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Rydberg atomic sensors and receivers have enabled sensitive and traceable measurements of RF
fields at a wide range of frequencies. Here we demonstrate the detection of electric field amplitude in
the extremely high frequency (EHF) band, at 131 GHz. In our approach we propagate the EHF field
in a beam, with control over its direction and polarization at the detector using photonic waveplates.
This way, we take advantage of the highest detection sensitivity, registered for collinear propagation
and circular polarization. To exhibit the potential for applications in this kind of Rydberg-atom
based detection, we perform test measurements on the EHF field emitted from an on-chip radar,
planned to be used in automotive industry as a vital sign detector. Our work elucidates practical
applications of Rydberg-atom media as well as photonic metamaterial elements.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rydberg microwave electrometry was proposed as a
means to measure weak RF fields with reference traceable
to atomic transition dipole moments, the values of which
can be derived from quantum atomic theory. The ad-
vantages of atomic measurements include direct measure-
ment of E-field, intrinsic calibration, tunability to various
bands, prospects for integration, and weak scattering, en-
abling stealthy measurements [1, 2]. The developments in
detection with Rydberg atomic vapors enabled great sen-
sitivity [3–6] and expanded the measurement schemes to
imaging [7, 8] and photon-counting [9]. A lot of research
was devoted to analyses of atomic receivers [10–18] and
various demonstrations presented solutions adjacent to
real-world applications, such as transmission of recorded
sound through atomic media [19], spectral analysis [20],
multifrequency recognition [21], sensing at distance [22]
and satellite radio reception [23].

The realisations presented to date involved working in
the extremely high frequency (EHF) band, entering the
regime of millimeter waves [24–29]. In this research area,
specific solutions included imaging via Autler-Townes (A-
T) splitting [8] and fluorescence [30], proposal for trans-
duction to optical frequencies [31], later realized in cryo-
genic vacuum [32] and heated vapor cell [33] environ-
ments and recently an EHF band receiver [34].

Here we propose a measurement scheme for the cal-
ibration and testing of an on-chip sensor operating in
the EHF band (131 GHz). Because on-chip radars are
expected to be implemented as in-cabin vital sign de-
tectors in automotive industry [35, 36], we hope that
this proof-of-concept demonstration takes Rydberg atom
based mmWave detection a step further towards indus-
trial applications, allowing measurement of electric field
and frequency in a band notorious for difficulties in cali-
bration. In particular, the absolute calibration standards
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in the band of interest are well-defined in waveguides,
relying on calorimeters [37–39], and for free-space appli-
cations thermal blackbody calibration sources are used
[40, 41]. Both methods enable the calibration of inten-
sity but due to the convoluted measurement procedures
serve only as primary reference standards in calibration
chains. In practice, the calibrations of on-chip radars in
the EHF band rely on relative measurements or simula-
tions [42, 43]. Therefore, they are not absolutely cali-
brated and their traceability depends on the connection
to the calibration chain. Rydberg atoms provide an al-
ternative that bypasses this procedure since dipole tran-
sitions with known dipole moments can be used as stan-
dards of electric field [44]. Additionally, due to many
transitions in the band of interest, several independent
calibration regimes are realisable with a single atomic
sensor.

Furthermore, in this work we demonstrate the Ryd-
berg atomic detection of EHF field in a configuration,
where the EHF field is colinear with optical fields. In
this case, the detector can be particularly sensitive to
circular polarization of the EHF field, in contrast to the
perpendicular case, where the detector is polarization-
insensitive [28]. The colinear propagation necessitates
that all fields are spatially combined, which is realised
with a parabolic mirror focusing the EHF field inside a
rubidium vapor cell. The optimal coupling is achieved
by preparing the EHF field in a collimated beam with
the help of 3D-printed high impact polystyrene (HIPS)
diffractive and metamaterial elements, acting as lenses
and waveplates. These enable beam-shaping and control
of the EHF field polarization. With the use of meta-
material waveplates, we are able to directly demonstrate
the sensitivity of the system to the polarization of the
detected field.

II. PRINCIPLE AND METHOD

The detection of EHF field relies on the rubidium en-
ergy level structure visualized in the Fig. 1(a). The
342D5/2 → 322F7/2 transition is addressed with the
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Figure 1. (a) Energy level structure utilized in the experimental setup. The two-photon (probe-coupling) excitation path
is used to access one of the Rydberg states, enabling Rydberg transitions in the EHF regime. The probe field is scanned
near the atomic resonance, while the EHF field has an additional variable detuning, indicated by the value ∆ (defined here
non-canonically as a detuning below the energy level, for further convenience). All of the transitions are nominally driven by
matching circularly polarized fields, inducing sign-matched σ type transitions, indicated as σ+ in the subfigure. The hyperfine-
split sublevels are clearly defined for 52S1/2 and 52P3/2 levels and inferred from having the largest transition dipole moments
for 342D5/2 and 322F7/2 levels. (b) The available transitions between Rydberg energy levels in rubidium, covering the whole
EHF band. The plot presents the main branch (highest transition dipole moments for a given frequency) of transitions, for
three families of transitions (between S ↔ P, P ↔ D and D ↔ F levels), including both upward and downward transitions.
The plot has been generated using the results from the Alkali Rydberg Calculator library [45].

EHF field at 131 GHz (2.29 mm wavelength). To ac-
cess this transition, a standard probe-coupling excitation
scheme is used, where absorption spectrum of scanning
probe field is utilized as a detection readout. The coun-
terpropagation of probe and coupling fields allows par-
tial Doppler effect cancellation and enables operation in
room-temperature atomic vapors. Furthermore, taking
advantage of circular polarizations of fields, allows better
addressing the most sensitive transitions in the degener-
ated hyperfine structure of the energy levels. To address
various frequencies of interest, different transitions can be
accessed in a similar manner. The transitions from the
most sensitive branch of Rydberg transitions in rubidium
are pictured in the Fig. 1(b), spanning throughout the
whole EHF band.

To explain atom-light interaction in the depicted 4-
level ladder scheme, a density matrix approach can be
used, yielding particularly simple results in the form
of nested Lorentz-type resonances, where weak probe
field approximation is assumed [46]. This approach,
even expanded to the Doppler-broadened case for room-
temperature atoms, shows that the A-T splitting induced
by the EHF field can be directly observed in the probe
field absorption as the splitting of electromagnetically in-
duced transparency (EIT) resonance [44]. In this realiza-
tion, the splitting sA−T observed in probe field detuning

can be expressed as

sA−T =
λc

λp
Ω, (1)

where λp, λc are wavelengths of probe and coupling fields
and Ω is the Rabi frequency of the EHF field. This pa-
rameter is directly proportional to the amplitude of the
EHF electric field E:

Ω =
d·E
h

, (2)

where d is the transition dipole moment. In further con-
sideration, we assume that for the chosen EHF transition
d = 542a0e [45], where a0 is Bohr radius and e elemen-
tary charge.

Typically in Rydberg detection schemes, the EHF
fields have been treated as RF fields emitted from a horn
antenna. However, as the wavelengths are significantly
smaller than with typical RF fields, it is possible to treat
the EHF fields akin to optical or terahertz fields, that is,
to propagate them in beams with finite apertures. This
enables better control of the direction, which the detected
field comes from, and is a first step in Rydberg atom
based measurement of not only electric field amplitude,
but also power. Additionally, to achieve the greatest sen-
sitivity, control over the polarization of the EHF field is
paramount. This mandates the usage of optical compo-
nents that can shape, polarize and attenuate the EHF
field generated by the source.
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Figure 2. The setup used for the calibration of DUT (device under test). The EHF field is directionally emitted and collimated
into a beam with diameter 2” = 50.8 mm via a lens with focal length f = 75 mm. The beam is passed via a setup of POL
(linear polarizer), HWP (half-waveplate), POL and QWP (quarter-waveplate), allowing control of intensity and polarization of
the EHF field, nominally set for circular polarization. The EHF field is focused with a PM (parabolic mirror), with reflected
focal length f = 2” = 50.8 mm, into a quartz cylindrical 87Rb vapor cell (25 mm optical length, 10 mm outer diameter,
1 mm thick walls, 3 mm thick windows). There, a probe-coupling Rydberg electrometric detection scheme is realized with
counter-propagating circularly polarized optical beams combined with DM (dichroic mirrors) and focused to an interaction
region corresponding to Gaussian beams with matching waists w0 = 250 µm. The readout of probe field absorption in 87Rb is
facilitated with a PD (photodiode).

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experimental setup, presented in the Fig. 2, re-
lies on three fields, which are directed into a 87Rb vapor
cell. The probe transmission spectrum is observed us-
ing an avalanche photodiode (Thorlabs APD430A). The
coupling beam counterpropagates to offset the Doppler
effect within the atomic vapors, and dichroic mirrors are
utilized to combine both beams. Subsequently, the EHF
field is focused inside the vapor cell with a gold-coated
off-axis parabolic mirror. The mirror has a hole drilled
to enable collinear introduction of optical beams. The
mirror is aligned with the use of a scattering material
positioned near its focal point, in place of the vapor cell.
The scattered reflection of the 481 nm laser can be used
to precisely align the focal point and angle of the mirror
in relation to the interaction region. The experiment is
performed in ambient Earth’s magnetic field and its effect
on the shifting of the magnetic sublevels is negligible.

The device under test emits the signal at a wide an-
gle (over 20◦), which necessitates the use of a collimat-
ing lens. For this purpose, a dielectric lens with a fo-
cal length of f = 75 mm was 3D-printed from HIPS
filament. The material has been shown to offer reason-

able parameters to be used as a refractive material in
the low THz regime, in particular its refractive index for
EHF and THz fields is n ≈ 1.5 [47] and its absorption
coefficient @131GHz is around α = 0.15 cm−1, which
was confirmed in our test measurements. The lens has
been verified to create a collimated beam with a diam-
eter of around 2” = 50.8 mm. It is propagated through
a linear polarizer, half-waveplate, linear polarizer and a
quarter-waveplate. This part of the setup is responsible
for offering continuously variable attenuation of the EHF
field and inducing a circular polarization at the entry to
the vapor cell. The half-waveplate as well as the follow-
ing quarter-waveplate are also 3D-printed HIPS elements,
photographed in the Fig. 3(a), with the details concern-
ing their shapes denoted. Their waveplate properties
arise from their fin-based metamaterial structure [48–50],
designed and verified using finite difference time domain
(FDTD) software [51]. Figure 3(b-d) depicts the results
of the FDTD simulation, illustrating the mechanism for
the birefringence. The electric field component perpen-
dicular to the fins (Ex) visible in the Fig. 3(b) is repelled
from the structure and thus experiences a lower index of
refraction. At the same time, in the Fig. 3(c) the electric
field component aligned with the fins (Ey) is concentrat-
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Figure 3. (a) A photograph of lens, HWP (half-waveplate) and QWP (quarter-waveplate) used in the experimental setup.
The elements are 3D-printed from HIPS filament. The holder enables slide-in type mounting and rotation of waveplates, made
easier by tart-like shapes of waveplates’ edges. (b) Results of the 2D numerical FDTD simulation showing the |Ex|2 of electric
field vector in space around a single fin of the QWP, with the EHF field propagating in the −z direction. (c) The corresponding
results for the |Ey|2. (d) The corresponding results for the phase shift between Ey and Ex. Note the π/2 shift. The dimensions
of the fin and fin pitch of the QWP are noted on the colormap. For the HWP the fin is twice as high with the other dimensions
unchanged.
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Figure 4. A-T splitting arising from the EHF field. The EHF
frequency was picked to be in resonance with the Rydberg
states transition, which manifests itself in the split peaks be-
ing of equal height for each signal. The visible signals present
a normalized probe field transmission spectrum, where each
measurement was divided by the measured background, i.e.
the one-photon probe transmission spectrum. The legend
presents parameters derived from the measurements, where Ω
is the Rabi frequency of the EHF driven state transition and
is equal to the separation between the split peaks multiplied
by λp/λc, and E is the corresponding electric field amplitude,
calculated from the dipole moment relation (2).

ing inside the structure and experiences higher retarda-
tion, which is summarized by the induced phase differ-
ence shown in the Fig. 3(d). The use of 3D-printing en-
ables custom solutions for diffractive elements and wave-
plates, and is particularly low-cost, even in comparison
to standard, non-custom lens and waveplates for EHF
and THz fields. Here we emphasize a practical use case

of these polarization elements. On the other hand, the
polarizers used in the setup are PCB boards of sub-mm
spaced copper paths (width 0.25 mm and pitch 0.6mm).

The automotive radar chip presented as the device
under test in this experiment is Indie Semiconductor
TRA_120_045. It can be driven to emit EHF frequen-
cies from 114–134 GHz range, though in this demonstra-
tion it is tuned narrowly around 131 GHz and operates
in continuous wave mode. Although we are not able to
straightforwardly obtain the waveform of the emitter (in
which case a narrowband local oscillator field is required),
with the use of an optical-bias detection, described in the
Ref. [6], we estimate its spectral bandwidth at <500 kHz.
In the tuning range of the device, there are overall 11
transitions pictured in the Fig. 1(b). The declared out-
put power of the on-chip radar at 131 GHz is 3 dBm.
Its power reduction function (by −3 dB) and disabling
the built-in amplifier (after which we still observed weak
emitted field at around −21 dB relative to high power
mode) were used as a means to attenuate the EHF field
at the detector, in addition to attenuating with a half-
wave plate and polarizers. The on-chip radar is mounted
on a 2-axis gimbal that allows full position and angle
alignment relative to the already internally aligned setup.
The alignment is performed in a way that maximizes the
sensor response for low emitted power.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

For the demonstration of the benchmarking setup, we
first measure the resonant frequency of the 342D5/2 →
322F7/2 transition at 130.728 GHz. This can be com-
pared to the simulated prediction of 130.726 GHz [45].
At this resonant frequency we perform a standard A-T
splitting measurement of the EHF electric field for vari-
ous levels of this field, applying the relations (1) and (2).



5

0 /2 3 /2 2
Angle [rad]

02
202
302

402

502

602

702

2  [
M

Hz
2 ]

HWP

0 /2 3 /2 2
Angle [rad]

QWP

Data
Fit

Figure 5. EHF Rabi frequencies squared, Ω2, measured via A-T splitting and corresponding to the rotation angles of the HWP
and QWP in the experimental setup. We fit cosine functions to both of the results and estimate their contrasts, i.e. the ratio
between the maximum and minimum. For the HWP we obtain contrast of 420 and for QWP – 9.2.

These results are presented in the Fig. 4 in the domain
of probe field detuning, where zero detuning is defined as
two-photon EIT resonance.

For strong fields the split peaks are broadening, which
we attribute to the EHF field inhomogeneity inside the
vapor cell. We estimate the inhomogeneity to be 7.3% in
the intensity relative units (see Appendix A for the full
consideration). On the other hand, for weak fields the
splitting becomes unresolvable with the standard tech-
nique, therefore, other methods have to be used for an
absolute calibration [5, 6]. We estimate the weakest re-
solvable field to be 0.65 V/m, corresponding to the Rabi
frequency Ω0 = 4.5 MHz (see Appendix B for the full con-
sideration). Furthermore, we estimate that the achiev-
able sensitivity of detection in the presented setup is
9.8 µV/m/

√
Hz in the zero detuning point – for weak

fields but simultaneously in the regime, where the A-T
splitting is still resolvable (see Appendix C for the full
consideration).

Next, we use the setup to estimate the overall effi-
ciency of the control over polarization. We rotate the
HWP and QWP in the experimental setup and mea-
sure the Rabi frequency with the A-T splitting method,
assuming d = 542a0e for the 342D5/2(F=4,mF=4) →
322F7/2(F=5,mF=5) transition. The transitions to the
outlier hyperfine magnetic states can be assumed due to
the use of circular polarizations of the optical beams,
and having the largest transition dipole moments at each
transition. Thus, due to the accumulating effect of sub-
sequent dipole moments, only one transition is addressed
efficiently, even though the magnetic levels are degener-
ated in the ambient magnetic field. This is evidenced
by the observation of a single A-T splitting, broaden-
ing spectrally mainly due to field inhomogeneity. The
results are presented in the Fig. 5. Note that the re-
sults are presented as Ω2, effectively in the domain of
field intensities. We fit cosine functions to the results
to estimate the contrast and visibility. For the HWP
we arrive with the contrast (ratio between the maximum

and minimum) of 420 (26 dB), that translates to the in-
terferometric visibility of 0.995. For the QWP we get
the contrast of 9.2. The minimal achievable splitting re-
mains substantial, which is the result of the A-T splitting
still being induced, although via a different transition, in-
duced by the reverse polarization, with different dipole
moment. Although various transitions may be consid-
ered, and the definite answer requires the full considera-
tion of the state evolution model, the most obvious can-
didate is the 342D5/2(F=4,mF=4) → 322F7/2(mJ=3/2)
transition, having a dipole moment of d′ = 118a0e [45].
With that assumption, the contrast for a perfect QWP
should yield 21. In that case, in relation to the maximal
contrast, we achieve the visibility of 0.88.

Consequently, we demonstrate that using this setup,
an estimation of EHF field’s frequency, in particular the
∆ detuning, is possible as well. For the set EHF electric
field, we perform measurements for different ∆ detunings,
and present the results for chosen detunings in the Fig. 6.
In this case, a crude estimation is provided by the relation
describing the separation between the peaks

sA−T,∆ =
λc

λp

√
Ω2 +∆2, (3)

where the parameters are defined as in the Eq. (1), with
∆ corresponding to the detuning from the Fig. 1(a). The
comparison between the presented relation and obtained
results is presented in the inset to the Fig. 6. In this con-
sideration Ω is considered set and constant, measured at
∆ = 0 detuning as Ω = 41 MHz. When the set ∆ are
taken as ground truth, the estimation results from the
±100 MHz range yield an average deviation of 1.1 MHz.
This method is not suitable for precise estimation of fre-
quency, that instead should be obtained from wavemixing
with a known local oscillator [4], however, it gives a rea-
sonable estimate. The limits of this method point to the
available bandwidth of the detection, which in the case
of FWHM consideration is 93 MHz at Ω = 41 MHz (see
Appendix D for the full consideration).
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Figure 6. A-T splitting arising from various detuned EHF
fields. The Rabi frequency is constant throughout the series
and measured at ∆ = 0 as Ω = 41 MHz.Each line corresponds
to a different EHF field detuning ∆, which results in increas-
ing splitting between the peaks, as well as increasing difference
in the height of the peaks. All signals were normalized in the
same manner as was the case with the results in the Fig. 4.
The inset presents results of peak separation sA−T,∆ measure-
ments in relation to ∆. The measurements are compared to
the theoretical estimation based on the Eq. (3), yielding an
average deviation of 1.1 MHz.

V. SUMMARY AND PERSPECTIVES

This proof-of-concept demonstration underlines the
control of EHF field direction and polarization, and
presents the detection scheme in a collinear configura-
tion. The practicality of this approach is further empha-
sised by the demonstration of a calibration procedure for
an automotive radar chip, bringing this technique a step
closer towards real-world applications. Our work demon-
strates a unique combination of the usage of Rydberg
media, photonic metamaterial elements in a practical ap-
plication. There are a few aspects that escaped the scope
of this work, though. In particular, the absolute estima-
tion of measured EHF power is missing. This is, however,
a persisting problem, coming down to the estimation of
the relation between the atomic interaction region and
region, where the EHF field is focused.

Furthermore, the spectral region for detection using
the splitting of EIT is limited by the Voigt profile of the
probe absorption line at room temperature. While for
lower frequencies this suffices to completely cover the E-
M spectrum in a semi-continuous fashion, in the EHF
band the gaps in the spectrum start to appear. These
gaps can be addressed by accessing transitions from less
efficient branches (smaller transition dipole moments),
using different atomic media (sodium, potassium, ce-
sium), or abandoning absolute measurements for certain
frequencies, while relying on relative measurements in
conventional setups.

We anticipate further development will be focused
around adding resonant structures to the detection setup.
This may enhance the detection sensitivity and provide
an additional degree of freedom for frequency tuning.
This is particularly feasible, as on the one hand for the
EHF wavelengths the sizes of the resonant structures,
e.g. cavities, can be manageable around a typical optical
setup, on the other hand, the manufacturing precision
required is low enough that the elements allow for inte-
gration with optics, e.g. with through-holes for optical
beams.

In principle, this detection setup can be repurposed for
other modes of operation, such as single-photon count-
ing, enabled by EHF-to-optical conversion. We expect
that due to the predicted directionality of the converting
receiver, it can be used efficiently for quantum tempera-
ture detection in the EHF band, as the thermal radiation
in the super high frequency (SHF) band has already been
directly observed in a similar system [9].

DATA AVAILABILITY

Data underlying the results presented in this paper are
available in the Ref. [52].
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The codes used for the numerical simulation are avail-
able from M.M. upon request.
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APPENDIX A: ESTIMATION OF THE FIELD
INHOMOGENEITY

The inhomogeneity of the EHF field inside the vapor
cell can be assumed as purely scalar (field intensity) and
only in the direction of the beam propagation (the in-
homogeneity in the perpendicular directions is negligible
due to the interaction area being subwavelength). This
inhomogeneity can be estimated by measuring the depen-
dence of the width of the A-T split peaks on the Rabi
frequency of the EHF field. There we expect a linear
relation

σ
λc

λp
= σ0 + αΩ, (4)

where σ is the measured width of the A-T split peaks (in
the units of probe detuning), σ0 and α are parameters
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Figure 7. The analysis of the EHF field inhomogeneity based
on the relation between the width of the A-T split peaks
and the Rabi frequency Ω of the EHF field. The obtained
parameters of the linear fit described in (4) are α = 0.036,
σ0 = 2.1 MHz.

of the fit, and the λc

λp
factor appears due to the Doppler

effect.
We take data from testing of different manufactured

waveplates to analyse this relation by performing Gaus-
sian fits to the A-T split peaks and extracting the sepa-
ration (translating to Ω) and standard deviation (trans-
lating to the width of the peaks being the result of the
inhomogeneity). The results are presented in the Fig. 7.
We obtain the parameters α = 0.036, σ0 = 2.1 MHz. The
inhomogeneity (in the units of intensity) can be then cal-
culated as α(2 + α) = 0.073 = 7.3%.

Note that the potential effects of other magnetic lev-
els taking part in the A-T splitting experience the same
linear scaling. However, as we use sign-matched circu-
lar polarizations of fields and address mostly the outlier
transitions between maximal/minimal magnetic number
states, these effects can be neglected. Furthermore, be-
cause the states of lower magnetic numbers experience
weaker A-T splitting, their influence would overall result
in a widening of the A-T split peaks in the direction of
the center (zero probe field detuning). This is evidently
not the case, as pictured in the Fig. 4 for stronger EHF
fields.

APPENDIX B: ESTIMATION OF THE
WEAKEST RESOLVABLE FIELD

Incidentally, the fit described in the (4) can serve as the
basis for the estimation of weakest resolvable field in the
presented system. Let us consider the Rayleigh 2σ crite-
rion for distinguishing two separated Gaussian peaks. In
the case of the A-T splitting this can be expressed as

sA−T = 2σ =⇒ Ω0 = 2(σ0 + αΩ0), (5)

where we can extract the Ω0 = 4.5 MHz from. This
corresponds to the weakest resolvable field of 0.65 V/m
for the absolute calibration (A-T splitting technique).

APPENDIX C: ESTIMATION OF THE
SENSITIVITY

To estimate the achievable sensitivity in the presented
system, a few parameters need to be considered. Let
us denote by T the normalized transmission of the probe
field as presented in the Fig. 4. The sensitivity to electric
field change ζ in a single-point measurement lasting for
time t is equal to

ζ =
√

t×Var(T )
1
∂T
∂E

=
√
t×Var(T )

h
∂T
∂Ω · d

, (6)

where Var(T ) is the variance of the measured transmis-
sion and ∂T

∂E is the derivative of the transmission over the
electric field. We further apply the (2) relation to obtain
the derivative over Ω.

From the measurements of noise we obtain√
t×Var(T ) = 1.5·10−6/

√
Hz, which we identify

experimentally as the shot noise of transmitted probe
field. The ∂T

∂Ω is significantly dependent on the value of
Ω, which is one of the reasons why the best sensitivity
is achieved with the use of a local oscillator field biasing
the detector to the optimal working point [5]. We
can measure the derivative experimentally only in the
region where the A-T splitting is resolvable. This is not,
however, the most sensitive working point.

Let us first consider this problem on a theoretical
model with the assumption of a weak probe field. The
probe field normalized transmission in this case can gen-
erally be expressed as [46]

T = 1− 2∆1 + iΓ1

2∆1 + iΓ1 − Ω2
c

2∆2+iΓ2− Ω2

2∆3+iΓ3

, (7)

where ∆x and Γx are the detunings and decay rates
(including other sources of decay, such as transit time-
broadening), and Ωc is the Rabi frequency of coupling
field and Ω is defined as in the main text. In the limit
of a weak electric field E, and thus small A-T splittings
we can assume ∆1 = 0, as this is the most sensitive
point in the transmission spectrum T . Let us further
simplify this model by assuming a completely resonant
case, that is ∆x = 0, and neglecting the Doppler effect,
thus considering only the velocity class, where the ve-
locity of atoms v = 0 (although taking into account the
transit-time broadening in Γx). Then

T = 1− Γ1(Γ2Γ3 +Ω2)

Γ1(Γ2Γ3 +Ω2) + Γ3Ω2
c

. (8)

Following that

∂T

∂Ω
=

2Γ1Γ3Ω
2
cΩ

(Γ3Ω2
c + Γ1(Γ2Γ3 +Ω2))2

. (9)
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Figure 8. The analysis of the bandwidth in the presented
mode of detection (A-T splitting). The height of the detuned
peak is dependent on the detuning ∆ of the EHF field. The
exponential function is fit to this relation and the bandwidth
parameter is extracted as 93 MHz of FWHM bandwidth.

After substituting the assumed and measured experi-
mental values, Ωc = 4 MHz, Γ1 = 7.3 MHz, Γ2 = Γ3 =
1.2 MHz (dominated by transit-time broadening), we ob-
tain the relationship, from which we extract the opti-
mal working point at Ω = 1.2 MHz. By inserting the
results to the (6), we obtain the achievable sensitivity

of ζ = 1 µV/m/
√
Hz. However, as the optimal work-

ing point falls outside the resolvable regime, we are able
to demonstrate the sensitivity only for higher Rabi fre-
quencies. There, for resolvable but still relatively low
(Ω < 10 MHz) fields we obtain an average sensitivity
of ζ = 9.8 µV/m/

√
Hz. Note that these values are re-

alistically obtainable only in the superheterodyne setup
with an additional LO field, as the model used to derive
them does not account for probe power noise (especially
long-term fluctuations, as the Var(T ) is obtained during
a single scan).

APPENDIX D: ESTIMATION OF THE
DETECTION BANDWIDTH

The further analysis of the data presented in the Fig. 6
leads to obtaining a bandwidth available in the pre-
sented mode of detection, for a given Rabi frequency of
Ω = 41 MHz in this case. In particular, analysis of the de-
tuned peak height dependence on the detuning ∆ leads to
the estimation of how well the A-T splitting can be inter-
preted for an off-resonant EHF field. The results of this
analysis are presented in the Fig. 8, where we perform a
fit of exponential function to extract the relevant param-
eters. The FHWM bandwidth in this case is 93 MHz.
From the fit we can additionally estimate the detunings,
at which the detuned peak approaches the noise level (for
the optimally chosen frequency binning) – in this case the
SNR = 1 bandwidth is 330 MHz.
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