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Abstract: A superluminescent diode (SLD) as an alternative of laser is used to detect optical rotation 
for atomic spin precession. A more uniform Gauss configuration without additional beam shaping 
and a relatively high power of the SLD have a potential for atomic magnetometers, which is 
demonstrated in theory and experiments. In addition, the robustness and compactness enable a more 
practical way for optical rotation detections, especially for applications in magnetoencephalography 
systems. 
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1. Introduction 

Precise probing of ensemble of atoms with light 

waves has been central to exploit the magnetic 

properties of atomic ensemble to perform precise 

magnetometry [1]. In fact, the atomic 

magnetometers (AMs) have reached a sensitivity of 

sub-femtotesla [2] and offer an alternative in 

ultra-high sensitivity magnetometers previously 

dominated by superconducting quantum interference 

devices (SQUIDs) [3]. Such high sensitivity can be 

achieved directly at room temperature without any 

cryogenic requirements and associated complex 

logistics [4]. As a result, the atomic magnetometer 

has a compact structure, providing a new    

solution with better spatial resolutions          

for magnetoencephalography [5] and 

magnetocardiography systems [6]. On the other 

hand, the operation of atomic magnetometers is 

much simpler than that of SQUID magnetometers, 

allowing free and natural movement for patients 

during the scanning process [7‒9]. Moreover, the 

atomic magnetometer has a bandwidth ranging from 

static to hundreds of kilohertz [10], which can be 

applied to more fields such as detection of 

microparticle in size of micrometers [11] and 

magnetic particle imaging (MPI) [12]. 

In atomic magnetometers, a glass cell containing 

alkali atomic vapor is illuminated with pump light 

that is resonant with electric transitions. The atoms 

generate precession when exposed to magnetic 

fields. The precession signal could be detected using 

absorption spectroscopy [13] or by a probe light 

with the off-resonant linear polarization state [14]. 

For the magnetoencephalography (MEG) system, 

the sensor is a helmet covering the head containing 

an array of magnetometers [15], which means that 

hundreds of headers are installed within a small 
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space about 100 cm3 [16]. Such requirement is 

critical to both pump and probe lights, as the laser 

with the asymmetry of the divergence angle needs 

spatial beam shaping, which can improve the 

measurement precision while induces the 

complication and wrecks the compactness. In this 

case, the laser source could be separated from the 

sensor header [17] via a polarization maintaining 

fiber (PMF). However, the light intensity drifts with 

the use of the PMF as the laser is a polarized light 

source [18]. On the other hand, some portable 

device chooses a vertical cavity surface emitting 

(VCSEL) laser for its advantages of compactness 

and robustness. However, the pump and probe lights 

need polarized lights, while VCSEL laser has 

instability of polarization states with the results of 

its specific structure [19]. Thus, some other light 

sources may also be considered, such as the alkali 

discharge lamp, which is used for atomic 

spectroscopy years early before the lasers [20]. 

Although the wavelength is no doubt suitable,    

the coupling efficiency to fiber is the key  

limitation as it radiates around with limited light 

intensity [21]. 

The superluminescent diode (SLD) has been 

widely used for many applications such as optical 

gyroscopes, optical time-domain reflectometers 

(OTDRs), optical coherence tomography (OCT) 

systems, and wavelength division-multiplexing 

(WDM) testing systems [22]. For these applications, 

the SLD is of great interest as light sources owing to 

its robustness, compactness, cost-effectiveness, and 

better spatial characteristics [23‒25]. Compared 

with the traditional alkali discharge lamps, the SLD 

is a non-polarizing light source and also has better 

coupling efficiency to the fiber. In this paper, an 

SLD as a probe light is used in the spin-exchange 

relaxation free (SERF) atomic magnetometer. The 

theoretical and experimental analysis demonstrates 

that the SLD has a potential for interrogating the 

optical rotation for atomic spin precession. 

2. Principle 

Figure 1 shows the principles of the SERF 

atomic magnetometer. A circular polarized pump 

laser centered at the atomic resonance wavelength 

polarizes the alkali atoms. Polarized atoms generate 

precession in the magnetic fields. When an 

off-resonance probe beam with a linear polarization 

state passes through atoms, the polarization of the 

probe beam rotates with an angle of θ  linear to the 

magnetic field yB  in the y direction, which is 

described as [26] 
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Fig. 1 Principle of SERF atomic magnetometer. 
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where l is the length of the vapor cell, er  is the 
classical electron radius, n is the density of the alkali 
vapor, and c is the light speed. 1 1 / 3Df ≈  is the 
oscillator strength of given atomic resonance. 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )2 2
= / / 2Di Di Di DiD ν ν ν ν ν ν ν − − − + Δ   

(i = 1, 2) 
is the atomic frequency response with a dispersion 
shape. ν  is the frequency of the probe beam, 1Dν  

and 2Dν  are the resonance frequencies 
corresponding to the D1 and D2 transitions of alkali 
atoms respectively, 0P  is the atomic spin 

polarization, eγ  is the gyromagnetic ratio, totR  is 

the total relaxation of atoms, and yB  is the 

magnetic field in the y direction. 
The overall atomic spin precession signal S is 

determined by both the optical rotation θ  and 
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beam absorption [27], which is 

0 e ODS I θ −=              (2) 

where 0I  is the incident intensity of probe laser on 

the atomic vapor, and OD is the optical absorption 

coefficient of alkali atoms with a pressure 

broadening factor Γ  as follows [28]: 

( ) ( )2 2

0

/ 2

/ 2
eOD nl r cf

Γπ
ν ν Γ

=
− +

.     (3) 

The vapor cell in the present experiment has a 

spherical shape with a diameter of 2 cm, containing 

potassium with the density of 5 × 1013
 cm‒3, 60 Torr 

N2 and 3 atm He. The pump and probe beams are 

with 10 mm and 5 mm diameter respectively, and 

they propagate perpendicularly in free space. 

Considering the SLD with the frequency from 

1ν  to 2ν , the optical rotation is modified to be the 

sum of the optical rotation at each frequency 

according to (1), which is as follows: 
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The intensity of the SLD with the function of the 

frequency is defined as ( )iI ν , and the atomic spin 

precession signal is modified as follws: 
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Figure 2 shows the simulated spectra of the SLD 

in the black line and the atomic spin precession 

signal in the red line respectively according to (1) 

and (2). In simulations, the power of the SLD is   

20 mW, which is the common performance for a 

commercial SLD. The wavelength of the SLD is 

chosen between D1 and D2 lines of rubidium. As the 

regular SLD has a 4.84 THz  ‒  9.68 THz linewidth, 

the frequency range is chosen from 377.4 THz to 

384.6 THz, where both amplitudes of light intensity 

and precession signal are strong. The red line is the 

normalized signal of atomic precession with the 

SLD described above. Although the single signal at 

a certain wavelength is small compared with the 

laser source, the integral signals are 1.57 × 10‒7
 Arb. 

units. In the same situation, the signal amplitude 

with a laser source is also simulated. The 

wavelength of the laser is centered at 377.4 Hz, the 

power is 6 mW, and the linewidth is 10 MHz. Using 

(1) and (2), the max signal with the laser is     

1.42 × 10‒7
 Arb. units, which is in the same level with 

that of the SLD system. These results prove that the 

SLD has the same potential for the atomic spin 

precession detection compared with the laser source. 

However, the SLD described above needs to be 

custom-made, and a standard commercial SLD 

(SLD-331, Superlum) is used in the experiments as 

follows. 
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Fig. 2 Spectra of the SLD and the atomic spin precession 
signal with the SLD. 

3. Experimental setup and results 
discussion 

The feasibility of the SLD for atomic spin 

precession detection is verified with K-Rb SERF 

atomic magnetometer shown in Fig. 3. The atomic 

vapor cell is placed inside a 4-layer µ-metal 

magnetic shielding. The shields provide the 

geomagnetic fields attenuation with the magnitude 

of 106. Magnetic coils mounted inside the shield are 

used for compensation of residual magnetic fields 

and produce a calibration magnetic field along the y 
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axis. In order to optimize the operation of the atomic 

magnetometer, the residual magnetic field inside the 

shields with a level of 2 nT should be zeroed. All 

three magnetic field components are zeroed with 

tri-axial coils according to a cross-modulation 

technique to within 10 pT [29]. 

A sample of K and Rb contained in a 

2-cm-diameter spherical glass cell is with 2.5 atm of 
4He and 60 Torr nitrogen (N2). The atomic number 

density ratio is about R = K/Rb = 1/180. The N2 is 

used as the quenching gas to eliminate radiation 

trapping and improve optical pumping efficiency, 

while 4He is the buffer gas to reduce the diffusion 

rate of atoms from the central part to the cell  

walls. 
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Fig. 3 Schematic of the atomic magnetometer. 

The vertical pump and probe lights interact in 

the vapor cell and propagate along z and x directions. 

The external cavity diode laser (model 6910, New 

Focus) produces the pump beam with 15 mW at  

770 nm for the potassium D1 line. The laser is 

circularly polarized by passing through a polarizer 

and quarter wave plate with a cross angle of 45° 

between optical axes. 

An SLD (SLD-331, Superlum) produces a probe 

beam with the power of 22 mW and wavelength 

from 753 nm to 855 nm (from 350.9 THz to    

398.4 THz) which covers the D1 and D2 lines of 

rubidium. The probe beam passes through a 

polarizer to define initial polarization state of the 

probe beam. When the SERF magnetometer feels 

the magnetic field, the polarization of the probe 

beam changes. A photoelastic modulator (PEM) 

modulator is followed after a reflector to modulate 

probe beam polarization with an amplitude of   

0.08 rad at 5 kHz [30]. After the shielding, the 

polarization of the probe beam is analyzed with a 

polarizer perpendicular to the initial polarization of 

the probe beam. The output signal is obtained by 

entering the probe beam onto a photodiode. The 

atomic spin precession signal is extracted from the 

first harmonic of the PEM modulation frequency 

with a lock-in amplifier (model HF2LI, Zurich 

Instrument, Switzerland). 

Figure 4 shows the response for the K-Rb atomic 

magnetometer with the SLD to a 66.5 pT at 30 Hz 

calibrated magnetic field signal. The signal is 

recorded by a data acquisition (DAQ) system with 

the sample rate of 1000 /s and sampling time of 100 s. 

The frequency spectrum is obtained using the fast 

Fourier transition. The peak at 30 Hz is the atomic 

spin precession signal, as it disappears along with 

the calibrated magnetic fields. Other peaks, such as 

that at 50 Hz, independent with the calibrated signal 

prove that they are noise peaks and industrial signal. 

The amplitude of the peak at 30 Hz represents the 

scale factor of the system. The noise level at 30 Hz 

represents the limited sensitivity of the system, 

which is estimated to be 54.6 fT·Hz‒1/2 at 30 Hz 

according to the scale factor measured. The results 

show the possibility of applications on biomedical 

fields using the SLD system, as the magnetic fields 

generated by human brain is less than 100 fT [4]. 

Moreover, the frequency of the SLD used in 

experiments ranges from 357.14 THz to 400 THz, 

which is much broader than that of the laser with the 

same power. The power of the SLD used in the 

experiment is over 3 times than that of the laser, and 

the linewidth is 241.3 times wider, which means that 

the light density of the SLD is only 1.7% that of the 
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laser. If the SLD described in the simulation sections 

is used, the signal could be improved by 90.3 times, 

which is equivalent to 0.6 fT/Hz1/2 in ideal 

conditions. 

Figure 5 shows responses to different calibrated 

magnetic fields with the SLD at 22 mW and laser at 

6 mW experimentally. The signals are both linear to 

the calibration magnetic fields, and their amplitude 

ratio is 27.1. The experimental results are close to 

the simulation results using (1) and (2), which is 

27.5 theoretically. The coincident results verify that 

the theoretical analyses are reasonable, and the 

method we proposed is feasible. 
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Fig. 5 Response for different magnetic fields of K-Rb SERF 

magnetometers in the y directions with the SLD and laser source, 
respectively. The dots and line in black represent the results with 
laser source, and those in red are the results with the SLD. 

By optimizing the linewidth and the power of 

the SLD, the signal of the atomic spin precession 

detection with the SLD could be improved. In 

addition, the SLD is a non-polarizing light source 

with better choice in the application of the MEG 

system for matching up the fiber operation. 

Moreover, the SLD could be adapted for more 

complicated environment with the simpler and 

smaller structure, which has a potential for atomic 

spin precession detection in the application of    

the MEG systems and opens up more possibility    

as a new light source for spin precession detection  

in other fields, such as MPI, microparticle  

detection. 

5. Conclusions 

A SERF atomic magnetometer with an SLD as a 

probe light source is proposed. The theoretical and 

experimental analysis demonstrates the sensitivity 

compared with the laser source. The sensitivity of 

the atomic magnetometer with K-Rb atoms using an 

SLD as the probe light source is evaluated to be  

54.6 fT·Hz‒1/2 at 30 Hz, which proves that the SLD 

could be a new probe light source for SERF atomic 

magnetometers. The atomic spin precession signal in 

experiment agrees with that of theoretical analysis, 

which can be improved by optimizing the linewidth 

and power intensity of the SLD. In addition, as the 

SLD is a non-polarizing light source, the atomic 

magnetometer using the SLD has a better stability 

compared with the laser source when fibers are 

delivering light to senor headers. Moreover, the 

compactness, robustness, and cost-effectiveness of 

the SLD has a better adaption for complicated 

environment for different applications. The SLD 

opens up a new way for atomic spin precession 

detection, with applications such as the SERF 

atomic magnetometer, and array detectors of MEG 

systems, MPI system, and microparticle detection. 
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