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We present a study of the expansion of an ultracold neutral plasma (UCNP) with an initial density distribution that
decays exponentially in space, created by photoionizing atoms shortly after their release from a quadrupole (or biconic
cusp) magnetic trap. A characteristic ion acoustic timescale is evident in the evolution of the plasma size and velocity,
indicating the dynamics are reasonably well described by a model of hydrodynamic expansion of a quasi-neutral plasma.
However, for low plasma density and high initial electron temperature, excess ion kinetic energy in the vicinity of the
central density peak suggests significant local non-neutrality at early times. Observations are compared to the well-
understood self-similar expansion of an UCNP with an initial Gaussian density distribution, and a similar scaling law

describes the evolution of plasma size for both cases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Expansion of plasma into surrounding vacuum is a com-

mon phenomenon in many situations, such as astrophysical-2

and solar plasmas,2= and plasmas created by intense laser-
matter interaction.®1> Depending upon plasma length scales
and particle velocities, complex phenomena can arise reflect-
ing hydrodynamic and kinetic effects, collective modes, and
instabilities. Here, we investigate the expansion of an un-
magnetized ultracold neutral plasma (UCNP) with an initial
density distribution that is sharply peaked and decays expo-
nentially with increasing distance from the plasma center.
Expansion of an UCNP with a spherical Gaussian density
distribution is well-studied'®~" and known to be self-similar
and predominantly hydrodynamic. The sharply peaked den-
sity profile of the exponentially decaying distribution raises
questions about the validity of a hydrodynamic description in
this case. Understanding the dynamics for this new plasma
shape is important because ongoing experiments studying
magnetized UCNPs in biconic cusp magnetic fields?® typi-
cally start with a plasma with an exponentially decaying den-
sity distribution. In order to identify the influence of magnetic
forces, it is beneficial to understand the unmagnetized case.

Il. UCNPS

UCNPs?-23 are formed by photo-exciting laser cooled
atoms?* or molecules in a supersonic expansion? near the
ionization threshold, yielding ion temperatures below 1K,
electron temperatures ranging from 1 — 1000K, and den-
sities ranging from 10% — 10'2cm™3.  Such systems have
shed light on equilibration?®32 and transport*® in strongly
coupled plasmas,*! which has connections to laser-produced
plasmas3242 extending into the warm-dense-matter and high-
energy-density regimes.#3#* With excellent control over the
initial conditions and precise diagnostics, they have been
used to benchmark theories and numerical techniques for
quantum,*> molecular-dynamic,234° kinetic,3* and hydrody-
namic descriptions,“—é"*—7 and to observe and characterize col-
lective modes and instabilities 194839 UCNPs are also be-

ing developed for applications in bright ion and electron

beams212% UCNPs created from molecules display addi-
tional processes such as dissociative recombination®’ and ar-
rested relaxation 28

For the experiments discussed here, UCNPs are formed
by direct photoionization of laser-cooled Sr atoms.2832 Af-
ter photoionization, an UCNP undergoes several stages of
equilibration and expansion. The first stage is electron equi-
libration on the timescale of an electron plasma oscillation.
Direct ionization yields a well-defined electron thermal en-
ergy given by the energy excess of the ionizing laser above
the ionization threshold.2! For low electron energy or high
density, heating processes such as disorder-induced heating
and three-body recombination®®®! may increase the electron
temperature 172262 This regime is avoided in the experiments
described here. During electron equilibration, some of the
electrons escape, creating a potential energy well that traps
the remaining electrons.2! The second stage of the UCNP evo-
lution is ion equilibration, which occurs on the timescale of
an ion plasma oscillation, which is ~ 1 us for typical UCNP
densities. Disorder-induced heating causes the ion tempera-
ture to increase as the initially uncorrelated ions develop spa-
tial correlations and convert excess potential energy to kinetic
energy.283¢ The final stage of the UCNP evolution is expan-
sion into surrounding vacuum 1263

The plasma expansion depends critically upon the plasma’s
initial density distribution, which follows the density profile of
the neutral atoms just before photoionization. For UCNPs cre-
ated from laser-cooled atoms, atoms are typically photoion-
ized after release from a magneto-optical trap (MOT), a trap
formed by near-resonant light scattering in the presence of
spatially varying Zeeman shifts of the optical transition.2464
This results in a Gaussian density distribution of

ey

An alternative scheme is to trap atoms in a purely magnetic
trap before photoionization. Such a trap is formed by the con-
servative potential U = —[i B arising from the interaction of
an atom’s magnetic moment (I with the magnetic field B2
Magnetic trapping is readily available for Sr atoms,® and as
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described in Sec. [T} the particular field geometry used for Sr
UCNP experiments results in a cylindrically symmetric, expo-
nentially decaying density for the atomic cloud and plasma,
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n = 1 for an atomic sample in thermal equilibrium, but we
allow for this parameter to vary as an additional degree of
freedom when analyzing data.

For the rest of the paper, we will refer to plasmas with Gaus-
sian (Eq.[I) and exponentially decaying (Eq.[2)) initial density
distributions as Guassian plasmas and exponential plasmas re-
spectively.

I1Il. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS
A. Details of Sr Ultracold Neutral Plasma Creation

To form Gaussian UCNPs, Sr atoms are first laser-cooled
and trapped in a MOT using the 'So—!P; transition at 461
nm (Fig.[T). The MOT is then extinguished and atoms in the
552 1Sy ground state are photoionized using overlapping 10 ns
pulses of 461 nm and ~ 412 nm light.2°
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FIG. 1. Levels and transitions for laser cooling of strontium atoms
and subsequent photoionization to form an UCNP.

To form exponential UCNPs, atoms are initially laser-
cooled and trapped in the MOT. During laser cooling, atoms
naturally populate the 5s5p 3P, state due to a small branch-
ing ratio for decay from the upper state (5s5p 'P) through the
5s4d ' D, state into the 555p P, state, where low field seeking
atoms are trapped by the quadrupole (or biconic cusp) mag-
netic field of the MOT because of the large magnetic moment
of 555p 3P, atoms.®3 The density distribution of the magnet-
ically trapped neutral atoms is well approximated by Eq. 2l
After loading the magnetic trap for a variable time ~ 1, the
magnetic field and laser-cooling light are turned off. After a
delay of 280 us to allow eddy currents in the vacuum cham-
ber to decay, 3P2 atoms are photoionized with a 10 ns, 10 mJ
pulse of ~ 322nm light. This delay time is short compared
to the timescale for appreciable motion of the atoms, and the
ionizing beam is approximately uniform over the spatial ex-

tent of the atom cloud. By varying the loading time, the initial
plasma density is varied from 1 —40 x 108cm—3.

The characteristic size of the exponentially decaying
plasma is & = 3kgT /8upB’ ~ 1 mm, where T =~ 2 mK is
the temperature of the precursor neutral atoms, and B’ = 150
G/cm is the gradient of the magnetic field along the symme-
try axis (X). up and kp are the Bohr magneton and Boltzmann
constant respectively. The atom cloud is small compared to
the radius of the coils creating the magnetic field, so a linear
approximation of the field profile is sufficient.

B. Imaging an Ultracold Neutral Plasma

We image ions in an UCNP using laser-induced fluores-
cence (LIF).2® A 1 mm thick sheet of 422 nm light passes
through the center of the plasma and along the symmetry axis
of the coils generating the MOT magnetic field. This light
drives the 55 %S, 12— 58 ’p, /2 Srt transition, and emitted flu-
orescence is imaged onto an intensified CCD camera along
a direction () perpendicular to the laser sheet. Varying the
detuning of the imaging beam yields a spatially resolved LIF
spectrum. Local ion temperature and velocity are extracted
from a fit of the spectrum to a Voigt profile. We image the
plasma for 500 ns, which is short compared to the expansion
time of the UCNP. Times reported are from the middle of the
imaging window. Density maps of the central plane of the
plasma are created by integrating the local spectra over fre-
quency. The proportionality between LIF intensity and den-
sity is calibrated using disorder—induced heating curves as an
absolute measure of density.®” The LIF optical configuration
does not provide information on the z-dependence of the den-
sity distribution. In the analysis, we assume cylindrical sym-
metry about the x-axis, reflecting the magnetic field symmetry.

Figure [2| shows false-color images and transects of the
density for an exponential plasma with initial peak density
3.2x10° em™3 and 7,(0) = 160 K and a Gaussian plasma
with initial peak density 1.2 x 10° cm™ and 7,(0) = 40 K
shortly after photoionization. The fit function for the expo-
nential plasma (Fig. @) is obtained by integrating Eq. @l over
the width of the imaging sheet, and &, 1 and ng are varied to
match the data. We find 1 = 0.83, close to the expected value.

Deviations between the data and fit most likely result from
non-uniformities in the photoionization beam, lack of thermal
equilibrium of atoms in the magnetic trap, and plasma evolu-
tion during the short delay between photoionization and LIF
imaging. In spite of these imperfections, from the comparison
of the Gaussian and exponential data in Fig. Pl it is clear that
that the exponential plasma is much more sharply peaked than
the Gaussian plasma.

IV. PLASMA EXPANSION

Hydrodynamic models accurately describe the evolution of
plasma density in collisional systems, for which the length
scales of plasma inhomogeneities are much larger than the
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FIG. 2. (A) False-color image of the density profile at # = 350 ns
after photoionization for an exponential plasma with 7,(0) = 160 K.
(B) Density profile at # = 330 ns for a Gaussian plasma with 7, (0) =
40 K. (C) X-transect through the center of the plasmas shown in (A)
and (B). (D) Y-transect through the center of the plasmas shown in
(A) and (B). Fit lines in (C) and (D) are integrals over LIF-laser-
sheet thickness of Eq. [[for the Gaussian plasma and of Eq. 2lfor the
exponential plasma.

particle mean free path and the particles are close to local ther-
mal equilibrium.#%47 Assuming quasineutrality? (n, ~ n; = n
for electron and ion densities n, and n;) and the absence of
any magnetic forces, this implies the following equation for
the rate of change of the local hydrodynamic velocity # in the
limit of 7; < T,

—

miii ~ —kpT,—, 3)
n

where m; is the ion mass, kg is the Boltzmann constant, and 7,
and 7; are the electron and ion temperatures respectively. Eq.
Bl describes a hydrodynamic expansion driven by the electron
pressure gradient.

A. Self-similar Expansion of an UCNP with a Spherical
Gaussian Density Distribution

For Gaussian UNCPs, a hydrodynamic description in terms
of coupled equations for electrons and ions captures the dom-
inant behavior of UCNP expansion.1®1%22 Various authors
have shown that a hydrodynamic treatment neglecting ion-
electron thermalization®® and inelastic processes®®0%6 pre-
dicts that a Gaussian UCNP undergoes self-similar expansion,
described by Eq. [l with 6 — o (r).17223* A comprehensive
treatment,223* deriving the evolution of hydrodynamic mo-
ments from kinetic equations, yields the following equations
describing the evolution of plasma density and constituent

temperatures,

o’(t) =0%(0) (1+1%/15,) . 4)
() = 1+t/t+jf;2p : )
- 20
RO = 0

The characteristic plasma expansion time is given by

B m.c(0)? - |moa(0)?
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and the hydrodynamic expansion velocity follows

u(r,z) = y(t)r. )
Equations [3] and @] both yield the acceleration i ~ r’ifg—"(g)z?.

The linear dependence of the velocity and acceleration upon
displacement vector 7 ensures the self-similarity of the expan-
sion. Experiments confirm that the analytic solution describes
the expansion of a Gaussian UCNP extremely well 1

B. Expansion of an UCNP with an Exponentially Decaying
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FIG. 3. False color images showing expansion of an exponential
plasma with initial peak density 4.4 x 10° cm~3 and 7,(0) = 40 K.
(A) t = 350 ns after plasma creation. (B) r = 11 us after plasma cre-
ation.

3 -2 1 0 1 2 3
X (mm)

For an exponential plasma (Eq.[2), the length scale for den-
sity variation is |2/Vn| ~ o ~ 1 mm. The ion mean-free path
is typically several orders of magnitude smaller than this, and
the electron mean-free path is typically similar to or smaller
than « for most of the plasma over the range of accessible
UCNP conditions. In addition, electrons rapidly thermalize
with small Debye screening length in the self-consistent po-
tential of the ions and electrons. This suggests that hydrody-
namic models should describe the expansion well, as observed
in previous experiments with Gaussian plasmas 124 except
perhaps very near the center of the plasma where the density
gradient is not well defined.
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FIG. 4. Transects along the x-axis of the plasma density distribution (top) and velocity (bottom), for Gaussian and exponential plasmas for
initial peak densities of 1.0 x 10° cm™3 and 3.5 x 10° cm™3 respectively and electron temperature T.(0) = 40 K. Density transects for the
Gaussian plasmas are offset for clarity. The time after photoionization is (A) 0.34 + 0.01 ws, (B) 5.7 + 0.1 us, (C) 14 + 4 us, and (D) 27 +
3 ws. All density transects are fit to integrals over LIF-laser-sheet thickness of Eq. [l (solid lines). The first time point (A) for the exponential
plasma is also fit to the integral over LIF-laser-sheet thickness of Eq.[2](dashed line).

A first indication of the hydrodynamic nature of expansion
of an exponential UCNP is given by the false-color images of
the density (Fig.B). The rapid expansion along the initially
narrow axis of the plasma is a characteristic signature of hy-
drodynamic behavior in which the acceleration is proportional
to the local density gradient (Eq.[3).

To go beyond this qualitative conclusion, we look quan-
titatively at the evolution of the plasma size. Figure f(top)
shows transects of the evolving density distributions for Gaus-
sian and exponential plasmas with initial electron tempera-
ture of 7,(0) = 40K. The transects pass through the plasma
center along the initially smaller dimension of the exponen-
tial plasma (along the x-axis). Density is normalized by the
initial peak density. The Gaussian plasma remains Gaussian
as predicted for the self-similar expansion (Eqs. E}{7).12 The
transects for the exponential plasma show that the plasma is
initially exponential, but does not expand self-similarly. The
density first decreases at the center, rounding out the sharp
peak and causing the density distribution to approach a Gaus-
sian. However, it does not retain the Gaussian shape, and the
gradient steepens along the advancing edges of the plasma,
suggestive of wave breaking 1318

To quantitatively describe the plasma expansion, we extract
characteristic sizes with numeric fits to the data (Fig. f(top)).
The exponential (Eq.[2), integrated over the LIF laser width,
accurately describes the exponential plasma initially, but fails
as the plasma evolves. To characterize the size evolution, we
fit the density transects of both Gaussian and exponential plas-
mas to integrals over LIF-laser-sheet thickness of the Gaus-
sian expression (Eq. [I). The RMS radii o, and o, are ex-

tracted from the fits. Although the exponential plasma shape
is not well described by the Gaussian for some time points,
this function captures the size of the plasma throughout the
evolution. We assume cylindrical symmetry about the x-axis
for all data, o, = o;. Figure[§ shows the evolution of the ge-
ometric mean plasma size 6,, = (0,0,0:)'/* = (6,62)/3 for
a Gaussian plasma with 7,(0) = 40 K and several exponential
plasmas of various 7,(0).

For the exponential plasmas, it is clear from the plot with
unscaled axes (Fig. BA) that smaller initial mean size and
higher 7,(0) leads to faster expansion. To highlight this, Fig.
[3B shows the data with size scaled by the initial value and time
scaled by .., (Eq.[B), where we have set 6(0) equal to the
initial fit o,,. In spite of the fact that the exponential plasmas
lack spherical symmetry and Gaussian curvature, and thus do
not satisfy the initial conditions of the self-similar expansion,
this scaling causes the data to collapse to close to a universal
curve over this parameter range. This is another strong indi-
cation that the expansion is predominantly hydrodynamic in
nature. It also suggests a very useful phenomenological de-
scription of the plasma expansion.

Figure[3B shows that the expansion of the Gaussian plasma
is well-described by the universal curve from Eq. @l To fit the
exponential data we use Eq. [l but with a modified effective
expansion time f Ty,

On(t)/om(0) = /1 +12/(BTexp)? (10)

We find 3 ~ 0.63 for the range of conditions covered here, and
Texp s calculated from Eq.[Blusing the initial mean size o, (0).
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FIG. 5. Evolution of the RMS mean plasma size (o;,) with time.
Open and closed symbols correspond to Gaussian and exponential
plasmas respectively. Initial peak density and electron temperature is
indicated in the legend. Size and time are unscaled (left) and scaled
(right) by initial size and expansion time (Eq. [B) respectively. Fit
lines correspond to Eq. [[Q]with B = 1 (solid) and B = 0.63 (dashed).

This provides a valuable and intuitive phenomenological de-
scription of the plasma expansion. The scaling for exponential
plasmas is not perfect in Fig. BB. Plasmas with higher T,(0)
and lower density expand slightly faster in scaled units. This
trend is more evident if one fits the data sets for each initial
condition individually independent values of 5. This suggests
a small influence of kinetic effects,* such as free-streaming,
which enhances density at the expanding fronts and broadens
the width of the fitted curve at each scaled time.

V. VELOCITY EVOLUTION

Figure @(bottom) shows the x-component of the hydrody-
namic velocity i along an x-transect passing through the cen-
ter of the plasma for the same data as Fig.B{top). At all times,
the Gaussian plasma displays the characteristic linear increase
of the velocity with distance from the plasma center (Eq. Q)
that is a hallmark of the self-similar expansion. Linearity ex-
tends essentially until the density is too low to obtain a reliable
measure of velocity, beyond r ~ 20,,(0), where the density
is < 10% of its peak value. The velocity curve approaches
u=r/tfort> B

The velocity profile for the exponential plasma deviates
dramatically from the prediction of the self-similar solution
(Eq.B) as shown by Fig. d(bottom). For an exponential den-
sity profile (Eq. D), the acceleration along the x-axis due to
the electron pressure gradient is i, = sgn(x)kgT, /m;c. Even
with smoothing of the central density peak in the initial dis-
tribution due to experimental imperfections (Fig. 2(C-D)), this
form of the acceleration suggests that a steep velocity gradient
should form very quickly near the plasma center, as evident in
Fig. B(bottom). Further from the center, there are extrema
in the velocity after just a few microseconds. As the plasma
evolves, the extrema move out, and they cause the steepening
of the density gradient observed at later times in Fig. [d{top).

The hydrodynamic nature of the expansion for the expo-
nential plasma is evident in the universality of the velocity
profiles in appropriate scaled units, in analogy to the behavior
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FIG. 6. Transects passing through the plasma origin along the x-
axis of the x-component of the hydrodynamic velocity at 1/BTey, =
0.23 £ 0.02 (A), 0.49 £ 0.09 (B), 0.80 £ 0.05 (C), 1.28 £ 0.35 (D).
Velocity is given in units of ¥ = 0,,(0)/BTexp = \/kpTe(0)/m;/B,
and position is scaled by 0,,(0). Initial peak density and 7,(0) are
indicated in the legend. The long dashed line corresponds to the
terminal velocity profile i = 7/r. The solid line is a Gaussian plasma.
All other data corresponds to exponential plasmas.

of the self-similar hydrodynamic expansion (Eqs. d9). Fig-
ure 16| shows the x-component of expansion velocity along
the x-axis for various initial conditions at the same times in
units of B7.,. Velocity and position are scaled in units of
6m(0)/BTexp and 0,,(0) respectively. In scaled units, the ve-
locity curves for exponential plasmas are universal, with de-
viations mostly due to spread in values of r/B ., that are
displayed in each subplot. The velocity extrema approach
vas \/kpT,(0)/m;/B. At early times and near the plasma cen-
ter, the density gradient, acceleration, and scaled velocity is
much higher for the exponential plasmas than for Gaussian
plasma. The velocity in scaled units for the Gaussian plasma
uniformly and monotonically approaches the ballistic limit, as
expected from Eq.[9] and eventually matches the exponential
plasma in the center.

VI. TEMPERATURE EVOLUTION

While a hydrodynamic description assuming quasi-
neutrality (Eq.[3) appears to capture the behavior of the expo-
nential plasma very well, the assumption of quasi-neutrality
is suspect near the plasma center. The Debye length for elec-
trons, Ap = /&kpT, /n.e* forn, = 10 cm 3 and 7, = 320K
is 40 um, which is on the order of the length scale of the
central peak, so significant non-neutrality is possible near the
origin for high-temperature and low-density exponential plas-
mas. Figure[7] shows the evolution of the ion temperature in
the center of the plasma, which displays effects likely arising



from non-neutrality.

The evolution of ion temperature for exponential plasmas
for T,(0) = 40K and for the Gaussian plasma follows the ex-
pected behavior for ion equilibration after UCNP creation,
which is well studied.=>£:22:24:22 Tons have very little ini-
tial kinetic energy because of the controlled UCNP creation
process. However, there is a relatively large amount of po-
tential energy due to electrical interactions between ions in
the random spatial distribution inherited from the precursor
atoms. In a time equal to the inverse of the ion plasma oscilla-
tion frequency, 1/@,; = (€’n/eym;)~'/> ~ 1 us, ions develop
spatial correlations, and potential energy is changed into ki-
netic as the system equilibrates. The equilibration tempera-
ture, defined as Tp;y, depends on initial density and electron
temperature. Assuming overall plasma neutrality, Tp;y can
be directly found with molecular dynamics®’ or expressed in
terms of analytic approximations of equilibrium correlation
energy determined with molecular dynamics simulations.3%79
Tpin ~ €*/(8mepakp) ~ 1K where a = [3/(47n)]'/* is the
Wigner-Seitz radius. Figure [7] shows that for low 7,(0), ions
equilibrate with T'/Tp;y ~ 1. Subsequent moderate heating on
a longer timescale reflects dissipation of ion acoustic waves
and*’20 and electron-ion energy exchange.®
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FIG. 7. Evolution of the ion temperature in the plasma center.
Temperatures are scaled by the disorder-induced-heating temperature
Tpiy and time is scaled by the ion oscillation period 27/ p;. The
Gaussian plasma equilibrates to Tpyy within 27/ p;, as expected
from disorder-induced heating. This is also seen with the exponen-
tial plasmas for 7, = 40 K. However, for the exponential plasmas
with T, = 160, 320 K, significant heating is seen, especially for the
T, = 320 K and the low density 7, = 160 K data, indicative of kinetic
effects from a Coulomb explosion.

For 7,(0) = 160K and 7,(0) = 320K, and more dramati-
cally for lower ion density, however, ions reach much higher
scaled temperatures on a rapid timescale. We hypothesize that
this extra heating arises from plasma non-neutrality, which in-
troduces additional Coulomb energy in the central region and
subsequent Coulomb explosion.

VIl.  CONCLUSION

We characterized the expansion of an UCNP with an initial
exponentially decaying density distribution and compared it
to the well-studied self-similar expansion of an UCNP with
a Gaussian density distribution. The expansion of an expo-
nential UCNP displays the hallmarks of hydrodynamic phe-
nomenon and is driven by the electron pressure gradient. The
characteristic length (0p) and time scale (7.y,) that parame-
terize the expansion of Gaussian plasmas also provide useful
scaling factors for evolution of the size and velocity distribu-
tion for exponential plasmas.

The ion temperatures display excess heating near the den-
sity peak in the exponential case for low density and high elec-
tron temperature, suggesting significant non-neutrality that
might introduce dynamics similar to a Coulomb explosion in
this region. Further study of this phenomena is needed.

Modeling the expansion of an exponential UNCP is an ex-
cellent target for various numerical methods, such as two-
fluid models, models that consider kinetic effects, and MD
simulations. It would be informative to compare the obser-
vations described here With two-component MD codes with
open boundary conditions”! and recently developed tools for
describing heterogeneous, non-equilibrium plasmas subject to
effects of strong coupling.”? This would provide validation of
numerical methods and additional insight into some aspects of
the expansion of the exponential plasma, such as electron tem-
perature evolution and the influence of Coulomb-explosion
effects on ion temperature near the plasma center. Further
study is also needed to explore the possible formation of shock
waves associated with the extrema in the velocity transects
and steepening of the density gradient.
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