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Ultracold gases of atoms from Main Group III (Group 13) of the Periodic Table, also known as
“triel elements,” have great potential for a new generation of quantum matter experiments. The first
magneto-optical trap of a triel element (indium) was recently realized, but more progress is needed
before a triel is ready for modern quantum science experiments. Cutting edge quantum science can
be performed with atoms that are cooled to the 10µK level or below, prepared in pure quantum
states, and optically trapped. Here we report the achievement of all three of these milestones in
atomic indium. First, we perform polarization gradient cooling of an indium gas to 15 µK. Second,
we spin polarize the gas into a single hyperfine sublevel of either the 5P1/2 indium ground state or
the 5P3/2 metastable state. Third, we confine indium in a 1064 nm optical lattice, achieving a 3 s
trap lifetime. With these results, indium is now a candidate for a next generation quantum research
platform.

I. INTRODUCTION

Each time a new type of atom or molecule is cooled
to ultracold temperatures, it triggers a surge of scientific
progress. The first atoms to reach the ultracold regime,
alkali metals, enabled breakthroughs such as quantum
degenerate gases [1, 2], spinor condensates [3], and Hub-
bard model quantum simulations [4, 5]. The introduc-
tion of ultracold alkaline earth atoms opened the door
to advances like optical lattice clocks [6, 7] and SU(N)
interactions [8–10]. Ultracold dipolar atoms [11], with
their anisotropic long-range interactions, gave rise to
phenomena like emergent structural order [11–15] and
dipole-stabilized phases [16, 17]. Meanwhile, ultracold
molecules led to new frontiers in electric dipole interac-
tions [18] and facilitated a wide range of precision mea-
surements [19].

The types of ultracold atoms realized so far lie in po-
lar opposite regimes of angular momentum and magnetic
interaction strength, leaving the middle ground largely
unexplored. At one extreme, alkali and alkaline earth
metals have zero orbital angular momentum (L = 0) and
few unpaired electrons, which results in weak magnetic
dipole moments. At the other extreme, dipolar atoms
exhibit large dipole moments due to high L, many un-
paired electrons, or both. Meanwhile the rich intermedi-
ate landscape has tremendous potential for novel quan-
tum science.

Among the atoms in this intermediate regime, the triel
elements (Main Group III of the Periodic Table) stand
out for their potential to realize exotic quantum many-
body systems. Since these atoms have small dipole mo-
ments and L = 1, their many-body interactions would
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be dominated by markedly anisotropic short-range scat-
tering, a property that is novel for ultracold physics.
This highly directional contact interaction could lead to
unique effects like anisotropic spinor physics. Further-
more, the F = 4 ground state of our chosen atom, in-
dium, is predicted to support non-Abelian topological
excitations [20]. Indium also has both magnetic Feshbach
resonances and an ultranarrow electronic clock transition
compatible with stable laser technology. This combina-
tion, absent in alkalis and alkaline earths, would allow for
an exceptional degree of quantum control, providing tun-
able many-body interactions, spatially resolved coherent
state manipulation, and probing with atomic clock pre-
cision.

Recently, our group has demonstrated the first triel el-
ement magneto-optical trap (MOT), achieving a temper-
ature of ∼ 1 mK with 109 indium atoms [21]. Although
this was an important development for ultracold triel
physics, it falls short of the conditions required for mod-
ern quantum science applications. To identify a prac-
tical threshold for an apparatus capable of experiments
at the frontier of quantum science, we look to two lead-
ing directions in ultracold physics: optical lattice clocks
and quantum simulators with reconfigurable tweezer ar-
rays. These systems operate in a regime defined by three
conditions, which are temperatures of order 10 µK (or
lower), pure quantum state preparation, and optical trap-
ping [6, 7, 22–24].

In this work, we achieve all three of these milestones
with indium: cooling two orders of magnitude below the
Doppler limit, quantum state preparation with 90% pu-
rity, and stable trapping of indium atoms in an optical
lattice. Our techniques are broadly applicable to the triel
elements, which share similar energy level structure as in-
dium. These accomplishments set the stage for quantum
science experiments with ultracold indium in optical lat-
tices or tweezers.
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FIG. 1. (a) Indium energy levels used for laser cooling. This scheme is presented in more detail in our previous work [21]. The
laser cooling transition is

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
→

∣∣5D5/2, F = 7
〉
throughout this manuscript. (b) Atomic transitions used for spin

polarization. Two spin polarization configurations are possible, allowing us to polarize atoms into either
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4,mF = 4

〉

or
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6,mF = 6

〉
. The purity of spin polarization is determined with microwave spectroscopy.

II. SUB-DOPPLER COOLING

We work with the most abundant indium isotope,
115In. Its energy level diagram and the transitions used
in this manuscript are shown in Fig. 1. The first stage of
our experiment involves collecting indium in a magneto-
optical trap (MOT), which proceeds as follows. An in-
dium atomic beam is generated by an effusion cell operat-
ing at 800 ◦C. The output is collimated by a microchan-
nel array heated to 900 ◦C to prevent clogging. The beam
is then pumped into the

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
metastable cool-

ing state using lasers at 410 and 451 nm [25]. Atoms
then enter a permanent magnet Zeeman slower and
exit with 70m/s velocity. After that, they enter a
MOT with a standard six-beam σ+ − σ− configura-
tion. The

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉

→
∣∣5D5/2, F = 7

〉
transition

at 326 nm is used for cooling in the Zeeman slower
and MOT. In both of these stages, lasers driving the∣∣5P3/2, F = 4, 5

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
transitions at 451 nm

and the
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4, 5

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
transitions at

410 nm are present for repumping. With this setup, we
have observed temperatures of order 1mK (the Doppler
limit is 500µK) while the atom number was as high as
1× 109 [21].

To achieve the goal of a 10µK level temperature, we
use polarization gradient cooling (PGC) [27, 28], which
works well when the cooling transition is in a hyperfine
manifold with splittings much larger than the transition
linewidth [29, 30], as is the case with indium. The pri-
mary concern with PGC is to ensure that any resid-
ual magnetic fields are well canceled, for nonzero bias
fields lift the hyperfine sublevel degeneracy necessary for
the PGC mechanism [31]. Therefore, we develop a pro-
cedure to measure and compensate the residual mag-
netic field. We quantify this field by measuring the Zee-
man splitting of the ground state hyperfine transition,∣∣5P1/2, F = 4

〉
→

∣∣5P1/2, F = 5
〉
(at 11.410 GHz). The

hyperfine g-factors for this transition predict that, in a

bias magnetic field, it separates into 19 lines split by
93.3 kHz/G (calculated from the standard expressions for
the g-factors, with the nuclear g-factor terms neglected).

The sequence for microwave spectroscopy of the 11.410
GHz transition is as follows. After the initial MOT
stage, atoms populate the lower-energy cooling state∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
. Atoms in this state are pumped into the

hyperfine ground state
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4

〉
with four lasers

[26]. Three of these lasers have 451 nm wavelengths
and drive the

∣∣5P3/2, F = 4, 5, 6
〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
tran-

sitions. The fourth laser has a 410 nm wavelength and
drives the

∣∣5P1/2, F = 5
〉

→
∣∣6S1/2, F = 5

〉
transition.

Since the MOT randomizes mF states [32], we expect the
population to be distributed across many ground state
hyperfine sublevels. We then drive the

∣∣5P1/2, F = 4
〉
→∣∣5P1/2, F = 5

〉
hyperfine transition with a 800µs mi-

crowave pulse. After the pulse is extinguished, we mea-
sure the population that completed the transition. To do
this, we first apply a single 410 nm laser to drive atoms
into

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
, which decays into the lower-energy

cooling state with a branching ratio of 37%. Then, we
drive the cooling transition and collect its fluorescence,
which is proportional to the population that made the
microwave transition.

Using microwave spectroscopy, we find that the resid-
ual field has a static component, originating from mag-
netized objects in the lab or Earth’s field, and a dynamic
component due to eddy currents from shutting off the
MOT coil. Both the static and dynamic components are
large enough that we must compensate for them to ob-
tain efficient PGC. To do this, we first add a delay be-
fore PGC to let the eddy currents partially dampen, and
then we apply an empirically determined bias field ramp
to compensate for the remaining residual field.

Fig. 2 illustrates typical microwave spectra for mini-
mizing the residual field. The splitting between the mi-
crowave resonances varies as a function of the external
magnetic field strength. The residual field is cancelled
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FIG. 2. LEFT: Typical microwave spectra with decreasing external fields. Panel c shows the smallest Zeeman splitting we
observed. A theoretical model of the spectrum explains the broadening of lines with larger |mF | (the features that are farthest
detuned from zero) as a result of the dynamic residual field [26]. RIGHT: The residual field (blue markers) and the measured
temperature of the atoms (red markers). The residual field was determined by the frequency difference between microwave
resonances. The difference in applied field minima between the residual field and the temperature is because the two curves
were measured at different dynamic residual field values [26].
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FIG. 3. Characterization of polarization gradient cooling. LEFT: Temperature vs. detuning, indicating sub-Doppler scaling in
the temperature. MIDDLE: Temperature vs. PGC pulse duration, which optimizes at 5ms. RIGHT: Temperature vs. laser
intensity, which shows the best performance at our maximum power.

by measuring these spectra and adjusting the three bias
fields until the splitting minimizes and the transitions
are unresolved. With this technique, we determine the
initial value of the compensating bias field ramp. This
value reduces the residual field to below 50mG.

With this initial residual field cancellation, we imple-
ment a PGC sequence [26]. First, the MOT is compressed
for 5ms by ramping up the quadrupole field, at which
point the coil current and MOT laser power are shut off.
Then we add the delay for dampening eddy currents be-
fore we pulse on the MOT lasers for PGC. By measuring
the resulting temperatures, we empirically adjust the de-
lay and compensating bias field ramp parameters during
the PGC pulse for optimum cooling [26].

We vary the duration, power, and detuning of the PGC
pulse for best cooling (Fig. 3). The PGC pulse dura-
tion optimizes at 5ms, and the power optimizes at the

maximum available intensity of I/Isat = 1.4. The ob-
served temperature T is fit to the expected sub-Doppler
cooling law of T = T0 + T1

Γ
∆ , where ∆ is detuning,

Γ = 2π × 20.9MHz is the transition linewidth, and T0

and T1 are fit parameters. Although the fitted value
of the minimum temperature is T0 = 7.04(3) µK (and
T1 = 65.82(1) µK), in practice we typically achieve
15 µK, which is 30 times lower than the Doppler limit.
This temperature is achieved when the detuning exceeds
about −150MHz (or about −7Γ). Roughly half the
atoms are lost during the PGC stage.

III. STATE PREPARATION

Many important ultracold experiments require ensem-
bles of atoms to be spin polarized into single hyperfine
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FIG. 4. LEFT: Atom number as a function of the field gradient along the direction of gravity. The step-like features [33] occur
when the force of gravity is equal to the confining force of the gradient for a given spin component. RIGHT: In Fig a), several
oscillation frequencies are apparent from the mF = 3, 4, 5, 6 spin components. In Fig d), only one oscillation frequency remains,
indicating a spin polarized gas in the mF = 6 state. The figure numbers a) through d) correspond to the gradients indicated
in the left panel.

sublevels (as opposed to spin mixtures) [1, 6, 7, 34]. We
are interested in spin polarizing both the 5P1/2 ground
state and the 5P3/2 metastable state, which has a pre-
dicted spontaneous lifetime of 10 s [35]. As previous
work has shown, long-lived metastable electronic states
have proved useful for studies of exotic interactions and
quantum information processing [36–41]. Here we real-
ize spin polarization into the

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6,mF = 6
〉
and∣∣5P1/2, F = 4,mF = 4

〉
states.

A. 5P3/2 state

State preparation schemes often involve using spin-
dependent loss mechanisms to remove undesired spin
components [1, 34] or optical pumping into stretched
states [6, 7]. We perform state preparation with a com-
bination of magnetic quadrupole trapping and optical
pumping. At the center of a quadrupole field, the z com-

ponent of the force F⃗ on an atom is

Fz = gFmFµBβzsign(z)−mg, (1)

where gF = 1/3 is the g-factor for the
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉

state, µB is the Bohr magneton, the coordinate z is an-
tiparallel to gravity, βz is the magnetic field gradient
at the center of the quadrupole trap (where z = 0),
and mg is the gravitational force. The indium gas is
loaded into the quadrupole trap after laser cooling, and
this causes atoms with mF ≤ 0 to be lost (since they
are not in trappable states). We then remove specific
spin components by decreasing βz. Note that when βz

is reduced, Eqn. 1 shows that all atoms with mF such
that gFµBmFβz < mg will be overpowered by gravity

and lost. Therefore, we lower βz until only atoms in the
mF = 6 stretched state remain (Fig. 4).
The purification scheme must be calibrated to deter-

mine the coil current at which all mF < 6 spin states are
ejected. We perform this measurement by ramping the
gradient down to a low value βmin, waiting for untrap-
pable spin components to drop away, and then ramping
back up for strong confinement [26]. Then we trigger a
sudden shift of the quadrupole trap center by pulsing on
a bias field in the z direction. The shift causes the atoms
to oscillate with a frequency related to the trap depth,
which is proportional to mF . With this frequency, we
can identify different spin components from their oscilla-
tion frequencies (Fig. 4). By varying βmin, we can iden-
tify regimes where different spin components are present.
The oscillations are well described by a known classical
model [26, 42].
This quadrupole trap polarization scheme is lossy since

it involves the ejection of many spin components. To mit-
igate this loss, we add a stage of optical pumping on the∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
→

∣∣5D5/2, F = 6
〉
transition with a σ+-

polarized laser (Fig. 1b) before the gradient is ramped.
We find that the application of this spin polarization laser
increases the polarized atom number by a factor of 19
(Fig. 4, left).

B. 5P1/2 state

The g-factor corresponding to
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4

〉
is five

times smaller in magnitude than that of
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
.

Due to this weaker trap depth, our system is not cur-
rently capable of spin polarizing

∣∣5P1/2, F = 4
〉
using the

quadrupole trap method employed for the 5P3/2 state.
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Therefore, we perform the following spin polarization
sequence [26]. First we polarize the laser cooled atoms
using

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉

→
∣∣5D5/2, F = 6

〉
, and then we

hold them in the quadrupole trap to remove residual
mF ≤ 0 spin components. We then apply six lasers. The
first of these lasers has a 451 nm wavelength and drives∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
to remove atoms from

the metastable state. The second laser (at 410 nm) and
σ+ polarization drives

∣∣5P1/2, F = 4
〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 4
〉
,

thereby polarizing atoms into
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4,mF = 4

〉
.

The third laser (at 451 nm) drives
∣∣5P3/2, F = 3

〉
→∣∣6S1/2, F = 4

〉
to control leaks in the 410 nm spin po-

larizing transition. The remaining lasers are repumpers
used in laser cooling, with two at 451 nm driving∣∣5P3/2, F = 4, 5

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
and one at 410 nm

driving
∣∣5P1/2, F = 5

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
.

The weaker quadrupole trap for 5P1/2 means we can-
not determine the hyperfine sublevel populations with
the quenching scheme used in 5P3/2. Therefore, we
infer these populations with microwave spectroscopy
of the 11.410GHz ground state hyperfine transition∣∣5P1/2, F = 4

〉
→

∣∣5P1/2, F = 5
〉
. To identify which mF

states are populated, we apply a 2.4 G magnetic field to
fully split the microwave resonances (Fig. 5). We evalu-
ate different stages of the spin polarization sequence by
pumping all atoms into the ground state and perform-
ing microwave spectroscopy to investigate the spin purity
(Fig. 5). When this sequence is complete, we infer from
the spectrum that the atoms are polarized at the 90%
level [26].

IV. TRAPPING IN AN OPTICAL LATTICE

With the achievement of low temperatures and spin
polarization, we turn our attention to trapping in a 1D
optical lattice. This trapping potential has been used
successfully in quantum simulations [4] and precision
measurements [6, 7, 43]. We generate the lattice with
a 1064 nm laser since there is a wide variety of high-
powered, spectrally narrow sources available at this wave-
length. To confirm good experimental performance at
1064 nm, we calculate the indium polarizability using ex-
perimental atomic transition data [44] when it is available
and theoretical data [45, 46] when it is not.

Considering the case where the optical trap is linearly
polarized along the quantization axis, we determine the
hyperfine ground state polarizability at 1064 nm to be
65 a.u. (Fig. 6) [26]. This value is small compared
to trap wavelength polarizabilities of alkali metals, but
it is still amenable to optical trapping with commercial
laser sources. We also find that the

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
lower-

energy cooling state polarizability is similar in magnitude
to that of the ground state, and it has a substantial tensor
polarizability term, which imparts a non-negligible mF

dependence to the trap depth. For the
∣∣5D5/2, F = 7

〉

cooling state and the
∣∣6S1/2, F = 5

〉
repumping state, the

polarizability is large in magnitude and negative, result-
ing in large Stark shifts and anti-trapping at 1064 nm.

These effects cause inefficient trap loading, since the
loading phase typically involves overlap between the laser
cooling and optical trapping stages of an experimental se-
quence. To mitigate this inefficiency, trap intensity mod-
ulation has been successful [47–50]. In this approach,
one rapidly switches the trap intensity off and on, while
the cooling light is switched 180◦ out of phase with the



6

25

50

75

100

−6 −4 −2 0 2 4 6
mF

−6000

−4000

−2000

5P1/2, F = 4

5P3/2, F = 6

6S1/2, F = 5

5D5/2, F = 7

P
ol

ar
iz

ab
ili

ty
(a

.u
.)

102 103 104 105 106

Lattice modulation frequency (Hz)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

A
to

m
n
u

m
b

er

×104

5 10 20
Modulation frequency (kHz)

0

1

2

A
to

m
n
u

m
b

er

×104

0 1 2 3 4 5
Hold time (s)

103

104

A
to

m
n
u

m
b

er

5P1/2, F = 4

5P3/2, F = 6

FIG. 6. Optical trapping of indium in an optical lattice. LEFT: The dynamic polarizability of states relevant to loading indium
into a lattice. The calculation is for a 1064 nm laser wavelength. MIDDLE: Loaded atom number vs. modulation frequency.
The inset shows the optimum modulation frequency of 5.5 kHz. RIGHT: Atom number vs. lattice hold time for different atomic
states.

trap [26]. Previous work observed that loading is most
efficient when switching frequencies are greater than the
trap frequencies [47–50].

Our lattice is formed by a 1064 nm laser with a 30 kHz
linewidth, 33W of power, and a 66µm 1/e2 focal di-
ameter. Using these parameters, we estimate the trap
frequencies for the

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6,mF = 0
〉
state to be

891Hz (255 kHz) for the radial (axial) directions. We find
that the optimal switching frequency is 5.5 kHz (Fig. 6),
which is well above the radial trap frequencies but no-
tably less than the axial frequency.

Loss mechanisms present in optically trapped gases in-
clude heating from off-resonant trap light scattering or
inelastic collisions [51, 52]. To ensure that the atomic
population is stable in the trap, we measure the in-trap
atom number loss. Fitting this data to a model that con-
tains both one- and two-body loss mechanisms [21], we
observe a one-body trap lifetime of 2.7(2) s in the hy-
perfine ground state. For

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
, the one-body

lifetime is 3.0(1) s, and substantial two-body loss is ap-
parent. Metastable state two-body loss in an optical trap
is often caused by state-changing collisions [52, 53]. We
note that there is a non-negligible two-body rate even in
the ground state. More details on these decay rates and
fits can be found in [26].

V. CONCLUSION

With the realization of a 15µK temperature, quantum
state purity at the 90% level, and stable optical lattice

trapping, indium is now quantum science ready. Both
the 5P1/2 ground state and 5P3/2 metastable state can
be used in future quantum science experiments. Poten-
tial experiments involve utilizing the 5P1/2 → 5P3/2 in-
dium clock transition, trapping in tweezers for materials
simulations and quantum information [54], evaporative
cooling to a novel spinor BEC, and more. Additionally,
synthetic spin-orbit coupling without heating is achiev-
able when L > 0 [55], suggesting that triel elements could
support spin-orbit-coupled spinor gases [56, 57].
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I. POLARIZATION GRADIENT COOLING

A. Time sequencing

Polarization gradient cooling (PGC) requires that we time sequence the detuning, magnetic quadrupole field gra-
dient, cooling laser intensity, and bias field. Here we describe the time sequencing.

After MOT cooling was complete, we shut off the 326 nm cooling lasers and the quadrupole field. For the initial
observation of PGC, we included a 9 ms delay after the quadrupole field shutoff was triggered. At this point, we
performed microwave spectroscopy (Fig. 2, main text) and varied the bias coils to find the field minimum. The value of
9 ms was chosen to provide ample time for the dynamic component of the residual field to decay before the microwave
pulse. Under these conditions, we measured the blue curve of main text Fig. 2 (right). The bias field where the
residual field minimizes was held constant throughout microwave spectroscopy, resulting in the optimum z bias field
value of 4.4 G shown in the main text.

Once a PGC signal was observed, further optimization revealed improvements by adjusting the delay and magnetic
field compensation. We find that ramping the z bias field provides improved final PGC temperatures. The red curve of
main text Fig. 2 (right) is measured under these optimized conditions. Here we describe the final optimized sequence.

At the end of the MOT stage, we compress the MOT for 5 ms by ramping up the quadrupole field. The cooling
lasers and quadrupole field are then switched off for 2 ms. We find that although making the delay longer than 2
ms better nulls the stray magnetic field, this results in substantial atom loss. During this 2 ms delay, we ramp the
cooling laser detuning to −200MHz and the z-direction compensation coils to 5.2G. After the delay, we switch on
the cooling light and trigger the dynamic magnetic field compensation scheme.

The cooling light operates at an intensity of I/Isat = 1.4 for 6 ms to carry out PGC. This intensity corresponds
to the full laser power, which we determine is best for decreasing the final temperature. Here Isat is calculated as
described in our previous work [1].

The dynamic magnetic field compensation scheme is as follows. For the first 3 ms, the z compensation coil is
linearly ramped from 5.2 G to 4.3 G. The ramp time and the final field value of 4.3 G are empirically chosen to
minimize the final temperature after PGC. We observe no improvement by ramping the x and y bias fields, so these
are held constant. We also attempt compensation waveforms that are more complex than linear ramps, such as two
ramp periods with different slopes, but this does not affect the final temperature.

B. Microwave hardware

Our microwave source is based on a PLL synthesizer operating at 11.410GHz. The synthesizer is amplified to 10
W with solid-state amplifier from RF Lambda. The resulting microwave field is directed to atomic cloud through a
horn.

C. Schemes to pump and to image atoms before and after microwave spectroscopy

To pump atoms into the hyperfine ground state prior to microwave spectroscopy, we use one 410 nm laser and
three at 451 nm (Fig. 2(a)). Once microwave spectroscopy is performed, atoms need to be pumped back into the

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work.
† travis.nicholson@duke.edu
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FIG. 1. Time sequence for polarization gradient cooling. (a) MOT compression. (b) Delay for residual field to decay. (c) PGC
cooling. (d) Free expansion for time-of-flight. (e) Fluorescence imaging.
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〉
. (b) The scheme to image atoms after microwave

spectroscopy.

lower-energy cooling state for imaging. This second pumping scheme (Fig. 2(b)) does not require many lasers due to
the favorable branching ratio for atoms to decay into the lower-energy cooling state.

D. Offset between magnetic field and temperature minima

In the right panel of Fig. 2 of the main text, the residual field minimum and the minimum temperature occur at
different applied fields. As mentioned above, the residual field minimum was measured with a 9 ms delay after the
quadrupole field was switched off, and also the z bias field was held constant. However, the temperature data was
measured after optimization, which involved shortening this delay to 2 ms. This caused the PGC pulse to be measured
in a different background magnetic field environment.

Another caveat is that the z bias field was ramped during the PGC pulse; however, only a single value of the
compensation field is plotted on the x-axis of Fig. 2 of the main text. Here we chose to plot the time averaged field
across the PGC pulse.
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II. STATE PREPARATION

A. Time sequence for 5P3/2 spin purification measurements

Here we discuss the time sequence for the measurements presented in Fig. 4 of the main text. After loading the
quadrupole trap from the MOT, which uses a magnetic field gradient of 42 G/cm, the purification procedure starts
by linearly ramping the quadrupole field gradient down to the purification value in 50 ms. We choose a slow ramp
duration to avoid causing center-of-mass motion in this stage. The gradient is maintained at the purification value
for 250 ms to allow ample time for all unwanted spin components to be ejected from the trap. After this hold, we use
fluorescence imaging to obtain the atom number. The resulting data is plotted in the left panel of Fig. 4 (main text).

For the data in the right panel of Fig. 4 (main text), we again ramp the gradient from the MOT value of 42 G/cm
to the purification value in 50 ms. Like before, the field is held at the purification value for 250 ms. After this hold,
we increase the magnetic trap gradient to βz = 30 G/cm in 100 ms. At this gradient, all atoms with a magnetic
quantum of mF ≥ 3 are trappable. Although using a higher quadrupole gradient at this stage would result in more
spin components observed in Fig. 4 (main text, right panel), our calculations suggest that such a gradient would
require a larger quench field than our experiment was designed for. After another 50 ms hold to allow transients to
decay away, we pulse on the 10.3 G magnetic quench field in the z direction. We then image the atoms as a function
of the time after the quench field pulses on.

For the quench measurement, resolution between themF states increases as a function of the quench field amplitude.
However, if the quench field is too large, the cloud will be ejected out of the field of view of our camera. The 10.3 G
field is chosen for the best resolution at which we could still observe the atomic cloud.

B. Motion in the magnetic trap

To investigate the atomic motion after the quench, consider a quadrupole magnetic field plus a bias field along the
z direction. We model the field as

B⃗ =

(
−βzx

2
,−βzy

2
, βzz +Bq

)
, (1)

where

βz =
∂B

∂z

∣∣∣∣
x=y=z=0

(2)

is the magnetic field gradient along the z direction and Bq is the quench field amplitude. The dynamics of this system
are described in [2]. Ignoring motion in the x− y plane, this problem reduces the model of [2] to the 1D semiclassical
model referred to in the main text. The 1D force on a given mF state in the above-mentioned field and in the presence
of gravity is

Fz(mF ) = gFmFµBβz sign (z − zq)−mg , (3)

where gF = 1/3 is the g-factor of
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
, mg is the gravitational force, and zq = −Bq/βz is the shift of the

magnetic trap center from the pure quadrupole trap due to Bq.
The trajectory of the oscillation is governed by Newton’s equation of motion with the driving force of Eqn. 3. The

oscillation frequency ν(mF ) depends on the magnetic quantum number of the spin state as

ν(mF ) =
1√

−8a+(mF )zq

[
1

a+(mF )
+

1

a−(mF )

]−1

. (4)

This expression only holds when zq < 0. Here a±(mF ) = gFmFµBβz/m ± g is the acceleration of the atoms when
they are away from the magnetic trap center, where the positive (negative) sign is for atoms above (below) the center.
The trajectory of spin states is governed by the piecewise function

z(t) =

{
−∆z− − 1

2a−[t−NT − (t1 + t2)/2]
2, t− t1/2 ∈ [NT,NT + t2],

−zq − 1
2a+(t−NT )2, otherwise

, (5)
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where ∆z− is the maximum deviation below the equilibrium position, T = 1/ν(mF ) is the period of the oscillation,
N is the integer number of periods that have elapsed since t = 0, and

t1 =

√
−8zq

a+(mF )
(6)

t2 =

√
−8zqa+(mF )

a2−(mF )
(7)

are the times during each period that the atoms spend above (below) the equilibrium position.
In Fig. 4, the quench measurement data from Fig. 4 of the main text is compared with the theoretical trajectories

from Eqn. 5 for mF = 3, 4, 5, 6. Despite that there appears to be good agreement, the theory is not fit to the data;
rather, we have simply put independently measured experimental parameters into the model and overlaid the result
with our data. The asymmetry of the theoretical oscillations occurs because the theory accounts for the 10 ms of free
expansion that takes place before imaging.

C. Time Sequence for 5P1/2 optical pumping

The state preparation process incorporates two optical pumping stages (OP1, OP2) and one magnetic trapping
stage. The first stage of optical pumping (OP1) follows the MOT and lasts a total of 4.5 ms. It is also the initial
stage to load atoms from the MOT into the magnetic quadrupole trap. Initially, we ramp the 326 nm polarizing laser
frequency to +207 MHz detuned from

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
→

∣∣5D5/2, F = 6
〉
(−41Γ detuned from the cooling transition)

in 4.2 ms, which is limited by the frequency ramping speed of our laser system. Here, the maximum ramp speed is
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trap. (c) The second stage of optical pumping (OP2).

desirable because no atoms can be recaptured by the magnetic trap if the atoms are allowed to free-fall for more than
10 ms. Following this, we switch on the 326 nm polarizing laser (with a saturation parameter of 0.6) for the final
1.5 ms to minimize heating and pushing effects due to near-resonant driving. This laser is circularly polarized, so to
address the σ+ transition, we align the polarizing laser to the quantization axis, which is determined by the −16 G
bias field along the z direction. This field is turned on 500µs before the light is shined and turned off at the end of
the OP1 stage. The bias field must flip its sign because the 326 nm polarizing beam and the 410 nm polarizing beam
(see below) are both σ+ polarized but are counter-propagating. The value of −16G was optimized by maximizing
the atoms loaded into the magnetic trap. The bias field before and after OP1 must not change because otherwise the
magnetic field center would shift and atoms would be lost due to the motion discussed in the previous section.

Following OP1, atoms in the metastable state are pumped to
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6,mF = 6

〉
. Next, we hold the atomic

sample in the magnetic quadrupole trap for 230 ms, ensuring all metastable state atoms with mF ≤ 0 are ejected.
This hold time was chosen because we observed a decrease in the final purity when a shorter hold was applied.

Finally, we employ OP2 for 2 ms. Here the quadrupole trap is shut off for 8 ms, and then the 410 nm spin
polarization laser is turned on for the first 1.6 ms with a 2.4 G bias field. This 8 ms delay allows the eddy currents to
decay, and we find that shortening this number decreases the final spin purity after OP2. Also, during OP2, we turn
on all 451 nm MOT repumpers, the 410 nm repumper addressing

∣∣5P1/2, F = 5
〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
, and additional

repumpers addressing the
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
and

∣∣5P3/2, F = 3
〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 4
〉
transitions. The

410 nm spin polarization laser is shut off earlier than the repumping beams to ensure that particles in the metastable
state are fully pumped into the ground state. If ground state pumping is poor, this will result in residual metastable
population that causes additional background counts in our microwave spectroscopy.

This background count issue is due to how we image the atoms. After a microwave pulse is applied, we expose the
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∣∣5P3/2, F = 6,mF = 6
〉

FIG. 6. Simulation of optical pumping using the
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
→

∣∣5D5/2, F = 6
〉
transition. The simulation parameters are

described in the text. The final spin purity is 85.9%.

atoms to a 410 nm laser driving the
∣∣5P1/2, F = 5

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
transition to populate the

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
state.

Then, driving the cooling transition provides photon counts for imaging the atomic cloud. If there is population that
is not part of the microwave sequence in the 5P3/2 manifold during imaging, it will provide background photon counts.

D. Simulation of the optical pumping

Many simple spin polarization schemes have been demonstrated, from straightforward optical pumping processes [3,
4] to single-stage spin filtering [5, 6]. Our approach is a multi-stage effort relying on both pumping and purification
stages. To elucidate why this is so, we perform a rate equation simulation [7] of pumping to the 5P3/2 and 5P1/2

states.

For 5P3/2, the simulation proceeds as follows. Initially, population is equally distributed among the hyperfine

sublevels of the
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
state. The polarization of the optical pumping beam has an impurity of 0.1%, and the

repumping lasers are taken to be in crossed polarization (i.e., 50% in the σ+ component and 50% in σ−). Also, the
saturation parameters are 0.2 for all beams, and the detunings are zero.

Fig. 6 shows the simulation result. We find that for these parameters, optical pumping can achieve a final spin
purity of 85.9% in tens of ms. After such a long time without trapping, there will be heavy atom number loss because
these particles cannot be recaptured. Therefore, this optical pumping alone cannot generate a highly spin polarized
ensemble. This is the reason we employ a spin purification stage with a quadrupole trap.

According to the simulation, a higher spin purity can be achieved considerably faster with much greater repumper
power, which our experiment is not currently designed for. Also, in practice the 326 nm polarizing laser is detuned
from resonance to prevent atom loss, which cannot be captured in this simulation (since it does not consider the
momentum of the atoms).

For the 5P1/2 state, we set up the simulation in the following way. Atoms are initially polarized in the∣∣5P3/2, F = 6,mF = 6
〉
state. As before, the polarization of the optical pumping beam has a 0.1% impurity, all

pumping lasers have crossed polarization, and the saturation parameters are 0.2 for repumping beams. Additionally,
the saturation parameter is 0.6 for the spin polarizing beam. All detunings are zero.

Fig. 7 shows the simulation result for different spin states. Here the atoms polarize much faster because they are
initially taken to be fully polarized into

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6,mF = 6
〉
. The solid lines represent the case where the OP2

polarizing beam is shut off for the last 400µs of the sequence. The dashed lines show what would happen if the
polarizing beam were kept on the entire sequence. We find that although turning the polarizing beam off at the end
of the sequence reduces the final spin purity, it also reduces the number of atoms in the 5P3/2 state. As mentioned
above, atoms in this state increase background counts in microwave spectroscopy, so shutting off the laser seems a
worthy trade off.
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∣∣5P1/2, F = 4,mF = 4
〉

∣∣5P1/2, F = 4,mF 6= 4
〉

∣∣5P1/2, F = 5
〉

∣∣5P3/2, F = 3, 4, 5, 6
〉

FIG. 7. Simulation of the optical pumping using the
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4

〉
→

∣∣6S1/2, F = 4
〉
transition. The simulation parameters

are described in the text.

E. Microwave spectroscopy in a time varying magnetic field

In this section, we derive a model to explain the population dynamics in a time varying external magnetic field,
solve it numerically, and apply it to the measured spectrum (Fig. 5 of the main text) to extract the spin purity. As
mentioned in Section ID, our system has a transient magnetic field. This originates from shutting off the quadrupole
field used for spin purification.

The microwave spectroscopy can be modeled with the Lindblad master equation in the rotating-wave approximation,

ρ̇ = −i[H(t), ρ] + L[ρ], (8)

where the time-dependent Hamiltonian is

H(t) =
1

2

[
∆− ϵt Ω

Ω −∆+ ϵt

]
. (9)

Here we work in the basis consisting of ground state |g⟩ =
[
1
0

]
and excited state |e⟩ =

[
0
1

]
. Also, ∆ is the tuning, Ω

is the Rabi frequency, and

ϵ = (geme − ggmg)µB
∂B

∂t
(10)

quantifies the transient field. ge (gg) and me (mg) is the excited (ground) state g-factor and hyperfine magnetic
quantum number, respectively.

By performing microwave spectroscopy with a variable delay, we study how the microwave resonance frequency
changes with time. We observe that the resonance frequency has a constant rate of change over the course of the
microwave pulse. From this measurement, we infer that the rate of change of the field is

∂B

∂t
= 70mG/ms. (11)

To give an indication of how much this shifts the resonance, for me = mg = 4, this corresponds to

ϵ = 52 kHz/ms, (12)

which is a shift of about 42 kHz over the microwave pulse.
The Lindbladian describing dephasing is

L[ρ] = γ(σzρσz − ρ). (13)
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Here σz = |g⟩ ⟨g|−|e⟩ ⟨e| is the usual Pauli spin operator, and γ is the dephasing rate. We have neglected spontaneous
emission since the associated rate is very small for this type of transition.

We consider two possible origins of γ: magnetic field noise (the effect of which would be proportional to mF ) and
microwave field noise. We then extract the non-magnetic component by measuring the dephasing of Rabi oscillations
on the mg = 0 to me = 0 transition, which is first-order insensitive to magnetic shifts. Fitting the fringe visibility of
the oscillations, we find the non-magnetic part of the dephasing rate to be

γnonmag = 7.0(5) kHz. (14)

Fitting the mg = 4 to me = 4 lineshape, we find that the total dephasing rate is γ ≃ 9γnonmag. This indicates that,
in this model, magnetic field noise dominates the dephasing.

F. Extracting the spin purity from the observed microwave spectrum

After the spin polarization stage, population has accumulated in the target stretched state
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4,mF = 4

〉
,

with some residual population in other states. Our aim is to determine what fraction of the population ended up in
the stretched state.

To do this, we split the microwave states in a magnetic field and perform microwave spectroscopy, driving atoms into
the excited hyperfine state

∣∣5P1/2, F = 5
〉
. We then fluoresce the excited atoms and collect a portion of the resulting

photon emission. Studying this as a function of the microwave frequency, we can identify π transitions, as shown in
Fig. 5 of the main text. The measured π transition lineshapes are fit to Voigt functions to extract the amplitudes,
and these can be used to infer the spin purity. Although we have no a priori reason to expect the lineshapes will fit
Voigt profiles, these are chosen because they can accommodate both homogeneous and inhomogeneous broadening,
and they give better amplitude fits than other standard functions like the Lorentzian or the Gaussian.

To find the spin purity with the amplitudes of the Voigt profile, we must note a few relationships between relevant
quantities. The ground state atom number for a given hyperfine sublevel Ng(mF ) is related to the corresponding
number of excited state atoms Ne(mF ) as

Ne(mF ) = κµW(mF )Ng(mF ), (15)

where κµW(mF ) is the fraction of atoms driven by the microwave field from the ground state into the excited state.
The excited state atom number is related to the collected fluorescence signal S(mF ) as

S(mF ) = κsig(mF )Ne(mF ), (16)

where κsig(mF ) quantifies the number of emitted photons collected by the detector. The fluorescence signal is related
to the fitted Voigt profile amplitude A(mF ) as

A(mF ) = κfit(mF )S(mF ). (17)

Here κfit(mF ) is one if the fit provides the exact microwave peak amplitude, and it can deviate from one if there are
systematic errors associated with the fits.

The hyperfine sublevel purity ℘ after spin polarization is

℘ =
Ng(4)∑4

mF=−4 Ng(mF )
(18)

≃ Ng(4)

Ng(3) +Ng(4)
(19)

=

A(4)
κµW(4)κsig(4)κfit(4)

A(4)
κµW(4)κsig(4)κfit(4)

+ A(3)
κµW(3)κsig(3)κfit(3)

. (20)

Here the approximation results from the fact that, after spin polarization, the only two π transitions with statistically
significant amplitudes are |mF = 4⟩ → |mF = 4⟩ and |mF = 3⟩ → |mF = 3⟩.

As shown in Eqn. 20, the proportionality constants κµW(mF ), κsig(mF ), and κfit(mF ) do not contribute to ℘ if
they are independent of mF . Although κµW(mF ) is generally dependent on mF , it is equal to 1/2 when the transition
is saturated. To ensure we are operating in the saturated regime, we vary the microwave power and measure the
corresponding fluorescence on a transition resonance (Fig. 8). This data is fit to our master equation model. The data
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FIG. 8. Peak fluorescence counts from π transition resonances vs the microwave power. The |mF = 3⟩ → |mF = 3⟩ fit has a
reduced chi square of χ2

red = 0.8, and the |mF = 4⟩ → |mF = 4⟩ fit has χ2
red = 1.2.

does not show as much saturation as the model predicts; however, a 10% level deviation from this condition results
in a correction at only the 1% level. Therefore, it is accurate within the 1% level to treat the microwave spectroscopy
as saturated, so we proceed with this.

To determine the mF dependence of κsig(mF ), it is helpful to consider how imaging works in our system. Atoms
in a particular mF state are pumped into

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
and then fluoresced by the cooling laser. Although atoms

will depolarize out of their initial mF value during this pumping process, the initial mF state has some bearing over
what the mF state ends up being when atoms are pumped into

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
. In light of the well-known result in

atomic physics that atoms decaying between two hyperfine levels will have decay rates that are independent of mF

(since summing over different dipole emission pathways removes the mF dependence), κsig(mF ) would also be mF

independent.

Lastly, our numerical studies show that κfit(mF ) is also independent of mF . As Fig. 9 shows, the Voigt profiles
do not appear to give a great fit for the observed spectroscopic features. However, using our master equation theory
(which better reproduces the qualitative lineshape features), we obtain an amplitude correction factor to properly
scale the fitted peak height to the actual value. We find that this correction factor is robust against variations in
Rabi frequency and other parameters, indicating that it is the same for each observed microwave feature. Therefore,
we also treat κfit(mF ) as independent of mF .

Fitting the microwave spectroscopy data, we find that

A(4) = 9.4(1)× 105 (21)

A(3) = 1.36(6)× 105, (22)

resulting in the spin purity

℘ ≃ A(4)

A(3) +A(4)
(23)

= 87(4)%. (24)
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FIG. 9. Fitting of the microwave spectrum. The microwave spectrum of the last 6 transitions is fitted to a sum of 6 Voigt
profiles.

III. OPTICAL LATTICE

A. Polarizability calculation

The theoretical polarizabilities used in Fig. 6 of the main text were calculated using the formalism of [8]. This
approach is based on the scalar-vector-tensor decomposition of the polarizability,

α|J,F,mF ⟩(ω, u⃗) = αs
|J,F ⟩(ω)− iαv

|J,F ⟩(ω)
[u⃗∗ × u⃗] · F⃗

2F

+ αt
|J,F ⟩(ω)

3[(u⃗∗ · F⃗ )(u⃗ · F⃗ ) + (u⃗ · F⃗ )(u⃗∗ · F⃗ )]− 2F⃗ 2

2F (2F − 1)
,

(25)

where ω is the angular frequency of the laser field, and u⃗ is the Jones vector of the laser polarization. |J, F,mF ⟩
labels the state of the atoms in the light field, and αs

|J,F ⟩(ω), α
v
|J,F ⟩(ω), and αt

|J,F ⟩(ω) are the dynamical scalar, vector,

tensor polarizabilities, respectively. These polarizabilities are defined as [8]

αs
nJF =

1√
3(2J + 1)

α
(0)
nJ , (26)

αv
nJF = (−1)J+I+F

√
2F (2F + 1)

F + 1

{
F 1 F
J I J

}
α
(1)
nJ , (27)

αt
nJF = −(−1)J+I+F

√
2F (2F − 1)(2F + 1)

3(F + 1)(2F + 3)

{
F 2 F
J I J

}
α
(2)
nJ . (28)

Here I = 9/2 is the 115In nuclear spin. The quantity α
(K)
nJ is the reduced dynamical polarizability for state |nJ⟩, where

n is the principal quantum number, and K is the rank of the polarizability (i.e., K = 0 for the scalar polarizability,
K = 1 for the vector, and K = 2 for the tensor). The reduced polarizability is

α
(K)
nJ = (−1)K+J+1

√
2K + 1

∑

n′J′

(−1)J
′
{
1 K 1
J J ′ J

}
|⟨n′J ′||d||nJ⟩|2

× 1

ℏ
Re

(
1

ωn′J′nJ − ω − iγn′J′nJ/2
+

(−1)K

ωn′J′nJ + ω + iγn′J′nJ/2

)
. (29)

In Eqn. 29, ℏωn′J′nJ is the energy difference between state |n′J ′⟩ and state |nJ⟩, and γn′J′nJ is the spontaneous decay

rate from state |n′J ′⟩ to state |nJ⟩. We obtain the reduced matrix element |⟨n′J ′||d||nJ⟩|2 using

γn′J′nJ =
ω3
n′J′nJ

3πϵ0ℏc3
1

2J ′ + 1
|⟨n′J ′||d||nJ⟩|2. (30)
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TABLE I. Data used to evaluate the polarizability. Numbers in brackets represent powers of 10.

Lower
state

Upper
state

Transition frequency
(1012s−1)

Frequency
source

Decay rate
(s−1)

Decay rate
source

52P1/2 62S1/2 4592.3 [9] 4.96[7] [9]
52P1/2 52D3/2 6197.6 [9] 1.11[8] [9]
52P1/2 54P1/2 6590.5 [9] 6.53[5] [9]
52P1/2 54P3/2 6787.1 [9] 2.60[5] [9]
52P1/2 72S1/2 6840.0 [9] 1.30[7] [9]
52P1/2 62D3/2 7357.6 [9] 1.97[7] [9]
52P1/2 82S1/2 7656.9 [9] 5.51[6] [9]
52P1/2 72D3/2 7882.9 [9] 2.99[6] [9]
52P1/2 92S1/2 8049.2 [9] 3.04[6] [9]
52P1/2 82D3/2 8165.4 [9] 1.41[5] [9]
52P1/2 102S1/2 8268.2 [9] 1.81[6] [9]
52P1/2 112S1/2 8402.9 [9] 1.14[6] [9]
52P3/2 62S1/2 4175.4 [9] 8.93[7] [9]
52P3/2 52D3/2 5780.6 [9] 3.00[7] [9]
52P3/2 52D5/2 5785.0 [9] 1.30[8] [9]
52P3/2 54P3/2 6370.2 [9] 3.43[5] [9]
52P3/2 72S1/2 6423.1 [9] 2.29[7] [9]
52P3/2 54P5/2 6639.8 [9] 1.45[5] [9]
52P3/2 62D3/2 6940.7 [9] 4.63[6] [9]
52P3/2 62D5/2 6950.1 [9] 2.72[7] [9]
52P3/2 82S1/2 7239.9 [9] 9.85[6] [9]
52P3/2 72D3/2 7466.0 [9] 1.27[6] [9]
52P3/2 72D5/2 7470.7 [9] 5.33[6] [9]
52P3/2 92S1/2 7632.2 [9] 5.21[6] [9]
52P3/2 82D5/2 7752.1 [9] 7.83[5] [9]
52P3/2 102S1/2 7851.2 [9] 3.22[6] [9]
52P3/2 112S1/2 7986.0 [9] 2.01[6] [9]
62S1/2 62P1/2 1402.2 [9] 1.43[7] [10]
62S1/2 62P3/2 1458.4 [9] 1.57[7] [10]
62S1/2 72P1/2 2729.1 [9] 1.40[6] [10]
62S1/2 72P3/2 2750.1 [9] 1.96[6] [10]
62S1/2 82P1/2 3287.8 [9] 4.07[5] [10]
62S1/2 82P3/2 3298.0 [9] 6.40[5] [10]
62P3/2 52D5/2 150.7 [9] 1.03[5] [10]
52D5/2 72P3/2 1141.0 [9] 5.67[5] [10]
52D5/2 42F5/2 1279.4 [9] 9.46[5] [10]
52D5/2 42F7/2 1279.4 [9] 1.42[7] [10]
52D5/2 82P3/2 1688.9 [9] 2.29[5] [10]
52D5/2 52F5/2 1752.7 [9] 3.93[5] [10]
52D5/2 52F7/2 1752.7 [9] 5.90[6] [10]

The atomic transition data used in the polarizability calculation is shown in Table I. All data for ωn′J′nJ are
experimental values taken from the NIST Spectral Database. We use the experimental transition rates that are
available on the NIST Spectral Database, and when experimental values are not available, we use theoretical ones
from Ref [10]. We also use a theoretical value of the indium core polarizability [11].

With these values and the above-mentioned equations, we calculate the polarizabilities of the ground state∣∣5P1/2, F = 4
〉
, the metastable lower cooling state

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
, the upper repumper state

∣∣6S1/2, F = 5
〉
, and

the upper cooling state
∣∣5D5/2, F = 7

〉
, as shown in Fig. 6 of the main text.

B. Loading into an optical lattice

In addition to the intensity modulation data of Fig. 6 in the main text, we also studied the effect of the MOT-lattice
pulse phase difference on the trapping efficiency (Fig. 10). In other experiments using this modulation technique, the
optimum phase difference was observed to be 180◦ [12]; however, one attempt significantly deviated from 180◦ [13].
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FIG. 10. Loading efficiency as a function of the phase difference between cooling and trapping pulses.

In our system, we observe that 180◦ is optimal.

C. Measurement and fitting of the decay models

For our measurements of in-trap decay of both 5P1/2 and 5P3/2, the procedure for initializing the state in the optical
lattice is as follows. After intensity-modulated loading of the lattice, we switch on the necessary repumpers to pump
atoms into either the

∣∣5P1/2, F = 4
〉
or

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉
states. During this pumping sequence, the lattice is shut off to

avoid AC Stark shifts on the 410 and 451 nm transitions. The lattice only needs to be shut off for 70 µs to complete
the pumping phase. After this, atoms are held in the lattice for a variable length of time, pumped into

∣∣5P3/2, F = 6
〉

(for the case of the
∣∣5P1/2, F = 4

〉
data), and then imaged using fluorescence from the cooling transition.

For pure one-body decay, the decay rate is

dN

dt
= −N

τ
, (31)

where τ is the one-body decay time. This results in the familiar solution

N(t) = N(0)e−t/τ . (32)

If both one- and two-body decay are present, particle loss is governed by the differential equation

dN

dt
= −N

τ
− Γ2N

2. (33)

Here Γ2 = β/V is the two-body decay rate, β is the two-body loss coefficient, and V is the trap volume. Also σx, σy,
and σz are the RMS radii of the trapped cloud. The solution to this differential equation is

N(t) =
N0e

−t/τ

1 +N0Γ2τ(1− e−t/τ )
. (34)

We fit the two-body solution to decay data from the
∣∣5P3/2, F = 6

〉
state and find that

τ = 3.0(1) s (35)

Γ2 = 8.4(3)× 10−5 s−1. (36)

For decay from the ground state, we perform a statistical F -test to determine whether the two-body model is necessary
or whether we can use the one-body model only. For 21 observations, we calculate a reduced χ2 of 3.4 for the one-body
model and 2.0 for the two-body case. This results in an F score of 12.5, corresponding to a p value of 2.2× 10−3. We
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therefore conclude that two-body decay cannot be ignored in the ground state. The two-body fit of the ground state
data yields

τ = 2.7(2) s (37)

Γ2 = 1.4(3)× 10−5 s−1. (38)

Note here that the one-body loss time is statistically consistent across both measurements; however, the two-body
loss rate is 6 times lower in the ground state.
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