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Continuous superradiance using a narrow optical transition has the potential to improve the short-
term stability of state-of-the-art optical clocks. Even though pulsed superradiant emission on a mHz
linewidth clock transition has been shown, true continuous operation, without Fourier limitation,
has turned out to be extremely challenging. The trade-off between maintaining a high atomic flux
while minimizing decoherence effects presents a significant obstacle. Here, we discuss the design of a
machine that could overcome this problem by combining a high-flux continuous beam of ultra cold
strontium atoms with a bowtie cavity for the generation of superradiant lasing. To evaluate the
feasibility of our design, we present simulation results for continuous high-efficiency cooling, loading,
and pumping to the upper lasing state inside the bowtie cavity. We then present two different models
for stimulating the generated superradiant field by taking into account position-dependent shifts,
collisional decoherence, light shifts, and atom loss. Finally, we estimate a laser linewidth of less
than 100 mHz, limited by atom number fluctuations, and resulting in an output power of hundreds
of fW.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical atomic clocks are the most precise devices in
existence today. In state-of-the-art optical clocks, the
frequency of a local oscillator is intermittently compared
with the frequency of a narrow clock transition in a sam-
ple of trapped atoms or ions. Therefore, the stability
of these clocks relies on the local oscillator, a prestabi-
lized laser locked to a mode of a high finesse, ultrastable
reference cavity. While such clocks have exhibited ex-
ceptional stability, reaching 6.6 × 10−19 after 1 hour of
averaging [1], their short-term stability is limited by the
stability of the reference cavity, which is susceptible to
thermal fluctuations [2, 3]. In contrast to a typical laser,
a superradiant laser operates in the “bad-cavity regime”,
where the cavity’s linewidth is much broader than that
of the gain medium. In such a bad-cavity laser the effect
of cavity length perturbations on the frequency of the su-
perradiant laser can be dramatically suppressed. Super-
radiant lasing on an extremely narrow optical clock tran-
sition in neutral atoms has been proposed as a promising
candidate to increase the short-term stability of state-of-
the-art atomic clocks [4, 5]. The first steps towards this
goal have already been taken. Pulsed superradiant lasing
utilising the 1S0 → 3P0 transition has been observed from
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87Sr atoms [6–8]. In this case, the linewidth of the su-
perradiant emission was found to be Fourier-limited [8].
To overcome this Fourier limit and achieve superradiant
emission with a linewidth as low as or lower than the nat-
ural transition linewidth, we must have truly continuous
operation. This requires a constant flux of excited-state
atoms entering the superradiant laser cavity to maintain
a continuously inverted gain medium. Recent experi-
ments have demonstrated continuous transfer of atomic
fluxes at the 1 × 107 level from a MOT into a moving
optical lattice within a ring cavity [9–12].
In this article, we first simulate the continuous load-

ing of 88Sr atoms into a ring cavity, then the pumping
process to the upper lasing state to create a continu-
ously inverted gain medium, and finally, the generation
of superradiant emission into a ring cavity mode on the
1S0 → 3P0 transition [13, 14]. As a concrete example, we
base our simulations on our apparatus at the University
of Amsterdam.

II. DESIGN OF APPARATUS

Our apparatus uses a steady-state narrow-line
magneto-optical trap (MOT) operating on the
1S0 → 3P1 transition, which provides a continuous
µK-temperature source of strontium. We employ a very
similar design to the one described in Refs. [15–17], in
which we separate the laser cooling and trapping stages
in space rather than in time in order to achieve contin-
uous red MOT loading. Once we have a continuous µK
source of atoms, the atoms must be coupled to each other
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FIG. 1. The architecture of the apparatus. Atoms falling down from a 2D blue MOT (not shown) are continuously collected
and cooled in a red MOT. From there, they are loaded into a dipole guide beam formed by an incoherent 1070 nm beam. The
guide beam is overlapped with a shallow-angle lattice (dashed arrows), which can be used as a Bloch accelerator. The atoms
are transported ∼20 cm from the red MOT chamber to the science chamber. In the science chamber, the atoms are initially
decelerated using a retro-reflected molasses beam operating on the 7.5 kHz 1S0 → 3P1 transition (M1). They are then further
cooled into a reservoir dipole trap (denoted by blue dashed oval, formed by crossing of the guide beam with an extra 1070 nm
beam propagating into the (x, z)-plane and tilted by 5◦ with respect to the z-axis) by the second (M2) and third (M3) set of red
retro-reflected molasses beams where (M3) is orthogonal to the (y, z)-plane. Next, they are loaded into the magic wavelength
optical conveyor lattice. The optical conveyor moves upwards through a pumping zone, where atoms are pumped to the excited
3P0 state. Finally, they are drawn through a well-controlled emission zone, where superradiant emission into the cavity mode
can occur. After the emission zone, atoms are ejected by a push beam to avoid coating the surface of the cavity mirrors.

to enable superradiant emission. To create the coupling
field, we use a high-finesse ring cavity in a bowtie config-
uration. Emission on the 1S0 → 3P0 transition requires
shielding from stray photons and inhomogeneities in
the magnetic field. We satisfy these requirements by
separating the science chamber that houses the ring
cavity from the red MOT chamber with a differential
pumping tube and enclose the science chamber in a
magnetic shield to prevent interference from the Zeeman
slower and the MOTs’ magnetic fields. To ensure a
uniform magnetic field along the cavity mode, especially
in the region where we expect superradiant emission, we
used COMSOL to evaluate the magnetic field uniformity,
including the Helmholtz magnetic field coils around the
science chamber, the Zeeman slower and MOT magnetic
fields, as well as the magnetic shields for the science
chamber. The magnetic field inside the shielding is
mainly determined by the two Helmholtz coils located
inside the shielding.

The distance between the red MOT and the optical
lattice is 20 cm, and the atoms must be transported and
loaded into the lattice in a continuous fashion, without
significant heating. Thus, we choose to transport the
atoms using a combination of a Bloch accelerator [18] and

a 200W, 150µm-waist dipole guide beam with 1070-nm
wavelength. The focus of the dipole guide beam lies at
the halfway point between the red MOT and the opti-
cal lattice. The Bloch accelerator, created by a shallow
angle lattice overlapped with the red MOT, accelerates
the atoms out of the MOT and along the dipole guide
beam, as shown in Fig. 1. Atoms then travel along the
dipole guide with a velocity of up to 50 cm/s, while being
supported against gravity.
As the atoms arrive in the science chamber, they are

decelerated by a 689-nm molasses beam and captured in
a crossed dipole trap, which we call the “reservoir”. This
reservoir trap is also overlapped with the moving optical
lattice and is formed by crossing the guide beam with
an extra 1070-nm beam propagating in the (x, z)-plane
and tilted by 5◦ with respect to the z-axis. Two addi-
tional red molasses beams, depicted by a red line and red
oval in Fig. 1, aid in cooling the atoms into the reservoir.
The vertically oriented lattice, which is power-enhanced
by the bowtie cavity, then acts as a conveyor, moving the
atoms from the reservoir upwards through the pumping
region, where they are optically pumped to the 3P0 state.
Once in the excited clock state, the atoms continue trav-
eling vertically to a well-controlled emission zone, where
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superradiant emission into the resonant cavity mode can
occur. Near the top of the cavity, atoms are ejected from
the conveyor using a “push” beam resonant with a cy-
cling transition so they do not coat the cavity mirrors.

The crux of the design is the bowtie cavity, which cre-
ates not only the conveyor lattice but also the coupling
field necessary to enable superradiant emission. The cav-
ity is relatively compact, with a length of 50mm and
width of 13mm, and is designed to have a free spectral
range of 1.5GHz and a finesse of about 50,000 at 698 nm
and 2000 at 813 nm. We use mirrors with an ultra high
reflectivity coating for 698 nm, keeping one outcoupler
mirror with a slightly higher transmission, which will al-
low us to increase the outcoupled superradiant laser out-
put, while maintaining the desired finesse. In the inter-
rogation zone, the minimum waist of the moving lattice
is around 140µm and the 689 nm cavity mode will be
≈ 10µm smaller. To create a resonant cavity mode with
the 1S0 → 3P0 transition, the length of the cavity can
be tuned using a piezo stack attached to one of the flat
mirrors.

Our apparatus can accommodate experiments with
both 87Sr and 88Sr. While the bosonic isotope has a
relatively simple level structure and a much higher nat-
ural abundance, it requires a strong magnetic field of a
few hundred Gauss for the 1S0 → 3P0 transition to open
sufficiently for our purpose [19]. On the other hand,
the fermionic isotope will provide a much smaller flux
of atoms into the cavity, but the 1S0 → 3P0 transition
is slightly allowed, even at zero magnetic field with a
linewidth of 2π × 1.35mHz, opened through hyperfine
interaction [20]. For the reasons mentioned above, the
following simulations concentrate mainly on the bosonic
isotope. The large bias magnetic field needed to open
the clock transition in 88Sr will be generated by the set
of Helmholtz coils inside the shield, oriented along the
x-axis. Here, the main advantage of the shielding is the
magnetic isolation between the red MOT and the science
chamber, which should allow us to maintain a continuous
red MOT. In this configuration, we can take full advan-
tage of the large atomic flux of 88Sr generated by our
continuous system.

III. COOLING AND LOADING THE ATOMS
FROM THE TRANSPORT GUIDE INTO THE

OPTICAL CONVEYOR

We will now focus on simulations of the atoms as they
arrive in the science chamber. We first consider the three
optical molasses beams, which are used to cool the atoms
before and during transfer from the dipole guide and
reservoir to the moving optical lattice (Fig. 1b). The first
molasses beam addresses the 1S0 → 3P1,mJ = 0 cooling
transition and is used to slow the atoms in the guide beam
that travel at high velocities before reaching the reser-
voir. The second beam also acts on 1S0 → 3P1,mJ = 0
and propagates parallel to the first molasses beam, but

addresses the atoms in the region where the dipole guide,
the reservoir, and the cavity mode overlap. Finally, the
third beam, acting on 1S0 → 3P1,mJ = ±1, also inter-
acts with atoms in the reservoir but propagates perpen-
dicular to the dipole guide. The latter two beams cool
the atoms to a mean energy low enough to be trapped
and drawn in by the optical conveyor.

A. Average energy of trapped atoms in the
reservoir

We first simulate the average energy of the atoms once
they are collected in the reservoir. We discuss two key as-
pects of the cooling and loading process: the differential
light shift on the cooling transition caused by the vari-
ous light fields and the scattering dynamics of the cooling
process. We calculate the light shifts using the expression
for the polarizability given in Appendix A and simulate
the dynamics of the cooling process using a semiclassi-
cal Monte-Carlo method (SCMC), explained in detail in
Appendix B. With the SCMC method, we calculate the
probabilities of photon scattering from different molasses
beams by individual atoms with specified positions and
velocities, assuming their internal state is in local equi-
librium.

The dipole potentials of the guide beam, reservoir, and
optical lattice for the 1S0,

3P1,mJ = 0 and 3P1,mJ = ±1
states will cause significant position-dependent light
shifts on the cooling transitions addressed by the opti-
cal molasses beams. First, let us consider only the ef-
fect of the differential light shift from the dipole guide
and reservoir beams. The dipole guide beam propagates
along the ẑ-axis, so for this beam, the potential gradient
only affects the (x, y)-plane, as the light shift is essentially
constant along the z-axis. To slow down as many atoms
in the dipole guide as possible, we can modulate the fre-
quency of the optical molasses beams to address differ-
ent velocity classes. Instead of modulating frequency in
time, we take into account multiple frequencies simulta-
neously. We can choose the frequency range of the first
molasses beam to be resonant with the atoms closest to
the center of the dipole guide. However, as the atoms ap-
proach the reservoir, the change in light shift along the
ẑ direction becomes significant, as the reservoir beam
propagates 5◦ from the ẑ-direction in the (x, z)-plane.
This makes the capture velocity position dependent also
along ẑ, as shown in Fig. 2. This dependence must be
considered when choosing the frequencies of the second
and third optical molasses beams, as they interact with
atoms in the reservoir. By using a range of frequencies
addressing different velocity classes, we find that for an
average incoming velocity of 10 cm/s, we can reduce the
average energy of atoms trapped in the reservoir to ap-
proximately 12µK (Fig. 2d).
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FIG. 2. (a) Potential of reservoir and dipole guide in (y, z)-plane. The inset shows the differential light shift in the reservoir
for the 1S0 − 3P1 cooling transition, along the z-axis. (b) Cooling dynamics of atoms with an incoming velocity of 10 cm/s,
where the interaction time for each molasses beam is marked by the red or orange shading. The first molasses beam (M1, red
shading), slows atoms to 1 cm/s. Shortly afterwards, the atoms enter the reservoir region, where other molassess beams (M2
& M3, orange shading) slow and cool them inside the reservoir. Finally they can reach µK-temperatures. The inset shows
how the capture velocity changes with atomic position inside the reservoir. To avoid heating the frequencies of M2 and M3 are
chosen such that there is no unwanted interaction with cold atoms in the center of the reservoir.

FIG. 3. (a) The time-dependent oscillation of the capture ve-
locity range as seen by atoms at a fixed position (z = 10µm).
This oscillation originates from the optical lattice moving
with a velocity of 1 cm/s. (b) Polarizability of the atoms

as a function of the angle between the bias magnetic field B⃗
and the optical lattice polarization. At an angle of ≈ 74◦

between the optical lattice polarization and the B-field, the
3P1,m = 0 → 1S0 transition becomes magic due to the tuned
tensor polarizability term.

B. Loading of atoms into the optical lattice

As the atoms approach the optical lattice, the situation
becomes more complicated. To simulate loading into the
moving optical lattice, we must also consider the differ-
ential light shift caused by the substantial depth of the
lattice, resulting in a significant change in the capture
velocities we previously calculated. Because we are using
a moving optical lattice, the capture velocity range for
the second and third optical molasses beams will oscil-
late with the motion of the optical lattice. Consequently,
scattering events will decrease as atoms move toward
the optical lattice since the laser frequencies align only
around the maximum value of the light shift (Fig. 3).

Again using SCMC, but now including the time-
dependent optical lattice light shift, the scattering rate is
explicitly time-dependent (B4). Due to the oscillation of
the capture velocity range caused by the moving lattice,
there is an increase in the average energy distribution
of the atoms, which reaches a value of approximately
20 µK. However, this increase in average energy can be
minimized by tuning the Tensor polarizability term of
the transition (1S0 → 3P1, mJ = 1) to a magic polar-
ization (Fig. 3(b)). We found that with a lattice speed
of approximately 1 cm/s, we achieve a 91% loading effi-
ciency into the lattice, with an average energy of 12.5µK,
yielding the simulated atomic trajectories in Fig. 4(a).
There is, however, a tradeoff between the conveyor speed
and the energy and number of atoms trapped. If the
conveyor velocity is too high, the average energy of the
trapped cloud increases and the percentage of trapped
atoms sharply drops off (Fig. 4(b)).
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FIG. 4. (a) Density of 100 trajectories of atoms as they travel
along the moving optical lattice (velocity of the optical lattice
= 1 cm/s and potential depth = 30µK). A typical trajectory
is shown by the red trace. The outline of the optical lattice
is indicated by the white dashed lines. (b) Average energy
in µK (brown circles) and percentage of atoms trapped (blue
triangles) as a function of the optical lattice velocity is pre-
sented.

IV. PREPARATION OF THE ATOMS IN THE
UPPER LASING STATE

After loading atoms into the optical lattice, we must
pump them into the 3P0 state. A possible pumping
scheme compatible with our experiment is presented in
Figure 5. In the presence of the strong magnetic field
required to open the clock transition in 88Sr, the Zee-
man sublevels of the 3S1,

3P2, and
3P1 states will split,

allowing them to be independently addressed. To suf-
ficiently populate 3P0, we first pump atoms to the 3S1
state. From there, atoms can decay to 3P0, but most
likely will decay to the unwanted states, 3P1, mJ = ±1
and 3P2, mJ = −1, 0, 1 (but not into 3P1,mJ = 0, as
this decay is prohibited by angular momentum selection
rules). We must repump atoms out of these unwanted

1S0

3P0

3P1

3P2

3S1

mJ = -2 -1 0 1 2

FIG. 5. The strontium level structure relevant for our pump-
ing scheme from 1S0 to 3P0 is shown here, including the
Zeeman sublevels. The thicker red arrows indicate the main
pumping transitions, while the thinner red arrows represent
the relevant repumping transitions. The possible spontaneous
decay channels are depicted as blue dashed arrows.

states, especially the 3P2 states, as they are particularly
long-lived [21]. A more detailed description can be seen
in Appendix C. The pumping beam has a waist of 250µm
and is aligned along the z-axis, with its center positioned
2mm away from the reservoir along the y-axis. With
vconv = 1 cm/s, we have an interrogation time of 5ms.
To decrease heating, we pump from both directions. Us-
ing this scheme, 83% of the atoms can be successfully
loaded into the lattice and pumped to the 3P0 state, while
the rest are lost somewhere in the loading and pumping
process. The fraction of loaded atoms remaining in the
ground state after pumping is negligible.
Atoms will undergo an average of 12 photon recoils

throughout the pumping process, leading to an average
energy of the pumped sample around 16µK. We choose
an optical lattice depth of 30µK, which will keep the
atoms in the optical lattice long enough so that they can
contribute to superradiant emission. Elastic collisions,
which could create higher energy atoms, are negligible
under our conditions.

V. SIMULATION OF THE SUPERRADIANT
LASER OUTPUT

To determine the parameters necessary to achieve con-
tinuous superradiant lasing, we have numerically sim-
ulated the intra-cavity field for atoms traveling in the
optical conveyor along a running-wave cavity mode res-
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onant with the 1S0 → 3P0 transition. We use a semiclas-
sical model to analyze the impact of systematic effects,
particularly from density shifts, light shifts, decoherences
and losses, and the inhomogeneity of external magnetic
fields. In our simulations, we assume a total roundtrip
length ℓcav = 20 cm of the bowtie cavity and a cavity
finesse F = 5 × 104. This corresponds to a cavity field
energy decay rate equal to κ = 2π × 150 kHz. We also
take the speed of the optical conveyor as vconv = 1 cm/s
and the travel distance of the atoms before being ejected
as ℓconv = 2 cm.

To find the optimal atomic flux, we begin with a simpli-
fied model and consider two-level atoms that are loaded
into the optical conveyor in the upper lasing state. The
atoms are then carried along the conveyor for a time τ
before being ejected from the cavity by the push beam.
We suppose that one of the running-wave cavity modes
is resonant with the atoms in the lattice, taking into ac-
count the first-order Doppler shift. We also assume that
the interaction time τ of the atom with the cavity field is
much shorter than all the inverted relaxation rates of the
atomic degrees of freedom. The Hamiltonian describing
such a model in the respective rotating frame has the
form

Ĥ = ℏg
∑
j

Γj(t)
[
âσ̂j

eg + â†σ̂j
ge

]
, (1)

where g is the coupling strength between the atomic
transition and the cavity field, â and â† are the an-
nihilation and creation operators of the cavity mode,
and σ̂j

eg = |ej⟩ ⟨gj | and σ̂j
ge are the rising and lower-

ing operators of the jth atom. Here, we have also in-
troduced functions Γj(t) = Θ(t − tj) − Θ(t − tj − τ),
which describe the time-dependence of the atom-cavity
coupling, where tj is the time of injection of the jth atom
into the conveyor. With coarse-grained time averaging,∑

j δ(t − tj) ≈
∑

j δ(t − tj − τ) ≈ Φ, where Φ is the
atomic flux. In this scenario, a stationary solution for
the intracavity field can be found from the equation [22]

sin2 χ = χ2A2, where A =

√
κ

Φg2τ2
. (2)

Here χ = gaτ , a = ⟨â⟩ is the cavity field in the mean-field
approximation, and κ is the decay rate of the energy of
the cavity mode. This equation has a single solution, as-
suming the parameter A lies inside the following interval:

0.21723... < A < 1. (3)

If A > 1, Eq. (2) has no non-zero solutions, which corre-
sponds to an absence of superradiance, and if A < 0.22,
Eq. (2) has multiple non-zero solutions, which corre-
sponds to unstable superradiant emission.

In the following subsections, we consider two different
semiclassical models of an optical conveyor laser carry-
ing 88Sr atoms, which include collision-induced effects, as
well as position-dependent shifts caused by inhomogene-
ity of the magnetic field. The first “basic” model is based

FIG. 6. Spatial inhomogeneity of magnetic field and the re-
sulting clock transition frequency change. (a) Magnetic field
magnitude B along the direction of the optical conveyor and
(b) corresponding second-order Zeeman shift, referenced to
an offset field of B0 = 230 G, which corresponds to a fre-
quency shift of ∆0 ≈ −2π× 12.3 kHz as given by Equation 4.
The segments that are rendered solid are within the emission
zone. The black curve corresponds to the simulated magnetic
field of the Helmholtz coil pair. The colored curves represent
the presence of an additional magnetic field gradient. The
resulting position-dependent frequency shift is shown in (b)
with the same color encoding.

primarily on the data reported in Ref. [23], whereas the
second one considers a more extensive estimation of the
collision-induced dephasing. For both cases, we simulate
the intracavity field ⟨â⟩ and study the dependence of the
number of intracavity photons n = ⟨â†â⟩ and frequency
shift ∆out on the atomic flux Φ. We also investigate the
influence of the position-dependent frequency shift cre-
ated along the conveyor due to magnetic field inhomo-
geneities. The number of intracavity photons n can be
used to calculate the output power Pout of the superradi-
ant laser as Pout = ℏωnκη, where η is the probability for
the photon to leave the cavity through the outcoupling
mirror.

A. 88Sr atoms in an optical conveyor lattice in the
presence of a magnetic field: the basic model

The single-photon 1S0 → 3P0 transition in neutral
bosonic Sr is forbidden to all orders of multipole expan-
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sion. However, this transition can be partially allowed
in the presence of an external field. For example, a

static magnetic field B⃗ [19], can slightly mix the |3P0⟩
and |3P1,mJ = 0⟩ states, opening the 1S0 → 3P0 tran-
sition. This comes at the expense of a change in the
transition frequency due to the second-order Zeeman
shift ∆mg = δω3P0→1S0

. The induced E1 transition rate
γ3P0→1S0

can be calculated from the second-order Zee-
man shift as:

∆mg = γ3P0→1S0

ω3P1→3P0

γ3P1→1S0

= βB2, (4)

where β ≈ −2π× 23.3 MHz/T2 = −2π× 233 mHz/G2 ≈
−1.464 s−1/G2 [19]. From this expression, we can clearly
see the high sensitivity of the clock transition frequency
to variations in the applied bias magnetic field as the fre-
quency shift scales with B2. In our case, the atoms will
be most sensitive to spatial inhomogeneities and fluctu-
ations of the magnetic field within the emission zone of
the bowtie cavity.

In order to open the 1S0 → 3P0 transition, we ap-
ply a fairly strong and homogeneous bias magnetic field
B ≈ B0 = 230 G. This field strength corresponds to
a 1S0 → 3P0 transition linewidth of γ3P0→1S0

≈ 2π ×
16.4 µHz and a second order differential Zeeman shift
of ∆mg ≈ ∆0 − 2π × 107 mHz/mG × (B − B0), where
∆0 = βB2

0 ≈ −2π × 12.3 kHz. To evaluate the depen-
dence of the second-order Zeeman shift ∆mg on the po-
sition along the conveyor, we first determined the distri-
bution of the magnetic field strength B with COMSOL,
the results of which are shown by the black curve in Fig-
ure 6. The simulated magnetic field inhomogeneity in
the center of the emission zone is mostly due to the in-
completely closed magnetic shielding, where holes are re-
quired for optical access and connection to the rest of the
vacuum system. The simulated imperfections lead to a
position-dependent frequency shift ∆mg(y) that becomes
more significant as the field strength increases. To coun-
teract this problem, we consider the possibility of adding
an extra gradient GB to the bias field B, which will add
an additional position-dependent shift ∆a(2y/ℓconv − 1).
Therefore, the overall position-dependent shift caused by
the magnetic field has the form

∆(y) = ∆mg(y) + ∆a(2y/ℓconv − 1). (5)

In this expression, the amplitude ∆a of the extra
position-dependent shift can be calculated from the mag-
netic field gradient GB as ∆a = βB0GBℓconv. This
position-dependent shift can help us partially compen-
sate irregularities in ∆mg in parts of the emission region.
Interestingly, it also allows us to compensate for the col-
lisional shifts (11), which depend on the densities of the
atoms in the ground and the excited states. The total

collisional shift varies as the atoms move along the con-
veyor, as shown in Figure 7(g).

In our analysis, we use mean-field equations where we
suppose that each atom interacts with the cavity field cre-
ated by the atoms themselves. Quantum correlations be-
tween different atoms have been neglected. We also take
into account collisional decoherence, shifts, and losses,
which have been adapted from Ref. [23]. We suppose that
the atoms interact only with the self-generated, running-
wave cavity mode which co-propagates with the optical
conveyor, as this cavity mode is resonant with the atomic
transition, while the counter-propagating running-wave
mode, present in every ring cavity, will be detuned by
about δωDoppler = 2ωvconv/c ≈ 2π × 28.6 kHz at vconv =
1 cm/s. This detuning suppresses lasing on the counter-
propagating mode and hinders atoms from collectively
interacting with this mode due to the mismatch of the
relative phases.

To reduce the computational cost, we group the atoms
into M clusters distributed along the optical conveyor,
with all the atoms of the same cluster having the same
internal states. Each cluster occupies a segment of length
ℓc = ℓconv/(M − 1) centered at position yj along the
conveyor. The clusters are initialized at position yj,0 =
−ℓc/2, and the atoms get removed only when they reach
the position yj,f = ℓconv+ℓc/2, which corresponds to the
end of the emission zone. When −ℓc/2 < yj < ℓc/2 or
ℓconv − ℓc/2 < yj < ℓconv + ℓc/2, the coupling coefficient
g between the atoms and the cavity field is multiplied by
the fraction of atoms in the cluster inside the emission
zone of the conveyor. The number N j of atoms in the jth
cluster is randomly distributed around Φℓc/vconv, where
we have used a Poissonian distribution.

The mean-field equations for the cavity field a = ⟨â⟩
are

da

dt
= −

[κ
2
+ iδa

]
a− i

∑
j

g(yj)σ
j
geN

j , (6)

where δa = δa − k0/vconv, vconv is the speed of conveyor,
and k0 is the wave number of the cavity mode. The sum
is taken over all atoms in the optical conveyor. As long
as the cavity decay rate κ is much larger than any shifts,
decay rates, or decoherence rates, the field a quickly equi-
librates with the atomic degrees of freedom and can be
adiabatically eliminated:

a =
−2i

κ+ 2iδa

∑
j

g(yj)σ
j
geN

j . (7)

Next, we can adapt the equations for atomic coherences
σj
ab = ⟨σ̂j

ab⟩ (where σ̂j
ab = |aj⟩⟨bj |) of individual atoms

from Ref. [23] as follows:
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dσj
ge

dt
= −

[
γ + γe + γg + w(yj)

2
+ γR + νp(yj) + Γj

coll + i
(
∆(yj) + ∆j

coll + δp(yj)
)]

σj
ge + ig(yj)a(σ

j
ee − σj

gg), (8)

dσj
ee

dt
= ig(yj)

[
a∗σj

ge − aσj
eg

]
− (γe + γ)σj

ee − nj(γeeσ
j
ee + γegσ

j
gg)σ

j
ee + w(yj)σ

j
gg, (9)

dσj
gg

dt
= −ig(yj)

[
a∗σj

ge − aσj
eg

]
+ γσj

gg −
[
γg + w(yj) + njγgeσ

j
ee

]
σj
gg, (10)

where γ = 7.8 × 10−5 is the spontaneous transition rate
at B = 230G, and γe and γg are density-independent
inverse lattice lifetimes for the ground and the excited
states. Here, we take γe = γg = 0.33 s−1 as a conserva-
tive estimation, which corresponds to 3 s of lattice life-
time. The position-dependent pumping rate is denoted
by w(y), and the shift and dephasing rates in the pump-
ing zone are written as δp(y) and νp(y), respectively. The
extra density-independent dephasing rate caused by elas-
tic collisions with a background gas and Raman scatter-
ing of photons from the optical lattice potential is de-
noted by γR [24]. We have taken γR = 0.3 s−1 and define
the total rate of collision decoherence as

Γj
coll = nj

[
σj
eeγee + [σj

gg + σj
ee]γge

2
+ γdepσ

j
gg

]
(11)

and the collision shift as

∆j
coll = nj [µ(σ

j
ee + σj

gg) + ϵ(σj
ee − σj

gg)]. (12)

Here, we define the loss, dephasing, and shift coefficients
as follows: γee = (4 ± 2.5) × 10−12 cm3/s, γge = (5.3 ±
1.9)×10−13 cm3/s, γdep = (3.2±1.0)×10−10 cm3/s, µ =
2π×8.2·10−11 cm3 ·Hz, and ϵ = 0.33µ [23]. Details of the
calculation of the number density nj , coupling strength g,
and other relevant parameters are given in Appendix D.

B. Results of simulation for the basic model

We now present the results of numerical simulations
of the superradiant laser output using the semiclassical
model described above and with the collisional dephasing
rate given by Eq. (11). We assume a total roundtrip
length ℓcav = 20 cm and cavity finesse F = 5 × 104,
which gives the decay rate of the cavity field energy:

κ =
2πc

Fℓcav
≈ 1.88× 105 s−1. (13)

The output laser power per single intracavity photon
can be estimated as κℏωη ≈ 1.34 × 10−14 W, where
ω ≈ 2π×429 THz is the frequency of the 1S0 → 3P0 tran-
sition and η is the fraction of output power emitted
through the outcoupling mirror. We assume all four mir-
rors have equal transparency, which leads to η = 0.25.

As previously defined in Section III, the waist of the 813-
nm magic wavelength optical lattice mode is 140 µm,
and we take the waist W0 of the resonant co-propagating
698-nm cavity mode as W0 = 130 µm. We also make a
conservative estimation of the temperature of the atomic
ensemble, T = 10 µK, and define the depth of the optical
lattice as Uconv = 30 µK.
The atoms are loaded into the conveyor in the 1S0

state and get pumped into the upper lasing state, as
described in Section IV. The pumping process is simu-
lated using the position-dependent incoherent pumping
rate w(y) = w0p(y), the pumping-related dephasing rate
νp(y) = ν0pp(y), and light shift δp(y) = δ0pp(y), where

p(y) = exp

(
−2(y − yp)

2

W 2
p

)
, (14)

yp = 2 mm, and Wp = 250 µm. We take w0 = 270 s−1

and ν0p = 400 s−1 as a typical values (Appendix C). At

this point, we set the pumping-induced light shift, δ0p =
0. Later, however, we will show that reasonable values
of pumping-induced light shift will have only a minor
influence on the amplitude and frequency of the output
laser field. Using these parameters, we perform a series of
simulations of the superradiant laser output for different
atomic fluxes Φ.
Note that the mean-field equations (6) and (8) - (10)

are invariant to a common phase shift of atomic coher-
ences σj

ge and cavity field a. To break this phase sym-
metry and initiate the lasing process, we assume that, at
the beginning of the simulation, the atomic ensembles in
the cavity have some small “seed” populations and co-
herence: σj

ee = (1 − cos(θ0))/2, σj
gg = (1 + cos(θ0))/2

σj
ge = sin(θ0) exp

(
iϕj

0

)
, where θ0 = 0.07 rad and ϕj

0 are

randomly distributed between 0 and 2π. All the atomic
ensembles loaded into the conveyor after that have no
“seed” coherence.
We first consider the results of simulations of the in-

tracavity photon number n in steady-state and the shift
∆out of the output radiation frequency with respect to
the 1S0 → 3P0 transition as a function of atomic flux Φ
and magnetic field gradient GB , shown in Fig. 7(a,b).
We set B0 = 230 G and the number of clusters M = 51.
We choose Φ in the range 106 s−1 ≤ Φ ≤ 7 × 106 s−1,
which corresponds to 0.21 < A < 0.563 and should pro-
duce stable, nonzero solutions. The full simulated time is
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FIG. 7. Results of superradiant lasing simulation with the basic model. (a) Simulated intracavity photon numbers, (b)
Frequency shifts of the output field relative to the atomic transition versus gradient GB of the magnetic field for different atomic
fluxes Φ (see legend; same color code for (a) and (b)). Here we use B0 = 230 G and F = 50000. Circled points correspond to
stable solutions investigated in detail in (c) – (g). (c) Examples of intracavity photon number over time for Φ = 7 × 106 s−1

and three different values of the magnetic field gradient GB . (d) Position dependent distributions of populations σee (solid)
and σgg (dashed) along the conveyor. (e) Position-dependent contribution of the atoms to the cavity field a is defined as the
imaginary part of σge exp[−iarg(a)]. (f) Distribution of collision-induced dephasing. (g) Total (magnetic plus collision-induced)
shift ∆tot = ∆(y) + ∆coll along the conveyor. The color code for (c) – (g) is shown in (c).

40 s, but we truncate the first 20 s and use the last 20 s to
calculate the characteristics of the signal once stabilized.
Interestingly, we do not find any non-zero solutions for
0.563 < A < 1. This is likely because, in contrast to the
idealized model described at the beginning of Section V,
our basic model includes atomic losses and dephasings,
as well as position-dependent shifts, which hinder lasing.
Only stable solutions, where the variations of the am-
plitude of the intracavity field over the last half of the
simulation period were less than 10 % of the mean, are
presented in Fig. 7. We can see that for some combi-
nations of (Φ, GB), the solutions are unstable. Notably,
we see no laser output for Φ < 2× 106 s−1, indicating a
threshold atomic flux for superradiant emission.

To further investigate the lasing process, we consider
simulations for Φ = 7 × 106 s−1 at three different val-
ues of the magnetic field gradient: GB = −47 mG/cm,
−93 mG/cm, and 0 mG/cm. Simulated time-dependent
intracavity photon numbers for these three cases are
presented in Figure 7(c), and one can see that for
GB = 0 mG/cm and −93 mG/cm, the solution is sta-
ble, whereas for GB = −47 mG/cm, we have an unstable

intracavity field with irregular superradiant pulses.

In Figure 7(d), we show the position dependence in the
emission zone for the populations of the ground (σj

gg) and

excited (σj
ee) states at the end of the simulation (t = 40 s)

for these same parameters. The decrease of σee + σgg

along the length of the emission zone corresponds to loss
of atoms from the conveyor. For GB = 0 mG/cm (black
curves), the atoms return to the ground state faster
than for GB = −47 mG/cm and GB = −93 mG/cm
(gray and red curves, respectively). This is because for
GB = 0 mG/cm, the atoms are coherently coupled with
the cavity field primarily in the first half of the opti-
cal conveyor, whereas for GB = −93 mG/cm, they are
coupled in the second half, which is in agreement with
the atomic contribution to the intracavity field plotted in
Fig. 7 (e). For GB = −47 mG/cm (unstable regime), we
see population oscillations between the ground and the
excited state and similar oscillations in the intracavity
field. We note that at the end of the emission zone, σee

is still larger than σgg for all three curves, indicating that
less than half of the energy stored in the 1S0 → 3P0 tran-
sition gets converted into the energy of the cavity field.
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We define the contribution of the single-atom coher-
ence to the intracavity field as Im(σge exp(−iarg(a)),
which is consistent with Eq. 7. If we look more closely
at the position-dependence of this quantity in Fig. 7(e),
we see that it is consistent with where the variation in
the overall (magnetic plus collision) shift is minimal. For
example, for GB = 0 mG/cm, the main contribution to
the intracavity field is given by the atoms in the first half
of the emission zone, and this corresponds to a plateau
in the overall shift plotted in Fig. 7(g). Similarly, for
GB = −93 mG/cm, the main contribution comes from
the last half of the emission zone, but because a signifi-
cant fraction of the atoms have been lost from the con-
veyor at this point, the amplitude of the signal is smaller.
For the unstable regime where GB = −47 mG/cm, we
see random absorption and emission events between the
atoms and the cavity field. These oscillations of energy
lead to chaotic behavior of the out-coupled laser field.

In Figure 7 (f,g), we present position-dependent colli-
sional dephasing rates Γcoll and the total (magnetic and
collision-induced) frequency shifts over the length of the
optical conveyor. For all three values of GB , the colli-
sional dephasing rate is the highest at the beginning of
the emission zone, when the atoms are still in the ground
state, but abruptly decreases at y = 0.2 cm, when the
atoms get pumped to 3P0. The dephasing rate then
starts to grow as atoms emit and are transferred from
the excited state back to the ground state. This is con-
sistent with our model, in which the dominating source
of dephasing is ground state collisions (11). Eventually,
dephasing decreases again as the total number density
decreases due to losses.

Finally, we can compare the plots of the total position-
dependent shift in Fig. 7(g) and the magnetic shift pre-
sented in Fig. 6(b) for the same B-field gradient to deter-
mine the effect of the collision shift on the total shift. The
variation of the collision shift throughout the emission
zone is a dynamic process, as it will decrease as atoms
are lost from the optical conveyor but increase as atoms
decay from the excited state back down to the ground
state. Qualitative comparison of the two plots suggests
that the magnetic shift dominates throughout the emis-
sion zone, and this variation does not have a significant
effect on the total shift.

We can now estimate the fraction of atoms contribut-
ing to the intracavity field and how much output lasing
power we can expect in such an experiment. For a flux
of 7 × 106 s−1, the maximum power that can, in prin-
ciple, be emitted into the cavity mode is ℏωΦ ≈ 2 pW.
We calculate the power actually emitted into the cavity
field as Pfield = ℏωκn. For GB = 0 and n ≈ 11.9, we get
Pfield = 0.64 pW. Therefore, about 32% of the atoms that
are pumped to the excited state contribute to the intra-
cavity field. This can be explained by the loss of excited
state atoms from the optical conveyor and by atoms mak-
ing only partial transfers between the excited and ground
states. As a result, the output lasing power on the clock
transition that we can expect to achieve under optimal

conditions is Pout = ηPfield = 0.16 pW, where we have
again assumed η = 0.25.
To investigate the sensitivity of the laser output to

the pumping-induced light shift δp, we perform addi-
tional simulations for δ0p = 2π × 25 Hz, a typical order-
of-magnitude estimate of the effective light shift, and
δ0p = 2π × 500 Hz, a more pessimistic upper bound, for
the marked points in Fig. 7(a,b) (Table VI). We find that
the stability of solutions with the same Φ and GB does
not depend on δ0p, and for stable regimes, the difference
in amplitude of the intracavity field for solutions with
the same values of Φ and GB , but different δ0p, differs
by less than a few percent. In addition, the frequency
shift of the output field changes by less than 50 mHz
with change of δ0p from 0 to 500 Hz, which lies on the
edge of the Fourier-limited resolution of our simulation.
Such robustness can be explained by the fact that the
atoms do not contribute to the intracavity field while
they are affected by the pumping-induced light shift δp,
as the pumping zone is about 20 times smaller than the
emission zone. The huge dephasing associated with this
pumping also helps to reduce its influence on the output
of the superradiant laser.
The quantum noise-limited linewidth of the superradi-

ant output can be estimated using the second-order cu-
mulant expansion [25, 26]. This method is based on clus-
tering the atomic ensemble according to positions in the
optical conveyor and considering the collision-induced
shifts and loss and dephasing rates as external param-
eters, pre-calculated with the help of the semiclassical
model described above. For Φ = 7 × 106 atoms/s the
quantum noise-limited linewidths are about 5 µHz for
GB = 0, and 7 µHz for GB = −93 mG/cm. Here, we
must emphasize that this sub-natural linewidth can only
be achieved due to the collective superradiant nature of
the system, and it occurs even in the presence of the inho-
mogeneous broadening on the Hz level shown in Fig. 7(g).
This suppression of noise is on the order of one million
and can be only explored in a truly continuous system
without any Fourier limitations.
If we consider the sensitivity of the output frequency to

variations of the atomic flux Φ by looking at Fig. 7(b), we
see that this sensitivity is minimized for negative values
of GB between −120mG/cm and −90mG/cm. In this
region, the shift sensitivity is on the order of 2π× 0.3 Hz
per 106 atoms/s. Thus, a mean atomic flux of Φ = 7 ×
106 s−1 with 5% atom number fluctuation would lead
to about a 100 mHz broadened linewidth of the output
frequency. These fluctuations seem to be the main factor
limiting the short-term frequency stability of the output
laser signal.

C. Simulation with extended dephasing model

Our simulations thus far are based on the model pre-
sented in Ref. [23], where the authors assume that the
main source of dephasing is elastic collisions with atoms
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FIG. 8. Simulation for the extended dephasing model. (a) Intracavity photon numbers and (b) frequency shifts of the output
field (relative to the atomic transition) are shown for different magnetic field gradients GB and atomic fluxes Φ (see legend;
same color code for (a) and (b)). Inset: magnetic field gradient range in which output frequency is least sensitive to flux
fluctuations. Circled points correspond to stable solutions investigated in detail in (c) – (g). (c) Examples of intracavity photon
number over time for Φ = 4 × 106 s−1 and three different values of the magnetic field gradient GB . (d) Position dependent
distributions of populations σee (solid) and σgg (dashed) along the conveyor. (e) Atomic position dependent contribution to
the cavity field a defined as the imaginary part of σge exp[−iarg(a)]. (f) Distribution of collision-induced dephasing. (g) Total
(magnetic plus collision-induced) shift ∆tot = ∆(y) + ∆coll along the conveyor. The color code for (c) – (g) is shown in (c).
The magnetic field is set to B0 = 574 G and all other parameters are the same as in Figure (7)

in the 1S0 ground state. According to that model, the
ground state dephasing coefficient due to elastic colli-
sions, γdep, is much larger than the loss coefficients due
to inelastic collisions between the atoms in the excited
state (γee) and inelastic collisions between ground and
excited state atoms (γge), by a factor of about 100 and
1000, respectively (see Section VA). The role of dephas-
ing in elastic collisions with atoms in the excited state
has thus far been ignored.

However, we start with a fully inverted sample of
atoms, which means that at the beginning of the emis-
sion zone, most atoms are in the excited state. Fur-
thermore, the atoms will spend a considerable time in
the excited state within the emission zone, which can be
seen in Figure 7(d). Therefore, dephasing due to elastic
collisions in the excited state cannot be ignored in our
case. In this section, we investigate the feasibility of the
bad cavity laser with an “extended” dephasing model,
where we now include dephasing due to elastic collisions
in the excited state. Due to the lack of experimental
data, we set the dephasing coefficient for the excited state

γdep = 3.2 × 10−10 cm3/s equal to the dephasing coeffi-
cient in the ground state. Its accurate determination is
left as the subject of future experimental study. It must
be noted that dephasing due to elastic collisions between
excited and ground state atoms is still not considered in
this model.
To now account for the additional two-body collision

dephasing effects, we use the following expression for the
dephasing rate:

Γj
coll = nj

[
σj
eeγee + [σj

gg + σj
ee]γge

2
+ γdep(σ

j
gg + σj

ee)

]
.

(15)

With this new dephasing rate, we find that we must in-
crease the bias magnetic field in order to achieve a larger
atom-field coupling to obtain steady-state superradiant
emission. Here, we choose B0 = 574 G, which is 2.5
times stronger than before. Calculations with COMSOL
show a nearly proportional scaling of magnetic field de-
viations B(y)−B0, within 1%. This field corresponds to
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γ3P0→1S0
= 6.43× 10−4 s−1 = 2π × 102 µHz.

The dependences of the intracavity photon number
and the shift of the output radiation on GB for stable
solutions are presented in Figure 8(a,b). We see that
in contrast to the dependence presented in Figure 7(a),
the intracavity photon number as a function of GB has
two maxima and a wide dip between −180 < GB <
50mG/cm, caused by the proportionally stronger vari-
ation of the magnetic shift along the optical conveyor.

In Figure 8(c-g), we present results of simulations for
Φ = 4 × 106 s−1 and three different values of the mag-
netic field gradient, similar to how it has been done
for Figure 7. We use a smaller atomic flux than was
used in the basic dephasing model since no stable so-
lutions are obtained for higher values of flux with the
extended model. Again, we present two stable (violet
and light blue curves) solutions and one unstable (yellow
curve) solution. The variation of the position-dependent
shift presented in Figure 8(g) is much larger than in
Fig. 7(d) because of the proportionally larger inhomo-
geneity of the magnetic field along the optical conveyor.
The maximum steady-state intracavity photon number
is n ≈ 6.62 in Fig. 8(c), which is 45% lower than the
one presented in Fig. 7(c). This can be partially ex-
plained by the 40% lower atomic flux. For such a flux,
the maximum power that can be emitted into the cav-
ity mode is ℏωΦ ≈ 1.14 pW, whereas the power trans-
ferred into the cavity field is about Pfield = 350 fW for
GB = 142mG/cm, corresponding to a 31% transfer effi-
ciency. As a result, the output laser power Pout = ηPfield

can be estimated as about 90 fW, again by assuming all
mirrors of the cavity have the same reflectivity.

In contrast to the situation presented in Figure 7 (c),
the unstable solution produces relatively regular pulses,
rather than a chaotic regime. The dynamics of in-
tracavity populations presented in Figure 8(d) demon-
strate nearly the same population transfer efficiency for
Φ = 4.0× 106 s−1, GB = 142 mG/cm (light blue curves)
as for Φ = 7.0 × 106 s−1, GB = 0 in the basic model
(black curves in Figure 7(d)). The smaller atomic num-
ber density and relatively smaller collision losses used in
the extended dephasing model lead to the same trans-
fer efficiency, even though the total shift in the emis-
sion zone is larger. The atomic contribution into the
intracavity field for the unstable solution (yellow curve
in Figure 8(e)) has 2 strong peaks corresponding to si-
multaneous lasing on two slightly different frequencies,
resulting in pulses. The collision-induced dephasing rate
presented in Figure 8(f) is nearly proportional to the to-
tal population change, whereas in our basic model, it is
primarily determined by the population of the ground
state.

The simulations presented in Figure 8 were performed
for a pumping-induced light shift δp of zero. To check
the robustness of the output laser signal against a non-
zero shift, we performed simulations for δ0p = 2π × 25Hz

and δ0p = 2π × 500Hz. Using these two values for the
pumping-induced light shift to simulate the generated

field for the two marked solutions in Figure 8(c), we
achieve a stable solution in all four cases. For those cases,
the variation of the number n of intracavity photons is
less than 1%, and the constant output frequency shift
∆out was also smaller than 2π × 50 mHz. This leads
us to the assumption that the pumping zone has a very
small influence on the performance of the superradiant
laser.
We also estimate the minimum achievable linewidth

for such a system for two selected points correspond-
ing to a stable solution. For Φ = 4 × 106 s−1 and
GB = 142mG/cm the estimated linewidth of the out-
put radiation is on the level of 2π × 120 µHz, and for
Φ = 4 × 106 s−1 and GB = −217mG/cm, it is on the
level of 2π×50 µHz. The larger values of the linewidth in
comparison to the ones presented in the previous section
are due to the larger variations of the position-dependent
shift along the optical conveyor. In this case, the collec-
tive nature of superradince again leads to a suppression
of the inhomogeneous broadening effects in our system on
the order of one million, resulting in a linewidth compa-
rable to the natural linewidth at this large bias magnetic
field.
For GB lying between approximately −230 mG/cm

and −210 mG/cm Figure 8 (b), we see that the out-
put frequency is more robust against variations in the
atomic flux Φ than in the case considered in Section VB.
Five percent fluctuations of the atom number around
Φ = 4 × 106 s−1 lead to a broadening of about 50mHz,
which corresponds roughly to broadening by a factor
of one thousand compared to the minimum achievable
linewidth. We can conclude that in our simulations, atom
number fluctuations remain the main source of instability
for the superradiant laser.

VI. OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have focused on the 88Sr isotope due
to its high natural abundance and its simple internal
structure. However, it requires a strong external mag-
netic field to partially allow the 1S0 → 3P0 transition,
which directly leads to unavoidable position-dependent
shifts due to imperfections in the applied field. Ad-
ditionally, the strong s-wave collisions between bosonic
atoms cause significant dephasing and shifts. As we have
seen, atom number fluctuations are the main linewidth
broadening mechanism in our system. Therefore, reduc-
ing these fluctuations would be the most straightforward
path to improving the frequency stability of the superra-
diant laser. More accurate experimental measurements
of dephasing and loss coefficients in the ground and ex-
cited state, as well as collisional-induced shifts could also
improve our understanding of the system and allow us
a more quantitative numerical optimization of param-
eters to minimise linewidth broadening effects. Finally,
the magnetic field curvature can be reduced by balancing
opposite curvatures produced by two coil pairs, thereby
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reducing the total position-dependent shift.
Our simulations also indicate that light shifts associ-

ated with pumping have a very weak influence on the
output frequency because the atoms do not contribute
to the cavity field while being pumped due to strong de-
phasing. Therefore, we could include one more repump-
ing zone in the optical conveyor, with the purpose of re-
populating the excited state, to potentially increase the
emitted power.

Alternatively, we could explore fermionic 87Sr on the
1S0, F = 9/2,mF = ±9/2 → 3P0, F = 9/2,mF = ±9/2
transition in our system. The more complex internal
structure, which includes hyperfine and Zeeman splitting,
would lead to more complicated cooling and pumping
schemes compared with the ones presented above. How-
ever, the non-zero clock transition rate and the resulting
stronger coupling to the cavity, even at zero magnetic
field, leads to a lower collective atomic number thresh-
old for superradiant emission. Together with the sup-
pression of s-wave collisions due to the Pauli exclusion
principle, one could expect better robustness of the out-
put laser field against fluctuations of the magnetic field
or the atomic flux. This investigation is left to future
theoretical and experimental study.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider the design of a continuously-
operating superradiant laser on the 1S0 → 3P0 transition
in 88Sr. We discuss the mechanism by which we will con-
tinuously load atoms from the dipole trap into a magic
wavelength optical conveyor lattice generated inside a
bow-tie cavity. This bow-tie cavity creates the strong
collective coupling between atoms that should enable su-
perradiant emission. We have also simulated highly ef-
ficient atom loading for a moving optical lattice with a
speed of a few cm per second. We showed that up to 83%
of atoms in the dipole trap get trapped and pumped in
the optical lattice with an average energy slightly above
16 µK.
Next, we numerically simulated the output of a con-

tinuous superradiant laser, taking into account the in-
homogeneity of the magnetic field, collisional dephasing,
shifts and losses, as well as pumping-induced effects. For
collisional decoherence, we considered two models. In
the first model, adapted from [23], we supposed that
ground state collisions are the main source of decoher-
ence. We show that with experimentally realistic param-
eters, we can achieve superradiant lasing with an out-
put power of about 160 fW and a quantum fluctuation-
limited linewidth on the order of a few µHz. The main
limitation on the linewidth appears to be broadening due
to fluctuations of the atomic flux. This broadening is
determined by the collisional shift, as well as by the re-
distribution of the atomic coherence over the emission
zones. For the used flux, a five percent atom number fluc-
tuation would broaden the linewidth to about 100mHz.

In the extended dephasing model, we included the con-
tribution of excited state atom collisions to dephasing.
We showed that stable superradiant lasing becomes pos-
sible, but with a higher magnetic field of about 600G,
which leads to stronger variations of the magnetic field
and position-dependent shifts in the emission zone. We
have added an extra magnetic field gradient to shape the
magnetic field to partially compensate these variations.
The larger inhomogeneous broadening effects lead to a
quantum fluctuation-limited linewidth of about 100µHz
and an output power of around 5 − 10 fW. As with the
basic model, the main broadening mechanism is fluctua-
tions of the atomic flux. Five percent fluctuation of the
flux would lead to about a 50mHz broadened linewidth
in the experiment. For both models, we have shown that
the effect of the light shift caused by the pumping fields is
nearly negligible for the generation of superradiant emis-
sion because pumped atoms experience strong dephasing,
which destroys any correlations between the ground and
excited states, and the light shift protects the cavity field
from the interaction with these atoms.

From this study, we can conclude that continuous su-
perradince on the sub-mHz transition is possible and that
such a system should be competitive with today’s state-
of-the-art short-term references, even taking into account
the main broadening effects.
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TABLE I. Parameters for potential beams.

Beam Type Dipole
beam

Reservoir Lattice

Polarization along x-y π along x-z

U0(1S0), µk 166 50 30

U0(3P1,m = 0), µk 60 14.6 10.6

Waist, µm (200, 200) (400, 100) 140

Wavelength, nm 1070 1070 813

Propagation along z-axis in x-y
plane

5◦ from z

y-axis

Appendix A: Polarizibilities and Design Parameters

We have calculated the polarizibility using the expres-
sion (A1).

αE1
i =α

(0)
i +

im(ϵ∗ × ϵ)z√
F

· α(1)
i

+
(3ϵ∗zϵz − 1)(3m2 − F (F + 1))√

2F (2F − 1)
α
(2)
i

(A1)

The three components are scalar, vector, and tensor that
together give the total polarizability as:

α
(0)
i =β0

∑
ñ′F′

| ⟨ñFm| |d̂| |ñ′F ′m′⟩ |2 2ωn′F ′,i

ω2
n′F ′,i − ω2

α
(1)
i =β1

∑
ñ′F′

| ⟨ñFm| |d̂| |ñ′F ′m′⟩ |2

ω

ω2
n′F ′,i − ω2

(−1)F+F ′

(
1 1 1

F F F ′

)
α
(2)
i =β2

∑
ñ′F′

| ⟨ñFm| |d̂1| |ñ′F ′m′⟩ |2

ωn′F ′,i

ω2
n′F ′,i − ω2

(−1)F+F ′

(
1 1 2

F F F ′

)
(A2)

with

β0 =
1

3ℏ(2F + 1)
, β1 =

√
6F

ℏ
√

(2F + 1)(F + 1)
,

β2 =
1

ℏ

√
40F (2F − 1)

(2F + 3)(2F + 1)(F + 1)

(A3)

where ñ = n, S, J, L, n is atomic quantum number, S
is spin angular momentum of spins, L is orbital angular
momentum, J is total angular momentum, F is total
momentum and m is projection of total momentum along
quantization axis. For calculation of the polarizability we
used the data presented in [29].

TABLE II. Parameters of molasses beams

Molasses
Beam

M1 M2 M3

Intensity
(total)

2 Isat Isat Isat

∆band 0.01(2π)µs−1 0.01(2π)µs−1 0.01(2π)µs−1

Nf 12 4 5

δci −45Γ
2

+ ∆max
D −15Γ

2
+∆max

D+R −15Γ
2

+∆max
D+R

Waist, µm (200,200) (200,200) (200,200)

λ, nm 689 689 689

center,
(mm)

(0,0, -5) (0, 0, 0) (0, 0, 0)

Polarization in y-z plane along x in y-z plane

Propagation in y-z plane,
7◦ from z

along x in y-z plane
7◦ from z

Appendix B: Semiclassical Monte Carlo simulation
method for atomic cooling and pumping

To simulate deceleration and cooling of the atoms by
the molasses beams we employ a “semi-classical Monte
Carlo” model, where we suppose that an atom will not
significantly change its position during the typical inter-
nal state evolution time. Therefore, the atom depends
only on its instantaneous position and velocity, not on
the previous history. The position-dependent scattering
rate associated with the molasses beams is given by the
following equation:

Γi(r, v) =
∑
k

(
γssik(r, v)

2 + sik(r, v)

)(
1 +

∑
i,j

si,j(r, v)

2 + si,j(r, v)

)−1

(B1)

where the saturation parameter and detuning associated
with the ith transition and kth frequency is defined by

sik(r, v) =
Iik(r)

4Iisat

(
1 +

(
2δik(r, v)

γs

)2)−1

δik(r, v) = δ′ik −∆D
i (r)−∆R

i (r) + k⃗ik · v⃗,

Isat =
2π2ℏcγs
3λ3

, δ′ik =
∆band(2k −Nf − 1)

2(Nf − 1)
+ δci

(B2)

∆band is the bandwidth, δci is the the central frequency
and Nf is the total number of frequency. For ith transi-
tion, the differential light shifts associated with dipole
guide beam (∆D), reservoir (∆R), and optical lattice
(∆OL) are given by

∆
{D,R}
i (r) = −1

ℏ

(
α1S0

− αi

α1S0

)
U

1S0

{D,R}(r), (B3)

∆OL
i (r, t) = −1

ℏ

(
α1S0

− αi

α1S0

)
U

1S0

OL (r, t). (B4)
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TABLE III. Parameters of pumping beams. Here P-1 acts on
the

∣∣1S0

〉
→

∣∣3P1,m = −1
〉

transition. Similarly, P-2 and P-

3 acts on the
∣∣1S0

〉
→

∣∣3P1,m = ±1
〉

transitions, whereas

P-4, P-5, and P-6 pump atoms from the
∣∣3P2,m = −1

〉
,∣∣3P2,m = 0

〉
and

∣∣3P2,m = 1
〉
-states to the

∣∣3S1,m = 0
〉
-

state, respectively. The partial deacay rates Γ associated with
the corresponding transitions are Γtotal for P-1, 0.5 Γtotal for
P-2,3, 0.3 Γtotal for P-4,6, and 0.4 Γtotal for P-5 respectively.
The Intensities mentioned in the table corresponds to the cir-
cular polarized field component.

Pumping
Beam

P-1 P-{2,3} P-{4,5,6}

Intensity 0.32 Isat {0.5, 0.02} Isat 0.02 Isat

Γtotal, µs−1 4.69 × 10−2 27.0 42.0

Waist, µm (250,250) (250,250) (250,250)

λ, nm 689 688 707

center, (mm) (0,2,0) (0,2,0) (0,2,0)

Polarization along x-axis along x-axis along
{x,z,x}-axis

Propagation along z-axis along z-axis along z-axes

∆/(2π) −1 kHz {0,−2} MHz {−19.9, 0.1,
20.1} MHz

We use the position-dependent scattering rate to gen-
erate random numbers and artificially model the absorp-
tion and emission of photons by evolving the scattering
rate (B5) along the trajectory of atoms. We perform the
simulation by following these steps:

• Starting with an initial state (x⃗i, p⃗i) at time ti we

evolve the equation of motion ( ˙⃗xi, ˙⃗pi) and the scat-
tering rate Γm(x, v) till ti+1 = ti + dt.

• Generate a vector v⃗s = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ)
with θ and ϕ randomly generated numbers and a
random number r1 in the interval [0, π], [0, 2π] and
[0, 1] respectively.

• If r1 > e−
∫ ti+1
ti

Γm(x⃗i,v⃗i)dt set p⃗i+1 = p⃗i − ℏk⃗+ v⃗sℏk
and regenerate {r1, θ, ϕ} or else without changing
anything take another step.

• Repeat the above three steps until we reach the
desired evolution time.

In our system, we utilize a broad spectrum of frequencies
to address a variety of velocities. The maximum scatter-
ing rate is significantly lower than the spontaneous emis-
sion rate, allowing us to assume that an atom quickly
emits a photon spontaneously after absorbing it.

For the simulation of pumping, we employed the mas-
ter equation detailed in Appendix C. We identified a
set of detunings where the trapping of population into
the dark states doesn’t play a significant role. Leverag-
ing this carefully selected set of parameters, as described
in III, we found that the population probability of atoms

in states 3P1,
3P2, and

3S1 remain low. The light field
intensity for the transition |3⟩ → |8⟩ is chosen such that

ΓP
38 ≫ Γdecay

31 , thereby preventing excessive scattering
events from the |1⟩ ↔ |3⟩ transition, which would other-
wise cause heating.

Under conditions of far-detuned lasers, the intensities
given in III, and the fact that the motion of these atoms
does not significantly change during the pumping cycle,
we can assume that only the effect of individual lasers
acting on two levels, at given point in time, needs to be
considered. To estimate the pumping efficiency and the
heating of atoms within the moving optical lattice, we
apply the SCMC method described earlier. The pumping
rate associated with each individual two-level system is
calculated using:

Γp
m(r⃗, v⃗) =

∑
j

(
γmjs

p
mj(r⃗, v⃗)

2 + spmj(r⃗, v⃗)

)(
1 +

∑
j

spmj(r⃗, v⃗)

2 + spmj(r⃗, v⃗)

)−1

(B5)

where

spmj(r⃗, v⃗) =
Imj (r)

4Imsat

(
1 +

(
2δmj(r⃗, v⃗)

γmj

)2)−1

(B6)

The spontaneous decay from 3S1 is modeled by generat-
ing a random number based on the relative decay rates for
different transitions. Momentum kicks are applied sim-
ilarly to the molasses simulation. The decay rate from
3S1 is 100 times higher than any other process. For the
3P1 state, which has a smaller decay rate, the momentum
kicks are modeled using Einstein’s rate equation. Ran-
dom numbers r1, r2, and r3 are generated in the interval
[0, 1] and compared with the probabilities associated with
different channels.

If the system is in state |1⟩ and r1 > e−
∫ ti+1
ti

Γp
13(x,v)dt,

the state is set to |3⟩. Then, depending on whether

r2 > e−
∫ ti+1
ti

Γp
38(x,v)dt or r3 > e−

∫ ti+1
ti

Γdecay
31 dt, the state

is either changed to |8⟩ or returned to |1⟩, with corre-
sponding momentum kicks applied.

Appendix C: Reduction of multilevel repumping
scheme to a effective 2-level scheme

In this section we specify parameters of the realistic
multilevel pumping scheme and perform a mapping of
this pump scheme to an effective 2-level incoherent pump-
ing scheme, following the method developed in [30]. Here
we neglect all the collision-induced processes, because the
pumping occurs in a very narrow zone (250 nm waist),
and these process will not significantly affect the internal
state of the atoms. Therefore, we consider isolated atoms
interacting with pumping fields. The multilevel pumping
scheme is presented in Figure 9. Here, we specify the no-
tation for sublevels, matrix elements and frequency de-
tunings.
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FIG. 9. Pumping scheme with relevant matrix elements Ωj

and frequency detunings ∆j . Laser-induced transitions are
shown by solid red, and spontaneous decays by dashed blue
arrows. The levels which do not participate in the repumping
process are shown in pale gray.

The Hamiltonian for such system in resonant approxi-

mation can be written as

Ĥ0

ℏ
=

8∑
j=g

ωj σ̂jj +Ω1

[
σ̂g3e

i(ωL
3gt+ϕ1) + σ̂3ge

−i(ωL
3gt+ϕ1)

]

+

7∑
j=3

Ωj

[
σ̂j8e

i(ωL
8jt+ϕj) + σ̂8je

−i(ωL
8jt+ϕj)

]
. (C1)

Here σ̂ij = |i⟩ ⟨j|, Ωj are transition matrix elements
which can be expressed via intensities Ij of the respective

laser fields, saturation intensities Ijsat and the respective
spontaneous transition rates Γkj as

Ωj =

√
Ij

8Ijsat
Γkj . (C2)

Therefor, ωL
ij is the frequency of the laser acting on the

|j⟩ → |i⟩ transition, and ϕi is the time-dependent phase
of a laser applied to |g⟩ → |3⟩ transition at i = 1, as well
as |i⟩ → |8⟩ transition at i = 3 to 7. Here we suppose
that all the lasers are independent, and their fluctuations
corresponds to a white frequency noise, namely

⟨ϕ̇i(t)ϕ̇j(t
′)⟩ = ΓL

i δijδ(t− t′), (C3)

where ΓL
i is the linewidth of the laser acting on the |i⟩ →

|j⟩ transition.
As a next step we, following the approach used in [32]

and switch into a instantaneous rotating frame with the
unitary transformation:

Û = exp
[
− i
(
σ̂gg ωgt+ σ̂ee ωet+ σ̂33 [(ωg + ωL

3g)t+ ϕ1] + σ̂88[(ωg + ωL
3g + ωL

83)t+ ϕ13 + ϕ3]

+

7∑
i=4

σ̂ii[(ω1 + ωL
31 + ωL

83 − ωL
84)t+ ϕ1 + ϕ3 − ϕi]

)]
.

(C4)

The new Hamiltonian

Ĥ = Û†Ĥ0Û − iℏÛ† ∂Û

∂t
= ĤD +

∑
j

ĤS
j ϕ̇j (C5)

can be represented as a sum of deterministic part ĤD

and a series of stochastic parts ĤS
i ϕ̇i. The deterministic

part can be written as

ĤD

ℏ
=

8∑
j=3

∆j σ̂jj +Ω1(σ̂g3 + σ̂3g) +

7∑
j=3

Ωj(σ̂j8 + σ̂8j),

(C6)

where

∆3 = ω3 − ωg − ωL
3g,

∆4 = ω4 − ωg − ωL
3g − ωL

83 + ωL
84,

∆5 = ω5 − ωg − ωL
3g − ωL

83 + ωL
85,

∆6 = ω5 − ωg − ωL
3g − ωL

83 + ωL
86,

∆7 = ω5 − ωg − ωL
3g − ωL

83 + ωL
87,

∆8 = ω8 − ωg − ωL
3g − ωL

83.

(C7)

In turn, stochastic parts has the form
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TABLE IV. Dissipative processes in the 8-level pumping scheme. Decay rates were calculated as Γ|n′L′J′m′⟩→|nLJm⟩ =

Γ|n′L′J′⟩→|nLJ⟩(C
J′m′
Jm1m′−m)2, where the decay rates Γ|n′L′J′⟩→|nLJ⟩ between fine-structure levels |n′L′J ′⟩ and |nLJ⟩ were

taken from [31], CJ′m′
Jm1m′−m are Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, and J ′,m′ (J,m) are the angular momentum and its projection

associated with the upper (lower) state. The value of Γeg = γ depends on the applied bias magnetic field and does not affect
other parameters of the equivalent 2-level scheme.

j Ĵj Rj value (order of magnitude) description

1 σ̂58 Γ85 1.26 × 107 s−1 decay from |8⟩ to |5⟩
2 σ̂68 Γ86 1.68 × 107 s−1 decay from |8⟩ to |6⟩
3 σ̂68 Γ87 1.26 × 107 s−1 decay from |8⟩ to |6⟩
4 σ̂48 Γ84 1.35 × 107 s−1 decay from |8⟩ to |4⟩
5 σ̂38 Γ83 1.35 × 107 s−1 decay from |8⟩ to |3⟩
6 σ̂e8 Γ8e 8.9 × 106 s−1 decay from |8⟩ to |e⟩
7 σ̂g4 Γ4g 4.69 × 107 s−1 decay from |4⟩ to |g⟩
8 σ̂g3 Γ3g 4.69 × 107 s−1 decay from |3⟩ to |g⟩
9 σ̂ge Γeg γ decay from |e⟩ to |g⟩
10

∑8
k=3 σ̂kk ΓL

1 about kHz Fluctuations of laser acting on |g⟩ → |3⟩ transition

11
∑8

k=4 σ̂kk ΓL
3 about MHz Fluctuations of laser acting on |3⟩ → |8⟩ transition

12 σ̂44 ΓL
4 about MHz Fluctuations of laser acting on |4⟩ → |8⟩ transition

13 σ̂55 ΓL
5 about MHz Fluctuations of laser acting on |5⟩ → |8⟩ transition

14 σ̂66 ΓL
6 about MHz Fluctuations of laser acting on |6⟩ → |8⟩ transition

15 σ̂77 ΓL
7 about MHz Fluctuations of laser acting on |7⟩ → |8⟩ transition

ĤS
1

ℏ
= −

8∑
j=3

σ̂jj ,
ĤS

3

ℏ
= −

8∑
j=4

σ̂jj ,

ĤS
4

ℏ
= σ̂44,

ĤS
5

ℏ
= σ̂55,

ĤS
6

ℏ
= σ̂66,

ĤS
7

ℏ
= σ̂77.

(C8)

Evolution of some system operator Ô can be described
by the Langevin-Heisenberg equation

(S)
dÔ

dt
=

i

ℏ

[
ĤD, Ô

]
+

ˆ̂Ldec[Ô]+
∑
j

i

ℏ

[
ĤS

j , Ô
]
ϕ̇j , (C9)

which needs to be interpreted as a Stratonovic stochas-

tic differential equation (indicated by (S)). Here
ˆ̂Ldec[Ô]

is a Liouvillian term describing spontaneous transitions
between atomic levels

ˆ̂Ldec[Ô] =
∑
k,l

Γkl

2

(
2σ̂klÔσ̂lk − σ̂kkÔ − Ôσ̂kk

)
(C10)

where Γkl is the spontaneous transition rate |k⟩ → |l⟩.
Equation (C9) can be transformed into the form (in-

dicated by (I)) as

(I)
dÔ

dt
=
i

ℏ

[
ĤD, Ô

]
+

ˆ̂Ldec[Ô] +
∑
j

i

ℏ

[
ĤS

j , Ô
]
ϕ̇j

+
∑
j

ΓL
j

2

(
2ĤS

j ÔĤS
j − ĤS

j Ô − ÔĤS
j

)
,

(C11)

this approach has also been used in Ref [32]. Here, we

used ĤS†
j = ĤS

j = ĤS2
j . By averaging this equation the

stochastic part vanishes, and we get

d

dt
⟨Ô⟩ = i

ℏ

〈[
ĤD, Ô

]〉
+ ⟨ ˆ̂L[Ô]⟩. (C12)

The dissipative processes are described by the Liouvillian
part

ˆ̂L[Ô] =
ˆ̂Ldec[Ô] +

∑
j

ΓL
j

2

(
2ĤS

j ÔĤS
j − ĤS

j Ô − ÔĤS
j

)
(C13)

which can be represented as

ˆ̂L[Ô] =
∑
j

Rj

2

(
2Ĵ†

j ÔĴj − Ĵ†
j ĴjÔ − ÔĴ†

j Ĵj

)
, (C14)

where Ĵj are jump operators with corresponding rates Rj .
The list of jump operators and rates for the full 8-level
system is presented in Table IV
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TABLE V. Dissipative processes in the equivalent 2-level
scheme with incoherent pumping.

j Ĵj Rj description

1 σ̂ge γ decay from |e⟩ to |g⟩
2 σ̂eg w incoherent pumping from |g⟩ to |e⟩
3 σ̂gg νg dephasing on |g⟩
4 σ̂ee νe dephasing on |e⟩

In equivalent 2-level system, an averaged value of the
operator Ô can be expressed in the equation as the follow-
ing form (C14), where the (deterministic) Hamiltonian is
equal to

ĤD
2−level = ℏ(δgσ̂gg + δeσ̂ee), (C15)

and the dissipative processes are listed in Table V.
The procedure of mapping of multilevel pumping

scheme to an equivalent 2-level scheme with incoherent
pumping is described in detail in [30]. In brief, as a
first step one has to find a steady-state values of ⟨σ̂ee⟩
and ⟨σ̂gg⟩, solving the master equation (C12). Then the
equivalent incoherent pumping rate is

w = Γeg
⟨σ̂ee⟩
⟨σ̂gg⟩

. (C16)

Second, one has to diagonalise the effective non-
hermitian Hamiltonian which is expressed here:

Ĥnh
eff = ĤD − iℏ

2

∑
j

Rj Ĵ
+
j Ĵj (C17)

to get the complex eigenvalues Eg and Ee, correspond-
ing to the eigenstates with the highest overlap with the
unperturbed “clock” states |g⟩ and |e⟩. Then one can
extract the effective frequency shifts

δe,g = Re(Ee,g) (C18)

and dephasing rates

νg = −2 Im(Eg)− Γeg; νe = −2 Im(Ee)− w. (C19)

In the Table VI we present four examples of mapping
the realistic 8-level pumping scheme into the effective 2-
level scheme using incoherent pumping. For all four sets
of parameters Appendix B, I = 0.32Isatis the laser acting
on |g⟩ → |3⟩ transition that gives Ω1 = 9.38 × 103 s−1),
I = 0.5Isat for laser acting on |3⟩ → |8⟩ transition, what
gives Ω3 = 3.375× 106 s−1 and I = 0.02Isat for all other
lasers, that gives Ω3 = Ω4 = 6.75 × 105 s−1, Ω5 = Ω7 =
6.3×105 s−1, Ω6 = 8.4×105 s−1, according to expression
in Ref C2.

Appendix D: Details of simulation of the
superradiant laser

Here, we present details of the atom number density
calculation in the conveyor that we used for forther cal-

culations of collision-induced losses and shifts in (8) –
(12) and (15). Also, it is used to determine the coupling
strength g between the atom and the field. Next, the
periods of the atom radial and axial motion in a single
lattice site (of order of 0.01 s and 10−5 s, respectively)
are much shorter than the interaction time between the
atom and the field (around 1 s). Therefore, we can av-
erage position-dependent terms and spatial distribution
of the atoms in the lattice site. To perform this aver-
aging, we used a harmonic oscillator approximation for
the dipole potential of the lattice site and a Maxwell-
Boltzmann spatial distribution of the atoms:

p(x′, y′, z′) =
2/3/2

π3/2W 2
r Wy

exp

(
−2

x′2 + z′2

W 2
r

− 2
y′2

W 2
y

)
,

(D1)
where x′, y′ and z′ are distances from the center of the
lattice site. The 1/e2 radii Wr and Wy of the atomic
cloud in the radial and axial directions are calculated as

Wr = Wconv

√
T/Uconv (D2)

Wy =
1

k

√
2
(T θ + (UconvER)θ/2)1/θ

Uconv
, (D3)

where T is the temperature of the atomic ensemble which
is set to T = 10 µK. Next, Uconv = 30 µK is the depth,
and ER = k2ℏ2/(2mSrkB) ≈ 0.165 µK is the recoil en-
ergy of the moving optical lattice potential in units of
temperature. The phenomenological parameter θ = 2.5
is chosen such that Eq. (14) well reproduces the proba-
bility density of the atom in the harmonic potential (in
the thermodynamical limit (kBT << ℏωy = 2

√
ERUconv)

and in the “frozen quantum” limit (kBT >> ℏωy)). Here
we consider the possibility that higher vibrational states
along the y-axis can be occupied. The number density
nj averaged over the atomic motion can be represented
as

nj = N

∫
p2(x′, y′, z′)dx′dy′dz′ =

Nlc

Veff
, (D4)

where Nlc = N jλconv/(2ℓc) is the number of atoms in a
single lattice site and

Veff = W 2
r Wyπ

3/2 (D5)

is the effective volume of a single lattice site.
The atom - cavity coupling coefficient is then

g =
exp

(
−k2W 2

y

8

)
1 +

W 2
r

2W 2
0

√
3c3γ

ℓcavω2W 2
0

, (D6)

where the prefactor before the square root describes the
averaging over the spatial distribution of all atoms one
lattice site, and k = 2π/λconv is the wave number of the
conveyor lattice.
Finally, a short description for the shift coefficients µ

and ϵ. In [23], the collision shift coefficient was measured
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TABLE VI. The pumping parameters of the realistic 8-level scheme and equivalent 2-level scheme. Here we introduced ∆ωkl =
ωL
kl − ωk + ωl and supposed that all the lasers except the one acting on |g⟩ → |e⟩ transition have the same linewidth. Here

ν = νg + νe, and δp = δe − δg.

Parameters Values: 1st Set Values: 2nd Set Values: 3rd Set Values: 4th Set

8
-l

ev
el

sc
h

em
e

∆ω3g/(2π) 20 Hz −100 Hz 50 Hz 500 Hz

∆ω83/(2π) −1 MHz −2.0 MHz 0 0

∆ω84/(2π) 1 MHz 0 2 MHz 2 MHz

∆ω85/(2π) −20 MHz −19.9 MHz −20 MHz −17 MHz

∆ω86/(2π) 0 −100 kHz 0 −3 MHz

∆ω87/(2π) 20 MHz 20.1 MHz 20 MHz −23 MHz

ΓL
1 /(2π) 1 kHz 1 kHz 1 kHz 2 kHz

ΓL
j /(2π), j = 3 to 8 3 MHz 3 MHz 1 MHz 1 MHz

2
-l

ev
el

w 272.6 s−1 272.8 s−1 248.0 s−1 246 s−1

ν = νg + νe 401 s−1 404 s−1 346 s−1 341 s−1

δp/(2π) 6.26 Hz 12.4 Hz 0.02 Hz 0.42 Hz

as (7.2±2.0)×10−17 Hz×m3 for 35% of excited atom in
the end of the Rabi pulse, that averages to about 31.75%

of excited atoms per pulse. To calculate µ and ϵ, we
converted percentage of excited atoms after the pulse into
percentage of excited atoms averaged over one pulse.
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