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Scientific goal

- The primary scientific goal of AEgIS is the direct measurement of the 
gravitational acceleration (g) on antihydrogen in the earth field [test of the WEP]

Such measurement would represent the first precise direct determination of the gravitational effect on antimatter

Universality of free fall established by Galileo and Newton

• Unique behavior :
electric field vs. gravitational field

electric field: gravitational field:

F = q · E F = m · G

|E| � Q

r2
|G| � M

r2

|a| � q |a| �= F(m) , a = const.

• For other forces, mass has only one function; as the measure of inertia. For 

gravity, it also fulfills a second function; as source of acceleration.

Weak equivalence principle (WEP) - 
Cornerstone of Einstein Theory of Relativity

clock will run faster as the gravitational field around it is
reduced.”

In January 1960, Leonard Schiff3 showed that, as long as a
gravity field affects clocks and normal matter alike, the gravi-
tational redshift can be derived from WEP and special relativ-
ity and as such it is not a crucial test of GR. Measurements of
the gravitational redshift are therefore tests of the underlying
WEP, but he argued that even with the best atomic clocks of
the time they could not compete with the torsion balance tests
reported by E€otv€os half a century earlier.

Recently, a proposal has been made for a new space mis-
sion devoted to measuring the gravitational redshift and
testing WEP with cold atoms.4 A much better ground mea-
surement of the gravitational redshift has been reported,
based on free falling cold atoms.5 A strong scientific debate
is ongoing and this has motivated the present work.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we go back
to UFF and the equivalence principle of Galileo, Newton,
and E€otv€os to stress the advantages of null experiments. In
Sec. III, we recall how UFF and Newton’s equivalence prin-
ciple (the “weak equivalence principle”) led Einstein to the
strong equivalence principle (or “Einstein equivalence
principle”) and to the formulation of general relativity, so
that a violation of UFF/WEP would either require that GR be
amended or call for a new force of nature. This has led to the
quest for UFF/WEP null experiments that are as accurate
and precise as possible.

In Sec. IV, following Schiff,3 we derive the gravitational
redshift from the WEP and special relativity and show that—
as long as clocks are affected by a gravitating body like nor-
mal matter—its measurement is a test of UFF/WEP but it is
by far less competitive than direct null tests. A suggested
stronger deviation from WEP of clocks as compared to ordi-
nary bodies6 appears to be beyond the reach of current and
planned experiments. The best, so-far controversial, measure-
ment of the gravitational redshift,5 based on free falling cold
atoms in combination with a nearby absolute gravimeter, is a
test of the WEP. As such it is in perfect agreement with the
original experimental result,7 but it is in no way competitive
with UFF/WEP null tests. In this analysis we frequently step
into the “Schiff conjecture” as formulated in 1973 by Thorne
et al.8 In consideration of the “vigorous argument” between
Schiff and Thorne on this issue, we trace the conjecture back
to Schiff’s original statement in Ref. 3 and report it. We also
report the results of the best experiment to date that has com-
pared the effect of a gravitating body (the Sun) on the rate of
clocks of different internal structure and in different locations
as the solar potential changes over the year.9

Finally, in Sec. V, we compare UFF/WEP tests using mac-
roscopic proof masses versus cold atoms to show that,
although the experiments are completely different, there is
no difference in the nature of the tests and one should pursue
the most promising ones, both in terms of sensitivity and in
terms of differences in the physical properties of the atoms
being tested.

II. UNIVERSALITY OF FREE FALL AND THE
EQUIVALENCE PRINCIPLE FROM GALILEO TO
NEWTON

In the Discorsi10 (pp. 128–129; pp. 84–85 of the English
edition) Galileo describes his tests of the universality of free
fall (UFF) made with two pendulums of different composi-
tion. The book was published in Leiden in 1638 when

Galileo was 74, almost blind, and under house arrest by order
of the Pope, but he had made these experiments in the early
1600s.11 The accuracy of the test was12 about 10!3.

In 1687, in the opening paragraph of the Principia,13

Newton wrote: “This quantity that I mean hereafter under
the name of…mass…is known by the weight…for it is pro-
portional to the weight as I have found by experiments on
pendulums, very accurately made….” If inertial and gravita-
tional mass mi and mg are the same for all test bodies regard-
less of their mass and composition, the equations of motion
under the gravitational attraction of a source mass M (e.g.,
the Earth, assumed for simplicity to be spherically symmet-
ric) state that they all fall with the same acceleration:

mi
€~r ¼ !

GMmg

r3
~r; so mi ¼ mg implies that

€~r ¼ !GM

r3
~r: (1)

If inertial and gravitational mass are equivalent, UFF holds;
should experiments invalidate UFF, they would invalidate
the equivalence of inertial and gravitational mass as well.

This was the “equivalence principle” from 1687 until
1907. Note that Eq. (1) holds for any position vector~r , in the
vicinity of the source body as well as very far away from it,
e.g., it applies also to test bodies on Earth falling in the grav-
itational field of the Sun (as tested by Dicke and his students
in the early 1960s14), or in the case of the Earth and the
Moon falling towards the Sun (as tested with lunar laser
ranging15).

E€otv€os and collaborators1 first coupled the test masses by
suspending them on a very sensitive torsion balance, and
were able to test UFF in the field of the Earth to about 10!8.
Dicke’s torsion balance experiment was the first UFF test in
the field of the Sun (to ’10!11), followed by Braginsky and
Panov16 (to ’10!12). More recent experiments with rotating
torsion balances have tested UFF both in the field of the
Sun17 and in the field of the Earth18 yielding the best limits
to date (see Ref. 19, Table 3): UFF is confirmed to about
10!12 in the field of the Sun and to about 10!13 in the field of
the Earth.

It is worth stressing that UFF experiments can reach high
accuracy because they can be performed as null experiments.
The physical quantity of interest in UFF experiments is the
relative acceleration Da ¼ a1 ! a2 of the free falling proof
masses, from which the dimensionless E€otv€os parameter

g # Da

a
(2)

is obtained (here a ¼ ða1 þ a2Þ=2 is the average free fall
acceleration of the masses in the gravity field of the source
body). The g parameter quantifies a deviation from UFF. If
UFF holds, Da ¼ 0 and g ¼ 0; for a given value of a, the
smaller the differential acceleration measured, the smaller
the value of g, the more accurate the test.

If the experiment is designed to measure the differential
acceleration between the test masses, the experiment signal
should be zero in the absence of UFF violation (after classi-
cal differential effects have been reduced to below the tar-
get). In such null experiments no precise theoretical
prediction must be made which the measured signal should
be compared to in order to obtain the physical quantity of
interest.

528 Am. J. Phys., Vol. 81, No. 7, July 2013 Nobili et al. 528

- Long term goal (phase 2):  test of CPT (anti-hydrogen spectroscopy)

[Antimatter was discovered after Theory of Relativity]

?
Does it hold for antimatter too? 
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•  Even if  WEP is widely expected to hold for antimatter, a violation is not a-priori 
excluded and more importantly … no direct measurement is available … 

• 2013: ALPHA experiment at CERN set limit on               for H
Nature Communications 4, 1785 (2013)

> 110  excluded at 95% CL

• 1989: PS-200 experiment at CERN tried to use (4 K) antiprotons
Nucl. Instr. and Meth. B, 485 (1989)

• 1967: Fairbank and Witteborn tried to use positrons
Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 1049 (1967)

• Previous attempts:

• Both unsuccessful because of stray E and B fields

mg/mi

mg/mi

•  Our attempts for a quantum theory of gravity typically result into new interactions 
which may violate the WEP (ex. Kaluza-Klein theory) Int. J. Mod. Phys. D18, 251–273 (2009)

•  Some open questions (like dark matter and baryogenesis) could benefit from a 
direct measurement Astrophys. Space Sci. 334, 219–223 (2011)

JHEP 1502, 076 (2015)

WEP for antimatter: why to test it

Higher precision is reachable with neutral antimatter 

•  Some studies explicitly talk about “anti-gravity” G. Chardin - Phys.Lett. B282 (1992) 256-262

4

Physics motivations



PANIC ’17北京 - 03 September 2017Germano Bonomi AEgIS Collaboration

The AEgIS experiment at CERN

The AEgIS exper iment 
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• At CERN antimatter studies are possible thanks 
to the Antiproton Decelerator (AD)

• Approximately 3 x 107 p delivered each cycle to the experiments

• AD slows down p to ~100 MeV/c in a 100 s cycle

The Antiproton Decelerator (AD - Antimatter factory @ CERN)

• 26 GeV/c p from PS used to produced p

James Storey

Antiproton production

30

p + p → p + p + p + p 

26 GeV/c p

p

p

p
p 3.5 GeV/c

Air cooled Iridium target

(~1013 p per bunch -> ~ 107 p per bunch) 
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The Antiproton Decelerator (AD - Antimatter factory @ CERN)

BASE
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- AEgIS measurement overview

- Produce a beam of antihydrogen, let it fly and measure its “fall” [see details below] 

- It would be the first precise (few %) direct measurement for antimatter  
-> with no theoretical assumptions

AEgIS measurement procedure

8
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AEgIS measurement procedure
Capture of antiprotons from the CERN-AD

Cooling of the trapped antiprotons

Positronium (e+e-) production by e+ on SiO2 

Ps laser excitation to Rydberg state

Interaction of Ps* with the antiproton cloud

p + (Ps)⇥ � H
⇥ + e�

Positronium charge exchange reaction
[same charge exchange reaction with a 
similar technique based on Rydberg cesium 
performed by ATRAP C. Storry et al., Phys. 
Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 263401]

ADVANTAGES
- Large cross section σ ∝ (nPs)4

- Narrow and well defined band of final 
states (nH  ≈ √2nPs, with a rms of few 
units)

Antihydrogen is then 
accelerated and fly toward a 
“moiré deflectometer”

9
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J.Storey on behalf of the AEgIS collaboration

!

The AEgIS apparatus

30

H

catching traps

H production traps

flight region

J.Storey on behalf of the AEgIS collaboration

!

The AEgIS apparatus

30

H

catching traps

H production traps

flight region

J.Storey on behalf of the AEgIS collaboration

!

The AEgIS apparatus

30

H

catching traps

H production traps

flight region
5 T

p catching trap

p

e+

Moiré
1 T

H production trap

the AEgIS apparatus
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Fir st (preparator y) results
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Fall measurement proof of principle
Ps production & excitation
Antiprotons manipulation
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First results

M o i r é  deflectometer
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HOW DOES IT WORK?

purely “classical”

Text from Oberthaler work: Phys. Rev. A 54 (1996), 3165

First results

M o i r é  deflectometer
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new position-sensitive detector 
(to detect antihydrogen annihilation)

upgraded version

First results

M o i r é  deflectometer
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Δo (calculated experimentally) depends on the alignment between the gratings, and on the alignment between 
them and the center of the antihydrogen cloud. It is independent to the radial antihydrogen velocity and profile 

Suppose:
- L = 40 cm
- grating period d = 80 μm
- grating size = 20 cm (2500 slits)
- no gravity

X

Z
Grating transparency = 30%
   (total transmission 9%)

annihilation hit position on the final detector
(in x/d units, modulo grating period d)
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First results

M o i r é  deflectometer
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Δo (calculated experimentally) depends on the alignment between the gratings, and on the alignment between 
them and the center of the antihydrogen cloud. It is independent to the radial antihydrogen velocity and profile 
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beam horizontal velocity
vz =  600 m/s
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Grating transparency = 30%
   (total transmission 9%)

Suppose:
- L = 40 cm
- grating period d = 80 μm
- grating size = 20 cm (2500 slits)
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slit slit 

fr
in

ge
 s

hi
ftannihilation hit position on the final detector

(in x/d units, modulo grating period d)

0              0.25             0.5              0.75             1  
d/a

co
un

ts
 (a

.u
.)

slit slitsolid

First results

M o i r é  deflectometer



PANIC ’17北京 - 03 September 2017Germano Bonomi AEgIS Collaboration

The AEgIS experiment at CERN

Fir st (preparator y) results

18

Fall measurement proof of principle
Ps production & excitation
Antiprotons manipulation



PANIC ’17北京 - 03 September 2017Germano Bonomi AEgIS Collaboration

The AEgIS experiment at CERN

The precise measurement of forces between objects
gives deep insight into the fundamental interactions and
symmetries of nature. A paradigm example is the

comparison of the motion of matter in the gravitational field,
testing with high precision that the acceleration is material-
independent, that is, the weak equivalence principle1–4. Although
indirect experimental evidence suggests that the weak equivalence
principle also holds for antimatter5–7, a direct observation for
antimatter is still missing. First attempts in this direction have
recently been reported by the ALPHA collaboration8, who used
the release of antihydrogen from a magnetic trap to exclude the
absolute value of the gravitational acceleration of antihydrogen to
be 100 times larger than for matter. An alternative approach is
followed by the GBAR collaboration9, which is based on
sympathetic cooling of positive antihydrogen ions and their
subsequent photodetachment. One of the specified goals of
the AEgIS collaboration (antihydrogen experiment: gravity,
interferometry, spectroscopy) is the direct detection of the
gravitational acceleration using an antihydrogen beam10,11

combined with a moiré deflectometer12, a device with high
sensitivity for acceleration measurements.

Here, we present the successful realization of such a device for
antiprotons. This has been achieved using slow antiprotons from
the Antiproton Decelerator (AD) at CERN, the technology of
emulsion detectors developed for recent high-energy neutrino
experiments13 and a novel referencing method employing
Talbot–Lau interferometry14,15 with light. The observation is
consistent with a force at the 500 aN level acting on the
antiprotons. This demonstration is an important prerequisite
for future studies of the gravitational acceleration of antimatter
building on an antihydrogen beam.

Results
Moiré deflectometer. The principle used in the experiment
reported here is visualized in Fig. 1a. A divergent beam of
antiprotons enters the moiré setup consisting of three equally
spaced elements: two gratings and a spatially resolving emulsion
detector. The two gratings with periodicity d define the classical
trajectories leading to a fringe pattern with the same periodicity at
the position of the detector. If the transit time of the particles
through the device is known, absolute force measurements
are possible by employing Newton’s second law of mechanics16.

As indicated in Fig. 1b, the position of the moiré pattern is shifted
in the presence of a force with respect to the geometric shadow by

Dy ¼ Fk
m

t2 ¼ at2; ð1Þ

where F|| represents the force component along the grating
period, m is the inertial mass of the test particle, a is the
acceleration and t is the time of flight between the two gratings. It
is important to note that the shift has two contributions. The
velocity of the particle after the second grating in the direction of
the acceleration is non-zero and the particle is also accelerated in
the second half of the moiré deflectometer. The relevant
parameter for precision measurements is the sensitivity, that is,
the minimal detectable acceleration amin. This can be estimated
by considering the maximal signal S to noise ratio possible in this
scenario. Since the influence of a pattern shift is most sensitively
detected at the steepest gradient of the pattern the visibility
u¼ (Smax$ Smin)/(Smaxþ Smin) should be maximized and the
periodicity minimized. The noise of the signal is intrinsically
limited for classical particle sources to the shot noise which scales
as 1/

ffiffiffiffi
N
p

, where N is the number of detected particles.
Consequently, the minimal detectable acceleration12 is given by
amin ¼ d= 2put2

ffiffiffiffi
N
p" #

. It is important to note that this device
works even for a very divergent source of particles as shown in
Fig. 1a, and thus is an ideal device for the highly divergent beam
of antihydrogen atoms that is expected in the AEgIS apparatus.

Talbot–Lau interferometry with light as absolute reference.
To determine the magnitude of the fringe pattern shift,
knowledge of the undeflected fringe position (indicated as grey
trajectories in Fig. 1b) is required. Due to the neutrality and high
speed of photons, it is favourable to measure this position inde-
pendently with light so that the action of forces is negligible.
Unlike the case of classical particles described above, geometric
paths are not applicable for visible light as diffraction at the
gratings has to be taken into account. Figure 1c depicts the cor-
responding light field pattern where the distance between the
gratings is given by the Talbot length LTalbot¼ 2d2/l. This con-
figuration is known as Talbot–Lau interferometer14, which is
based on the near-field Talbot effect15—the rephasing of the
pattern in discrete distances behind a grating illuminated with
light. The final pattern is not a classical distribution, but an
interference pattern and coincides with the pattern of the moiré

Light interference

Matter moiréa b

c

40 µm

25 mm

25 mm

Moiré Contact

Figure 1 | Moiré deflectometer for antiprotons. (a) A divergent antiproton beam impinges on two subsequent gratings that restrict the transmitted
particles to well-defined trajectories. This leads to a shadow fringe pattern as indicated in b, which is shifted in the presence of a force (blue trajectories).
Finally, the antiprotons are detected with a spatially resolving emulsion detector. To infer the force, the shifted position of the moiré pattern has to be
compared with the expected pattern without force. (c) This is achieved using light and near-field interference, the shift of which is negligible. A grating in
direct contact with the emulsion is used to reference the antimatter and the light measurements.
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The precise measurement of forces between objects
gives deep insight into the fundamental interactions and
symmetries of nature. A paradigm example is the

comparison of the motion of matter in the gravitational field,
testing with high precision that the acceleration is material-
independent, that is, the weak equivalence principle1–4. Although
indirect experimental evidence suggests that the weak equivalence
principle also holds for antimatter5–7, a direct observation for
antimatter is still missing. First attempts in this direction have
recently been reported by the ALPHA collaboration8, who used
the release of antihydrogen from a magnetic trap to exclude the
absolute value of the gravitational acceleration of antihydrogen to
be 100 times larger than for matter. An alternative approach is
followed by the GBAR collaboration9, which is based on
sympathetic cooling of positive antihydrogen ions and their
subsequent photodetachment. One of the specified goals of
the AEgIS collaboration (antihydrogen experiment: gravity,
interferometry, spectroscopy) is the direct detection of the
gravitational acceleration using an antihydrogen beam10,11

combined with a moiré deflectometer12, a device with high
sensitivity for acceleration measurements.

Here, we present the successful realization of such a device for
antiprotons. This has been achieved using slow antiprotons from
the Antiproton Decelerator (AD) at CERN, the technology of
emulsion detectors developed for recent high-energy neutrino
experiments13 and a novel referencing method employing
Talbot–Lau interferometry14,15 with light. The observation is
consistent with a force at the 500 aN level acting on the
antiprotons. This demonstration is an important prerequisite
for future studies of the gravitational acceleration of antimatter
building on an antihydrogen beam.

Results
Moiré deflectometer. The principle used in the experiment
reported here is visualized in Fig. 1a. A divergent beam of
antiprotons enters the moiré setup consisting of three equally
spaced elements: two gratings and a spatially resolving emulsion
detector. The two gratings with periodicity d define the classical
trajectories leading to a fringe pattern with the same periodicity at
the position of the detector. If the transit time of the particles
through the device is known, absolute force measurements
are possible by employing Newton’s second law of mechanics16.

As indicated in Fig. 1b, the position of the moiré pattern is shifted
in the presence of a force with respect to the geometric shadow by

Dy ¼ Fk
m

t2 ¼ at2; ð1Þ

where F|| represents the force component along the grating
period, m is the inertial mass of the test particle, a is the
acceleration and t is the time of flight between the two gratings. It
is important to note that the shift has two contributions. The
velocity of the particle after the second grating in the direction of
the acceleration is non-zero and the particle is also accelerated in
the second half of the moiré deflectometer. The relevant
parameter for precision measurements is the sensitivity, that is,
the minimal detectable acceleration amin. This can be estimated
by considering the maximal signal S to noise ratio possible in this
scenario. Since the influence of a pattern shift is most sensitively
detected at the steepest gradient of the pattern the visibility
u¼ (Smax$ Smin)/(Smaxþ Smin) should be maximized and the
periodicity minimized. The noise of the signal is intrinsically
limited for classical particle sources to the shot noise which scales
as 1/

ffiffiffiffi
N
p

, where N is the number of detected particles.
Consequently, the minimal detectable acceleration12 is given by
amin ¼ d= 2put2

ffiffiffiffi
N
p" #

. It is important to note that this device
works even for a very divergent source of particles as shown in
Fig. 1a, and thus is an ideal device for the highly divergent beam
of antihydrogen atoms that is expected in the AEgIS apparatus.

Talbot–Lau interferometry with light as absolute reference.
To determine the magnitude of the fringe pattern shift,
knowledge of the undeflected fringe position (indicated as grey
trajectories in Fig. 1b) is required. Due to the neutrality and high
speed of photons, it is favourable to measure this position inde-
pendently with light so that the action of forces is negligible.
Unlike the case of classical particles described above, geometric
paths are not applicable for visible light as diffraction at the
gratings has to be taken into account. Figure 1c depicts the cor-
responding light field pattern where the distance between the
gratings is given by the Talbot length LTalbot¼ 2d2/l. This con-
figuration is known as Talbot–Lau interferometer14, which is
based on the near-field Talbot effect15—the rephasing of the
pattern in discrete distances behind a grating illuminated with
light. The final pattern is not a classical distribution, but an
interference pattern and coincides with the pattern of the moiré
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Figure 1 | Moiré deflectometer for antiprotons. (a) A divergent antiproton beam impinges on two subsequent gratings that restrict the transmitted
particles to well-defined trajectories. This leads to a shadow fringe pattern as indicated in b, which is shifted in the presence of a force (blue trajectories).
Finally, the antiprotons are detected with a spatially resolving emulsion detector. To infer the force, the shifted position of the moiré pattern has to be
compared with the expected pattern without force. (c) This is achieved using light and near-field interference, the shift of which is negligible. A grating in
direct contact with the emulsion is used to reference the antimatter and the light measurements.
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AEgIS experiment is taking data  
(H production expected in 2017)

gravity measurement proof of principle
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A moiré deflectometer for antimatter
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The precise measurement of forces is one way to obtain deep insight into the fundamental

interactions present in nature. In the context of neutral antimatter, the gravitational inter-

action is of high interest, potentially revealing new forces that violate the weak equivalence

principle. Here we report on a successful extension of a tool from atom optics—the moiré

deflectometer—for a measurement of the acceleration of slow antiprotons. The setup con-

sists of two identical transmission gratings and a spatially resolving emulsion detector for

antiproton annihilations. Absolute referencing of the observed antimatter pattern with a

photon pattern experiencing no deflection allows the direct inference of forces present. The

concept is also straightforwardly applicable to antihydrogen measurements as pursued by the

AEgIS collaboration. The combination of these very different techniques from high energy and

atomic physics opens a very promising route to the direct detection of the gravitational

acceleration of neutral antimatter.
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The precise measurement of forces between objects
gives deep insight into the fundamental interactions and
symmetries of nature. A paradigm example is the

comparison of the motion of matter in the gravitational field,
testing with high precision that the acceleration is material-
independent, that is, the weak equivalence principle1–4. Although
indirect experimental evidence suggests that the weak equivalence
principle also holds for antimatter5–7, a direct observation for
antimatter is still missing. First attempts in this direction have
recently been reported by the ALPHA collaboration8, who used
the release of antihydrogen from a magnetic trap to exclude the
absolute value of the gravitational acceleration of antihydrogen to
be 100 times larger than for matter. An alternative approach is
followed by the GBAR collaboration9, which is based on
sympathetic cooling of positive antihydrogen ions and their
subsequent photodetachment. One of the specified goals of
the AEgIS collaboration (antihydrogen experiment: gravity,
interferometry, spectroscopy) is the direct detection of the
gravitational acceleration using an antihydrogen beam10,11

combined with a moiré deflectometer12, a device with high
sensitivity for acceleration measurements.

Here, we present the successful realization of such a device for
antiprotons. This has been achieved using slow antiprotons from
the Antiproton Decelerator (AD) at CERN, the technology of
emulsion detectors developed for recent high-energy neutrino
experiments13 and a novel referencing method employing
Talbot–Lau interferometry14,15 with light. The observation is
consistent with a force at the 500 aN level acting on the
antiprotons. This demonstration is an important prerequisite
for future studies of the gravitational acceleration of antimatter
building on an antihydrogen beam.

Results
Moiré deflectometer. The principle used in the experiment
reported here is visualized in Fig. 1a. A divergent beam of
antiprotons enters the moiré setup consisting of three equally
spaced elements: two gratings and a spatially resolving emulsion
detector. The two gratings with periodicity d define the classical
trajectories leading to a fringe pattern with the same periodicity at
the position of the detector. If the transit time of the particles
through the device is known, absolute force measurements
are possible by employing Newton’s second law of mechanics16.

As indicated in Fig. 1b, the position of the moiré pattern is shifted
in the presence of a force with respect to the geometric shadow by

Dy ¼ Fk
m

t2 ¼ at2; ð1Þ

where F|| represents the force component along the grating
period, m is the inertial mass of the test particle, a is the
acceleration and t is the time of flight between the two gratings. It
is important to note that the shift has two contributions. The
velocity of the particle after the second grating in the direction of
the acceleration is non-zero and the particle is also accelerated in
the second half of the moiré deflectometer. The relevant
parameter for precision measurements is the sensitivity, that is,
the minimal detectable acceleration amin. This can be estimated
by considering the maximal signal S to noise ratio possible in this
scenario. Since the influence of a pattern shift is most sensitively
detected at the steepest gradient of the pattern the visibility
u¼ (Smax$ Smin)/(Smaxþ Smin) should be maximized and the
periodicity minimized. The noise of the signal is intrinsically
limited for classical particle sources to the shot noise which scales
as 1/

ffiffiffiffi
N
p

, where N is the number of detected particles.
Consequently, the minimal detectable acceleration12 is given by
amin ¼ d= 2put2

ffiffiffiffi
N
p" #

. It is important to note that this device
works even for a very divergent source of particles as shown in
Fig. 1a, and thus is an ideal device for the highly divergent beam
of antihydrogen atoms that is expected in the AEgIS apparatus.

Talbot–Lau interferometry with light as absolute reference.
To determine the magnitude of the fringe pattern shift,
knowledge of the undeflected fringe position (indicated as grey
trajectories in Fig. 1b) is required. Due to the neutrality and high
speed of photons, it is favourable to measure this position inde-
pendently with light so that the action of forces is negligible.
Unlike the case of classical particles described above, geometric
paths are not applicable for visible light as diffraction at the
gratings has to be taken into account. Figure 1c depicts the cor-
responding light field pattern where the distance between the
gratings is given by the Talbot length LTalbot¼ 2d2/l. This con-
figuration is known as Talbot–Lau interferometer14, which is
based on the near-field Talbot effect15—the rephasing of the
pattern in discrete distances behind a grating illuminated with
light. The final pattern is not a classical distribution, but an
interference pattern and coincides with the pattern of the moiré

Light interference

Matter moiréa b

c

40 µm

25 mm

25 mm

Moiré Contact

Figure 1 | Moiré deflectometer for antiprotons. (a) A divergent antiproton beam impinges on two subsequent gratings that restrict the transmitted
particles to well-defined trajectories. This leads to a shadow fringe pattern as indicated in b, which is shifted in the presence of a force (blue trajectories).
Finally, the antiprotons are detected with a spatially resolving emulsion detector. To infer the force, the shifted position of the moiré pattern has to be
compared with the expected pattern without force. (c) This is achieved using light and near-field interference, the shift of which is negligible. A grating in
direct contact with the emulsion is used to reference the antimatter and the light measurements.
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emulsions

12 μm

Small-scale test of the moiré deflectometer 
with p was performed

Mini-moiré deflectometer 

•distance 25 mm 

•slit 12 μm, pitch 40 μm, 100 μm thick 

• pbar beam E~(100±150) keV 

•light reference: Talbot-Lau 

•emulsion detector 

not due to gravity
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• 146 antiprotons recorded (emulsion detector with 1-2 um resolution!)

The pattern of 146 antiprotons detected for the grating in
direct contact with the emulsion is depicted in Fig. 2c. The high
visibility implies that the periodicity is well-defined in an area as
large as 15! 6 mm2 since the data collapses onto one fringe by
taking the detected position modulo the extracted periodicity d of
the pattern. To extract the periodicity, we employ the Rayleigh
test23 that is also widely used in astronomy24. The periodicity d
and the relative rotation a of the pattern is found by maximizing

Z2 ¼ 2
n

Xn

i¼1

sin
2p
d
# yi

! " !2

þ
Xn

i¼1

cos
2p
d
# yi

! " !2" #

; ð2Þ

where n is the total number of antiprotons and yi¼ y0 # cos a
þ x0 # sin a depicts the antiproton’s projected coordinate. This
leads to an inferred periodicity of 40.22±0.02 mm, which is
consistent with the expected emulsion expansion of B1% and the
nominal periodicity of 40mm. It is interesting to note that the
analysed area corresponds to 368 slits and, on average, only in
every second slit an antiproton is detected.

In Fig. 2b, the observed moiré pattern for antiprotons is shown.
The 241 events associated with antiproton annihilations were
accumulated during the 6.5-h run of the experiment. The
Rayleigh tests on sub-segments of the detected patterns reveal
local distortion due to the expansion/shear of the emulsion and
allow the identification of regions with negligible distortion.
We have restricted the areas to two-thirds of their initial size,
which ensures a position uncertainty due to shear to be smaller
than ±1.2 mm.

Absolute deflection measurement. To determine the absolute
position of the antiproton fringe pattern (parameter a in Fig. 2b),
we conduct a comparison with the measurement with light.
The results are represented in Fig. 3a,b where the detected
intensity is indicated by the red shading. The alignment is
achieved by overlaying the contact patterns as depicted on the
right of Fig. 3b. The moiré pattern can now be directly compared
with the Talbot–Lau pattern (left of Fig. 3b) to extract a possible
deflection.

For the quantitative analysis, we extract the orientation of the
antimatter (Rayleigh test) and light patterns (Fourier transforma-
tion as the data is discrete in space). We find that the relative
angle of the two antiproton patterns, which are 15 mm apart,
deviates from the angle measured between the two corresponding
light patterns by Dy¼ 0.92±0.27 mrad.

This observation is consistent with independent systematic
studies of the distortion of emulsions on this large scale25. It is
important to realize that this angle implies an intrinsic systematic
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Figure 3 | Comparison between photon and antiproton patterns. (a) The spatial positions of the detected antiprotons (blue dots) are compared with the
subsequently recorded light pattern (measured intensity indicated by the red shading). The Talbot–Lau fringe pattern provides the zero-force reference,
presented here for the same exemplary detector area with ten annihilations as in Fig. 2a. (b) The antiproton and light measurements are aligned by
overlaying the two patterns obtained with the contact grating. The result of this procedure is visualized on the right, where the annihilation positions
of all antiprotons are folded into an area of 80! 80mm2. The moiré and Talbot–Lau pattern depicted on the left, without any further alignment, can be
compared to determine a shift. (c) The data is projected onto the y axis for quantitative analysis. A relative shift between moiré and Talbot–Lau
pattern indicates that a force is present. The observed mean shift of 9.8 mm is consistent with a mean force of 530 aN.
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Figure 4 | Monte Carlo simulation. A detailed simulation study based on
the expected energy distribution of the antiprotons (see Methods) shows
the visibility for increasingly large forces. As the observed pattern in the
presence of a force is an ensemble of differently shifted patterns
corresponding to different transit times t the visibility consequently
decreases. The measured fringe pattern exhibits a visibility of (71±10) %
and is consistent with the result of this simulation. The error bar on the
measured visibility is determined via resampling; the error bar on the
measured force includes the systematic error bound and the one sigma
statistical error bound. The observed high visibility excludes that the fringe
pattern is shifted by more than one period and sets an upper limit for a
force present without the necessity of referencing.
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The pattern of 146 antiprotons detected for the grating in
direct contact with the emulsion is depicted in Fig. 2c. The high
visibility implies that the periodicity is well-defined in an area as
large as 15! 6 mm2 since the data collapses onto one fringe by
taking the detected position modulo the extracted periodicity d of
the pattern. To extract the periodicity, we employ the Rayleigh
test23 that is also widely used in astronomy24. The periodicity d
and the relative rotation a of the pattern is found by maximizing

Z2 ¼ 2
n

Xn

i¼1

sin
2p
d
# yi

! " !2

þ
Xn

i¼1

cos
2p
d
# yi

! " !2" #

; ð2Þ

where n is the total number of antiprotons and yi¼ y0 # cos a
þ x0 # sin a depicts the antiproton’s projected coordinate. This
leads to an inferred periodicity of 40.22±0.02 mm, which is
consistent with the expected emulsion expansion of B1% and the
nominal periodicity of 40mm. It is interesting to note that the
analysed area corresponds to 368 slits and, on average, only in
every second slit an antiproton is detected.

In Fig. 2b, the observed moiré pattern for antiprotons is shown.
The 241 events associated with antiproton annihilations were
accumulated during the 6.5-h run of the experiment. The
Rayleigh tests on sub-segments of the detected patterns reveal
local distortion due to the expansion/shear of the emulsion and
allow the identification of regions with negligible distortion.
We have restricted the areas to two-thirds of their initial size,
which ensures a position uncertainty due to shear to be smaller
than ±1.2 mm.

Absolute deflection measurement. To determine the absolute
position of the antiproton fringe pattern (parameter a in Fig. 2b),
we conduct a comparison with the measurement with light.
The results are represented in Fig. 3a,b where the detected
intensity is indicated by the red shading. The alignment is
achieved by overlaying the contact patterns as depicted on the
right of Fig. 3b. The moiré pattern can now be directly compared
with the Talbot–Lau pattern (left of Fig. 3b) to extract a possible
deflection.

For the quantitative analysis, we extract the orientation of the
antimatter (Rayleigh test) and light patterns (Fourier transforma-
tion as the data is discrete in space). We find that the relative
angle of the two antiproton patterns, which are 15 mm apart,
deviates from the angle measured between the two corresponding
light patterns by Dy¼ 0.92±0.27 mrad.

This observation is consistent with independent systematic
studies of the distortion of emulsions on this large scale25. It is
important to realize that this angle implies an intrinsic systematic
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Figure 3 | Comparison between photon and antiproton patterns. (a) The spatial positions of the detected antiprotons (blue dots) are compared with the
subsequently recorded light pattern (measured intensity indicated by the red shading). The Talbot–Lau fringe pattern provides the zero-force reference,
presented here for the same exemplary detector area with ten annihilations as in Fig. 2a. (b) The antiproton and light measurements are aligned by
overlaying the two patterns obtained with the contact grating. The result of this procedure is visualized on the right, where the annihilation positions
of all antiprotons are folded into an area of 80! 80mm2. The moiré and Talbot–Lau pattern depicted on the left, without any further alignment, can be
compared to determine a shift. (c) The data is projected onto the y axis for quantitative analysis. A relative shift between moiré and Talbot–Lau
pattern indicates that a force is present. The observed mean shift of 9.8 mm is consistent with a mean force of 530 aN.
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Figure 4 | Monte Carlo simulation. A detailed simulation study based on
the expected energy distribution of the antiprotons (see Methods) shows
the visibility for increasingly large forces. As the observed pattern in the
presence of a force is an ensemble of differently shifted patterns
corresponding to different transit times t the visibility consequently
decreases. The measured fringe pattern exhibits a visibility of (71±10) %
and is consistent with the result of this simulation. The error bar on the
measured visibility is determined via resampling; the error bar on the
measured force includes the systematic error bound and the one sigma
statistical error bound. The observed high visibility excludes that the fringe
pattern is shifted by more than one period and sets an upper limit for a
force present without the necessity of referencing.
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Mini moiré results

68mm

Aghion S. et al., Nature Communications, 5, 4538 (2014)

Light / antiprotons comparison 

- contact pattern as a reference for the alignement (grating shadow)
- moiré pattern: shift detected!   'y = 9.8 ± 0.9(stat) ± 6.4(syst) µm
(compatible with the measured magnetic field of ~10 G at the 
position of the deflectometer)

18

uncertainty in the determination of the relative shift between the
light and antimatter patterns since one cannot know which part
has undergone the deformation. Assuming that both areas of the
emulsion corresponding to contact and moiré have changed the
same way on the centimetre scale, that is, half of the angular
deviation for each pattern, we can compare the relative positions
of the antiprotons with that of the light pattern as shown in
Fig. 3b. The contact patterns on the right overlay as these are
direct shadows of the grating (no force dependence), while an
upward shift of the antiprotons in the force sensitive moiré
pattern is noticeable. For quantitative analysis, we collapse the
data onto one fringe (see Fig. 3c) and deduce the relative shift of
Dymean¼ 9.8±0.9 mm (stat.) where the error is due to the
uncertainties (one sigma) of the involved fits. Estimating a
bound on the systematic uncertainties, we repeat our analysis
assuming that either the contact or the moiré pattern has been
changed due to the distortion. With that we find a minimal shift
of Dymin¼ 3.7±0.9 mm (stat.) and maximal shift of Dymax¼ 16.4
±0.9 mm (stat.) leading to a shift of Dymean¼ 9.8±0.9 mm
(stat.)±6.4 mm (syst.).

Discussion
The observed shift of the moiré pattern is consistent with a force
acting on the antiprotons. With the assumption of a mean velocity
of v¼ 4.5" 106 ms# 1 implying a transit time of t¼ 5.6 ns, we find
a mean force of F¼ 530±50 aN (stat.)±350 aN (syst.).

It is important to note that the mere observation of a pattern
sets an upper bound for the force being present. The impinging
antiproton beam has a very broad velocity distribution due to the
degrading process in the foils. Thus, in the case that a force is
present, the experimentally observed moiré pattern is an
ensemble of differently shifted patterns corresponding to the
transit times t for different velocities. The results of a simulation
of the performance of the moiré deflectometer are depicted in
Fig. 4 and clearly reveal how the visibility vanishes for
increasingly large forces (a force of 10 fN reduces the visibility
below u¼ 10%). The observed visibility of 71% is consistent with
a mean force of B500 aN. The visibility of the antiproton moiré
pattern on its own (not relying on additional referencing) is an
independent consistency check that the observed pattern is
indeed shifted due to a force. Additionally with the observed high
visibility of the moiré pattern, we exclude the possibility that the
force has shifted the pattern by more than one period (see Fig. 4).

The measured force could arise from a Lorentz force either
caused by an electric field of B33 V cm# 1 in direction of the
grating period or a magnetic field component of B7.4 G
perpendicular to the grating period and antiproton direction.
The latter is compatible with the measured magnetic field of

B10 G at the position of the deflectometer due to the fringe
field of the trapping region and stray fields of neighbouring
experiments in the AD zone.

The results presented are a crucial step towards the direct
detection of gravitational acceleration of antihydrogen with the
AEgIS experiment. Its concept is based on the formation of
excited antihydrogen through the charge exchange reaction of
electromagnetically trapped antiprotons with bunched Rydberg
positronium. The resulting dipole moments of the antihydrogen
atoms in a weak electric field allow their subsequent acceleration
with electric field gradients, thus forming a beam towards the
moiré deflectometer. The measurement of the antihydrogen’s
arrival position is realized by detection of the annihilation of its
antiproton—thus using techniques presented here.

It is important to note that the expected absolute shift of the
antihydrogen pattern due to gravity is comparable to the one
observed in the current experiment. Although the gravitational
force acting on antihydrogen is 10 orders of magnitude smaller
than the sensitivity level reached with the presented small
prototype deflectometer, the resolution of the setup can be simply
improved by scaling up the deflectometer and the detector.
A detailed discussion of the expected performance can be found in
refs 10,19. The main improvement is achieved by increasing the
transit time t (see equation (1)). Using a beam of antihydrogen
atoms with a significantly lower velocity of B500 ms# 1 and a
distance of 1 m between the gratings (this experiment v¼ 4.5
" 106 ms# 1 and L¼ 25 mm) will improve the sensitivity by 11
orders of magnitude (eight orders of magnitude due to slower
velocity and three orders of magnitude due to increased length of
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unambiguous maxima from which orientation and periodicity of the patterns are extracted.
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• consistent with a B ~ 7.4 G  

B ~ 10 G measured at 
the moiré position

gravity measurement proof of principle
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Fall measurement proof of principle
Ps production & excitation
Antiprotons manipulation
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positronium production

Single Shot Positron Annihilation 
Lifetime Spectroscopy (SSPALS) 
measurement 
[D. B. Cassidy et al. NIMB 508 (2007) 1338]

4 x 106 Ps atoms in vacuum

[S. Aghion et al., NIMB 362 (2015) 86]

[S. Mariazzi et al., Phys. Rev. B 81 (2010) 235481]

e+/Ps converter
nanochanneled Si 

(5-100 nm range, depth 2 um)

Positronium (Ps) production by implanting e+ in a nanochanneled Si target 

Positrons impinging: 
(a) passive surface (MCP)
(b) nanochanneled Si 

Comparing the two spectra and 
measuring the decay time of the 
signal showed that Ps was formed
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demonstration of Ps n=3 laser excitation
[S. Aghion et al., PRA 94 (2016) 012507]

• 3P excitation (UV laser) found at 205.5 +/- 0.02 nm

• excitation-ionisation efficiency ~ 15%  

(determined by ionisation by IR pulse)

S(%) = (Area laser OFF-Area laser ON)/Area laser OFF

Positronium (Ps) excitation with laser pulse

23
Figure 8.1: The relevant energy levels, with the reference value n = 35 (not to scale)

times lower than the lifetime of the n=3 excited level (about 10.5 ns). In addition, while the power
required for the transitions 1 ! 2 and 1 ! 3 up to saturation are close to each other, the transition
2! n (up to saturation) requires one order of magnitude higher power when compared with the transition
3! n, mainly due to the broadening of the Rydberg level–band of the Ps excitation lines, as explained
below.

8.2 The detailed scheme of the laser system

The scheme of the laser system which we are proposing is shown in Fig 8.2.
A Q-switched Nd:YAG laser of about 140 mJ and 4 ns drives both the Dye and the OPG-OPA

laser systems shown in Fig. 8.2. These generate the pulses for the first and for the second transition,
respectively. Most of the energy of the Nd:YAG laser, about 135 mJ, is conveyed along the first branch
and is up-converted to the 532 nm second harmonic for pumping a 615 nm Dye laser. The bandwidth of
this laser has to be su�ciently large as to cover the Doppler bandwidth of the 1 ! 3 transition (nearly
0.04 nm at 100 K). Hence its optical cavity must have prisms as selective elements. The output radiation
from the Dye laser is then up-converted with a succession of a second and third harmonic crystals. This
system is able to deliver up to 200 µJ at 205 nm wavelength and the expected linewidth can be larger
than 0.05 nm.

An exploded view of the second branch of the laser system is depicted in Fig. 8.3. This laser system
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• 3P excitation (UV laser)

• n = 15 second step excitation (IR laser)

[S. Aghion et al., PRA 94 (2016) 012507]Positronium (Ps) excitation with laser pulse
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Evidence for n=15-18 Rydberg excitation by 2-step laser excitation
Figure 8.1: The relevant energy levels, with the reference value n = 35 (not to scale)

times lower than the lifetime of the n=3 excited level (about 10.5 ns). In addition, while the power
required for the transitions 1 ! 2 and 1 ! 3 up to saturation are close to each other, the transition
2! n (up to saturation) requires one order of magnitude higher power when compared with the transition
3! n, mainly due to the broadening of the Rydberg level–band of the Ps excitation lines, as explained
below.

8.2 The detailed scheme of the laser system

The scheme of the laser system which we are proposing is shown in Fig 8.2.
A Q-switched Nd:YAG laser of about 140 mJ and 4 ns drives both the Dye and the OPG-OPA

laser systems shown in Fig. 8.2. These generate the pulses for the first and for the second transition,
respectively. Most of the energy of the Nd:YAG laser, about 135 mJ, is conveyed along the first branch
and is up-converted to the 532 nm second harmonic for pumping a 615 nm Dye laser. The bandwidth of
this laser has to be su�ciently large as to cover the Doppler bandwidth of the 1 ! 3 transition (nearly
0.04 nm at 100 K). Hence its optical cavity must have prisms as selective elements. The output radiation
from the Dye laser is then up-converted with a succession of a second and third harmonic crystals. This
system is able to deliver up to 200 µJ at 205 nm wavelength and the expected linewidth can be larger
than 0.05 nm.

An exploded view of the second branch of the laser system is depicted in Fig. 8.3. This laser system
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Fall measurement proof of principle
Ps production & excitation
Antiprotons manipulation
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antiprotons manipulation

- Observation of electron & antiproton  
  centrifugal separation 

-> expected effect in our 
experimental conditions

- Observation of antiproton ring decay 
through vortices
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the magnetic field axis and (r, z) = (0, 0) is the cloud cen-214

ter. We call such a cloud of trapped charged particles a215

non-neutral plasma if both the interparticle spacing n�1/3
216

and the Debye length �D =
p

✏0 k T/n q2 are significantly217

smaller than the size of the cloud (✏0, k and T are the218

permittivity of free space, the Boltzmann constant and219

the temperature respectively). In our experimental con-220

ditions, where the electron densities are in the range of221

n ⇡ 1014 � 1015 m�3, the Debye length is of the order of222

tens of microns only. We can thus expect that the plasma223

has a constant radial density profile which then drops to224

zero within a few Debye lengths around the plasma radius225

rp defined as the point where the central plasma density226

n0 = n(0, 0) drops to half (n(rp, z) = n0/2).227

Cold plasmas can be considered a rigid rotor that ro-228

tates around the z-axis due to the presence of the axial229

magnetic field and the radial electric field caused by the230

plasma’s space-charge. In our conditions the plasma rota-231

tion frequency !r can be approximated as [13]232

!r
⇠=

qn0

2✏0B
, (1)

where q is the elementary charge and B is the magnetic233

flux density.234

In the case of a mixed plasma composed of e� and p̄ ,235

the di↵erent charge-to-mass ratio of the two species makes236

them rotate around the axis at di↵erent rates and thus237

the collisions between electrons and antiprotons tend to238

shift antiprotons to higher radii like in a centrifuge. This239

centrifugal separation e↵ect depends on the temperature,240

plasma radius rp and the density and it becomes signif-241

icant when the centrifugal potential di↵erence for any of242

the species becomes larger than the thermal energy of the243

plasma [14]244

|mp �me|
!2
r r

2
p

2
> k T. (2)

From the above relation it is clear that for a given plasma245

radius the separation e↵ect occurs either if the plasma is246

very cold or if the density is very high. In our conditions,247

if no intentional heating signal is applied during the ini-248

tial p̄ cooling process (immediately after trapping), the249

antiprotons start to centrifugally separate from the much250

lighter and denser electron cloud that cools them. This251

separation e↵ect has been observed for example with laser252

cooled positron-ion plasmas [15] or with electron cooled253

antiprotons [16]. Fig. 2 shows an example of such sepa-254

ration as seen in AEḡIS on our MCP detector in case of255

a standard cooling and compression procedure described256

later in Sec. 4.2. Antiprotons at the end of that proce-257

dure were left to relax and drift toward the outer radii258

at the border of the electron plasma. The distortion from259

circular symmetry of both electron and antiproton images260

shown in Fig. 2 is due to an o↵-center coaxial trap struc-261

ture located between the P-trap and the MCP detector262

in the 1T magnetic field. For fast electrons this structure263

causes a simple cut, while for the slower antiprotons even264

the single passage is su�cient to cause E⇥B drifts and265

partially deform the shape due to the interaction of the266

p̄ cloud with its own image charge. In the data analysis267

Fig. 2. Example of raw images from the MCP detector for
identical particle operations with antiproton detection (left)
or electron detection (right). Centrifugal separation e↵ect be-
tween electrons and antiprotons is clearly visible. The zero
point of axes is arbitrary while the distances are rescaled to
in-trap (4.46T) dimensions. The origin of the distortion in the
upper right quadrants is described in the text.

we have excluded the deformed region of the image and 268

performed a circular integral around the cloud center to 269

obtain a (single pixel) weighted radial profile for each im- 270

age. 271

Since we extract the particles along the magnetic field 272

axis (z), the image of such particle clouds on the MCP de- 273

tector is thus integrated along this axis leading to the mea- 274

surement of the particle areal density nz(r) ⌘
R
z
n(r, z) dz. 275

The radial profiles nz(r) of electrons and antiprotons cor- 276

responding to the measurements of Figure 2 are shown in 277

Figure 3, where arbitrary units were used and the antipro- 278

ton and electron profiles were arbitrarily scaled for better 279

comparison. When radial density profile tails are discussed

Fig. 3. The radial density profiles of the electron (blue) and
p̄ (red) clouds shown in Fig. 2. The profiles were vertically
scaled to fit the same range for comparison.

280

later in the text the reader should bear in mind that the 281

total number of particles N within some radius R is ob- 282

tained by integrating the radial profile curve, leading to 283

N =
R R

0 2⇡ r nz dr, which just states the simple fact that 284

even small particle densities at large radii can contribute 285

8 S. Aghion et al.: Compression of mixed antiproton and electron non-neutral plasma to high densities
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Fig. 9. HWHM of electrons (top panel) and antiprotons (bot-
tom panel) vs. fRW3 during the two-step p̄ RW compression
procedure. When more electrons remain in the trap after the
partial e� removal (star-marked points) compression is less
pronounced. The dotted lines indicate the particle cloud ra-
dius after the e� reduction before turning on the RW drive.

as a function of fRW3 . At frequencies higher than 4MHz513

the heating e↵ect of the RW drive becomes significant and514

causes broadening of the antiproton/electron cloud, losses515

and tail growth. As can be seen in Fig. 9 a maximum ra-516

dius compression factor of 5 has been reached. The inter-517

esting aspect shown in Figure 9 is that the final antiproton518

cloud radius can be chosen by applying the correspond-519

ing RW frequency fRW3 that was found previously with520

electron-only experiments. As expected from the previous521

findings, if less electrons are present the minimum radius522

reached is lower.523

To thus attempt to achieve even higher compression we524

have added another electron reduction step and added one525

more compression step fRW4 (thus totaling 4 RW steps,526

where the last three were used to compress the mixed p̄ &527

e� cloud). We have performed the same procedure as the528

one in Fig. 9, but instead of removing all the electrons at529

the end we have removed only a fraction and then turned530

on the last p̄ RW drive at relatively high frequency. In531

this way we applied the final RW4 step in a shorter trap532

(right before the final particle extraction, the plasma is 533

located in a potential created by five 13.5mm electrodes 534

instead of ten electrodes) and with lateral position of the 535

RW electrodes with respect to the plasma instead of the 536

previous central position (steps RW1-RW3). Fig. 10 shows 537

the radial density profiles of the antiprotons before and 538

after the best RW4 compression. During this multi-step

Fig. 10. Antiproton radial profile before (dotted line) and af-
ter (full line) multi-step RW compression with fRW4 = 2MHz
and ARW4 = 0.5V. The inset shows the same figure zoomed
to see the original p̄ distribution before compression. During
this procedure two e� reduction steps were applied and in to-
tal three p̄ RW compression steps were used. p̄ HWHM was
1.63mm before and 0.17mm after the compression.

539

RW procedure with two partial electron removal steps and 540

3 p̄ compression steps the final antiproton cloud radius 541

was found to be rp̄ = 0.17mm, which is an almost ten- 542

fold improvement with respect to the initial p̄ radius of 543

1.63mm. 544

The application of the RW steps in the procedures pre- 545

sented causes all together between 25% to 35% antiproton 546

losses. Of these losses, approximately 7% can be attributed 547

to the way we detect p̄ and e� on the MCP detector (see 548

Sec. 2), since it is impossible for us to detect simulta- 549

neously electrons and antiprotons on the MCP and this 550

forces us to completely remove the electrons from the trap 551

with an excessive number of voltage pulses, during which 552

some of the antiprotons are lost. This loss mechanism is 553

present also in the partial electron removal pulses that 554

are necessary for successful compression, but to a limited 555

extent since not all the e� need to be extracted in those 556

cases.3 557

Together with a decrease of the p̄ plasma radius by a 558

factor 9.6, the peak density has risen approximately by a 559

factor 55, as can be seen in Fig. 10. Approximately 1/3 of 560

the compressed antiprotons of Fig. 10 are located outside 561

of the measured HWHM. 562

3 We did not fully optimize the e� reduction technique to
minimize this antiproton “detection loss”.

• Article in preparation 

After a multi-step Rotating Wall and 
electrons removal cycles (the antiprotons are
compressed with electrons) and avoiding 
centrifugal separation a radius of 170 um and 
a density of the order of 2 x 1013 m-3 have 

been achieved (lowest antiproton cloud 

radius and highest density ever) 

P R E L I M I N A R Y
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• First gravity measurements planned for the next years

• H production expected to be achieved this/next year

Fu
tu

re
 p

la
ns

• Longer term plans also include H-H spectroscopy (in particular HFS)

• AEgIS aims at probing the WEP on antimatter

• No precise direct measurement so far G
oa

l
Conclusions and future plans

R
es

ul
ts

• The working principle tested using antiprotons

AEgIS is taking data (until the LHC Long Shutdown 2)
• Antiprotons are routinely trapped and “manipulated” in the traps 
• Positronium have been formed and excited to Rydberg states
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