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We perform a comparative study of the phase noise induced in the lasers used for Bragg diffraction in
a Bose-Einstein condensate based quantum gravimeter where the Bragg beams are generated using two
different configurations. In one of the configurations, the Bragg beams that form the moving optical lattice
are generated using two different acousto-optic modulators. In the second configuration, the Bragg beams
are generated using a single acousto-optic modulator carrying two phase locked frequencies. The second
configuration shows a suppression of phase noise by a factor of 4.7 times in the frequency band upto 10 kHz,
the primary source of noise, which is the background acoustic noise picked up by optical components and the
optical table. We report a sensitivity of 99.7 µGal/

√
Hz for an interferometric time of 10 ms.

INTRODUCTION

Atom Interferometers (AI) have shown to be a promis-
ing tool in precision measurement over an Optical In-
terferometer(OI). Theoretically, the atom interferome-
ter’s sensitivity is about ten orders of magnitude larger
than the optical interferometer1 due to the rest-mass of
the interfering atoms compared to photons. In the last
three decades, the source of atoms for an AI moved on
from a beam of hot atoms to a cloud of cold atoms2–4for
increased sensitivity. At present, AI using cold atoms
has been successfully demonstrated for utilization in
gravimetry5–7, magnetometry8,9, rotation sensing10,11,
inertial navigation12,13, measurement of fundamental
constants14,15 and tests of general relativity16,17. Over
the last two decades, significant advancements have been
made in the practical application of these AI based quan-
tum sensors18–20

AI, based on cold atoms is limited by the coherence
length of atoms leading to degradation of fringe contrast
in the interference signal21 which finally decreases the
sensitivity of the system. AI based on Bose-Einstien Con-
densate (BEC) have been shown to lead to higher con-
trast owing to the larger brightness and coherence length
of BECs. The BEC’s high number density is a concern
for precision measurement as it introduces interaction-
induced dephasing due to mean-field energy22. This can
be avoided by providing sufficient time of flight before
the interferometric pulse sequence is initiated, whereby
the mean field interaction becomes negligible23. For the
measurement of absolute gravity, BEC based atom in-
terferometers have been shown to be as accurate as con-
ventional cold atom based interferometers. Atom chip
based BEC AI even can potentially reduce the electronic
and optical complexity24 and have shown accuracies be-
low sub−µGal (1Gal = 10−2m/s2)24. There have been
continuous efforts worldwide to reduce its size, weight
and power for transportability on ground as well as for
deployment in space.

a)Electronic mail: Electronic mail: umakant.rapol@iiserpune.ac.in

The majority of AI systems based on Bose-Einstein
condensates (BECs) necessitate intricate optical config-
urations for system realization. These configurations in-
troduce phase noise, which can be mitigated through the
implementation of passive and active isolation systems24,
or via the utilization of optical phase-locking loop tech-
niques (OPLL)25. Here, we report the implementation
of two configurations for generating Bragg beams on a
BEC based AI to measure the gravity using 87Rb24,26,27

and made a comparative analysis of the phase noise re-
duction. Conventionally two separate AOMs are used
to realize the Bragg beams required for AI25. In this
work we achieved a significant reduction of phase noise
using a single AOM28 which reduces the optical com-
plexity in comparison to the conventional method. By
utilizing this approach, the Bragg beams and its associ-
ated pulses, carrying both frequencies, shared the same
optical path, including mirrors, and optics. As a result,
it mitigated the phase noise by significantly reducing the
common mode. This reduction in common-mode phase
noise proved to be highly effective, enabling us to extend
the interferometric time to more than 10 ms, a task that
was challenging with the two distinct AOM configura-
tions in our setup. Furthermore, we characterized this
reduction of noise by carrying out detailed study of the
phase noise in both the configurations25.

I. QUANTUM GRAVIMETER

A. Measurement Principle

The operation of an atom interferometer relies on spa-
tial manipulation of the atomic wavepacket to achieve
the interferometric fringe signal. This manipulation is
usually achieved using laser light arranged in different
configurations. Some of the commonly used techniques
are Bragg diffraction, Bloch oscillations and Raman
diffraction29,30. In an atom interferometer the atomic
wavepacket is to be split and recombined using optical
’beam splitters’ and ’optical mirrors’ that change the
momentum of the atomic wavepacket. In our gravime-
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of BEC based atom interfer-
ometer for gravimetry and its space time trajectories.The
diagram represent the formation of BEC at the center of
the magneto-optical trap which is realized in a hybrid
trap using a dipole trap and the magnetic field. The
BEC is allowed to free fall in the absence of the trap
potential and allowed to evolve under the interferomet-
ric pulses. The green dashed lines represent the three
consecutive interferometric pulses for the realization of
Mach-Zehnder interferometer with BEC. Figure adapted

from our previous work20.

ter, we utilize the technique of Bragg diffraction, which
is extensively described in references31,32. This technique
involves coupling two momentum states, namely p0 and
p0 + 2nℏk (where p0 is the initial momentum of BEC, k
is the wave number of light and n is the order of Bragg
transition) through a two-photon stimulated process33.
We perform the AI in Mach-Zehnder (π/2− π − π/2)
configuration31 where π/2 pulse acts as beam splitter and
π pulse is used as mirrors34. A brief experimental proce-
dure is shown in Figure 1 based on references26,27,35. In
order to enable atomic gravimetry, one can introduce two
counter-propagating or co-propagating beams that create
a moving optical lattice i.e. Bragg beams which can be
realised with beams of variable frequency components f
and f + δf. In the absence of any external force on atoms,
the relative acceleration between the moving optical lat-
tice and atoms remains uniform, the paths followed by
the atoms during the interferometer will be identical, re-
sulting in a zero phase contribution. Consequently, in the
presence gravitational force on atoms, the overall phase
shift will be proportional to the uniform acceleration gen-
erated by the interaction between light and atoms, as
described in reference as27:

Φ = n(ϕ1 − 2ϕ2 + ϕ3) = 2nk.gT2 (1)

Here, the optical phases ϕ1, ϕ2 and ϕ3 represents the in-
teractions of atoms with Bragg pulses, n corresponds to
the Bragg order, and T signifies the interferometric time
of the atom interferometer (AI). Scanning the phase of fi-
nal π/2 pulse , we observe oscillation in the population of
both momentum order, and the resulting signal exhibits
to:

P = N(1 + Ccos(Φ))/2 (2)

where N is the population of atoms and C is the contrast
of signal. The fundamental concept of measuring gravity
is to balance the phase difference imparted to the atoms
by gravitational acceleration and the Bragg AI pulses. As
freely falling atoms experience a time-dependent Doppler
shift with respect to the Bragg transition, the optical lat-
tice is accelerated by adjusting the frequency difference in
the lattice beam. The overall phase shift can be obtained
by scanning the lattice acceleration around the local grav-
ity which becomes as Φ = n(2k.gT2 − 2παT2) where α
is the sweep rate (also considered as frequency chirp) of
lattice. To determine the value of g, the value of α (say,
α0) will balance the gravity and overall phase shift Φ will
be zero, thus providing α0 = 1

π (k.g). To determine the
value of α0, one has to observe the interferometric signal
for at least three different interferogram time(T), and all
those interferometric signal have a common minima at
α0.

B. Noise Model of an Interferometer due to its optical
path

A typical or conventional atom interferometer using
Bragg-based principles is constructed with a heterodyne
optical setup36. This configuration involves splitting a
single beam into two separate paths and directing them
through two acousto-optic modulators (AOMs) with fre-
quencies f1 and f2 respectively. The resulting heterodyne
interferometric signal is detected and can be described
by the equation:

S(t) = A [1 + Ccos(2πfct + ϕn(t) + ϕ0)] (3)

where A represents the amplitude of the DC compo-
nent, C is the visibility or contrast, fc = f1 − f2 denotes
the heterodyne frequency, and ϕ0 represents the average
phase. The term ϕn(t) represents the phase noise induced
by acoustic, optical, and electronic components. To ex-
tract the phase noise, one utilizes the orthogonal demod-
ulation technique. This technique involves mixing S(t)
with a low-noise reference frequency using a lock-in am-
plifier. The lock-in amplifier mixes S(t) with sin(2πfct)
and cos(2πfct), followed by a low-pass filter to eliminate
undesirable higher frequencies. Consequently, Equation
3 can be modified as proposed in37 to include the respec-
tive noise model:

S(t) = A[1 + nm(t)][1 + C cos(2πfct + np(t) + ϕ0)] + na(t)
(4)
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where ϕn(t) is now represented as np(t) to account
for phase noise originating from the laser source, AOM
driver, and seismic vibrations. Additionally, na(t) ac-
counts for additive noise, including amplified sponta-
neous emission noise, quantization noise, and circuit
noise. Finally, nm(t) represents multiplicative noise,
which includes the amplitude noise of the optical pulse
caused by the AOM driver and the relative intensity noise
(RIN) of the laser. Our particular focus was on the noise
induced by the AOM and optical elements resulting from
acoustic vibrations.

C. Sensitivity Function

The sensitivity function gives the information regard-
ing the atom interferometer phase shift Φ due to infinites-
imal laser phase shift δϕ in the Bragg pulses and thus the
population measured at the interferometric outputs. The
sensitivity function gϕ(t) is defined as38:

gϕ(t) = lim
δϕ→0

δΦ(δϕ, t)

δϕ
=

2

sinΦ
lim
δϕ→0

δP(Φ, δϕ, t)

δϕ
(5)

The above relation can be replicated for an interferom-
eter both for beam splitters and mirrors as follows:

gϕ(t) = sin

(∫ t

t0

ΩR(t
′)dt′

)
(6)

where ΩR(t) is the Rabi frequency during the light-atom

1

T + 2 R

2

(2
f/

R ) 2

Frequency (Hz)

|H
2
f
|2

FIG. 2: Transfer function |H(2πf)|2 for a Mach-Zehnder
sequence π/2− π − π/2 with a Rabi frequency of 2π×5
kHz for an interferometeric time of 10 ms. n

T+2τR
rep-

resents the frequencies where the sensitivity diminishes,

where n is an integer and
√
3ΩR

6π corresponds to the cutoff
frequency for a finite duartion of Bragg pulses.

interaction in the interferometric sequence. The complete
value of gϕ(t) depends on the scheme one uses to perform

the interferometer. For a Mach-Zehnder interferometer
with three consecutive pulses of π/2 and π, we consider
the time origin at the middle of the second Bragg pulse.
Thus the sensitivity function can thus be read as for one
half of the sequence where τR is the duration of the bragg
pulse seperated by interferometeric time T:

gϕ(t) =


sin(ΩRt), 0 < t < τR
1, τR < t < T+ τR
− sin (ΩR(T− t)), T+ τR < t < T+ 2τR

(7)
Thus, the sensitivity function is used to determine the
interferometric phase shift Φ for an arbitrary Bragg phase
noise ϕ(t) as:

Φ =

∫ +∞

−∞
gϕ(t)dϕ(t) =

∫ +∞

−∞
gϕ(t)

dϕ(t)

dt
dt (8)

We establish the interferometer’s transfer function
in the Fourier domain H(ω) = H(2πf) = ωG(ω) where

G(ω) =
∫ +∞
−∞ e−iωtgΦ(t)dt is the fourier transform of the

sensitivity function defined as:

G(ω)=
4iΩR

ω2 − Ω2
R

sin

{
w(T + 2τR)

2

}
×
[
cos

{
w(T + 2τR)

2

}
+

ΩR

ω
sin

(
ωT

2

)] (9)

To assess how the laser phase noise affects the inter-
ferometer sensitivity, we thus defined the rms standard
deviation of the phase noise in the interferometer as:

(σΦ)
2 =

∫ +∞

0

|H(ω)|2SΦ(ω)dω (10)

where, Sϕ(ω) represents the power spectral density of
phase of the Bragg phase.
Hence, the transfer function was plotted in Figure 2

to analyze its behavior in relation to frequency. The
transfer function exhibits oscillatory patterns, providing
insights into the diminishing amplitude of repetitive re-
gions at frequencies given by f = n/(T + 2τR), where n
is an integer. This behavior indicates that the interfer-
ometer functions acts as a low-pass filter, with a cutoff
frequency defined as f =

√
3ΩR/6π. As the frequency

increases, the transfer function exhibits a trend propor-
tional to 2/(2πf/ΩR)

2, leading to a decrease in interfer-
ometric sensitivity.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

We create a BEC of 87Rb consisting of 5 × 104

atoms every 15 seconds in a dipole trap. The temper-
ature of the residual thermal component of the BEC
is measured to be less than 200 nK. The experimen-
tal setup is almost the same as in this reference39.
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FIG. 3: Schematic diagram of generation of Bragg beams and interferometric signal for two different configurations.
(a) Top figure depicts the block diagram of generation of Bragg pulses using two different AOMs driven by AFGs
which are phase locked using Rubidium atomic clock. The laser is locked to the Rubidium transition line which
is not shown in the diagram. PD: photodiode, SA: spectrum analyser, AFG: arbitary function generator. Bottom
figure shows the population oscillation of first order momentum state versus sweep rate in terms of acceleration for
interferometer time T = 3.4 ms. (b) Top figure depicts the block diagram of generation of Bragg pulses using single
AOM driven by AFG which are phase locked. Bottom figure which is adapted from our previous work20 shows the
population oscillation of first order momentum state versus sweep rate in terms of acceleration for interferometer time
T = 10 ms for single AOM configuration. Inset: Precise scanning of sweep rate along with the interferometric signal.

After turning off the dipole trap, we provide 2 ms
time of flight to reduce BEC’s mean-field effect on
AI. The laser used for realizing the optical lattice is
locked to the 52S1/2,F = 2 −→ 52P3/2,F

′ = 2, D2 tran-
sition at 780 nm. Since the BEC is prepared in the
52S1/2,F = 1,mF = −1 state, the laser is 6.8 GHz red-
detuned from the atoms’ accessible transition to suppress
spontaneous emission. Now, for operation as a gravime-
ter, we have introduced two different methods where a
vertical, linearly polarized light beam travelling through
two differnt Acousto-Optic Modulator (AOM) (ATM-
801A2) or a single Acousto-Optic Modulator (AOM),
which is driven by Arbitrary Function Generators (AFG)
(AFG3032C) phase-locked by Rubidium frequency stan-
dard (FS725) as shown in the Figure 3 (a) and 3 (b).
By employing the AFG to drive the AOM, we gain pre-
cise control over various parameters such as frequency,
sweep rate in frequency, and the phase of the lattice
beam. To drive the Bragg transition in 87Rb, the fre-

quency difference in lattice beam should be δf = 4nωR,
where n is the order of Bragg transition and ωR is recoil
frequency, and frequency difference is about 15 kHz in
our experimental setup for first-order Bragg transition.
But when the atoms are freely falling under gravity, the
Bragg transition condition gets modified because atoms
feel a time-dependent Doppler shift δd(t) = 2πα0t, where
α0 = ( 1π )(k.g) is a frequency chirp. The resonance condi-
tion for the Bragg transition is then transformed in lab-
oratory frame as δf = 4nωR + 2(k.g)t27. To compensate
for this Doppler shift, we apply a 25.078 MHz/s sweep
rate (determined by the approximate theoretical value of
g in Pune) in one of the lattice beams to keep the atoms
on resonance for the Bragg transition. For generating the
AI pulses (π/2− π − π/2) in the Mach-Zehnder configu-
ration, we have used square pulses with a pulse duration
of 50 µs for π/2 pulses and 100 µs for π pulse to drive
the first-order Bragg transition, and a time sequence has
shown in Figure 1 with a 1/e2 beam diameter of about
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2.5 mm. The typical power in each beam near the in-
terrogation site is about 1 mW. The effective Rabi fre-
quency corresponding to this beam intensity is calculated
as Ωeff = Ω1Ω2

2∆ ≃ 2π×5 kHz where Ω1 and Ω2 represent
the resonant Rabi frequencies of two Bragg beams,and
∆ denotes the detuning of the beams from the optical
transition.

Figure 3 represents the interference fringes obtained
from two different configurations. Figure 3 (a) inter-
ference signal is the first configuration involved the uti-
lization of two co-propagating laser beams diffracted by
AOMs operating at 80 MHz and 80.015 MHz to gener-
ate an optical lattice as illustrated in reference25 with-
out any active feedback locking technique. The interfer-
ence pattern exhibited an interferometric oscillation with
low contrast, resulting in a transfer efficiency of approxi-
mately ∼ 25% for an interferometric time of T = 3.4 ms.
This reduction in contrast or visibility was attributed to
phase noise induced by acoustic and sub-acoustic vibra-
tions coupled to the atomic system.

In the second configuration, a single AOM was em-
ployed, and dual frequencies of 80 MHz and 80.015 MHz
were introduced from two phase-locked AFGs, as il-
lustrated in Figure 3 (b). Notably, this configuration
demonstrated an improvement in contrast or visibility
compared to the previous method. Thus the graph de-
picts the population oscillation of p = 2ℏk as a function of
sweep rate in terms of acceleration, exhibiting a transfer
efficiency of approximately ∼ 50% for an interferometric
time of T = 10 ms. The inset figure provides a detailed
scan in relation to the sweep rate.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Phase Noise for different configuration

With a interferometric cycle time of approximately 2T
= 20 ms our interferometer is sensitive to fast noise con-
tribution Φnoise down to 50 Hz. It is important to note
that due to geometric limitations in our system, we were
unable to extend the interferometric experiments beyond
a 40 ms time of flight. The principal source of noise in
the measurement is the phase noise of the laser which in-
teracts with the atoms. This laser phase originates from
laser source and from the vibrations that shift the phase
fronts of the two co-propogating laser beams. Since in
our case we use Bragg beams which is originated from a
single laser source due to which the contribution due to
it is less compared to acoustic vibrations.

To evaluate the contribution of different configuration
we set the frequency difference between the lattice beam
at 15 kHz, the first order Bragg resonance for 87Rb. The
beat signal is logged at a sampling rate of 2.5 Giga sam-
ples per second for 2 ms with a record length of 5 million
points. A fourier transform of the logged data is coverted
into the power spectrum shown in Figure 4. The dashed
red line shows the power spectrum of configuration, as
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FIG. 4: The power spectral density of the Bragg beams
is examined for various configurations. In this analysis,
the dashed red line represents the configuration involving
two co-propagating laser beams diffracted from separate
AOMs as shown in Figure 3 (a), the dot-dashed green line
represents the configuration of Bragg beams diffracted
from seperate AOMs and coupled into a single fiber to
reduce the differential phase noise and the solid blue line
corresponds to the configuration utilizing a single AOM
as shown in the Figure 3(b), with a frequency resolution

of 500 Hz.

depicted in Figure 3 (a), exhibits power spectral den-
sity above -80 dBm for frequencies below 10 kHz well
above the single AOM configuration as shown in Figure
3 (b) which is depicted in solid blue line. The power
spectral density analysis was conducted with a frequency
resolution of 500 Hz. We also compared the beat signal
generated by two AOMs and coupled to a single fiber to
reduce the differential phase noise which is represented
as the dot-dashed green line.

Thus, the initial experimental setup, depicted in Fig-
ure 3 (a), resulted in lower interferometric signal due to
the presence of phase noise induced by vibrations, which
resulted in a constraint on the interferometric time due
to loss of contrast. And, remarkably, Figure 3 (b) demon-
strates a notable enhancement in both contrast and in-
terferometric signal when we transitioned to the config-
uration utilizing a single AOM.

We had also presented the phase noise spectrum for
single AOM configuration and double AOM output cou-
pled to a single fiber with a frequency resolution of 25
Hz. Notably, the single AOM configuration, represented
by the blue line in Figure 5, achieves a significant sup-
pression of residual phase noise by two orders of mag-
nitude around 800 Hz. The calculated integrated phase
noise in the Bragg pulse within the frequency range upto
10 kHz from Equation 10 for single AOM configuration,
measures 10 mrad/shot, while for the dual AOM configu-
ration coupled to a single fiber amounts to 47 mrad/shot.
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B. Stability of the gravity measurement

To justify the resolution of the determined gravity
value we performed the integration of the stability of the
experiment. The AI interferometer is operated for about
2 hours with a pulse seperation time of T = 10 ms for
cycle time of Tcycle = 17.98 s. Figure 6 depicts the time
series data in the form of Allan deviation of the popula-
tion of atom in first order. The phase noise for the atomic
interferometer with the better configuration is calculated
using an Allan deviation. This which is derived as the
square root of the Allan variance,

σ2
y(τ) =

1

2(M − 1)

M−1∑
i=1

(yi+1 − yi)
2 (11)

for a collections of M mean data points yi, acquired at
average interval τ . For this anlaysis, the data points

corresponds to the measured acceleration due to gravity
and the averaging time is expressed in units of runs that
corresponds to the 17.9 s duty cycle of the experiment.
Thus Allan deviation is a standard tool for assessing the
temporal characteristics of noise in precision measure-
ments.Hence, the Allan deviation serves as a common
tool for evaluating the temporal properties of noise in
precise measurements.

The measured short-term sensitivity of ultracold atom
interferometer is estimated to be 1360 µGal/

√
Hz which

is extrapolated to 1 second according to the white noise
behaviour as it scales as τ−1/2 where τ is the average time
of operation. The allan deviation decreases down to 99.7
µGal/

√
Hz for an integration time of 200 seconds.

For the given interferometric time of T=10 ms, we have
estimated the intrinsic sensitivity limit of the interferom-
eter as40:

(∆g/g)limit = σqpn.σg =
1

C
√
NgkeffT2

(12)

where (∆g/g)limit is the sensitivity of the system, σqpn

is the quantum projection noise, σg is the scaling factor
of the interferometer to changes in g and keff = 2k. The
calculated intrinsic sensitivity limit for T = 10 ms is ob-
tained to be around 56.7 × 10−8 for 50% contrast with
5× 104 atoms.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this study, we conducted a comparative analysis of
two different techniques employed in atom interferome-
try (AI) for measuring local gravitational acceleration.
Our approach involved utilizing a Mach-Zehnder mat-
ter wave interferometer, where Bragg diffraction of 87Rb
atoms in the Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) state was
employed. By implementing the one AOM configuration
instead of the conventional method, we successfully re-
duced the phase noise in our system. As a result, we
were able to extract the fringe visibility or contrast for
the atom interferometer. The sensitivity of our system
was determined to be 99.7 µGal/

√
Hz, at an integration

time of 200 seconds interval , with an interferometric time
of 10 ms. Furthermore, we demonstrated that the con-
ventional method, which involves splitting the beam and
passing it through two AOMs coupled into a single fiber
for noise cancellation, exhibited higher integrated phase
noise compared to the single AOM configuration. In sum-
mary, our findings highlight the efficacy of employing a
one AOM configuration to reduce phase noise, improve
fringe visibility, and enhance the overall performance of
the atom interferometer system for measuring local grav-
itational acceleration.
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