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We demonstrate an all-optical single beam pulsed atomic magnetometer assisted by laser mode-
hopping in a distributed Bragg reflector (DBR) laser. We implement a temporal sequence of the
laser current; sinusoidal current modulation including the laser mode-hop current for synchronous
optical pumping and the following constant current for paramagnetic Faraday rotation measurements
to probe the free induction decay (FID) of transverse 87Rb spin polarization. Repetitive sudden
frequency shifts of 20 GHz around the pressure-broadened 87Rb spectra originating from laser mode-
hopping enables discontinuous optical pumping modulation with a large depth which enhances
transverse spin polarization. We achieve a sensitivity of 3.77 pT/Hz1/2 in a magnetic field of 14 µT,
limited by the performance of the frequency counter. The Cramer-Rao lower bound (CRLB) of the

sensitivity due to the non-magnetic noise such as photon shot-noise is 191 fT/Hz1/2. Our approach
based on laser mode-hopping can be applied to miniaturization of all-optical atomic magnetometers
with sub-pT/Hz1/2 sensitivities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Laser mode-hopping refers to a jump of the lasing
mode, which stems from the relative frequency shift of
longitudinal cavity modes to the gain curve originat-
ing from temperature or injection current changes. It
is generally considered to be problematic in laser spec-
troscopy and telecommunication because it accompanies
unwanted intensity fluctuations and large sudden fre-
quency shifts. Many researches have been performed to
extend the mode-hop free range to facilitate continuous
wavelength tuning [1–3]. In the aspect of understading
underlying physics of mode-hopping, there also have been
attempts to study dynamics of laser mode-hopping [4–6].

A large sudden frequency shift feature during laser
mode-hopping, however, may be useful in some applica-
tions; in Bell-Bloom type atomic magnetometer exper-
iments where the modulation of optical pumping rate
to induce spin-precession is involved, large sudden fre-
quency shifts during mode-hopping offers enhancement
of spin-polarization by increasing the modulation depth
of optical pumping. In order to build up large trans-
verse spin polarization in all-optical Bell-Bloom type
atomic magnetometers, a variety of techniques includ-
ing sinusoidal modulation of the laser frequency has
been explored [7, 8]. Some advancements in nonlinear
magneto-optical rotation (NMOR) magnetometer were
presented based on pulse-shaped amplitude modulation
of beam, taking advantage of the discontinuous modu-
lation [9, 10]. Obtaining a discontinuous lineshape in
the modulation function, however, requires cumbersome
optics like acousto-optic modulators (AOM) or intricate
techniques to generate square-wave RF magnetic field
[11, 12].

Frequency switching by means of mode-hopping, on
the other hand, only requires weak sinusoidal modula-
tion of the laser diode (LD) injection current to cre-
ate a large discontinuous optical pumping modulation.
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Such an effectiveness can be estimated from the opti-
cal pumping rate formula. The optical pumping rate
is a function of laser intensity and detuning, given by
R ∝ I/(∆ν2 + (ΓL/2)

2) where I is the laser intensity,
∆ν is the laser detuning, and ΓL is the line broadening.
For example, when the frequency shift during a mode-
hopping is 2ΓL, the optical pumping rate of ∆ν = 2ΓL

is 17 times smaller than that of ∆ν = 0. To acheive
the same modulation depth by using an intensity mod-
ulation, the laser intensity have to be changed from I
to I/17. To obtain such a large modulation depth an
external light modulator, for example, AOM or electro-
optic modulator (EOM), can be applied. For mininar-
ization of the device, direct injection current modulation
into the LD can be adopted instead of using an exter-
nal light modulator. Considering the linear frequency
shift of the LD as a function of injection current, in our
case, -1 GHz/mA in the mode-hop free range, an am-
plitude of current modulation of 20 mA is required to
reach a 20 GHz detuning corresponding to a double of
ΓL = 10 GHz, a typical line broadening of the Rb D1

line in nitrogen buffer gas. Such a detuning can be easily
obtained by only a few mA when laser mode-hopping is
adopted. Moreover, the injection current into the LD is
not needed to be discontinuous. A continuous laser mod-
ulation with a small modulation depth leads to a large
depth of discontinuous optical pumping modulation when
laser mode-hopping is applied. It is an advantage of laser
mode-hopping assisted optical pumping because a large
amplitude of discontinuous laser injection current can be
a source of the unwanted magnetic field noise.

Frequency switching feature can be also helpful for im-
plementing single beam all-optical atomic magnetome-
ters based on FID measurements. We can easily shift the
laser frequency to be far detuned from or to be resonant
on the atomic resonance by utilizing laser mode-hopping.
A temporal sequence of the laser current containing the
mode-hop current enables FID measurements. In the
on-resonance period where the laser is resonant on the
atomic transition, the atomic spin is polarized along the
laser beam direction. In the following off-resonance pe-
riod where the laser is far detuned from the atomic tran-
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sition due to the mode-hopping, optical pumping ceases
and the FID of the transversal atomic spin is induced.
The far-detuned laser undergoes the paramagnetic Fara-
day rotation depending on the transversal atomic spin
which precesses with the Larmor frequency.

Usually, single beam atomic magnetometers utilize a
magnetic field modulation technique using a coil [13–
15]. Their structure are very simple but they can suf-
fer from magnetic field interference when forming a gra-
diometer or a magnetometer array. To diminish such the
effect of magnetic interference all-optical atomic magne-
tometers have been developed widely. All-optical vector
atomic magnetometer was reported [16]. An all-optical
atomic magnetometer with a co-linear configuration to
measure the biomedical magnetic field was implemented
by placing the pump and probe lasers at a slight angle
within the same window [17]. Single beam all-optical
atomic magnetometers based on an external light modu-
lator were studied [12, 18]. Even, all-optical single beam
atomic magnetometer based on direct current modula-
tion to the vertical-cavity surface-emitting laser (VC-
SEL) was already demonstrated with a sensitivity level of
10 pT/Hz1/2 [8, 12]. However, the low power of the VC-
SEL is insufficient to obtain a significant optical pumping
rate R(t) so that the sensitivity is limited. Our strategy
for single beam all-optical atomic magnetometer without
the use of an external light modulator is that adopting a
DBR laser instead of a VCSEL to acheive higher optical
pumping rate and applying current sequence including a
laser mode-hopping, which consists of the optical pump-
ing stage and the following probing stage to measure the
FID of macroscopic 87Rb spin.

In this paper, we demonstrate an all-optical single
beam pulsed atomic magnetometer utilizing a mode-
hopping of a DBR laser. We employ mode-hopping to se-
lectively switch the laser frequency between on-resonance
and off-resonance with the 87Rb D1 line so that a se-
quence of optical pumping and the FID probing is real-
ized. We observe the FID as a function of offset, modu-
lation amplitude of current modulation and analyze the
discontinuous optical pumping effect. Additionally, we
measure the sensitivity of our magnetometer and com-
pare it to the CRLB due to the non-magnetic noise which
shows the reachable sensitivity of our magnetometer.

II. MODEL FOR DISCONTINUOUS OPTICAL
PUMPING

A discontinuous optical pumping profile is achievable
by incorporating a simple sinusoidal modulation of the
laser injection current with assistance of a mode-hopping
(see Figure 1). When the sinusoidal current modulation
contains the mode-hop current, the laser frequency jumps
by the frequency difference between cavity modes. As-
summing that the frequency of the mode 1 (or the mode
2) is resonant on (or far-detuned from) the atomic reso-
nance, the optical pumping rate, R ∝ I/(∆ν2+(ΓL/2)

2),
shows steep changes as shown in Fig. 1. The change on

FIG. 1. Illustration of the concept of frequency modulation
assisted by laser mode-hopping. A sinusoidal modulation of
laser injection current is converted to a discontinuous output
frequency profile. The red and blue area represent the adja-
cent cavity modes in a DBR laser. A small variation around
the mode-hop current results in a huge shift on laser out-
put frequency. The frequencies of these modes correspond to
the resonant and off-resonant condition of pressure broadened
87Rb absorption profile, respectively. The repetitive jump be-
tween cavity modes induces a discontinuous synchronous op-
tical pumping.

optical pumping rate can be regarded to be sufficiently
sudden, in other words, discontinous because the swith-
cing time of mode-hopping given by an order of 10 ns
is much shorter than the Larmor period of 2.85 µs in a
magnetic field of 50 µT [5].
In order to analyze the effect of the discontinuous opti-

cal pumping induced by a mode-hopping, we investigate
the macroscopic spin Bloch equation including the opti-
cal pumping modulation term, R(t). The Bloch equation
model, widely used for atomic magnetometers, is suitable
for modeling arbitrary modulations distorted by mode-
hopping [19]. The Bloch equation is given by

d⟨S⃗⟩
dt

= γ⟨S⃗⟩ ×By ŷ − Γre⟨S⃗⟩+R(t)(
s⃗

2
− ⟨S⃗⟩). (1)

Here, s⃗ = (e∗ × e)/i represents the photon spin vector
where e represents a unit polarization vector in the yz
plane so that s⃗ = sx̂. Γre is the spin relaxation rate
mainly contributed by the spin exchange collision be-
tween 87Rb atoms. R(t) is the optical pumping rate for
unpolarized atoms, depending on the laser detuning from
the D1 resonance and the laser intensity [20]. γ is the
gyromagnetic ratio. We consider the magnetic field is
directed in the ŷ axis.
Any periodic optical pumping rate R(t) can be ex-

panded by a Fourier series
∑∞

n=−∞ Rne
inωt where Rn =

1
T

∫ T/2

−T/2
dtR(t)einωt for non-zero n. By assuming nearly

on-resonant modulation, ω ≃ ω0 = γ|By| and assum-
ing that the Larmor frequency γ|By| is much larger than
other characateristic rates such as Γre and R(t), the ro-
tating wave approximation can be applied to the spin
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Bloch equation. The steady-state amplitude of the ro-
tating transverse spin, S0, can be written as

S0 ≈ (R1 +R−1)|s|
R0

1

4(1 + Γre/R0)
. (2)

In the case of sinusoidal optical pumping modula-
tion described by R(t) = A + B cos(ωt), the value of
(R1 + R−1)/R0 is calculated as B/A, which can not ex-
ceed 1 because R(t) is always positive, i.e., A ≥ B. The
maximum S0 is 1/4 in the sinusoidal optical pumping
case when R0 = R1 and R0 ≫ Γre. A discontinuous R(t)
(e.g. square-wave function), on the other hand, allows
for (R1 +R−1)/R0 > 1.

In the case of square wave optical pumping modula-
tion, R0 varies accordingly to the duty cycle d when the
maximum value of R(t) is fixed. Assuming the maximum
optical pumping rate of the square wave optical pumping
modulation is Rm, then S0 can be expressed by

S0 ≈ |s|sinc(πd)
2(1 + Γre

Rmd )
. (3)

The maximum S0 is 1/2 when d → 0 in the regime that
Γre ≪ Rmd. This implies that a delta-function like
optical pumping induces the largest S0 as long as the
peak intensity of a laser pulse is strong enough to satisfy
Rm ≫ Γre/d. The reason why the delta-function like
optical pumping is optimal can be described in terms

of s⃗ and ⟨S⃗⟩. In the Bell-Bloom configuration, optical
pumping not only creates the Rb spin polarization along
the direction of the pumping beam but also relaxes the
transverse spin. When the direction of s⃗ does not co-

incide with ⟨S⃗⟩, optical puming destructs the transverse
spin precession and aligns the atomic spin with the di-
rection of the pumping beam. It ceases to serve as a

transverse spin relaxation mechanism only if ⟨S⃗⟩ is ori-
ented in the same direction of s⃗. As a result, we can
conclude that the delta-function like optical pumping is
optimal. In the regime that the optical pumping rate
Rm is not much larger than Γre/d, the nonzero d can be
optimal. For example, the weak pumping condition that
Γre = 2π × 685 Hz, Rm = 2π × 300 Hz, and |s| = 1/2,
the optimal duty cycle is caculated to be around 50 %.
In this case, S0 of the discontinuous optical pumping of
a 50 % duty cycle is 4/π times larger than that of the
sinusoidal optical pumping modulation if the maximum
optical pumping rates are same.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experimental setup is shown in Figure 2. A DBR
laser (Photodigm 794.978 nm series with TOSA pack-
age) is used as a light source. Mode-hopping in the DBR
laser occurs under fixed condition due to it’s monolithic
nature, allowing the jump to the output frequency con-
trollable. Two main factors influence the frequency tun-
ing of the DBR laser output: the temperature of the LD

FIG. 2. Experimental setup for the single beam all-optical
magnetometer. DBR laser: Distributed Bragg Reflector laser,
PBS: Polarization Beam Splitter, QWP: Quarter Wave Plate,
HWP: Half Wave Plate, BPD: Balanced Photodetector. A
burst sine wave modulation to the DBR laser relizes pulsed
operation in 1 kHz. Red and blue regions show pumping and
probing stage of pulsed magnetometer, respectively.

heat sink and the laser injection current. When modu-
lating injection current with a stabilized laser tempera-
ture, a slight alteration in laser current triggers a transi-
tion between two adjacent cavity modes as illustrated in
Fig. 1. The transition of lasing mode near the mode-hop
current results in a significant jump in the laser output
frequency, which was almost 20 GHz in our case. A sinu-
soidal modulation of LD injection current with aid of a
mode-hopping, therefore, is converted to a discontinuous
laser output frequency profile without any extra optics.

The linearly polarized laser beam is first transformed
into an elliptically polarized beam after passing through
a QWP. The optimal QWP angle to increase the signal
is 25 ◦ and the correspoding |s| is about 0.67 (see the
appendix). The laser beam serves both as the probing
and pumping beam. It illuminates a 5× 5× 5 m3 cubic
cell which contains 87Rb vapor and N2 gas at a pressure
of 580 Torr (see Figure 3 (a)).

The home-made atomic gas cell is heated up to 103
◦C using a dual-layer structured pair of AC heaters de-
signed to negate magnetic field noise [21]. After passing
through the atomic gas cell, which is inside a two layered
µ-metal shield, the laser beam goes through a HWP. A
polarimeter, consisting of a PBS and a BPD, measures
the degree of polarization rotation of elliptically polar-
ized beam induced by the paramagnetic Faraday rota-
tion effect. The rotation angle of the polarization is pro-
poritonal to ∆ν/[∆ν2 + (ΓL/2)

2] where ∆ν is the laser
detuning in the probing stage.

Our pulsed magnetometer alternates pumping and
probing mode at a repetition rate of 1 kHz. The laser
injection current is modulated by a burst sine wave gen-
erated by a function generator (Siglent’s SDG2082X),
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FIG. 3. (a) 87Rb D1 absorption spectrum in the atomic vapor cell. The grey dots indicate the absorption of the linearly
polarized laser beam. The black solid line depicts the fitting curve. The Full Width at Half Maximum linewidth ΓL is 10.5 GHz
which implies that the pressure of N2 in our cell is about 580 Torr. The red and blue solid lines depict the absorption spectrum
of hyperfine transitions from Fg = 1 and Fg = 2, respectively. The black arrows show how the laser frequency detuning changes
as the laser current grows. (b) Laser detuning as a function of LD injection currents. The mode-hop current is 67.1 mA. (c)
Relative Faraday rotation angle (black solid line) and transverse spin relaxation rate (red solid line) Γre as a function of LD
injection current. The injection current below the mode-hop current induces a larger Faraday rotation angle and transverse
spin relaxation rate because the corresponding laser frequency is within the 87Rb D1 absorption spectrum. (d) Relative optical
power of the laser beam after passing through the atomic vapor cell as a function of LD injection current. The laser injection
current above the mode-hop current gives higher beam power because the off-resonant light expriences weak absorption.

realizing a pulsed operation of magnetometer. In the
pumping stage, depicted as red region in Fig. 2, the LD
injection current is modulated at the Larmor frequency
of 87Rb (which is 100 kHz in our case), incorporating a
mode-hop current into the modulation of the LD injec-
tion current. The mode-hop current is 67.1 mA when the
TEC temperature of the LD is set to 32.05 ◦C. When the
LD injection current is above the mode-hop current, the
laser output frequency deviates from the Rb resonance
line as laser detuning becomes almost 20 GHz, shown as
an arrow in Fig. 3. On the other hand, when the LD
current is below the mode-hop current, the laser output
frequency gets close to the Fg = 1 transition line as laser
detuning becomes almost 0 GHz. Due to the pressure
broadening of 10.5 GHz, the laser beam also weakly in-
duces the transitions from Fg = 2.

In the probing stage, illustrated by the blue region in
Fig. 2, the sinusoidal modulation of the LD injection
current stops and injection current is fixed to a certain
value at which the laser frequency is off-resonant. The
detuned laser beam undergoes the paramagnetic Fara-
day rotation effect where the polarization rotation angle
is proportional to the atomic spin projected in the di-
rection of the laser beam propagation. The laser beam
with rotated polarization is directed into a polarimeter.
A damped sine signal on which the FID is imprinted can
be obtained from the BPD. It can be described by

V (t,∆ν) = V0(∆ν)e−Γret cos(ω0t+ ϕ) (4)

where V0(∆ν) is the FID amplitude which is proportional
to S0 multiplied by beam intensity after absorption I0
and depends on the laser detuning ∆ν at the probing
stage. Γre is the measured spin relaxation rate of the
FID signal and ϕ is the phase of the FID signal. By
fitting the FID signal with Eq. (4), we can extract the
initial amplitude of the FID signal, the spin relaxation
rate, and the Larmor frequency.

In order to estimate the sensitivity of our magnetome-
ter, we apply a frequency counter (53230A, Keysight)
which measures the frequency of the signal based on the
zero-crossing detection method. The reciprocal of time
between two zero-crossing points becomes the Larmor
frequency.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND
DISCUSSION

Changes in the LD injection current lead to concur-
rent changes in laser beam intensity and detuning, conse-
quently affecting both the Faraday rotation angle and the
spin relaxaton rate. In order to examine these parameters
as a function of the LD injection currents, we obtained
FID signals by chainging the LD current DC offset at
the probe stage while current modulation at the pump-
ing stage is fixed. Because the spin polarization remains
unchanged (due to fixed current modulation at the pump-
ing stage), the FID signal reflects the atomic response on
the LD current DC offset. Fig. 3 (a) depicts the absorp-
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FIG. 4. (a) FID amplitude as a function of LD current DC offsets and modulation depths. The results are separated into four
regions divied by two dashed line (the boundaries where modulation includes mode-hop current) and straigt line(the mode-hop
current at 67.1 mA). (b) Semi-theoretical result. S0 is calculated based on the optical pumping profile shown in the top pannel.
The optical pumping rate profile is extracted by subtracting minimum relaxation rate from the measured relaxation rate shown
at Fig. 3 (c). (c) Semi-theoretical result based on the step-function like optical pumping profile. (d) FID signals at four regions.
The insets show 1-period temporal pumping rate profiles extracted from the top pannel of (b). The modulation depth is fixed
to 1.8 mApp.

tion spectra of 87Rb in the atomic vapor cell. Fig. 3 (b)
shows the laser frequency detuning as a function of LD
injection currents. A huge shift on the laser frequency
occurs around 67.1 mA. The relative size of Faraday ro-
tation angles and transverse spin realxation rates as a
function of LD injection currents is shown at Fig. 3 (c).
At the current lower than the mode-hop current, the laser
becomes near-resonant so that a large Faraday rotation
angle and a fast spin relaxation are induced. The LD cur-
rent higher than the mode-hop current, conversely, shifts
the laser frequency into off-resonance, leading to a rela-
tively small Faraday rotation angle and a smaller spin re-
laxation rate. The maximum difference in spin relaxation
rates between on- and off-resonance was approximately
1036 /s, which represents the maximum optical pumping
rate. The minimum spin relaxation rate in off-resonance
is 2392 /s when the 1/e2 beam diameter is 10 mm which
is the internal size of the atomic vapor cell. When a
beam diameter is small, Rb-Rb spin exchange collisions
act as the main spin relaxation mechanism. A polarized
atomic spin in the boundary between the bright region
and the dark region is easily depolarized due to a spin
exchange collision with an unpolarized atomic spin from

the dark region. With a beam diameter of 1.5 mm, the
minimum spin relaxation rate was measured as 4429 /s
which is very close to 4304 /s, the 87Rb spin-exchange
relaxation rate at the cell temperature of 98 ◦C [22]. It
means that the optical pumping can be effectively turned
off by using laser mode hopping. Fig. 3 (c) shows the op-
tical power of the laser beam after passing through the
atomic vapor cell. The absorption is minimized at the
off-resonance condition (laser current above the mode-
hop current), leading to a higher FID amplitude V0 in
spite of the slight degradation of the Faraday rotation
angle.

We measured the initial amplitude of the FID as a
function of the LD current DC offset and the current
modulation depth as shown in Figure. 4. Fig. 4 (a)
shows the measured relative FID amplitude. We divide
Fig. 4 (a) into the four regions depending on whether the
current modulation in the pumping stage includes the
laser mode-hop current and whether the current in the
probing stage is larger(or smaller) than the laser mode-
hop current. The black dashed lines in Fig. 4 (a)-(c) in-
dicate the boundary where the current modulation in the
pumping stage contains the laser mode-hop current. The
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black solid line depicts the mode-hop current, 67.1 mA.
The laser frequeny in the probing stage is off-resonant
(or on-resonant) in the region to the right (or left) of
the black solid line. We note that the experimental data
shown in Fig. 4 (a) reflects the combined effect of the
paramagnetic Faraday rotation, beam absorption and the
discontinuous optical pumping.

In the region 1, current modulation in the pump-
ing stage excludes the laser mode-hop current so that
the continuous optical pumping profile with a small
R1 causes the small S0. Additionally, the current in
the probing stage brings the laser frequency into on-
resonance, resulting in a small beam intensity due the
strong absorption. These lead to the small FID amplide
as depicted by the black line in Fig. 4 (d). In the region 2,
current modulation in the pumping stage does not con-
tain the mode-hop current like the region 1. However,
R1 of the region 2 is smaller than region 1 as shown in
the insets of Fig. 4 (d). Hence, S0 of the region 2 is
expected to be smaller than that of the region 1. On
the other hand, the laser frequency at the probing stage
is off-resonant so that the spin relaxation rate is much
smaller than that of region 1. The resulting FID signal
is depicted by the green line in Fig. 4 (d), whose am-
plitude is slightly smaller than region 1 (black line). In
the region 3, the mode-hop current is included in the
current modulation, resulting in a highly discontinuous
modulation profile. A large S0 is produced and a large
Faraday rotation occurs at the probing stage. In this re-
gion laser frequency at the probing stage is on-resonant.
The absorption of the laser beam, therefore, results in a
degradation of FID amplitude, as shown in red line in
Fig. 4 (d). The maximum FID amplitude is shown in the
region 4, as depicted by the blue line in Fig. 4 (d). A large
S0 is induced because the current modulation including
the laser mode-hop current realize a discontinous optical
pumping profile with a large R1. The off-resonant beam
minimizes absorption at the probing stage so that a large
FID amplitude is induced compared to region 3. More-
over, the spin relaxation rate of the region 4 is slower
compared to that of region 3, which is beneficial in terms
of magnetometer sensitivities.

To compare the experimental data with the theory,
Eq. (2) is calculated using R0 and R1 extracted from the
R(t) profile shown at the top panel of Fig. 4 (b) and
(c). The R(t) profile in the top panel of Fig. 4 (b) is ob-
tained by subtracting the minimum relaxation rate from
the measured spin relaxation rate shown at Fig. 3 (c).
Fig. 4 (b) shows the calculated relative FID amplitude
using the triangular function like R(t) profile in the top
panel of Fig. 4 (b). Fig. 4 (c) is derived from the fictious
step-function like R(t) profile given in the top panel of
Fig. 4 (c). Both the experimental result and the semi-
theoretical results seem to have similar tendency. But
the details are slightly different from each other. Figure
5 shows maximum FID amplitudes as a function of mod-
ulation depth and the LD current DC offsets with the
maximum FID amplitude in the experiment (Fig. 4 (a))
and two semi-theoretical calculations (Fig. 4 (b) and (c)

FIG. 5. (a) Maximum FID amplitude as a function of modu-
lation depth. The black dots represent the experimental data,
derived from Fig. 4 (a). The red line and the blue line de-
pict the semi-theoretical results extracted from Fig. 4 (b) and
Fig. 4 (c), respectively. The experimental data(black dots) is
more robust to the change of modulation depth compared to
the semi-theoretical result(red line) where the optical pump-
ing profile is a triangular function. The semi-theoretical result
(blue line) where the optical pumping profile is a step function
shows that the maximum ampltiude of FID increases with in-
creasing modulation depth. (b) LD current DC offset with the
maximum FID amplitude as a function of modulation depth.

). Because two semi-theoretical results and the experi-
mental result use the same Faraday rotation profile and
the same laser beam absorption profile, the differences
between them are mainly attributed by discontinuous op-
tical pumping.
Comparing experimental data (black dots) and semi-

theoretical result with the measured triangular function
like optical pumping profile (red line) in Fig. 5 (a),
the maximum FID amplitude decreases moderately as
the modulation depth grows while S0 derived by Eq. (2)
fastly decreases. It implies that the measured triangular
function like optical pumping profile used in the top panel
of Fig. 4 (b) does not fully describe the mode-hopping
asssited optical pumping. This discrepancy between the
semi-theoretical result and the experimental result needs
to be studied in the future. Here, we describe its poten-
tial origins. First, we note that the optical pumping rate
profile shown in Fig. 4 (b) is calculated from the trans-
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verse spin relaxation rates extracted from the FID signals
as a function of the LD current DC offset in the probing
stage. The FID signals are affected by the constant laser
frequency. However, because the laser frequency sweeps
in the pumping stage, the optical pumping rate in the
pumping stage is slightly different from the optical pump-
ing rate derived from the FID signals as a function of the
LD current DC offset in the probing stage. In particular,
when the ground hyperfine structure is considered, the
optical pumping rates of the Fg = 1 state and the Fg = 2
change with times because of the laser frequency sweep-
ing. The transverse spin along the x̂-direction can be rep-

resented by ⟨Sx⟩ = (⟨F I+1/2
x ⟩−⟨F I−1/2

x ⟩)/(2I+1) where
I represents the nulcear spin, I = 3/2 for 87Rb. To max-
imize spin polarization S0 of 87Rb, the Fg = 2, mFg = 2
state (or mFg = −2) should be mainly populated. For
this, the hyperfine repumping of the Fg = 1 state is re-
quired [23, 24]. Due to the large pressure broadening of
a order of GHz, the laser at the pumping stage pumps
both the Fg = 1 and Fg = 2 states with different optical
pumping rates. The different time-varying optical pump-
ing rates for the Fg = 1 and the Fg = 2 states have to be
taken into account to describe the mode-hopping assisted
optical pumping more accurately. Second, the spatial in-
homogeneity of the optical pumping profile needs to be
considered. Due to light absorption, the optical pumping
beam attenuates along the beam propagation direction
so that the optical pumping profile is spatially inhomo-
geneous. The measured optical pumping profile shown in
the top panel of Fig. 4 (b) is a kind of spatially averaged
values. The analysis considering the spatially inhomo-
geneous optical pumping profile will give more accurate
results. Additionally, we obtain the semi-theoretical re-
sult with the step function like optical pumping profile as
depicted by the blue solid line in Fig. 5 (a). In contrast
to the experimental result and the semi-theoretical result
with the triangular function like optical pumping pro-
file, the relative FID amplitude increases with increasing
modulation depth. Interestingly, the experimental data
is between two semi-theoretical results. We can conjec-
ture that the real optical pumping profile is between the
triangular function and the step function.

We estimate the sensitvity of our magnetometer based
on the laser mode-hopping assisted optical pumping. We
measured Larmor frequencies at a repetiton rate of 1 kHz
by using the commercial frequency counter. The mea-
sured Larmor frequencies were converted into the mag-
nitude of the magnetic field by diving the Larmor fre-
quencies by the gyromagnetic ratio of 87Rb. Finally, the
amplitude spectral density (ASD) of the magnitude of the
magnetic field was obtained. The inset of Figure 6 (a)
shows averaged ASD of 1000 shots of the FID signal when
the beam intensity after passing through the atomic va-
por cell was 0.9 mW. Fig. 6 (a) shows the sensitivity of
our magnetometer obtained by measuring almost 5 sec.
We acheived a sensitivity of 5.57 pT/Hz1/2, mainly lim-
ited by the performance of the frequency counter. We
note that a sensitivity of 3.77 pT/Hz1/2 was obtained
in the laser power of 1.4 mW where the FID signal was

partially a square-like wave due to the saturation of the
BPD.
The measured sensitivity is mainly limited by the am-

plitude noise in the frequency counter. Considering a
damped oscillation with a RMS amplitude noise δy, the
amplitude noise is converted into a frequency error via
the slew rate at the threshold. When the frequency is
estimated by averaging the time intervals between the
zero-crossing time stamps (mean frequency model of fre-
quency counter), the deviation of the magnetic field error
ρfc averaged over the measurement time of Tm is written
by

ρfc =
δy

γV0

√
fBWTm

√
1 + e2ΓreTm . (5)

Here, V0 is the FID ampliutde and fBW is the bandwidth
of the magnetometer. The total rms amplitude noise
δy is given by δy =

√
δ2yfc + δ2yph where δyfc is the

amplitude noise of the frequency counter, 3500 µVrms

and δyph is the RMS photon shot-noise. The calculated
magnetic field noise is shown at Fig. 6 (b) as the black
dashed line which shows good agreement to the measured
magnetometer noise floor.
Our frequency measurement using the commercial fre-

quency counter is not optimal. The potentially achiev-
able sensitivity can be estimated by the Cramer-Rao
lower bound (CRLB) calculated by a shot of FID sig-
nal [25]. The Cramer-Rao lower bound (CRLB) is the
sensitivity reference for an atomic magnetometer based
on measurement of the Larmor frequency of the decaying
FID signal. The CRLB is given by

ρCRLB =

√
12Cwρω

γV0

√
fBWT

3/2
m

. (6)

where ρω is the ASD level of the BPD signal at the Lar-
mor freuqency. The coefficient Cω which depends on the
transveral spin relaxation rate Γre is given by

Cw =
e2/r − 1

3r3cosh(2/r)− 3r(r2 + 2)
. (7)

where r = 1/(ΓreTm). The CRLB calculated by Eq. (6)
represents the non magnetic-oriented noise induced sen-
sitivity. When the beam intensity after absorption is 0.9
mW, Γre = 2358 /s, Tm = 460 µs, ρω = 2.6 µV/Hz1/2,
V0 = 8.5 V, and fBW = 500 Hz, we obtain the CRLB
of 191 fT/Hz1/2. Fig. 6 (b) shows the measured magne-
tometer noise level and CRLB for various laser power af-
ter absorption throughout the vapor cell. The red points
show the CRLB calculation assuming that ρω is limited
to the photon shot-noise which is given by

√
eG2RI0.

Here, G is the transimpedence gain, R is the reponsiv-
ity of the BPD and e is the classical electron radius. The
CRLB calculation shows that our magnetometer is poten-
tially capable of reaching a sensitivity of a sub pT/Hz1/2

by revising the frequency counting method.
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FIG. 6. (a) Noise spectral density of our magnetometer. The black line is the magnetometer noise floor of 5.57 pT/Hz1/2 which
is averaged over 10 Hz to 500 Hz when the commercial frequency counter is applied. The red dashed line shows a CRLB of 191
fT/Hz1/2 which is calculated from Eq. (6). The inset shows the ASD of the FID signal which is used for the calculation of the
CRLB. The red line depicts the ASD when ∆w = |w − w0| ≃ 0. The black line depicts the ASD when ∆w = 100 kHz, which
determines ρω. A small 85Rb peak is shown at 143 kHz. The resolution bandwidth of the ASD is 3.9 kHz which is limited
by the magnetometer bandwidth. The low frequency ASD includes an internal electronic noise arising from the spectrum
analyzer(EXA Signal Analyzer N9010A). The photon shot-noise level is depicted by the dashed line for comparison. The beam
power after passing through the atomic vapor cell was 0.9 mW. (b) Magnetometer noise floor and CRLB as a function of beam
power after passing thorugh the atomic vapor cell. The black dots depict the measured magnetometer noise floor using the
commerical frequency counter. The black dashed line shows the calculated noise level from mean frequency model (Eq. (5)).
The red dots show the CRLB calculation based on the ASD measurement, which represent the reachable sensitivity of the
magnetometer (Eq. (6)). The red dashed line shows the photon shot-noise limited CRLB calculation.

We note that the frequency shift of 20 GHz and the
laser frequency in the pumping stage which is moderately
detuned from the resonance are not optimal. In order to
mainly populate the Fg = 2, mFg

= 2 state for maximiz-
ing S0, the on-resonance laser frequency in the pumping
stage should be close to the Fg = 1, 2 resonances. Also
the laser freuqency needs to be far-detuned from the res-
onance periodically for synchronous optical pumping to
obtain a large optical pumping modulation depth. A
careful laser cavity adjustment in laser diode fabrication,
leading to an optimal frequency shift of mode-hopping
and the on-resonance laser frequency very close to the
resonance, will be helpful to increase the sensitivity of
magnetometer. In addition, multi-pass probing will in-
crease the sensitivity because V0 is proportional to the
interaction length [26].

V. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated a single-beam all-optical pulsed
atomic magnetometer enhanced by laser mode-hopping.
Optical pumping assisted by laser mode-hopping, which
leads to a discontinuous pumping profile, effectively en-
hances the transverse spin polarization. Furthermore,
mode-hopping offers a convenient method for setting

probing stage beam off-resonant which suppress the ab-
sorption and maintain large FID signal. We have reached
a sensitivity of 3.77 pT/Hz1/2 which is sufficent for ap-
plications of magnetic anomaly detection in earth’s mag-
netic field. The sensitivity of our magnetometer seems to
be limited by the performance of the frequency counter.
In order to estimate the potentially achievable sensitiv-
ity, CRLB due to the non-magnetic oriented noise was
calculated, which was 191 fT/

√
Hz in our experimental

condition. Considering the calculated CRLB, we expect
that our magnetometer can reach a sensitivity of a sub
pT/Hz1/2 which is similar to the sensitivity limited by
photon shot-noise. A laser cavity optimization consid-
ering laser mode-hopping in fabrication of a DBR LD
may further improve the sensitivity by ehancing optical
pumping. Our approach based on laser mode-hopping
can be applied to miniaturization of all-optical atomic
magnetometers with sub-pT/Hz1/2 sensitivities.
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VII. APPENDIX

VII.1. Consideration on Faraday Rotation of
Elliptically Polarized Beam

The spin polarization formed assisted by mode-
hopping enters the probing stage where elliptically po-
larized light undergoes optical Faraday rotation, then
measured by a polarimetry. In a linear polarization basis
(êH , êV ), the elliptical polarization state is represented as
(cos(θ), sin(θ) exp(iϕ)). Here, θ is the tilt angle, and ϕ is
the retardation angle. The change in polarization state of
the beam after passing through the atomic vapor can be

expressed by the matrix Mc =

(
1 + eiΦ i(1− eiΦ)

i(eiΦ − 1) 1 + eiΦ

)
where Φ = |s|Φ0(t) is the Faraday rotation angle.

Here, Φ0(t) is damped oscillation in our experiment and
|s| is the size of photon spin vector which is calculated
by sin(2θ) sin(ϕ). The matrix representation of the HWP

is Mh =

(
cos(2θh) sin(2θh)
sin(2θh) − cos(2θh)

)
, so the final polariza-

tion state of the elliptically polarized beam measured
by the polarimeter is Mh · Mc · (cos(θ), sin(θ) exp(iϕ)).
The balanced signal is then calculated by the differ-
ence between squares of each orthogonal linear polariza-
tion components of the beam: 4I0[cos(4θh+Φ) cos(2θ)+
cos(ϕ) sin(4θh+Φ) sin(2θ)]. Here, I0 is the intensity of the
beam after absorption throughout the vapor cell. When
1 ≫ Φ, the oscillating signal simplifies to

IB ≈ I0[cos(4θh) cos(2θ) + sin(4θh) sin(2θ) cosϕ

+ |s|Φ0(t)(− sin(4θh) cos(2θ)+ cos(4θh) sin(2θ) cosϕ)].
(8)

By adjusting the HWP angle θh, the baseline component
of the balanced signal can be eliminated. The amplitude
coefficient proportional to Φ0(t), simultaneously, is max-
imized.

Previous study has shown that signal amplitude in
single-beam SERF magnetometers follows a sin(4θq)-
dependence on QWP angle θq[27]. Our all-optical single
beam pulsed magnetometer shows similar behavior un-
der the bias field of 14.3 µT which is comparable to the
Earth’s ambient magnetic field. The top plot of Figure. 7
shows the polarization state of the beam before entering
the vapor cell as measured by a polarimeter(Thorlabs
PAX 5710IR1) at various QWP angles. The bottom plot
shows the relative FID amplitude measured at different
QWP angles. The red line illustrates | sin(4θq)| behav-
ior, while the blue line represents equation (8), which is
calculated based on the polarization state shown in the
upper plot. HWP angle θh is adjusted to compensate
signal baseline to be zero for each measurement.

We determined the optimal QWP angle for single-

beam all-optical magnetometer to be 25 ◦ with a 133 ◦

retardation, suggesting an elliptically polarized beam as
the most effective polarization state. The elliptical polar-
ization strikes a balance between the most efficient pump-
ing of circular polarization and the most effective Faraday

FIG. 7. The polarization state of incident beam(upper plot)
and relative FID amplitude(bottom plot) as a function of
QWP angle. When the QWP angle is 25 ◦ where relative
FID amplitude is maximized, θ is 30 ◦ and ϕ is 129 ◦. The
red line shows sin(4θq) behavior to the QWP angle θq. Blue
line illustrates Eq. (8) calculated based on the polarization
state on the top plot.

rotation that occurs with linear polarization. Note that
for FID measurements, compensating baseline through
HWP angle adjustment is essential. Without baseline
compensation, the FID amplitude may decrease, and if
the beam intensity is too high, the baseline component
may saturate the entire signal. To avoid signal satura-
tion on the BPD signal, in our measurement, the beam
intensity in front of the vapor cell is kept at 1.43 mW
during this measurement.
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