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We demonstrate an intense, continuous cold atom beam generated via post nozzle seeding of a
supersonic helium jet with 7Li atoms. The nozzle is cooled to about 4.4 K to reduce the forward
velocity of the atoms. The atomic beam is brought to a focus 175 cm from the nozzle by a 10 cm
bore diameter magnetic hexapole lens. Absorption and fluorescence imaging of the focus show a
flux of 2.3(4)× 1012 atoms/s, brightness of 4.1(7)× 1019 m−2s−1sr−1, forward velocity of 211(2)
m/s, and longitudinal temperature of 7(3) mK. Results agree with a Monte Carlo simulation of
the seeding dynamics and a particle tracing simulation of the atom lens. We project that 10 times
higher flux would be possible with improved vacuum system design. Our method should provide a
useful high-brightness source for atom-optical and other atomic and molecular physics applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cold atomic and molecular beams play a crucial role
in experimental physics. They make possible the effi-
cient loading of atom traps and studies of quantum gases
[1, 2]. Cold atomic beams and fountains are widely
used for precision measurement experiments, including
searches for time-reversal symmetry violation, atomic
clocks, and atom interferometers [3–6]. Cold, slow beams
of molecules are of interest for studies of ultracold molec-
ular collisions, ultracold chemistry, molecular quantum
gases, and precision measurement applications [7–11].

Laser cooling has been the dominant method for pro-
ducing cold atomic beams [12–16]. However, laser cool-
ing is not easily applied to all atoms, and is generally
more difficult for molecules than for atoms. Neverthe-
less, it has been demonstrated that a variety of molecules
can be laser-cooled, and applications of such laser-cooled
molecules are being pursued [17].

Seeded, supersonic rare gas jets provide another route
to producing cold beams, in which low temperatures are
produced by the adiabatic expansion of the carrier gas.
These have long been used to cool the rotational and
vibrational degrees of freedom of molecular beams [18].
Rotational and translational temperatures in the range
from one to a few Kelvin are generally achievable [18–21],
and temperatures as low as 0.2 K have been reported
[22, 23]. Vibrational temperatures are generally much
higher than rotational temperatures [18, 19]. Such seeded
jets often have large forward velocities, particularly if
helium is used as the carrier gas. However, the velocity
of such beams can be reduced with switched electric [24]
or magnetic [25] slowers, and this has led to a number of
cold molecule applications [7, 9].

The buffer gas beam [26] provides another method for
producing cold atomic and molecular beams. With this
method, atoms or molecules are seeded into a carrier gas
contained in a cryogenically cooled cell. Seeding is most
commonly produced with pulsed laser ablation of a solid
target. The carrier gas escapes through an orifice or other
exit structure into a vacuum chamber and forms a beam
containing the seeded atoms. The resulting beam veloc-
ities, typically 40 to 150 m/s, are low due to the low

temperature of the carrier gas. The buffer gas cools as it
expands, but not to the same degree as a fully supersonic
expansion. Beam temperatures are typically in the range
of one to a few Kelvin. The buffer gas method has the
advantage of very wide applicability, including to species
that cannot be laser-cooled.

Due to this wide and important range of applications,
methods to further increase the flux, brightness, and
range of species of molecular beams are of interest. In
the work reported here, we explore a method to pro-
duce an intense, cold beam of 7Li atoms with post-nozzle
seeding of a cryogenic, supersonic 4He jet, followed by
extraction of the seeded atoms with a magnetic lens.
Both the 4He jet and 7Li source are continuous rather
than pulsed. Our method shares some features of the
buffer gas method, including a relatively low forward ve-
locity and applicability to a wide range of paramagnetic
species without use of laser cooling. However, by using
a supersonic expansion, we are able to take full advan-
tage of the adiabatic cooling of the expanding helium,
which can reach 1 mK temperature in the moving frame
[27]. This allows us to reach very low 7Li temperatures.
Further, because the 7Li beam is mono-energetic, we are
able to magnetically focus it without suffering excessive
chromatic aberration. Focusing of mono-energetic beams
has been realized previously for metastable rare gas jets
and laser-cooled beams [28–30], but not to our knowl-
edge for seeded supersonic beams. This magnetic focus-
ing enhances the intensity of the extracted 7Li beam and
makes possible its separation from the 4He beam for fur-
ther use in a high vacuum application. We also optimize
our source to produce a very high flux of 7Li atoms.

Using this method, we have demonstrated a 7Li beam
with a flux of 2× 1012 atoms/s, a forward velocity of 210
m/s and a longitudinal temperature of 7 mK in the mov-
ing frame. To our knowledge this temperature is substan-
tially lower than that of any previous seeded jet source.
This combination of very low temperature, continuous
output, modest forward velocity, magnetic extraction,
and high flux distinguish our work from previous work
on seeded supersonic jets and buffer gas sources. Also,
as discussed below, we believe that at least ten times
greater output flux should be achievable with improve-
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FIG. 1. Overview of experimental apparatus. 7Li, produced
from an oven, is seeded and thermalized into a supersonic
helium jet. The jet is created by flowing helium gas through a
nozzle inside of a cryogenic region that is cooled with a 2-stage
pulse tube refrigerator. A charcoal cryo-adsorption pump is
used to remove background helium while the 7Li is extracted
via a skimmer. The extracted 7Li beam is then brought to a
focus by a magnetic hexapole lens and is characterized using
fluorescence and absorption spectroscopy.

ments to the apparatus.
In section 2 of this article, we describe the design and

theory of this apparatus and its components. In section 3
we describe our results of measurements of flux, tempera-
ture, brightness and other relevant features. In section 4,
models of our experiment, including an original Monte-
Carlo simulation of seeding dynamics, are discussed.

II. APPARATUS

A. Design overview

A diagram of our cold atomic beam source is shown in
Fig. 1. 4He gas is fed into a small cylindrical copper cell
and cooled to a temperature of about 4.4 K by a cryo-
refrigerator. The gas exits the chamber through a small
hole and expands supersonically into a vacuum chamber.
An effusive lithium beam produced from an oven beneath
the nozzle is directed into the helium jet. A small fraction
of the lithium atoms are entrained in the flow and are
cooled to a relatively low temperature by collisions with
the helium gas. The expanding gas is intercepted by a
skimmer, which allows a central core of the beam into
a following room temperature vacuum chamber. Helium
that does not enter the skimmer is pumped away by a
charcoal cryosorption pump [31].

The lithium beam enters a magnetic hexapole lens,
which brings the lithium atoms to a focus by acting on
their magnetic moment. In order to produce the highest
7Li flux at the focus, we optically pump the 7Li atoms
into their F = 2,M = 2 magnetic sublevel just after the
point of entrainment. This ensures that all atoms with
the same trajectory into the lens experience the same fo-
cusing force. Helium atoms are not focused by the mag-
net, and therefore continue on ballistic trajectories until
they hit a room temperature surface. These atoms are

removed by a large diffusion pump below the magnet.
The properties of our source at the focal point, dis-

cussed below, are the main result of this paper.

B. Supersonic Helium Jet

We chose our design with the goal to produce the
largest possible time-averaged flux of extracted lithium
atoms at the lowest possible temperature. This led us to
choose a continuous helium jet and source, in order to
avoid possible negative effects of mismatch in the timing
of pulsed helium or lithium sources. Further, we decided
to operate the helium jet at the highest flux and bright-
ness possible, on the assumption that this would also
tend to maximize the achievable flux and brightness of
the seeded atom beam.

We generated our helium jet by flowing helium gas
through a simple sonic nozzle consisting of a 200 µm
diameter hole drilled in the thin, flat output face of the
cold copper cell. Although it is possible that a shaped
nozzle would produce better results, we chose this sonic
nozzle jet for its well-understood properties [32]. Helium
flow is metered by an MKS flow meter. Heat exchangers
connected to the two stages of our refrigerator cool the
gas so that it reaches a temperature T0 in the range from
4.2 K to 4.6 K inside the copper cell. The number of
atoms per second leaving the nozzle is [32]

ṄHe = 0.403
P0

kBT0
u0d

2 (1)

where P0 is the stagnation (pre-nozzle) gas pressure, d

the nozzle diameter, and u0 =
√

2kBT0/mHe, with mHe

the mass of a helium atom.
In order to reach milliKelvin temperature, it is nec-

essary to avoid the formation of helium clusters, since
otherwise the heat of condensation is released into the
expanding gas [22]. The onset of cluster formation is
determined by the Hagena parameter [33]

Γ∗ = κ
P0d

0.85

T 2.29
0

(2)

where κ is a species-specific condensation parameter.
Over a fairly wide range of parameters and gas species,
it is found that substantial cluster formation occurs only
when Γ∗ > 300. This scaling law has not been tested
very near our parameter range, but He cluster formation
in cryogenic jets with much smaller nozzles than ours
has been studied [34–36]. In this work, some formation
of dimers and trimers is observed with Hagena parame-
ter as low as Γ∗ ≈ 50, but heating of the jet generally
remains small up to Γ∗ ≈ 300.

Helium has an unusually low κ of
3.85 K2.29µm−0.85mbar−1 [37, 38], due to the weakness
of the He-He interaction, and to the fact that the helium
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dimer has only one bound state with an extremely
small binding energy of about 1.1 mK [39]. This also
produces an elastic collision cross-section that increases
dramatically as the jet temperature falls [40]. These
factors allow helium jets to remain collisional to much
larger distances and to cool to much lower temperatures
than jets of other atoms.

The terminal forward velocity of the jet is vf = 1.58u0
[32]. Ordinarily this is quite large (for instance 1750 m/s
at room temperature), which is a downside of seeded su-
personic jets. However our cryogenic nozzle produces a
much smaller jet velocity. During the experiments we
noticed that the nozzle temperature fluctuated due pri-
marily to changes in the heat load of the helium flow, and
this caused problematic variations of the jet velocity. To
eliminate this problem, we stabilized the nozzle tempera-
ture with a heater and PID controller, typically at a value
that produced a measured jet velocity of vf = 210 m/s.
The stabilized nozzle temperature was a few tenths of a
degree above its value with no helium flow, and typically
in the range from 4.2 K to 4.6 K.

We designed our apparatus for a maximum flow rate
of 300 sccm (ṄHe = 1.3 × 1020 atoms/s), which is the
limit set by the capacity of our charcoal cryosorption
pump as discussed below. We chose the nozzle diameter
d = 200µm in order to maximize helium beam brightness
without producing an excessively large Hagena parame-
ter. For instance with P0 = 25 mbar and T0 = 4.4 K,
our nozzle produces a flow of 200 sccm and has a Hagena
parameter Γ∗ = 290. So far, we have not seen any clear
evidence that our results are affected by helium cluster
formation.

As the helium gas expands, its density drops and there-
fore its collision rate drops. This results in a region of
continuum flow near the nozzle, a region of molecular flow
far from the nozzle (assuming that no shocks form), and
an intermediate flow region between these two [32, 41].
In the intermediate region, collisions are no longer fre-
quent enough to maintain thermal equilibrium and the
temperature for motions parallel and perpendicular to
the nominal jet velocity become unequal.

At distances z & 3d, but still in the continuum flow
region, the helium temperature T falls with distance z
from the nozzle as [41]

T (z) = 0.287 T0

(z
d

)−4/3
(3)

In practice, we found that defects on the inside surface
of our nozzle hole could affect the measured temperature
of the seeded 7Li. Presumably, this is evidence of an ele-
vated helium temperature due to these defects. Polishing
the nozzle with Simichrome to achieve a smooth surface
remedied this issue.

Adiabatic cooling as given by Eq. 3 extends only as far
as the continuum flow region. Using the known He-He
cross section [40] and density profile of our jet [42], we
estimate that the helium mean-free path at z = 4cm with

a flow rate of 50 sccm is 2 mm, so that continuum flow
conditions extend to at least z = 4 cm. Thus, according
to Eq. 3, we expect that our He gas should reach a tem-
perature of 1 mK. We also estimate only a few collisions
remain for each helium atom at distances greater than
z = 10 cm.

A common feature of supersonic jets is the formation
of shock fronts [42, 43]. These form as the supersonic
flow, which travels faster than the local speed of sound,
is unable to “sense” downstream boundary conditions.
This results in an over-expansion of the jet, which is
compensated by the formation of shock fronts. These
non-isentropic regions add entropy to the jet, heating it
and potentially obstructing the extraction of the seeded
species. When shocks are present, supersonic beam ex-
periments use a skimmer [32] to penetrate through the
shock front and extract the central part of the beam.

In our experiment, we extract the beam from the cryo-
genic region with a skimmer located 16 cm from the noz-
zle with a inlet diameter of 2.54 cm, as shown in Fig. 3.
This is in the free molecular flow zone of our beam. We
placed the skimmer at this point because we wanted to
avoid skimmer interference effects that could occur for
placement closer to the jet, and because we estimated
that with the high speed of our charcoal pump, no shock
would form out to this distance, even at our highest flow
rate. Thus far, we have seen no experimental evidence of
any negative effect of a shock front on beam extraction.

The opening of our skimmer is chosen to easily pass Li
atoms that are capturable by our magnetic lens, which
lie within a half-angle of about 0.064 rad. Since this is
a relatively small angle, it is important that entrainment
is maximized along the centerline of the jet. To max-
imize seeding efficiency and alignment to the skimmer,
our nozzle can be displaced and tilted with an adjustable
bellows mount.

In order to efficiently capture and extract seed atoms,
the jet must be of intermediate transverse collisional
thickness - not so low that many atoms pass through
the jet, but not so high that many atoms are stopped
before reaching the centerline of the jet. The transverse
collisional thickness varies with distance z as 1/z, so it
possible to increase or decrease the collisional thickness
with a change in the seeding location. When estimating
this location, it is important to take into account the en-
ergy dependence of the Li-He cross-section. Fortunately,
this cross-section has been calculated to high accuracy
[44, 45]. The first few Li-He collisions will have high rel-
ative energies, for which the cross-section is small. This
means that the lithium atoms can easily penetrate into
the jet even at locations where the helium jet is colli-
sionally thick to itself. However after the first few col-
lisions the relative collision energy drops and the cross-
section increases very substantially. This can result in a
pronounced increase in the collision rate, and cause the
lithium atom to become entrained with the He flow and
to approach the He jet temperature.

Example trajectories from a Monte-Carlo simulation,
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FIG. 2. Example simulation results for 200 sccm of He flow.
Trajectories are shown along with the location of collisions
denoted with an “x”. Three distinct type of particles are
shown: one which is deflected by the jet, one seeded and
within the capturable solid angle of the skimmer (half angle of
0.079 radians) and one which undergoes collisions but passes
through the jet without fully thermalizing.

discussed in further detail in the modeling section, are
given in Fig. 2. The seeding geometry is shown as well
as the trajectory and collision locations for a seeded par-
ticle, deflected particle, and one which passes through
the jet without fully thermalizing. The simulation shows
that for 200 sccm helium flow rate, lithium atoms have
an appreciable chance of becoming entrained near the
centerline of the helium flow if they are aimed at a point
about 1 to 2 cm away from the helium nozzle. For lower
helium flow rates, the optimal seeding distance is smaller.

C. Cryogenics and Vacuum

A schematic of the cryogenic region is shown in Fig. 3.
We cool our cryogenic components with a two-stage Cry-
omech model PT410 Pulse Tube refrigerator. Its first
stage has a cooling capacity of 40 Watts at a temper-
ature of 45 K, and its second stage has a cooling ca-
pacity of 1 Watt at a temperature of 4.2 K. The cryo-
genic region is surrounded by an 18x18x18 inch copper
heat shield thermally connected to the refrigerator’s first
stage. This provides isolation of the cryogenic volume
from room temperature blackbody radiation. The shield
is suspended by thin walled stainless steel tubing from
the vacuum chamber’s ceiling to minimize thermal con-
duction. Multiple layers of superinsulation are placed
both outside (not shown) and inside this shield to reduce
radiative heat loads [46].

Helium flows into the cryogenic region through a heat
exchanger connected to the refrigerator’s first stage, then
through a second heat exchanger connected to the re-
frigerator’s second stage, and finally through the nozzle
where it expands into vacuum.

Thermal connections to the refrigerator cold plates are

made by multiple flexible copper braids welded to clamps.
Each braid is composed of 2880 36-gauge wires. The
braids allow for spatial adjustments to the helium source
during operation, and prevent the transfer of excessive
strain to the PT refrigerator. To decrease thermal re-
sistance, Apiezon N is applied at all thermal junctions.
C10100 copper is used throughout to maintain conduc-
tion at cryogenic temperatures [47].

In order to avoid shock front formation and excessive
helium background gas pressures, it is necessary to have
a very high pumping capacity for the helium gas. In
our experiment, this is provided by a charcoal cryopump.
It consists of 60 rectangular 4x16 inch copper fins cov-
ered in an epoxied layer of charcoal. These fins are ther-
mally connected to the second stage of the refrigerator,
and typically operate at a temperature of 4.0 to 5.5 K.
At these temperatures, the charcoal is a highly effective
adsorption-based pump for helium gas [31]. The fin sur-
faces lie along lines pointing radially outward from the
jet centerline. The rectangular openings between the fins
form an approximately cylindrical pump opening that
surrounds the expanding jet.

Helium atoms have an adsorption energy on charcoal
that varies with the quantity of adsorbed helium from 80
K to 300 K per atom [31]. This is the dominant heat load
on the experiment, and sets the limit to our total helium
flow rate. For instance if we budget 0.5 Watts for this
heat load, the maximum flow rate with an adsorption
energy of 200 K per atom is 1.8 × 1020 atoms/s = 400
sccm.

About 1.2 to 1.4% of the directed flow of the helium
exits the cryogenic region through the skimmer, assuming
the helium jet angular profile given in Ref. [42]. Thus,
the gas load on the following chamber is about 0.65 to
3.9 sccm (0.0082 to 0.049 Torr liters/sec) over our range
of flow rates of 50 to 300 sccm. We pump this gas away
with a CVC PVMS-1000 diffusion pump and a cooled
chevron baffle that has an estimated net pump speed for
helium of S2 = 3, 500 L/s.

To determine the pumping speed of the cryopump, we
conducted an experiment wherein we blocked the line of
sight between the helium nozzle and skimmer aperture.
The gas load on the diffusion pump is then dominated
by the flow of cryogenic helium background gas through
the skimmer opening. The temperature of this gas must
be intermediate between the 4.4 K and 45 K tempera-
ture of the cryogenic region surfaces; for purposes of this
estimate we assume it is 15 K. Taking into account the
measured pressure increase in the room temperature re-
gion and the known skimmer aperture conductance and
diffusion pump speed, we estimate that the speed of our
cryopump is 22,000 L/s, with an uncertainty of a factor
of 2.

The estimated background gas pressure and density
in the cryogenic region, with our maximum flow rate of
300 sccm, are 7 × 10−6 Torr and 6 × 10−18 m−3. Using
the He-He collision cross-section [40] at T = 15 K of
σ = 8× 10−15 m2 , we estimate that the mean free path
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FIG. 3. Schematic of the two stage cryogenic region

of a helium atom in the cryogenic region is about 20 cm.
With this pressure and mean free path, we expect our jet
to transition from continuum to molecular flow without
any formation of a shock front. We have seen no evidence
of any effects of shocks in our experiments.

The charcoal has a finite capacity to adsorb helium.
We find that we can flow helium continuously at a rate of
50 sccm for over 12 hours. However, as the charcoal fills
with helium the pressure in the cryogenic region begins
to increase. We have observed that measured flux de-
creases with long run times and believe that this elevated
pressure is the explanation. As the charcoal continues to
fill with helium eventually a runaway condition occurs
as elevated pressures promote thermal conduction which
increases charcoal temperature. Eventually the charcoal
climbs in temperature by tens of Kelvin, sheds its helium,
and the run ends. The charcoal is then regenerated by
pumping on it while it is warm.

The gas load on our diffusion pump due to the directed
flow of the helium is much larger than the flow of back-
ground helium gas through the skimmer. With a total
flow rate of 300 sccm, the pressure above the diffusion
pump rises to P2 = 1 × 10−5 Torr. As discussed be-
low, this room temperature background gas does limit
the number of lithium atoms that we can extract from
our source. We plan to eliminate this problem in a future
upgrade of the apparatus.

D. Lithium source

Our lithium oven is a two piece design with a separable
reservoir and nozzle both heated independently as shown
in Fig. 4. Heating is generated by mineral insulated In-
conel sheathed heater cables that are wound around and
vacuum brazed to the oven. The oven is constructed from
stainless steel (SS) and is suspended by SS wires inside
a copper cylinder, which is cooled by room temperature
water at the base. Multiple layers of thin SS sheets sur-

FIG. 4. Schematic of lithium oven and insulation. The 1050
K oven is insulated from the cryogenics by several techniques.

round the oven providing a degree of radiation insulation.
The copper cylinder resides inside a re-entrant extension
of the 45 K outer structure. These insulating techniques
allow the oven to operate at temperatures up to 1050 K
with very minor heating of the cryogenics though they
are separated by only 5.5 cm. The half angle of the ex-
tracted beam from the 45 K shielding is approximately
0.09 radians.

The two piece design allows us to fully disassemble the
oven for refilling and to hold the nozzle at a higher tem-
perature than the reservoir, which prevents nozzle clog-
ging. The oven is loaded with ∼1.5 grams of lithium wire
and can be run at its maximum temperature continuously
for several hours.

The oven nozzle is a conical design with a 1 mm di-
ameter hole. When heated to 1050 K, we estimate the
Knudsen number to be 0.14, in the intermediate region
between supersonic and effusive. The oven was designed
with a shaped nozzle to potentially generate a more for-
ward directed flux, but the extent to which this is occur-
ring is unknown.

E. Atom lens

The seeded lithium beam expands radially with the
carrier gas and therefore falls in intensity. To maximise
usable flux and intensity far from the nozzle, we capture
and focus the lithium atoms with a magnetic hexapole
lens [28–30]. Helium, with no magnetic moment, contin-
ues expanding.

A 22S1/2 |F = 2,mF = 2〉 state lithium atom in a mag-
netic hexapole field has potential energy given by

V = −~µ · ~B = µBB0
r2

r20
(4)
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FIG. 5. (a) Simulated norm of the magnetic field at the
center-plane of our lens. (b) A lithium atom’s magnetic po-
tential as a function of position along the dash-dotted line in
(a).

where ~B is the magnetic field vector, ~µ is the magnetic
moment vector, µB is the Bohr magneton, r is the dis-
tance from the magnet axis, r0 is a reference distance,

and B0 is | ~B| at r0. This results in a harmonic restoring
force over the length of the lens and is analogous to a
gradient-index lens.

Our atom lens contains a cylindrical Hallbach array of
neodymium (NdFeB) permanent magnets [28, 48]. The
lens has a inner bore radius of 5.0 cm and length of 6
inches. It is composed of 6 slices, each 1 inch thick. Each
slice is made of an aluminum disk with an inner layer
of twelve one inch cubic magnets and an outer layer of
twelve 1.5x1.5x1 inch cuboid magnets epoxied into place,
as illustrated in 5(a). The magnets have a remanence of
1.26-1.29 Tesla. The coercivity of the inner layer magnets
is 17 kOe, and that of the outer layer is 12 kOe, per the
vendor’s specification.

The atom lens’s performance can be analyzed with ray
tracing in a similar fashion to optical lenses. For a fo-
cusing metric, we chose the diameter of a circle which
contains 90% of the atomic flux, hereon out referred to
as D90. Using an original particle tracing code with simu-
lated magnetic fields we traced an ensemble of 7Li atoms,
all with velocity 210 m/s, originating from a point located
72 cm from the lens face, which is the distance from the
nozzle to the front facet of our magnet. Magnetic fields
are calculated in 3D using analytic solutions [49], and
include demagnetizing effects. This calculation accounts

FIG. 6. (a) Size and location of minimum D90 versus aperture
of atom lens for point source of particles. D90 is diameter of
circle containing 90% of atoms, and location is distance from
the end of the atom lens. (b) Heatmap of particle intensity at
minimum D90 for full lens aperture. Contrast was increased
for readability.

for geometric aberrations only; in practice the lens fo-
cusing is also affected by the velocity distribution of the
atoms as discussed below.

Fig. 6(a) shows the calculated position and size of the
minimum D90 as a function of the radius of the lens
open aperture. The results show a strong dependence on
aperture radius. This is analogous to spherical aberra-
tion, and originates primarily from the fringing fields of
the lens. To verify this, we also modeled the lens as a
segment of an infinitely long lens, removing the effect of
fringing fields, and found that the size of the minimum
D90 and the variation of the minimum D90 location were
substantially reduced.

From this calculation, we also found that the maximum
initial transverse velocity of atoms brought to the focus
is 13.4 m/s. For our forward velocity of 210 m/s, the
maximum half-angle for capture of the atoms by the lens
is 0.064 rad.

We have simulated the effect of collisions between Li
atoms and He atoms in the directed flow inside the lens.
This collision rate increases in the lens due to increased
relative Li-He velocity. Our simulation shows that nearly
all such collisions prevent the Li atom from reaching the
focus. For this reason, the lens must be placed far enough
from the nozzle that such collisions are improbable. The
front face of our lens is positioned 72 cm from the nozzle,
which is far enough that this condition is satisfied. A
smaller nozzle-to-lens distance could produce a somewhat
higher focused flux due to a higher transverse capture
velocity. However the magnet placement is still limited
by collisions, and we do not expect that closer placement
would result in a very large increase in focused flux.

F. Optical Pumping

The performance of the atom lens depends strongly
on the state preparation of the atoms. Ideal focusing
requires a linear restoring force. As shown in Fig. 7,
half of the ground state hyperfine sub-levels are high
field seeking states; these will be defocused and lost
from the beam. Of the remaining states, only the
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FIG. 7. Breit-Rabi diagram for the 7Li 2S1/2 ground state
levels. Depending on the atoms’ position in the atom lens
they can be in either the low field, high field, or intermediate
region.

22S1/2 |F = 2,mF = 2〉 state experiences a perfect lin-
ear restoring force. The other three low-field seek-
ing states will also be focused, but the focus posi-
tion and size for these states differ from that of the
22S1/2 |F = 2,mF = 2〉 state. This introduces a form
of aberration to the lens that will increase the size of the
focus.

The lithium atoms initially have equal population in
all eight states. In order to obtain maximal performance,
both in terms of flux and focus size, we optically pump
the atoms into the 22S1/2 |F = 2,mF = 2〉 state. With-
out optical pumping we find that the FWHM of the fo-
cus increases by approximately 30% along with half the
atoms being lost.

The maximum angular divergence of atoms that exit
the skimmer have a Doppler shift of ∼ 20 MHz. To op-
tically pump all capturable atoms, the laser is frequency
broadened. This is done by modulating the current sup-
ply of the laser at 800 kHz with a modulation depth suf-
ficient to widen the laser linewidth to ∼ 25 MHz. Fre-
quency broadening via current modulation has the ad-
ditional benefit of reducing excess scattered photons as
compared to power broadening. This is important at high
densities as re-absorption of scattered photons could limit
the effectiveness of hyper-fine state optical pumping.

G. Laser-optical system

The optically pumped atomic beam is characterized
through fluorescence and absorption spectroscopy. For
this we employ two lasers operating on the 2S → 2P
transition near 670.8 nm, one for the optical pump-
ing and the other for spectroscopy. Both are Exter-
nal Cavity Diode Lasers (ECDL) in a Littrow configu-

ration. The ECDL used for optical pumping is part of
a Master Oscillator Power Amplifier (MOPA) configu-
ration with an Eagleyard Tapered amplifier and has a
maximum output power of 0.5 W. This laser is locked
to the (22S1/2 F = 2 → 22P1/2 F

′ = 2) transition using
a fluorescence signal from a reference atomic beam that
is captured with a Photo-Multiplier Tube (PMT). The
reference beam is generated in a separate chamber which
contains an effusive oven.

Since the laser used for spectroscopy is tuned (typically
over 4-5 GHz), we are unable to lock it to a fluorescence
signal from the reference chamber. Instead the laser is
locked to a temperature stabilized low finesse tunable
etalon. To frequency calibrate the laser, we use the flu-
orescence signal from our reference atomic beam. The
spectroscopy laser is sent angled into the chamber and
retro-reflected. Scanning over the D2 line results in two
equal but opposite Doppler shifts for both the F = 1 and
F = 2 ground states. This produces dips between each
pair of peaks. The separation between the dips is the
ground state hyper-fine splitting which is used to cali-
brate the laser frequency to within a few MHz.

For optical pumping, a repumper is required for atoms
that transition to the (2S1/2 F = 1) ground state and
would otherwise be lost. When it facilitates analysis
by preventing unwanted optical pumping, a repumper
is used with the spectroscopy beam. With both lasers,
an electro-optic modulator (EOM) is driven at 803.504
MHz, producing two side-bands one of which serves as
the repumper.

III. RESULTS

A. Near-field Atomic Beam

The efficiency with which lithium can be seeded into
the helium jet is characterized in the cryogenic region.
We refer to this region as the “near field” in contrast
with the results at the atomic focus. Performing fluores-
cence spectroscopy in this region allows us to measure the
velocity spread of the lithium atoms as well as the flux
within the capturable solid angle of the magnet. These
results can be compared with simulations and give crucial
insight into understanding the conditions that maximize
extracted flux.

Fluorescence spectroscopy in the cryogenic region is
performed by sending a laser down the center-line of the
jet through the skimmer or vertically through a window
in the cryogenic region. The signal is then imaged by
a Ximea MC031MG-SY-UB CMOS camera. From the
horizontal probe beam, the Doppler shift relative to a
reference signal from the D2 line is used to determine
the forward velocity, with the typical value being 210(2)
m/s for flow rates below 250 sccm and 217(2) m/s for
flow rates of 250 sccm of higher.

Spectral profiles for a range of helium flow rates at the
centerline of the jet are given in Fig. 8(b). The line-
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FIG. 8. (a) Fluorescence image of the jet. Seeding position
relative to the nozzle is approximately 1.7 cm. Lithium atoms
that have been entrained and translationally cooled within
the jet are clearly visible. (b) Atomic fluorescence spectra
results for various flow rates 4 cm from the nozzle using a
laser perpendicular to the atomic beam. The frequency scale
is relative to the Doppler free signal of the D2 line from the
reference chamber.

shapes are dominated by the Doppler effect, and there-
fore measure the vertical velocity distributions of the
lithium atoms. A 100 MHz Doppler shift corresponds
to a velocity of 67 m/s. The Doppler widths in Fig. 8
are a small fraction of the Doppler width of the lithium
atoms from the oven. However, the lineshapes are also
asymmetric, which indicates lithium atoms which still
have a relatively high velocity compared to the expected
velocity distribution of the jet. Measurements of the lon-
gitudinal velocity distribution yield similar fluorescence
profiles indicating lithium has not fully thermalized with
the jet. If the lithium was fully thermalized with the
helium at 1 mK, the observed FWHM would be com-
parable to the natural linewidth of 6 MHz. Within our
viewing region the width of the spectral distribution de-
creases further from the nozzle. We expect that collisions
continue to occur past 4 cm, the limit of our viewing re-
gion, reducing the asymmetry and width of the velocity
distribution.

Helium flow rate and seeding position, both of which
are easily adjusted during operation, were varied to max-
imize near field density. Here we define the seeding posi-
tion to be the distance from the nozzle to the centerline
of the lithium beam, as shown in Fig. 2, which is deter-
mined by analyzing fluorescence images with zero helium
flow. The maximum average density within the solid an-
gle of the skimmer is obtained with a seeding distance of
1.7 cm with a helium flow rate of 150 sccm. The peak
density n0 is given by,

n0 =
~ω0

σ(w0)

Φ∫
L (~r)I(~r)dV

(5)

where, L (~r) is the spatial profile of the atomic beam
normalized to a height of one, I(~r) is the laser intensity,

TABLE I. Near field average 7Li atomic density within the
capturable solid angle of the skimmer versus helium flow rate
at an oven temperature of 800 K with a seeding distance of
1.7 cm from the nozzle. Data is collected 4.1 cm from the
nozzle. The flux leaving the cryogenic shielding surrounding
the lithium source was measured to be 1.4(2)× 1014 s−1 which
allows for the simulated density to be computed.

Flow Rate
(sccm)

Observed Density
(×108 cm−3)

Simulated Density
(×108 cm−3)

50a 2.4(4) 2.3(4)
50 1.1(2) 1.0(2)
100 2.6(5) 2.4(4)
150 4.5(8) 3.2(5)
200 4.0(7) 3.1(5)
250b 3.7(7) 2.6(4)
300b 3.1(6) 2.1(3)

aSeeding distance of 0.7 cm.
bTerminal velocity of 217(2) m/s

σ(w0) is the resonant Doppler broadened cross section,
and Φ is the number of scattered photons per second at
resonance. The spatial profile is determined by fitting
the fluorescence signal assuming cylindrical symmetry.

Results for various flow rates are given in Table I.
Due to the asymmetric distribution, the average density
within the capture angle of the skimmer includes atoms
which have not entirely thermalized with the jet. Since
atoms with a high relative velocity to the jet are not fo-
cused by the hexapole magnet, it is not expected that
the entirety of the atoms that escape through the skim-
mer will arrive at the atomic focus. Simulated results for
the fraction of atoms that leave the skimmer and arrive
at the focus are discussed in the modelling section and
provided in Table. III.

B. Focused Atomic Beam

At the focus, the atomic beam is characterized us-
ing both fluorescence and absorption spectroscopy. Ab-
sorption spectroscopy gives more reliable values for the
atomic density than fluorescence spectroscopy, but is only
appreciably present at lithium oven temperatures over
900 K. Fluorescence measurements are taken by a ver-
tical laser beam passing through the atomic beam focus
and viewed with a FLI ML1001 CCD camera viewing
from the horizontal direction (see Fig. 1). From this we
can extract the spatial profile, transverse spectral profile,
transverse temperature, flux and brilliance. Absorption
measurements are taken with a horizontal beam pass-
ing through the atomic beam focus and imaged onto the
CCD camera.

For fluorescence spectroscopy with the vertical probe
beam, the laser is tuned over the F = 2 transition on the
D2 line of 7Li. The beam is circularly polarized using
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FIG. 9. Spatial width of the atomic beam over a 14 cm dis-
tance in which a clear focus of the atomic beam is shown.
The focus occurs approximately 176 cm from the nozzle. The
temperature of the lithium oven was 820 K, and the beam has
a forward velocity of 207(3) m/s.

a quarter wave-plate. A set of cylindrical lenses is used
to produce a probe beam with a beam waist of 2.8(3)
cm and 0.59(3) mm in the longitudinal and transverse
directions respectively. This minimizes moving the ver-
tical probe beam when characterising the focus as well
as simplifying analysis. Similar to the optical pump-
ing in the cryogenic region, sets of Helmholtz coils pro-
duce a 2 G field aligned with the laser while reducing
stray fields to < 25 mG. Since the atoms are optically
pumped in the near field, the only allowed transition is
|F = 2,mF = 2〉 → |F = 3,mF = 3〉. However, imper-
fect polarization or magnetic field alignment will lead to
atoms transitioning to other states. To limit these ef-
fects, the laser intensity is kept sufficiently low (typically
< 1 µW/cm2) such that atoms scatter no more than one
photon on average.

At high lithium oven temperatures the extracted flux
is sufficiently dense to allow for absorption spectroscopy.
A probe laser with 803.504 MHz side-bands is imaged di-
rectly on the CCD and images are taken with and without
the atoms. In order to “switch” off the atoms, the helium
flow is turned off. This process takes about 10 seconds
for the flow to completely cease.

Results for fluorescence and absorption spectroscopy
are given in Table II. Fluorescence data is analysed in a
similar manner to near field results using Eq. 5 modi-
fied for circularly polarized light. The peak density from
absorption data is determined from

n0 =
− ln(T )

σ(ω0)
∫

L (x)dx
(6)

where L (x) is the spatial profile along a line through the
center of the atomic beam normalized to a height of one

FIG. 10. Spatial profile at the atomic focus for different oven
temperatures fit to a q-Gaussian distribution. The data is
from fluorescence spectroscopy and is normalized to the peak
signal at the highest oven temperature.

and T is the minimum transmittance. The spatial pro-
file is determined from the inverse Abel transform of the
absorption image. Due to weak absorption off resonance
we determine σ(w) from fluorescence results. The flux is
given as the atoms per second passing through a 1 cm
diameter circle.

To find the atomic focus, the laser and camera are
mounted on a movable platform that can be adjusted
during the experiment. The platform and viewing region
allow us to collect fluorescence data over a 14 cm range.
From particle tracing simulations it was expected that
the size of the focus would remain relatively constant
over a few centimeter region. We take the location of the
minimum spatial FWHM to be the location of the focus.

TABLE II. Focused beam characteristics with fluorescence
and absorption imaging at an oven temperature of 1030 K.
For brightness and brilliance the FWHM of the velocity dis-
tributions are used to define the FWHM of the angular distri-
butions. These quantities, along with the density and inten-
sity, correspond to the peak spatial value. All measurements
are taken at the atomic focus with the exception of the lon-
gitudinal velocity spread which is measured approximately 5
cm from the focus.

Quantity Fluorescence Absorption

FWHM (mm) 5.01(4) 4.41(3)
Density (cm−3) 3.4(6)× 108 2.64(9)× 108

Intensity (cm−2s−1) 7(1)× 1012 5.6(2)× 1012

Fluxa (s−1) 2.3(4)× 1012 1.54(6)× 1012

Brightness (m−2s−1sr−1) 2.4(8)× 1019

Brilliance (m−2s−1sr−1) 1.6(5)× 1021

T⊥ (mK) < 20
T‖ (mK) 7(3)
vterminal (m/s) 211(2)

aFlux within a 1 cm diameter circle.
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FIG. 11. Absorption spectroscopy results at the atomic focus. The data is fit to the Abel transform of a Lorentzian profile to
determine the FWHM of the atomic beam. In the bottom right corner is an example absorption image.

The spatial width as a function of distance from the atom
lens is given by Fig. 9. At each position the fluorescence
data is fit to a Tsallis q-Gaussian distribution which we
found fits the spatial data well [50, 51]. A q-Gaussian
allows for fitting to Gaussian like distributions, but with
variable sized tails.

At the focus, fluorescence data is collected at various
oven temperatures, as presented in Fig. 10. As can be
seen, the signal and the spatial width increase with oven
temperature as was also found with absorption results
given in Fig. 11. We have found that the near field
spatial profile also increases in width with temperature
suggesting that this effect is related to the seeding dy-
namics. Presumably, the additional heat load to the jet
from the incoming lithium atoms is the culprit, although
the exact dynamics are not well understood. While the
size of the focus increases with lithium source tempera-
ture we have found that the location of the focus remains
invariant to lithium source temperature.

The longitudinal velocity profile and temperature is
measured by a probe beam at a small angle to the cen-
terline of the beam of 13 degrees (see Fig. 1). This is
to avoid the optical pumping and slowing effects possible
when sending a laser down the entire length of the atomic
beam. Because the probe laser is tilted, the transverse
profile can broaden the longitudinal profile, particularly
if measured at the focus. To minimize this, longitudi-
nal measurements were taken 5 cm past the focus. A
repumper laser is present yielding 6 total hyperfine tran-
sitions, 3 for each of the 2 ground states. The spectral
profile is fit to a convolution of a Gaussian profile rep-
resenting the thermal distribution, a Gaussian profile for
the measured laser jitter, and 6 Lorentzian profiles at
each hyperfine transition frequency with proper weight-

ing. From the Gaussian profile the temperature can be
extracted, which we find to be 7(3) mK. Results and con-
volving profiles are shown in Figure 12(a).

The measured longitudinal velocity distribution at z =
4 cm in the near field does not show a single, sharp peak,
but rather shows an asymmetric lineshape similar to the
ones shown in Fig. 8; the velocity spread at this point
corresponds to a temperature of several tens of mK. The
lower temperature of the extracted beam results from
additional cooling by helium collisions for distances z >
4 cm, and may also have a contribution from a velocity
filtering effect by the magnetic lens.

We measured the transverse Doppler lineshape of
atoms that transit through a 1 cm diameter circle cen-
tered on the beam focus using the fluorescence induced by
the vertical laser beam. The measured lineshape is shown
in Fig. 12(b). From this data, we determine that the
FWHM of the transverse velocity distribution is 13.4(1)
m/s. This implies that the beam emerging from the focus
has an angular width of 0.064(1) rad (FWHM).

The angular divergence of the beam, or equivalently its
transverse velocity distribution, arises from two sources.
One is the angular spread of the atomic trajectories ar-
riving from the lens aperture, and the other is the ran-
dom spread in transverse velocities arising from non-zero
transverse temperature. Thus, the transverse Doppler
lineshape is a convolution of four functions: the natu-
ral lineshape, the laser lineshape, the geometric Doppler
lineshape that results from the distribution of ray paths
from the lens aperture, and a thermal transverse Doppler
distribution.

The geometrical distribution of transverse velocity, not
accounting for lens aberrations, is
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FIG. 12. Data, fits, and underlying convolving profiles for flu-
orescence data at the location of atom lens focus for (a) lon-
gitudinal probe laser and (b) transverse probe laser. Heights
are arbitrary. The 22S1/2 → 22P1/2 transition results in 6
hyperfine transitions yielding an asymmetric spectral profile
as seen in (a). Optical pumping with a circularly polarized
probe beam yields a single transition profile in (b). The ge-
ometric profile in the transverse direction models the output
convergence angle of the atom lens. From the Doppler profile
we can extract the temperature of the atoms.

n(v⊥) ≈
√

1− (v⊥/v⊥0)2 (7)

where v⊥ is the transverse velocity and v⊥0 is the max-
imum transverse velocity exiting the atom lens. Due to
the substantial geometric aberration in our lens, atoms
transiting the lens at larger radii do not contribute sig-
nificantly to the flux within the 1 cm diameter circle. For
this reason, we adopt a simplified model in which only
atoms up to some maximum radius in the lens contribute
to the signal, and correspondingly take v⊥0 as a fit pa-
rameter in this model.

The best fit result for the overall lineshape is shown in
12(b), along with the four contributing lineshapes. From
this fit, we extract a transverse temperature of 14 mK.
Considering possible variations of our model, we estimate
an upper bound to the transverse temperature of 20 mK.

IV. MODELING

A. Monte-Carlo Simulation of Atomic Capture

To determine the parameters that maximize seeding
efficiency, a 3D Monte-Carlo simulation was performed.
In the simulation, the helium jet is treated as a directed

FIG. 13. 2D histogram of 5× 106 simulated particles and the
positions of all particles that pass the xy plane 4.1 cm from
the nozzle. The seeding distance is 1.7 cm and the black circle
indicates particles that are within the capturable solid angle
of the skimmer projected to the xy plane. Data is binned into
0.25× 0.25 mm boxes. The number above each plot gives the
helium flow rate.

flow with a density profile based on early results of super-
sonic free jets by Ashkenas and Sherman and later veri-
fied by Tejeda, Fernández-Sánchez, and Montero [42, 43].
Lithium atoms are generated at the oven with velocities
sampled from an effusive source and angles limited to the
those which pass through the 45 K radiation shielding,
as shown in Fig 4. The lithium atoms are then propa-
gated through the jet with time steps that are small com-
pared to the local inverse collision rate. At each time
step, a collision is determined based on an acceptance
rejection method using the local density, collision cross-
section, and relative velocity. Collisions are evaluated in
the center of mass frame with a scattering angle sam-
pled from the distribution of the differential scattering
cross section at the relative collision energy [44, 45]. As
small scattering angles are most probable at high relative
collision energies, it is possible for particles to undergo
many collisions without becoming thermalized. This is
shown in Fig. 2 with a particle passing through the jet
and undergoing collisions without experiencing a signif-
icant deflection in its trajectory. For the simulation we
neglect 7Li-7Li interactions as these are expected to oc-
cur at negligible rates as well as the formation of shock
fronts. Additionally, we assume that the lithium atoms
act as a small perturbation to the jet, neither heating the
jet appreciably nor altering its density profile.

Two parameters that can be adjusted experimentally
are the helium flow rate and seeding distance relative to
the nozzle, as shown in Fig. 2. These parameters were
varied in the simulation, and using the measured flux
leaving the lithium oven shielding, the average density
within the capture angle of the skimmer is determined
to allow for comparison with experimental results. The
maximum average density occurs approximately 1.7 cm
from the nozzle with a flow rate of 150 sccm, matching
experimental results. Results for various flow rates at
this seeding distance are given in Fig. 13. The effects
of the collisional thickness of the jet are present with
atoms penetrating through at low flow rates while being
deflected downwards at high flow rates. At the lowest
flow rate of 50 sccm the shadow of the lithium source
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can be seen.
Due to effects from helium background gas, to maxi-

mize focused lithium we must operate at lower flow rates
as discussed below. To compensate, we can seed closer
to the nozzle with a seeding distance of approximately
0.7 cm. As shown in Table I, this increases the density
relative to the 1.7 cm distance, but doesn’t provide the
density we’d get if we were able to operate at higher flow
rates while seeding further from the nozzle.

B. Modeling the focus

Our jet-seeding simulation can be combined with a
simulation that traces particle trajectories through the
atom lens to predict the shape and location of our atomic
beam focus. To do this, we extend the Monte-Carlo sim-
ulation of the capture to a distance of 10 cm from the
nozzle as further 4He-7Li collisions are expected to oc-
cur past where our optical access ends. We assume that
the helium gas continues to cool adiabatically out to this
distance. Beyond this distance and until the magnet, we
estimate that there is less than one collision on average
per lithium atom for helium flow rates of 50 sccm. We
take the positions and velocities of the lithium atoms at
a 10 cm distance as an input condition for calculating the
trajectories through the lens.

Though our simulation does not account for heating or
other phenomena which may affect the jet temperature,
we can attempt to roughly model temperature effects by
limiting the minimum temperature to which the jet cools.
This causes a significant increase in the size of the focus
for even a few millikelvin over the expected temperature,
as shown in Fig. 14.

This effect is explained by a virtual source [52], an
imaginary source of atoms located at the nozzle plane
that would produce the same spatial and velocity distri-
bution at a given distance from the nozzle neglecting col-
lisions. The phase space distribution of the virtual source
is produced by projecting atoms back to the plane of the
nozzle. Higher temperatures produce larger velocity dis-
tributions which in turn result in a larger virtual source
size. With the virtual source as the object, our lens then
produces a larger image for higher jet temperatures.

Better agreement is found with elevated temperatures,
but a physical model is lacking to motivate a specific
temperature and thus profile. However, the fact that
relatively minor and plausible temperature changes of the
jet causes fairly significant changes in the focus size hints
that additional dynamics may explain the discrepancy

TABLE III. Simulated results for the percentage of atoms
that arrive at the atomic focus from the lithium source.

Flow Rate (sccm) 50a 50 100 150 200 250 300
Efficiency (%) 0.11 0.04 0.21 0.37 0.43 0.25 0.20

aSeeding distance of 0.7 cm. All other results are for 1.7cm.

FIG. 14. Simulated focus results versus flourescence data.
(a) Measured transverse profile vs simulated transverse pro-
file. (b) FWHM versus distance from nozzle for data and
simulation. In the legend adiabatic refers to a pure adiabatic
expansion, while 3 and 5 mK refer to introducing a tempera-
ture floor in the expansion.

between simulation and experiment.
In addition to the location of the focus and FWHM at

the focus, the simulations are used to predict the seeding
efficiency or fraction of atoms leaving the oven shielding
that arrive within a 1 cm diameter at the focus. These re-
sults are presented in Table III. Accurate measurements
of the flux leaving the oven shielding is performed at
lower temperatures to avoid absorption effects. At an
oven temperature of 800 K, a flux of 1.4(2)× 1014 s−1

is measured leaving the oven shielding while a flux of
3.8(7)× 1010 s−1 is measured at the focus. This gives a
total efficiency of 0.03% and accounting for a 2.5 times
loss from background pressure, as discussed below, agrees
within 40% of the simulated results.

C. Effects of background gas pressure

A major design concern is sufficient vacuum pumping
to reduce scattering between lithium atoms and back-
ground gas helium atoms to negligible levels. We have
determined that this condition is not satisfied. This
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was made clear, for instance, by the fact that our fo-
cused beam reached its maximum intensity at helium
flow rates of about 50 sccm, while the near field flux was
maximum for much higher helium flow rates of about
150 sccm. This apparent discrepancy is explained by
increased background gas pressures and collisional loss
rates of lithium atoms at the higher helium flow rates.

In order to determine the extent of this problem, we
measured the intensity of the focused beam as a func-
tion of the helium background gas pressure in the room
temperature chamber above our diffusion pump. We var-
ied the pressure by leaking in an added helium gas load
to the chamber. We fit our results to a modified Beer’s
Law, which is arrived at by integrating from the skimmer
to the focus, and assuming pressure is roughly constant,
which we validated with a simulation in MolFlow+ [53].
Our modified Beer’s Law is then

S = S0e
PHeβ (8)

where we have collected constants into the term β. Re-
sults of our measurements and fit are shown in Figure 15.
This data shows that even at our lowest operating flow
rate of 50 sccm, about 60% of the lithium atoms are lost.
Thus, the flux of our source would be about 2.5 times
higher if we could reduce the helium pressure to much
lower values. Further, if we could maintain this low vac-
uum pressure while also ramping up our helium flow to
150 sccm, we estimate that our source would achieve 10
times more flux than the maximum we’ve observed so
far, i.e a flux of 2×1013 atoms/s. We plan to implement
an improved vacuum system design which should allow
these higher flux levels to be realized.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have described an intense cold atom
7Li source based on post-nozzle seeding of a continuous,
cryogenic helium jet. Seeded atoms were extracted from
the helium with magnetic focusing, allowing us to cap-
ture an appreciable solid angle from the source. Mag-
netic focusing and deflection would also allow us to ef-
fectively separate the lithium beam from the helium jet
for further application in a high vacuum environment.
The extracted lithium atoms have transverse tempera-
tures below 20 mK, and a longitudinal temperature of
7(3) mK, substantially colder than previous seeded jet
sources. Our beam velocity of 210 m/s was relatively
low, due to the low temperature of our jet source. We re-
alized an extracted beam flux of about 2× 1012 atoms/s,
similar to the highest flux obtained with previous cold
atom beam sources [54]. This flux was limited by the
loss of 7Li atoms from collisions with helium background
gas, and we estimate that we could produce a 10 times
higher flux with a modified vacuum system design.

We have modeled the capture and focusing of Li atoms
by our helium jet. This provided us with a quantitiative

FIG. 15. Peak signal at the atomic focus normalized to the
maximum observed signal vs. background chamber pressure.
The data was collected with 50 sccm of flow from the noz-
zle. To increase the pressure, room temperature helium is
bled into the chamber. The results show that the effects of
collisions with background helium atoms are substantially re-
ducing the flux at the atomic focus. Fitting the data to Beer’s
law and extrapolating the results to zero pressure indicates a
∼ 2.5 times increase in flux. Note that the lowest pressure
value is the pressure only from the supersonic nozzle flow.

understanding of our focused beam diameter and seed-
ing efficiency, and can also provide guidance for further
improvements in the source. Besides the vacuum mod-
ifications, it should be possible to further optimize this
source with modifications to the nozzle shape, Li source,
skimmer, and lens. It would also be of interest to combine
this method with other techniques for further slowing and
cooling of the beam, including laser-cooling.

7Li atoms were seeded in this work, but this method
should be adaptable to other paramagnetic atoms and
molecules. Cold atomic hydrogen or metastable helium
beams could be produced. It would also be of interest to
explore the suitability of this method for cooling of much
more massive species, and for ro-vibrational cooling of
molecules. For instance, a heavy paramagnetic molecule
such as YbF is of interest in searches for time-reversal
symmetry violation [10].

Some potential applications of intense atomic beams,
such as loading atomic guides with sufficient density for
evaporative cooling [55, 56], or atomic holography [57],
have up to now been substantially limited by the bright-
ness of available atomic beam sources. With further ad-
vances in source brightness, these applications may be-
come more practical. Our source should be particularly
well-adapted to pumping a neutral atom waveguide, since
our beam focus is produced by a magnetic lens and there-
fore has a phase-space distribution that can be readily ac-
cepted by a magnetic guide. This beam source could also
prove useful in other applications, such as cold collision
studies and precision measurements.
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[43] G. Tejeda, B. Maté, J. M. Fernández-Sánchez, and
S. Montero, Temperature and density mapping of su-
personic jet expansions using linear raman spectroscopy,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 34 (1996).

[44] C. Makrides, D. S. Barker, J. A. Fedchak, J. Scherschligt,

S. Eckel, and E. Tiesinga, Collisions of room-temperature
helium with ultracold lithium and the van der waals
bound state of heli, Phys. Rev. A 101, 012702 (2020).

[45] E. Tiesinga and J. Klos, personal communication (2021).
[46] Q. Shu, R. W. Fast, and H. L. Hart, An experimental

study of heat transfer in multilayer insulation systems
from room temperature to 77 k, Adv. Cryog. Eng. 31,
455 (1986).

[47] A. L. Woodcraft, Recommended values for the thermal
conductivity of aluminium of different purities in the
cryogenic to room temperature range, and a comparison
with copper, Cryogenics 45, 626 (2005).

[48] K. Halbach, Design of permanent multipole magnets with
oriented rare earth cobalt material, Nuclear Instruments
and Methods 169, 1 (1980).

[49] M. Ortner and L. G. Coliado Bandeira, Magpylib: A
free python package for magnetic field computation, Soft-
wareX 10.1016/j.softx.2020.100466 (2020).

[50] C. Tsallis, Possible generalization of boltzmann-gibbs
statistics, J. Stat. Phys. 52, 479 (1988).

[51] P. Douglas, S. Bergamini, and F. Renzoni, Tunable tsallis
distributions in dissipative optical lattices, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 96, 110601 (2006).

[52] H. Beijerinck and N. Verster, Absolute intensities and
perpendicular temperatures of supersonic beams of poly-
atomic gases, Physica B+C 111, 327 (1981).

[53] R. Kersevan and J.-L. Pons, Introduction to molflow+:
New graphical processing unit-based monte carlo code
for simulating molecular flows and for calculating angu-
lar coefficients in the compute unified device architec-
ture environment, J. Vac. Sci. Technol. 27, 1017 (2009),
https://doi.org/10.1116/1.3153280.

[54] S. Ravenhall, B. Yuen, and C. Foot, High-flux, ad-
justable, compact cold-atom source, Opt. Express 29,
21143 (2021).

[55] T. Lahaye, Z. Wang, G. Reinaudi, S. P. Rath, J. Dal-
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