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Quantum-clock interferometry has been suggested as a quantum probe to test the universality of free fall (UFF) and
the universality of gravitational redshift (UGR). In typical experimental schemes it seems advantageous to employ
Doppler-free E1-M1 transitions which have so far been investigated in quantum gases at rest. Here, we consider the
fully quantized atomic degrees of freedom and study the interplay of the quantum center-of-mass (COM) – that can
become delocalized – together with the internal clock transitions. In particular, we derive a model for finite-time E1-M1
transitions with atomic intern-extern coupling and arbitrary position-dependent laser intensities. We further provide
generalizations to the ideal expressions for perturbed recoilless clock pulses. Finally, we show at the example of a
Gaussian laser beam that the proposed quantum-clock interferometers are stable against perturbations from varying
optical fields for a sufficiently small quantum delocalization of the atomic COM.

I. INTRODUCTION

Light-pulse atom interferometry (LPAI) has demonstrated its
versatility in a myriad of applications: Starting from measuring
gravitational acceleration1–3 and rotation4 to field applica-
tions5–8 and mobile gravimetry6, the measurement of Newton’s
gravitational constant9 as well as the so-far most accurate deter-
mination of the fine structure constant10,11. In the last decade,
there have been proposals for mid-band gravitational wave
detection12–14, complementary to LIGO/VIRGO and LISA,
and recently construction has started on first prototypes which
might be sensitive to ultra-light dark matter signals15–17 and
serve as testbeds for gravitational wave antennas18–20 based on
atom interferometry.
These advancements have paved the way to perform tests on
the fundamental physical principles underlying today’s best
physical theories with high precision atomic sensors21–24. On
the other hand, ever-increasing precision goals require an
upscaling of the interferometers’ spacetime areas. For that
reason, several very-large baseline projects are currently being
planned globally, hoping to reach the kilometer scale: AION-
km in the UK25, MAGIS-km in the USA18, MIGA/ELGAR in
Europe26,27, and ZAIGA in China28.
A side beneficiary of these endeavors will be new long baseline
tests of the Einstein equivalence principle, encapsulated in
its three pillars29 consisting of local Lorentz invariance, the
universality of free fall (UFF) and local position invariance
which in turn contains the universality of gravitational redshift
(UGR) and universality of clock rates (UCR). Together these
principles form the backbone of general relativity30,31. All
aspects of the equivalence principle have proven to be extremely
resilient to experimental challenges over an extremely large
regime ranging from the microscopic to the cosmic scale32–44.
UFF in particular has been tested via LPAI by comparison of
the free fall rates of different atomic isotopes and species24,42,45

as well as for different internal states46 of the same atomic
species. However, LPAI using quantum clocks as initial states
have been shown47 to be insensitive to UGR violations in a
linear gravitational field without additional internal transitions
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during48–51 the interferometer. Recently, two different LPAI
schemes were introduced for UGR and UFF tests by Roura49

and Ufrecht et al.52 In contrast to the original proposals by
Zych et al.53 and Sinha et al.54 to detect general relativistic time
dilation by the interference of quantum clocks in a gravitational
field, both proposals are predicated on the essential step of
initializing the atomic clock inside the interferometer in order
to unequivocally isolate such a signal. Without this crucial
step one is stuck with the no-go result47. Therefore the scheme
of Roura49 needs a superposition of internal states to gain
UGR sensitivity (and being insensitive to UFF violations);
the alternative approach of Ufrecht et al.52 does not require
superpositions of internal states (as seen by the laboratory
frame). In turn it becomes sensitive to both, UGR and UFF
violations. Similarly, other proposals29,51 can test different
aspects of local position invariance like UCR.
Ideally one would like to initialize an atomic clock inside the
interferometer without disturbing the center-of-mass (COM)
motion of the atomic test masses which serve as inertial ref-
erence. Hence, recoilless internal transitions are strongly
beneficial or might even be necessary since they can ease the
experimental constraints and the implementation significantly.
In this study, we examine recoilless transitions implemented via
two-photon E1-M1 couplings, i.e. two-photon transitions con-
sisting of one electric dipole (E1) and one magnetic dipole (M1)
transition. This type of two-photon process has previously been
investigated for Doppler-free two-photon spectroscopy55,56 and
for the application in optical atomic vapor clocks57,58 without
COM motion. In contrast to these previous studies, we will
consider the full quantum nature of all atomic degrees of free-
dom – internal and COM. Due to the quantized nature of the
COM degrees of freedom one would a priori expect that the
LPAI phase shift suffers from the corresponding delocalizing
light-matter interaction59. In particular, we find after incorpo-
rating COM motion that additional branch-dependent phases
as well as momentum kicks and thus branches appear when
considering realistic spatial laser profiles. The effect of phase
shifts due to finite-time pulses with Doppler-shifted detunings
for different classical Rabi frequencies has been investigated
by Gillot et al.60 for Mach-Zehnder-type atom interferometers.
Here, in contrast, the effects arise due to position-dependent
Rabi frequencies in addition to the finite pulse time and struc-
tured laser beams when considering the quantized atomic COM.
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However, we show that the protocols of Roura49 and Ufrecht et
al.52 are resilient to leading order effects in the induced COM
spread when compared to the interferometer size. Nonetheless,
our results can serve as a guide when such or similar corrections
need to be accounted for or modeled in future high precision
experiments.

Overview & Structure

Our article is structured as follows: In Sec. II we will recapitu-
late the two interferometer schemes presented by Roura49 and
Ufrecht et al.52, and put them into the context of the dynam-
ical mass energy of composite particles. In Sec. III, we will
introduce an idealized model for E1-M1 transitions using plane
waves for the electromagnetic field, as an intermediate step
but often serving as the foundation in the literature55,57,58,61,
and that takes into account the quantized atomic COM and
finite pulse times. The internal structure of the atom will be
described by a three-level system that can be reduced to an effec-
tive two-level system using adiabatic elimination. To achieve
the absorption of two counter-propagating photons a specific
polarization scheme is needed57,58. We will verify explicitly
that standard Rabi oscillations are recovered to lowest order,
canceling any quantum COM delocalization effects. In Sec. IV
we will extend these results for E1-M1 transitions by taking into
account position-dependent laser intensities. The generalized
𝜋- and 𝜋/2-pulse operators will be obtained in Sec. IV A for the
experimentally relevant case of a Gaussian laser beam to lowest
order. In Sec. V we will come back to the two interferometer
schemes49,52 and analyze the implications due to the finite pulse
times and position-dependent Rabi frequencies, in particular
their impact on the phase and visibility of the interferometers.
We conclude with a summary, discussion and contextualization
of our results in Sec. VI.

II. UGR AND UFF TESTS WITH QUANTUM CLOCK
INTERFEROMETRY

Here, we will briefly review the two interferometer schemes49,52

employing quantum clocks to test UGR and UFF. In the follow-
ing we will denote the scheme proposed by Roura49 as scheme
(A) and the one proposed by Ufrecht et al.52 as scheme (B).
Before starting this discussion we will introduce the relevant
aspects of the dynamical mass energy (or mass defect) of atoms
which is the underlying connection to test the UGR and UFF
in an interferometer with quantum clocks. We note that our
introduction only serves as a sketch of the ingredients neces-
sary for incorporating a description of dynamical mass energy
perturbatively into atoms.
While Einstein’s mass energy equivalence 𝐸 = 𝑀𝑐2 has been
known for more than 100 years now, its impact on quantum
interference due to the possibility of obtaining which-path
information for composite particles with time-evolving internal
structure has only recently been highlighted in the works of
Zych et al.53 and Sinha et al.54 How dynamical mass energy
manifests in a Mach-Zehnder atom interferometer was first

sketched by Giulini48 in the context of the redshift debate62–67.
Based on these initial considerations, significant progress has
been made. For a review of these initial discussions and
proposed experiments beyond the ones discussed here49,52 see
e.g. the works of Pikovski et al.68 or Di Pumpo et al.51 and
references therein.
However, to the authors’ knowledge, dynamical mass energy
itself was already discussed in the works of Sebastian69,70 on
semi-relativistic models for composite systems interacting with
a radiation field. There the author indicates that the appearance
of these terms (including dynamical mass energy) is intimately
linked to relativistic corrections to the COM coordinates first
derived by Osborn et al.71,72 and Krajcik et al.73 over 50 years
ago. The last few years have seen significant efforts and
discussions devoted to providing first principles derivations
from atomic physics of dynamical mass energy. Specifically, we
refer to the works of Sonnleitner et al.74 and Schwartz et al.75,76

for systems with quantized COM motion, respectively without
and with gravity. A field theoretical derivation has recently
been performed by Aßmann et al.77 Moreover Perche et al.78,79

contains a discussion under which conditions and by which
guiding principles effective models for composite systems can
be constructed in curved spacetime. Extensions examining the
coupling of Dirac particles to gravitational backgrounds have
recently also been discussed78,80,81 yielding overall sensible
but in the details slightly differing results in the weak-field limit.
A general review discussing the issues and problems regarding
such couplings of quantum matter to gravity is available in
Guilini et al.82

A. A Simple Model for the Dynamical Mass Energy of Atoms

In the non-relativistic limit, a first-quantized Hamiltonian de-
scription of a particle of mass 𝑀 moving in a weak gravitational
field is prescribed83 by the sum of the kinetic COM energy and
its gravitational potential energy 𝑈 (R)

�̂� (R̂, P̂; 𝑀) = 𝑀𝑐2 + 𝑀𝑈 (R̂) + P̂2

2𝑀
− P̂𝑈 (R̂)P̂

2𝑀
, (1)

with COM position R̂ and momentum P̂ where we have ne-
glected any terms contributing at orders higher than 1/𝑀 . Prac-
tically, the gravitational potential can often be approximated as
𝑈 (R̂) = 𝑈 (R0) + g⊺ (R̂ − R0) + (R̂ − R0)⊺Γ(R̂ − R0)/2 up to
the gravity gradient contribution where we adopted a symmetric
Weyl ordering for the operators R̂ and P̂ and have expanded
around the point R0 in whose vicinity the system is localized.
Note, that the mass 𝑀 of the particle corresponds to its rest mass
here. Hence, only in going beyond this non-relativistic model,
the dynamical nature of mass energy can become relevant.
When considering the atom to be comprised of individ-
ual particles sub-leading relativistic corrections will ap-
pear68–70,75,76,84,85 and change the Hamiltonian. The most
impactful change resulting from this is the insight that the total
atomic mass is no longer just the sum of the rest masses of
its constituent particles but also contains a contribution from
the internal Hamiltonian of the atom, as one would naively
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FIG. 1. Two LPAI proposals utilizing atomic clocks to detect UGR and UFF violations. Panel (a) Scheme (A) is doubly differential: The atom
enters the interferometer sequence in the ground state |𝑔⟩ and is split up onto two branches, e.g. via a Bragg pulse. At time 𝑇2 a recoilless E1-M1
pulse drives the atom into a superposition of excited (denoted by |𝑒⟩) and ground state, corresponding to the initialization of an atomic clock.
The branches are recombined afterwards and one can measure the intensities in the ground and excited state channels. The experiment is then
repeated with a different initialization time 𝑇 ′

2 = 𝑇2 + 𝜏. The COM wave function is denoted by |𝜓⟩cm. Panel (b) Scheme (B) on the other hand is
symmetrical: The atom enters the interferometer sequence in the ground/excited state and is split up onto two branches, e.g. via a double Bragg
diffraction pulse. In the middle segment, in between the times 𝑡 = 𝑇 and 𝑡 = 𝑇 + 𝑇 ′, the internal state is changed to the excited/ground state via a
recoilless E1-M1 transition. After recombining the two branches the detection is performed. A single run of the experiment consists of two runs
of the interferometer sequence with different initial internal states.

expect from mass energy equivalence. We incorporate this in
our simple model by performing the replacement76

𝑀 ↦→ �̂� = 𝑀 + �̂�A

𝑐2 . (2)

Note, that we have introduced the abbreviation �̂� for the quan-
tity �̂� = 𝑀 + �̂�𝐴/𝑐2 which behaves akin to a mass operator.
In this we are guided by the fact that the eigenvalue equa-
tion �̂� |𝑛⟩ = 𝑀𝑛 |𝑛⟩ leads to the eigenvalues E 𝑗 of the internal
Hamiltionian �̂�𝐴. These are determined by the eigenvalue
equation �̂�𝐴 |𝑛⟩ = E𝑛 |𝑛⟩ and directly connected to the eigen-
values of the mass operator 𝑀𝑛 = 𝑀 + E 𝑗/𝑐2, that is they are
scaled by the square of the speed of light and shifted by the
rest mass. Since there is a one-to-one mapping between the
eigenvalues and eigenstates of the the mass operator and the
internal Hamiltionian no additional complexity of the system in
terms of additional Hilbert spaces or new dynamics is gained,
and to this order this looks like a simple reformulation in terms
of different quantities.
Furthermore, if the smallest and largest eigenstate of the inter-
nal Hamiltonian �̂�𝐴 are separated by an energy ΔE ≪ 𝑀𝑐2,
then the intern-extern coupling can be treated perturbatively.
This is a useful approximation e.g. in the case of optical clock
transitions in ytterbium or strontium where the (relevant part
of the) internal Hamiltonian has a spectral range in the optical
regime and we can thus estimate47 ∥�̂�𝐴∥/(𝑀𝑐2) ≃ 10−11.
Thus, often we can assume the perturbative identification47

𝑀−1 (1 − �̂�𝐴/(𝑀𝑐2)) ≃ 𝑀−1 (1 + �̂�𝐴/(𝑀𝑐2))−1 via the geo-
metric series. Consequently, we can also replace 𝑀−1 ↦→ �̂�−1

in the terms in Eq. (1) describing the potential and kinetic

energy. The overall Hamiltonian �̂� (MD) , including the mass
defect, accordingly takes the form

�̂� (MD) = �̂� (R̂, P̂; �̂�) = �̂�𝑐2 + �̂�𝑈 (R̂) + P̂2

2�̂�
− P̂𝑈 (R̂)P̂

2�̂�
.

(3)

All but the first term in Eq. (3) induce a coupling of the internal
atomic energies to the kinetic and potential energy of the COM.
Alternatively, using the energy eigenstates |𝑛⟩ and the mass
operator eigenvalues 𝑀𝑛 = 𝑀 +E𝑛/𝑐2, the Hamiltonian �̂� (MD)
can be rewritten as

�̂� (MD) = �̂� (ME) =
∑︁
𝑛

�̂�
(ME)
𝑛 |𝑛⟩⟨𝑛| (4)

with �̂�
(ME)
𝑛 = �̂� (R̂, P̂; 𝑀𝑛), which is equivalent to a collection

of single particles, characterized by the state-dependent masses
𝑀𝑛. In this form the Hamiltonian directly embodies the
equivalence of inertial and gravitational mass83. While we
have omitted the coupling to external (electromagnetic) fields
in all our considerations for simplicity, they are in principle
instrumental to actually prepare and manipulate the atomic
wave packet in experiments. These may be accounted for in
an interaction Hamiltonian �̂�int added to Eq. (3) or Eq. (4),
since the mass eigenstates are identical to the internal energy
eigenstates except for an energy shift. The details of this
interaction Hamiltonian can be quite complicated74,76,77 when
all corrections from the mass defect are included. However, to
leading order it consists of the standard electric or magnetic
dipole transitions described by

�̂�int = −d̂ · E(𝑡, R̂) + �̂� · B(𝑡, R̂), (5)
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where d̂ and �̂� are the atomic electric and magnetic dipole
operators, respectively. Note that we have neglected here terms
to leading order in the electric charge and Bohr radius that are
further suppressed by the atomic mass 𝑀 , such as the Röntgen
term59. In conclusion we arrive at the total model Hamiltonian
(excluding higher order contributions for the electromagnetic
field coupling)

Ĥ = �̂�(MD) + �̂�int = �̂�(ME) + �̂�int (6)

for an atom with internal structure interacting with an external
electromagnetic field.
While our introduction here can only serve as a sketch, moti-
vated by mass energy equivalence, it turns out that the deriva-
tion of the intern-extern coupling can be made fairly rigor-
ous47,75–77,83,84,86, however with serious gains in the theoretical
complexity of the model depending on the setting as well as
the starting point. Nevertheless, the basic premises and leading
order results do not change significantly.

B. Phase Shift in a Light-Pulse Atom Interferometer

There are multiple methods available to calculate the phase
shift in a LPAI. In simple cases, with quadratic Hamiltonians
and for instantaneous beam splitter pulses, one can often rely
on path-integral methods87. However path-integrals become
quite unwieldy in case of non-quadratic systems as there are
no or only few standard methods available for their solution88.
In these more involved cases, e.g. with multiple internal states
and complicated external potentials involved, the Hamiltonian
approach67,89,90 offers a more versatile toolbox. Moreover,
phase-space methods91–93 are also available and sometimes
helpful for interpretation.
However, in all cases the interference signal in an exit port
of a two-path interferometer arises from the superposition of
two branches characterized by the evolutions �̂�1 and �̂�2 and is
determined by the expectation value29,67

𝐼𝜙exit = ⟨𝜓0 | �̂�†
totΠ̂exit�̂�tot |𝜓0⟩ , (7)

with the overall evolution given by Π̂exit�̂�tot = �̂�1 + �̂�2. Here
�̂�tot is the total time evolution, Π̂exit is a projection operator
with the property Π̂2

exit = Π̂exit characteristic to the detection
process occurring in the exit port and |𝜓0⟩ is the initial state
at the start of the interferometer. Note that here the individual
evolutions �̂�1 and �̂�2 need not be unitary by themselves. In
fact, even in a Mach-Zehnder interferometer they are not. This
is due to the fact that only half of the atoms participates in
each branch of the interferometer. Furthermore, the individual
nature of the beam splitters creating the interferometer decides
the balance between the interferometer branches. On the other
hand the total evolution �̂�tot usually is unitary, unless e.g. atom
losses occur or not all paths are included in the modelling of the
interferometer and thus �̂�tot becomes an open system evolution.
After expanding the sum over the individual branches in the
exit port signal, defined in Eq. (7), it takes the form

𝐼𝜙exit = ⟨𝜓0 | �̂�†
1�̂�1 |𝜓0⟩ + ⟨𝜓0 | �̂�†

2�̂�2 |𝜓0⟩
+ ⟨𝜓0 | Ô21 |𝜓0⟩ + c.c.

(8)

where we introduced the amplitude

⟨Ô21⟩ = ⟨𝜓0 | �̂�†
2�̂�1 |𝜓0⟩ = V21 exp(iΔ𝜙21) (9)

of the so-called overlap operator67 Ô21 = �̂�
†
2�̂�1 between the

branches. The absolute value of this amplitude is the visibil-
ity V21 = | ⟨𝜓0 | �̂�†

2�̂�1 |𝜓0⟩ | of the interference signal, while
the argument Δ𝜙21 = arg ⟨𝜓0 | �̂�†

2�̂�1 |𝜓0⟩ is the interferometer
phase29,52,67.
In general, the situation in a realistic LPAI can be a bit more
complex and the overall signal 𝐼𝜙exit detected in an exit port
results from the pair-wise interference of all paths through
the interferometer contributing to the exit port. Practically,
additional and often undesired paths can originate e.g. from
imperfect diffraction processes94,95 or perturbing potentials
acting during the interferometer.
However, any interfering pair of paths contributing to the signal
amplitude of the exit port in such a multi-path LPAI has a
contribution of the form of the expectation value of an overlap

𝐼
(𝑙𝑚)
𝜙exit

= ⟨𝜓0 | �̂�†
ℓ�̂�𝑚 |𝜓0⟩ + c.c. = Vℓ𝑚 exp(iΔ𝜙ℓ𝑚) + c.c.

(10)

Here we have introduced the relative path visibility Vℓ𝑚 and
relative phase between paths Δ𝜙ℓ𝑚 which generalizes the same
quantities from the two-path case. Summation over the signal
amplitude contributions 𝐼 (𝑙𝑚)

𝜙exit
with respect to the indices ℓ and

𝑚 directly leads to the overall exit port signal

𝐼𝜙exit =
∑︁
ℓ≥1

Vℓℓ +
∑︁

ℓ,𝑚≥1
ℓ≠𝑚

Vℓ𝑚 exp(iΔ𝜙ℓ𝑚). (11)

When we also note that the relative phase between paths obeys
the relation Δ𝜙ℓ𝑚 = −Δ𝜙𝑚ℓ we arrive at the expression

𝐼𝜙exit =
∑︁
ℓ

Vℓℓ +
∑︁

ℓ,𝑚≥1
ℓ≠𝑚

Vℓ𝑚 cosΔ𝜙ℓ𝑚 (12)

for the exit port signal. This expression is a superposition of
the cosines of the relative path phases weighted by the relative
path visibilities. In an (open) two-path interferometer the sums
terminate after two terms, and is thus identical to Eq. (8).

C. Interferometer Phase, (Classical) Action and Proper time

Usually, the interferometer phase in a LPAI is linked to the
(classical) action by appealing to the relativistic action of a
massive particle in a gravitational background47,51,67,87 and a
subsequent non-relativistic expansion. The resulting expression
is then quantized and introduced as governing action S of an
appropriate path integral for the particle. Afterwards one
identifies the quantum mechanical phase47 acquired along the
trajectory via

𝜙 = −𝜔𝐶𝜏 = −1
ℏ

∫
d𝑡 L(R, ¤R, 𝑡) + 𝑆em/ℏ, (13)
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where 𝜔𝐶 = 𝑀𝑐2/ℏ is the Compton frequency and L is the
classical Lagrangian L(R, ¤R) corresponding to the Hamilto-
nian, Eq. (1), of the particle. Here 𝑆em is the action corre-
sponding to the Lagrangian for the electromagnetic interac-
tion, Eq. (5), needed for manipulation of the atom. Funda-
mentally, this interpretation originates from a semi-classical
approximation for the Feynman path-integral87,88 being a valid
approximation. This is due to the fact that only in the semi-
classical limit the dominant contributions to the path-integral
come from the classical trajectories, resulting from solving
the Euler-Lagrange equations for the (classical) Lagrangian88.
Ultimately, this is what makes the identification between proper
time and the action in Eq. (13) possible also for quantum
particles but only in the semi-classical limit.

D. UGR Sensitive Scheme (A)

The interferometer scheme (A)49, shown in Fig. 1(a), initializes
an atomic clock by a recoilless 𝜋/2-pulse so that the atoms
that enter the interferometer in the ground state are in a 50:50
superpostion of excited and ground state atoms after the clock
initialization. Due to the atoms having a different mass 𝑀𝑔,𝑒 in
their respective internal ground and excited states, the Compton
frequency 𝜔𝑔,𝑒 becomes state-dependent. One can measure
the frequency in the ground and excited state exit port between
the two branches via the differential phase shift Δ𝜙𝑔,𝑒 and
separate out the gravitational redshift by a double-differential
measurement, i.e. calculating the phase differenceΔ𝜙− between
the excited and ground state exit port and performing two runs
of the experiment with different initialization times 𝑇2 of the
atomic clock:

Δ𝜙− (𝑇2) − Δ𝜙− (𝑇2 + 𝜏) = −Δ𝑀

�̄�
𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇𝜏, (14)

where

Δ𝜙− (𝑇2) = Δ𝜙𝑔 (𝑇2) − Δ𝜙𝑒 (𝑇2), (15)

�̄� = (𝑀𝑒 + 𝑀𝑔)/2 is the mean mass, 𝑔 is the gravitational
acceleration, 𝑘 𝑝 is the wave number of the laser that drives the
atoms onto the two branches, 𝛿𝑇 is the separation time, and
Δ𝑀 = 𝑀𝑒 − 𝑀𝑔 is the mass difference due to the mass defect.
Since the rest mass 𝑀 and the mean mass �̄� are equivalent to
our order of approximation, i.e. to order O(𝑐−2)47, we may
identify the mean mass as 𝑀 .

E. UGR and UFF Sensitive Scheme (B)

The interferometer scheme (B)52 (cf. Fig. 1(b)) is sensitive to
both, the UGR and UFF. In contrast to scheme (A) it does not
require a superpostion of internal states. The sensitivity arises
from the specific space-time geometry of the interferometer
and a change of internal states so that the atoms are in the same
state at equal times (in the laboratory frame). The total phase

ΔΦ = ΔΦ𝑀 − Δ𝑀𝑐2

2ℏ

∑︁
𝑛

𝜆±Δ𝜏𝑛 (16)

consists of two contributions: the contribution ΔΦ𝑀 is inde-
pendent of the mass defect Δ𝑀 and is obtained via the reference
Hamiltonian �̂�𝑀 at the mean mass 𝑀. This part of the total
phase can be used for tests of UFF52. The proper time differ-
ences Δ𝜏𝑛 in each segment 𝑛 of the interferometer enter the
phase proportional to the mass defect Δ𝑀 such that it can be
associated with the ticking rate of an atomic clock51. The 𝜆±
indicate the internal state for each segment: 𝜆− = −1 for the
ground state and 𝜆+ = +1 for the excited state. Since the sum
Δ𝜏 = Δ𝜏1+Δ𝜏2+Δ𝜏3 of the proper-time differences vanishes in
this geometry, the proper-time difference in the middle segment
can be written as Δ𝜏2 = −(Δ𝜏1 + Δ𝜏3). Changing the internal
state in the middle segment (associated with Δ𝜏2), the total
phase becomes

ΔΦ = ΔΦ𝑀 ± Δ𝑀𝑐2

ℏ
Δ𝜏2, (17)

depending on the choice of the initial internal state. Again,
performing two runs of the experiment with different initial
internal states one can separate the UFF and the UGR effects
by adding or subtracting the phases, respectively:

Δ𝜙+ = 2Δ𝜙𝑀 , (18a)

Δ𝜙− = 2
Δ𝑀𝑐2

ℏ
Δ𝜏2. (18b)

F. Common Challenges

Both interferometer schemes presented above require the manip-
ulation of the internal states during the interferometer sequence.
While this manipulation can be achieved by (technically chal-
lenging) optical Double-Raman diffraction96 in scheme (B), i.e.
kicking the atoms and changing the internal states simultane-
ously, scheme (A) requires recoilless internal transitions. There
are several reasons why one would like to avoid Double-Raman
diffraction: first of all, to drive this kind of transitions one needs
quite long laser pulses leading to finite pulse-time effects. Sec-
ondly, the single-photon detuning cannot be chosen arbitrarily
large if one still wants to have significant Rabi frequencies. This
constraint for the detunings leads to problems with spontaneous
emision. Furthermore, Double-Raman diffraction requires a
high stability for the difference of the two laser frequencies
during the pulse. Replacing the Double-Raman diffraction by
a momentum-transfer pulse, e.g. Double-Bragg diffraction,
and a state-changing pulse could alleviate these issues. These
recoilless transitions can be achieved by E1-M1 transitions
where the atom absorbs two counter-propagating photons with
equal frequency 𝜔 so that the total momentum kick caused by
the two-photon transition vanishes. Such E1-M1 transitions
were only investigated without (quantized) COM motion in
the context of optical clocks57,58,97. However, in atom inter-
ferometry the COM motion plays a crucial role. Hence, its
influence also needs to be included when modeling the pulses
to account for possible corrections. This is the task of the
following sections.
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III. IDEALIZED MODEL FOR E1-M1 TRANSITIONS

In this section we will derive an effective model for the finite-
time E1-M1 transition processes during the LPAI schemes
discussed in the previous section for an atomic cloud in a
gravitational potential, see Fig. 2. The cloud will be modelled
as a fully first-quantized atom, including its quantized COM
motion. In particular, this can be applied to general initial
atomic wavepackets. We will assume, for now, that the elec-
tromagnetic fields of the laser beam are classical plane waves.
We will explicitly show that to leading order standard Rabi
oscillations are recovered, since the COM dependence drops
out for fields of constant intensity in space. The extension to
realistic position-dependent laser intensities as well as finite
pulse-time effects will be treated in Sec. IV.

A. Model

For an arbitrary three-level atom of mass 𝑀 in a gravitational
field along −𝑍 and via the dipole approximation the Hamilto-
nian reads

ˆ̃𝐻 =
P̂2

2𝑀
+

∑︁
𝑛

E𝑛 |𝑛⟩⟨𝑛| − d̂ · E(𝑡, R̂) + �̂� · B(𝑡, R̂) + 𝑀𝑔�̂�,

(19)

where E𝑛 are the atomic internal energies. For simplicity, we
will assume the electric and magnetic fields, E and B, to be
plane waves with frequency 𝜔 for now. Note that we have
neglected the mass defect, cf. Eq. (2), during the interaction
with the laser since the pulse time 𝑡 is much smaller than
the characteristic interferometer time 𝑇 . The internal-state
dependent mass energy enters the phase via Δ𝑀𝑐2 · 𝑡/ℏ and
Δ𝑀𝑐2 ·𝑇/ℏ, respectively. The effects of the mass defect during
the laser pulse compared to the effects during the rest of the
interferometer sequence is therefore negligible. In particular,
the O(𝑐−2) correction of Eq. (3) is subdominant with respect
to the dipolar interaction terms. Moreover, for the same reason
we have only retained the linear potential contribution from the
gravitational potential energy and do not consider the higher
order contributions due to gravity gradients and kinetic-energy
to position couplings from Eq. (61). If necessary they could
be included perturbatively, similar to the optical potentials
in Sec. IV.
In order to describe the laser beam in a retro-reflective geometry,
we consider two counter-propagating electromagnetic plane
waves. To obtain a recoilless two-photon transition one has to
ensure that the atom absorbs two counter-propagating photons.
This can be achieved by choice of a certain polarization scheme
as we will discuss later on in Sec. III C; for now we will keep
the polarization arbitrary. Then the fields can be written as:

E(�̂�) =
1∑︁
𝑗=0

i E 𝑗e(−1) 𝑗 i 𝑘𝐿 �̂�e−i 𝜔𝑡 + h.c., (20a)

B(�̂�) =
1∑︁
𝑗=0

i B 𝑗e(−1) 𝑗 i 𝑘𝐿 �̂�e−i 𝜔𝑡 + h.c. (20b)

(b)(a)

(c)

FIG. 2. Panel (a) Incoming and reflected electromagnetic waves with
frequency 𝜔 and amplitudes E𝑖 and B𝑖 driving E1-M1 transition
in a three-level atom with quantized COM motion (black arrow).
Panel (b) Three-level atom with ground state |𝑔⟩, excited state |𝑒⟩
and ancilla state |𝑎⟩ modelled by the states 1𝑆0, 3𝑃0 and 3𝑃1, re-
spectively. Counter-propagating fields drive E1-M1 transitions, i.e.
an E1 transition between |𝑔⟩ and |𝑎⟩ with single-photon detuning
Δ and subsequent M1 transition between |𝑎⟩ and |𝑒⟩ leading to the
overall detuning 𝛿. The ancilla state |𝑎⟩ lies then virtually between
the energy levels of |𝑔⟩ and |𝑒⟩. Panel (c) Left: Two-photon excita-
tion by absorbing two counter-propagating photons with momentum
±ℏk𝐿 . The first absorption leads to a transition from |𝑔⟩ to |𝑎⟩ and
a momentum kick ℏk𝐿 , the second absorption is a transition from
|𝑎⟩ to |𝑒⟩ with momentum kick −ℏk𝐿 . Right: Two-photon decay by
stimulated emission of two photons in opposite directions. The first
emission leads to a transition from |𝑒⟩ to |𝑎⟩ and a momentum kick
−ℏk𝐿 and the second emission is a transition from |𝑎⟩ to |𝑔⟩ with
momentum kick ℏk𝐿 . Both two-photon processes have a vanishing
netto momentum kick.

We particularize to E1 transitions only between the ground state
|𝑔⟩ and the ancilla state |𝑎⟩ and M1 transitions only between
the ancilla state |𝑎⟩ and the excited state |𝑒⟩, i.e. the matrix
elements d𝑒𝑎 = ⟨𝑒 | d̂ |𝑎⟩ and 𝝁𝑎𝑔 = ⟨𝑎 | �̂� |𝑔⟩ vanish. This can
be ensured by considering the selection rules for electric and
magnetic dipole transitions that are discussed subsequently.
Thus, in the internal atomic eigenenergy basis, the electric and
magnetic dipole moment operators reduce, respectively, to

d̂(𝑡) = d𝑎𝑔 |𝑎⟩⟨𝑔 | + h.c., �̂�(𝑡) = 𝝁𝑎𝑒 |𝑎⟩⟨𝑒 | + h.c. (21)

We further define ℏ𝜔𝑖 𝑗 = ℏ(𝜔𝑖 − 𝜔 𝑗 ) as the energy
spacings between the internal atomic states |𝑖⟩ and | 𝑗⟩
({𝑖, 𝑗} ∈ {𝑎, 𝑒, 𝑔}). Then, we can introduce the single-photon
detuning Δ = 𝜔𝑎𝑔 − 𝜔 for the E1 transition between the ground
state |𝑔⟩ and the ancilla state |𝑎⟩ and the overall detuning of the
two-photon process, i.e. 𝛿 = 𝜔𝑒𝑔 −2𝜔, as shown in Fig. 2. The
time dependence of the Hamiltonian with respect to the atomic
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frequencies can be simplified via the unitary transformation

�̂� = ei(𝜔𝑎+Δ)𝑡 |𝑎⟩⟨𝑎 | + ei(𝜔𝑒+𝛿 )𝑡 |𝑒⟩⟨𝑒 | + ei𝜔𝑔𝑡 |𝑔⟩⟨𝑔 | , (22)

leading to the interaction Hamiltonian in the (modified) internal
atomic interaction picture

�̂�rot =�̂�
†�̂��̂� + iℏ

(
d
d𝑡
�̂�†

)
�̂�

=
1∑︁
𝑗=0

{
ei𝜔𝑡d𝑎𝑔 ·

[
− iE 𝑗e(−1) 𝑗 i𝑘𝐿 �̂�e−i𝜔𝑡 + h.c.

]
|𝑎⟩⟨𝑔 |

+ e−i𝜔𝑡 𝝁𝑎𝑒 ·
[
iB 𝑗e(−1) 𝑗 i𝑘𝐿 �̂�e−i𝜔𝑡 + h.c.

]
|𝑎⟩⟨𝑒 |

+ h.c.
}
+ P̂2

2𝑀
+ ℏΔ |𝑎⟩⟨𝑎 | + ℏ𝛿 |𝑒⟩⟨𝑒 | + 𝑀𝑔�̂�.

(23)

Performing a displacement transformation

�̂� (𝑡) = exp
(
− i
ℏ
(𝑍cl (𝑡)�̂�𝑧 − 𝑃cl (𝑡) �̂�)

)
(24)

corresponding to �̂� → �̂� + 𝑍cl (𝑡) and �̂�𝑧 → �̂�𝑧 + 𝑃cl (𝑡), with
𝑍cl (𝑡) = − 1

2𝑔𝑡
2 and 𝑃cl (𝑡) = −𝑀𝑔𝑡 being the solutions of

the classical equation of motion in the gravitational potential,
yields the Hamiltonian

�̂�′
rot =

1∑︁
𝑗=0

{
ei𝜔𝑡d𝑎𝑔 ·

[
− iE 𝑗e(−1) 𝑗 i𝑘𝐿 �̂� (𝑡 )e−i𝜔𝑡 + h.c.

]
|𝑎⟩⟨𝑔 |

+ e−i𝜔𝑡 𝝁𝑎𝑒 ·
[
iB 𝑗e(−1) 𝑗 i𝑘𝐿 �̂� (𝑡 )e−i𝜔𝑡 + h.c.

]
|𝑎⟩⟨𝑒 |

+ h.c.
}
+ P̂2

2𝑀
+ ℏΔ |𝑎⟩⟨𝑎 | + ℏ𝛿 |𝑒⟩⟨𝑒 | , (25)

where a time-dependent energy shift acting on the identities of
the Hilbert spaces is omitted. The quadratic time-dependency
of the phase of the electromagnetic fields98 via 𝑘𝐿 �̂� (𝑡) =
𝑘𝐿 �̂� − 𝑘𝐿𝑔𝑡

2/2 will be compensated through chirping in the
following.

B. Adiabatic Elimination

Next, we wish to reduce the atomic three-level system to an
effective two-level system by adiabatic elimination of the ancilla
state |𝑎⟩. The idea behind it is that if the detuning Δ is large
compared to the coupling frequencies, i.e. the single-photon
Rabi frequencies, and the overall detuning 𝛿, the ancilla state
gets populated by the electric dipole transition and depopulated
by the magnetic dipole transition so fast that the ancilla state is
only virtually populated, i.e. the probability of finding the atom
in the state |𝑎⟩ is vanishingly small. To see this, we are forcing
the atomic three-level system into a form where the ancilla
state is separate from the other two by writing the Schrödinger

equation as

i
d
d𝑡

©«
|𝜓𝑎⟩
|𝜓𝑒⟩
|𝜓𝑔⟩

ª®¬ = i
d
d𝑡

( |𝜓𝑎⟩
|𝝍⟩

)
=

(
Δ(P̂) 𝛀† (�̂�)
𝛀(�̂�) 𝛿(P̂)

) (|𝜓𝑎⟩
|𝝍⟩

)
, (26)

where we have collected the excited and ground state into the
vector |𝝍⟩ and defined the detuning operators

Δ(P̂) = P̂2

2𝑀ℏ
+ Δ and 𝛿(P̂) =

(
P̂2

2𝑀ℏ + 𝛿 0
0 P̂2

2𝑀ℏ

)
. (27)

Furthermore we defined the transition operator between the
ancilla state and the two-level system as

𝛀(�̂�) = i
ℏ

( (
𝝁∗
𝑎𝑒 · B0

)
ei𝑘𝐿 �̂� + (

𝝁∗
𝑎𝑒 · B1

)
e−i𝑘𝐿 �̂�(

d∗
𝑎𝑔 · E∗

0

)
e−i𝑘𝐿 �̂� +

(
d∗
𝑎𝑔 · E∗

1

)
ei𝑘𝐿 �̂�

)
− i
ℏ

( (
𝝁∗
𝑎𝑒 · B∗

0
)

e−i𝑘𝐿 �̂�e2i𝜔𝑡 + (
𝝁∗
𝑎𝑒 · B∗

1
)

ei𝑘𝐿 �̂�e2i𝜔𝑡(
d∗
𝑎𝑔 · E0

)
ei𝑘𝐿 �̂�e−2i𝜔𝑡 +

(
d∗
𝑎𝑔 · E1

)
e−i𝑘𝐿 �̂�e−2i𝜔𝑡

)
.

(28)

The population of the ancilla state |𝜓𝑎⟩ can be expressed in
terms of the two-level system |𝝍⟩ by defining the quasi-projector
Π̂ which projects the two-level system onto the ancilla state via

|𝜓𝑎⟩ = Π̂ |𝝍⟩ . (29)

Next, we shall derive an explicit expression for Π̂. For simplic-
ity, let us assume that this projector does not depend on time, i.e.
Π̂ ≠ Π̂(𝑡). Note that corrections due to the time dependence
will not be present to our order of expansion, see Bott et al.99

for a treatment including weakly time-dependent detunings.
We then obtain from Eq. (26) the differential equation

i
d
d𝑡
Π̂ |𝝍⟩ ≈iΠ̂

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
|𝝍⟩

=Δ(P̂) |𝜓𝑎⟩ +𝛀† (�̂�) |𝝍⟩ =
(
Δ(P̂)Π̂ +𝛀† (�̂�)

)
|𝝍⟩
(30)

for the ancilla state and

i
d
d𝑡

|𝝍⟩ = 𝛿(P̂) |𝝍⟩ +𝛀(�̂�) |𝜓𝑎⟩ =
(
𝛿(P̂) +𝛀(�̂�)Π̂

)
|𝝍⟩

(31)

for the two-level system. Comparing these two equations –
where the latter has to be multiplied by Π̂, i.e. projecting the
two-level system onto the ancilla state – leads to the so-called
Bloch equation100,101 given by

Δ(P̂)Π̂ +𝛀† (�̂�) = Π̂𝛿(P̂) + Π̂𝛀(�̂�)Π̂
⇔ Π̂ = Δ−1 (P̂)

(
−𝛀† (�̂�) + Π̂𝛿(P̂) + Π̂𝛀(�̂�)Π̂

)
.

(32)

Assuming that the single-photon detuning Δ is much larger
than the coupling frequencies and the overall detuning 𝛿 we
can thus define adiabaticity parameters

𝜖Ω =
∥𝛀(�̂�)∥
∥Δ(P̂)∥ ≪ 1 and 𝜖𝛿 =

∥𝛿(P̂)∥
∥Δ(P̂)∥ ≪ 1, (33)
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where �̂� = ⟨Ψ| �̂�|Ψ⟩ /⟨Ψ⟩ (34)

is the norm of an operator �̂� conditioned on the state |Ψ⟩ of our
wave packet. Solving the Bloch equation, Eq. (32), analytically
is in most cases intractable and exact solutions are in general
not known101. Hence, we use a perturbative ansatz

Π̂ =
∑︁
𝑘=0

Π̂𝑘 with Π̂𝑘 ∼ Δ−(𝑘+1) (P̂), (35)

where we expand in powers of the inverse operator-
valued detuning Δ(P̂), which can be approximated by

Δ−1 (P̂) = Δ−1
(
1 + P̂2/(2𝑀ℏΔ)

)−1
≈ Δ−1 for sufficiently non-

relativistic COM motion, i.e. ∥P̂2/(2𝑀ℏ)∥ ≪ |Δ|. The Π̂𝑘

can then be determined recursively by

Π̂𝑘+1 =Δ−1 (P̂)Π̂𝑘𝛿(P̂) + Δ−1 (P̂)
𝑘−1∑︁
𝑗=0

Π̂𝑘− 𝑗−1𝛀(�̂�)Π̂ 𝑗 ,

Π̂0 = − Δ−1𝛀† (�̂�),
(36)

where Π̂0 follows directly from Eq. (32) since it has to solve
the equation to the order O(Δ−1 (P̂)). For large detunings Δ
we can truncate this expansion after the first order, i.e., only
keeping the lowest order term Π̂0. Thus, the slowly evolving
dynamics of Eq. (31) become an effective two-level transition:

i
d
d𝑡

|𝝍⟩ =
(
𝛿 −𝛀(�̂�)Δ−1 (P̂)𝛀† (�̂�)

)
|𝝍⟩ . (37)

Finally, Eq. (28) will be inserted into Eq. (37). The internal
states’ dynamics contain then position-dependent terms that cor-
respond to two-photon transitions where the atom absorbs two
photons from the same direction. These terms lead to unwanted
momentum kicks. Here, the rotating-wave-approximation
(RWA) can be applied by neglecting all terms involving e±i𝜔𝑡

since the (rapidly) rotating terms average out during the pulse.
Note, it is important however that the adiabatic elimination
is carried out before the RWA102, otherwise important terms
of the form id𝑎𝑔 · Ê∗

𝑖 and i𝝁𝑎𝑒 · B̂𝑖 will be lost. Later, we
will see that in a retro-reflective geometry and for the 𝜎+- 𝜎−
polarization scheme these terms lead to a doubling of the AC
Stark shift.

C. Doppler-Free Two-Photon Transitions

In order to obtain a Doppler-free interaction without momen-
tum kicks, one has to eliminate the position-dependent terms
which can be done formally by setting the Rabi frequencies
Ω𝐵0 = Ω𝐸1 = 0 (or vice versa). This means, recalling Fig. 2
and the field configuration shown there, that the two-photon
transition is driven by counter-propagating photons. Practi-
cally, this can be done by using a certain polarization scheme
suppressing the unwanted single-photon transitions55,57,58. To
find the right polarization configuration, one has to apply the
selection rules of single-photon dipole transitions. The selec-
tion rules for two-photon transitions can then be obtained by
interpolating the sequential single-photon transitions.

1. Selection Rules and Polarization Scheme

In the following, we make use of the well-known dipole selec-
tion rules103–109:
a. Electric Dipole Transitions E1 transitions can only take
place between two internal states with different parity and the
change of angular momentum has to be Δ𝐿 = ±1.
b. Magnetic Dipole Transitions M1 transitions can only
take place between two internal states with the same parity.
Therefore, the change of angular momentum has to be Δ𝐿 = 0.
However, in both cases (E1 and M1 transitions) the total angular
momentum 𝐽 = 𝐿 + 𝑆 has to change via Δ𝐽 = 0,±1 while
transitions from 𝐽 = 0 to 𝐽′ = 0 are forbidden. Furthermore,
conservation of angular momentum leads us to selection rules
for the magnetic quantum numberM, which changes depending
on the polarization of the light: linearly polarized light does
not change the magnetic quantum number, i.e. ΔM = 0,
while positive (negative) circularly polarized light changes
the magnetic quantum number via ΔM = +1 (ΔM = −1).
Note that the distinction whether it is positive circular (𝝈+) or
negative circular (𝝈−) depends on the propagation direction and
the quantization axis. Coming back to our setup displayed in
Fig. 2, the selection rules for the change of angular momentum
Δ𝐿 are fulfilled since between |𝑔⟩ =1𝑆0 and |𝑎⟩ =3𝑃1 (the E1
transition) we have Δ𝐿 = 1 and between |𝑎⟩ =3𝑃1 and |𝑒⟩ =3𝑃0
(the M1 transition) we have Δ𝐿 = 0.
To suppress unwanted transitions, i.e. ensuring that the atom ab-
sorbs two counter-propagating photons, we use now a 𝜎+ - 𝜎−
scheme, where the two counter-propagating laser beams have
positive (negative) circular polarization, respectively. The
above selection rules together with this polarization scheme
require d𝑎𝑔 ·E0 ≠ 0 while d𝑎𝑔 · E1 = 0, and 𝝁𝑎𝑒 ·B∗

0 = 0 while
𝝁𝑎𝑒 · B∗

1 ≠ 0, given the electric field satisfies E0 ∝ 𝝈+ and
E1 ∝ 𝝈− . Note that if the electric field has positive circular
polarization, the corresponding magnetic field has negative
circular polarization and vice versa.
In experiments one would typically use a retro-reflective ge-
ometry. The circular polarization of the laser beam can then
be rotated by a quarter-wave plate. The laser beam traverses
the quarter-wave plate twice resulting in an effective half-wave
plate. However, the intensity of the two counter-propagating
laser beams stays the same, i.e., |E0 | = |E1 | and |B0 | = |B1 |.
We can then define the single-photon Rabi frequencies

ℏΩ𝐸𝑖

2
:= −id𝑎𝑔 · E𝑖 and

ℏΩ𝐵𝑖

2
:= −i𝝁𝑎𝑒 · B∗

𝑖 , (38)

which describe the corresponding dipole transitions. With
the above considerations and using the 𝜎+ - 𝜎− polarization
scheme, Eq. (37) reduces to (having applied the RWA)

i
d
d𝑡

|𝝍⟩ =
(

P̂2

2𝑀ℏ + 𝛿 − 1
2Δ |Ω𝐵1 |2 Ω

2
Ω∗
2

P̂2

2𝑀ℏ − 1
2Δ |Ω𝐸0 |2

)
|𝝍⟩ ,

(39)

where we have defined the two-photon Rabi frequency

Ω = −Ω∗
𝐵1Ω𝐸0
2Δ

. (40)
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Since electromagnetic fields have to satisfy Maxwell’s equa-
tions, the M1 couplings are suppressed by a factor of the inverse
of the speed of light 𝑐−1. Thus, they are much weaker than E1
transitions at typical laser intensities, and the two-photon Rabi
frequency, Eq. (40), is quite small when comparing to the Rabi
frequency associated with two E1 transitions. Accordingly, one
needs pretty long or relatively intense laser pulses to achieve
𝜋- or 𝜋/2-pulses. That is why finite pulse-time effects become
important for E1-M1 transitions. Since the transition between
|𝑔⟩ and |𝑒⟩ is forbidden for single-photon transitions, however,
we can still neglect spontaneous emission.
Evidently, Eq. (39) has no longer any dependence on the atomic
COM position. Consequently, there is no effective momentum
kick caused by the two-photon transition on the atom. In
momentum space, with

𝜓𝑒,𝑔 (P) = ⟨P|𝜓𝑒,𝑔⟩ , (41)

the dynamics of the effective two-level system is described by

i
𝜕

𝜕𝑡

(
𝜓𝑒 (P)
𝜓𝑔 (P)

)
=

1
2

(
�̄� + 𝛾 Ω
Ω∗ �̄� − 𝛾

) (
𝜓𝑒 (P)
𝜓𝑔 (P)

)
, (42)

where

�̄� =
P2

𝑀ℏ
+ 𝛿 − |Ω𝐸0 |2 + |Ω𝐵1 |2

2Δ
=

P2

𝑀ℏ
+ 𝛿 − 𝜔

(+)
AC , (43a)

𝛾 = 𝛿 + |Ω𝐸0 |2 − |Ω𝐵1 |2
2Δ

= 𝛿 + 𝜔
(−)
AC (43b)

are the mean detuning �̄� and relative detuning 𝛾 as well as
𝜔

(+)
AC =

( |Ω𝐸0 |2 + |Ω𝐵1 |2
) /(2Δ) the mean AC Stark shift and

𝜔
(−)
AC =

( |Ω𝐸0 |2 − |Ω𝐵1 |2
) /(2Δ) the differential AC Stark shift.

Note that the relative detuning 𝛾 does not depend on the COM
momentum but on the overall detuning 𝛿 and the AC Stark
shift. Thus, the overall detuning can be set in such a way that it
compensates the AC Stark shift 𝜔 (−)

AC . After going into another
interaction picture with respect to the mean detuning �̄�, the new
time evolution operator can be easily obtained by calculating
the corresponding matrix exponential such that

ˆ̃𝑈 (𝑡) = cos
Ωeff𝑡

2
1 − i

Ωeff
sin

Ωeff𝑡

2

(
𝛾 Ω
Ω∗ −𝛾

)
, (44)

where we have defined the effective two-photon Rabi frequency
Ωeff =

√︁
|Ω|2 + 𝛾2 which depends on the relative detuning 𝛾.

Since the transformations leading to this result are unitary trans-
formations on the diagonal of the Hamiltonian, the transformed
states are physically equivalent to the old ones.
Depending on the initial state we observe the well-known Rabi
oscillations between the ground and excited state. For instance
if the atom is initially in the ground state, the probability to
find the atom in the excited or in the ground state at time 𝑡 is
given, respectively, by

𝑃𝑒 (𝑡) =
( |Ω|
Ωeff

)2
sin2 Ωeff𝑡

2
, (45a)

𝑃𝑔 (𝑡) = cos2 Ωeff𝑡

2
+

(
𝛾

Ωeff

)2
sin2 Ωeff𝑡

2
. (45b)
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FIG. 3. Time evolution of the probability (density) 𝑃 𝑗 with 𝑗 = 𝑔, 𝑒

of finding an atom in the ground state (a) and excited state (b) during
the laser pulse (plane waves) driving the ideal E1-M1 transitions.
Initially the atom is assumed to be prepared in the ground state and
the probability density is plotted as a function of relative detuning 𝛾

in units of the Rabi frequency |Ω| = Ωeff |𝛾=0 at vanishing detuning.
Increasing the relative detuning 𝛾 increases the frequency of the Rabi
oscillations, changes the amplitudes and thus shifts them to a different
location in time at fixed relative detuning 𝛾.

In Fig. 3 we plot the ground and excited state probabilities
for different values of the relative detuning 𝛾. The highest
amplitude is achieved for a vanishing relative detuning, i.e.
when the detuning 𝛿 compensates the AC Stark shift. Increasing
the relative detuning 𝛾 leads to a decreasing amplitude and
an increasing effective Rabi frequency Ωeff . For 𝛾 > |Ω|,
it is no longer possible to achieve a 50:50 superposition of
excited and ground state. Therefore, we have explicitly shown
that taking into account finite pulse-time effects of beams
with position-independent intensities – even with delocalizable
atomic COM clouds – reproduces Rabi oscillations, connecting
to known results in general contexts, see Weiss et al.61 where
finite-time Raman transitions for COM momentum eigenstates
were considered. In the following we will investigate the
generalization to arbitrarily structured laser beams.

IV. FINITE PULSE-TIME EFFECTS OF ARBITRARY BEAMS

In the idealized scenario of Sec. III we considered plane waves
for the electromagnetic fields. However, a realistic laser beam
has a position-dependent intensity, e.g. a Gaussian beam
profile. At the same time, the Rabi frequencies from Eq. (38)
depend on the amplitudes of the electric and magnetic fields,
thereby also on the intensity. As a consequence, and due to the
operator-valued nature of the atomic COM, the atoms might
experience small, possibly state-dependent potentials due to the
position dependency of the laser intensity while falling during
a laser pulse. In particular, small perturbations in the already
small magnetic field amplitude might have large effects. In
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order to find the effective time-evolution operator �̂�eff for the
atomic wave packet in weakly position-dependent pulses we
replace

−Ω∗
𝐵1Ω𝐸0

2Δ
→ −Ω∗

𝐵1 (R̂)Ω𝐸0 (R̂)
2Δ

=: Ω(R̂)eiΦ(R̂) , (46a)

|Ω𝐸0 |2
2Δ

→ |Ω𝐸0 (R̂) |2
2Δ

=: 𝜔AC,0 (R̂), (46b)

|Ω𝐵1 |2
2Δ

→ |Ω𝐵1 (R̂) |2
2Δ

=: 𝜔AC,1 (R̂). (46c)

Adding the atomic rest energy, the Hamiltonian describing the
effective two-level atom via Eq. (37) becomes

�̂� =

(
P̂2

2𝑀
+ 𝑀𝑐2

)
1 + ℏ

(
𝛿 − 𝜔AC,1 (R̂) Ω(R̂)

2 eiΦ(R̂)
Ω(R̂)

2 e−iΦ(R̂) −𝜔AC,0 (R̂)

)
. (47)

The particular effects of the position dependency of the laser
intensity can be separated by unitary transformations that cancel
specific operator-valued terms in the Hamiltonian. First of
all, let us cancel out the phase in the off-diagonal part in the
Hamiltonian. This can be achieved by the unitary displacement
transformation |𝝍⟩ → �̂�

†
1 |𝝍⟩, where

�̂�
†
1 =

(
D̂† 0
0 1

)
and D̂† = exp

(
− i
ℏ

[
𝜼R̂ − 𝝃P̂ + 𝛼

] )
(48)

is the displacement operator. Assuming the wave packet to be,
without loss of generality, initially centered around R = 0, the
phase in Eq. (46a) can thus be expanded around the origin in
the COM position via

Φ(R̂) = Φ(0) + R̂ · ∇Φ|R=0 + 𝜑(R̂), (49)

where 𝜑(R̂) = O(R̂2), provided that the spatial extension of
the wave packet is small enough compared to characteristic
scales of the laser beam, e.g. the beam waist and the Rayleigh
length for a Gaussian laser beam, and the laser pulse time is
sufficiently small as the atom is falling, i.e. moving away from
the initial position. This phase can then easily be eliminated
by choosing the specific transformation parameters

𝛼 = ℏΦ(0), 𝝃 = 0 and 𝜼 = ℏ∇Φ|R=0. (50)

Thus, the unitary transformation, Eq. (48), corresponds to a
small momentum kick

ℏk = ℏ∇Φ|R=0. (51)

Consequently, one can identify the recoil frequency 𝜔𝑘 , the
Doppler detuning 𝜈(P̂) and the (position-dependent) mean
AC Stark shift 𝜔 (+)

AC (R̂) (expanded around the origin) via the
definitions

𝜔𝑘 =
ℏk2

2𝑀
, 𝜈(P̂) = k · P̂

𝑀
,

and 𝜔
(+)
AC (R̂) = 𝜔AC,0 (R̂) + 𝜔AC,1 (R̂)

= 𝜔
(+)
AC,0 + R̂ · ∇𝜔 (+)

AC |R=0 + S (R̂),

(52)

where S (R̂) = O(R̂2) is the second (and higher) order part
of the expansion of the mean AC Stark shift 𝜔 (+)

AC (R̂). The
transformed Hamiltonian reads then

�̂�′ =

(
ˆ̄𝐻 + Δ(R̂)

2 − ℏ
2S (R̂) �̂�off

�̂�
†
off

ˆ̄𝐻 − Δ(R̂)
2 − ℏ

2S (R̂)

)
, (53)

where

ˆ̄𝐻 =
P̂2

2𝑀
+ 𝑀𝑐2 + ℏ

2

[
�̂� + 𝜔𝑘 + 𝛿

−
(
𝜔

(+)
AC,0 + ∇𝜔 (+)

AC |R=0R̂
)
+ ¤kR̂ + ¤Φ(0)

] (54)

is the mean Hamiltonian,

Δ(R̂) = ℏ
(
�̂� + 𝜔𝑘 + 𝛿 + 𝜔

(−)
AC (R̂) + ¤kR̂ + ¤Φ(0)

)
(55)

is the detuning operator and

�̂�off = ℏ
Ω(R̂)

2
ei𝜑 (R̂) (56)

is the off-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian; we denoted partial
derivatives in time with a dot. Let us now transform into the
interaction picture where we cancel out the dynamics of the
mean Hamiltonian ˆ̄𝐻, i.e. a unitary transformation with

ˆ̄𝑈 = T exp
(
− i
ℏ

∫ 𝑡

0

ˆ̄𝐻 d𝑡′
)
, (57)

where T is the time ordering operation. Since the Hamiltonian
�̂�′, Eq. (53), is a function of the COM momentum P̂ and the
COM position R̂, the remaining operators of the transformed
Hamiltonian are evaluated on the Heisenberg trajectories gen-
erated by ˆ̄𝐻 via the Heisenberg equations of motion:

dR̂𝐻

d𝑡
=

i
ℏ
[ ˆ̄𝐻, R̂𝐻 ] and

dP̂𝐻

d𝑡
=

i
ℏ
[ ˆ̄𝐻, P̂𝐻 ] . (58)

We denote the Heisenberg picture with a subscript 𝐻 and obtain
the new Hamiltonian

�̂�′′ =

(
Δ𝐻 (R̂,𝑡 )

2 − ℏ
2S𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) �̂�off,𝐻

�̂�
†
off,𝐻 −Δ𝐻 (R̂,𝑡 )

2 − ℏ
2S𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡)

)
.

(59)

Note that terms of quadratic or higher order in COM position
in the mean AC Stark shift 𝜔 (+)

AC (R̂) are encapsulated by S (R̂)
so that the mean Hamiltonian ˆ̄𝐻 of Eq. (54) is at most linear
in atomic position R̂. This will facilitate later on the back-
transformation to the full unitary time evolution. From the
calculations in Sec. III we know that in the idealized case
without position dependency of the laser amplitude the internal
dynamics of the atom is described by Rabi oscillations, see
Eq. (45). These internal transitions can be canceled out of our
Hamiltonian by the unitary transformation

�̂�Ω = exp
(
−i

Ω(0)
2

𝑡�̂�𝑥

)
, (60)
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with �̂�𝑥 being the Pauli x operator. After this final unitary
transformation we are left with the Hamiltonian

�̂�3 (𝑡) = �̂�0 (𝑡) 1 +
∑︁

𝑗={𝑥,𝑦,𝑧}
�̂� 𝑗 (𝑡)�̂�𝑗

= −ℏ
2
S𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡)1 + ℏ

2

[
Ω𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) cos

(
𝜑𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡)

)
−Ω(0)

]
�̂�𝑥

+ 1
2

[
Δ𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) sin (Ω(0)𝑡)

−ℏΩ𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) sin
(
𝜑𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡)

)
cos (Ω(0)𝑡)

]
�̂�𝑦

+ 1
2

[
Δ𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) cos (Ω(0)𝑡)

+ℏΩ𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) sin
(
𝜑𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡)

)
sin (Ω(0)𝑡)

]
�̂�𝑧 , (61)

where �̂�𝑦 and �̂�𝑧 are the remaining Pauli operators. This
Hamiltonian can be treated perturbatively to find the effective
time evolution operator �̂�3 (𝑡) which allows us to provide the
full evolution of the system after transforming back to the
original picture, i.e.

�̂� (𝑡) = �̂� (𝑡)�̂�1
ˆ̄𝑈 (𝑡)�̂�Ω (𝑡)�̂�3 (𝑡)�̂�†

1 �̂�
† (0), (62)

where we have used ˆ̄𝑈† (0) = �̂�
†
Ω (0) = 1.

A. Example: Fundamental Gaussian Laser Beam

We now continue with the simplest example for a position-
dependent laser intensity profile: the Gaussian laser beam.
In our case we assume that the superposition of incoming
and the retro-reflected beams have slightly different beam
waist sizes 𝑤0,𝑖 . Accordingly, they also have slightly different
Rayleigh lengths 𝑍𝑅,𝑖 while the distance of the atoms to the
co-located beam waists is 𝑍0. In Fig. 4 we show in (a) an
optical setup for this case as well as in (c/d) the corresponding
interferometer sequences with the optimal placement of the
E1-M1 clock transitions in them. In the following we neglect
beam distortion effects, assuming here a negligible influence
of random phase and intensity noise. As shown by Bade et
al.110, there are, however, correlations of phase and intensity
noise which may prevent the averaging out even for many
iterations of the interferometric experiments, and as such a
proper inclusion of the distortion effects is left as necessary
future work. Introducing the radial position operator

�̂� =
√︁
�̂�2 + 𝑌2 (63)

and assuming the atoms to be falling along the optical axis of
the laser beam, i.e. the 𝑍-axis, we can write the Gaussian113

electromagnetic field in cylindrical coordinates. Thus114

E0 (R̂) = E0𝑤0,0

𝑤0 ( ˆ̃𝑍)
exp

[
− �̂�2

𝑤2
0 ( ˆ̃𝑍)

− i𝑘𝐿
�̂�2

2𝑅0 ( ˆ̃𝑍)
+ i𝜁0 ( ˆ̃𝑍)

]
,

(64a)

B1 (R̂) = B1𝑤0,1

𝑤1 ( ˆ̃𝑍)
exp

[
− �̂�2

𝑤2
1 ( ˆ̃𝑍)

+ i𝑘𝐿
�̂�2

2𝑅1 ( ˆ̃𝑍)
− i𝜁1 ( ˆ̃𝑍)

]
,

(64b)

(c) Scheme (A)(a) Setup (d) Scheme (B)

(b)

FIG. 4. Panel (a) Schematic optical setup for long-baseline clock
atom interferometry with a double tip-tilt mirror system for rotation
and gravity gradient compensation90,111, modeled after the setup
described in Glick et al.112 with two in-vacuum tip-tilt mirror systems
as well as an in-vacuum beam shaping telescope. Inside the baseline
the (simplified) optical field is modeled as a superposition of two
Gaussian beams with different 𝑍-dependent beam waists 𝑤𝑖 (𝑍) due
to imperfectly retro-reflected beams (not to scale). Outside the
interferometery region we only indicate the propagating optical beams
by dashed lines along the optical axis. Inset (d) Magnified situation
close to the location of the atoms at the beginning of the E1-M1
clock pulse when they pass the height ∥ �̂� ∥ |𝜓⟩ after being launched
at position 𝑍Launch above the mirror placed at 𝑍0. Panel (b/c) Two
possible configurations for the schemes (A) and (B) in a setup which
maximize the overall experimental duration and, thus, the signal of
interest via fountain geometries. Explicit interferometer paths are
not shown, only the central trajectories (dashed light blue) and their
envelope. For scheme (A) the clock initialization pulse is placed
alternatingly at the beginning or end of the central element of the
interferometer sequence in subsequent runs. For scheme (B) the clock
pulses are performed in each run at the beginning and end of the
central element of the interferometer sequence.

where
ˆ̃𝑍 = �̂� − 𝑍0 (65)

describes the distance of the atom to the beam waist,

𝑤−1
𝑖 (�̂�) =

𝑤0,𝑖

√︄
1 +

(
�̂�

𝑍𝑅,𝑖

)2
−1

(66)

is the inverse of the spot size parameter,

𝑅−1
𝑖 (�̂�) = �̂�−1

[
1 +

(
𝑍𝑅,𝑖

�̂�

)2
]−1

(67)

is the inverse of the radius of curvature and

𝜁𝑖 (�̂�) = arctan
�̂�

𝑍𝑅,𝑖
(68)
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is the Gouy phase. Furthermore, we can describe the corre-
sponding Rayleigh lengths and beam waists by its mean and
differential values via

𝑍𝑅,𝑖 = 𝑍𝑅 ± 𝛿𝑍𝑅

2
, (69)

𝑤0,𝑖 = 𝑤0 ± 𝛿𝑤0
2

. (70)

In Table I we provide some order of magnitude values for the
possible realistic length scales. Scaling all 𝑍-components by
𝑍𝑅 and all radial components by 𝑤0, i.e. the introduction of
dimensionless operators ˆ̃Z = ˆ̃𝑍/𝑍𝑅 and �̂� = �̂�/𝑤0 as well as,
Z0 = 𝑍0/𝑍𝑅, 𝛿Z𝑅 = 𝛿𝑍𝑅/𝑍𝑅 and 𝛿w0 = 𝛿𝑤0/𝑤0, we can use
the definitions of the single-photon Rabi frequencies, Eq. (38),
and determine the operators that are present in the final Hamil-
tonian, Eq. (61), via their definitions, Eqs. (46), (52) and (55),
expanded to the second order in these scaled parameters in
terms of the Heisenberg trajectories of ˆ̄𝐻:

Ω𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) ≈ Ω0

[
1 − ˆ̃Z𝐻 (𝑡)2 − 2�̂�2

𝐻 (𝑡)
]
, (71a)

Φ𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) ≈ −𝛿Z𝑅Z0 + 𝛿Z𝑅
ˆ̃Z𝐻 (𝑡) (71b)

Δ𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) ≈ ℏ
[
𝜈(P̂𝐻 (𝑡)) + 𝜔𝑘 + 𝛿

+𝜔 (−)
AC,0

(
1 − ˆ̃Z𝐻 (𝑡)2 − 2 𝜌2

𝐻 (𝑡)
)]

,
(71c)

S𝐻 (R̂, 𝑡) ≈ −𝜔 (+)
AC,0

(
Ẑ2

𝐻 (𝑡) + 2 𝜌2
𝐻 (𝑡)

)
, (71d)

where we used 𝑘𝐿 = 2𝜋/𝜆 and 𝑍𝑅 = 𝜋𝑤2
0/𝜆

and defined Ω0 = |Ω𝐸 | |Ω𝐵 |/(2Δ) as well as
𝜔

(±)
AC,0 = ( |Ω𝐸 |2 ± |Ω𝐵 |2)/(2Δ). Note that we have de-

fined the position-independent Rabi frequencies Ω𝐸 and Ω𝐵

in total analogy to Eq. (38). Further note that the extension
to, e.g., Gillot et al.60 becomes quite clear in our example:
quantization of the atomic COM and structured beam shapes
not only change, to leading order, the detuning but also the
Rabi frequency (in this case the phase of the two-photon Rabi
frequency, cf. Eq. (71b)). Recalling Eqs. (38), (46) and (51),
the effective kick due to the Gaussian beam shape is then given
by

ℏk = ℏ∇Φ|R=0 = ℏ
𝛿𝑍𝑅

𝑍2
𝑅

e𝑍 . (72)

Assuming now that the atoms are near the beam waist (on the
optical axis), i.e. ∥ �̂�∥ |𝜓⟩ ≪ ∥ ˆ̃Z ∥ |𝜓⟩ ≪ 𝛿Z𝑅, see Table I and
Fig. 4, the dominant effect of the beam profile originates from
the change of the Rayleigh length 𝛿Z𝑅. We can thus neglect
all other effects so that the Hamiltonian �̂�3 of Eq. (61) reads

�̂�3 =
ℏ
2
𝜈(P̂𝐻 (𝑡)) (

sin(Ω(0)𝑡)�̂�𝑦 + cos(Ω(0)𝑡)�̂�𝑧
)
. (73)

Furthermore, we chose the overall detuning 𝛿 = −𝜔𝑘 −𝜔 (−)
AC (0)

to compensate the differential AC Stark shift 𝜔 (−)
AC (0) and the

recoil frequency 𝜔𝑘 . The Heisenberg trajectories for the mean
Hamiltonian Eq. (54) can be calculated via the Heisenberg

Table I. Order of magnitudes of the relevant physical quantities of the
Rabi problem with COM used for the approximations in this study.

Symbol Description Order of magnitude

𝑤0 Beam waist ∼ 10−2 m112

𝑍𝑅 Rayleigh length ∼ 103 m
𝛿𝑍0 Distance of interferometer arms ∼ 10−1 m115

𝛿𝑤0 Change of beam waist ∼ 10−4 m
𝛿𝑍𝑅 Change of Rayleigh length ∼ 10 m

equations of motion, Eq. (58), which leads to

R̂𝐻 (𝑡) =
(

P̂
𝑀

+ ℏk
2𝑀

)
𝑡 + R̂, P̂𝐻 (𝑡) = P̂. (74)

Note, that the Heisenberg momentum operator P𝐻 (𝑡) is constant
in time, so that we can neglect the subscript 𝐻 in Eq. (73). Since
we do not go beyond the first order of 𝛿Z𝑅, the Hamiltonian of
Eq. (73) is (quasi-)commuting at different times. Calculating
the time-evolution operator,

�̂�3 (𝑡) = T exp
(
− i
ℏ

∫ 𝑡

0
�̂�3 (𝑡′) d𝑡′

)
, (75)

the time-ordering operation can thus be ignored. Instead, we
can directly compute the integral in the exponent. Introducing
further the dimensionless time 𝜏 = Ω(0)𝑡, we obtain the time-
evolution operator

�̂�3 (𝜏) = exp
{
− i𝜈(P̂)

2Ω(0)
[(1 − cos(𝜏)) �̂�𝑦 + sin(𝜏)�̂�𝑧

]}
= cos

[
𝜈(P̂)
Ω(0) sin

( 𝜏
2

)]
1 − i sin

[
𝜈(P̂)
Ω(0) sin

( 𝜏
2

)]
×

(
sin

( 𝜏
2

)
�̂�𝑦 + cos

( 𝜏
2

)
�̂�𝑧

)
.

(76)

To consider now all finite pulse-time effects for a Gaussian laser
beam, the unitary transformations done in this section as well as
the displacement transformation, Eq. (24), have to be reversed.
Doing this subsequently and using ˆ̄𝑈† (0) = �̂�

†
Ω (0) = 1, we end

up with

�̂� (𝜏) = �̂� (𝜏)�̂�1
ˆ̄𝑈 (𝜏)�̂�Ω (𝜏)�̂�3 (𝜏)�̂�†

1 �̂�
† (0) (77)

being the total time evolution in the initial picture, cf. Eq. (37).
Inserting 𝜏𝜋 = 𝜋 (𝜏𝜋/2 = 𝜋/2) for the duration of a 𝜋-pulse
(𝜋/2-pulse) we obtain the generalized 𝜋-pulse and 𝜋/2-pulse
operators:

�̂�𝜋 =

(
�̂�𝜋,𝑒𝑒 �̂�𝜋,𝑔𝑒

�̂�𝜋,𝑒𝑔 �̂�𝜋,𝑔𝑔

)
and �̂� 𝜋

2
=

(
�̂� 𝜋

2 ,𝑒𝑒
�̂� 𝜋

2 ,𝑔𝑒

�̂� 𝜋
2 ,𝑒𝑔

�̂� 𝜋
2 ,𝑔𝑔

)
(78)

with

�̂�𝜋,𝑒𝑒 = −i�̂� (𝜏)D̂ ˆ̄𝑈 (𝜋) sin
(
𝜈(P̂)
Ω(0)

)
D̂†�̂�† (0), (79a)
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�̂�𝜋,𝑔𝑒 = −i�̂� (𝜏)D̂ ˆ̄𝑈 (𝜋) cos
(
𝜈(P̂)
Ω(0)

)
�̂�† (0), (79b)

�̂�𝜋,𝑒𝑔 = −i�̂� (𝜏) ˆ̄𝑈 (𝜋) cos
(
𝜈(P̂)
Ω(0)

)
D̂†�̂�† (0), (79c)

�̂�𝜋,𝑔𝑔 = +i�̂� (𝜏) ˆ̄𝑈 (𝜋) sin
(
𝜈(P̂)
Ω(0)

)
�̂�† (0), (79d)

and

�̂� 𝜋
2 ,𝑒𝑒

=
1√
2
�̂� (𝜏)D̂ ˆ̄𝑈

( 𝜋
2

) [
cos

(
𝜈(P̂)√
2Ω(0)

)
−
√

2i sin

(
𝜈(P̂)√
2Ω(0)

) ]
D̂†�̂�† (0),

(80a)

�̂� 𝜋
2 ,𝑔𝑒

= −
i�̂� (𝜏)D̂ ˆ̄𝑈

(
𝜋
2
)

cos
(

𝜈 (P̂)√
2Ω(0)

)
�̂�† (0)

√
2

, (80b)

�̂� 𝜋
2 ,𝑒𝑔

= −
i�̂� (𝜏) ˆ̄𝑈

(
𝜋
2
)

cos
(

𝜈 (P̂)√
2Ω(0)

)
D̂†�̂�† (0)

√
2

, (80c)

�̂� 𝜋
2 ,𝑔𝑔

=
1√
2
�̂� (𝜏) ˆ̄𝑈

( 𝜋
2

) [
cos

(
𝜈(P̂)√
2Ω(0)

)
+
√

2i sin

(
𝜈(P̂)√
2Ω(0)

) ]
�̂�† (0).

(80d)

Recall the displacement operators �̂� (𝑡), Eq. (24), and D̂,
Eq. (48), and the time evolution operator ˆ̄𝑈 corresponding to
the mean Hamiltonian ˆ̄𝐻, Eq. (54). In the limit 𝑍𝑅 → ∞ (ac-
cordingly also 𝑤0 → ∞ due to the relation 𝑍𝑅 = 𝜋𝑤2

0/𝜆, where
𝜆 is the wavelength of the laser beam, and k = 𝛿𝑍𝑅e𝑍/𝑍2

𝑅 → 0)
they reduce to the well-known ideal 𝜋 and 𝜋

2 -pulse operators,
respectively,

�̂�𝜋,ideal =

(
0 −i
−i 0

)
, �̂� 𝜋

2 ,ideal =
1√
2

(
1 −i
−i 1

)
, (81)

i.e. the plane wave solution of the previous section where the
COM momentum P̂ has no effect on the E1-M1 transitions.

1. Discussion of the Generalized 𝜋 and 𝜋/2-Pulse Operators

Comparing the generalized 𝜋 and 𝜋/2-pulse operators, Eqs. (79)
and (80), with the ideal operators, Eq. (81), one can observe
some additional effects due to the finite pulse time and the
position dependency of the intensity of a Gaussian laser beam:
a. Additional momentum kicks and branch-dependent phase
The displacement operators D̂ and D̂† correspond to a transfer
of momentum ±ℏk = ±ℏ𝛿𝑍𝑅e𝑍/𝑍2

𝑅 and to an imprinting of
a branch-dependent phase Φ(𝑍0) = ∓𝛿𝑍𝑅𝑍0/𝑍2

𝑅, i.e. the
transitions from ground to excited state and vice versa are
accompanied by small additional momentum kicks and phase
shifts. Note, that although there are displacement operators
present in the terms �̂�𝜋,𝑒𝑒 and �̂� 𝜋

2 ,𝑒𝑒
, i.e. the atoms remaining

Table II. Electric (E1) and magnetic (M1) dipole matrix elements,
wavelength for the excitation scheme 𝜆 and E1-M1 two-photon Rabi
frequencies for typical atoms used in atom interferometry. The laser
intensity is 6 × 106 W/m2.57,58

Atom E1/𝑒𝑎0 M1/𝜇𝐵 𝝀 (nm) 𝛀 (Hz) 𝑡𝜋/2 = 𝜋/(2Ω) (ms)

Yb 0.54116 √
2116 1157117 15057,58 10.47

Sr 0.15118 √
2119 1397120 52.857,58 29.75

in the excited state during the laser pulse, the momentum of
the atom is identical before and after the pulse. There is only a
momentum shift occuring during the interaction with the laser.
b. Action of ˆ̄𝑈 (𝜏) The time-evolution operator

ˆ̄𝑈 (𝜏) = exp

[
−i𝜏

ℏΩ(0)

(
P̂2

2𝑀
+ ℏ𝜈(P̂)

2
+ 𝑀𝑐2 − ℏ|Ω𝐸 |2

2Δ

)]
(82)

associated with the mean Hamiltonian, Eq. (54), corresponds
to a displacement −ℏ𝜏𝛿𝑍𝑅/(𝑀𝑍2

𝑅Ω(0)) in 𝑍-direction (recall
Eqs. (52) and (72)) and a laser phase. Recall that we chose the
overall detuning 𝛿 = −𝜔𝑘−𝜔 (−)

AC (0) so that the recoil frequency
𝜔𝑘 and the part of the mean AC Stark shift 𝜔 (+)

AC (0) correspond-
ing to the M1 transition in zeroth order is compensated in the
mean Hamiltonian. Furthermore, the first order of the mean
AC Stark shift vanishes for the TEM00 laser mode.
c. Additional branches The 𝜋 and 𝜋/2-pulses further con-
tain operators of the form sin

(
𝜉�̂�𝑧/ℏ

)
and cos

(
𝜉�̂�𝑧/ℏ

)
, i.e. a

splitting of the branches in opposite directions. Moreover, we
see that the 𝜋 and 𝜋/2-pulse operators do not transform all the
atoms to the appropriate internal state (in contrast to the ideal
case). Both, the 𝜋- and 𝜋/2-pulses lead therefore to a splitting
into four branches.
However, the order of magnitude of the displacements in space
during the pulse time, i.e. O(ℏ𝛿𝑍𝑅/(𝑍2

𝑅𝑀Ω(0))), is much
smaller than the displacement due to the momentum kick
which is of the order O(ℏ𝛿𝑍𝑅𝑇/(𝑀𝑍2

𝑅)), since Ω(0)𝑇 ≫ 1
(cf. Table II), and where 𝑇 is a characteristic time of the
interferometer sequence, e.g. 𝑇 = 𝑇4−𝑇2 in Fig. 5 or𝑇 = 𝑇3−𝑇2
in Fig. 6. Therefore we will neglect branch splitting from now
on and continue with the 𝜋- and 𝜋/2-pulse operators given by

�̂�𝜋 = −i�̂� (𝜏)
(

0 D̂ ˆ̄𝑈′ (𝜋)
ˆ̄𝑈′ (𝜋) D̂† 0

)
�̂�† (0), (83a)

�̂� 𝜋
2
=

1√
2
�̂� (𝜏)

(
ˆ̄𝑈′ ( 𝜋

2
) −iD̂ ˆ̄𝑈′ ( 𝜋

2
)

−i ˆ̄𝑈′ ( 𝜋
2
)
D̂† ˆ̄𝑈′ ( 𝜋

2
) )

�̂�† (0), (83b)

where

ˆ̄𝑈′ (𝜏) = exp

[
− i𝜏
ℏΩ(0)

(
𝑀𝑐2 + P̂2

2𝑀
− ℏ

|Ω𝐸 |2
2Δ

)]
(84)

is the time-evolution due to the mean Hamiltonian Eq. (54)
without the term inducing spatial translations since 𝛿𝑍𝑅 �̂�𝑧

𝑀𝑍2
𝑅Ω(0)

 ≪ 1. (85)
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V. EFFECTS ON THE INTERFEROMETER PHASE FROM
ADDITIONAL MOMENTUM KICKS

In this section we investigate the main finite pulse-time effects
for E1-M1 transitions, namely the falling of the atom during the
laser pulse and the additional momentum kicks, for UGR and
UFF tests using the interferometer schemes (A)49 and (B)52

(recall Sec. II). We assume ideal momentum kick operators

D̂𝑝 =
1√
2

ei𝑘𝑝 �̂� (86)

for the (magic) Bragg pulses (which should not be confused
with the recoils due to the E1-M1 pulses), i.e. momentum
transfer pulses that do not change the internal state, as well
as for the 𝜋 and 𝜋/2-pulses, see Eq. (83) in Sec. IV. The
evolution of the atom in the gravitational field from time 𝑇𝑘
to 𝑇𝑖 in between laser pulses in its ground/excited state can be
described via47,49,52

�̂� (𝑇𝑖 , 𝑇𝑘) =
∑︁
𝑛=𝑔,𝑒

e−
i
ℏ �̂�

(ME)
𝑛 (𝑇𝑖−𝑇𝑘 ) |𝑛⟩⟨𝑛| =

∑︁
𝑛=𝑔,𝑒

�̂�𝑛 (𝑇𝑖 , 𝑇𝑘) |𝑛⟩⟨𝑛| .

(87)

Since this Hamiltonian is diagonal in the internal states,
calculating the evolution during the free fall of the atoms
is particularly easy, and reduces to finding the time evolu-
tion operators �̂�𝑛 (𝑇𝑖 , 𝑇𝑘) corresponding to the Hamiltonian
�̂�

(ME)
𝑛 = 𝐻 (R̂, P̂; 𝑀𝑛). On the other hand, one could also use

the mass defect representation of the Hamiltonian �̂� (MD) and
calculate the evolution via �̂� (𝑇𝑖 , 𝑇𝑘) = e− i

ℏ �̂�
(MD) (𝑇𝑖−𝑇𝑘 ) which

is however much more complicated than rewriting the previous
result.
We assume further that the initial COM state |𝜓0⟩ of the atom
corresponds to a 𝐿2-normalized Gaussian wave packet

𝜓0 (P) =
exp

(
− 1

4 (P − P0)𝑇𝝈−1 (P − P0)
)

(2𝜋)3/4 det1/4 𝝈
, (88)

with covariance matrix 𝝈 = diag((Δ𝑝𝑥)2, (Δ𝑝𝑦)2, (Δ𝑝𝑧)2)
and mean momentum P0. We can thus describe the full initial
atomic state by a product state

|Ψ0⟩ = |𝜙i⟩ ⊗ |𝜓0⟩ , (89)

where |𝜙i⟩ is the initial internal state of the atom. Using the
exit port projection operator

Π̂exit = |𝜙f⟩⟨𝜙f | ⊗ Π̂(COM)
exit , (90)

the measured intensity in the respective exit port (excited or
ground state) is then described by

𝐼𝜙f = ⟨𝜓0 |
[
⟨𝜙f |Π̂ (COM)

exit �̂�tot |𝜙i⟩
]†

⟨𝜙f |Π̂ (COM)
exit �̂�tot |𝜙i⟩|𝜓0⟩ ,

(91)

where

⟨𝜙f |Π̂ (COM)
exit �̂�tot |𝜙i⟩ = �̂�𝑙,𝜙i𝜙f + �̂�𝑢,𝜙i𝜙f (92)

is the sum of the evolution operators along the lower and the
upper branches leading to the exit port of the interferometer
characterized by the internal state |𝜙f⟩ and the projector Π̂ (COM)

exit
on the COM degrees of freedom corresponding to the exit port.

A. UGR Tests Using Superpositions of Internal States

In the interferometer scheme (A)49 the atoms entering the
interferometer in the ground state are divided into two branches,
and in the middle segment a Doppler-free 𝜋/2-pulse is applied
simultaneously on both branches to get a 50:50 superposition
of excited and ground state atoms, i.e. the initialization of an
atomic clock. However, considering finite pulse-time effects

FIG. 5. Interferometer scheme (A) of Roura49 in the freely falling
frame modified by finite pulse-time effects during the E1-M1 𝜋

2 -pulse.
Initially the atomic wave packet is prepared in the ground state |𝑔⟩
(green) before being diffracted by (magic) Bragg pulses at times
𝑇0, 𝑇1, 𝑇3 and 𝑇4. During each of the Bragg diffraction light pulses
(red) the momentum of the atoms changes only for parts of the atoms.
At all but the first Bragg pulse some of the atoms are not diffracted
along the branches of the interferometer and hence do not propagate
into the exit port. We do not illustrate these additional paths for clarity.
At time 𝑇2 an E1-M1 pulse of duration 𝑡 𝜋

2
at time 𝑇2 (violet pulse and

shading) initialized a delocalized supersposition of ground (green) and
excited state (blue) on both branches. Additional momentum kicks ℏk
originating from the optical potentials acting during the transition at
time 𝑇2 lead to an additional spatial delocalization of the clock states
along the interferometer branches (illustrated unrealistically large). At
the end of the interferometer this kick-induced delocalization along the
branches between the clock states leads to slightly displaced detection
locations for the ground (green) and excited state (blue) atoms.

and the fact that the E1-M1 transitions are not Doppler-free
anymore originating from the position dependency of the
Rabi frequency, the modified trajectories of this interferometer
are shown in Fig. 5. Nevertheless, we can still measure the
intensity in the ground state and the excited state exit ports.
Describing the evolution along the lower and upper trajectories,
respectively, by

�̂�𝑙,𝑔𝑔 =
1
2
D̂†

𝑝�̂�𝑔 (𝑇4, 𝑇3)D̂𝑝�̂�𝑔 (𝑇3, 𝑇2 + 𝑡 𝜋
2
)�̂� 𝜋

2 ,𝑔𝑔
�̂�𝑔 (𝑇2, 𝑇0),

(93a)
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�̂�𝑢,𝑔𝑔 =
1
2
�̂�𝑔 (𝑇4, 𝑇2 + 𝑡 𝜋

2
)�̂� 𝜋

2 ,𝑔𝑔
�̂�𝑔 (𝑇2, 𝑇1)D̂†

𝑝�̂�𝑔 (𝑇1, 𝑇0)D̂𝑝 ,

(93b)

which leads to

�̂�
†
𝑙,𝑔𝑔�̂�𝑙,𝑔𝑔 = �̂�†

𝑢,𝑔𝑔�̂�𝑢,𝑔𝑔 =
1

32
, (94)

the intensity in the ground state exit port is given by

𝐼𝑔 =
1

16
+ ⟨𝜓0 |

(
�̂�†
𝑢,𝑔𝑔�̂�𝑙,𝑔𝑔 + h.c.

)
|𝜓0⟩

=
1
32

[
2 +

(
V𝑔eiΔ𝜙𝑔 + c.c.

)]
, (95)

where we defined the visibility V𝑔 and the phase difference
Δ𝜙𝑔 in the ground state exit port. Analogously we obtain for
the excited state exit port the lower and upper branch evolution
operators,

�̂�𝑙,𝑔𝑒 =
1
2
D̂†

𝑝�̂�𝑒 (𝑇4, 𝑇3)D̂𝑝�̂�𝑒 (𝑇3, 𝑇2 + 𝑡 𝜋
2
)�̂� 𝜋

2 ,𝑔𝑒
�̂�𝑔 (𝑇2, 𝑇0),

(96a)

�̂�𝑢,𝑔𝑒 =
1
2
�̂�𝑒 (𝑇4, 𝑇2 + 𝑡 𝜋

2
)�̂� 𝜋

2 ,𝑔𝑒
�̂�𝑔 (𝑇2, 𝑇1)D̂†

𝑝�̂�𝑔 (𝑇1, 𝑇0)D̂𝑝 ,

(96b)

leading to the intensity in the excited state exit port

𝐼𝑒 =
1

16
+ ⟨𝜓0 |

(
�̂�†
𝑢,𝑔𝑒�̂�𝑙,𝑔𝑒 + h.c.

)
|𝜓0⟩

=
1

32

[
2 +

(
V𝑒eiΔ𝜙𝑒 + h.c.

)]
(97)

with the visibility V𝑒 and the phase difference Δ𝜙𝑒 in the
excited state exit port. Inserting the Gaussian wave packet from
Eq. (88) we can calculate the visibility and the phase

V𝑔 = 1, Δ𝜙𝑔 =
1
2
𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇 (𝑇4 + 𝑇3 − 𝛿𝑇) + 𝜖

2
𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝑡 𝜋

2
𝛿𝑇

(98)

in the ground state exit port and (𝛿𝑍0 (𝑇𝑖) being the branch
separation at time 𝑇𝑖)

V𝑒 = exp

(
−
𝑘2
𝑝𝜖

2Δ𝑝2
𝑧𝛿𝑇

2

2𝑀2

)
= 1 +O

(
𝜖2

)
,

Δ𝜙𝑒 =
1
2
𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇 (𝑇4 + 𝑇3 − 𝛿𝑇) − ℏ𝑘𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇

𝑀
+ 𝛿𝑍𝑅𝛿𝑍0 (𝑇2)

𝑍2
𝑅

+ 𝜖

(
ℏ(𝑘 + 𝑘 𝑝)𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇

2𝑀
− 1

2
𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇 (𝑡 𝜋

2
+ 2𝑇2)

)
(99)

for the excited state exit port, and where we expanded everything
up to the first order in 𝜖 = Δ𝑀/𝑀 . Accordingly, the visibility
is one to our order in the approximations for both channels.

The differential phase is then given by

Δ𝜙− (𝑇2) =Δ𝜙𝑔 − Δ𝜙𝑒

=
ℏ𝑘𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇

𝑀
− 𝛿𝑍𝑅𝛿𝑍0 (𝑇2)

𝑍2
𝑅

− 𝜖

(
ℏ(𝑘 + 𝑘 𝑝)𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇

2𝑀
− 𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇 (𝑡 𝜋

2
+ 𝑇2)

)
,

(100)

where we still observe finite pulse-time effects, i.e. the terms
containing the additional momentum kick ℏ𝑘 and the 𝜋/2 pulse
time 𝑡 𝜋

2
. However, the double differential phase, i.e. the

difference of the differential phase, Eq. (100), with different
initialization times of the atomic clock 𝑇2, is given by

Δ𝜙− (𝑇2) − Δ𝜙− (𝑇2 + 𝜏) = −𝜖𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇𝜏. (101)

Note that the branch separations at the clock initialization are
the same, i.e. 𝛿𝑍0 (𝑇2) = 𝛿𝑍0 (𝑇2 + 𝜏). Therefore, the finite
pulse-time effects cancel each other between different runs of
the experiment to the leading order in the expansion parameters.

B. UGR and UFF Tests Without Superposition

The interferometer scheme (B)52 does not require superposi-
tions of different internal states but a change of the internal state
in the middle segment, i.e. a recoilless 𝜋-pulse. Again, we need
two runs of the experiment: one with the initial ground state and
one with the initial excited state. We found in Sec. IV A that the
E1-M1 transitions are not perfectly recoilless for realistic beam
shapes and finite pulse times. Likewise, the interferometer
scheme in this section is modified by additional momentum
kicks during the 𝜋-pulses, see Fig. 6.
We can calculate the final intensity analogously to the previous
section and set 𝑇3 − 𝑇2 = 𝑇4 − 𝑇1 = 𝑇 , so that we obtain the
visibilities and phases

V𝑔 = 1, Δ𝜙𝑔 = 2𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇
(
𝛿𝑇 + 𝑇 + 𝜖𝑇

)
(102)

for an initial ground state and

V𝑒 = 1, Δ𝜙𝑒 = 2𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝛿𝑇
(
𝛿𝑇 + 𝑇 − 𝜖𝑇

)
(103)

for an initial excited state. For this interferometer scheme
we find that the final pulse-time effects cancel each other
already in the non-differential phase due to the symmetry
of the interferometer. The results52 can thus be reproduced
immediately, i.e. the differential signals read

Δ𝜙+ = Δ𝜙𝑔 + Δ𝜙𝑒 = 4𝑔𝑘 𝑝 (𝛿𝑇 + 𝑇)𝛿𝑇, (104a)
Δ𝜙− = Δ𝜙𝑔 − Δ𝜙𝑒 = 4𝜖𝑔𝑘 𝑝𝑇𝛿𝑇, (104b)

separating the effects of UFF and UGR.

VI. CONCLUSION

Very-large baseline atom interferometry is built upon exploiting
the beneficial scaling of the interferometer signal in terms of the
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Interferometer scheme (B) of Ufrecht et al.52 in the freely
falling frame for different initial states of the atoms. Panel (a)
showcases the interferometer sequence with the atoms initially and at
detection in the ground state |𝑔⟩. Panel (b) shows the corresponding
sequence with atoms initially and at detection in the excited state |𝑒⟩.
The E1-M1 𝜋-pulses of duration 𝑡𝜋 are indicated by the violet lasers
and subsequent violet shading after the beginning of the pulses at times
𝑇2 and 𝑇3. We exaggerated the separation between the momentum-
kick pulses and the E1-M1 pulses as well as the effect of the modified
momentum kicks ±ℏk due to the additional optical potentials acting
during the finite-duration E1-M1 transitions starting at times 𝑇2 and
𝑇3 for better visualization.

enclosed space-time area. However, due to the resulting long
free-fall and interaction times, imperfections and perturbations
act over much longer timescales and even small, accumulated
effects can lead to a loss of visibility in the interference pattern
in such devices. In case of (local) magnetic and gravitational
field gradients121,122 these effects have to be studied in detail for
upcoming large baseline setups in addition to the already avail-
able results for e.g. gravity gradients or rotations4,90,92,123–125.
In this spirit, our paper may be regarded as an extension of
such studies to the case of E1-M1 transitions in quantum clock
interferometry, performed under realistic conditions arising in
large baseline atomic fountains.
Following the recent proposals of Roura49 and Ufrecht et al.52

for LPAI schemes that are sensitive to UGR and UFF tests,
we have investigated recoil-less clock transitions mediated by
E1-M1 processes. For this purpose, we took into account
the fully quantized atomic degrees of freedom, including the
quantized – and possibly delocalizing – COM motion as well
as the intern-extern coupling/mass defect. As a simple starting

point we considered electromagnetic plane waves in a 𝜎+- 𝜎−
polarization scheme such that the atom absorbs two counter-
propagating field excitations. However, since the M1 transitions
are much weaker than E1 transitions in typical atoms one
needs quite large laser intensities and still long pulse times
in an interferometer scheme containing E1-M1 transitions.
Accordingly, finite pulse-time effects need to be included for a
precise modeling. After an adiabatic elimination procedure we
found that the internal atomic dynamics yield standard Rabi
oscillations, where the COM dependency drops out due to the
fields having a constant intensity in space.
Further, we also took into account that a realistic laser beam
has a spatially dependent intensity, i.e. the Rabi frequencies
become position dependent. Here we considered the case of an
atom falling through a general laser beam with arbitrary spatial
coupling and finite pulse times, and provided an expression
for the dynamics of such an atom. In the exemplary case of a
Gaussian laser beam, we derived 𝜋 and 𝜋/2-pulse operators
that generalize the standard expressions. In particular, our
results show as the dominant effect additional momentum kicks
±𝛿𝑍𝑅ℏ/𝑍2

𝑅e𝑍 and an imprinting of a branch-dependent phase
Φ(𝑍0) = ∓𝛿𝑍𝑅𝑍0/𝑍2

𝑅 and a splitting of the branches to the
next order. As one would expect, these expressions reduce then
to the idealized operators when we neglect the laser profile and
assume a strictly localized atomic COM wave function.
It is important to emphasize that the laser inhomogeneities
result in corrections to the idealized plane-wave model already
for very localized atomic wave packets. In the case of atomic
clouds that are suffering from strong dispersion, e.g. for long
interferometer times or strong atom-atom interactions, the
assumption of large scale separation between atomic and laser
extension no longer holds, and the efficiency of optical pulses
is expected to be reduced even further; cf. for instance the
efficiency of a Bragg beam splitter with two E1 transitions.126

Finally, we returned to the initial question of the paper and
applied our results for the leading order finite pulse-time effects,
i.e. the additional momentum kicks, to the proposed UGR and
UFF tests of Roura, scheme (A)49, and Ufrecht et al., scheme
(B)52. In both cases we derived the interferometer phases of
the modified schemes and found that the additional momentum
kicks are canceling each other out to leading order in the
respective signal of interest. In the interferometer scheme (B)52

these effects cancel out already in the non-differential phase
due to symmetry, while in the interferometer scheme (A)49

they are only canceled out in the double-differential phase.
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K. Hammerer, “Ab initio quantum theory of mass defect and time dilation
in trapped-ion optical clocks,” Phys. Rev. A 106, 032803 (2022).

85C. E. Wood and M. Zych, “Quantized mass-energy effects in an unruh-dewitt
detector,” Phys. Rev. D 106, 025012 (2022).

86C. E. Wood and M. Zych, “Composite particles with minimum uncertainty
in spacetime,” Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 013049 (2021).

87P. Storey and C. Cohen-Tannoudji, “The Feynman path integral approach to
atomic interferometry. A tutorial,” J. Phys. II France 4, 1999–2027 (1994).

88H. Kleinert, Path Integrals in Quantum Mechanics, Statistics, Polymer
Physics, and Financial Markets (World Scientific Publishing Company,
Singapore, 2009).

89S. Kleinert, E. Kajari, A. Roura, and W. P. Schleich, “Representation-free
description of light-pulse atom interferometry including non-inertial effects,”
Phys. Rep. 605, 1–50 (2015).

90C. Ufrecht, “Generalized gravity-gradient mitigation scheme,” Phys. Rev. A
103, 023305 (2021).

91E. Giese, W. Zeller, S. Kleinert, M. Meister, V. Tamma, A. Roura, and W. P.
Schleich, “The interface of gravity and quantum mechanics illuminated
by Wigner phase space,” in Atom Interferometry (IOS Press, 2014) pp.
171–236.

92A. Roura, W. Zeller, and W. P. Schleich, “Overcoming loss of contrast in
atom interferometry due to gravity gradients,” New J. Phys. 16, 123012
(2014).

93M. Zimmermann, “Interference of matter waves: branch-dependent dynam-
ics, the Kennard phase, and T3 Stern-Gerlach interferometry,” Universität
Ulm (2021), 10.18725/OPARU-39705.

94J. Jenewein, S. Hartmann, A. Roura, and E. Giese, “Bragg-diffraction-
induced imperfections of the signal in retroreflective atom interferometers,”

Phys. Rev. A 105, 063316 (2022).
95J.-N. Kirsten-Siemß, F. Fitzek, C. Schubert, E. M. Rasel, N. Gaaloul,

and K. Hammerer, “Large-Momentum-Transfer Atom Interferometers with
𝜇rad-Accuracy Using Bragg Diffraction,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 033602
(2023).

96S. Sarkar, R. Piccon, S. Merlet, and F. P. dos Santos, “Simple and robust
architecture of a laser system for atom interferometry,” Opt. Express 30,
3358–3366 (2022).

97T. Zanon-Willette, F. Impens, E. Arimondo, D. Wilkowski, A. V.
Taichenachev, and V. I. Yudin, “Robust quantum sensors with twisted-light
fields induced optical transitions,” (2023), arXiv:2306.17620 [physics.atom-
ph].

98K.-P. Marzlin and J. Audretsch, ““freely” falling two-level atom in a running
laser wave,” Phys. Rev. A 53, 1004–1013 (1996).

99A. Bott, F. Di Pumpo, and E. Giese, “Atomic diffraction from single-photon
transitions in gravity and Standard-Model extensions,” AVS Quantum
Science 5, 044402 (2023).

100F. Bloch, “Nuclear induction,” Phys. Rev. 70, 460–474 (1946).
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