy of antihydrogen is
to be realized. G ravitational studies using antihydrogen
w ill aln ost certainly require trapped antiatom s.

W e have constructed the rst apparatus designed to
produce and trap antihhydrogen. The ALPHA (A ntihy-
drogen Laser PH ysics A pparatus) device com bines an-—
thydrogen synthesis Penning traps with a superposed
m agnetic gradient trap for neutrals. This device fea-
tures a transverse octupole winding and a unigue lon-
gitudinalm agnetic eld con guration involving m ultiple
solenoidalw indings E], designed to optin ize antiproton
capture, antihydrogen production rate, and antihydro-

gen trapping probability. In this Letter, we dem onstrate
antihydrogen production at 1T In thismultiple solenoid
con guration.

Neutral atom s, or antiatom s, can be trapped by ex—
ploiting the interaction of theirm agnetic dijpolem om ents
w ith an inhom ogeneousm agnetic eld. A potentialwell
can be form ed using a m Inim um B con guration,as st
described by Pritchard [d]. The Io ePritchard con g-
uration utilizes a cylindrical quadrupole for transverse
con nem ent and solenoidalm irror coils for creating the
Iongitudinalwell. The ALPHA apparatus, illustrated In
Figure[dl, replaces the quadrupole w ith an octupole, in
order to m Inim ize perturbations that could lead to loss
of the charged particle plaan as used to form antihydro-
gen. M ost laboratory Penning trap plasm as are stored
n solenodal eldshaving high uniform ity and rotational
symm etry, since the plasn as depend on this symm etry
for their longtem stability ﬂ}. T he deleterious e ects
of a quadrupole el and the advantages of the octupole
con guration are described elsew here E,,,]. An
earlier experim ent in the ALPHA apparatus ] showed
that positrons and antiprotons can be stored in a strong
octupole eld for tin es com parable to those needed to
produce antthydrogen in ATHENA .

The solenoidal eld needed to con ne charged antin at-
ter particles represents a m a pr challenge for the design
of an e ective antihydrogen trap. The trap depth of a
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FIG . 1l: Schem atic diagram of the ALPHA apparatus. The
graph show s the on-axis longitudinalm agnetic eld due to the
solenoids and m irror coils. The blue (red) curve is the eld
w ith (w ithout) the inner solenoid energized.

neutral trap is given by

U= @Bnax Buin )i (1)

where is the antiatom ‘s m agnetic dipole m om ent and
Bunax and By, iy are the maxinum and m ininum m ag-
netic eld strengths in the device. In a com bined Pen-
ning/neutralatom trap, the solenoidal eld for the Pen-—
ning trap is By in - Longitudinally, By, ax is given by

Brnax=Bs+ Bn s (2)

where B is the solenoid eld and B, is the peak eld
due to the m irror coil. Transversely, we have

q
Bmax = B52+Bw2; (3)
where B, isthe transverse eld strength ofthem ultipole
at the Inner wall of the Penning trap.
The maxinum trapping elds obtainable are funda—
m entally determ ined by the critical current in the super-
conductor used to generate the eld. The critical cur-
rent is In tum larger for am aller extermal eld strength.
T hus the solenoidal eld should be assn allaspossible to
m axin ize the trap depth. Q uantitatively, a trap depth of
1T providesabout 0.7K of trapping potential for ground
state antthydrogen. (Note that the highly excited anti-
hydrogen states observed n ATRAP and ATHENA m ay
have signi cantly lJarger m agnetic m om ents and thus be
m ore trappable. Cold rubidiim atom s in highly excited
R ydberg states have recently been trapped [13]1n a su—
perconducting Io ePritchard trap.) A ssum ing that the
maxinum eld strength in the superconductor is 45T,
a background solenoidal eld of 3 or 5T represents an
undesirably large bias eld for the trap. T he situation is
exacerbated by the fact that the inner wall of the Pen-
ning trap is radially separated by a few mm from the
Innemm ost superconducting w indings, due to the thick—
ness of the m agnet support structure and of the Penning
trap itself. The loss of useful eld strength in this dis-
tance isparticularly signi cant for higher orderm ultipole
m agnets.

In the absence ofa neutraltrap, a large solenoidal eld
is desirable form ost agpects of the antihydrogen produc—
tion cycle. The antiprotons from the AD are slowed in
a foil ( naldegrader in Figure[l) from 53M &V to 5keV
or less before trapping. T he beam , which is partially fo-
cused by traversing the fringe eld of the solenoid, has
a transverse size of a few mm at the foil. Scattering
in the foil adds divergence to the beam . T he solenoidal

eld strength and the transverse size of the Penning trap
electrodes (33.6mm diam eter for the ALPHA catching
trap) thus determ ine what fraction of the slowed parti-
cles can be transversely con ned. High magnetic eld
is also favored by considerations of cyclotron radiation
cooling tim es for electrons and positrons, positron and
antiproton plasm a density (and thus antihydrogen pro-
duction rate), and plasm a storage lifetin es.

In the follow ing w e concentrate on m anjpulationsw ith—
out the transverse octupole eld energized. A m easure-
m ent of the relative antiproton capture e ciency versus
solenoid el strength in ALPHA is shown in Figure[d.
For this m easuram ent, the antiproton bunch from the
AD, containing typically 2 107 particles in 200ns, was
slow ed and trapped by pulsing the 5kV antiproton catch—
ing trap; see Figure[ll. The "hot" antiprotons were then
held for 500m s, before being released onto the nalde-
grader (see Figure[ll), where they annihilate. The anni-
hilation products (charged pions) w ere counted using the
extemal scintillation detectors (Figure 1). T he m agnetic

ed was provided by the ALPHA doubl solenoid sys—
tem . Themain (extemal) solenoidd washeldd at 1T, and
the internal solenoid was varied from zero to 2T . The
3T eld is about a factor of eight m ore e ective than a
1T ed for capturing antiprotons, so the use of a sin-
gle solenoid at ow eld for a com bined apparatus seam s
ill advised. The ALPHA double solenoid is designed to
catch antiprotonsat 3T and to produce antihydrogen at
1T in the com bined neutral/Penning trap. In the follow —
ing we dem onstrate that the anticipated reductions In
positron and antiproton density In the 1T eld are not
prohibitive for antihydrogen production.

For each m ixing cycle w ith positrons to produce anti-
hydrogen, three bunches ofantiprotons from theAD were
captured, cooled through interactions w ith a previously
lobaded plaana of cold electrons, and then transferred
(w ithout electrons) to a potential well ad pcent to the
m ixing region in the 1T el region; see Figure[d. The
left m irror coil (ad pcent to the Inner solenoid) was ener—
gized to provide a sm ooth transition from the 3T region
to the 1T region. This transfer was accom plished w ith
typically less than 10% loss in antiprotons. T he antipro-
tons were then ngcted Into the m ixing region, which
has the potential con guration of a nested Penning trap
[14] (Figure 3a), containing positrons from the ALPHA
positron accum ulator [15]. T ypicalparticle num bersw ere
7000 antiprotons incted into 30 m illion positrons. T he
entire trapping apparatus iscooled to 4 K by the cryostat
for the Inner superconducting m agnets.

T he antiprotons, which are Injcted into the positron
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FIG . 2: Relative antiproton capture e ciency versus m ag—
netic eld strength. Them easurem ents are relative to the re—
sult for 3T . The uncertainties re ect counting statistics only
(1 standard deviation.)

plasn a with a relative energy of about 12 &V, slow by
Coulom b interaction w ith the positrons, aspreviously ob—
served .n ATHENA [1d]and ATRAP [17]. The result of
slow ing can be observed by ram ping down the trapping
potential to determ ine at what energy the antiprotons
are released. Figure[d dem onstrates positron cooling of
antiprotons at 1T in ALPHA . W ith no positrons, the
antiprotons rem ain at the injction energy (Figure 3b).
W ith positrons present, the antiprotons coolto an energy
approxin ately corresponding to the potential at which
the positron plasna is hed (Figure 3c). Tn ATHENA,
cooling to this levelwas correlated w ith the onset of an—
thhydrogen production ], as m easured by the rise in
event rate in an antiproton annihilation detector. The
neutral antihydrogen escapes the Penning trap and an-
niilates on the electrode walls.

For the follow Ing m easurem ents, the apparatus was
equipped with four scintillation detectors read out by
avalanche photodiodes. The detectors were placed in—
side the outer solenoid and adfcent to the m ixing trap
(Figurelll). An event was registered if two orm ore of the
detectors red in coincidence (100nsw indow ). T he solid
angle subtended by the detectors was about 35% of 4

Figure[d illustrates the tim e developm ent of the anni-
hilation event rate after the start ofm xing. Two cases
are shown; "nom al" m ixing and m ixing in which the
positrons are heated to suppress antihydrogen form ation
ﬂ ]. The heating is achieved by exciting the axialdipole
m ode of the positron plaan a, again follow iIng established
practice from ATHENA @]. In nom alm ixing we ob—
serve the Initialrise in eventrate,asseen in theATHENA
apparatus, but with a considerably slower rise tine -
about 1 shere asopposed to a few tensofm s. T his longer
cooling tin e is probably due to the low er positron plasm a
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FIG .3: a) The on-axis potential in the nested trap. The blue
shaded region is the portion ofthe centerwellthat is attened
by the positron space charge potential. b-d) A ntiproton en-
ergy distrbutions in the nested trap potential m easured by
ram ping down the left potential wall. T he relative num ber
of released antiprotons is plotted versus energy for b) an—
tiprotons only, ¢) nom alm ixing w ith cold positrons, and d)
m xing w ith heated positrons. In all three cases, the antipro-
tonswere released in 200m s after 50 s of storage in them ixing
trap. T he horizontal axis scale is comm on to all four gures.
T he uncertainties re ect counting statistics only (1 standard
deviation.)

density n the 1T eld, although we have not m easured
the density directly. The positron num ber here is also
ower, by a factor of 2 to 3, than in ].

The ATHENA experin ent used position sensitive de-
tection of antiproton and positron annihilation products
to obtain thevery rstevidence for antihydrogen produc—
tion at the AD . In subsequent experin ents, experience
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FIG . 4: Scintillation events as a function of tin e after the
start of m ixing, for nom alm ixing (black) and m ixing with
heated positrons (red). The tin e bins are 1 s Iong. The data
are for 10 m ixing cycles, nom alized to one cycle. T he inset is
a plot of the st 5s of the sam e data, rebinned into 200m s
bins to illustrate the rise tin e of the antihydrogen production .
T he uncertainties re ect counting statistics only (1 standard
deviation.)

w ith the device dem onstrated that it was not necessary
to rely on the position-sensitive detection to distinguish
antihydrogen production from antiproton loss @ ,@ ,@ 1.
T he trigger rate signalfrom the annihilation detector ex—
hibits a tin e structure that, in concert w ith evidence of
antiproton cooling, can be interpreted as a signature for
antihydrogen production. M ixing w ith heated positrons
leads to Ine cient slow ing and cooling of the antiprotons
and inhibits antihydrogen production, and thus can serve
as the null experim ent. Tn ALPHA ,asin ATHENA , no
evidence for signi cant antihydrogen production or sig—
ni cant antiproton loss is seen w ith heated positrons, al-
though both species of particle are present and spatially
overlapping during the cycle. (The events in the very
rst tin e bin, for both cases, include "hot" antiproton
losses caused by the rapid potentialm anipulations used
to infct the particles into the nested trap.) W e thus in—

terpret the annihilation signal for cold m ixing as being
due to a tin evarying antihydrogen production superin —
posed on a largely at background due to cosm ic rays
and slow and am all antiproton losses. (Therem ay be a
an all adm xture of antihydrogen production even w ith
heated positrons, at tin es greater than about 12 s, but
w e have not yet investigated this in detail.)

Based on a know ledge of the num ber of antiprotons
typically inected Into the m ixing trap, and the num -
ber rem aining when the trap is dum ped at the end of
the cycle, we estin ate that up to 15% of the antipro-
tons could have produced antihydrogen. This number
is consistent w ith the total num ber of events ocbserved,
given the estim ated scintillator detector e ciency, and it
is com parable to that observed under typical conditions
in ATHENA [4].

T he observation ofantihydrogen produced inalT eld
isa signi cantdevelopm ent for the future ofantihydrogen
trapping experin ents. Forexam ple, thedesign ofthe A L—
PHA apparatusisforamaximum of1.91T of transverse

eld from theoctupoleinalT solenoid, corresponding to
awelldepth 0of1.16T .Thewelldepth fora 3T solenoidal

eld and the sam e superconducting m agnet construction
technique E] would be less than 05T , when the reduc—
tion in criticalcurrent is taken Into account. T he relative
easew ith w hich antthydrogen w as produced here suggests
that attem pts at even lower solenoid eldsm ay succeed,
leading to even larger neutral well depths. For possible
work at lower eld,theALPHA device features the capa—
bility of applying rotating wall electric elds ,] to
com press the antiproton and positron cloud radii before
m ixing, if necessary.

In summ ary, we have shown that antiprotons can be
captured athigh m agnetic eld, transferred to lower eld
w ithout signi cant loss and then used to m ake antihy-
drogen, w ithout further m anipulation of the antiproton
cloud. Thism ethod is superior to perform ing the whole
process at the lower eld, and allow s for a signi cantly
higher neutralwell depth for future attem pts at anthy-
drogen trapping.
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