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Microwave electric (MW) field measurements utilizing Rydberg atoms have witnessed significant
advancements, achieving remarkable sensitivity, albeit limited to discrete MW frequencies resonant
with Rydberg states. Recently, various continuous-frequency measurement schemes have emerged.
However, when the MW detuning surpasses 1 GHz, the sensitivity degrades by over an order of
magnitude compared to resonant measurements. In this paper, we successfully extend the re-
sponse frequency range by harnessing a controlled driving field in conjunction with a quantum
mixer and heterodyne technology, theoretically enabling infinite scalability. Notably, second-order
effects stemming from quantum mixing necessitate careful consideration to ensure accurate electric
field measurements. In addition, compared to resonant measurements, the sensitivity decline for
far-detuned MW fields exceeding 1 GHz is less than twice, representing a significant improvement
of several orders of magnitude over alternative schemes. Furthermore, the sensitivity of far-detuned
MW fields can be efficiently enhanced by augmenting the intensity and frequency of the controlled
field. For detunings ranging from 100 MHz to 2 GHz, we present optimal sensitivity values and the
corresponding methods to achieve them. Our findings pave the way for Rydberg atom-based MW
receivers characterized by both high sensitivity and an exceptionally broad bandwidth.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decade, microwave (MW) field sens-
ing based on Rydberg atoms has rapidly developed due
to their exceptional sensitivity to electric fields [1–3].
This technology leverages the four-level electromagneti-
cally induced transparency (EIT) [4] and Autler–Townes
(AT) splitting [5] to realize MW sensors. Compared with
traditional methods, Rydberg atom-based MW sensors
offer advantages in repeatability, high sensitivity, self-
calibration, and large bandwidth, making them promis-
ing candidates for the next generation of MW measure-
ments [3]. They also exhibit broad application prospects
in wireless communication [6–8], polarization measure-
ments [9], MW imaging [10]and beyond.

However, achieving remarkable sensitivity is limited
to discrete MW frequencies that are resonant or near-
resonant with Rydberg states [11–16]. This constraint
is inconsistent with the continuous frequencies required
for many practical applications, thereby limiting the fur-
ther utilization of Rydberg atomic microwave sensors.
To address this issue, various schemes have been pro-
posed, including the use of far-detuning AC Stark effects
[17, 18], adjacent Rydberg resonance tuning [19, 20], two-
photon microwave transitions [21, 22], and the applica-
tion of auxiliary microwave fields [23, 24]. Although these
methods enable continuous frequency measurement, their
sensitivity is generally reduced compared to resonance
measurements, particularly for extended ranges beyond
1 GHz, with some cases observing a decrease in sensitiv-
ity by an order of magnitude. Notably, a scheme that
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achieves a large frequency extension range while main-
taining high sensitivity over this range remains elusive.
In this paper, we propose an extended frequency

scheme by incorporating quantum mixer [25] with atomic
heterodyne methods [12], facilitated by the application
of an additional driving controlled field. The controlled
field arises from the AC Stark shift induced by a low-
frequency, weak radio-frequency (RF) field on the Ry-
dberg state [26–30]. Given the prevalence of quantum
mixing in our approach, second-order effects stemming
from the RF field cannot be overlooked, in contrast to
their frequent neglect in other frameworks [27, 30]. By
precisely adjusting the RF field, our scheme attains high
sensitivity, a substantial extended frequency range, and
maintains a sensitivity drop of less than a factor of three
over an extended range of 2 GHz, representing at least an
order of magnitude improvement over existing schemes.
The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In

Sec.II, we introduce our scheme in detail. In Sec.III,by
using the theory of quantum frequency mixing, we de-
rive the effective Hamiltonian. Base on this, the condi-
tion of controlled field is obtained. And we emphasize
the significance of second-order terms arising from quan-
tum mixing. Sec.IV delves into the relationship between
the extended frequency range and sensitivity. Finally, in
Sec.V, we summarize our key findings and discuss poten-
tial avenues for future work.

II. THE SCHEME

Our proposed scheme is a typical four-level system as
depicted in Fig.1, in which the weak probe laser with fre-
quency ωp is scanned through resonance with the transi-
tion between the ground state |1⟩, and the excited state
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|2⟩, and the coupling laser with frequency ωc is coupled
the excited state |2⟩ and the Rydberg state |3⟩. No-
tably, unlike in the resonant case, the two Rydberg states
|3⟩ and |4⟩ are dressed by a far-detuning MW electric
field, which renders the measurement of MW electric field
based on EIT-AT splitting ineffective.

To restore the resonant response in the EIT-AT spec-
trum, we introduce an additional RF field, whose fre-
quency and intensity are significantly smaller than the
energy level difference utilized. This RF field can
be regarded as a perturbation term, inducing a time-
dependent energy shift in the atomic states due to the
AC Stark effect. Given the negligible polarizability of
the ground and excited states, their energy shifts can
be disregarded. Consequently, we focus solely on the
energy shifts of the two Rydberg states, which exhibit
heightened sensitivity to electric fields. These shifts are
given by−α3e

2(t)/2 and−α4e
2(t)/2 [27, 30] , where α3(4)

is the polarizability of the Rydberg state |3⟩ (|4⟩) and
e(t) = E cos(ωRF t) represents the electric component
of the RF field. Therefore, the controlled Hamiltonian
HC(t) can be written as:

HC(t) = ℏA(1 + cosωt) |3⟩ ⟨3|
+ℏA′(1 + cosωt) |4⟩ ⟨4| . (1)

The parameters A = −α3E
2/4ℏ, A′ = −α4E

2/4ℏ and
ω = 2ωRF can be adjusted by RF field. ℏ is reduced
Planck’s constant. Then, in the interaction representa-
tion, we can write the far-detuning Hamiltonian of the
system after rotating wave approximation (RWA) as :

H(t) =− ℏΩp

2
ei∆pt |1⟩ ⟨2|+ h.c.

− ℏΩc

2
ei∆ct |2⟩ ⟨3|+ h.c.

− ℏΩM

2
ei∆M t |3⟩ ⟨4|+ h.c.

+HC(t), (2)

where Ωp, Ωc and ΩM are the Rabi frequencies corre-
sponding to the transition |1⟩ ←→ |2⟩, |2⟩ ←→ |3⟩ and
|3⟩ ←→ |4⟩, respectively. The detunings of the probe
laser, coupling laser, and MW electric field are denoted
by ∆p = ωp − ω21, ∆c = ωc − ω32 and ∆M = ω34 − ωM ,
respectively, where ωij = ωi − ωj is the energy level
transition frequency. In this paper, we focus on the far-
detuning MW, i.e., ΩM ≪ ∆M .

In addition, to enhance the sensitivity of detecting the
far-detuning MW electric field, we combine the quan-
tum mixer and atomic heterodyne. As shown in Fig.1,
a strong local MW field is also applied. Consequently,
ΩM consists of two parts,namely, ΩM = ΩL + Ωse

iδf t,
where ΩL ≫ Ωs and δf is the frequency difference of the
local field and signal field [12]. Since δf is much smaller
than the dynamic energy characteristic scale of the four-
level EIT system, we can derive the EIT spectrum in the
adiabatic limit.

Rydberg state |3⟩ 

Rydberg state |4⟩ 

Excited state |2⟩ 

Ground state |1⟩ 

𝜔𝑝

𝜔𝑐

RF, 𝑒 𝑡 = 𝐸𝑐𝑜𝑠(𝜔𝑅𝐹𝑡) 

RF, 𝑒 𝑡 = 𝐸𝑐𝑜𝑠(𝜔𝑅𝐹𝑡) 

2𝜔𝑅𝐹

2𝜔𝑅𝐹

𝜔𝐿

𝜔𝑠

𝛿𝑓

FIG. 1. The scheme of Rydberg atom-based microwave sensor
by combining quantum mixer and atomic heterodyne.

III. THE EFFECTIVE MODEL

Since HC(t) doesn’t commute with the third term of
Eq.(2), which describes the MW field, the mixing of these
two high-frequency terms causes the resonant response of
the system to reappear. This is the core of our method.
According to the theory of quantum frequency mixing
[25], we can expand the system’s response frequency to
the MW field by precisely adjusting the controlled field,
that is, the RF filed. In this section, by obtaining the
effective Hamiltonian of our scheme, we can determine
the parameters of the RF field that restore the resonant
response in the EIT-AT spectrum.
A or A′ is generally as large as or even much larger

than ω in the laboratory. Therefore, to satisfy the high-
frequency condition for using the theory of quantum fre-
quency mixing, we need to perform a unitary transfor-
mation on Eq.(2):

HR(t) =U†(t)

(
H(t)− iℏ

∂

∂t

)
U(t)

=− ℏΩp

2
ei∆pt |1⟩ ⟨2|+ h.c.

−
∑
n

ℏΩcJn(A/ω)

2
ei(∆c−A−nω)t |2⟩ ⟨3|+ h.c.

−
∑
m

ℏΩMJm(a/ω)

2
ei(∆M−a−mω)t |3⟩ ⟨4|+ h.c.

(3)

where a = A′ − A and U(t) = exp
[
− i

ℏ
∫ t

0
HC(t)dτ

]
. In

the deriving, we use the identity relation : eiz sinωt =∑
n Jn(z)e

inωt with the Bessel functions of the first kind
Jn(z).
The heterodyne detection requires fixed frequencies of

probe laser and coupling laser, meaning that we should
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chose one of the Floquet side bands [27] to detect. In our
scheme, we can set ∆p, ∆c − A (i.e., n = 0) to be low
frequencies by adjusting the coupled laser, and we sup-
pose RF field satisfies the condition ∆M − a − kω ≈ 0.
Hence, considering second-order effects and using the
energy scale analysis of multi-mode Floquet theory to
keep the low-frequency terms (see Appendix.A), i.e.,
ω ≫ Ωp,ΩcJn(A/ω),ΩMJm(a/ω), we can obtain the
time-dependent effective Hamiltonian:

Heff
R (t) =− ℏΩp

2
ei∆pt |1⟩ ⟨2|+ h.c.

− ℏΩcJ0(A/ω)

2
ei(∆c−A)t |2⟩ ⟨3|+ h.c.

− ℏΩMJk(a/ω)

2
ei(∆M−a−kω)t |3⟩ ⟨4|+ h.c.

+H
(2),R
0 (4)

The second-order term H
(2),R
0 comes from the mixing of

the high-frequency terms, and is given by Eq.(A3):

H
(2),R
0 =−

∑
n ̸=0

[
ΩcJn(A/ω)

2 |3⟩ ⟨2| , ΩcJn(A/ω)
2 |2⟩ ⟨3|

]
∆c −A− nω

−
∑
m ̸=k

[
ΩMJm(a/ω)

2 |4⟩ ⟨3| , ΩMJm(a/ω)
2 |3⟩ ⟨4|

]
∆M −A′ +A−mω

=
∑
n ̸=0

Ω2
cJ

2
n(A/ω)

4(∆c −A− nω)
(|2⟩ ⟨2| − |3⟩ ⟨3|)

∑
m ̸=k

Ω2
MJ2

m(a/ω)

4(∆M −A′ +A−mω)
(|3⟩ ⟨3| − |4⟩ ⟨4|)

(5)

≈
∑
m ̸=k

Ω2
MJ2

m(a/ω)

4(∆M −A′ +A−mω)
(|3⟩ ⟨3| − |4⟩ ⟨4|)

=
δM
2

(|3⟩ ⟨3| − |4⟩ ⟨4|) (6)

From Eq.(5) to Eq.(6), we use the low-frequency condi-
tion ∆c−A ≈ 0. This also explains why we chose n = 0 in
Eq.(4), that is, to ignore the second-order term brought
by the coupling laser.

Then, through the rotation transformation, we can
obtain the time-independent effective Hamiltonian Heff

corresponding to Eq.(4):

−ℏ


0

Ωp

2 0 0
Ωp

2 ∆p
J0(A/ω)Ωc

2 0

0 J0(A/ω)Ωc

2 ∆p + δc
Jk(a/ω)ΩM

2

0 0 Jk(a/ω)ΩM

2 ∆p + δc +∆eff
M

 ,

(7)

where δc = ∆c−A− δM
2 and ∆eff

M = ∆M−a−kω+δM are
the effective detunings of coupling laser and MW field,
respectively.

By precisely adjusting the coupling laser and the RF

field, δc and ∆eff
M can be set to 0. Therefore, the EIT
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FIG. 2. (a) The Upper bound of |δM/(Jk(a/ω)ΩM )| changes
with a/ω for k = 1. (b) The imaginary part of ρ21 chang-
ing with ∆p. System parameters: Ωp = 0.1 × 2π MHz,
Ωc = 10 × 2π MHz, ∆c = (5 + 1.8135/2) × 2π MHz, γ1 = 0,
γ2 = 5 × 2π MHz, γ3 = γ4 = 0.003 × 2π MHz. MW field
parameters: ΩM = 40× 2π MHz, ∆M = 600× 2π MHz. RF
field parameters: ω = 401.209×2π MHz for k = 1, A = 5×2π
MHz, a = 0.5ω. δM = 1.8135× 2π MHz. (c) The heterodyne
EIT signal of the effective mode and the model ignoring δM .
Ωs = 1×2π MHz, δf = 1×2π kHz, and the other parameters
are same as those in (b).
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spectrum of the system described by Eq.(7) recovers the
resonant response to MW field and the EIT-AT spectrum
describes the effective Rabi frequency of MW signal field,
Jk(a/ω)Ωs. This completely proves the reliability of our
scheme. Based on this analysis, we can get the extended
frequency of the resonant response:

∆M = a+ kω − δM . (8)

Namely, the extended frequency range is theoretically in-
finite due to the integer k. Furthermore, it also indicates
that the control field, i.e., the RF field must strictly sat-
isfy this relation.

From Eq.(8), it can be seen that the second order term
affects the parameter adjustment of the RF field. In pre-
vious studies [27, 30], the second-order term was typically
not considered because of their small value. However, it
can’t be ignored under certain parameter conditions in
EIT-based heterodyne detection. To prove it, we calcu-
late the ratio of δM and ΩMJk(a/ω):

|δM/(Jk(a/ω)ΩM )| ≈

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
m ̸=k

ΩMJ2
m(a/ω)

−2(m− k)ωJk(a/ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
m ̸=k

0.1J2
m(a/ω)

−2(m− k)J2
k(a/ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ (9)

In the above deriving, we regard ΩMJk(a/ω) ≪ ω as
ΩMJk(a/ω) ≤ 0.1ω. This sets an upper bound on the
ratio of δM and ΩMJk(a/ω). As shown in Fig.2 (a), the
upper bound is not always much less than 1, especially
for certain values of a/ω, such as 0.1, 3.83, 7, . . . , where
these upper bounds exceed 1. Since δM is one part of the
effective detuning ∆M , ignoring δM will lead asymmetri-
cal EIT-AT splitting [19]. These cases would be possible
because the intensity and frequency of RF are not arbi-
trary and need to meet the conditions of weak field and
low frequency with relative to the energy level difference.

For further verification, using the master equation for
the four-level density matrix ρ [31]:

ρ̇ =
i

ℏ
[ρ,H] +D(ρ), (10)

we numerically calculate the steady-state solutions of the
original model, the effective model and the model ignor-
ing the second-order terms. The matrix D(ρ) is given
by: γ2ρ22 −γ12ρ12 −γ13ρ13 −γ14ρ14
−γ21ρ21 γ3ρ33 − γ2ρ22 −γ23ρ23 −γ24ρ24
−γ31ρ31 −γ32ρ32 γ4ρ44 − γ3ρ33 −γ34ρ34
−γ41ρ41 −γ42ρ42 −γ43ρ43 −γ4ρ44

 ,

(11)
where γij = (γi + γj)/2 and γ1,2,3,4 are the decay rate of
the four levels. The imaginary part of ρ21 varying with
∆p is shown in Fig.2 (b). The numerical results clearly
demonstrate that the results of the original Hamiltonian

amax=500×2πMHz

amax=700×2πMHz

amax=1000×2πMHz

100 500 1000 1500 2000
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.

ΔM/2π(MHz)

η
m

(a)

ωmax=500×2πMHz

ωmax=700×2πMHz

ωmax=1000×2πMHz

100 500 1000 1500 2000
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.

ΔM/2π(MHz)

η
m

(b)

FIG. 3. The relationship between the modification coeffi-
cient of sensitivity ηm and extended frequency range ∆M .
(a) ωmax = 500 × 2π MHz. (b) amax = 500 × 2π MHz.
ωmin = 100× 2π MHz both in (a) and (b).

Eq.(2) and the effective Hamiltonian Eq.(7) agree very
well, while the result of ignoring δM deviates from the
first two.
Since Im[ρ21] actually reflects the probe laser trans-

mission T and the heterodyne method aims to detect
the changes of the transmission ∆T , ignoring the second-
order term will lead to serious distortion of measurement
veracity. To prove this, based on the parameters of the
cesium atoms in a vapour cell at room temperature, we
simulate heterodyne signal ∆T (t) in the adiabatic limit.
As shown in Fig.2 (c), for the same signal field strength
Ωs, the amplitudes of ∆T (t) differ significantly between
the effective model and the modle ignoring δM . There-
fore, the second-order term should be seriously consid-
ered in the scheme combining quantum mixer and atomic
heterodyne for detecting far-detuning MW fields.

IV. SENSITIVITY AND EXTENDED
FREQUENCY RANGE

Compared to the case of resonance, the sensitivity of
our scheme for measuring the far-detuning MW field is
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somewhat weakened, as the effective Rabi frequency of
MW field is modified by Jk(a/ω) according to Eq.(7).
This is the necessary compromise for continuously ex-
tending the response frequency range and is also an in-
evitable consequence of quantum mixing technology. In
this section, we present the correspondence between the
extended frequency range and the optimal sensitivity
that can be achieved.

The sensitivity of our scheme can be obtained by divid-
ing the resonance sensitivity by Jk(a/ω), provided that
systematic errors due to the introduction of RF fields are
not considered. Therefore, within the allowable range of
parameters, the best sensitivity can be achieved by iden-
tifying the RF field parameters that maximize Jk(a/ω),
that is, a and ω. In our scheme, the frequency and the in-
tensity of RF field are very small compared to the energy
level difference used, leading to practical limitations on
the maximum values of ω and a that can be achieved in
the laboratory. Furthermore, due to the high-frequency
requirements of quantum mixing theory, there exists a
minimum value for ω. Under such conditions, for a given
MW detuning ∆M , the optimal modification coefficient
ηm is calculated as follows:

ηm = Max {|Jk(a/ω)|} . (12)

By considering all ω, a and k that satisfy the condition
0 < a ≤ amax, ωmin ≤ ω ≤ ωmax and ∆M = a + kω
to find the maximum of |Jk(a/ω)| and corresponding a
and ω, we can determine ηm and the optimal RF filed
parameters. Here, we ignore the δM because it is at least
one order of magnitude smaller than ω, resulting in a
negligible impact on the modification coefficient Jk(a/ω).
In Fig.3, we exhibit the relationship between the sensi-

tivity modification coefficient and the extended frequency
range. As can be seen, when ωmax is fixed, with the in-
crease of amax, there is a significant enhancement in sen-
sitivity, especially at the large detunings ∆M . Similarly,
when ωmax is fixed, increasing ωmax also improves sensi-
tivity. Therefore, increasing the intensity and frequency
limit of the applied RF field will aid in realizing the MW
field measurement with high sensitivity and highly wide
bandwidth. In addition, it can be seen that the sensi-
tivity changes abruptly at certain detuning points, pri-
marily due to changes in the integer k. For example, for
amax = 500× 2π in Fig.3(a), k changes from 0 to 1,1 to
2,2 to 3 at ∆M = 500, 100, 1500× 2π MHz, respectively.
It can also be seen that the sensitivity remains constant
over a range, because the best RF parameter a/ω takes
the maximum value of the Bessel function Jk(a/ω).
According to Fig.3(a), the worst sensitivity in the ex-

tended frequency Range of 2GHz achieved by our scheme
is only reduced by a factor of three times compared to
resonance. Due to the abundance of Rydberg levels,
we can find many pairs of Rydberg states that satisfy
amax = 1000×2πMHz and ωmax = 500×2πMHz. Given
the best sensitivity achieved so far [16], it is reasonable
to assume that the optimal sensitivity based on reso-
nance measurement is 20 nVcm−1Hz−

1
2 . This implies

that, theoretically, when the detuning is from 100MHz to
2GHz, the optimum sensitivity of our scheme is also 20
nVcm−1Hz−

1
2 , and the worst sensitivity is astonishingly

54 nVcm−1Hz−
1
2 , which is orders of magnitude better

than other continuous frequency measurement schemes.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have proposed a method for con-
tinuous MW field measurement utilizing quantum mix-
ing technology in a Rydberg atom-based MW sensor,
achieved by applying a driving control field. The con-
trol field, derived from a low-frequency weak radio-
frequency (RF) field, induces an energy shift in the Ryd-
berg state that oscillates with time due to the AC Stark
effect. The distinct polarizabilities between two Ryd-
berg states enable the control field and MW field to be
non-commutative, fulfilling the requirements for quan-
tum mixing. In our approach, the second-order effects
arising from quantum mixing must be meticulously con-
sidered, as they can perturb the heterodyne signal and
consequently compromise the accuracy of the electric
field measurement.
When compared to resonance measurements, the sensi-

tivity degradation for a 2.0 GHz far-detuned MW field is
less than threefold, representing at least an order of mag-
nitude improvement over alternative methods. We have
demonstrated that by increasing the intensity and fre-
quency of the RF field, the sensitivity of the far-detuned
MW field can be substantially enhanced. Hence, fu-
ture endeavors, particularly experimental implementa-
tions, should prioritize the selection of suitable Rydberg
states that allow for the maximization of the RF field’s
frequency and intensity. Given the abundance of Ryd-
berg levels, we anticipate achieving the worst sensitivity
of 54 nVcm−1Hz−

1
2 within the extended frequency range

of 100 MHz to 2 GHz. This work paves the way for high
sensitivity and wide broadband MW field measurements
using Rydberg atoms.
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Appendix A: the theory of quantum frequency
mixing

We consider a time-dependent Hamiltonian that can
be described by two frequency modes (ωa, ωb):

H(t) =
∑
m,n

Hm,ne
imωateimωbt, (A1)
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where ωa and ωb are much larger than other energy pa-
rameters. According to the theory of the quantum fre-
quency mixing, the time-dependent effective Hamiltonian
with low-frequency can be obtained as [25]:

Heff (t) =
∑
l,k

(
Hl,k +H

(2)
l,k + . . .

)
ei(lωa+kωb)t, (A2)

where summation indices (l, k) satisfy the condition that

lωa+kωb is a low frequency. The second-order term H
(2)
l,k

is given by:

−1

2

∑
(p,q)̸=(l,k)

[Hl−p,k−q, Hp,q]

pωa + qωb
(A3)

where the summation excludes the case (p, q) = (l, k)
to avoid divergency. Non-commutation in second-order
terms enables quantum frequency mixing: the non-
commutation between high-frequency terms is crucial to
quantum mixing theory, implying that the applied con-
trolled field must not commute with the signal field. This
theory can be generalized to the case of multiple fre-
quency modes.
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Shaffer, Opt. Lett. 39, 3030 (2014).

[11] J. A. Sedlacek, A. Schwettmann, H. Kübler, R. Löw,
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