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We present an electrically-small Rydberg atom electric field sensor with the ability to extract the
three-dimensional k-vector of an elliptically polarized radio frequency (rf) field. In most mediums,
the k-vector (or wave vector) provides the direction of propagation of an electromagnetic wave. Our
method uses a field vector measurement at a single point in space and is thus compatible with a
sensor volume that is arbitrarily small compared to the carrier wavelength. We measure the k-vector
of a circularly polarized signal field with average absolute errors in the polar and azimuthal angles
of 33 mrad and 43 mrad respectively, and statistical noise of 1.3 mrad/\/ﬁ and 1.5 mrad/\/ﬁ.
Additionally, we characterize the performance of the sensor as a function of the ellipticity of the
input field and the size of the sensing region. We find that the sensor works over a broad range of
ellipticities and validate that an electrically-small sensing region is optimal.

Electric field sensors are powerful tools for field char-
acterization and communication. However, measur-
ing the electric field vector at a single point in space
is insufficient to fully characterize an electromagnetic
wave. To determine the k-vector of an incoming linearly-
polarized plane wave, which is defined to be perpendicu-
lar to the wavefronts of the wave, one must either make
a spatially-extended measurement, make simultaneous
measurements of the electric and magnetic field vectors
[1], or measure the momentum vector of the wave for
example through particle recoil [2]. With electric field
measurements alone, only spatially extended measure-
ments that cover an appreciable fraction of the wave-
length will provide the k-vector, such as with an in-
terferometer [3], focusing element [4], or other highly
directional antenna, and the signal goes to zero with
sensor size [5]. These extended methods are the most
common, and work by measuring the phase difference
between points in space, either directly or through in-
terference, to deduce the k-vector. This restriction is
relaxed for elliptically-polarized plane waves where the
electric field vector traces out an ellipse, and the k-vector
is constrained to be normal to this ellipse. Thus, for
elliptically-polarized plane waves the k-vector can be de-
termined up to a sign by measuring the electric field vec-
tor at a single point in space.

Rydberg electric field sensors offer compelling capa-
bilities beyond classical antennas, including their large
tunability [6H8], non-absorptive sensing [9], SI traceabil-
ity [9, 0], and small size [II]. However, previous k-
vector measurement methods with Rydberg electric field
sensors have relied on at least two spatially separated
measurements to determine the angle of a source [I2HI5].
This method degrades as the sensor becomes significantly
electrically-small.

In this work, we demonstrate an electrically-
small quantum sensor that measures the k-vector for
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elliptically-polarized rf fields. Building off our previous
development of a Rydberg atom polarimeter [16], we ex-
tract the three-dimensional k-vector by measuring the
polarization ellipse with a single optical probe measure-
ment. This method allows the sensor to be arbitrarily
small relative to the carrier wavelength, and thus op-
erates down to quasi-DC fields. We quantitatively as-
sess the k-vector measurement, the impact of interac-
tion region size relative to the rf wavelength, and the
dependence of the accuracy and precision of the mea-
surement on the ellipticity of the input field. The three-
dimensional and inherently electrically-small nature of
our method opens up new possibilities in sub-wavelength
field characterization and alternatives to extended aper-
tures or arrays in radar systems or radio frequency tele-
scopes as in most cases the k-vector corresponds to the
propagation direction of the wave.

The basic principle of our sensor is discussed in
Ref. [16], and the apparatus is detailed in Fig. [Il ®°Rb
atoms in a vapor cell are excited to a Rydberg state
through a two-photon process with probe and coupling
lasers where they become sensitive to a signal rf field
(Sig) resonant with an atomic transition between Ry-
dberg states. We measure the amplitude and phase
of the incoming signal field projected along each cardi-
nal axis through rf heterodyne measurements [8| 17, [1§]
with three local oscillators (LOx, LOy, LOz) polarized
along each axis. The rf heterodyne beats are present
in the Autler-Townes splitting of the Rydberg states,
and measured by the absorption of the probe beam
through electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT)
spectroscopy. By applying different detunings to each
LO we separately extract from the Fourier transform of
the probe beam transmission the beat amplitude for each
axis |bz|, |byl, |bz|, and the relative phases ¢z, ¢z of the
field projection along each axis, where ¢;; is the phase
difference between the projection along 2 and j (¢; — ®j)-
These quantities provide a measurement of the electric
field vector in three dimensions.

We have modified the previous apparatus [16] to im-
plement k-vector measurements. Using a gimble, we vary
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the azimuthal (®), and polar () angles of the rf horn an-
tenna that transmits the signal field as shown in Fig.
The azimuthal angle is set within ® € [r/8,37/8] and
the polar angle is set within 6 € [7/4,37/4]. The sig-
nal field is transmitted by a dual polarization horn, al-
lowing us to adjust the ellipticity of the field by chang-
ing the relative phases of the two separate inputs (la-
beled Sig, and Sig;,). We maintain an rms amplitude
of 0.06(1) Vm~! for the signal field, and 0.14(2) Vm~!
for the LOs throughout the experiment. Unless other-
wise specified, we use a 2.5 cm long vapor cell, and a
signal field on resonance with the Rydberg transition
70D5/, — 69F7, at 6.64 GHz (4.51 cm). This con-
figuration keeps the interaction region smaller than the
rf wavelength, and suppresses the signal averaging ef-
fect discussed later. We also keep LO detunings small
(6x = 27 kHz, 6y = —20 kHz, §z = 30 kHz) to avoid
any negative effects from the presence of Earth’s mag-
netic field. The coordinate axes are defined such that 2
is along the optical axis and the spherical coordinates are
conventionally defined relative to our gimbal mechanism
(this differs from the coordinate system in Ref. [16]).

k-vector measurement—The three beat amplitudes
(|bz|, |byl, |b2]), and two relative phases (¢gy, ¢5-) are
sufficient to extract the k-vector up to a sign in the fol-
lowing way. The field vector in time is reconstructed (up
to an absolute phase) as

E(t)  |bg| cos(wot)
+{by| cos(wot — day)Y (1)
+b.| cos(wot — Psz)2,

where wy is the signal frequency. Provided that the signal
field is not purely linearly polarized, the field traces out
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FIG. 1. A diagram of the sensor. This shows the orientation
of the LO and signal field inputs and rf polarizations relative
to the optical beams and vapor cell. The Cartesian coordinate
system for the field vectors, and spherical coordinate system
for the k-vector are defined here. An example spectrum ex-
tracted from the probe transmission is shown in the inset.

an ellipse in three dimensions, and we can extract two
orthogonal vectors along this ellipse when ¢t = 0 and ¢t =
7/ 2wo:

U1 = |bg |2 + [by| cOS(—ay)§ + [b2| cOos(—¢2z)2  (2)
U3 = |by| Sin( =@y )§ + [b2] sin(—¢q- ) 2. (3)
For a plane wave, the k-vector must be orthogonal to the

field vector at all times, and we can extract it up to a
sign from the cross product of v; and v3
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In this work, we will only be considering the unit k-
vector, as the frequency of the field is presumed to be
known or easily determined from the heterodyne mea-
surements.

To assess this approach to measuring the signal k-
vector, we rotate the signal horn around the cell, sweep-
ing over a grid of polar angles from 7/4 to 3w/4 and
azimuthal angles from 7/8 to 3w/8 with a step size of
7/36 (5°) representing a solid angle of w/2v/2. We also
sweep the phase offset ¢, over 27 to apply fields with
different ellipticities.

At each k-vector, we model variations from the ex-
pected behavior due to rf reflections present in the in-
teraction region. This modeling, which also includes cor-
rections for the LO amplitudes and phases, is previously
described in Ref. [16], and provides a matrix (A) that
represents the amplitudes and phases of the reflections
from one axis into another. For instance, A;; represents
the amplitude and phase of LO; along axis j. As the
signal horn moves to different k-vectors, the character of
the rf reflections changes. We first ignore this variation
and apply the average correction equivalently across all
k-vectors, which works mostly to calibrate the LO am-
plitudes and phases. The average correction parameter
matrix A is

1.003  0.028¢7  (.034¢0-20
A= [0.050e%24 (0.948¢210 (.020¢%-98 (5)
0.003¢%-88 0.017e¢—313 1.000e%-47

where the diagonal elements primarily represent correc-
tions to the LO amplitudes and phases, and the off-
diagonal elements represent reflection amplitudes and
phases. The resulting polar and azimuthal angles from
this averaged correction, restricted to purely left or right
circularly polarized input fields, are presented in Fig.
(a), (c), (e), and (g). The accuracy of this method, de-
fined as the average difference between the applied and
measured angles, is 60 mrad in 6 and 63 mrad in ®. In
these data we see a systematic coupling between 6 and
®. Most clearly, for left circularly polarized light @ is
underestimated at low 6. This effect is likely due to the
changing character of the rf reflections as a function of
k-vector.
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FIG. 2. A comparison of the set and measured polar ((a) - (d)), and azimuthal ((e) - (h)) angles of the signal field k-vector.
The results for left circularly polarized light are shown on the left ((a), (b), (e), (f)), and for right circularly polarized light on

the right ((c), (d), (g), (h)).

The data in (a), (c), (e), and (f) have an average calibration applied, as described in the text,

which largely accounts for LO amplitudes and phases. These data have an average accuracy of 60 mrad in 6, and 63 mrad in
®. The data in (b), (d), (f), and (h), are corrected using the iterative approach described in the text. These data have an
average accuracy of 33 mrad in €, and 43 mrad in ®. The black lines with a slope of one are included to guide the eye.

Over the measured k-vectors, the elements of the pa-
rameter matrix A vary with standard deviations in am-
plitude (o) 4)) and phase () respectively of

0.144 0.036 0.036 0 120 0.99
4 = |0.027 0.097 0.033|, oy = |[0.48 0.09 1.12
0.033 0.038 0.119 1.85 2.23 0.13

(6)
We account for these changing reflections and address
the systematic coupling between 6 and ® by applying
an iterative correction approach. First, we create a map
of reflection parameters as a function of the true input
k-vector. Then, for a given data point, we take the mea-
sured k-vector using the average method described above
as a best guess, and apply the reflection parameters from
the closest k-vector in the map. This generates a new
and more accurate k-vector, and the process converges
rapidly when iterated. The measured angles found using
this method with three iterations are shown in Fig. 2| (b),
(d), (), and (h). In these data, the systematic coupling
between 6 and & is largely removed, and the accuracy
is improved to 33 mrad in 6, and 43 mrad in ®. The
remaining deviations are likely from instabilities in the
iterative correction where the initially-measured k-vector
is too far off from the true value, or the structure in the
rf reflections is too fine to be captured by the map.
Interaction region averaging—QOur measurement aver-
ages over the spatial extent of the interaction region.
When the k-vector of the signal field is not aligned with

the k-vector of a particular LO, and the interaction re-
gion is an appreciable fraction of the carrier wavelength,
the phase of the respective heterodyne beat will vary in
space. Our measured signal is the result of averaging over
this phase gradient. In our system, the optical beams are
negligibly small relative to the carrier wavelength with a
ratio of < 0.02, so only the averaging along the optical
axis (£) is significant. Along this axis, the phase gradient
of the beat has a wavelength (A,) given by
Ap = Ao/ cos(0)| (7)
where A\g is the wavelength of the rf carrier. When we
average over the interaction region of length d we get a
normalized amplitude reduction of
|bi/[Sig;| o< |sinc(wd/Ap)], (8)
where Sig; is the predicted amplitude of the signal field
projected onto axis ¢. Since, in our system, all LO’s are
perpendicular to the optical axis, all the beat amplitudes
should average equally. This should only affect the mea-
sured total amplitude of the field and the noise in the
k-vector measurement, but not the accuracy.

We evaluate this averaging effect by testing the system
with three different vapor cell lengths (1 cm, 2.5 cm, and
7.6 cm), and two different carrier wavelengths (4.5 cm
and 2.4 cm). The carrier wavelengths correspond to
the 70D5/, — 69F7/5 resonance at 6.64 GHz and the



57Ds5/o — 56F7 /5 resonance at 12.47 GHz. These param-
eters yield values for d/\, ranging from 0.2 to 3.2. The
result of this averaging effect on |b,|/|Sig,|, normalized
to the value at § = 7/2, can be seen in Fig. [3l The data
exhibit the expected behavior, with deviations likely due
to changes in the absorption and reflection of rf through
the cell at different angles. The minima of the sinc func-
tion correspond to locations where the signal is averaged
over exactly a single period of the phase gradient, and
are resolvable in the data for d/A\g = 1.7 where this con-
straint is satisfied at @ = 7/2+0.63. Although not shown
here, the averaging effect looks similar in |b,|/|Sig,| and
|by|/|Sig,| for the longer wavelength \g = 4.5 cm. How-
ever, when Ao = 2.4 cm, close to the cell diameter of
2.54 cm, and the signal is normal to the cylindrical walls
of the cell, |b.|/|Sig,| and [b,|/|Sig,| vary significantly
from theory, and from cell to cell. We attribute this to
interference effects from reflections off the cell walls, pro-
viding evidence that most of the reflection effects we see
in the system are due to the vapor cell rather than the
external environment.

These data confirm that the solid angle over which the
k-vector can be measured increases as the interaction re-
gion becomes small relative to the carrier wavelength. In
general, there will be a trade-off between absolute sensi-
tivity, which typically improves with interaction volume
through increased atom number, and the sensor’s field a
view. However, in principle the sensor can be made ar-
bitrarily electrically small. For instance, we are able to
measure the k-vector in three dimensions even when the
sensor is significantly electrically small along & and g.

Ellipticity dependence—For circular or elliptical signal
polarization one can define a single k-vector perpendicu-
lar to the electric field at all times. For pure linear po-
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FIG. 3. The effect of averaging over the interaction region on
the ratio of the measured beat amplitude |b.| to the expected
z signal projection Sig, as a function of # for a variety of cell
lengths and carrier wavelengths. The solid lines correspond
to the predicted effect from Eq.

larization the k-vector can only be restricted to a plane.
Thus, our ability to extract the k-vector depends on the
ellipticity of the input field. To investigate this, we scan
the phase offset between the Sig, and Sig;, inputs, which
changes the signal between linear and circular polariza-
tion. Fig. 4| (a) shows the average magnitude of the error
in the measured 6 and ® as a function of the signal phase
offset ¢, averaged over all measured k-vectors. These
data use the iterative correction method described above.
The error exhibits the expected sharp peaks near linear
polarization, but is flat near circular polarization. The
values at pure linear polarization are likely due to a com-
bination of residual ellipticity, and the error associated
with restricting the k-vector to a plane. There is some
asymmetry which most notably causes the minimal error
in 6 to be pushed off from perfectly circular light, and
which we attribute to residual effects from reflections.

We also investigate the statistical error per k-vector
by splitting the data trace of each measurement into 10
time bins, each 10 ms long, extracting the standard de-
viation in the # and ® measurements, and normalizing
to the integration time. The average noise in the an-
gle measurements as a function of signal phase offset is
shown in Fig. 4] (b). Compared to the accuracy, the
noise has a slightly flatter dependence on signal ellip-
ticity, but the asymmetries remain. The minimal noise
is 1.3 mrad/vHz for § and 1.5 mrad/vHz for ®. The
difference in the noise for # and & is expected as ® in-
volves more measured quantities in its calculation. The
statistical noise here corresponds to a field sensitivity of
58 nVv/ m+y/Hz, which is similar to the sensitivity of the
previous experimental iteration [I6]. In all, these results
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show that the k-vector can still be extracted over a wide
range of ellipticities.

Conclusions—We have demonstrated k-vector mea-
surements with an electrically-small Rydberg electric
field sensor for elliptically-polarized input fields. The
accuracy of the current sensor is likely limited by rf
reflections inside the vapor cell. Vapor cell design, or
more precise modeling of reflections, could lessen this
effect. Additional development could also address the
trade-off between a small interaction region and signal
size. For instance, our method should be compatible
with a non-collinear three-photon Doppler-free excita-
tion scheme [I9], which could provide higher signal sizes
for small interaction regions. The inability of the sen-
sor to measure the k-vector of linearly polarized fields
could also be addressed by incorporating rf phase plates
to circularize the input field [20H22]. However, in some

cases the birefringence of the propagation medium, such
as the ionosphere, may provide sufficiently elliptical sig-
nals [23] 24].

Our sensor employs the power of rf heterodyne mea-
surements in Rydberg atom electric field sensors to ex-
tract the k-vector in three dimensions with a single mea-
surement in a platform that can be arbitrarily electri-
cally small. This expands the potential applications of
these sensors and demonstrates a more full characteriza-
tion of the measured field than previously possible with
this platform.
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