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In practical sensing tasks, noise is usually regarded as an obstruction to better performance and will degrade
the sensitivity. Fortunately, stochastic resonance (SR), a counterintuitive concept, can utilize noise to greatly
enhance the detected signal amplitude. Although fundamentally important as a mechanism of weak signal am-
plification, and has been continually explored in geological, biological, and physical science, both theoretically
and experimentally, SR has yet to be demonstrated in realistic sensing tasks. Here we develop a novel SR-based
nonlinear sensor using a thermal ensemble of interacting Rydberg atoms. With the assistance of stochastic
noise (either inherently in the system or added externally) and strong nonlinearity in the Rydberg ensembles,
the signal encoded in a weak MW field is greatly enhanced (over 25 dB). Moreover, we show that the SR-based
atomic sensor can achieve a better sensitivity in our system, which is over 6.6 dB compared to a heterodye
atomic sensor. Our results show potential advantage of SR-based MW sensors in commercial or defense-related
applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rydberg atoms provide an ideal platform for linking sepa-
rated domains of electromagnetic waves: the radio frequency
range and optical radiation, due to their large electric dipole
moment between Rydberg energy levels [1]. This distinct
property makes Rydberg atom technology a building blocks
in a wide variety of applications, such as microwave (MW)-
to-optical conversion [2, 3], terahertz imaging [4, 5], and MW
electrometry [6–11]. Up-to-date, most of the above applica-
tions utilize the linear response regime of the Rydberg atoms
to external fields. In the case of practical ambient sensing or
communication task, the atomic system will inevitably inter-
act with surrounding stochastic noise. In the linear response
regime, the noise and useful signal simultaneously enter the
system and make the output deteriorate in terms of reduced
efficiency or quality. Independent methods have been pro-
posed to suppress ambient noise, such as using a noise filter
or screening, at the expense of increasing the system’s com-
plexity.

Recently, there is growing evidence that the strong non-
linearity induced by many body effects in Rydberg atoms
may provide a novel method for enhanced sensing of exter-
nal parameters [12–14]. However, the pursuit of nonlinearity-
induced enhancement in metrology in practical sensing tasks
faces a variety of hurdles, as the continuous detection of ex-
ternal fields places stringent demands on the experimental ca-
pabilities of controlling and harnessing the non-equilibrium
dynamics of the Rydberg system in the presence of system-
atic or external noise.

Counterintuitively, harnessing the strong nonlinearity may
provide a novel method for reversing the negative effect of
noise in sensing tasks. More precisely, the atomic ensem-
ble will turn into a nonlinear thresholding device exhibiting
bistability, which will collaborate with the external or intrin-

sic noise, attaining signal-noise synchronization and a greatly
enhanced output signal amplitude. This phenomenon, termed
stochastic resonance (SR) [15–17], reveals the mechanics of
harnessing certain degree of noise in a specific nonlinear sys-
tem to improve the detection performance instead of hinder-
ing it, and has been widely applied in explaining certain phe-
nomenon in different time and spacial scales, such as geolog-
ical [18], biological [19–21], and physical science [22–25].
The conditions for a system to exhibit SR are well known and
fairly robust [15]. First among these is an energy threshold.
Second, there needs to be an applied subthreshold modulation,
which causes the system to cross the threshold with the assis-
tance of a source of noise. The above requirements can be
achieved using an ensemble of strongly interacting Rydberg
atoms, even at room temperature or higher working tempera-
ture, instead of carefully engineered systems.

In this work, we develop a novel MW sensor based on
strong nonlinearity induced SR in a rubidium vapor cell [26–
29]. By experimentally using a strong noisy MW field, we
can amplify the detected signal amplitude (encoded in a weak
MW field) over 25 dB compared with traditional sensor with a
linear response, which is also in good agreement with a quali-
tative model working in the approximation of mean field the-
ory [26]. Moreover, the advantages in MW detection of using
SR is demonstrated by an enhancement of 6.6 dB in sensi-
tivity compared to heterodyne atomic MW sensor in our sys-
tem. Our work shows the ability to overcome the negative
effect of sthochastic noise with the assistance of many body
interactions-induced strong nonlinearity, which paves the way
towards developing novel nonlinear and ambient atomic sen-
sors.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

00
27

3v
2 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
at

om
-p

h]
  2

 F
eb

 2
02

4



2

DM

PD

IF
Horn 

antenna

50D5/2

5P3/2

(c)

MW 2

780 nm

480 nm

51P3/2

MW2

MW1

5S
1/2

Rydberg 
atoms

(b)

480 nm

780 nm

(a)

Noise

Signal
Signal

Output

Output

Bistability

x1 x2

(d)

MW 1

FIG. 1. Conceptual and experimental scheme. (a,b) Conceptual scheme: (a) the output of a conventional sensor is linearly dependent
on the input signal contaminated by inherent noise; (b) a SR sensor can significantly enhance the amplitude of detected signal by externally
added white noise. (c,d) Experimental setup and energy level used for the SR experiments. The frequency of probe light (780 nm, horizontally
polarized) is stabilized to the transition 5S1/2(F = 2)↔ 5P3/2(F = 3), and overlapped with a counter propagating coupling laser (480.25
nm, horizontally polarized) resonant with the 5P3/2(F = 3)↔ 50D5/2 transition inside of the vapor cell contained in a 8× 8× 8mm3 glass
vapor cell heating at a temperature of 69◦C in a ceramic oven. Both lasers are locked to a high finesse cavity using Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH)
technique [31]. The microwave (MW) field contains two frequencies, labeled ”1” and ”2”, and can be tuned experimentally. The polarization
of the MW field is set to the same polarization with both lasers. Meaning of abbreviations: PD, Photoelectric detector; DM, dichroic mirror;
MW, microwave.

II. RESULTS

Figures 1(a,b) schematically illustrate the difference be-
tween the conventional and the SR-based MW sensor. In a
conventional sensors, the presence of noise will degrade the
output signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). In the case of SR sen-
sor, we consider a nonlinear system that exhibits bistability
(threshold), i.e., contains two experimentally accessible sta-
ble states (x1, x2), and generates distinguished output for the
two states. At specific conditions, critical responses of the
system state and a certain amount of perturbation on the sys-
tem might stimulate the transition between two states. The
combination of weak signal and certain input noise to the sys-
tem might effectively activate the transitions between the two
states and thus amplify the input signal. For instance, when a
weak periodic excitation with a strength below the threshold
is subjected to the system, the driving is too weak to stimu-
late the transition, and the system stays in one of the stable
states, the response of the system is just similar to the conven-
tional sensor. In contrast, with certain amount of externally
added stochastic noises, the inter-states transition occurs, and
can become synchronized with the weak input, resulting in
significantly enhanced detected signal.

Experimental setup. We realized the SR-based sensor
with Rydberg atom ensemble with the experimental setup
shown in Fig. 1(c). The Rydberg atom ensemble provides the
essential nonlinear optical medium for the microwave-optical
interface for optical detection of electric field measurement,
and also the nonlinearity for realizing the critical behavior
with respect to the microwave input. The Rydberg atoms are
realized with a vapor cell containing hot 87Rb atoms, with ex-
ternal weak probe light (780 nm) and strong coupling light
(480nm). The microwave signal near-resonant with Rydberg
states |50D5/2⟩ and |51P3/2⟩, and could effectively change the
atom’s susceptibility to the probe light, as shown by the en-
ergy level diagram in Fig. 1(d). Here, we use typically 2.8 µW
probe light for the experiments. Both laser are focused to a
1/e2 radius about 100 µm at the center of the cell. The sys-
tem dynamics is characterized by the probe light transmission
detected by a photoelectric detector (PD), T ∝ UPD. The mi-
crowave signal is coupled to the system through a horn an-
tenna.

Experimental demonstration of SR. Figure 2(a) illus-
trates the principle of the SR-based electrometry, we apply
both signal and noise to the variation in effective coupling
laser detunings. The transmission profile UPD(∆c) is a hys-
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FIG. 2. Experimental results for SR. In the following experimental results, the power of probe light and coupling light are set to 2.8 µW
and 146 mW, respectively, the detuning of the coupling light is set to around -56 MHz. The noise degree D is the standard variance of applied
modulation voltage on MW2, whose strength is 55.3 mV/cm and frequency is 17.247 GHz. The main results are shown as: (a) MW-induced
SR scheme. Both MW1,2 will introduce an effective frequency shift ∆ depending on their power. When a modulation is added on the amplitude
of MW, the effective loop shift will change according to the modulation voltage. The noise voltage (with controllable strength) is added to
the AM of strong MW2 and the sinusoidal signal is added to the AM of weak MW1. Without the noise, the effective ∆ induced by MW1
cannot push the Rydberg population going beyond the hysteresis loop window (threshold). The noise will enhance the amplitude of detected
sinusoidal signal with proper noise intensity. (b) time domain optical readout (detected by PD, in units of Volts) and probability distribution
around ”On”(x1) or ”Off” (x2) states (inset plot) for different noise degree (ranging from 0 to 0.4). (c) Corresponding Fourier transformation
of UPD, shown in units of dB V2/Hz. In (b,c), the modulation signal frequency is 59 Hz. The strength of MW1 is set to 5.5 and 4.4 mV/cm
in (b,c) and (d), respectively. (d) The signal gain η vs degree of noise D for different modulation frequency. The signal gain is defined as
η = 10log10[PD( f )/PD=0( f )]where PD( f ) denotes the peak value of the Fourier spectrum at f together with noise degree D. Solid lines
represent theoretical results (see Supplementary Materials). The error bars in (d) are the standard deviation in the 10 repeated measurements
with 1s integral time.

teresis loop, where ∆c is the coupling laser detuning. We re-
fer to the higher Rydberg population state as the ”On” state
(marked as x2) while the lower Rydberg population state as
the ”Off” state (marked as x1), corresponding to the two states
in SR model. Two MWs with frequencies at 17.047 GHz (la-
beled as ”1”, resonant) and 17.247 GHz (labeled as ”2”) are
combined and incident at the vapor cell, leading to an addi-
tional contribution to ∆′c due to AC-Stark shift. When both
MWs are switched on, we have ∆′c = ∆1+∆2+∆c, where ∆1,2
represents MW1,2-induced frequency shift. Here, the signal
and noise are provided by the variations in ∆1 and ∆2, re-
spectively, which are introduced by the amplitude modulation

(AM) of MW1,2 . Since the power of MW1 is weak, the co-
herent modulation of MW1 can not induce a effective shift
greater than the loop window, thus the periodic readout signal
will be the local oscillation in one of two stable states; when
introducing stochastic noise in the AM of MW2, the situa-
tion is completely different, the large fluctuations in effective
shift in ∆′c will exceed the threshold, and greatly enhance the
detected signal. More experimental details are shown in the
Supplementary Materials.

Experimentally, the steps to observing SR are as follows:
(i) switch on both MW fields and scan the coupling laser fre-
quency to observe hysteresis loop while locking the frequency
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FIG. 3. Experimental results for SR in MW sensing. In this part, the same experimental setup is used and a comparison between SR sensor
and heterodyne sensor is made. The previous MW1(2) is denoted by target (local) MW according with a heterodyne configuration where the
beat (δ f = 59Hz) signal between the two fields is detected. Only systematic noise is used instead of externally added modulation. (a) Sensing
applications adopting the heterodyning configuration. (b) For a better performance, we decrease the coupling power to Pc=127 mW. The
hysteresis loop window is nearly close (with a width of around 1 MHz), the local MW power is ELocal=11.0 mV/cm while scanning ∆c. (c)
Times series of PD readout and corresponding power density spectra for three different coupling detunings ∆c=-46.2, -54.0, and 26.0 MHz,
the target field strength is ETarget=391.4µV/cm.
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detection using SR (orange disks) vs non SR case (black and white
disks) shown with detected amplitude (a) and SNR (b). In (a), N1-N3
represent the noise strength obtained from the Fourier transformed
data. In (b) the SNR is calculated by R = 10log10[PD( f )/P̄D] where
PD( f ) is the peak value, P̄D is the estimated average power of noise
around f (noise at specific frequencies are not counted, such as 50
Hz), and the error bars in both (a) and (b) are the standard deviation
in the 10 repeated measurements with 1s integrating time. The values
of horizontal axis reads 20log10EMW (dB V/cm).

of the probe laser; (ii) lock the frequency of the coupling light
inside the window with the assistance of the reference cav-
ity; (iii) apply both a periodic signal s(t) = sin(2π× f t) to
the AM of MW1, and Guassian white noise to the AM of the
MW2 (EMW2=55.3 mV/cm). Here, the noise strength is quan-
tified by the standard variance D (in the units of V, and 1 V
corresponds to an AM depth of 100%) of the applied modula-
tion voltage. Figures 2(b,c) illustrate the experimental results
for SR with signal frequency f =59Hz with different noise
level. The voltage output of the detector (PD) as a time series
is stored digitally, and a fast Fourier transform is performed
on the data to obtain the power spectrum. For a better demon-
stration of SR, we set MW1 to 5.5 mV/cm, which is slightly
larger than later experiments. Figure 2 (b) shows the time se-
ries and residence distribution for different D. Each plot is
the result of tracked PD output for 0.4s with a sampling rate
of 50 kHz. When D is below the threshold (around 0.06 for
f =59 Hz), the residence distribution admits an approximately
Gaussian shape centering at one of the two states. As D is
increased beyond the threshold, signal-noise synchronization
takes place, and the residence distribution admits approxi-
mately two Gaussian shape centering at both the ”On” and
”Off” states. In the meantime, the line shape of two Gaussian
distribution broadens due to the enhanced inner-state motions.
These results clearly show the basic properties of SR that with
a properly amount of white noise, the sub-threshold period
signal is detected with the assistance of noise, the lose of
signal-noise synchronization happens at an exorbitantly high
noise level.
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The SR-based MW sensor is further characterized under
different frequencies and noise conditions. We set the
strength of MW1 to 4.4 mV/cm, and track the PD output
for various signal frequencies when increasing D from 0
to 0.6 V. The experimental results are shown in Fig. 2 (d).
In particular, the amplification η = 10log10[PD( f )/P0( f )]
at signal frequency f is plotted against D, together with a
theoretical analysis (solid lines) derived by regarding the
dynamics of the Rydberg population as a Brownian particle
inside a double well potential (see Supplementary Materials).

Applications in MW sensing. We now show how our non-
linear atomic sensor has an advantage in weak signal detection
in the presence of noise. We adopt a recently widely adopted
MW atomic sensor based on heterodyne technology [6, 32],
and compare the sensitivity gain of our new sensor with that
of a traditional heterodyne sensor. The principle of a hetero-
dyne atomic sensor is illustrated in Fig. 3 (a), which contains a
target MW field whose strength is to be detected and a strong
local MW field. The total field strength felt by the Rydberg
atoms can be written as ETotal = ELocal +ETarget cos(δ f t +φ)
where δ f and φ are the frequency and phase difference be-
tween the local and target MWs, resulting in the experimen-
tally detectable beat note of two fields. Here, we refer the
previous MW1,2 to as ”target” (”local”) in accordance with
the heterodyne method.

In ambient sensing tasks based on SR, we need to deal
with stochastic noise in the surroundings, and turn the neg-
ative effects of noise into positive ones by utilizing nonlin-
earity. In our laboratory, the effective noise strength (includ-
ing fluctuations of residual ground magnetic or electric fields)
is relatively small, thus we need to decrease the degree of
nonlinearity of Rydberg atoms to match the noise strength.
Figure 3 (b) shows the experimental hysteresis loop with lo-
cal MW switched on in the case of lower coupling power
Pc = 127 mW, where we can identify the width of the loop
window to be around 1 MHz, which is close to the critical
point in Rydberg system [33]. In this regime, stochastic noise
in laboratory environment start to dominate and lead to spon-
taneous transitions with ∆c set to a proper value inside loop
window [28, 34].

For a fair comparison, we use the same experimental condi-
tion for the implementation of different sensing methods. The
local MW, with a strength of 11.0 mV/cm, is set δ f = 59Hz
blue detuned to the target one(17.047GHz). We set ∆c =
−46.2MHz (inside the loop window) for SR-based sensing,
and ∆c = −54.0 and 26.0 MHz (larger slope) for compari-
son experiments with the heterodyne method. In Fig. 3 (c),
typical time domain signals and corresponding power spectral
density are shown for above three cases. It is clear that when
working in the SR regime, stochastic transitions between the
two stable states happens and can assists us in enhancing the
detection of a weak target field. Figs. 4(a,b) show the en-
hancement in detected signal amplitude (P) and SNR (R) for
different target powers, respectively. The detected optical sig-
nal amplitude in SR regime (a1) is amplified over 25 dB over

the two heterodyne cases (a2,a3). And the SNR is increased
by approximately 6.6 dB over the other two two case (b2,b3)
using heterodyne method. In the case that the detectable vari-
ation in optical signal is comparable to the PD readout noise,
SR will offer an enhancement in output SNR since the optical
signal is greatly amplified.

III. DISCUSSION

An SR-based nonlinear atomic MW sensor is experimen-
tally realized in a thermal ensemble of interacting Rydberg
atoms, which can continuously detect a MW field rather than
using the nonequilibrium dynamics around the critical point.
Experimentally, a significantly enhanced (over 25 dB at a
modulation frequency of 59 Hz) amplitude of optically de-
tected signal is observed, and some key features of SR have
been demonstrated. Moreover, an improved sensitivity (over
6.6 dB with respect to heterodye sensor) is demonstrated with
based on SR. The experimental results have shown that the
noise does not need to be inherently in the system but can
also be tuned and added externally. This can mark a paradigm
shift in future noisy signal processing and sensing design, and
is ready to be practically extended to devices used in commer-
cial or defense-related applications.

The demonstration of SR in Rydberg atomic systems is
exciting not only for its inherent physical interest but also
because it brings up the possibility of using it to enhance
signal processing and electric field sensing. In most atomic
sensing settings, the number of atoms and interaction vol-
ume play essential roles. In our current SR atomic sensor,
however, the home-built coupling laser power is limited to
200 mW, leading to a smaller beam waist shorter cell in
order to increase the Rabi frquency of coupling lasers and
match the Rayleigh length. The interaction volume are much
smaller due to the above reasons (around 450 times smaller
than that in Ref. [6]). We expect a sensitivity better than
100 nV/cm/

√
Hz with increased interaction volume and atom

numbers. The sensitivity of SR sensor based on hot atoms
is also limited by Doppler broadening, atom-atom collision
and transient noise. Quantum SR [35] utilizing the atom shot
noise, black body radiation, and the vacuum fluctuations of
MW fields, provides a potentially achievable sensitivity at the
level of several nV/cm/

√
Hz [36], when other technical noise

can be sufficiently suppressed.
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Supplementary Material for Nonlinearity-Enhanced Continuous Microwave Detection Based on
Stochastic Resonance

S1. MODELS

A. Effective potential

We now provide another understanding of SR in MW-Rydberg system by considering effective potential U for the Rydberg
system with order parameter as the Rydberg population ρrr. In particular, we treat each atom in the vapor as a two-level atom,
and there are interaction between light and atoms as well as many body interactions between atoms, electrons, or ions. Then the
Hilbert space of the whole atomic ensemble will be 2n-dimensional (n is the number of atoms), but it becomes quite difficult to
directly solve in such a large space. So we use the mean field theory (MFT) to simplify the formalism of many body interactions.
The Hamiltonian of the light-atom interaction model with the MFT under rotating wave approximation (RWA) is given by
[S26, S30]:

H =−∆h̄|r⟩⟨r|+ Ωh̄
2

(|g⟩⟨r|+ |r⟩⟨g|)−Vintρrrh̄|r⟩⟨r|, (S1)

where |g⟩ is the ground state and |r⟩ is the Rydberg state, ∆ is the detuning of light, Ω is the Rabi frequency, ρ is the density
matrix, Vintρrr is the effective detuning caused by the Rydberg interaction and the spontaneous ionization which dependent on
the atomic number density and the principle number of the Rydberg level. In the Eq(S1), the 1st term is the atom itself energy,
the 2nd term is the atom-light interaction term, the 3rd term is the Rydberg interaction term which comes from the MFT. The
master equation is given by:

ρ̇ =
1
ih̄
[H,ρ]+L (ρ), (S2)

where L (ρ) account for the incoherent decay caused by environments and the system. We can write the eq(S2) in number not
the operator:

ρ̇gr =−i
(

∆ρgr−
ρggΩ

2
+

ρrrΩ

2

)
−

(Γ+ γ)ρgr

2
, (S3)

ρ̇rr =−i
(

ρgrΩ

2
−

ρrgΩ

2

)
−Γρrr, (S4)

ρgg = 1−ρrr, (S5)
ρrg = ρ

∗
gr. (S6)

Here Γ is the decay rate from |r⟩ to |g⟩ which is mainly contributed by the spontaneous emission, γ is the decay of coherent term
which is caused by the other decoherence mechanics. Because of long lifetime of Rydberg atom and the enhanced dephasing
caused by Rydberg interaction [S37] and Doppler boarding, we make assumption that in the coherent terms (ρrg,ρgr) evolve
much faster than the population terms(ρrr,ρgg)which means the coherent terms quickly reaches equilibrium while the population
terms is still evolving i.e. γ ≫ Γ:

ρ̇rg = ρ̇gr = 0. (S7)

Combine Eqs.(S3)-(S7),we can get:

ρ̇rr =−ρrrΓ+
(Γ+ γ)(1−2ρrr)Ω2

(Γ+ γ)2 +4(∆+Vintρrr)
2 . (S8)

In the words of synergetics [S38], we refer ρrr to the order parameter of the system and other parameters are salved by ρrr. We
can define an effective potential Ueff for our system:

ρ̇rr =−
∂ Ueff(ρrr;Ω,∆)

∂ ρrr
, (S9)
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where Ueff(ρrr;Ω,∆) is the effective potential with order parameter ρrr. If we replace ρrr with the generalized position of a
Brownian particle x≡ ρrr and Γc = Γ+ γ , we have

Ueff(x) =−
Ω2(Vint +2∆0)

2V 2
int

arctan
2∆(x)

Γc

+
x2Γ

2
+

Ω2Γc

4V 2
int

ln
[
Γ

2
c +4∆

2(x)
]
.

(S10)

The above equation is the effective potential for a Brownian particle whose position x is determined the Rydberg population ρrr.
In our hot Rydberg system, we expect this effective potential can help us understand the physics of SR in a Rydberg atomic
system qualitatively.

B. General framework for SR in Rydberg system

From above section, we simplify the state of whole system to one single parameter(ρrr) and we know it’s evolution
form(eq(S8)), thus we can define an effective potential Ue f f for our system:

ρ̇rr =−
∂ Ueff(ρrr;Ω,∆)

∂ ρrr
, (S11)

Eq. (S10) implies that Ueff admit a asymmetric double well potential, and the corresponding two local minimums are the two
experimentally accessible stable states in SR. The presence of noise (through one of the parameters) injected to the system will
cause inter-well motions between the two stable states. Note that the potential is asymmetric which means the noise-induced
transitions W1→2 ̸=W2→1 for s(t) = 0. In our experiments, the noise is added to effective ∆c we consider only the first order of
ξ (t), i.e., we have

∆≈ ∆c +αrE2
0 [1+2ξ (t)] = ∆0 +ξ (t), (S12)

where ∆0 = ∆c +αrE2
0 , and ζ (t) = 2αrE2

0 ξ (t).
Now considering effective detuning induced by the periodic modulation s(t), we are ready to expand Eq. (S8) as

ẋ =−∂Ueff(x, ∆0)

∂x
+K s(t)− 8(2x−1)(Vintx+∆0)Γc

[Γ2
c +4∆2(x)]2

ξ (t). (S13)

Here s(t) = A0 cosωst, K = K(x,∆0,Ω) ∝ ΩMW1 is a coefficient, and the variance of the magnitude of ζ (t) is no larger than
4MHz. Since the strength of noise is also considered weak compared to many other parameters such as ∆0 and Vintxand the
coefficients of second and third order of ζ are smaller than the first order, we just drop them. We can further simplify the noise
parameter as the mean value around the local minimum. Since the overdamped motion of the Brownian particle in Ueff(x) in the
presence of noise and periodic forcing can be written as

ẋ =−∂Ueff(x)
∂x

+K s(t)+Dξ (t), (S14)

where D = D(x,∆0) can be obtained directly from Eq. (S13). Here A0 corresponds to both the modulation depth and MW1
strength.

We can further simplify the model to a two-state dynamics where the system is described by a discrete random dynamical
variable x that adopts two possible values x1 and x2. We assume that the probabilities for two states are n1(t) and n2(t), satisfying
n1(t)+n2(t) = 1. In the presence of noise with strength D, the master equation governing the evolution of n1(t) (and similarly
for n2(t) = 1−n1(t)), induced by purely the noise, reads

ṅ1(t) =−ṅ2(t) =W2(t)n2(t)−W1(t)n1(t), (S15)

where W1 and W2 denote the D-dependent Kramers escaping rate which can be expressed as

W1(t) =

√
|U ′′(x1)U ′′(xb)|

2π
exp

[
−U(xb)−U(x1)

D2

]
W2(t) =

√
|U ′′(x2)U ′′(xb)|

2π
exp

[
−U(xb)−U(x2)

D2

]
,

(S16)
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where x1,2 denotes the locations (Rydberg population) of two minimum potential and xb denotes the barrier location. We note
that xi satisfy ∂U/∂x = 0.

Following Eq. (S15), we have

n1,2(t) = g(t)
[

n1,2(t0)+
ˆ t

t0
W2,1(τ)g−1(τ)dτ

]
(S17)

g(t) = exp
(
−
ˆ t

t0
[W1(τ)+W2(τ)dτ]

)
. (S18)

Applying a weak periodic signal s(t) = A0 cosωst as in Eq. (S13), up to first order on its amplitude (assumed to be small) the
transition rates are periodically modulated, and can be expanded as

W1(t)≈ r1 + k1A0 cosωst

W2(t)≈ r2 + k2A0 cosωst,
(S19)

where r1,2 denotes the transition rate without the signal s(t), and k1,2 =
∂W1,2(t)

∂ s(t) |s(t)=0. By denoting r = r1 + r2 and k = k1 + k2,
We have W1(t)+W2(t) = (r1 + r2)+(k1 + k2)A0 cosωst = r+ kA0 cosωst, we can further express g(t) as

g(t) = exp
(
−
[

r(t− t0)+A0k
sinωst− sinωst0

ωs

])
≈ exp[−r(t− t0)]

ωs + kA0(sinωst− sinωst0)
ωs

. (S20)

Now we are ready to integrate Eq. (S15) to the first order of A0 cosωst as

n1(t;x0, t0) =
r2

r
+A0

(k2r1− k1r2)(r cosωst +ωs sinωst)
r(r2 +ω2

s )

+ e−r(t−t0)
[

A0
(−k2r1 + k1r2)cosωst

r2 +ω2
s

+
(−r2 + rn(x0, t0))(ωs−A0k sinωst)

rωs

]
+A0e−r(t−t0)

[
[kr(−r2 + rn(x0, t0))+(k2[−1+n(x0, t0)]+ k1n(x0, t0))]sinωst

ωs(r2 +ω2
s )

]
.

(S21)

We now proceed to calculate the time-dependent response ⟨x(t)|x0, t0⟩ =
´

xP(x, t|x0, t0)dx where P(x, t|x0, t0) = n1(t)δ (x−
x1)+n2(t)δ (x− x2). Thus we obtain

x(t) = x1n1(t)+ x2n2(t) = x2 +(x1− x2)n1(t), (S22)

Asymptotically, the memory of the initial conditions gets lost and

lim
t0→−∞

⟨x(t)|x0, t0⟩= x2 +(x1− x2) lim
t0→−∞

n1(t;x0, t0)

= x2 +(x1− x2)

[
r2

r
+

A0(k2r1− k1r2)cos(ωst−φ)

r
√

r2 +ω2
s

]

=
x1r2 + x2r1

r
+

(x1− x2)(k2r1− k1r2)cos(ωst−φ)

r
√

r2 +ω2
s

A0,

(S23)

where φ = arctan(ωs/r). Since in experiments we perform the fast Fourier transformation, the peak value at ωs can be estimated
as the square of the module of amplitude of the periodic system response:

P(ωs) = 2π
A2

0(x1− x2)
2(r2k1− r1k2)

2

2r2(r2 +ω2
s )

(S24)

We now move to calculate the power spectrum. In particular, we need to estimate the correlation function ⟨x(t + τ)x(t)|x0, t0⟩
as

⟨x(t + τ)x(t)|x0, t0⟩= x2
1n1(t + τ|x1, t)n1(t|x0, t0)+ x1x2n1(t + τ|x2, t)n2(t|x0, t0)

+ x1x2n2(t + τ|x1, t)n2(t|x0, t0)+ x2
2n2(t + τ|x2, t)n2(t|x0, t0).

(S25)
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Since we consider the time-averaged ⟨x(t + τ)x(t)|x0, t0⟩ in time scale of the period T = 2π/ωs, which can be estimated as

⟨⟨x(t + τ)x(t)|x0, t0⟩⟩t =
ωs

2π

ˆ 2π
ωs

0
⟨x(t + τ)x(t)|x0, t0⟩dt

=
(r2x1 + r1x2)

2

r2 + e−r|τ| r1r2(x1− x2)
2

ωsr2 +A2
0
(k2r1− k1r2)

2(x1− x2)
2 cosωsτ

2r2(r2 +ω2
s )

+A2
0e−r|τ| (k2r1− k1r2)(x1− x2) [r(k1x1 + k2x2)ωs− k(r1x1 + r2x2)(ωs cosωsτ + r sinωsτ)]

2r2ω2
s (r2 +ω2

s )
,

(S26)

and denoting R0 =
(r2x1+r1x2)

2

r2 , we can further get the Fourier Transformation of ⟨⟨x(t + τ)x(t)|x0, t0⟩⟩t −R0 as

S(ω) =

ˆ
⟨⟨(x(t + τ)x(t)|x0, t0⟩⟩t −R0)e−iωτ dτ. (S27)

We finally obtain:

S(ω) =

√
2
π

[
(x1− x2)

2r1r2

r(r2 +ω2)
+O(A2

0)

]
+

√
π

2
A2

0(x1− x2)
2(r2k1− r1k2)

2

2r2(r2 +ω2)
[δ (ω−ωs)+δ (ω +ωs)] , (S28)

and the SNR can be calculated as:

R =
A2

0π(r2k1− r1k2)
2

4r1r2r
. (S29)

Note that P(ωs) = 0 when D=0 theoretically. However, in experiments, the dynamics cannot be completely simplified to a two-
state model, as there is an nonzero osillation at frequency ωs when added noise D = 0. Taking this into account, we modify the
average response to

x(t) =
x1r2 + x2r1

r
+ x0 cos(ωst−φ0)+

(x1− x2)(k2r1− k1r2)cos(ωst−φ)

r
√

r2 +ω2
s

A0, (S30)

where x0 corresponds to the nonzero amplitude when considering the inner state motion. Thus the amplification factor can be
modelled as η = log10[1+ kpA2

0(x1− x2)
2(r2k1− r1k2)

2/2r2/(r2 +ω2)], where kp is related to x0 and ωs and need to be fit in
the experiments. Accordingly, the SNR R also needs to be modelled considering inner states motions, i.e., R = A2

0π(r2k1−
r1k2)

2/(4r1r2r)+ krr(r2 +ω2)/(r1r2) with experimentally fitting kr.
For fitting the experimental data, we set ∆0 = −52 MHz, Ω = 5.0MHz, Γ = 450kHz, γ = 5.0MHz, and V = 126.0 MHz.

Here, the proportional coeficient kpA0 varies with varying target frequency ωs as our system has limited bandwidth, leading to
different responsibility at different frequency. More precisely, kpA0 equals 0.14, 0.082, 0.05 for ωs=59 Hz, 259 Hz, and 1559
Hz, respectively. In all experimental fittings, we consider the average noise between x1,2 and x0.

S2. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Generation of the probe and coupling light. A continues 780 nm light (Toptica DLC pro) whose frequency is stabilized to
the transition of 5S1/2(F = 2)↔ 5P3/2(F = 3) with the assistance of a high finesse cavity (F ≈15000), is focused to a 1/e2

radius 100µm at the centre of the cell and is overlapped with a counter propagating coupling laser (480.25 nm, 1/e2 radius
80µm) resonant with the 5P3/2(F = 3)↔ 50D5/2 transition inside of the vapor cell. The 480 nm coupling light is derived from
a homemade frequency doubling system using second harmonics generation (SHG) from a 1.4 W continues laser (Toptica TA
pro) with a central wavelength of 960 nm. To increase the efficiency of SHG and the power of blue light, a bow-tie cavity
consists of four mirrors is used. In particular, the 960 nm laser (Toptica TA pro) is mode matched and enters the bow-tie cavity
through a partial reflective plane mirror with a transmissivity of 10%, one of the curved mirrors focuses the 960 nm beam in the
center of a periodically-poled-potassium-titanyl-phosphate (PPKTP) crystal, while the other one refocusses the 960 nm light
while allowing the second harmonic to pass through and exit the cavity. For a maximum input power of 1.4 W, a maximum
400 mW blue light is obtained experimentally. In order to avoiding instability caused by thermal optical bistability in the SHG
cavity, we use a typical power less than 200 mW coupling light for our experiments. The frequency of 960 nm light is locked
to the same cavity (the finesse at 960 nm is F ≈20000). Both lasers are locked to a side band which can be used to overlap the
corresponding atomic transition frequency with the cavity mode, where the side band is generated by two fiber EOMs working



S5

FIG. S1. Calibration of the MW frequency. The actual resonant frequency is calibrated, and fit to be 17.047 GHz. The fitting is given by
∆AT =

√
27.52 +( fmw−17047)2.

at 780 nm and 960 nm, respectively. The temperature of reference cavity is stabilized to around 32◦C, and the long drift of the
cavity mode is less than 1 MHz/day. Besides, both lasers are set to horizontally polarized inside the vapor cell and their powers
are stabilized using a PID controller (based on Redpitaya, STEMlab 125-14) and an acousto-optic modulator (AOM).

Estimation of the response time of the SR system. To estimate the response time of our Rydberg system, we need to
characterize the relaxing time of the nonequilibrium dynamics around the critical point. In particular, we sweep the frequency
very slow (5 Hz) so that the influence of speed of sweeping frequency is negligible, thus we can measure how fast the system
evolves from one of the stable states to another one. Here the results show the evolving time is around 0.5 ms. This result
show that when working with equilibrium stable states, the response bandwidth is probably limited by the relaxing time. While
working with nonequilibrium states may exhibit other memory effect since the system state is determined not only on the
current laser detuning but also previous ones. Here we only consider Markovian stochastic process, and thus we do not adopt
signal frequency larger than 2 kHz. On the other hand, the nonequilibrium dynamics may also contribute to deteriorate the
synchronization efficiency, resulting in smaller experimental amplification coefficients.

Calibration of the MW resonant frequency and strength. We perform experiments to determine the resonant frequency
driving 50D5/2 ←→ 51P3/2, and the actual MW strength sensed by the Rydberg atoms. Here we determine the transition fre-
quency in AT splittings regimes by the following steps: (i) Find an approximate transition frequency with the help of ARC[S39],
for example from 17.03 GHz to 17.06 GHz. (ii) Fix the MW field to a certain strength. (iii) Set the MW to a certain frequency
17.03 GHz, and sweep the coupling laser detunings. (iv) Fit the experimentally obtained PD output with two Gaussian curves,
and find center of the two Gaussian curves. (v) Obtain the AT splitting value. (vi) Increase the MW frequency and repeat (iii)
to (v). Figure S1 plots the AT splittings against the MW frequency, and we can obtain the resonant frequency by identifying
the minimum AT splitting value of the fitted curve ∆AT =

√
27.52 +( fmw−17047)2. The resonant frequency is 17.047 GHz in

our experiment. We then determine the relation between MW1 power (in dBm) and actual MW field (in mV/cm) sensed by the
atoms using AT splitting method. The results show that E(mV/cm) = 31.09

√
PMW (mW).

Generation of the white noise. The white noise applied to AM is generated by using Redpitaya (Stem lab 125-14) and the
output is continuously generated random voltage ranging from -1V to 1V. Experimentally obtained histogram plot for output
voltages are shown in Fig. S3. Since the output of Redpitaya is limit to ±1 V, the Gaussian shape will be severely deformed
when D > 0.6V (see Fig. S3(c) for D=0.5). As a result, we set the maximum D to 0.6V (here D is the standard deviation).

This also put a limitation on the signal frequencies. For lower f , smaller D is needed, and thus the experimental results agree
with theoretical predictions well. For higher f , larger D is required to achieve SR, and thus the performance is degraded, leading
to a less efficiency in amplification coefficient η .
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FIG. S2. Calibration of the MW strength. The actual strength of the target MW field is calibrated, and fit to be E(mV/cm) =
31.09

√
PMW (mW).
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FIG. S3. White noise spectrum and histogram plot. (a) D=0.1 V; (b) D=0.3 V, (c) D=0.5 V.
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