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Precise magnetometry is vital in numerous scientific and technological applications. At the
forefront of sensitivity, optical atomic magnetometry, particularly techniques utilizing nonlinear
magneto-optical rotation (NMOR), enables ultraprecise measurements across a broad field range.
Despite their potential, these techniques reportedly lose sensitivity at higher magnetic fields, which
is attributed to the alignment-to-orientation conversion (AOC) process. In our study, we utilize
light with continuously rotating linear polarization to avoid AOC, producing robust optical sig-
nals and achieving high magnetometric sensitivity over a dynamic range nearly three times greater
than Earth’s magnetic field. We demonstrate that employing rotating polarization surpasses other
NMOR techniques that use modulated light. Our findings also indicate that the previously observed
signal deterioration is not due to AOC, suggesting an alternative cause for this decline.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical magnetometry belongs to one of the most ma-
ture quantum technologies to date [1–14]. Modern op-
tical atomic magnetometers (OAMs) offer a magnetic-
field sensitivity often exceeding 10 fT/Hz1/2, with the
only sensitivity-wise competitors being bulky and high-
maintenance superconducting quantum interference de-
vices (SQUIDs). This remarkable sensitivity, combined
with technical simplicity and low operating costs, has
led to a wide range of applications, from biomagnetic
field measurements [15–17] and surveys natural resources
[18, 19] to zero-field nuclear magnetic resonance detection
[20–22] and searches for ultra-light dark matter [23–27]
(for more information, see, for example, Ref. [2] and ref-
erences therein).

The highest sensitivity of OAMs is achievable at very
weak magnetic fields, necessitating effective shielding
against external and uncontrolled magnetic fields. Op-
eration at stronger fields, such as Earth’s magnetic field,
requires the implementation of solutions that can, at least
partially, capitalize on the low-field sensitivity. For ex-
ample, the stronger field could be compensated using a
set of calibrated magnetic-field coils to bring the operat-
ing point of the magnetometer back to zero [28–31]. By
actively bringing the field to zero, one can (nominally)
maintain the zero-field sensitivity, additionally obtaining
directional sensitivity through magnetic-field modulation
[28, 31]. Unfortunately, due to the limited stability of
current sources and inhomogeneities induced by compen-
sation of the magnetic fields, these methods still suffers
from a sensitivity loss.

An alternative technique that has recently regained in-
terest is based on the observation of magnetization decay
of optically polarized atomic vapors [32–36]. By analyz-
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ing a time-dependent signal arising after the pulsed po-
larization of the atoms, one determines the spin preces-
sion frequency and hence the magnetic field to which the
atoms are exposed to. Despite its utility, this approach
does have some drawbacks, including (in some cases) the
relatively involved signal analysis and inability to per-
form continuous measurements.

The third group of methods is based on modulating
certain physical parameters of the system to enhance
sensitivity in high fields. A notable example of this ap-
proach is the so-called Mx magnetometry [7, 37, 38],
which is based on the application of an external, oscil-
lating magnetic field and observation of light transmis-
sion through the magneto-optically active medium. By
an appropriate choice of the oscillating-field frequency,
one can resonantly excite spin precession, generating the
strongest dynamic response of the medium. In turn,
by tracking the resonance position, one can monitor the
magnetic-field strength. While in the Mx magnetome-
ters the circularly polarized light is typically used, simi-
lar measurements can be achieved with linearly polarized
light [39, 40]. In this case, one can either detect static or
oscillating magnetic fields by controlling the other field
frequency or magnitude [41]. The drawback of these tech-
niques, however, is the necessity of applying an external
field, which, in the case of multiple sensors, for exam-
ple, for biomagnetic field imaging [15], leads to cross-talk
between the devices. Alternatively, the additional field
can be replaced by modulation of interacting-light pa-
rameters [2]. This was already demonstrated in the first
Bell-Bloom magnetometer [42], where the pumping light
intensity was modulated, giving rise to the so-called high-
frequency resonance arising when the modulation fre-
quency coincides with the magnetization-precession (Lar-
mor) frequency of atoms. This technique was further
developed in the scope of magnetometric techniques ex-
ploring nonlinear magneto-optical rotation (NMOR) [3],
where both frequency [43, 44] and amplitude [8, 45] mod-
ulation were used to measure stronger magnetic fields.
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A problematic feature of NMOR magnetometers is the
deterioration of the amplitude of high-frequency reso-
nances [46], and hence the magnetic-field sensitivity, with
increasing magnetic field. It is known that this deteriora-
tion and broadening of the resonance can be attributed
to the splitting observed in the NMOR resonance due
to the nonlinear Zeeman effect, where resonances asso-
ciated with different magnetic sublevels are unequally
shifted [44, 47]. Additionally, it has been postulated
that this effect may also originate from the so-called
alignment-to-orientation conversion (AOC) [48]. This ef-
fect arises when the electric field of light is not parallel to
the atomic polarization and it consists of the transfer of
the atomic polarization (alignment) that is detectable in
NMOR into atomic polarization (orientation) that is un-
detectable with the method. It should be noted, however,
that the process of AOC conversion arises when there is
a non-zero angle between light and atomic polarizations,
i.e., it disappears when they are parallel.

In this work, we present the application of light with
rotating linear polarization for optical magnetometry. By
precisely matching the atomic Larmor frequency with the
frequency of polarization rotation, we generate dynamic
polarization of the medium. This dynamic atomic po-
larization leads to the polarization rotation of the sec-
ond initially unmodulated light beam. The parameters
of the induced NMOR resonances are measured against
factors such as light intensity and tuning. Since, the ori-
entation of atoms and light polarization remains parallel
at all times, i.e., AOC does not arise, this arrangement
allows us to test the role of the effect in the deteriora-
tion of magnetometric sensitivity at higher fields. Specif-
ically, we conduct a comparative analysis between the
rotating polarization (RotPol) and amplitude-modulated
NMOR (AMOR) methods, as AOC should play a detri-
mental role in the latter case. Through these investi-
gations, we aim to provide a direct comparison of the
two techniques for magnetic-field measurements, offering
valuable insights into their respective sensitivities and
applications.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The scheme of the experimental system used in our
measurements is shown in Fig. 1. The heart of the sys-
tem is a spherical vapor cell of 3 cm in diameter, contain-
ing an isotopically enriched sample of 87Rb at a slightly
alleviated temperature of 45◦C. To prolong the atomic
polarization lifetime, the cell walls are coated with a spe-
cial anti-relaxation layer, extending the lifetime to ap-
proximately 30 ms (with polarization preserved in up to
4,000 wall collisions). The cell is placed inside a mag-
netic shield made of three layers of mu-metal, which en-
ables magnetic-field shielding at a level of 104. A set
of magnetic-field coils is placed inside the shield to com-
pensate for the residual fields and generate a leading field
along the probe-light propagation direction.

BS
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Magnetic
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the experimental setup used for field
measurements. BS stands for a beam splitter, PBS is a polar-
ization beam splitter, WP is a Wollaston prism, AOM is an
acousto-optic modulator, H and V indicate horizontal and
vertical linear polarization, while H+V is the polarization
oriented at 45◦.

The cell is illuminated with two light beams: the probe
and the pump. If not stated otherwise, both beams are
extracted from a diode laser (Toptica DL Pro) with a
wavelength tuned to the rubidium D1 line (795 nm). The
linearly polarized light emitted from the laser is split us-
ing a beam splitter (BS) and directed into two parts of
the experimental setup. The first fraction of the beam
is directed into a system generating light with contin-
uously rotating linear polarization. While this system
was described in detail in Ref. [49], here we recall some
of its crucial elements. In general, the system is based
on a Mach-Zehnder interferometer, in which two orthog-
onal linear polarizations are directed into separate arms
of the device using a polarization beam splitter (PBS). In
each arm of the interferometer, an acousto-optic modula-
tor (AOM), optimized for first-order diffraction, is used.
Both AOMs are driven with acoustic waves of roughly
80 MHz, extracted from the same generator. While one
of the modulators is directly driven by the generator sig-
nal, the other driving signal is additionally modulated
using a single-sideband modulator, which allows us to
coherently shift its frequency by much lower frequency
νm. The beams directed into the first order of diffrac-
tion of both AOMs are then recombined using a beam
splitter. The superposition of the orthogonally polar-
ized beams frequency-shifted by νm results in the gen-
eration of light with continuously rotating polarization.
This light is then used to optically pump the rubidium
atoms. It is noteworthy that placing a polarizer after
the second BS in the polarization-rotation system allows
one to generate amplitude-modulated light. In this way,
the RotPol experiment may be combined with the AM
NMOR under the same experimental conditions.

The unmodulated part of the original beam is used
to illuminate the vapor to probe its spin polarization.
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FIG. 2. RotPol signals measured at a magnetic field of 100µT
versus the polarization-rotation frequency for pump powers of
10µW (blue) and 300µW (orange). The experimental signals
(points) are fitted with the triple Lorentzian profile given by
Eq. (1) (solid lines). The signals were measured with a probe
power of 10µW.

After passing through the cell, the polarization of this
probe beam is detected using a balanced polarimeter,
consisting of a Wollaston prism (WP) that splits the
light into orthogonal polarization components and a bal-
anced detector. The difference signal of the detector is
proportional to the polarization rotation of light. The
balanced-polarimeter output signal is demodulated at
the frequency νm. This allows the measurements of the
NMOR signal versus different experimental parameters
such as detuning and both light beams intensities.

A fraction of the probe beam, split out of the probe
prior to entering the shield, is used for stabilization
and monitoring of the light wavelength. The monitor-
ing is achieved through absorption spectroscopy, while
stabilization is implemented using a dichroic atomic
vapor laser lock exploiting a microscopic vapor cell
[50]. In all measurements except those involving wave-
length dependence, the light is slightly detuned to-
ward the low-frequency wing of the Doppler-broadened
F = 2 → F ′ = 1 transition.

III. RESULTS

A. NMOR signals

Figure 2 shows the signal recorded with RotPol at
roughly 100µT, i.e., a field three times larger than
Earth’s magnetic field in our lab. To investigate the
role of the pump-light power, the signals are measured
for both weak (10µW) and strong (300µW) pump pow-
ers. At low pump powers, the observed signal clearly
consists of three resonances. This triple structure is a
consequence of the nonlinear Zeeman effect, that lifts the
degeneracy of the magnetic-sublevel splitting beyond the
resonance widths. At higher powers, the amplitudes of
the resonances increase, which results from more efficient

optical pumping, but the composite resonances are power
broadened. In particular, at 300µW, the broadening of
individual resonances exceed their width such that the
signal manifests as a single resonance.

To extract quantitative information about the signals,
a triple Lorentzian profile is fitted to the experimental
data (solid lines in Fig. 2)

f =

(
A

ν−ν0

γ + i

+
A1

ν−ν0+ν2
0/∆HF

γ1
+ i

+
A1

ν−ν0−ν2
0/∆HF

γ1
+ i

)
eiϕ,

(1)

where A and A1 are the amplitudes of the composite res-
onances, γ and γ1 are their widths, ν0 is the Larmor fre-
quency and hence the position of the central resonance,
ϕ is the global phase, and ∆HF is the rubidium-87 hyper-
fine frequency [51]. Note that in the fitting, the satellite
resonances have the same amplitude and widths, which,
however, are different from those of the central resonance.
Fitting the signals enables a comprehensive investigation
of the resonance parameters and successively determine
the sensitivity of magnetic-field measurements as a func-
tion of such experimental parameters as pump and probe
powers and tunings.

B. NMOR with rotating polarization vs
amplitude-modulated light

One of the main questions of this paper is whether the
RotPol approach offers superior performance compared
to the method utilizing AM light. To investigate this,
we measured NMOR signals using two schemes: one em-
ploying rotating polarization and the other in which am-
plitude modulation of pump light is used. When placing
the high-quality polarizer after the interferometer, AM
light with 100% modulation at twice the polarization-
rotation frequency is achieved, enabling AMOR measure-
ments [45].

In ensuring a fair comparison between RotPol and
AMOR, an important question arises: Should the com-
parison be based on signals with the same average light
intensity or the same amplitude of modulation of the
pump (bearing in mind the two-fold difference between
the average pump power in these scenarios)? Given the
validity of arguments for both cases, we explore and com-
pare a RotPol signal with AMOR signals measured for
both cases.

Figure 3 shows representative RotPol and AMOR
signals measured at the same magnetic field (roughly
Earth’s magnetic field), with identical pump and probe
tunings, and the same probe power. The results high-
light a distinct trend: stronger signals are observed when
utilizing the rotating-polarization pump. In fact, the
RotPol-signal amplitude is roughly two times larger than
the AMOR-signal amplitudes (see Table I). Moreover, in
both of the AMOR cases, the widths of the resonances
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FIG. 3. Comparison of NMOR signals measured with Rot-
Pol and AM light. The parameters extracted based on triple
Lorenzian fits are given in Table I.

Type Pump power Amplitude Width Slope

(µW) (V) (Hz) (mV/H)

RotPol 10 1.947(26) 27.17(81) 71.6(3.1)

AM 10 0.8952(88) 35.99(80) 24.87(80)

AM 20 1.1250(82) 41.68(60) 26.99(59)

TABLE I. Amplitude, width, and slope of the NMOR signals
observed with RotPol and AM light. The AM data are shown
for two average light powers: one corresponding to the same
peak intensity as in the RotPol case and the other to the
same average light power (a factor of 2 difference between the
cases).

are notably larger. This effect originates from additional
relaxation arising due to the pump; as the pump intensity
follows a sinusoidal modulation, there is a finite probabil-
ity of repumping the atoms that were already polarized
by light. Since newly created polarization deviates in ori-
entation from the original one, this process deteriorates
the overall transverse polarization of the atoms, acting as
an additional relaxation. As might be expected, the effect
is more pronounced at stronger pump power (Table I).
Specifically while the AMOR-signal amplitude undergoes
a change of approximately 25% when going from 10µW
to 20µW, the signals also broaden by about 15%. In
turn, the slope of the resonance, determining the sensitiv-
ity of magnetic-field measurements (see below), remains
nearly unchanged.

To verify whether under different conditions the effi-
ciency of AMOR generation does not exceed that of the
optimum RotPol, we measured the amplitude and width
of both signals versus pump and probe powers (Fig. 4).
The obtained results show that the amplitude of the res-
onance measured in RotPol is always larger than that
of the corresponding AMOR resonance. Moreover, for
RotPol the strongest resonance is observed for relatively
strong pump and not-too-strong probe. At the same
time, in AMOR, the strongest resonance is observed for
weaker pump and stronger probe. The resonance, how-
ever, is about 30% weaker than in the RotPol case. Under
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FIG. 4. Amplitude (a) and width (b) of AMOR (left column)
and RotPol (right column) signals (central resonance) versus
the pump and probe powers.
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FIG. 5. Amplitude of the NMOR signal versus magnetic field
measured with RotPol and AM light.

the same conditions, the width of the observed NMOR
resonances is about 30% narrower, though the trends in
both techniques are the same (the width monotonically
increases with the power of either of the beams).

Another interesting aspect of the signals is their depen-
dence on the magnetic field/Larmor frequency. Analysis
of this dependence allows one to study the hypothesis of
the AOC-induced deterioration of the signal. Figure 5
shows the amplitude of the NMOR signal measured with
both AM and RotPol light versus the magnetic field. The
results show that the amplitudes of RotPol resonances are
larger than the AMOR ones (about 1.5 times, as shown
in the inset to Fig. 5). While the amplitude ratio reveals
a relatively weak dependence on the leading field, the
individual amplitudes depend on the field, experiencing
about a 50% reduction when transitioning from weak to
strong fields. This is somewhat surprising in the scope of
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FIG. 6. Dependence of the amplitude of the RotPol signal
on the tuning of the pump and probe light. Plot (a) shows
the signal for a set of various tunings across the D1 line. The
two plots on the right, (b) and (c), show projections of the
signal into two planes. Plot (b) illustrates the dependence for
the probe tuned close to the center of the Doppler-broadened
F = 2 → F ′ = 1 transition, with the pump scanned across
the D1 line. Plot (c) presents the corresponding signal when
the pump is tuned to the center of the Doppler-broadened
F = 2 → F ′ = 1 transition, and the probe is scanned across
the same line.

previous works, where significantly stronger leading-field
dependence was demonstrated [46]. This also indicates
that AOC does not play an important role in the signal
deterioration, leaving the question of why such reduc-
tion was observed previously. While the answer to the
question may only be speculative, one may expect that
the effect was either induced by broadening of the reso-
nance due to an increase in the absolute inhomogeneity of
the applied magnetic field [52] or by some filtering effect
present in experimental systems, leading, for example, to
the inability to perform 100% modulation (where optical
pumping was either less efficient or repumping destroyed
the atomic polarization). In the presented studies, this
effect is not present due to a different technique of gen-
erating AM light.

C. Spectral dependence of the RotPol signal

To study the spectral dependence of the RotPol sig-
nals, the experimental setup was modified by incorporat-
ing a separate probe laser (a fraction of the light beam
originally used for probing was blocked). This modifi-
cation allowed for independent control of the tuning of
both lasers, facilitating the search for the optimal signal.

Figure 6 shows the amplitude of the observed signal
as a function of the wavelengths of both lasers. As
demonstrated, the strongest signal is observed when the
lasers are tuned to the center of the Doppler-broadened
F = 2 → F ′ = 1 transition. This suggests that for
such tunings, the largest transverse polarization is being
generated in the medium and its effect on the probe-
light polarization is also the strongest. Weaker sig-
nals appear when only one of the lasers is tuned to

the F = 2 → F ′ = 1 transition, while the other laser is
tuned to the same ground but different excited state (the
F = 2 → F ′ = 2 transition). Under such conditions,
either the magnitude of the generated atomic polariza-
tion or its effect on probe-light polarization is weaker.
This originates from the difference in value and oppo-
site in sign dipole matrix elements for the two transi-
tions. In addition, two distinct peaks in rotation are ob-
served for the F = 2 → F ′ = 2 pump tuning [Fig. 6(b)].
These peaks mark a reversal in the direction of magneto-
optical rotation, marked by the zero crossing (as the plot
illustrates the absolute value of the rotation). This phe-
nomenon aligns with behaviors previously observed in
various NMOR studies [3, 53]. Finally, the signal is also
observed for both beams tuned to the F = 2 → F ′ = 2
transitions, though its amplitude is even smaller com-
pared to previous cases.

The results shown in Fig. 6 also indicate the presence
of a signal for the pump tuned to the F = 1 → F ′ transi-
tion. Although polarization rotation under this tuning is
observed in both conventional (unmodulated-light) [54]
and modulated-light NMOR [43], the situation in ques-
tion is qualitatively different. In conventional NMOR,
the opposite rotation directions of spins in two ground-
state hyperfine levels (nearly opposite gyromagnetic ra-
tios) are irrelevant due to slow precession (the spin re-
laxation rate is comparable to the Larmor frequency)
so that optical pumping of transverse atomic polariza-
tion (transverse alignment) is efficient for both tunings.
At higher fields, when either FM or AM light is used,
the rotation is indeed opposite. In this case, however,
the modulated light comprises both spectral components
shifted by ±νm, ensuring that one component may be
resonant for either tuning (this situation is analogous to
nuclear magnetic resonance, where nuclear spins are ex-
cited by a component of the oscillating radio-frequency
signal that co-rotates with the spins). In the RotPol sce-
nario, where light precesses in a specific direction, the
strong dynamic polarization of the medium can only be
generated when spins co-precess with light polarization.
In turn, in the other hyperfine level, the light does not
induce the transverse atomic polarization, but generates
an average static atomic polarization (longitudinal align-
ment), undetectable with polarization rotation of light
propagating in the same direction as the pump. Thereby,
the rotation signal should only be observed for a given
hyperfine tuning. However, our data show that such a
signal is also present for the other transition [Fig. 6(b)].
After careful analysis, it turns out that this signal is not
a magnetic-induced signal but rather an artifact origi-
nating from the optical pumping. Specifically, the strong
pump optically polarizes the atom at any time, creating
in this way a weak transverse component of atomic po-
larization synchronized with its rotation. In this way, the
probe experiences modulated properties of the medium,
which manifest when the pump is tuned to the other hy-
perfine state. As this signal does not depend on the mag-
netic field, it is not interestteresting from the perspective



6

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

Pump (μW)

P
ro
be

(μ
W
)

AMOR

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

Pump (μW)

P
ro
be

(μ
W
)

RotPol Sensitivity (pT/ Hz )

0.

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

FIG. 7. Sensitivity of the stronger (≈ 30 µT) magnetic-field
measurements using AMOR (left) and RotPol (right) light
versus the pump and probe powers. For the measurements a
single laser with a split light beam was used.

of magnetometry.

Our analysis shows that the optimal conditions for
NMOR-signal generation are achieved when the pump
and probe have similar tuning. This suggests a possi-
bility of using a single laser for both the pump and the
probe.

D. Sensitivity to magnetic fields

The results presented above demonstrate that the am-
plitude A of the NMOR resonance in RotPol is greater
than that observed in AMOR and that the width γ of
the former is narrower than that of the latter. From a
practical point of view, the sensitivity of optical mag-
netometers is determined by these parameters, as well
as the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), as described by the
equation:

δB =
gµB

ℏ
× A

SNR
× γ, (2)

where µB is the Bohr magneton, g is the Landé factor,
and ℏ is the reduced Planck constant. In turn, study-
ing the dependence of the parameters on NMOR reso-
nances allows us to compare the sensitivity of RotPol
and AMOR magnetometry.

Figure 7 presents the comparison of RotPol and
AMOR magnetometry as a function of pump and probe
powers. The results show that in RotPol, the optimal
sensitivity of 650 fT/Hz1/2 is achieved with a pump
power of 55 µW and a probe power of about 30 µW.
AMOR achieves an optimal sensitivity of 1.15 pT/Hz1/2

with a pump power of 20 µW and a probe power of
25 µW. Although the sensitivity might be somewhat
lower compared to other techniques [8, 55, 56], it is im-
portant to note that these measurements were performed
in a magnetic field of 100 µT, exceeding the typical op-
erating conditions of optical magnetometers by at least
a factor of 3, and more often by 3-4 orders of magnitude.
This particularly distinguishes this study from other re-
search.

IV. DISCUSSION

To the best of our knowledge, the presented technique
provides the first example of NMOR-based magnetom-
etry applied to fields that significantly exceed Earth’s
magnetic field (note that unmodulated-light NMOR was
previously studied in such or stronger fields [57, 58]). Uti-
lizing such an ultrasensitive technique with a broad dy-
namic range may be important for various applications.
For example, in space exploration, NMOR-based magne-
tometry can be used for the measurement of interplane-
tary magnetic fields [59], as well as fields in celestial and
planetary environments, enabling, for example, investiga-
tions of Jupiter’s magnetosphere [60] or facilitating the
search for magnetic anomalies on Mars [61]. Moreover, in
materials science, examining the magnetic properties of
materials under stronger fields may provide new insights
into their structure and magnetic or mechanical defects
[62]. Finally, measurements of magnetic fields slightly
stronger than Earth’s magnetic field can be beneficial in
geophysical navigation by detecting magnetic anomalies
associated with specific natural resources or facilitating
the identification of subsurface geological structures [19].

A different aspect of the presented research is the po-
tential improvement of the magnetometer performance,
e.g., its sensitivity. A specific, yet unexplored aspect of
such improvement is the concentration of the medium.
As shown in Ref. [8], increasing the medium concentra-
tion to approximately one optical depth maximizes the
sensitivity of magnetic-field measurements. It is clear
from Fig. 7 that our magnetometer is far from being
optimized in this regard, and it is feasible to increase
the concentration by more than an order of magnitude
with only minimal compromise in the width of the ob-
served resonance. Adopting this strategy could lead to
a ten-fold increase in the sensitivity of magnetometric
measurements.

Finally, it is worth noting the potential to use this
RotPol technique in a self-oscillation mode [55, 56, 63].
In such a case, the appropriately amplified polarization-
rotation signal can be fed back as a modulation signal to
the polarization-rotation system. Since the atoms them-
selves act as a narrow-band filter, this configuration will
favor frequencies associated with the Larmor frequency,
and spin precession at this frequency will be amplified.
This will lead to the precession of spins at the Larmor
frequency and successive automatic tracking of the field
changes. We have already built such a system and tested
its operation [64].

A challenge with the described solution is developing
a simple and reliable system for generating rotating po-
larization. While a bulk setup using a Mach-Zehnder
interferometer combined with acousto-optic modulators
is conceptually straightforward, its implementation and
reliability pose certain technical issues. Thus, an attrac-
tive approach could involve creating such a system us-
ing monolithic optoelectronic systems, incorporating the
system onto a single chip [65, 66]. Integrating an in-
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terferometer with phase-shifting elements could poten-
tially address some of the aforementioned technical chal-
lenges. Alternatively, electro-optic modulators could be
employed to manipulate light polarization. In this case,
an electric field would dictate the spatial orientation of
the linear polarization. However, the inability to continu-
ously increase the electric field value would necessitate ei-
ther “resetting” the field—causing the light’s phase to ad-
vance monotonically only within a certain angular range
and then abruptly unwrapping the rotation—or develop-
ing a solution in which combining electric fields across
one or more electro-optic crystals results in continuous
light rotation. So far, though, none of these solutions
have been fully developed.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we presented a novel method for measur-
ing magnetic fields using light with continuously rotating
linear polarization. By synchronizing the precession of
the polarization with the Larmor frequency of the atomic
spins in a medium, a dynamically precessing atomic po-
larization of significant magnitude is generated within the
medium. This transverse anisotropy strongly modulates
the properties of the independent, unmodulated linearly
polarized light traversing the medium, enabling the de-
tection of nonlinear magneto-optical rotation signals with
large amplitudes. This large amplitude polarization sig-
nal translates to a high sensitivity for this method com-
pared to other NMOR techniques utilizing modulated
light. The method itself demonstrated the capability to
measure magnetic fields across a wide range, up to fields
nearly three times greater than Earth’s magnetic field,

as pumping conditions do not depend on light precession
frequency. Thus, the method presents a unique combi-
nation of very high magnetometric sensitivity—which, as
discussed, can be increased by up to threefold—and an
exceptionally large dynamic range. This makes our tech-
nique potentially useful for precise magnetic field mea-
surements across a broad dynamic range in future appli-
cations.

The presented results also allowed us to verify the
hypothesis regarding the role of the alignment-to-
orientation conversion in the reduction of NMOR sig-
nal amplitude with increasing magnetic field strength, as
previously observed in the literature. Our study demon-
strated that in scenarios where the modulation parame-
ters of the light, including its duty cycle and amplitude,
do not degrade with increasing magnetic fields, the ob-
served reduction in amplitude is relatively small (approx-
imately 40%) and similar for both RotPol and AMOR
techniques. This evidence suggests that AOC is not re-
sponsible for the amplitude reduction. Instead, the de-
cline is likely due to the nonlinear splitting of the reso-
nances and the gradual decoupling of hyperfine interac-
tions by the magnetic field, as well as the emergence of
field inhomogeneities.
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