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All-optical measurement of magnetic fields for quantum gas experiments
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‘We present an all-optical method to measure and compensate for residual magnetic fields present in a cloud of ultracold
atoms trapped in an optical dipole trap. Our approach leverages the increased loss from the trapped atomic sample through
electromagnetically induced absorption. Modulating the excitation laser provides coherent sidebands, resulting in A-type
pump-probe scheme. Scanning an additional magnetic offset field leads to pairs of sub-natural linewidth resonances, whose
positions encode the magnetic field in all three spatial directions. Our measurement scheme is readily implemented in a
typical quantum gas experiments and has no particular hardware requirements.

Introduction

Magnetic field measurement and calibration is a corner-
stone in quantum gas experiments. It allows for precision
control of the atomic Zeeman levels, needed in a large va-
riety of applications, like Raman transitions, spinor gases
[1], spin dynamics and entanglement [2], Feshbach reso-
nances [3], or metrology [4, 5]. Traditional methods such
as fluxgate magnetometers [6,[7], or high-end methods such
as NV centers [§] or SQUID sensors [9, [I0] can only mea-
sure the field outside the vacuum chamber and microwave
equipment, which allows for the precise in-situ measure-
ment of magnetic fields is not always available. Atomic
magnetometers [TT], 12, T3] use magneto-optical effects to
measure the spin precession in a magnetic field. They are
close to the application discussed here, however, they are
often optimized for vapor cell applications. In a quan-
tum gas experiment, atomic magnetometry is straightfor-
ward to implement since the necessary components, such
as lasers, atom detection and magnetic field management
are readily available. It is therefore possible to adapt the
core principles of atomic magnetometers to the require-
ments and constraints of ultracold atom experiments.
Here, we demonstrate an all-optical technique to mea-
sure a magnetic field vector in an ultracold atom exper-
iment without prior calibration. Our method is easily
applicable in most quantum gas and optical tweezer se-
tups. The method relies on electromagnetically induced
absorption (EIA) [I4, [I5] on the optical cooling transi-
tion in combination with fast chopping of the excitation
laser. The latter creates coherent sidebands at a well de-
fined frequency. Spectroscopy is performed by scanning
an additional magnetic field in all three spatial dimensions.
Thereby, the carrier and the sidebands can be brought into
two-photon resonance with neighboring Zeeman sublevels
in a A type setting. The resonance condition is signaled
by an increased absorption due to EIA and correspond-
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Figure 1: We probe the atomic sample with two counter-
propagating beams (dashed black arrows) having circular
polarization of opposite handedness. Three pairs of coils
in Helmholtz configuration provide a constant magnetic
offset field B = (Bs, By, B,). The probing beams are not
aligned to any of the coil axis. The field |B| splits the
Zeeman sates of the involved 55, oF = 2 and 5P3,,F" =3
levels.

ing peaks in the spectra. The measurement signal can be
any experimentally accessible observable, which depends
on the optical absorption, e.g. the fluorescence or the sam-
ple lifetime. Our method does not require any microwave
field and a single laser beam is, in principle, sufficient, to
measure the field.

In the following, we first introduce the optical tweezer
setup, which we use in our experiment. We then introduce
the general measurement scheme, the underlying theory
and discuss the obtained spectra. We close with a discus-
sion of possible applications, extensions and further devel-
opments.
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Figure 2: (a) Alternating sequence of trapping (top) and
probing (bottom) the sample. Modulating the probe beam
with a modulation frequency v and a duty cycle d = 0.5
leads to the formation of AM sidebands. Using a smaller
duty cycle for the optical dipole trap d = 0.4 omits trap-
induced lightshifts during probing. (b) Measured fre-
quency spectrum of the probing beam for v = 500kHz
and d = 0.5 revealing sidebands with frequency offsets
(2n + 1)v Vn € Ny. S is normalized to the spectral power
of the carrier.

Experimental Setup

To demonstrate the method, we use mesoscopic atomic
ensembles of rubidium atoms trapped in optical tweezers.
In brief, we load 8"Rb atoms from the background gas
into a 6-axis magneto-optical-trap (MOT), located in a
ultra-high vacuum glass cell. The optical tweezers (waist
wp & 21m at 1064 nm) are directly loaded from the MOT.
We typically trap 10-20 atoms in a single optical tweezer.
An NA = 0.4 objective, which is used for the creation
of the optical tweezers, is also used to collect fluorescence
light from the atomic sample both on the D1 and D2 line.
Our setup has an overall photon detection efficiency of ap-
proximately 2%. The fluorescence imaging is essentially
background free (< 0.01 photons/second/pixel). For the
spectroscopy, we use a separate set of co-axial counter-
propagating beams, which are resonant to the D2 cool-
ing transition F = 2 — F’ = 3 of ®'Rb. Both beams
are switched by an acousto-optical modulator (AOM). See
Fig.[[] for a sketch of the laser beam geometry and the rel-
evant level scheme.

For the spectroscopy, we chop the probing beams and
the optical tweezers with a frequency of v = 500 kHz and a
phase shift of = with respect to each other (see Fig.. A
duty-cycle of d = 1o, = 0.5 for the probe beams and 0.4
for the optical tweezer ensures that the probe beams inter-
act with free atoms without any residual trapping light and
resulting lightshifts present. The modulation of the prob-
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Figure 3: Mean D1 fluorescence signal count plotted
against the probing duration 7. The dashed lines shown an
exponential fit to the data. The three curves corresponds
to the three vertical lines in Fig.

ing beams leads to the formation of coherent sidebands at
frequencies +(2n 4 1)v Vn € Ny as shown in Fig.2b] We
typically apply 250 pulses of the probe beams, before we
measure the fluorescence of the remaining atoms on the D1
line. As the probe beams are resonant to the atomic tran-
sition, photon scattering leads to a heating of the atomic
sample and a loss of atoms. We model the time evolution
of the atom number N (7) with an exponential decay

N(7) = Noexp(—77) (1)

where N denotes the mean number of trapped atoms and
7 the loss rate. Fig.[3] shows typical decay curves of the
atom number. The setup is completed by three orthogonal
pairs of coils in Helmholtz configuration around the science
cell, which can be used to apply external homogeneous
magnetic offset fields during the probing sequence.

Electromagnetically Induced Ab-
sorption via Optical Sidebands

The atomic sample is initially prepared in the F = 2 hy-
perfine ground state for which the Zeeman levels split ac-
cording to AE = mFgFuB|§\ with gr = 1/2 in a con-
stant magnetic field B = (B,, By, B.). For typical ambi-
ent fields, this splitting is well below the linewidth of the
optical probing transition and direct spectroscopic mea-
surement of the magnetic field is impossible. However, in
three-level systems interferences between excitation path-
ways can suppress the admixture of the short-lived excited
state and thus allow for a spectroscopic resolution below
the linewidth of the optical transition. Here we use EIA
in a A scheme as depicted in Fig.[dl where the pump and
probe lasers are created by the carrier and the sidebands of
the amplitude-modulated excitation laser. Since the atoms
are illuminated by two counter-propagating beams with
circular polarization every magnetic transition between the
Zeeman levels in the upper F’=3 and the lower F=2 mani-
fold is possible as long as the quantization axis is along one
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Figure 4: Schematics of the A scheme used in the exper-
iment (top). Exemplarily, the carrier of the probe beam
drives the 7 transition to the upper hyperfine manifold
whereas the sidebands couple to a neighboring mp state
with oF transitions. Additional EIA excitation pathways
with the same initial and final state are possible but not
shown for clarity. The bottom half shows the expected
absorption spectrum. The left peak depicts the situation
where the external field B, brings the Amprp = £1 level
in resonance with the +v sideband according to Eq.2] On
the right, the Amp = =1 level is in resonance with the
Fv sideband. Both lead to an enhanced absorption via
EIA. The center peak only occurs if the orthogonal field
components B, vanish such that all Zeeman levels are de-
generate.

of the three coil axes. While the two-photon transition in
principle allows for (o0&, ¢F) transitions with Amp = 42
and (m, o) transitions with Ampr = +1, a summation
over the relevant Clebsch-Gordon coefficients reveals that
the latter is up to a factor of eight stronger than the former.
Therefore, it is possible to observe increased photon ab-
sorption due to EIA if the two-photon detuning vanishes,
6 = ZEEE —p = 0, i.e. if the magnetic energy splitting
between adjacent Zeeman states matches the modulation
frequency creating the sidebands

hv = +gpup| Bl (2)

As depicted in Fig.[4] different pathways generated by the
sidebands come into resonance depending on the magnetic
splitting of the Zeeman levels. Since EIA also stays effec-
tive for small one-photon detunings (A < I'sp), the mag-
netic splitting of the excited state Zeeman levels can be
neglected and only becomes relevant if a detailed under-
standing of the observed line strength is necessary. The
increased absorption of photons at § = 0 directly leads
to an increased heating-induced loss rate v from the trap
and comprises an easily accessible measurement signal that
allows to characterize the external magnetic field.

For the magnetic field, we consider a system of 3 pairs
of coils which create a magnetic field with mutually per-
pendicular components

B, = a, I, (3)

at the position of the atoms. Here I,, is the current through

the respective coil pair and «, is the system specific conver-
sion factor between current and magnetic field. We further
introduce an unknown offset field B = (BIes, By, BI®).
For convenience, we express the offset field with help of
the corresponding current in the coils BX* = «,I0. The
modulus of the magnetic field is then given by

Bl = \Jo2 (12 + 10 + a3 (I3 + I + 212 + 127 (4)

Combining Eq.[2land Eq.[d] we obtain the following relation
for the appearance of the EIA peaks

h 2
(gFZB> =o2(I, — I + ol(I, — 1)) + o2 (1. — I9)?
(5)

To experimentally probe these field-induced EIA reso-
nances, we create a varying magnetic field in one of the
Cartesian directions, e.g. the x-direction, while setting
I, = I, = 0. For each applied magnetic field, we mea-
sure the atom loss from the sample as a function of the
excitation pulse duration and extract the decay constant v
(Fig.|3). Plotting the decay rates as a function of the ap-
plied magnetic field reveals the spectrum shown in Fig.[5al
Except for an overall slope the measured spectrum shows
the expected peak structure from Fig.[dl The observed
peaks correspond to the (m,0%) transitions, while the
strongly suppressed (0%, oF) resonances remain hidden in
the noise floor of the measurement. The central peak from
Fig.[ only appears if also the orthogonal field components
B, = B, =~ 0 approximately vanish. This is only the case
if the offset field is small in these two directions or already
compensated. Still, the symmetry of the spectrum allows
to identify the current required to compensate the offset
field, i.e. I, = —I9 in the x direction, by measuring the
center between the two first side peaks.

Compensating the field in the x-direction and conduct-
ing an analogue measurement for the y-direction yields the
peak structure shown in Fig.[fb] After compensating the
field in the y-direction, the spectrum for the z-direction
shown in Fig.[5d differs in that a central peak in between
the pair of symmetric ETA resonances emerges. This fea-
ture corresponds to a situation where the external fields are
zeroed and all Zeeman sublevels are degenerate, as previ-
ously observed in [I6] 17, 14]. In this situation, the car-
rier alone is able to drive all allowed transitions between
F = 2 — F’ = 3, greatly increasing the sample absorp-
tion and loss rate. Note that this feature is only visible in
the measurement in z-direction since we deliberately com-
pensated the field in the orthogonal directions by setting
I, =—I0and I, = —Ig through the values extracted from
the measurements in x- and y-direction.

With the information on the offset currents I2, we can
apply Eq. for the peaks I:* appearing in the three mea-
surements and obtain a system of three linear equation
which we then solve for the conversion coeflicients a., oy
and «,. Finally, we determine the residual magnetic fields
in the experiment as

|B| = || (6)
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Figure 5: (a) Measured sample loss rate v while scanning
the magnetic field in x-direction and keeping the other re-
spective coil currents fixed. We determine the positions of
the peaks by fitting the spectrum with a multi Lorentzian
model (gray line). The dotted red line indicates I whereas
the solid red lines mark the peak positions used to deter-
mine I,. The sample decays for 4+, — and * are shown in
Fig.3] (b), (c) The remaining measurements for the field
directions y and z.

Table 1: Measured values of the current to field conversion
factor o and residual magnetic field B™® for each coil pair.
For comparison of the conversion factors, we list the con-
version factors agjy simulated for our coil geometry. To
compare the measured residual magnetic field, we list the
earth magnetic field B**" at the position of our lab ac-
cording to the world magnetic model [I8]. The uncertain-
ties are calculated from the covariance of the fitted peaks.
position

i | ol ol BR| (e
(mGA~1) (mG A1) (mG) (mG)

X 562(17) 680 498(16) 208

y 530(17) 580 91(3) 6

2 | 10061(17) 9060  488(5) 482

from the centers of the peak structures.

As an example, we show the conversion factors «, and
residual fields Bj*® of our setup in Tab. Tab.[I] While the
residual field in the z-direction is given by the earths mag-
netic field, the deviation in the x- and y-direction can be
qualitatively explained by a nearby ion-getter pump lo-
cated 0.5 m beside the science chamber that creates a mag-
netic field mainly in the horizontal plane. For comparison
of the extracted conversion coefficients, we calculated the
conversion factors agj, by numerically integrating Biot-
Savart’s law for our coil geometry. The measured values
show an overall good agreement with the simulated val-
ues and deviate by less than 20 %. The mismatch can be
attributed to the position uncertainties, small remanent
magnetic fields of the setup and imperfections in the coil
manufacturing.

Discussion

This work demonstrates a technique to measure magnetic
fields in a quantum gas experiment without prior cali-
bration of the coil system. The possibility to determine
the conversion factors B,, = a,, I, on the fly distinguishes
our method from magnetometers based on the Hanle ef-
fect while providing a comparable measurement accuracy
of & £8mG [I3| I2]. While competing methods, which
work without prior coil calibration, for example microwave
spectroscopy, show a higher accuracy, they typically need
additional equipment. In contrast, our approach needs in
essence only resonant laser light and beam chopping. Pre-
liminary investigations show that the symmetric structure
of EIA peaks in Fig.|5al] can even be produced with only
one modulated beam. Our method is also flexible with
respect to the detection scheme. In principle, any signal
that is dependent on the photon scattering rate, such as
the sample loss rate, the fluorescence or the transparency
of the sample can serve as an observable. The simplic-
ity and the independence of a prior calibration makes the
technique readily available in a typical quantum gas exper-
iments. Finally, since it is intrinsically Doppler-free in a



single beam, our scheme might also find applications in va-
por cell magnetometers, using a single probe beam while
directly monitoring its transmitted intensity. The mea-
surement speed is then only limited by the time it takes to
perform the magnetic field sweeps.
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