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Improving the bandwidth of Rydberg atom-based receivers is an ongoing challenge owing to the
long-lived Rydberg state lifetimes that limit the refresh rate of ground state atoms. In particular,
the LO-based Rydberg mixer approach allows for bandwidths into the few-MHz range. Here, we
use heterodyne detection of the Rydberg atom receiver probe laser to separate the negative and
positive sidebands that originate from distinct six wave mixing processes, in order to investigate
their individual bandwidths. We experimentally confirm the prediction that the negative sideband
exhibits a higher bandwidth than the positive sideband. We further explore the effect of coupling
and probe laser Rabi frequency on the bandwidth, which we find to be in good agreement with our
model. We achieved a maximum experimental (and theoretical) bandwidth of about 11 (11) MHz
and 3.5 (5) MHz for the negative and positive sidebands, respectively, from the -3dB roll-off point
for optimized field parameters. This work provides insight into the bandwidth-limiting features of
Rydberg atom receivers and points the way towards further optimization of their response.

I. INTRODUCTION

Excited Rydberg atomic states are sensitive to
microwave-band fields due to strong electric dipole mo-
ments between nearby bound atomic states [1–3]. These
Rydberg-atom sensors can receive time-varying signals
while performing demodulation and down-conversion au-
tomatically. As such, Rydberg sensors have been used in
applications ranging from radio frequency (RF) to tera-
hertz regime, notably breaking the Chu limit for small
receivers [4]. There has been notable interest in the de-
velopment of Rydberg sensors and current thrusts are
geared towards improving the sensitivity and bandwidth.
In this work we focus on the bandwidth, which is in gen-
eral limited by the kHz decay rates of the Rydberg states
that limit the refresh rate of ground state atoms available
for measurement.

In order to provide the phase sensitive detection
needed to demodulate digital communication signals [5–
10], Rydberg sensors are often used in a “Rydberg mixer”
configuration where a local oscillator (LO) is broadcast
onto the atoms at a frequency near the signal of inter-
est in order to generate a down-converted beat note sig-
nal that carries the phase and amplitude of the signal
detected via Autler-Townes (AT) splitting induced by
the LO in the electromagnetically induced transparency
(EIT) spectrum [11, 12]. It was recently proposed that
the measured mixer signal is the result of two separate
sidebands shifted to either side of the laser frequency
due to two distinct six-wave mixing processes [13, 14]. It
was further suggested that the two sidebands exhibit dis-
tinct instantaneous bandwidths, though this is difficult to
verify experimentally since the standard self-homodyne
probe laser Rydberg mixer detection scheme does not al-
low experimental access to the individual sidebands.

In this work, we use a heterodyne detection scheme

in order to separate the two sidebands in the frequency
domain and study their individual bandwidth character-
istics. Our measurements confirm that the negative side-
band exhibits an overall higher instantaneous bandwidth
than the positive one. We further investigate the effect of
the Rabi frequency of the probe and coupling laser fields
on bandwidth, where we find that higher coupling Rabi
frequency increases the bandwidth whereas higher probe
Rabi frequency decreases the bandwidth. We support our
results with modeling, where we find good quantitative
agreement with the experimentally measured bandwidths
for lower values of the probe Rabi frequency. These re-
sults provide a clear path for improving the achievable
Rydberg sensor bandwidth both in terms of the underly-
ing wave mixing mechanisms as well as Rabi frequencies
of the optical fields.

II. ENERGY LEVEL SCHEME AND
EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experimental setup corresponding to our scheme
is shown in Figure 1(a), where a 780 nm probe laser and
a 480 nm coupling laser are counter-propagating within a
Rb vapor cell at room temperature. The 1/e2 radii of the
probe and coupling beams are kept fixed at 148 µm and
180 µm, respectively. A key feature of our setup is the
use of a 780 nm reference beam that is frequency shifted
using an acousto-optic modulator (AOM) by ωAOM =
87 MHz and is made to interfere with the transmitted
probe beam. This method of optical heterodyning of the
probe beam shifts the beat note signal by ωAOM to sepa-
rate the negative and the positive amplitude modulation
sidebands in frequency such that when we apply the RF
signal field detuning, ∆SIG we see sidebands generated
on either side of ωAOM .
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FIG. 1. (a) Experimental setup using a heterodyne reference
beam frequency shifted using an AOM operating at ωAOM =
87 MHz to differentiate between the negative and positive
amplitude modulation sidebands. (b) Energy level diagrams
of the four-level Rydberg EIT-AT scheme in 85Rb employing
the LO-based Rydberg mixer configuration to generate the
negative (ωP − ∆SIG) and positive (ωP + ∆SIG) sidebands
on the probe transmission, respectively. (c) Spectrum ana-
lyzer data of the probe transmission for various RF signal
field detuning, ∆SIG/(2π)= 1, 2.5, 5 and 7.5 MHz (from top
to bottom), keeping the frequency of LO fixed. Here, the cen-
tral frequency corresponds to ωAOM that has been rescaled for
simplicity. λ/2: Half waveplate; PBS: Polarising beam split-
ter; BS: Beam splitter; DM: Dichoric mirror; APD: Avalanche
photodetector; BD: Beam dump; SA: Spectrum analyser.

The energy level diagram of the four-level Rydberg
EIT-AT scheme in 85Rb is shown in Figure 1(b). The
probe laser (ωP ) at 780 nm and the coupling laser (ωC)
at 480 nm drive the 5S1/2 to 5P3/2 and 5P3/2 to 50D5/2

transitions, respectively. The probe transmission is de-
tected using an avalanche photodetector (APD) with a
bandwidth of 400 MHz and recorded using a spectrum
analyzer (SA). Alongside these lasers, there are two RF
fields applied to generate a Rydberg mixer: the LO field
(ωLO) is resonant on the 50D5/2 to 51P3/2 Rydberg tran-
sition at 17.041 GHz and the weak signal field (ωSIG)
is at a frequency difference of ∆SIG relative to the LO
field. The two RF fields are sourced from signal gener-
ators and are combined using a power combiner before
being directed to an RF horn. Both RF fields are inci-
dent perpendicular to the probe and coupling lasers and
are co-polarized with these. The presence of the LO field
is typically used to generate a beat note signal at the
frequency difference between these two fields that can be
read out at frequency ∆SIG from the oscillating probe

transmission.
Figure 1(c) shows the negative and positive sideband

spectra at indicated values of the RF signal field detun-
ing, ∆SIG/(2π) in MHz. The central peak is centered
at ωAOM = 87 MHz due to the heterodyne detection,
and two sideband peaks are clearly seen. In the case of
the standard self-homodyne measurement typically per-
formed in Rydberg sensing, these two sidebands are over-
lapped and are thus indistinguishable. These sidebands
have previously been attributed to a six-wave mixing pro-
cess [14] and their origin is schematically shown in 1(b).
Our focus here is on the instantaneous bandwidth

available for RF signal detection, which underpins achiev-
able data rates. We measure the signal amplitudes of
both sidebands as a function of ∆SIG/(2π) and define
the bandwidth as the -3 dB roll-off point.

III. THEORETICAL MODEL

The four-level Rydberg EIT-AT system is theoretically
modeled by considering the Hamiltonian H, under the
electric-dipole and rotating-wave approximation and in
the rotating frame. It is expressed as

H =
h̄

2

[
ΩP |1⟩ ⟨2|+ΩC |2⟩ ⟨3|+ (ΩLO +ΩSIGe

−i∆t) |3⟩ ⟨4|

− 2∆P |2⟩ ⟨2| − 2(∆P +∆C) |3⟩ ⟨3|
− 2(∆P +∆C −∆LO) |4⟩ ⟨4|+ h.c.

]
,

(1)

where |1⟩ = 5S1/2(F = 3), |2⟩ = 5P3/2(F = 4), |3⟩ =
50D5/2 and |4⟩ = 51P3/2. ΩP , ΩC , ΩLO and ΩSIG are
the Rabi frequency of the probe, coupling, LO and signal
fields with corresponding detunings ∆P , ∆C , ∆LO and
∆SIG, respectively. ∆ = ∆LO − ∆SIG is the frequency
difference between the two RF fields. The generalized
Rabi frequency Ωij between the states |i⟩ and |j⟩ is de-

fined as Ωij =
Eij⟨i|r|j⟩

h̄ , where Eij =
√

2I
cϵ0

is the ampli-

tude of the electromagnetic field and ⟨i|r|j⟩ is the dipole
moment matrix element between these states. The in-
tensity I of the electromagnetic field follows a Gaussian
distribution with radial distance r from the beam axis

represented by I = I0 exp
(
− 2r2

ω2
0

)
, where I0 = 2P

πω2
0
is

the peak intensity determined by the total power P of
the electromagnetic field and the beam waist ω0. The
constants c and ϵ0 are the speed of light in vacuum and
the permittivity of free space, respectively. The dipole
moment matrix element for the |1⟩ → |2⟩, |2⟩ → |3⟩
and |3⟩ → |4⟩ transitions are 1.957(ea0), 0.0123(ea0) and
1574.691(ea0), respectively, where e is the charge of the
electron and a0 is the Bohr radius. In our experiment, we
took measurements with the following probe laser pow-
ers: 0.2 µW, 1.2 µW, 4.7 µW, 18.9 µW, 42.5 µW and
57.8 µW which corresponds to peak Rabi frequencies of
ΩP /(2π) = 1.66 MHz, 4.06 MHz, 8.03 MHz, 16.11 MHz,
24.15 MHz and 28.17 MHz, and coupling laser powers:



3

72 mW, 285 mW and 950 mW which corresponds to peak
Rabi frequencies of ΩC/(2π) = 4.96 MHz, 9.87 MHz and
18.02 MHz, respectively.

The interaction between atom and electromagnetic
fields is described by writing the Liouville-von Neumann
master equation for the density matrix ρ which is ex-
pressed as

ρ̇ = − i
h̄ [H, ρ]− 1

2{Γ, ρ}, (2)

where, Γ the relaxation operator defined as ⟨i|Γ |j⟩ =
Γiδij (δij = 1, if i = j and 0, if i ̸= j) and Γi is the de-
cay rate of state |i⟩. In our system, the natural radiative
decay rate of the first excited state 5P3/2 is Γ2 = 2π×
6.07 MHz [15] and that of the Rydberg states 50D5/2 and
51P3/2 are Γ3 = 2π× 2.4 kHz and Γ4 = 2π× 1.8 kHz, re-
spectively [16]. It also includes a dephasing rate of atomic
coherence defined by γdep to account for the transit time
broadening effects because of finite beam sizes and also
collisions [17]. The equations of motion for the density
matrix is obtained by substituting Eq. 1 into Eq. 2 re-
sulting in the following time dependent equations:

ρ̇11 = −i
ΩP

2
ρ21 + i

Ω∗
P

2
ρ12 + Γ21ρ22 + Γ41ρ44,

ρ̇12 = −i
ΩP

2
(ρ22 − ρ11) + i

Ω∗
C

2
ρ13 − γ12ρ12,

ρ̇13 = −i
ΩP

2
ρ23 + i

ΩC

2
ρ12 + i

(Ω∗
LO +Ω∗

SIGe
−i∆t)

2
ρ14

− γ13ρ13,

ρ̇14 = −i
ΩP

2
ρ24 + i

(ΩLO +ΩSIGe
i∆t)

2
ρ13 − γ14ρ14,

ρ̇22 = −i
Ω∗

P

2
ρ12 − i

ΩC

2
ρ32 + i

ΩP

2
ρ21 + i

Ω∗
C

2
ρ23 − Γ21ρ22

+ Γ32ρ33,

ρ̇23 = −i
Ω∗

P

2
ρ13 − i

ΩC

2
(ρ33 − ρ22) + i

(Ω∗
LO +Ω∗

SIGe
−i∆t)

2
ρ24

− γ23ρ23,

ρ̇24 = −i
Ω∗

P

2
ρ14 − i

ΩC

2
ρ34 + i

(ΩLO +ΩSIGe
i∆t)

2
ρ23 − γ24ρ24,

ρ̇33 = −i
Ω∗

C

2
ρ23 − i

(ΩLO +ΩSIGe
i∆t)

2
ρ43 + i

ΩC

2
ρ32

+ i
(Ω∗

LO +Ω∗
SIGe

−i∆t)

2
ρ34 − (Γ32 + Γ34)ρ33,

ρ̇34 = −i
Ω∗

C

2
ρ24 + i

(ΩLO +ΩSIGe
i∆t)

2
(ρ33 − ρ44)− γ34ρ34,

ρ̇44 = i
(Ω∗

LO +Ω∗
SIGe

i∆t)

2
ρ34 + i

(ΩLO +ΩSIGe
−i∆t)

2
ρ43

− Γ41ρ44,
(3)

where γ12 = i∆P +γdec
12 +γdep, γ13 = i(∆P +∆C)+γdec

13 +γdep,
γ14 = i(∆P +∆C −∆LO)+ γdec

14 + γdep, γ23 = −i∆C + γdec
32 +

γdep, γ24 = i(∆C − ∆LO) + γdec
24 + γdep, γ34 = i(−∆LO) +

γdec
34 + γdep and γdec

ij = 1
2
(Γi + Γj) is the decoherence rate

between level |i⟩ and |j⟩.
The time dependent equations can be solved using the Flo-

quet expansion where we expand ρ into harmonics of fre-
quency ∆ and is given as

ρij(t) =
∑∞

n=−∞ ρ
(n)
ij (t)ein∆t, (4)

where ρ
(n)
ij (t) are the nth order harmonic amplitudes. Substi-

tuting Eq. 4 in Eq. 3 and comparing coefficients with same
power in einδt removes the time dependence, yielding the fol-
lowing set of steady-state equations for the slowly varying
harmonic amplitudes:

ρ̇
(n)
11 = −inδρ

(n)
11 − i

ΩP

2
ρ
(n)
21 + i

Ω∗
P

2
ρ
(n)
12 + Γ21ρ

(n)
22 + Γ41ρ

(n)
44 ,

ρ̇
(n)
12 = −inδρ

(n)
12 − i

ΩP

2
(ρ

(n)
22 − ρ

(n)
11 ) + i

Ω∗
C

2
ρ
(n)
13 − γ12ρ

(n)
12 ,

ρ̇
(n)
13 = −inδρ

(n)
13 − i

ΩP

2
ρ
(n)
23 + i

ΩC

2
ρ
(n)
12 + i

ΩLO

2
ρ
(n)
14 + i

ΩSIG

2
ρ
(n+1)
14

− γ13ρ
(n)
13 ,

ρ̇
(n)
14 = −inδρ

(n)
14 − i

ΩP

2
ρ
(n)
24 + i

ΩLO

2
ρ
(n)
13 +

ΩSIG

2
ρ
(n−1)
13 − γ14ρ

(n)
14 ,

ρ̇
(n)
22 = −inδρ

(n)
22 − i

Ω∗
P

2
ρ
(n)
12 − i

ΩC

2
ρ
(n)
32 + i

ΩP

2
ρ
(n)
21 + i

Ω∗
C

2
ρ
(n)
23

− Γ21ρ
(n)
22 + Γ32ρ

(n)
33 ,

ρ̇
(n)
23 = −inδρ

(n)
23 − i

Ω∗
P

2
ρ
(n)
13 − i

ΩC

2
(ρ

(n)
33 − ρ

(n)
22 ) + i

Ω∗
LO

2
ρ
(n)
24

+ i
Ω∗

SIG

2
ρ
(n+1)
24 − γ23ρ

(n)
23 ,

ρ̇
(n)
24 = −inδρ

(n)
24 − i

Ω∗
P

2
ρ
(n)
14 − i

ΩC

2
ρ
(n)
34 + i

ΩLO

2
ρ
(n)
23 + i

ΩSIG

2
ρ
(n−1)
23

− γ24ρ
(n)
24 ,

ρ̇
(n)
33 = −inδρ

(n)
33 − i

Ω∗
C

2
ρ
(n)
23 − i

ΩLO

2
ρ
(n)
43 − i

ΩSIG

2
ρ
(n−1)
43 + i

ΩC

2
ρ
(n)
32

+ i
Ω∗

LO

2
ρ
(n)
34 + i

Ω∗
SIG

2
ρ
(n+1)
34 − (Γ32 − Γ34)ρ

(n)
33 ,

ρ̇
(n)
34 = −inδρ

(n)
34 − i

Ω∗
C

2
ρ
(n)
24 + i

ΩLO

2
(ρ

(n)
33 − ρ

(n)
44 )

+ i
ΩSIG

2
(ρ

(n−1)
33 − ρ

(n−1)
44 )− γ34ρ

(n)
34 ,

ρ̇
(n)
44 = −inδρ

(n)
44 + i

Ω∗
LO

2
ρ
(n)
34 + i

Ω∗
SIG

2
ρ
(n−1)
34 + i

ΩLO

2
ρ
(n)
43

+ i
ΩSIG

2
ρ
(n+1)
43 − Γ41ρ

(n)
44 ,

(5)
It is difficult to derive an analytical solution of the various

harmonic components of the density matrix without the weak
probe approximation but the equations can be solved numer-
ically and we have truncated the order at n=1 because for
small RF signal field, the amplitude of the higher harmonics

is very small. The Im(ρ
(0)
12 ) and Im(ρ

(±1)
12 ) gives the zeroth

order harmonics and first order harmonics of the probe ab-

sorption. The first order harmonics, Im(ρ
(−1)
12 ) and Im(ρ

(+1)
12 )

describes the two generated negative and positive sidebands.
To account for the thermal motion of atoms, doppler aver-

aging of Im(ρ
(±1)
12 ) is done numerically at the room tempera-

ture (T=300 K). This is done by integrating Im(ρ
(±1)
12 ) over

the velocities weighted by the Maxwell Boltzman velocity dis-
tribution function as

⟨Im(ρ±12)⟩ =
1√
πvp

∫ +3vp

−3vp

Im(ρ±12(v))e
−v2/v2

pdv, (6)

where vp =
√

2kBT/m is the most probable velocity of the
atom, kB is Boltzman constant and m is atomic mass of 85Rb.
For a moving atoms the detunings are modifed by replacing
∆P with ∆P + kP v and ∆C with ∆C − kCv for the counter-
propagating configuration, while the Doppler shift for the
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MW fields are ignored. Here, kP and kC are the wave vectors
of probe and coupling lasers and v is the velocity of the atom.
We use the normalised form of Eq. 6 which is ⟨Im(ρ−12)⟩ and
⟨Im(ρ+12)⟩ to simulate our theoretical bandwidth curves for
the negative and positive sidebands, respectively.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We initially studied the effects of the coupling Rabi fre-
quency and then move on to study the effects of the probe
Rabi frequency on the bandwidth of our system. We also com-
pared our experimental bandwidth results to our theoretical
model. Figure 2 (a) shows the EIT spectra for the three sets of
coupling Rabi frequencies, ΩC/2π = 4.96 MHz, 9.87 MHz and
18.02 MHz with RF fields off and keeping the probe Rabi fre-
quency fixed at ΩP /(2π) = 1.66 MHz and Figure 2 (b) shows
the EIT spectra for the five sets of probe Rabi frequencies,
ΩP /2π = 4.06 MHz, 8.03 MHz, 16.11 MHz, 24.15 MHz and
28.17 MHz with RF fields off and keeping the coupling Rabi
frequency fixed at ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz. The full-width at
half-maximum (FWHM) of the EIT spectra obtained from the
fits for figure 2 (a) are ∼5.24 MHz, 9.86 MHz and 11.47 MHz,
and for figure 2 (b) are 12.19 MHz, 15.72 MHz, 19.70 MHz,
24.10 MHz and 28.42 MHz, respectively.

FIG. 2. Probe transmission as a function of coupling field
detuning, ∆C/(2π) in MHz with the RF fields off. The dif-
ferent plots represents: (a) different coupling Rabi frequencies
at fixed probe Rabi frequency, ΩP /2π = 1.66 MHz and (b)
different probe Rabi frequencies at fixed coupling Rabi fre-
quency ΩC/2π = 18.02 MHz, as labelled in the legend.

We first optimized the RF LO field power for the different
coupling Rabi frequencies keeping the probe Rabi frequency
fixed. Figure 3 (a) and (b) presents a color map of the nega-
tive (left) and positive (right) sideband amplitude as a func-
tion of LO power. The RF signal field power is kept fixed at
-24 dBm and frequency detuning ∆SIG = 100 kHz, while the
probe Rabi frequency is kept fixed at ΩP /(2π) = 1.66 MHz
for the coupling Rabi frequencies ΩC/2π = 8.03 MHz and
18.02 MHz. We see that the RF LO field has an optimized
power value, where the sideband amplitudes reaches a maxi-
mum indicating where it most sensitive to the RF signal field.
Also, the optimized LO field power increases with increase
in the coupling Rabi frequencies. Using these plots, we fix
the power of the RF LO field at its optimized point for our
bandwidth measurements. The LO optimization occurs at -13
and -10 dBm which corresponds to RF LO Rabi frequencies,
ΩLO/(2π) = 3.53 and 5.05 MHz, respectively. These val-
ues were determined by calibrating the RF LO power to the

FIG. 3. Color map of the sideband amplitude versus the RF
LO power sweep in dBm keeping the RF signal power fixed at
−24 dBm and detuning at ∆SIG = 100 kHz. The figures on
the left and right shows the negative and positive generated
sidebands at frequency ±100 kHz for the different combina-
tion of probe and coupling Rabi frequencies: (a) ΩP /(2π) =
1.66 MHz, ΩC/(2π) = 9.87 MHz, (b) ΩP /(2π) = 1.66 MHz,
ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz and (c) ΩP /(2π) = 4.06 MHz, ΩC/(2π)
= 18.02 MHz.

resulting Rabi frequencies, based on the measured spectral
splitting of the AT peaks as the coupling laser is scanned over
resonance.

Similarly, we optimized the RF LO field power for differ-
ent probe Rabi frequencies keeping coupling Rabi frequency
fixed. Figure 3 (c), 4 (a), (b) and (c) shows a color map
of the negative and positive sideband amplitudes as a func-
tion of LO power keeping coupling Rabi frequency fixed at
ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz for different probe Rabi frequencies at
ΩP /(2π) = 4.06 MHz, 8.03 MHz, 24.15 MHz and 28.17 MHz.
We see that the RF LO field power also has an optimize point
which increases with increase in the probe Rabi frequency. At
high probe Rabi frequencies, specifically for ΩP /(2π) = 24.15
and 28.17 MHz a second maxima appears when ΩLO ≈ ΩSIG

because in this region as the LO power increases, the EIT
peak initially rises to a maximum and then starts to split.
We choose the optimized RF LO field when ΩLO > ΩSIG for
our bandwidth measurements as it is most sensitive for this
case. The LO optimization for this case occurs at -10, -9, -1
and 0 dBm which corresponds to RF LO Rabi frequencies,
ΩLO/(2π) = 5.05, 5.61, 14.09 and 15.81 MHz, respectively.

We then measured the bandwidth of our system by plotting
the experimental normalised transmission in dB as a function
of ∆SIG/(2π) in MHz for the different combination of probe
and coupling Rabi frequencies, overlaid with the theoretical
normalized transmission, ⟨Im(ρ±12)⟩ and is shown in Figure 5.
The dotted and solid lines represent experimental and the-
oretical data, respectively. The red and blue represents the
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FIG. 4. Color map of the sideband amplitude versus the RF
LO power sweep in dBm keeping the RF signal power fixed
at −24 dBm and detuning at ∆SIG = 100 kHz. The fig-
ures on the left and right shows the negative and positive
generated sidebands at frequency ±100 kHz for the differ-
ent combination of probe and coupling Rabi frequencies: (a)
ΩP /(2π) = 8.03 MHz, ΩC/(2π)=18.02 MHz, (b) ΩP /(2π)
= 24.15 MHz, ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz and (c) ΩP /(2π) =
28.17 MHz, ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz.

negative and positive sidebands, respectively. A dashed line
marks the -3dB line from where we extract the roll-off point
of the bandwidth of our system.

We observe that the bandwidth increases with the increase
in coupling Rabi frequency while keeping the probe Rabi fre-
quency small which is a requirement of the system for high
bandwidth as previous studies have shown that higher cou-
pling power significantly enhances bandwidth [14, 18, 19]. We
also see that the bandwidth of the negative sideband is larger
than that of the positive sideband and is shown in Figure 5
(a) and (b). The experimental (and theoretical) bandwidths
extracted from these plots are shown in Figure 6 (a): 6 (6.5)
and 3.5 (3.5) MHz for negative and positive sidebands at cou-
pling Rabi frequency of ΩC/(2π) = 9.87 MHz and 10 (9.5)
and 5 (4.5) MHz for negative and positive sidebands at cou-
pling Rabi frequency of ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz keeping probe
Rabi frequency fixed at ΩP /(2π) = 1.66 MHz.

But as we increase the probe Rabi frequency keeping the
coupling Rabi frequency fixed, the bandwidth specifically at
ΩP = 24.15 MHz and 28.17 MHz, decreases and at the same
time we see a high frequency response peak as shown in Figure
5 (e) and (f). The decrease in bandwidth with the increase
in probe Rabi frequency can be attributed to the fact that a
high probe Rabi frequency leads to a slower instantaneous re-
sponse [20]. The experimental (and theoretical) bandwidths
extracted from these plots are shown in Figure 6 (b): 10 (9.5)
and 3.5 (4.5) MHz for the negative and positive sidebands at
probe Rabi frequency of ΩP /(2π) = 4.06 MHz, 11 (11) MHz

FIG. 5. Normalised transmission in dB as a function of
∆SIG/(2π) in MHz for the different combination of probe
and coupling Rabi frequencies. (a) ΩP /(2π) = 1.66 MHz,
ΩC/(2π) = 9.87 MHz, (b) ΩP /(2π) = 1.66 MHz, ΩC/(2π)
= 18.02 MHz and (c) ΩP /(2π) = 4.06 MHz, ΩC/(2π) =
18.02 MHz, (d) ΩP /(2π) = 8.05 MHz, ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz,
(e) ΩP /(2π) = 24.16 MHz, ΩC/(2π) = 18.02 MHz and (f)
ΩP /(2π) = 28.17 MHz, ΩC/(2π)= 18.02 MHz. The dotted
and solid lines represent experimental and theoretical data,
respectively. The colour-coded data, with red and blue rep-
resents the negative and positive sidebands, respectively, also
includes a dashed line marking the -3dB line.

FIG. 6. Comparison between experimental and theoreti-
cal bandwidths as a function of (a) coupling Rabi frequen-
cies at fixed probe Rabi frequency, ΩP /(2π)= 1.66 MHz and
(b) probe Rabi frequencies at fixed coupling Rabi frequency,
ΩC/(2π)= 18.02 MHz.
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and 3.5 (5) MHz for negative and positive sidebands at probe
Rabi frequencies of ΩP /(2π) = 8.03 MHz, 0.6 (1.2) MHz and
0.5 (1) MHz for negative and positive sidebands at probe Rabi
frequency of ΩP /(2π) = 24.15 MHz, 0.5 (0.8) MHz for nega-
tive and 0.4 (0.7) MHz for positive sidebands at probe Rabi
frequencies of ΩP /(2π) = 28.17 MHz. To ensure consistency
between theoretical and experimental results, we set the de-
phasing rate in the theoretical model at γdep = 5 MHz for all
cases. At high probe Rabi frequency, the theory suggests a
slightly higher response bandwidth than what we observe in
experiments, this is possibly due to phase noise in the lasers.
We also note that a large difference between the theoreti-
cal and experimental bandwidths is seen in Figure 6 (b) at
ΩP /(2π) = 16.11 MHz. We attribute this to the emergence
of the signal increase at high values of ∆SIG in the regime
where ΩP > ΩC , which is poorly described by our theory in
the crossover regime where ΩP ≈ ΩC .

V. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the bandwidth of a Rydberg atom-
based receiver in an LO-based Rydberg mixer scheme through
optical heterodyning of the probe laser. With this method,
we were able to differentiate between the negative and the
positive generated sidebands attributed to distinct six-wave
mixing processes and to confirm previous theoretical predic-
tions that the negative sideband exhibits a higher bandwidth
compared to the positive sideband at higher beat note fre-
quencies which we find to be in good agreement with our

theoretical model. We see that the bandwidth increases with
the coupling Rabi frequency, while it decreases with the probe
Rabi frequency followed by a high frequency response peak.
By optimizing the field parameters, we achieved a maximum
experimental (and theoretical) bandwidth of the Rydberg re-
ceiver about 11 (11) MHz and 3.5 (5) MHz for the negative
and positive sideband from the -3dB roll-off point. Our find-
ings provide valuable insights into bandwidth-limiting atomic
features, which can potentially advance future atomic Ryd-
berg receiving technology.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by DARPA under the Quantum
Apertures program. The views, opinions and/or findings ex-
pressed are those of the authors and should not be interpreted
as representing the official views or policies of the Department
of Defense or the U.S. Government. A contribution of the
U.S. government, this work is not subject to copyright in the
United States.

Conflict of Interest

The authors have no conflicts to disclose.

Data Availability Statement

All data presented in this review will be made available to
the reader upon reasonable request to the authors.

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