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We present a cooling method for a strongly-interacting trapped quantum gas. By applying a
magnetic field modulation with frequencies close to the binding energy of a molecular bound state
we selectively remove dimers with high kinetic energy from the sample. We demonstrate cooling of
the sample over a wide range of interaction strengths and measure a high cooling efficiency of γ = 4
that exceeds all previous cooling near Feshbach resonances.

Experiments with trapped ultracold quantum gases
have been made possible by groundbreaking advance-
ments in cooling techniques. This has led, for example,
to the observation of Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC)
[1], degenerate Fermi gases [2] and strongly-correlated
quantum states such as Mott insulators [3] and the uni-
tary Fermi gas [4, 5]. Theoretically, many more complex
quantum states are expected at even lower temperature,
for example, unconventional superconductivity [6], topo-
logical quantum states [7] or spin liquids [8]. However,
as we approach very low temperatures, efficient cooling
becomes increasingly difficult since established cooling
methods are limited in reaching even lower temperatures
while preserving high densities [9]. This has been a major
obstacle on the route to exploring novel phases of matter.

Over the past decades, several techniques to reach even
lower temperature have been proposed. This includes, for
example, entropy reduction by separating high and low
entropy regions in the trap [10–12], by introducing dis-
order [13], utilizing heat reservoirs in form of a different
state or species [14], or by inter-layer entropy exchange in
bilayer systems [15]. Novel cooling techniques have been
experimentally demonstrated, for example, in the Hub-
bard model by isolating a low entropy region via potential
shaping [16], and by creating site-alternating heat reser-
voirs via the introduction of a superlattice in one spatial
direction [17].

The concept of evaporative cooling is to remove or sep-
arate particles with an energy higher than the average
energy per particle from the sample. This leads to a re-
duction of both temperature and atoms, however, when
performed efficiently, it will increase the phase-space den-
sity and therefore lower the entropy of the gas. This
paves the way towards the desired progression towards
low-entropy states. In magnetic traps, evaporation is
achieved by radio-frequency induced transitions to anti-
trapped states and in optical traps by lowering the po-
tential depth. Both methods have been successfully im-
plemented, however, both also have limitations. Evap-
orative cooling in magnetic traps can be challenging for
mixtures of atoms in different spin states, which is a com-
mon problem when cooling Fermi gases, and evaporative
cooling in optical traps faces the challenge of reducing
confinement at the same time as lowering the trap depth.
This poses problems for maintaining high densities and
staying in the runaway regime of evaporative cooling.

In this work, we demonstrate a novel cooling method
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FIG. 1. a Composite dimers with binding energy EB are con-
fined in a harmonic trapping potential (blue line) and consti-
tute a partly condensed quantum gas. A periodic modulation
of their interaction strength dissociates them into pairs of
fermions with an energy dependent on the modulation fre-
quency and the mean-field energy shift. The latter is pro-
portional to the density of remaining dimers and fermions
and introduces a position-dependent dissociation threshold.
b Varying the modulation frequency leads to evaporation of
atoms if the modulation frequency is significantly above the
dissociation threshold. c If the evaporation is selectively for
the dimers with high energies, the number of atoms in the
condensate increases contrary to the total decrease of atom
number. If the evaporation is non-specific, i.e. far above
the dissociation threshold, the condensate is diminished along
with the general loss of particles.

for a strongly-interacting quantum gas on the repulsive
side of a magnetically-controlled Feshbach resonance. At
low temperature the gas comprises of dimers with a bind-
ing energy EB. We apply a time-periodic modulation
of the interaction strength with a frequency near to or
above the binding energy in order to dissociate dimers
with a certain energy and selectively remove them from
the sample. The matrix element for the transition de-
pends on the binding energy, the density of states and,
last but not least, on the interaction in both initial and
final states. We utilize the spatial dependence of the
mean-field interaction in a harmonic trapping potential
in order dissociate molecules spatially selectively. This
allows us to discriminatively remove particles with an
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energy higher than kBT from the sample. We demon-
strate that this method leads to cooling and we show
an increase of the condensate fraction of a partially con-
densed system. Importantly, unlike radio-frequency in-
duced evaporation, our method does not involve a third
spin state, thereby eliminating three-body losses, and un-
like evaporation in optical dipole traps, it does not soften
the trapping potential and slow down thermalization.

Experimentally, we prepare a quantum gas in the low-
est and third-lowest hyperfine states |1⟩ and |3⟩ of 6Li
in a crossed-beam optical dipole trap [18] with trap fre-
quencies (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (102, 144, 232) Hz. We ob-
tain atom numbers of Nσ ∼ 5 · 104 – 1.5 · 105 per spin
state σ at a temperature of T/TF ∼ 0.1. The inter-
action strength and binding energy are adjusted by a
magnetically-controlled Feshbach resonance located at
690.43G with a width of 122.3G [19]. We calibrate the
magnetic field using the |1⟩ to |2⟩ hyperfine transition
in a spin-polarised Fermi gas, and the binding energy of
the dimer state energy is determined from the magnetic
field and the interatomic interaction potential [20–22].
In order to induce pair-breaking excitations, we apply
a periodically modulated magnetic field with an ampli-
tude of up to Amod ∼ 2G and a frequency of up to
νmod ∼ 300.0 kHz using a specially designed solenoid [23].
In contrast to a dissociation scheme by radiofrequency
modulation [24], the dissociation by magnetic field mod-
ulation does not involve transfer to a third hyperfine state
and, moreover, does not excite free atoms. After an exci-
tation of usually 300ms, we introduce a waiting time of
200ms in order to ensure thermalisation of the sample.
During thermalisation, there is a small particle loss since
the decay time constant of the condensate is 1 s. Detec-
tion is performed by absorption imaging either in-situ or
after rapid-ramp projection [4] in time-of-flight.

In Fig. 1a, we show the principle of the cooling scheme.
The initial state is a gas predominantly containing dimers
in a harmonic potential. Between two dimers, the s-
wave scattering length is add = 0.6 a [25], where a is
the inter-atomic scattering length and this gives rise to
the mean-field potential for the dimers ∝ addn. A time-
periodic modulation of the magnetic field at a frequency
near the binding energy breaks the dimers into a pair
of free atoms. The energy threshold for the dissociation
is determined by the dimer binding energy and the dif-
ference between initial-state and final-state interactions.
The final-state interaction is determined by the scatter-
ing length between the dissociated atoms and the re-
maining dimers, which is aad = 1.18 a between a dimer
and an atom [26]. For modulation frequencies above
the dissociation threshold, additional kinetic energy is
given to the dissociation fragments, which may evapo-
rate from the trap. The key idea of the cooling scheme
is to exploit the change of the mean-field energy before
and after dissociation of a dimer into atoms, which is
δE = (3aad − add)2πℏ2nσ/mLi [27–29]. As one can
see from Fig. 1b, the number of removed particles is a
monotonous function of the modulation frequency. The
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FIG. 2. a Change of the condensate (CF ) fraction as a
function of the modulation amplitude Amod for four differ-
ent modulation frequencies νmod of 100.0 kHz (purple, cir-
cle), 105.2 kHz (red, square), 110.0 kHz (cyan, diamond) and
116.0 kHz (orange, triangle). The sample has a binding en-
ergy of 104.5(5) kHz. b Variation of the temperature with the
fractional atom loss −∆N /Ni for the same modulation ampli-
tudes and frequencies as in a. cMaximum relative condensate
fraction for each driving frequency. The four frequencies from
a are highlighted in the corresponding colors. The dashed-
dotted line shows the binding energy. The error bars show
the standard error. d Theoretical estimate for the cooling as
a function of atom number loss using an interacting Bose gas
model, see main text.

dissociation is position sensitive due to the mean-field
shift. For low density – which equals high energy of
dimers in the trap – the dissociation threshold is close to
the binding energy EB . In contrast, for high densities,
the dissociation threshold is shifted due to the mean-
field interaction to larger values and more particles are
removed from the trap. By explicitly dissociating dimers
in the high-energy tails of their Boltzmann distribution,
which corresponds to low densities in a harmonic trap,
we are able to effectively reduce the energy per particle,
cool the sample, and enhance the phase-space density,
see Figure 1c.
In Fig. 2a we show the change of condensate frac-

tion due to the periodic modulation of the magnetic field
with respect to modulation strength and modulation fre-
quency at a magnetic field of 640.31(6)G, corresponding
to a binding energy of 104.5(5) kHz. We observe distinct
regimes of cooling and heating depending on frequency
and modulation amplitude. For a modulation at or be-
low the frequency of the binding energy we observe no in-
crease in condensate fraction, but instead the condensate
decays with increasing modulation strength. In Fig. 2b
we show the corresponding change of the temperature
of the gas, which, again, shows the regimes of cooling
and heating as above. For a more meaningful compari-
son later, the modulation amplitude axis is replaced by
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the corresponding atom loss −∆N /Ni, with respect to
the initial atom number Ni. For each modulation fre-
quency we determine the maximum achieved condensate
fraction and plot an overview of all maxima in Fig. 2c.
We notice that cooling is possible over a wide range of
modulation frequencies above the energy corresponding
to the binding energy.

We also have investigated how rapid the cooling
method works. The data of Figure 2 are for a modulation
time of 300ms for which we can systematically study a
broad range of modulation amplitudes. If we instead fo-
cus on the strongest possible modulation amplitude, we
can significantly shorten the cooling time. To this end,
we have determined that the modulation time to achieve
maximum cooling scales as tmod ∝ 1/

√
Amod and we can

achieve the same peak increase of the condensate frac-
tion as in Figure 2 with a cooling time of tmod = 9.3ms,
followed by a 1/e thermalisation time of ∼ 20ms.

In order to explain our cooling scheme and the depen-
dence of the cooling effect on the modulation frequency,
we have developed a simplified model based on the step
model of evaporative cooling [30]. We describe the initial
density distribution of the dimers by a trapped interact-
ing Bose gas. To this end, we employ our independently
measured atom number, temperature (see below), and
trap frequencies, and we compute the internal energy for
the initial state. As the cooling step, we remove a cer-
tain fraction (depending on the modulation frequency) of
dimers from the sample, and, finally, we compute the in-
ternal energy and temperature of the remaining dimers.
For the comparison between the model and our data,
we focus on the fractional atom loss −∆N /Ni and show
that we can reach a 15% reduction of the initial temper-
ature for a fractional atom loss of 30%. The magnitude
of the cooling effect is in agreement with the experimen-
tal observations in Fig. 2b. In the experimental data,
we actually also observe heating for certain parameter
regimes. This effect is not captured by our model and
could be caused by several reasons: Firstly, not all dis-
sociated dimers will leave the trapping region but some
some could remain with excess kinetic energy from above-
threshold dissociation. Secondly, our model ignores the
dimer condensate and dissociation from the dimer con-
densate removes over-proportionally many dimers with
zero kinetic energy.

In order to quantify the cooling efficiency, we addition-
ally measure the phase-space density versus atom num-
ber at the modulation parameters corresponding to max-
imum enhancement of the condensate fraction. To this
end, we take high-intensity absorption images [31] of the
sample to reconstruct the 3D density profile nσ(r) per
spin state via the inverse Abel transformation [32]. We
use the density at the trap center n ≡ nσ(r = 0) for the
phase-space-density ρ̃ = nλ3

dB, with λdB being the ther-
mal de-Broglie wavelength. In order to determine the
temperature, we fit the outer wings of the reconstructed
density profile to the virial expansion of the equation of
state [33]. In Figure 3a we show the reduced temper-
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FIG. 3. Cooling of a sample with binding energy 104.5(5) kHz
at a modulation frequency of 110.0 kHz. The colorbar high-
lights the applied modulation amplitude. a Shows the atom
number with respect to the reduced temperature after cooling.
b Phase-space density vs. the atom number in a logarithmic
plot. The dashed line displays the piece-wise exponential fit
to determine the cooling efficiency. Errorbars are standard
errors and might be hidden by datapoints.
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FIG. 4. Cooling of samples from the bosonic side of the
BEC/BCS crossover towards unitarity. The position in the
crossover is given by the binding energy EB in the color map.
a Maximum gain of the condensate fraction as determined in
Fig. 2b. The vertical dashed lines show the binding energy for
the chosen magnetic field. b Cooling efficiency as determined
in Fig. 3b.

ature T/TF and in Figure 3b the phase-space-density ρ̃
with respect to the fractional atom loss −∆N /Ni at an
exemplary magnetic field of 640.31(6)G (the same as in
Figure 2c) and a modulation frequency of 110.0 kHz. For
small modulation amplitudes we observe a reduction of
temperature and an increase of phase-space density and
for high modulation amplitude, the fractional atom loss
overwhelms the cooling effect leading to heating.

The efficiency of evaporative cooling is measured by
the parameter γ = − log(ρ̃f/ρ̃i)/ log(Nσ,f/Nσ,i) [30],
which is a metric of how much the phase-space den-
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sity increases ρ̃i → ρ̃f while reducing the atom number
Nσ,i → Nσ,f . To deduce the cooling efficiency γ we fit
a piece-wise exponential function with the efficiency as
the exponent to the data, which can be seen as curves in
the logarithmic plot in Figure 3b. A positive slope indi-
cates the regime of efficient cooling and a negative slope
a regime that should be avoided for evaporation. The
maximum efficiency for a given binding energy depends
on both modulation frequency and amplitude. In the
samples with large binding energy, say EB ∼ 200 kHz, we
reach an efficiency of γ ∼ 4, which matches or exceeds the
best reported values of γ in magnetic and optical traps
[30, 34–37].

In Figure 4, we show how the cooling works as we vary
the binding energy all the way from the bosonic side of
the BEC/BCS crossover to unitarity. Generally, we ob-
serve that cooling works best for deeply-bound dimers
and the efficiency reduces when approaching the unitar-
ity regime. Figure 4a shows the maximum change of the
condensate fraction as determined in Fig. 2c, and Figure
4b shows the maximum cooling efficiency. For the low-
est magnetic fields, i.e. the largest binding energy, we
observe an increase of the condensate fraction by ∼ 0.15
and a cooling efficiency of ∼ 4. Getting closer to the uni-
tary regime the cooling becomes less and eventually, at an

interaction parameter of 1/(kFa) ∼ 0.7, the condensate
fraction does not increase and the cooling efficiency drops
below unity. There are at least two effects, which con-
tribute to this behaviour: Firstly, a small dimer binding
energy makes the excitation less spatially selective, and,
secondly, with the increasing dimer size towards the uni-
tary regime many-body correlations play an increasingly
important role, which changes the spectral line shape of
the excitation [38].
While the results of the manuscript have been shown

for a gravity tilted trap in a |1⟩-|3⟩ mixture, we observe
cooling in a gravity-compensated trap and for a |1⟩-|2⟩
mixture with comparable efficiency. Hence, the cooling
method should be ready to implement in a large variety
of systems.
In conclusion, we demonstrate a novel cooling scheme

for a gas in the BEC/BCS crossover regime based on the
targeted removal of high energy atoms from an optical
trap by dimer dissociation. Samples can be cooled with-
out changing the trap geometry which simplifies staying
in the run-away regime and to reach very high efficiencies.
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bier, C. Salomon, and M. Köhl, Cooling fermionic atoms
in optical lattices by shaping the confinement, Physical
Review A 79, 061601 (2009).
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