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We report continuous Raman sideband cooling (CRSC) of a long ion chain to the motional ground
state beyond the Lamb-Dicke (LD) regime. By driving multiple sideband transitions simultaneously,
we show that nearly all axial modes of a 24-ion chain are cooled to the ground state, with an LD
parameter as large as η = 1.3, spanning a frequency bandwidth of 4 MHz. Compared to tradi-
tional ground-state cooling methods such as pulsed sideband cooling or electromagnetic-induced-
transparency (EIT) cooling, our method offers two key advantages: robustness to timing errors; and
an ultra-wide bandwidth unlimited by the number of ions. This technique contributes as a crucial
step for large-scale quantum information processing with linear ion chains and higher dimensions
alike, and can be readily generalized to other atomic and molecular systems.

Trapped atomic ions are a leading platform for quan-
tum computation and simulation [1–5], precision time
keeping [6], and probing fundamental physics [7, 8]. As
a prime candidate for quantum information processing,
trapped ions combines high fidelity state preparation and
detection [9], long coherence times [10], and high single-
and two-qubit gate fidelities [9, 11–13]. These ion qubits
can either be coupled in the dispersive regime to realize
a quantum simulator with long-range interactions [14–
16], or controlled with optimized laser pulses to realize a
digital quantum computer [1–3]. In both regimes, quan-
tum entanglement is generated by phonon-mediated in-
teractions, which requires the motional states to be well-
defined to avoid incoherent thermal disturbances. Cool-
ing of a trapped ion chain to the motional ground state
hence serves as the starting point of high-fidelity quan-
tum logic operations [11–13].

Resolved sideband cooling is a general method of cool-
ing trapped particles to the quantum harmonic oscilla-
tor ground state. It has been demonstrated in various
physical systems such as trapped ions [17–19], atoms in
optical lattices [20, 21], and tweezers [22, 23]. In the
case of ions, the conventional setting with tight confine-
ment is referred to as the Lamb-Dicke regime (LDR) [24],
in which the motional wavefunction of the ion is well-
localized and much smaller than the spatial gradient of
the coupling electromagnetic wave. The coupling be-
tween the internal electronic and external motional states
is weak enough that one can approximate the first-order
sidebands as the dominant spin-phonon interaction. Con-
catenating pulsed red sideband (RSB) excitations and
dissipative optical pumping processes [17], ground-state
cooling can be achieved after iterating through differ-

ent mean phonon numbers [25]. Despite its success-
ful usage in single- and few- ion systems, generalizing
this technique to long ion chains meets two crucial chal-
lenges: first, sequential cooling of all collective modes of
the coupled harmonic oscillator system becomes slow as
the system size increases [26]; second, certain motional
modes such as the low-frequency axial modes of a lin-
ear chain occupies high phonon numbers, which is detri-
mental to entangling gates in both axial- and transverse-
mode schemes [2, 27]. Finally, sideband cooling beyond
the LDR becomes nontrivial, where the coupling light
is strongly modulated by the particle’s motion and the
cooling efficiency is limited by the large photon-recoil ef-
fects [28].

In the face of these challenges, various methods have
been employed to improve the cooling efficiency and
bandwidth: coupling to higher-order sidebands allows
faster cooling [23, 29], at the expense of complicated
pulse optimizations [25]; EIT cooling utilizes Fano-like
resonances arising from laser-atom interactions to engi-
neer coherent dark-states for suppressing unwanted exci-
tations [30–33], with a bandwidth limited by the atomic
structure; and polarization gradient cooling serves as
a fast intermediate step without cooling to the ground
state [34–36], thus requiring further sideband cooling.
While each method has respective advantages, a single-
step technique that combines robustness, simplicity, low
temperatures, and high bandwidth is highly desirable.
Moreover, a high LD parameter finds many applications,
such as enabling faster entangling operations [37–39], en-
hancing quantum sensing [40], and accelerating novel
n-qubit quantum gates [41]. Solving the challenge of
ground motional state preparation in the presence of a
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup and 9Be+ atomic levels. (a) Ion
trap and laser beam configurations: 4-rod trap holds a linear
chain under a 120 G magnetic field; a 3-tone Doppler beam
with a pure σ+ polarization provides Doppler cooling, spin-
state detection, and optical pumping. Raman 1 and 2 with
π and σ± polarizations address the qubit transition with a
differential momentum along the trap axial direction. (b)
Atomic energy levels involved in the CRSC (not to scale). A
pair of multi-tone Raman beams drive RSB transitions in par-
allel on the |↓〉 ↔ |↑〉 transition, while week pumping beams
clear out the populations on the |↑〉 and |aux〉 states through
dissipation from the 2P3/2 state (wavy line).

high LD parameter hence becomes an important prereq-
uisite for these new applications. The case of beryllium
ions (Be+) well illustrates such a scenario: the light mass
and clean atomic structure have enabled high-fidelity
entangling gates [11] and large-scale quantum simula-
tions [42]; but for long linear chains with dozens of Be+

ions, the axial modes can span over several MHz of band-
width with the largest LD parameters exceeding 1, mak-
ing ground-state cooling for all modes challenging with
existing methods.

In this article, we solve these challenges by present-
ing a novel continuous Raman sideband cooling (CRSC)
scheme akin to that used in optical qubits [43]: we con-
tinuously drive multiple RSB transitions, and simultane-
ously apply weak pumping lights to lower phonon occu-
pancy and reset the qubits. Contrasting to the pulsed
regime, where a coherent step is followed by a dissipative
step, our scheme cools on all phonon states simultane-
ously and can be thought of as a continuous quantum
Zeno process [44] directing towards the motional ground
state. The CRSC is also less susceptible to phonon state
distribution and population trapping in certain number
states with weak first-order sideband coupling [23], thus
driving higher-order RSBs is not necessary for ground
state cooling even far outside the LDR. With this tech-
nique, we demonstrate cooling of a single ion to the
ground state within 200 µs and efficient cooling of long
linear chains containing up to 24 9Be+ ions, with LD
parameters as large as η = 1.3, spanning a frequency
bandwidth of 4 MHz.

We perform this experiment with ions ablation loaded
into a 4-rod radiofrequency (RF) Paul trap [45] with a
typical radial frequency of ωx = 2π × 3.3 MHz and
axial frequencies ranging from ωz = 2π × 270 kHz to
2π × 735 kHz. Fig. 1(a) illustrates the experimental
configuration: a σ+ polarized Doppler beam near 313
nm is counter-aligned with a 120 G magnetic field defin-
ing the quantization axis, with three tones providing
Doppler cooling/state detection and two optical pumping
frequencies. A pair of global Raman beams with waists
of 270× 21 µm2 propagate at 45 degrees with respect to
the trap z-axis, generating a momentum kick ∆~k along
the axial direction. The Raman beam polarizations are
tuned to be both linear, one parallel (π light) and one
perpendicular (equal σ+/σ− light) to the magnetic field,
minimizing the vector Stark shift for our Zeeman qubit
operations [46]. Fig. 1(b) shows the atomic energy lev-
els of 9Be+ involved in CRSC. We first apply Doppler
cooling for 1 ms with step-wise reduced laser power to
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FIG. 2. Continuous sideband cooling with one and two ions.
(a) Cooling dynamics of a single ion. Black points are the
measured n̄ with the sideband ratio method, error bars denote
one standard deviation of the quantum projection noise, and
the red line is an exponential fit. Inset shows spin dynamics of
carrier transition: red and blue points show the time evolution
of spin after CRSC and with only Doppler cooling. The red-
solid line shows a sine fit to the data. Red- and blue-dashed
lines show the corresponding spin evolution with n̄ = 0.1 and
6, respectively. (b) Average spin excitation of two-ion crystal
under the Mølmer–Sørensen interaction. The blue-solid line
is a fit of a sine function with an exponential decay envelope.
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approach the Doppler limit (n̄ ≈ 6 ∼ 17 depending on
the axial frequency), followed by initiating the ions on
the |↓〉 ≡ 2S1/2 |F = 2,mF = 2〉 state. During CRSC,
Raman beams 280 GHz red-detuned from the 2P3/2 ex-
cited state drive the |↓〉 ↔ |↑〉 ≡ 2S1/2 |F = 1,mF = 1〉
transition, with the difference frequencies tuned to be
on resonant with the red-sidebands at a maximum two-
photon carrier Rabi frequency of Ω0 = 2π × 300 kHz.
We use an arbitrary waveform generator (AWG) for the
RF signal modulating the laser frequencies, covering the
entire motional spectrum with equal amplitudes on all
other modes except twice the power on the center-of-
mass (COM) mode. Meanwhile, we apply week opti-
cal pumping beams to clear out the populations on the
|↑〉 and |aux〉 ≡ 2S1/2 |F = 1,mF = 1〉 states via the
|e〉 ≡ 2P3/2 |mI = 3/2,mj = 1/2〉 state, with Rabi fre-
quencies of Ω1 = 2π × 700 kHz and Ω2 = 2π × 600 kHz,
respectively (corresponding to saturation parameters s =
0.23 and 0.45). This pumping scheme eliminates the need
for a D1 line laser, which further simplifies the beryllium
quantum processor setup, requiring only one frequency-
stabilized laser. After CRSC, we probe the RSB/BSB
transitions with coherent Raman operations, followed by
state detection using spin-dependent fluorescence.

We first show the ground-state cooling of a single ion
with η = 0.78. After applying CRSC by driving the
first-order RSB and optical pumping transitions, we mea-
sure the mean phonon number n̄ with the ratio of red-
to blue-sideband (BSB) amplitudes R = Prsb/Pbsb =
n̄/(n̄+ 1) [47] at different sideband cooling durations τc
(Fig. 2(a)). An exponential fit shows a 1/e cooling time-
constant of 32 µs, with a steady-state n̄ = 0.10(4) limited
by the single photon recoil from optical pumping. Alter-
natively, we analyze the n̄ with the carrier Rabi flopping
of a single ion, which is strongly modulated even at low
phonon occupations due to the large LD parameter. The
spin evolution under a thermal state assumption is writ-
ten as:

Pe(t) =
1

2

[
1 +

∞∑

n=0

n̄n

(n̄+ 1)n+1
cos(Ωn,nt)

]
, (1)

where Ωn,n corresponds to the Rabi frequency of the car-
rier transition on |n〉 state. Inset in Fig. 2(a) shows
the carrier Rabi flopping of a single ion before and af-
ter CRSC: the spin coherence of a Doppler-cooled ion
quickly disappears because of the thermal modulation,
and the spin dynamics after ground-state cooling show
coherent sinusoidal oscillations. While in pulsed side-
band cooling, the thermal distribution assumption might
be inaccurate [6, 25], in our scheme, the two methods for
n̄ analysis agree well despite the different sensitivities for
the detailed distribution. We compare the experimental
cooling dynamics with a numerical simulation using the
master-equation and find a good agreement of cooling to
the ground state in 200 µs [48].

For cooling a pair of ions, we apply dual RSBs on the
COM and stretch modes, serving as the first step towards
generalizing to larger systems. We then drive entangling
interactions between the two qubits off-resonantly using
the bi-chromatic Mølmer–Sørensen scheme [37] and ob-
serve coherent dynamics with a 1/e decay time of 390 µs
(Fig. 2(b)), exceeding the dominant dephasing from sin-
gle Zeeman qubit T ∗2 time of 300 µs (measured with a
Ramsey sequence), manifesting dynamical decoupling ef-
fects due to the collective drive. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this two-ion interaction is under the largest LD pa-
rameter reported so far, even exceeding that in ultrafast
gates [38, 39] .

We next study the cooling of an 8-ion chain. We pro-
gram the AWG with eight tones to match the RSB fre-
quencies of the axial vibrational modes. Fig. 3(a) shows
the motional spectrum of 8 ions after 5 ms of CSRC
with a fixed probe time of 15 µs, which is chosen to
excite all modes with different LD parameters with ap-
preciable amplitudes. The data shows near-zero RSB
and strong BSB excitations. Inset in Fig. 3(a) shows the
spin-phonon dynamics on different BSBs imaged on an
EMCCD camera. For extracting the n̄ of each mode, al-
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FIG. 3. CRSC of an 8-ion chain. (a) Motional sideband
spectrum of an 8-ion chain after CRSC. The black points
are experimental data, and black- and blue-solid lines are
Lorentzian fits for the carrier and BSB transitions. Red-
dashed vertical lines mark the calculated RSB transition fre-
quencies. Inset shows the frame-averaged ion fluorescence on
an EMCCD camera. (b) Extracted mean phonon numbers of
the motional modes from the re-scaled fittings of the red-to-
blue sideband ratios (see text). (c) Cooling dynamics of the
COM mode in an 8-ion chain. Black points are the extracted
n̄, and the red line is an exponential fit.
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FIG. 4. The frequency spectrum of a 24-ion chain with COM mode η= 1.3 after 10 ms of CRSC. Dotted lines are the
experimental results of normalized excitation level versus frequency, where red, black, and blue colors denote the scan over
RSB, carrier, and BSB transitions, respectively. The brightness of the dotted line shows the variable probe times (30 µs,
45 µs, 50 µs, 60 µs, 70 µs from the darkest to the lightest colors, with black-solid lines separating them) throughout the
spectrum to ensure that all mode is excited with high visibilities, compensating the large differences of LD parameters between
the low- and high-frequency modes. Blue- and red-dashed vertical lines show all the 24 calculated first-order BSB and RSB
frequencies. Green-dashed vertical lines show the mode-mixings between COM and a few higher frequency modes, coinciding
with the smaller peaks in the experimental data. Inset: (a) spin dynamics of the carrier Rabi flopping after 10 ms of CRSC.
The horizontal axis is the probe time, and the vertical axis is the ion index; (b) numerical simulation with a COM mode n̄=
1.5, with experimental Raman beam profiles. Note that the carrier Rabi frequency has a strong modulation across the ion

chain due to the different coupling factors Ci =
∏M

m=1
e−η

2
i,m/2.

though the sideband ratio method is valid with individual
addressing beams [26], it underestimates when the ions
are driven with global excitations as in our case [30, 32].
We sequentially scan over each BSB and corresponding
RSB with a probe time that maximizes the BSB transi-
tion excitation amplitude, measures the red-to-blue ra-
tio Rm, and introduce a scaling factor αm [30, 32]. We
then numerically search the best fitted n̄m of the value
n̄m = αmRm/(1 − αmRm) based on the time evolution
of the Hamiltonian of multi-spin coupled to one phonon
mode of interest:

Ĥint(t) =
∑

i

h̄

2
Ω0σ

(i)
+ exp

{
iηi,m

(
âme

−iνmt + âm
†eiνmt

)}

ei(−δt) + H.c. , (2)

where σ
(i)
+ is the spin-flip operator on ion i, ηi,m is the

LD parameter of (ion i, mode m), νm is the frequency
of mode m, and δ is the laser detuning. We extract n̄m
for all modes to be below 0.25 (Fig. 3(b)), with errors
limited by statistical uncertainties. In addition, we mea-
sure the cooling dynamics of the COM mode in an 8-
ion chain and find the cooling time-constant to be 52 µs

(Fig. 3(c)). Given the same total Raman laser power
used for cooling, the experiment rate scale faster than
numerical simulations [48](T ∼ O(lnn)), possibly due to
additional off-resonant coupling to higher-order modes
for multi-ion cases.

Finally, we extend the CRSC technique to the near-
opposite limit of LDR: η > 1 [28]. For small systems such
as one or two ions, sideband cooling through the first-
order RSB transition becomes inefficient [23], and the dy-
namics are complicated because of the quasi-continuous
energy spectrum from mode mixings [33, 49]. We ap-
ply 5 ms of CRSC on the the second-order RSB to reach
n̄ = 0.27(9) for a single ion at η = 1.3, consistent with
the recoil limit [48]. However, with dozens of ions in a
long chain, the first-order modes become dominant again
due to the large effective mass, reducing the LD factor for
each mode. By addressing all the first-order RSBs and
applying CRSC for an extended duration of 10 ms, we
demonstrate near ground-state cooling in a 24-ion chain
by scanning the sideband spectrum (Fig. 4). We observe
all 24 first-order BSBs, where the calculated mode fre-
quencies agree well with the experiment. In addition,
several small mixing modes between the COM mode and
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higher frequency modes are visible. The RSB transitions
are highly suppressed, with near-zero excitations except
for the COM mode. Owing to spatial correlations of the
electrical field noise, the heating rate for the COM mode
scales with the ion number linearly, with equilibrium
n̄ balanced between the heating and cooling rates [35].
Since numerically calculating the scaling factors in the
sideband ratio method becomes difficult for such a large
quantum system [50], we evaluate the cooling effective-
ness by analyzing the carrier Rabi flopping. Fig. 4 inset
shows the experiment result of 24 spin excitations and
the numerical simulation of the spin dynamics with a
conservatively estimated COM mode n̄ of 1.5, where all
other modes are presumed to have ground state occu-
pation. The spatial inhomogeneity partially arises from
the Gaussian laser beam intensity distribution, which is
taken into account in our simulation, but also reflects
the spatial dependence in coupling to different modes at
such a high LD parameter: the edge ions have ∼16 %
slower Rabi rates than the center ions even at motional
ground states, with laser beams homogeneously illumi-
nating the chain. Our result puts a lower bound on the
power of the CRSC technique, where the speed could be
further optimized using numerical methods such as ma-
chine learning [51], and the temperature could be lowered
by other sub-recoil techniques such as velocity-selective
coherent population trapping [52].

In summary, we demonstrate a continuous Raman side-
band cooling scheme scalable for large trapped ion sys-
tems on account of its flexibility, robustness, efficiency,
and high bandwidth. These advantages over the tradi-
tional schemes are extended far outside the Lamb-Dicke
regime. Our method can be readily generalized to three
dimensional ground state cooling [17], mixed species ion
systems [6, 53], sympathetic cooling of molecular [29] and
highly charged ions [54], and high-dimensional Coulomb
crystals [32, 33, 35]. It also applies to many other sys-
tems such as atoms or molecules in optical tweezer ar-
rays [22, 23] and optical lattices [20, 21]. Our study
presents a crucial step towards large-scale quantum sim-
ulation [4] and computation [27] beyond dozens of qubits.

We thank Ye Wang, Wenchao Ge, Yong Wan, and Zi-
jian Ding for helpful discussions and critical reading of
the manuscript.

During the preparation of our manuscript, we become
aware of related work on EIT cooling with an improved
bandwidth for four ions [55].
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P. Schmidt, Nature 578, 60 (2020).

[9] T. Harty, D. Allcock, C. J. Ballance, L. Guidoni,
H. Janacek, N. Linke, D. Stacey, and D. Lucas, Phys-
ical review letters 113, 220501 (2014).

[10] P. Wang, C.-Y. Luan, M. Qiao, M. Um, J. Zhang,
Y. Wang, X. Yuan, M. Gu, J. Zhang, and K. Kim, Nature
communications 12, 1 (2021).

[11] J. P. Gaebler, T. R. Tan, Y. Lin, Y. Wan, R. Bowler,
A. C. Keith, S. Glancy, K. Coakley, E. Knill, D. Leibfried,
et al., Physical Review Letters 117, 060505 (2016).

[12] C. Ballance, T. Harty, N. Linke, M. Sepiol, and D. Lucas,
Physical Review Letters 117, 060504 (2016).

[13] C. R. Clark, H. N. Tinkey, B. C. Sawyer, A. M. Meier,
K. A. Burkhardt, C. M. Seck, C. M. Shappert, N. D.
Guise, C. E. Volin, S. D. Fallek, et al., Physical Review
Letters 127, 130505 (2021).

[14] D. Porras and J. I. Cirac, Physical Review Letters 92,
207901 (2004).

[15] A. Friedenauer, H. Schmitz, J. T. Glueckert, D. Porras,
and T. Schätz, Nature Physics 4, 757 (2008).

[16] K. Kim, M.-S. Chang, S. Korenblit, R. Islam, E. E.
Edwards, J. K. Freericks, G.-D. Lin, L.-M. Duan, and
C. Monroe, Nature 465, 590 (2010).

[17] C. Monroe, D. Meekhof, B. King, S. R. Jefferts, W. M.
Itano, D. J. Wineland, and P. Gould, Physical review
letters 75, 4011 (1995).

[18] S. Hamann, D. Haycock, G. Klose, P. Pax, I. Deutsch,
and P. S. Jessen, Physical Review Letters 80, 4149
(1998).

[19] J. Chan, T. Alegre, A. H. Safavi-Naeini, J. T.
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preprint arXiv:2205.08057 (2022).

[52] S. Park, M. H. Seo, R. A. Kim, and D. Cho, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2205.05224 (2022).

[53] V. Negnevitsky, M. Marinelli, K. K. Mehta, H.-Y. Lo,
C. Flühmann, and J. P. Home, Nature 563, 527 (2018).

[54] S. A. King, L. J. Spieß, P. Micke, A. Wilzewski,
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I. SINGLE ION COOLING SPEED ANALYSIS

In this section, we provide a numerical simulation of cooling speed at various optical pumping power and compare
the cooling rate of CRSC with pulsed Raman sideband cooling (PRSC).

A. Cooling speed vs optical pumping power

To understand the optimal parameters for continuous Raman sideband cooling, we conduct numerical studies and
compare them with the experiment. The optical pumping power is critical to the cooling speed and final temperature:
it needs to be tuned to a moderate power depending on the carrier Rabi frequency so that the populations quickly
reach steady state values. For a single ion, we consider the four relevant atomic levels involved in CRSC to model
the cooling dynamics (as shown in Fig. S1(a): |1〉 ≡ |↓〉, |2〉 ≡ |↑〉, |3〉 ≡ |aux〉 and |4〉 ≡ |e〉). Under the RSB Raman
drive Ω12 and two optical pumpings Ω24 and Ω34, the Hamiltonian has the form of:

H =




0 Ω12

2 0 0
Ω12

2 0 0 Ω24

2

0 0 −δ Ω34

2

0 Ω24

2
Ω34

2 0


 . (S1)

Assuming the motion is in a thermal state during the cooling process, Ω12 is the average Rabi frequency of the RSB
transition between different number states :

Ω12(n̄) = Ω0

∞∑

n=1

n̄n

(n̄+ 1)n+1
e−η

2/2η
1√
n
L(1)
n (η2), (S2)

where n̄ is the mean phonon number, η is the LD parameter, and L
(1)
n (η2) are the generalized Laguerre polynomial.

During our experiment, Ω0 = 2π×300 kHz is the Rabi frequency of the atomic transition. The pumping speed is set
to ΩR with the Rabi frequencies of the two pumping beams R1 : Ω24 = 2π×700 kHz and R2 : Ω34 = 2π×600 kHz
(R2). δ = −2π × 10 kHz is the detuning of R2 beam from atomic resonance to avoid coherent population trapping.
To include spontaneous emission from the |4〉 state, the system evolution can be described by Lindblad equation:

dρ

dt
=

1

ih̄
[H, ρ] +Kρ, (S3)

where ρ is the density matrix of the 4-level system, Kρ = − 1
2

∑3
m=1

[
Ĉ†mĈmρ+ ρĈ†mĈm + ĈmρĈ

†
m

]
denotes the

dissipation through the three decay channels Ĉ1 =
√

Γ× 2/3 |1〉 〈4| , Ĉ2 =
√

Γ/4 |2〉 〈4| , Ĉ3 =
√

Γ/12 |3〉 〈4|. Γ is the

∗Electronic address: qiming.wu@nyu.edu
†Electronic address: jzhang2022@ustc.edu.cn; Electronic address: jzhang2022@ustc.edu.cn
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FIG. S1: (a) Illustration of the 4-level system for the numerical study of CRSC with the master equation method. (b) Numerical
simulation of CSRC dynamics in 300 µs of a single ion under different optical pumping Rabi frequencies. (c) Comparison of
CSRC dynamics with optimal pumping power and PSRC with optimal pulse length.

natural linewidth of the 2P3/2 state of 9Be+. The cooling rate approximately equals the number of photons scattering
from |4〉 to |1〉 state:

dn̄

dt
≈ −Γ41

3
ρ44(t). (S4)

We extract the time evolution of n̄ from the numerical solves of Eqn. S3 and Eqn. S4. To show the influence of
optical pumping on the cooling effect, in Fig. S1(b), we compare the single ion cooling dynamics with different optical
pumping speeds: 0.2 ΩR, 0.4 ΩR, ΩR, 2.5 ΩR and 5 ΩR, with ΩR being the optimal: cooling to the ground state takes
about 200 µs, which agrees with the experiment.

B. Cooling speed: continous vs pulsed

To show the cooling efficiency of our scheme compared to the more traditional pulsed sideband cooling, we numer-
ically simulate the cooling speeds of CRSC and PRSC of a single ion. We model the PRSC process with the same
carrier Rabi frequency of Ω0 = 2π × 300 kHz, LD parameter η = 0.78 and initial thermal phonon state n̄ = 6. For
simplicity, we ignore the optical pumping time and photon recoil effects and set each pulse to equal length t, which
shows close to optimal cooling times. The phonon population after the i-th pulse can be written as a function of the
the population after the previous pulse:

Pi(0) = Pi−1(0) +
1

2
Pi−1(1)(1− cos Ω0,1t)

Pi(1) =
1

2
Pi−1(1)(1 + cos Ω0,1t) +

1

2
Pi−1(2)(1− cos Ω1,2t)

...

Pi(n) =
1

2
Pi−1(n)(1 + cos Ωn−1,nt) +

1

2
Pi−1(n+ 1)(1− cos Ωn,n+1t),

(S5)

where Pi(n) denotes the population on the |n〉 state in the i step, Ωn,n+1 is the Rabi frequency of |↑, n+ 1〉 ↔ |↓, n〉
transition. We numerically search the optimal pulse length between 0 and 100 µs that yields the lowest n̄ after 50
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(a)

(b)

FIG. S2: Numerical simulation of (a) axial and (b) radial modes cooling time scaling with the increase of ion number, comparing
our parallel with the traditional sequential scheme.

cooling pulses and find T = 71.5 µs. Fig. S1(c) shows the cooling time comparisons, in which PRSC is significantly
slower, and the n̄ does not reach the ground state after 3.5 ms. An intuitive reason for the speedup is the following:
in the CRSC process, the state population will quickly reach a steady state under an appropriate optical pumping
rate. This guarantee the fastest pumping rate towards the motional ground state. CRSC is also more robust than
PRSC: it avoids complicated optimization of cooling pulses, driving higher-order sidebands when the ions are outside
the LDR, and is not sensitive to timing error.

II. COOLING SPEED SCALING WITH ION NUMBER

Beyond a single ion, we analyze the cooling of multiple modes in a long ion chain and compare the cooling efficiency
of our parallel approach to the traditional sequential scheme. The cooling time to the ground state of a single ion is
T1 = An̄1/(ηΩ0) = 200µs, where A is a constant, n̄1 is the initial temperature. Generalizing to an N-ion chain, we
assume all modes are resolved in frequency, and each mode is cooled to the Doppler limit. The cooling time for mode
m Tm = An̄m/(ηmΩm), where n̄m ∝ 1/ωm is the initial mean phonon number of the mode, ηm ∝ 1/

√
ωm is the mode

LD parameter and Ωm ∝
√
Pm is the Rabi frequency component on the mode. The total cooling time can be written

as :

T = max
m

(
C√
ω1P1

,
C√
ω2P2

, . . . ,
C√
ωNPN

)
(S6)

with
∑
m Pm = P0. The total cooling time is the shortest Tmin when ω1P1 = ω2P2 = · · · = ωNPN . So we have

Tmin cooling axial modes of an N-ion chain:

T Nmin =

√√√√ω1

N∑

m=1

1

ωm
T1 ∼ O(lnN)T1, (S7)

which the cooling speed scaling of 8 ions compared to a single ion agrees with the experiment. In the traditional
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scheme, the total cooling time T ′Nmin equals the sum of the time spent in cooling each mode:

T ′Nmin =
√
ω1

N∑

m=1

1√
ωm
T1 ∼ O(N)T1. (S8)

Compared to traditional sequential cooling, our scheme provides an exponential speedup for axial modes in the ion
number scaling, which is especially powerful when cooling large ion crystals. To illustrate this, we compare the
cooling time with the increase of ion number of parallel versus sequential cooling in our numerics. We assume single
ion motional frequency (ωx, ωz) = 2π × (7.5, 0.2) MHz to maintain a linear chain when trapping many ions. Based
on (S7) and (S8), in Fig. S2 we calculate the cooling time scaling of (a) axial and (b) radial modes up to 100 ions.
While our scheme for cooling the axial modes has exponential speedup, cooling for the radial modes scale as O(N),
similar to the traditional method. However, the total cooling time is less than 1 ms which makes the scheme scalable.
Furthermore, we expect the cooling time to be independent of ion number if all modes are not resolvable.

III. MEASUREMENT OF MULTI-ION PHONON NUMBERS

In this section, we discuss two methods to assess the cooling effects of CRSC.

A. Multi-ion phonon numbers extraction from sideband ratio

Following the discussion in the main text, the traditional sideband ratio method underestimates the phonon number
for the multi-ion case. Therefore, we introduce a scaling factor α to compensate for the underestimation. To further
understand the multi-spin phonon dynamics, we numerically study the time evolution of RSB and BSB transitions
on each mode, which the Hamiltonian can be described as:

Hrsb,m = (h̄/2)Ω0

N∑

i=1

σ
(i)
+ (ηi,mam + η3

i,ma
2
ma
†
m/2) + H.c.

Hbsb,m = (h̄/2)Ω0

N∑

i=1

σ
(i)
+ (ηi,ma

†
m + η3

i,ma
† 2
m am/2) + H.c.

. (S9)

Here, the Pauli operator σ
(i)
+ = 1/2(σ

(i)
x + iσ

(i)
y ) acts on the i-th ion, am and a†m are the creation and destroy

operator on the m-th mode, ηi,m is the Lamb-Dicke parameter of i-th ion, m-th mode. Here we keep the Lamb-Dicke
expansion to the third order. We assume the phonons are thermally populated with mean phonon number nm. Then
we apply a numerical simulation of the time evolution under RSB/BSB drive with the initial state:

BS
B

R
SB

FIG. S3: Frequency scan of 8-ion chain on BSB and RSB transitions. Blue and red points are the experimental data for BSB
and RSB transitions, respectively. Blue solid lines are Gaussian fits to the BSB data.
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|i〉nm
= |↑↑ . . . ↑〉 ⊗

∑

nm

nm
nm

(nm + 1)
nm+1 |nm〉 . (S10)

The result states |r〉nm
(t) and |b〉nm

(t). have brightness of Anm,r(t) and Anm,b(t). After T, the BSB flops to the
brightest state, and we can calculate the RSB to BSB amplitude:

R(nm) = Anm,r(T )/Anm,b(T ), (S11)

which is a function of the mode index m and the corresponding mean phonon number. In the case of a single
ion R = n/(n + 1). We experimentally measure the RSB to BSB amplitude when BSB is the brightest Rm,exp and
extract nm from R−1(nm). In other words, we introduce a scaling factor αm so that the mean phonon number of the
mode can be calculated as n̄m = αmRm/(1 − αmRm). αm is mode-specific and phonon-sensitive (α = 1 for single
ion case). In Fig S3 we show the experimental data of BSB and BSB floppings. The BSB peaks are normalized
to 1 for the excitation amplitude of each mode. RSB peaks are not visible, and we use half of the peak-to-peak
noise to give an upper bound of the RSB excitation amplitude Anm,r(T ). From the frequency spectrum, we extract
n̄ = {0.25(24), 0.18(18), 0.11(11), 0.12(11), 0.09(9), 0.07(7), 0.08(8), 0.09(8)} from the lowest to highest order mode of
an 8 ion chain. Although this method has large uncertainty compared to the single ion case, it puts an upper bound
on the final temperature without using individual addressing beams.

B. Multi-ion carrier flopping

Besides scanning the frequency spectrum, analyzing the carrier Rabi flopping is an alternate method to evaluate
the cooling effect. Multi-ion carrier flopping under thermal motion can be complicated as ions can be modulated by
phonons from all the modes. Now we consider the ion i carrier transition, which couples to all the M modes. In the
LD regime a good approximation of the Rabi frequency is Ω̄i = Ωi exp

[
−∑m η

2
im (n̄m + 1/2)

]
. And one can evaluate

the cooling effect from the contrast of carrier flopping. However, extracting the mean phonon number from a certain
mode is hard. And the dynamics become non-trivial when ions are far outside the LD regime as in our case. The
carrier Hamiltonian can be written as:

Hi,M = (h̄/2)Ωiσ
(i)
+

M∏

m=1

exp
[
iηi,m

[
am + a+

m

)]
. (S12)

For a specific number state n1, n2, ...nM , the carrier Rabi frequency equals to:

Ω(i) = (h̄/2)Ω
(i)
0 < n1, n2, . . . nM |

∏M
m=1 exp [iηi,m [am + a+

m)] |n1, n2, . . . nM >

=
∏M
m=1 e

−η2i,m/2 Lnm

(
η2
i,m

)
Ω

(i)
0 .

(S13)

If the ions are cooled to the ground state, the carrier Rabi frequency equals to
∏M
m=1 e

−η2i,m/2Ω
(i)
0 . Note that if the

axial COM mode η = 1.3 of a 24 Be+ chain, the center ions has 19% stronger Rabi frequency than the edge ions. If
we cut off phonon state to n=9, for 24 ions with 24 modes, we need to consider in total 1024 transitions, each one
corresponding to frequency Ωn,n and phonon state population of:

Pn =
M∏

m=1

nm
nm

(nm + 1)
nm+1 . (S14)

So that the time evolution of the carrier Rabi flopping equals:

Pi(t) =
1

2
(1 +

∑
(Pn × cos(Ωn,nt)). (S15)

From the previous method, since virtually no RSB excitation except the COM mode appears on the 24-ion spectrum,
we simplify the model by considering only thermal distribution on the COM mode (discussed in the main text) and
assume all other modes are cooled to the ground state. In Fig. S4 the black points show the carrier time flop of
individual ions. We perform an exponential fit to all the ions, as shown by the blue-solid lines. Then numerically
search the best-fitted COM mode n̄ to the exponential fits (orange lines).
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FIG. S4: Normalized excitation amplitude of a 24-ion chain on a EMCCD camera. Black points are the experimental data,
blue-solid lines are the experimental fit, and orange-dash lines are the numerical simulation of the fitted COM mode n̄ = 1.5.

IV. COOLING LIMIT DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss several factors which could limit the final cooling temperature.

A. Electric field noise induced heating

We measure the cooling and heating rate of a single ion’s axial motion under the trap frequency ω1 = 2π× 735 kHz
(η = 0.78) to be R0

c = 3.2× 104/s and R0
h = 2.0× 102/s respectively. The cooling speed Rc scales as 1/ lnN , limited

by the laser intensity in each cooling tone and is proportional to the Lamb-Dicke parameter η. On the other hand,
heating of the COM mode scales as N and is proportional to ω−(α+1). α is the noise intensity at a certain frequency.
Considering 1/f noise (α=1), we can estimate the cooling and heating rate of the COM mode of a 24-ion chain under
the axial frequency of ω2 = 2π × 272 kHz:

RNc = R0
c

√
ω1/ω2/ ln(N) = 1.6× 104/s

RNh = NR0
h(ω1/ω2)2 = 3.5× 104/s

(S16)

So the equilibrium n̄ ≈ RNh /RNc = 2.2, which agrees with the extraction we get from carrier flopping n̄ = 1.5.

B. Photon recoil heating

Fig. S5 shows carrier flopping of a single ion at η = 1.3 after 5 ms of CRSC on the second-order RSB, the measured
n̄ = 0.27(9) is most likely limited by photon recoil effects. We first consider the fundamental cooling limit of photon
recoils during CRSC. When the Raman beam drives the qubit on the first-order RSB of |↓〉 ↔ |↓〉 and removes a
phonon, optical pumping is required to initiate the qubit in |↓〉 state, which absorbs and emits 1.5 photons on average.
So the heating from spin-reset optical pumping equals:

∆nh = (∆Eab + ∆Eem)/h̄ωz

' 1.5× (
1

2
+

1

3
)η̃2

= 1.25η̃2

(S17)

where ∆Eabs and ∆Eem are the single photon recoil energy of absorption and emission into the axial direction,

η̃ = η/
√

2 is the single photon Lamb-Dicke parameter. So that ∆n
(1)
h = 0.38 (η = 0.78) and ∆n

(2)
h = 1.1 (η = 1.3).

This justifies that at η = 0.78 ground state cooling can be done by driving the first-order RSB, while at η = 1.3
we must couple to higher order RSB. In principle, sideband cooling is not recoil-limited. However, there are several
technical limiting factors which generates additional recoil heatings:
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1. At the end of CRSC, we apply 2 µs optical pumping at s = 0.8 (s = I/Isat) to clean up the population on |↑〉
and |aux〉 states. One of the pumping beams is 120 MHz red-detuned from the qubit Doppler transition. This

step scatters 0.5 photons on average and heat up the ions: ∆n
(1)
h = 0.13 (η = 0.78) and ∆n

(2)
h = 0.35 (η = 1.3).

2. During the CRSC, the 120 MHz red-detuned pumping beam off-resonantly couples to Doppler transition (s =

0.4), corresponding to a 125 kHz photon scattering rate. This part of heating rates on the ions are ṅ
(1)
h1 =

31 kHz (η = 0.78) and ṅ
(2)
h1 = 86 kHz (η = 1.3).

3. Off-resonant coupled to the carrier transition. The transition rate is Ωoff = Ω3
c/(Ω

2
c + ∆2), and the photon

scattering rate equals to 1.5Ωoff/(2π). This part of heating on the ions are ṅ
(1)
h2 = 3.0 kHz (η = 0.78) and

ṅ
(2)
h2 = 7.8 kHz (η = 1.3).

In summary, extra recoil heating is the limiting factor for the final temperature. Adding a microwave assisted pumping
from |aux〉 state to |↑〉 state will highly suppress the off-resonant recoils.

C. Background gas collisions

Finally, we consider the heating caused by background gas collisions. As our vacuum is mainly limited by the
existence of hydrogen gases that are magnitudes more than other species, we assume that all collisions are induced
by hydrogen. With room temperature (300K) hydrogen molecules colliding the beryllium ions under the hard-sphere
collision model, we find that a mean energy of EBGC = 6.2 × 10−22J . We further assume that EBGC fills in equally
to all M modes. As M = 3N , for a single collision event, we have mean energy of:

ωBGC = 2π × EBGC

3N × 2πh̄
= 2π × 1.30× 1010 Hz. (S18)

This leads to n̄ = 47000, which is far beyond the Doppler cooling limit. Such collisions usually lead to the melting of
the entire chain when the Doppler cooling light is off, and it is observable: hydrogen molecules kick all the ions out,
and no ion could survive in the trap. Therefore, the heating of background gas collisions is avoided by discarding the
affected outliers, which are easily distinguishable and only account for a small portion of the total data.

We measure the collision rate RBGC in our vacuum system by counting the number of ion-ion hopping events per
second. We find that on average RBGC = 0.07 event/(ion× s), which is consistent with our estimation based on the
vacuum pressure. So with 24 ions in the chain, we expect 0.168 collisions per second. Furthermore, as the time for a
single run of an experiment is on the scale of 1 ms, we can assume a second is equivalent to 100 experiments. So we
expect 1.6× 10−3 collision per experiment, making the melting data account for 0.2% of the total data.
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FIG. S5: Carrier flopping of single ion at η = 1.3 after CSRC. Red points are the measurement data, and the red-solid line is
a least-squares fit to the measurements with n̄ = 0.27(9).


