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The laser’s frequency noise is crucial to the sensitivity of quantum sensors. Two commonly used methods to suppress
the laser’s frequency noise are locking the laser to an atomic transition by the lock-in technique or to an ultra-low ther-
mal expansion (ULE) glass cavity by the PDH technique. The former cannot suppress rapidly changing frequency noise
and hardly meets the needs; the latter has powerful performance but a heightened cost. The lack of high-performance
and low-cost laser noise suppression methods dramatically limits the practical application of quantum sensors. This
work demonstrates that, in many quantum sensing applications such as the Rydberg atomic superheterodyne receiver,
by cascade locking the laser to both the atomic transition and a low-cost (LC) cavity, the same performance as locking
to the ULE cavity can be achieved. This work is significant in promoting the practical application of quantum sensors.

Lasers are essential for realizing quantum sensors. The
laser’s noise characteristics, especially the frequency noise
characteristics, will significantly affect the quantum sen-
sor’s sensitivity, as proven in many kinds of quantum
sensors1, including but not limited to atomic clocks2,3, atomic
magnetometers4, and Rydberg atomic electric field sensors5–9.

In order to improve the sensitivity of quantum sensors,
the frequency noise of the laser is usually suppressed by
locking the laser to a stable frequency reference. Accord-
ing to the choice of the reference frequency, these meth-
ods can be roughly divided into two categories: one uses
the atomic transition, and the other uses optical cavities or
optical frequency combs. Since atomic spectrum, such as
saturated absorption (SAS) spectrum10 and electromagneti-
cally induced transparency (EIT) spectrum11,12, are easy to
obtain, the first frequency noise suppression method has the
most extensive applications13–15. However, it takes a rela-
tively long time for the light-atomic interaction to establish a
steady state, making it difficult for this method to suppress the
high-frequency components of frequency noise. The second
higher-performance approach to frequency noise suppression
is to lock the laser to an ultra-low thermal expansion glass
Fabry–Pérot cavity (ULE-FPI)16,17. In order to ensure long-
term frequency stability, this powerful cavity operates at the
zero expansion temperature of ULE glass and is placed in a
vibration-isolation vacuum environment. These designs make
the ULE cavity expensive and consume heightened power dur-
ing operation. The lack of economical and high-performance
frequency noise suppression methods dramatically limits the
practical applications of quantum sensors because reducing
their size, weight, power, and cost (SWaP-C) is also critical in
these applications.

This work realizes a practical, high-performance laser sys-
tem that can meet the requirements for SWaP-C in practical
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applications. At the same time, its frequency noise at high
Fourier frequencies ( f ) is effectively suppressed, thus meet-
ing the needs of quantum sensors operated at high readout
frequencies, e.g., atomic superheterodyne receivers (atomic
superhet), which has developed rapidly in recent years.

The laser system first locks the laser to a low-cost
cavity (LC-FPI) through the Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH)
technique18,19. The LC cavity has significant noise at low fre-
quencies due to the influence of temperature changes, air re-
fractive index changes, and vibration. However, these noises
decrease rapidly at a rate of 1/ f as frequency increases; thus,
the LC cavity will soon have frequency noise that is lower
than the noise of the laser itself as frequency increases, and
locking the laser to the LC cavity can effectively suppress the
frequency noise of lasers at high Fourier frequencies. At the
same time, the sizeable frequency noise at the low Fourier
frequencies of the LC cavity will be transmitted to the laser,
which may even cause noise more significant than the noise
of the laser itself. In order to overcome this problem, the laser
locked to the LC cavity is injected into a saturated absorption
spectrum module to generate an error signal, and the feedback
is injected into the LC cavity’s piezoelectric ceramic (PZT) to
lock the LC cavity mode to the atomic transition. Thereby,
the low-frequency noise of the LC cavity, and thus the laser, is
suppressed. Reducing laser noise by cascade locking to an LC
cavity and atomic transition has long been achieved but needs
a detailed performance characterization20. This work shows
that this approach can achieve the same performance in many
applications as locking the laser to a ULE cavity.

Figure 1 (a) shows the detailed experimental setup. The
852 nm linear polarized laser emitted by the commercial ex-
ternal cavity diode laser (ECDL) is divided into three parts.
The first and second parts of the laser, occupying a small
part of the total laser power, are injected into the LC cav-
ity locking module and the SAS locking module, respec-
tively. The third part of the laser can be used to implement
the quantum sensor, and in this work, it is used as the probe
laser of the Rydberg EIT spectrum to realize an atomic su-
perhet. In the LC cavity locking module, we use the PDH
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FIG. 1. Overall experimental configuration. (a) Experimental setup. Solid lines represent optical fibers, and dashed lines represent circuit
connections. We have used the following notations: DL PRO: external-cavity diode laser, DC CR: DC-coupled laser current port, PZT:
piezo ceramic, EOM1 & EOM2: electro-optic modulator, PD1 & PD2: photodetector, -15 dB DC: -15 dB directional electronics coupler,
DBM1 & DBM2: double balanced mixer, PID1 & PID2: proportional-integral-derivative controller, SA: spectrum analyzer, FG1 & FG2:
function generator, HWP: half-wave plate, BS: beam splitter (T:R=1:1), HR: high reflection dielectric mirror, PBS: polarizing beam splitter,
QWP: quarter-wave plate, FPI: Fabry-Pérot cavity. DSO: digital storage oscilloscope. (b): SAS of Cesium D2-transition. The black curve
corresponds to the original SAS. The red curve corresponds to the Doppler absorption background. The blue curve corresponds to the Doppler
background deduced SAS, and the hyperfine structure is clearly shown. (c): Energy level diagram of Rydberg EIT. The ground state is
6S1/2,F = 4, excited state is 6P3/2,F′ = 5 and Rydberg state is 39D5/2.

technique to lock the laser to a commercial LC cavity (Thor-
labs SA30-95) to suppress the frequency noise of the laser at
high Fourier frequencies; the LC cavity has a fineness of 1500
and a linewidth of 1 MHz. The optical configuration of the
PDH technique is the same as the usual18,19. The PDH side-
band is generated by modulating a fiber EOM (EOM1) with a
7 MHz sine wave. The 7 MHz sine wave is provided by one
of its ports of a two-channel function generator (FG1), and the
other port of FG1 provides the demodulation signal with the
same frequency but adjustable phase to the local (LO) port of
a double-balanced mixer (DBM1). The modulation signal fre-
quency is set to more than twice the linewidth of the LC cav-
ity for a steep slope of the error signal19. The laser with PDH
sidebands reflected by the LC cavity is converted to an elec-
trical signal by a high bandwidth photodetector (PD1). We
use a -15 dB directional electronics coupler to split a small
portion (3%) of the PD1 output signal to monitor the signal
with a spectrum analyzer. Most of the PD1 output signal is
input to the RF port of the DBM1 to generate an error sig-
nal. A PID controller (PID1) processes the error signal into
feedback signals; its main output, with a bandwidth of over
10 MHz, is injected into the DC-coupled laser current port to
suppress rapidly changing frequency noise; its auxiliary out-
put, with a small bandwidth, is injected into the laser PZT port
to compensate for slow but wide-range frequency noise and
prevent saturation of the DC current port. In the SAS locking
module, we lock the frequency of LC cavity mode to Cesium
6S1/2,F = 4 → 6P3/2,F′ = 5 transition via SAS. The laser is
divided into probe and pump lasers through the combination
of HWP and PBS. The probe laser and pump laser reverse
overlap in the Cesium vapor cell, and PD2 detects the probe
laser to obtain the SAS (Fig. 1 (b)). FG2 applies a sine modu-
lation signal with a frequency of 17 MHz to EOM2 and a sine
demodulation signal to the LO port of DBM2 with the same

frequency but an adjustable phase. The feedback signal is in-
jected into the PZT of the LC cavity to lock the cavity mode
to the same frequency as the atomic transition, thereby sup-
pressing the frequency noise at the low Fourier frequency of
the cavity and, thus, the noise of the laser.

Benefiting from the PDH technique, the feedback loop of
the LC cavity locking module can achieve a locking band-
width of over 1 MHz. It can achieve tight locking between
laser frequency and LC cavity modes, as shown in Fig. 2 (a).
The relative frequency noise between the tight-locked laser
and LC cavity is suppressed by about 60 dB compared with
free-running. However, since the LC cavity itself has consid-
erable low-frequency noise, the linewidth of the tight-locked
laser even exceeds the linewidth of the free-running laser, as
shown in the black and green curve in the left panel of Fig. 2
(b). The low-frequency noise of the tight-locked laser can be
suppressed by locking the cavity mode to the atomic transi-
tion, and the result is shown in the blue curve in the left panel
of Fig. 2 (b). The linewidth of the cascade-locked laser is
significantly narrowed, which is smaller than that of a free-
running laser. In the right panel of Fig. 2 (b), the fitting re-
sults show that the lineshape of the cascade-locked laser is
close to Gaussian with a linewidth of 53 kHz, proving that
the linewidth of the cascade-locked laser mainly depends on
the unsuppressed low-frequency 1/ f noise21. Fig. 2 (b) also
shows the beat frequency results of a laser that only locks to
atomic transitions (red curve in the left panel). The linewidth
is between free-running and cascade-locked lasers, proving
that locking the laser to the LC cavity can suppress laser fre-
quency noise.

Linewidth is an integrating result of laser frequency noise
and depends primarily on noise at the low Fourier frequencies.
From linewidth results, cascade-locked lasers are incompara-
ble with those locked to ULE cavities in low-frequency noise
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FIG. 2. Locking performance analysis. (a) The single-side noise spectrum, extracted from the small part of the PD1 signal collected by the
spectrum analyzer. Gray curve: detector amplifier noise, measured by blocking the optical input of PD1. Black curve: Laser intensity noise,
measured by adjusting the laser frequency to be far detuned relative to the cavity mode. Blue curve: relative frequency noise between the
free-running laser and the LC cavity, measured by loose locking (limiting the loop bandwidth within 1 kHz by low-pass filter) the laser to the
cavity resonance. Red curve: relative frequency noise between the tight-locked laser and the LC cavity. (b) Beat frequency results between
laser in this work under different locking configurations (see figure label) and a laser with Hertz-level linewidth (laser locked to a ULE-FPI,
the same laser system as in our previous work5, and the small peak at ± 0.55 MHz is caused by the servo pump of its feedback loop).

FIG. 3. The readout noise spectrum of atomic superhet at dif-
ferent probe laser locking configurations and coupling laser de-
tuning. The probe laser is resonant with the transition frequency
of 6S1/2,F = 4 → 6P3/2,F′ = 5, by locking to SAS, ULE-FPI or
by cascade-locking to LC-FPI & SAS. The coupling laser is res-
onant with or 2.4 MHz detuned from the transition frequency of
6P3/2,F′ = 5 → 39D5/2. (a) Example EIT spectrum. The y-axis
is probe laser transmission (TP). The two coupling laser frequency
settings are marked as red points. (b) Readout noise spectrum.

suppression since those locked to ULE cavities can usually
achieve sub-Hertz-level linewidths17. However, many quan-
tum sensors do not operate at low readout frequencies and
are not concerned with laser frequency noise at low Fourier
frequencies. A typical example of such a quantum sensor is
an atomic superhet, which performs measurements at readout

frequencies over 10 kHz5. The measurement results of the
atomic superhet are read out through the Rydberg EIT spec-
trum, so its readout noise can be analyzed through the noise of
the Rydberg EIT spectrum22, as shown in Fig. 3. In this work,
we use commonly used configurations of the EIT spectrum5,8,
i.e., the probe laser and coupling laser reverse overlap in a
Cesium vapor cell, and their power is actively locked to re-
duce intensity noise. The probe laser is locked to the transi-
tion frequency of 6S1/2,F = 4 → 6P3/2,F′ = 5 by using of
different locking configurations. The coupling laser drives
the transition of 6P3/2,F′ = 5 → 39D5/2 resonantly or with
a small detuning, depending on which kind of atomic super-
het is implemented. The coupling laser is locked to a high-
performance ULE cavity so that its frequency noise does not
affect the final readout noise. Atomic superhets can currently
be classified into two types, depending on whether the radio
wave frequency to be measured is near resonance with the
transition frequency between nearby Rydberg levels. In the
first type, the radio wave, typically at microwave frequency,
interacts resonantly with nearby Rydberg levels, and the cou-
pling laser is kept resonant with the corresponding transition.
Since both the probe laser and the coupling laser resonate with
the corresponding transitions (see the resonant mark in Fig. 3
(a)), the first derivative of the probe laser transmission versus
the laser detuning is zero. This type of atomic superhetero-
dyne receiver is insensitive to the laser’s frequency noise. The
black, red, and green curves in Fig. 3 (b) show the readout
noise of resonant type atomic superhet with probe laser locked
to SAS, ULE cavity, or cascade-locked to LC cavity & SAS,
respectively. The results show that the cascade-locked probe
laser performs similarly to the laser locked to the ULE cavity
in the readout frequency range of 10 kHz to 100 kHz and up
to 10 dB less noise than the laser locked to SAS. In the second
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type of atomic superhet, the radio wave interacts far-detuning
with Rydberg atoms, and the frequency of the coupling laser
is kept at the slope of the EIT spectrum to achieve maximum
sensitivity23,24. As in this work, we set the detuning of the
coupling laser to 2.4 MHz, situated on the slopes of our EIT
spectrum (see the detuning mark in Fig. 3 (a)). This type
of atomic superhet is much more sensitive to the laser’s fre-
quency noise than the first type because the first derivative of
the probe laser transmission versus the laser detuning is non-
zero. The blue, light gray, and cyan curves in Fig. 3 (b) show
the readout noise of detuning type atomic superhet with probe
laser locked to SAS, ULE cavity, or cascade-locked to LC cav-
ity & SAS, respectively. The cascade-locked probe laser still
performs similarly to the laser locked to the ULE cavity in the
readout frequency range of 10 kHz to 100 kHz, and the laser
locked to SAS is at least 20 dB worse.

In summary, by locking the laser to a low-cost cavity and
cascading locking the cavity to the SAS, we have achieved
a practical, high-performance laser system that can be used
for quantum sensors. When used in an atomic superhet, the
laser can achieve precisely the same performance as locking
to an expensive ULE cavity over the readout frequency range
of 10 kHz to 100 kHz, far better than just locking it to SAS.
In addition to the atomic superhet, this laser system is suitable
for any quantum sensors operated at high readout frequencies
and insensitive to the laser’s frequency noise at low Fourier
frequencies. Because frequency noise at low Fourier frequen-
cies is not well suppressed, this laser system cannot compete
with lasers locked to the ULE cavity in the range of readout
frequency of less than 1 kHz. Therefore, it cannot be applied
to low-frequency electric field measurements based on Ryd-
berg atoms23,25,26, and this defect still needs to be solved by
further research.
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