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Abstract Atomic comagnetometers, which measure the
spin precession frequencies of overlapped species simul-
taneously, are widely applied to search for exotic spin-
dependent interactions. Here we propose and implement
an all-optical single-species Cs atomic comagnetometer
based on the optical free induction decay (FID) signal
of Cs atoms in hyperfine levels Fg = 3 & 4 within the
same atomic ensemble. We experimentally show that sys-
tematic errors induced by magnetic field gradients and
laser fields are highly suppressed in the comagnetome-
ter, but those induced by asynchronous optical pumping
and drift of residual magnetic field in the shield domi-
nate the uncertainty of the comagnetometer. With this
comagnetometer system, we set the constraint on the
strength of spin-gravity coupling of the proton at a level
of 10−18 eV, comparable to the most stringent one. With
further optimization in magnetic field stabilization and
spin polarization, the systematic errors can be effectively
suppressed, and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) can be im-
proved, promising to set more stringent constraints on
spin-gravity interactions.

1 Introduction

The spin-magnetic interaction is applied by atomic mag-
netometers to detect the magnetic field with a high sen-
sitivity by measuring the atomic spin polarization pre-
cession frequency [1]. But to detect the non-magnetic
spin-dependent interactions, the impact of magnetic field
variation should be eliminated, and therefore the atomic
comagnetometer scheme was presented [2,3,4]. By de-
tecting the overlap of spin precession frequencies in the
same magnetic environment, comagnetometers can sup-
press the impact of magnetic field variation in common
mode, which may benefit the measurement of non-magnetic
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spin-dependent interactions in fundamental physics [5],
such as tests of CPT and Lorentz invariance [6,7,8], mea-
surement of permanent electric dipole moments (EDMs)
[9,10,11], and searches for exotic spin-gravity interac-
tions [12,13,14,15,16].

The magnetic field gradient is one of the main fac-
tors that lead to the systematic errors in comagnetome-
ters. Due to the difference in polarization [17], grav-
ity [18] and/or thermal diffusion rate [19], the species
may have different average positions in the magnetic
environment. If the magnetic field gradients exist, dif-
ferent species may sense different magnetic fields, and
the magnetic field variations in common mode can not
be suppressed. Therefore, comagnetometers with various
species will suffer from the accuracy reduction from the
magnetic field gradients.

Measures are taken to fix the errors induced by mag-
netic field gradients, such as monitoring the Larmor fre-
quency shift as a function of the applied magnetic field
gradients [20], or correcting for the magnetic field gradi-
ents via theoretical calculations [17]. But these numeri-
cal methods are dependent on other parameters, such as
the size of the atomic vapor cells, and may bring cali-
bration errors. The scheme adopting alkali metal atoms
(85Rb & 87Rb [12,13]) can seemingly almost root out
the influence from the magnetic field gradients, because
the fast diffusion rates of gas atoms will lead to almost
same average positions. But the frequency shift induced
by the magnetic field gradients [21], which is related to
the gyromagnetic ratio [22], can still degrade the perfor-
mance of the 85Rb & 87Rb comagnetometer. To elimi-
nate the systematic errors from magnetic field gradients,
the single-species scheme was proposed in a nuclear-spin
comagnetometer based on a liquid of identical molecules
[14], and the comagnetometer was experimentally shown
to have suppressed systematic errors from magnetic field
gradients. The performance of the nuclear-spin comag-
netometer is limited by the small polarization ratio of
the nuclear spins.
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Table 1 Some Data of Alkali Metal Atoms Commonly Used
for Magnetometers

K [29] 85Rb [30] 87Rb [31] Cs [32]

∆γ(mHz/nT) 3.973 8.220 27.857 11.165
∆νHFS(GHz) 0.461 3.035 6.835 9.192

PV @298 K(Torr) 10−7.6 10−6.4 10−6.4 10−5.8

Laser fields also produce systematic errors in comag-
netometers. The spin-precession frequencies of atoms will
be shifted by the light (the light shift effect [23]), which
accounts for the shifted result of the measured mag-
netic field. Furthermore, atoms illuminated by the laser
light will have larger relaxation rate because of power
broadening, which will degrade the systematic sensitiv-
ity. Consequently, laser light may deteriorate the accu-
racy and sensitivity of each magnetometer, and the er-
rors caused by pump light and probe light should be
calibrated carefully [12,13].

In this paper, we put forward and carry out the
single-species comagnetometer scheme making use of free
induction decay (FID) signal of atomic spin polariza-
tion in an all-optical [24] nonlinear magneto-optical ro-
tation (NMOR) [25] Cs magnetometer. Compared with
comagnetometers with different overlapped species [17,
19,20,12,13], our single-species atomic comagnetometer
can suppress the systematic errors induced by magnetic
field gradients, considering the fast atomic diffusion rate
and the almost identical gyromagnetic ratios of the two
hyperfine levels Fg = 3 & 4. Compared with the nuclear-
spin comagnetometer [14,26], our atomic comagnetome-
ter has higher spin polarization ratio, and is promising
to have a better signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

A similar 87Rb atomic comagnetometer has been im-
plemented by our group [16]. As is shown in Table1, Cs
atoms are preferred for 3 reasons:
(1) The difference in gyromagnetic ratio of hyperfine lev-
els in the ground state ∆γ is large, which means that,
the required magnetic field to make the MR signals re-
solvable is small.
(2) The splitting of hyperfine levels in the ground state
∆νHFS is the largest in alkali metal atoms commonly
used for magnetometers, which corresponds to the least
nonlinear Zeeman shifts of magnetic sublevels in the
same applied magnetic field, according to the Breit-Rabi
formula [27].
(3) The vapor pressure PV at room temperature (298
K) is the largest, which will result in the largest MR
signal amplitudes and best systematic SNR in the same
temperature.

Recently, we found that a dual frequency Cs spin
maser of a similar scheme was presented [28], in which
the authors experimentally show that the systematic er-
rors from light field still exist. In our system, the in-
fluence of the pump light, such as light shift and cross
talk between hyperfine Zeeman sublevels, is almost erad-

icated because the pump light is blocked when detecting
the optical free induction decay (FID) signal.

2 Experimental scheme

The experimental setup is shown in Fig. 1a. At the cen-
ter of our system is a self-made paraffin coated cylinder
Cs vapor cell (diameter = 2.5 cm, length = 2.5 cm),
which was manufactured by ourselves. The longitudinal
spin relaxation time of the Cs vapor cell was measured
to be T1 ≈ 3.3 s, which is limited by “uniform relax-
ation” [33], i.e., the exchange of alkali atoms between
the volume and the stem. The anti-relaxation coatings
in the inner surface can effectively reduce the relaxation
due to wall collisions. The Cs vapor cell is located in
a seven-layer magnetic shield (manufactured by Beijing
Zero-Magnet Technology Co., Ltd) made of a 1-mm thick
high-permeability alloy. The temperature of the shield is
stabilized at 22 ◦C to provide the Cs vapor cell a sta-
ble temperature environment, yielding vapor density of
n ≈ 3.5 × 1010 atoms/cm3. Within the shield is a set
of three-dimensional Helmholtz coils, driven with a cur-
rent source (Krohn-hite Model 523 calibrator, stability
±1 ppm within 24 hours) to generate a bias DC magnetic
field.

In order to measure the spin precession frequency of
Cs atoms in Fg = 3 & 4, there are two main processes
in this comagnetometer – preparation and measurement
of atomic spin polarization (see Fig. 1b).

During the preparation of atomic spin polarization
(step 1 & 2 in Fig. 1b, duration = 1 s), Cs atoms are
illuminated with a left-circularly polarized pump light
propagating along −x̂ (orthogonal to B, which is along
ẑ) tuned to the center of the Doppler-broadened Cs D1
Fg = 3 → Fe = 3 resonance, where Fg = 3 is the
ground-state hyperfine level and Fe = 3 is the excited-
state hyperfine level (see the red arrow in Fig. 1c). The
895 nm D1 pump beam is generated with a distributed
Bragg reflector laser diode (Photodigm PH-895-DBR-
080-T8). The peak value of the pump light power is
≈ 3.75 mW, and the beam size is ≈ 4 mm2. In the
pumping process, most atoms in Fg = 3 are depopu-
lated by the pump light, except for atoms in Zeeman
sublevel m = +3; while because the excited atoms will
repopulate to all Zeeman sublevels except for m = −4
in Fg = 4, the 1-order polarizations (orientations) in
both hyperfine levels Fg = 3 & 4 are generated. To po-
larize the spin in both hyperfine levels, the pump light
has its amplitude modulated at Larmor frequency of
Fg = 4 & 3 successively with an acousto-optic modu-
lator (AOM, ISOMET M1250-T150L-0.5). The duty cy-
cle of the modulation is chosen at 20% to maximize the
spin polarization with a relatively long transverse spin
relaxation time T2 [34]. Note that, to make the MR sig-
nal amplitudes of Fg = 3 & 4 comparable, the spin in
Fg = 4 must be polarized in step 1, and later to po-
larize the spin in Fg = 3 in step 2; otherwise, because
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Fig. 1 Experimental scheme of the single-species comagnetometer system. a The apparatus applied in experiments. The
pump light (red solid line) is emitted from an 895 nm (Cs D1 line) Laser. Its amplitude is modulated by a square wave (20%
duty cycle). The modulated pump light (red dotted arrow) later passes through a quarter wave plate and becomes circularly
polarized to illuminate the Cs vapor cell. The linearly polarized probe light (blue solid arrow) is generated from an 852 nm
(Cs D2 line) Laser. Its polarization is rotated in the Cs vapor cell, and the rotation signal will be recorded by a balanced
detector and later analyzed in a processor computer. The Cs vapor cell with anti-relaxation coatings is placed in a 7-layer
magnetic shield, immersed in a static magnetic field generated by a constant current source. AOM: acousto-optic modulator,
λ/2: half wave plate, λ/4: quarter wave plate, BD: balanced detector, P: polarizer, PC: processor computer, PD: photodiode,
FG: function generator, WP: Wollaston prism, FID Signal: free induction decay signal, MR Signal: magnetic resonance signal.
b Steps of one run in the system. Step 1: the pump light is turned on and has its amplitude modified at Larmor frequency of
Fg = 4 for 0.5 s; Step 2: the amplitude of the pump light is modulated at Larmor frequency of Fg = 3 for 0.5 s; Step 3: the
pump light is turned off and the data acquisition (DAQ) starts to record the FID signal (2 s); Step 4: Recorded FID signal is
transformed into MR signals in spectrum via Fourier transformation and later fitted in the processor computer (1 s, this step
can be done offline). c Energy levels of Cs D1 and D2 transition (not to scale). The pump light (red arrow) is tuned to the
center of the Doppler-broadened Cs D1 Fg = 3→ Fe = 3 resonance, and the probe light (blue arrow) is 5 GHz blue-detuned
from the center frequency of the Doppler-broadened Cs D2 Fg = 3→ Fe = 4 resonance.

of the faster relaxation rate and lower polarization ratio
for atoms in Fg = 3, the MR signal amplitude of Fg = 3
is about one order of magnitude smaller than that in
Fg = 4.

During the measurement of atomic spin polarization
(step 3 in Fig. 1b, duration = 2 s, longer than the spin
polarization relaxation time, which is about 106 ms for
Fg = 4 and 53 ms for Fg = 3 in our experiments),
the pump beam is blocked with the AOM, and a lin-
early polarized probe beam propagating along −ŷ trav-
els through the Cs vapor cell and into a polarimeter.
The 852 nm D2 probe beam is produced with a tun-
able external-cavity diode laser (New Focus TLB-6817)
with an isolator (Thorlabs IO-3D-850-VLP, not shown
in Fig. 1a). The spin precession frequencies of atoms in
Fg = 3 & 4 are measured by observing optical rotation of
the probe light. The probe light is 5 GHz blue-detuned
from the center frequency of the Doppler-broadened Cs
D2 Fg = 3 → Fe = 4 resonance (see the blue arrow
in Fig. 1c), the power is ≈ 1.6 mW, and the beam size
is ≈ 4 mm2. The probe beam is split with a Wollaston
prism and detected with a balanced detector (Thorlabs
PDB210A). The optical FID signal from the balanced
detector is sampled with a multifunction I/O device (Na-

tional Instruments USB-6363) using a routine written in
LabVIEW.

After the data acquisition, the MR signals are ac-
quired through the Fourier transformation of the FID
signal. And the data analysis (step 4 in Fig. 1b, dura-
tion = 1 s) is conducted by fitting the MR signals to an
overall Lorentzian profile:

L(f) =

√√√√√√
∑ AF

1 +
(
f−fF
νF

)2

2

+

∑ BF (f − fF )/νF

1 +
(
f−fF
νF

)2

2

,

(1)
where L(f) is the theoretical form of the overlapped MR
signals in spectrum, AF and BF represent the ampli-
tudes of the imaginary and real part of the signals, re-
spectively, fF is the corresponding Larmor frequency of
corresponding hyperfine level F , and νF is the resonance
width (HWHM) of the MR signal. All steps take 4 sec-
onds in total.

To measure the non-magnetic spin-dependent inter-
actions, comagnetometers should operate under proper
magnetic field B0, which makes the two MR signals re-
solvable in the spectrum and meanwhile the broadening
in the widths of MR signals due to nonlinear Zeeman
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Fig. 2 a The dependence of the index R (deviation of mea-
sured frequency ratio from theoretical value) on the applied
magnetic field B0. When B0 < 2 µT, the two MR signals are
so close to each other in the spectrum that the fitting error
will limit the accuracy on frequency measurement, leading to
the large R. For B0 ≥ 2 µT, R fluctuates within ±4× 10−7.
b The dependence of the width-to-amplitude ratio ν/S on
the applied magnetic field B0. The parameter ν/S is propor-
tional to the sensitivity of frequency measurement. The inset
shows the rescaled results for B0 < 5 µT, indicating that
within this range the measurements for Larmor frequencies
of both hyperfine levels have good sensitivity. In our system,
the optimal range of the applied magnetic field B0 should be
from 2 µT to 5 µT.

effect is not obvious. Improper magnetic field may de-
grade the accuracy and/or sensitivity of each magne-
tometer in the comagnetometer system, thus deteriorate
the potential to set more stringent constraints on exotic
spin-dependent couplings.

When the B0 is small, the two MR signals of hyper-
fine levels in the ground state are not resolvable in the
frequency spectrum, increasing the fitting error. Bad fit-
ting may account for the error of the measured magnetic
field and therefore, the failure in suppressing the mag-
netic field variations. To judge the accuracy of the two
magnetometers, we construct the index R, the deviation
between the measured frequency ratio and the theretical
value, as

R =
f3
f4
/
γ3
γ4
− 1,

γ3
γ4

=
gj − 9gI
gj + 7gI

≈ 1.003191233, (2)

where f3,4 are the measured center frequencies of MR
signals for corresponding hyperfine levels, γ3,4 are the
gyromagnetic ratios, gj,I is the Landé factor of elec-
tron and nuclei, and |γ3/γ4| can be calculated from Ref.
[35]. As is shown in Fig. 2a, when the applied mag-
netic field B0 < 2 µT, R is too large, the accuracy of
each magnetometer is limited by the fitting error. And
when B0 > 2 µT, the comagnetometer performance is
immune to the magnetic field variations. When the B0

is large, the widths of the two MR signals will be broad-
ened due to nonlinear Zeeman effect, and the sensitiv-
ity of the comagnetometer to detect non-magnetic spin-
dependent interactions will be worsened. The sensitiv-
ity of the comagnetometer for measuring non-magnetic
spin-dependent interaction is determined by the sensi-
tivity of the two magnetometers that constitute the co-

magnetometer, and the sensitivity of a magnetometer is

δB ∝ ν

γ · S/N
, (3)

where γ is the gyromagnetic ratio of working atoms, ν is
the MR width (HWHM), and S/N is the signal-to-noise
ratio of the system. However, due to nonlinear Zeeman
effect, the amplitude becomes reduced, and the width
becomes broadened, when the magnetic field B0 grows.
In the system, the noise is relatively constant, and the
sensitivity of the magnetometer, which is depicted with
Eq. (3), is mainly determined by the ratio of MR sig-
nal width and signal amplitude ν/S. The dependence
of this ratio on the magnetic field strength is shown in
Fig. 2b, and the inset figure indicates that when the ap-
plied magnetic field B0 < 5 µT, both magnetometers of
Fg = 3 & 4 have good sensitivity.

Overall, to achieve the optimal accuracy and sensitiv-
ity, the Cs comagnetometer should work at a magnetic
field B0 ranging from 2 µT to 5 µT.

3 Measurement and data analysis

3.1 Estimation for systematic errors

For the single-species comagnetometer system, the index
R is related to the ability to search for non-magnetic
spin-dependent interactions. According to Eq. (2), the
systematic errors in measuring frequencies will finaly ef-
fect on the index R as

Rerr =
1

f4

√(
γ4
γ3

)2

f23,err + f24,err, (4)

where f3/4,err are the corresponding systematic errors in
measuring the Larmor frequencies of hyperfine levels.

The sources of systematic errors in the system can be
divided into four parts – the magnetic field, the (pump
and probe) light fields, the atomic collisions, and the
Earth rotation. In this section, the estimations for sys-
tematic errors from each part are presented.

3.1.1 Magnetic field We verified that our atomic co-
magnetometer system is immune to the magnetic field
gradients, by measuring the index R, which is depicted
with Eq. (2). Fig. 2a also shows that, the systematic
errors from the magnetic field gradients, which are com-
mon in traditional comagnetometers, are suppressed in
our Cs comagnetometer. Assuming the difference in mag-
netic field experienced by atoms in Fg = 3 & 4 is ∆B,
the index R is given by

R ≈ γ3(B +∆B)

γ4B
/
γ3
γ4
− 1 =

∆B

B
. (5)

If the Cs comagnetometer is sensitive to the magnetic
field gradients, R should be proportional to B−1. How-
ever, Fig. 2a shows that, at the level of the measurement
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uncertainty, the measured R has almost no dependence
on the strength of the bias field B.

The geometric phase effect [22], which is related to
the magnetic field gradients, is highly suppressed in our
system, too. The frequency shift due to the geometric
phase effect is given by [22]

∆fF,geo =
(γFBr)

2

2

γFB

(γFB)2 − f2r
, (6)

where Br = ∇B · r/2, fr = v̄/2πr, ∇B is the magnetic
field gradients, v̄ is the mean thermal velocity of atoms,
and r is the radius of the cell. In our system, the applied
magnetic field is B = 3463.8 nT, the cell radius is r =
1.25 cm, the mean thermal velocity of Cs atoms at 22◦ C
is v̄ = 216.73 m/s, and the magnetic field gradient along
the direction of B is ∇Bz = 1.5 nT/cm. Substitute these
parameters into Eq. (6), and the frequency shifts due to
the geometric phase effect are

∆f3,geo = −4.59× 10−4 Hz,

∆f4,geo = −4.52× 10−4 Hz.
(7)

Combining Eq. (4) and Eq. (7), the upper limit of the
systematic errors induced by the geometric phase effect
in the index R is calculated to be

Rerr,geo = 5.325× 10−8. (8)

The nonlinear Zeeman effect is another way for the
magnetic field to cause systematic errors in the comag-
netometer system. The energy shift of each Zeeman sub-
levels |F,mF 〉 for Cs atoms at the magnetic field B is
given by the Breit-Rabi formula [27] as

∆E(F,mF ) = gIµBmFB ±
∆EHFS

2

(
1 +

mFx

2
+ x2

)1/2
,

x =
(gj − gI)µBB

∆EHFS
,

(9)
where µB is the Bohr magneton, ∆EHFS = h · ∆νHFS

is the energy splitting between ground-state hyperfine
levels, ± corresponds to the hyperfine levels F = I ±
j. The spin precession frequency of atoms in Zeeman
sublevel |F,mF 〉 is given by

f(F,mF ) =
∆E(F,mF )−∆E(F,mF − 1)

h
, (10)

and the MR signal of hyperfine level F can be treated as
the overlap of 2F MR signals with different frequency.
In our system, because the pump light is left-circularly
polarized and tuned to the center of Fg = 3 → Fe = 3
transition, atoms in |Fg = 3,mF = −3 ∼ 2〉 will be
depopulated to |Fe = 3,mF = −2 ∼ 3〉. The excited
atoms in |Fe = 3,mF = −2 ∼ 3〉 will spontaneously
transit back to the Zeeman sublevels |Fg = 3,mF 〉 and
|Fg = 4,mF = −3 ∼ 4〉in the ground state. Atoms
repopulating in Fg = 3 will be depopulated again. In

the steady state, atoms in Fg = 3 mostly populate in
mF = 3, and the MR frequency is given by

f3,NLZ =
∆E(3, 3)−∆E(3, 2)

h
. (11)

The situation in Fg = 4 is more complicated. Due to the
same transition rate for repopulation |Fe = 3,±mF 〉 →
|Fg = 4〉, the contribution of atoms repopulating in
Fg = 4 from |Fe = 3,mF = −2 ∼ 2〉 to overall MR sig-
nal is “neutralized”. The max frequency shift for Fg = 4
due to nonlinear Zeeman effect is given in the approxi-
mation that, only atoms repopulating in Fg = 4 via the
transition |Fe = 3,mF = 3〉 → |Fg = 4,mF = 2, 3, 4〉
contribute to the comprehensive MR signal of Fg = 4,
as

f4,NLZ =
∆E(4, 4)−∆E(4, 1)

3h
. (12)

Substituting the applied magnetic field isB0 = 3463.8 nT
in our system into Eq. 2, Eq. (11) and Eq. (12), the up-
per limit of the systematic errors induced by nonlinear
Zeeman effect is calculated to be

Rerr,NLZ = 2.13× 10−8. (13)

The result is one order in magnitude larger than that
in Ref. [16]. This may be because that the alignment is
measured in Ref. [16], and the nonlinear Zeeman effect
is better suppressed in the comprehensive MR signal by
averaging the MR signals of atoms in |Fg,±mF 〉.

3.1.2 Pump light Our FID comagnetometer is proved
capable of highly suppressing power broadening and light
shift effect from the pump light, compared with single-
species comagnetometers which obtain the MR signals
by scanning the modulation frequency or magnetic field
[16,28]. The comparison is conducted by scanning the
pump light power in FID mode and modulation-frequency-
scan (MFS) mode at the same magnetic field B0 =3463.8
nT, using the same equipment. The information of the
signal from polarimeter in MFS mode is acquired with
a lock-in-amplifier (Stanford Research SR850) and later
collected by a LabVIEW routine.

The atomic spin precession frequency, in the MFS
mode, varies with the pump light power, because of the
light shift effect in both Fg = 3 (shown in Fig. 3a) and
Fg = 4 (shown in Fig. 3b). Within the range of the pump
light power, the atomic spin precession frequency varies
within a range of 6 Hz in Fg = 3, and 0.4 Hz in Fg = 4.
The difference may come from the light configuration
shown in Fig. 1c, which implies that the vector light shift
is more obvious in Fg = 3 due to the pump light. While
in the FID mode, the atomic precession frequencies of
both hyperfine levels fluctuate within 0.01 Hz when the
pump light power is more than 0.2 mW.

In regard to the MR width (HWHM), in the MFS
mode, it grows with the pump light power due to the
power broadening effect in Fg = 3 (shown in Fig. 3c)
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(f4 = 12117.169 Hz in theory when B0 = 3463.8 nT) on the
pump light power for FID mode (red dot) and MFS mode
(blue star). c The dependence of the measured MR width
(HWHM) of Fg = 3 on the pump light power for FID mode
(red dot) and MFS mode (blue star). d The dependence of
the measured MR width (HWHM) of Fg = 4 on the pump
light power for FID mode (red dot) and MFS mode (blue
star). The insets in each figure are the rescaled correspond-
ing results in FID mode. Due to inadequate pumping rate
when the pump light power is small, the errors of the four
variables are large. The light shift effect and power broaden-
ing are highly suppressed in FID mode.

and Fg = 4 (shown in Fig. 3d). With the increase of the
pump light power, the MR width of Fg = 3 grow steeply
(31 Hz broadened at max pump light power), because
the pump light interacts with atoms in Fg = 3 directly;
and the MR width of Fg = 4 also increases slightly (1 Hz
broadened at max pump light power), due to the Doppler
broadening effect and the natural width of atoms. While
in FID mode, the MR widths of both hyperfine levels
are almost uniform (2.993 Hz for Fg = 3, pink line; and
1.503 Hz for Fg = 4, green line). The width difference
mainly comes from the inconsistent relaxation rate in-
duced by spin-exchange effect [36]. The broadening in
MR signal width ∆ν± due to spin-exchange collisions
can be calculated as:

∆ν± =
Γ±

2π
≈ 1

2π

(
K ∓ 1

TSE · I
± K2 − 1

2ω2
FT

3I3

)
, K =

I2 + 2

3I
,

(14)
where Γ± is the relaxation rate induced by spin exchange
collisions, corresponds to the broadening in MR signals
of hyperfine levels Fg = I ± 1/2, I is the nuclear spin
(for Cs, I = 7/2), TSE is the spin-exchange time cal-
culated by TSE = (nσSEv̄)−1, σSE is the cross section
of spin-exchange collisions between Cs atoms, and v̄ is
the average thermal velocity of Cs atoms. In our exper-
iments, the cell temperature is stabilized at T = 22 ◦C,

and the broadening due to spin-exchange collisions are:

∆ν3 ≈ 1.73 Hz, ∆ν4 ≈ 0.26 Hz, (15)

the difference is 1.47 Hz in theory, which coincides well
with the measured ∼ 1.33 Hz difference in the width of
the two MR signals in FID mode.

Due to the power broadening and light shift effect,
as is underlined in Fig. 4a, the index R in the MFS
mode can be 200 times larger than that in the FID mode
(4000:20). In the inset graph, the fluctuation of the index
R of FID mode, when the pump light power is less than
0.2 mW, may be due to the inadequate pumping. When
the pump light power is low, the pumping rate is com-
parable to the atomic relaxation rate, and the atomic
polarization of each hyperfine level is deficient, which
refers to substandard SNR for fitting in data analysis.
When the pump light power is large, the index R fluc-
tuates within ±4× 10−7.

It is important to note that, even the AOM is not
driven, the first order light exists. Whereas the extinc-
tion ratio of the AOM applied to modulate the pump
light is not given, we assume it to be the typical value
at -40 dB. When the peak value of the first order light
power is 3.75 mW when the AOM is driven, the power
of the first order light is 0.375 µW when the AOM is not
driven. The corresponding light intensity I1st,0 is given
by

I1st,0 = (0.375 µW)/(4 mm2) ≈ 0.01 mW/cm2, (16)

which is much less than the saturation intensity for Cs
D1 transition 1.67 mW/cm2 [32], which means there is
almost no pumping effect because the pumping rate is
much less than the atomic relaxation rate. Furthermore,
given that the pump light frequency is tuned to the cen-
ter of the Doppler-broadened Cs D1 Fg = 3 → Fe = 3
resonance, the circularly polarized pump light should not
bring vector light shift effect in theory, which is given by
[37]

∆fVLS =− 〈|E
2
0 |〉

2

√
6F (2F + 1)

(F + 1)
ε sinφ

× mF

2F
|〈6S1/2|er|6P1/2〉|2F(ν),

(17)

where 〈E2
0〉 is the average optical electric field experi-

enced by atoms, proportional to the light intensity as
〈E2

0〉 = 2I0/cε0 where I0 is the light intensity and ε0
is the permittivity of vacuum, ε = 1 is the ellipticity of
the left circularly polarized pump light, φ is the devia-
tion of the pump light direction from orthogonality to
the magnetic field (in our system φ . 1 × 10−4 rad),
〈6S1/2|er|6P1/2〉 ≈ 3.17ea0 is the transition dipole ma-
trix element between the 6S1/2 and 6P1/2 states, and
F(ν) is sum of the imaginary part of three Voigt profiles
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[38,39] with dimension Hz−1 as

F(ν) =
∑
Fe

{
1 1 1
F F Fe

}{
J Je 1
Fe F I

}2

(2Fe + 1)=[V(ν)],

(18)
where Fe represents the hyperfine levels in 6P3/2, Je =
1/2 for D1 transition, I = 7/2 for Cs and V(ν) is the
Voigt profile corresponding to the interactions between
atoms and light with different frequency ν. Taking the
fluctuation of pump light frequency (∼20 MHz within
one day) into consideration, the vector light shift for
MR signals frequencies are

∆f3,pump,VLS ≈ −1.03× 10−3 Hz,

∆f4,pump,VLS < 10−6 Hz,
(19)

The frequency shift for Fg = 4 is negligible because the
pump light is ∼ 9.2 GHz detuned from any Fg = 4→ Fe
transition. The corresponding upper limit of systematic
errors can be calculated by Eq. (4) as

Rerr,pump,VLS . 8.5× 10−8. (20)

The systematic errors due to vector light shift from the
pump light can be further suppressed by stabilizing the
pump light frequency.

Improper pump light modulation frequency is an-
other reason for prominent frequency shift in MR signals
[40]. This effect comes from the asynchronous optical
pumping. If the pump modulation frequency is detuned
from the spin precession frequency, the spin polarization
will be tipped along the applied magnetic field and pre-
cesses around the fictitious magnetic field of the vector
light shift induced by the pump light [13]. The fictitious
magnetic field due to vector light shift is given by

BF,LS =
∆fF,VLS

γF
. (21)

The fictitious magnetic field generated by the pump light
in Step 1 of Fig. 1b are calculated to be

B3,LS = 2.94 nT, B4,LS ∼ 0. (22)

The fictitious magnetic field modulated at frequency fmod

can be treated as an magnetic field rotating at frequency
fmod transverse to the real magnetic field generated by
the coils. If the modulation frequency does not match the
spin precession frequency, the phase of the spin preces-
sion signal will be shifted at δϕ. And the frequency shift
∆fasyn due to asynchronous pumping is the given by the
phase shift of the spin precession signal over pumping
time, taking the form as [40]

∆fasyn =
δϕ

t
=

1

t

Py′

Pz′
=

1

t

δf · fLS
(δf)2 + (νF )2

, (23)

where Py′ , Pz′ is the polarization along axis of the rotat-
ing frame, with the expressions already given in Ref. [1],
δf is the difference between the modulation frequency

and the spin precession frequency, fLS is the vector light
shift from the pump light, t is the total time of the pump
light, and νF is the MR width (HWHM) of the hyper-
fine level. In our system, the time consumed to polarize
atoms in one hyperfine level is 0.5 s, and the duty cycle
of the modulation is 20 %, so the total time of the pump
light is t = 0.1 s. Because the vector light shift in Fg = 4
is negligible, only Fg = 3 will be affected by the asyn-
chronous pumping. As is shown in Fig. 3c, the MR width
of Fg = 3 when the pump light is 0.75 mW (on average
after AOM) is ν3 = 33 Hz. To minimize the systematic
errors from asynchronous optical pumping, in our sys-
tem, the pump light modulation frequencies are tuned
to within δf . 2 mHz of ω4 and ω3 during Step 1 & 2 in
Fig. 1b. Substituting the parameters in our system into
Eq. (23), the frequency shift for Fg = 3 is calculated to
be:

∆f3,asyn = ±1.892× 10−4 Hz. (24)

and the upper limit of the overall systematic errors of R
from asynchronous optical pumping is

Rerr,asyn = 1.564× 10−8. (25)

3.1.3 Probe light The systematic errors from the probe
light are insignificant in the Cs comagnetometer. In gen-
eral, the probe light may induce light shift and power
broadening, same with the pump light. Besides, the align-
ments generated by a linearly polarized light may be
converted to orientations by external interactions, such
as the magnetic field gradients, anisotropic collisions or
electric fields [41].

The light shift effect induced by the probe light, can
be analyzed in two parts: the vector element and the ten-
sor element. The vector light shift is proportional to the
product of the ellipticity ε and the deviation for propaga-
tion direction the probe light from orthogonality to the
magnetic field θ [12]. In our system, the ellipticity of the
linearly polarized probe light is ε . 1.6× 10−4 rad after
the isolator (extinction ratio 38 dB), and the deviation
is measured to be θ . 1 × 10−4 rad. For Cs D2 tran-
sition, the corresponding dipole matrix element in Eq.
(17) should be replaced as 〈6S1/2|er|6P3/2〉 ≈ 4.48ea0,
and the Je = 1/2 should be replaced by Je = 3/2. The
vector light shifts due to the probe light for atomic spin
precession frequencies are

∆f3,prb,VLS ≈ −1.14× 10−4 Hz,

∆f4,prb,VLS < 10−6 Hz.
(26)

The corresponding upper limit of the systematic errors
due to the vector light shift of the probe light is calcu-
lated to be

Rerr,prb,VLS = 9.39× 10−9. (27)
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Fig. 4 a The dependence of R on the pump light power in
FID mode (red dot) and MFS mode (blue star). The inset
shows the rescaled results in FID mode. R in MFS mode can
be 200 times (4000:20) larger than that in FID mode. b The
dependence of R on the frequency detuning the probe light
from Cs D2 Fg = 3 → Fe = 4 transition (set as 0). When
the probe light is near-resonance from Cs D2 Fg = 3 → Fe

transition (−1 ∼ 1 GHz), the deviation R is very large due
to the pumping effect of the probe light. The probe light
power is fixed at 1.6 mW. The inset shows the rescaled results
(red dot) when the detuning is from 4.5 GHz to 5.5 GHz. c
The dependence of R on the probe light power. The probe
light is 5 GHz blue-detuned from the center frequency of
the Doppler-broadened Cs D2 Fg = 3 → Fe = 4 resonance.
The index R will fluctuate within ±4 × 10−7 under typical
operation conditions in our experiments.

The tensor light shift of Zeeman sublevel |F,mF 〉 in-
duced by the linearly polarized light near Cs D2 line is
given by [42]:

∆fTLS =− 〈|E
2
0 |〉

2

√
40F (2F + 1)(2F − 1)

3(F + 1)(2F + 3)
(3 cos2 α− 1)

× 3m2
F − F (F + 1)

2F (2F − 1)
|〈6S1/2|er|6P3/2〉|2T (ν),

(28)

where α is the angle between the magnetic field and the
probe light polarization, and T (ν) is sum of the imagi-
nary part of three Voigt profiles [38,39] with dimension
Hz−1, given by

T (ν) =
∑
Fe

{
1 1 2
F F Fe

}{
J Je 1
Fe F I

}2

(2Fe + 1)=[V(ν)],

(29)
where Fe represents the hyperfine levels in 6P3/2, Je =
3/2 for D2 transition. As is shown in Eq. (28), Zeeman
sublevels with mF = ±F have the max tensor light shift.
In our system, the probe light polarization is fixed at
α ≈ 54.74◦ to make the item (3 cos2 α − 1) ≈ 0. The
errors of α are ∆α . 10−5 rad with

∆(3 cos2 α− 1) = −3 sin 2α∆α ≈ 2.8× 10−5 rad. (30)

Combine Eq. (28), Eq. (29) and Eq. (30) with the probe
light intensity and frequency detuning, and the max sys-
tematic errors induced by tensor light shift in measuring
the frequencies are

∆f3,prb,TLS ≈ 0.0036 Hz,

∆f4,prb,TLS < 10−6 Hz.
(31)

The negligible frequency shift for MR signal of Fg =
4 comes from the fact that the probe light is 14 GHz
blue-detuned from the center frequency of the Doppler-
broadened Cs D2 Fg = 4 → Fe resonance. The upper
limit of systematic errors due to the tensor light shift of
the probe light is calculated to be

Rerr,prb,TLS = 2.95× 10−7. (32)

The dependence of the index R on the probe light fre-
quency detuning is shown in Fig. 4b. When the probe
light is near resonant to Cs D2 Fg = 3→ Fe transitions,
the errors are as large as 10−4. As the inset shows, when
the probe light frequency detuning is 5.0±0.5 GHz from
Cs D2 Fg = 3 → Fe = 4 transition, the index R fluctu-
ates within ±4× 10−7.

The power broadening induced by the probe light
comes from the process that atoms absorb the probe
light, and the broadening can be calculated from the
absorption rate [43]

Γabs =
∑

σ(ν)Φ(ν), σ(ν) ∝ <[V(ν)], (33)

where Φ(ν) is the total flux of photons of frequency ν,
σ(ν) is the the photon absorption cross-section deter-
mined by the real part of the Voigt profile <[V(ν)] cor-
responding to the absorption of light with different fre-
quency for atoms. In our system, the probe light is 5 GHz
blue-detuned to the center frequency of the Doppler-
broadened Cs D2 Fg = 3 → Fe = 4 resonance, and
the probe light absorption rates for atoms in both hy-
perfine levels Fg = 3 & 4 are more than 2 orders in
magnitude slower than relaxation rate. Therefore, the
power broadening in the widths of MR signals from the
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probe light is negligible. Moreover, because of the inap-
preciable probe light absorption rate, there is no align-
ment formed in the atomic ensemble. Consequently, the
alignment-to-orientation conversion is out of considera-
tion in our comagnetometer system. The dependence of
the index R on the probe light power is shown in Fig. 4c.
When the probe light power is lower than ∼ 1 mW, the
errors are slightly larger, maybe because of the fitting er-
rors arising from the small amplitudes of the measured
rotation signals. When the probe power is larger, the
index R fluctuates within ±4× 10−7.

Compared with the single-beam scheme [16], the pump-
probe two-beam scheme is more beneficial to suppress-
ing the systematic errors from laser fields, as Figure 4b
shows. While in the pump-probe two-beam scheme, the
probe light can be tuned off-resonant to suppress the
systematic errors induced by laser fields when the pump
light is on-resonance to polarize the atomic spins.

3.1.4 Atomic collisions In our system, Cs atoms are
contained in the cylinder vapor cell with anti-relaxation
coatings in the inner surface. And collisions to the Cs
atoms can shift the spin precession frequencies, and fur-
ther bring systematic errors to the comagnetometer sys-
tem.

The spin-exchange (SE) collisions between Cs atoms
in different ground-state hyperfine levels Fg = 3 & 4 are
one of the factors which may shift the spin precession
frequencies. The frequency shift due to SE collisions is
given by [36]

∆fF,SE ≈ −
∆νF,SE
18fF

(
1− 1

(2I + 1)2

)(
1− 4

(2I + 1)2

)
,

(34)
where ∆νF,SE is the broadening induced by SE collisions
in MR width which can be calculated by Eq. (14), fF
is the Larmor frequency of hyperfine level Fg, and the
approximation is made when ∆νF,SE � fF . In our ex-
periments, the applied magnetic field is B0 = 3463.8 nT.
Substitute the calculated results of ∆νF,SE in Eq. (15)
and the Larmor frequency of Fg = 3 & 4 into Eq. (34),
and the shifts due to SE collisions in spin precession fre-
quencies of hyperfine levels are

∆f3,SE = −7.31× 10−6 Hz,

∆f4,SE = −1.10× 10−6 Hz.
(35)

The upper limit of systematic errors of the index R in-
duced by SE collisions is calculated by substituting Eq.
(35) into Eq. (4) as

Rerr,SE = 6.13× 10−10. (36)

The collisions between Cs atoms and the inner sur-
face of the vapor cell can produce quadrupolar splittings
in MR signals [44,12], especially for cylinder cell. For a
cylinder cell with length l and diameter d, the shift for

coherence frequency of two adjacent Zeeman sublevels
|m1〉〈m2| is given by [45]

∆fquad =
v̄A〈ϑ〉
2π · 2h

(m2
2 −m2

1)P2(cosψ), (37)

where v̄ is the average thermal velocity of Cs atoms (v̄ =
216.733 m/s when at 22 ◦C), 〈ϑ〉 is the mean twist angle
per wall collision of a Cs atom, P2(x) = (3x2 − 1)/2
is the second-order Legendre polynomial, ψ is the angle
between the magnetic field and the axis of the cell, the
cell asymmetry parameter is

A =
d− l
d+ 2l

, (38)

and the characteristic cell dimension is

1

h
=

1

2l
+

1

d
. (39)

As is depicted in Section 2 and Fig. 1, the axis of the
cylinder Cs atomic vapor cell is along ŷ, perpendicular
to the magnetic field along ẑ (ψ = 90◦), with length
l = 2.5 cm and diameter d = 2.5 cm. The uncertainty
of cell asymmetry parameter ∆A of the Cs cell we use
in our experiments mainly comes from that we do not
know exactly the inner dimension of the cell. We assume
the uncertainty of d− l to be 0.1 mm, and we have

∆A =
0.1 mm

2.5 cm + 2× 2.5 cm
= 0.00133. (40)

We have no knowledge about the mean twist angle per
wall collision of a Cs atom 〈ϑ〉, so we assume it to be
no more than twice the result for Xe atom measured in
Ref. [45] as

|〈ϑ〉| . 10−4 rad. (41)

By taking these parameters into Eq. (37), the upper limit
of the shift for coherence frequency of two adjacent Zee-
man sublevels takes the form as

∆fquad = (m2
2 −m2

1)× 6.9× 10−5 Hz, (42)

Because of the atomic population in the steady state,
which has been discussed in 3.1.1, the shifts for MR sig-
nals of hyperfine levels Fg = 3 & 4 are approximately to
be

∆f3,quad ≈ ∆f4,quad = 3.45× 10−4 Hz, (43)

and the upper limit of systematic errors of the index R
induced by the quadrupole splitting is calculated to be

Rerr,quad = 4.04× 10−8. (44)
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3.1.5 Earth rotation As is described in Ref. [12,46],
the gyro-compass effect arising from the decoupling of
atomic spins from Earth rotation will shift the spin pre-
cession frequencies of atoms in hyperfine levels Fg =
3 & 4. And the shift is given by

∆fgyro = fEarth cosβ, (45)

where fEarth = 1/86400 s = 1.16×10−5 Hz, and β is the
angle between the applied magnetic field and the axis of
Earth rotation.

In our experiments, β is equal to 90◦ plus the labora-
tory latitude when the applied magnetic field is parallel
to the gravity. The experiments are executed in Beijing
(116.20◦E, 40.25◦N), and the frequency shift in MR sig-
nals of hyperfine levels is

∆f3,gyro = ∆f4,gyro = −7.48× 10−6 Hz. (46)

The upper limit of systematic errors of the index R in-
duced by the gyro-compass effect is calculated to be

Rerr,gyro = 8.74× 10−10. (47)

3.2 Detecting spin-gravity couplings

The single-species Cs atomic comagnetometer based on
optical FID signal can find its place in fundamental physics
research, especially the spin-gravity couplings [5,12,13,
14,16], because of the simplicity of Cs atomic structure,
and the elimination of main systematic errors from the
magnetic field gradients and the laser light field.

According to the calculation in reference [47], if there
exists the spin-gravity coupling, the gyro-gravitational
ratios of hyperfine levels in ground state of Cs are given
by

χ3 = −1

8
χe +

9

8
χN = −1

8
χe −

1

8
χp,

χ4 =
1

8
χe +

7

8
χN =

1

8
χe −

7

72
χp,

(48)

where χe, χN and χp refer to the gyro-gravitational ra-
tios of electrons, nucleus and protons, respectively. Tak-
ing the spin-gravity couplings into consideration, the to-
tal Hamiltonian for atoms in hyperfine level F consists
of the spin-magnetic couplings HB and spin-gravity cou-
plings Hg, given by

H = HB +Hg = µBgFB0mF + χF g cos θmF , (49)

where µB is the Bohr magneton, gF is the Landé fac-
tor for hyperfine level F , mF is the magnetic quantum
number of atoms, g is the acceleration due to gravity,
and θ is the angle between the magnetic field and the
Earth’s gravitational field. The atomic spin polarization
precession frequency of the two hyperfine levels will be

f3 = |µBg3m3 + χ3g cos θ| = γ3B0 − χ3g cos θ/h,

f4 = |µBg4m4 + χ4g cos θ| = γ4B0 + χ4g cos θ/h,
(50)

 Fit for Allan SD
 Fit for Allan SD

102 103 104 1050.1

0.3

0.5

0.7

0.9

A
lla

n 
SD

 (×
10

-7
)

Time (s)

b
0 100k 200k 300k 400k-15

-10

-5

0

5

10

15

∆
R

 (×
10

-7
)

Time (s)

 ∆R
 Averaged ∆R

a

Fig. 5 a The statistic results of the parameter ∆R in a con-
tinuous five-day run. The results obey Gaussian distribution
(mean value 2.572×10−8, standard error 1.33×10−9). b The
Allan standard deviation of the results in a. In the comagne-
tometer system, the applied magnetic field is (anti-)parallel
to the gravity at B0 =3463.8 nT, and the ∆R can reach 10−8

at the averaging time of 10000 seconds.

where γ3,4 is the gyromagnetic ratio defined as γ3,4 =
|µBgF /h|. Because the spin precession directions of atoms
in different ground-state hyperfine levels are opposite, we
define the direction of atoms in F = I + j as + and in
F = I − j as −, and therefore the contribution to the
overall spin precession frequency of spin-gravity interac-
tions are opposite, which explains the different signs (±)
of spin-gravity item in the right hand side of Eq. (50).
When we reverse the magnetic field B0, the angle be-
tween the magnetic field and the Earth’s gravitational
field will become θ → θ + π. Therefore, the index R in
the reversible magnetic field B0 is given by

R(±) =
γ3B0 ∓ χ3g cos θ/h

γ4B0 ± χ4g cos θ/h
/
γ3
γ4
− 1. (51)

To measure the spin-gravity couplings for protons,
we suppress the spin-magnetic couplings and the spin-
gravity couplings for electrons in common mode by con-
structing the parameter

∆R ≡ R(+)−R(−) ≈ 4χpg cos θ

9γ3B0h
. (52)

The approximation is made considering γB � χeg, χpg,
and the nuclear magnetic moment is neglected due to
gj � gI , thus the spin-gravity couplings for electrons
are cancelled.

In our comagnetometer system, the applied magnetic
field is (anti-)parallel to the gravity at B0 =3463.8 nT.
One ∆R data is acquired by the successive measurement
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in B(+) and B(−). And the results of ∆R in a continu-
ous five-day run is collected and shown in Fig. 5a. The
∆R is between ±1.5×10−6 in time domain, and the aver-
age value of each 5000 runs fluctuates within±1.5×10−7.
The long-term stability of the comagnetometer is indi-
cated by Allan standard deviation (Allan SD, shown in
Fig. 5b) and follows a τ−1/2 trend for τ < 104 s, indi-
cating a dominant white noise character and a stability
at the 10−8 level. For τ > 104 s, the stability could be
limited by the drifts in laser power and frequency, which
introduce variations in the atomic population distribu-
tion within Zeeman sublevels after optical pumping. The
inset of Fig. 5a shows that the data obey Gaussian dis-
tribution with a mean value of 2.572 × 10−8 and the
standard error of mean value of 1.33× 10−9.

Effects that may induce systematic errors to the in-
dex R are already discussed in 3.1, but things are slightly
different for ∆R. The parameter ∆R is the difference of
the index R in opposite directions, and the systematic
errors to the parameter ∆R is given by

(∆R)err =
√
R2

err(+) +R2
err(−) ≈

√
2Rerr. (53)

And as is discussed in Ref. [12], in calculating the sys-
tematic for ∆R, the systematic errors of the index R
from effects which are not related to the direction of the
magnetic field will be suppressed by a factor of δB/B,
the relative stability of the magnetic field. In our system,
the factor is determined by the stability of the constant
current source as 1 ppm (10−6) within one day. Among
all the effects discussed in 3.1, the effect due to asyn-
choronous optical pumping and the Earth rotation are
related to the direction of the applied magnetic field.

Furthermore, the accuracy of inversing the applied
magnetic field within the magnetic shield is another source
of systematic errors for ∆R. Before the 5-day experiment
begins, we have carefully calibrated the current to com-
pensate the residual magnetic field within the shield and
make |B(+)| = |B(−)| as

|B(+)| = Bres + k · I+ = −Bres + k · I− = |B(−)|, (54)

where k is a constant of the coils with dimension nT/mA,
Bres is the initial residual magnetic field in the shield,
and I± is the applied current. But the change of geomag-
netic field will alter the residual magnetic field within
the shield, and the optical pumping will be “desynchro-
nized”. The daily change of the geomagnetic field in Bei-
jing is measured to be no more than 50 nT. And the drift
of the residual magnetic field ∆Bres within the shield
(shielding factor 10−5) is no more than

∆Bres ≤ 50× 10−5 = 5× 10−4 nT. (55)

Then the difference of the atomic spin precession fre-
quency in opposite magnetic fields is calculated to be
∆Bres × γF = 3.5 mHz for both hyperfine levels. Sub-
stituting the frequency difference into Eq. (23) and Eq.
(53), the upper limit of systematic errors for ∆R is

(∆R)err,drift = 1.93× 10−8. (56)

Table 2 Estimated Upper Limits on the Effects of Various
Sources of Systematic Errors on ∆R

Source of Systematic Errors Effect on ∆R

Asynchronous optical pumping 2.21× 10−8

Drift of residual field 1.93× 10−8

Earth Rotation 1.24× 10−9

Tensor light shift 4.17× 10−13

Residual pump light 1.20× 10−13

Geometric phase effect 7.52× 10−14

Quadrupole splitting effect 5.71× 10−14

Nonlinear Zeeman effect 3.01× 10−14

Vector light shift 1.33× 10−14

Spin-exchange collisions 8.67× 10−16

The systematic errors from potential effects on ∆R
are shown in Table 2. And the overall systematic errors
are calculated to be

∆Rerr,sys =
√∑

(∆R)2err = 2.937× 10−8. (57)

Based on these measurements and analysis, we find the
parameter

∆R = (2.572mean ± 0.133stat ± 2.937sys)× 10−8, (58)

where the mean value and its standard error are from
the results in Fig. 5, and the systematic errors are the
sum of items shown in Table 2. The upper limits on ∆R
are

∆R ≤ 5.642× 10−8 (59)

Substituting the range into Eq. (52), we find the gyro-
gravity constant for protons to be

χp ≤ 1.02× 10−32 g · cm. (60)

And the spin-gravitational energy of protons is given by
Ep = χp · g, in our results

Ep ≤ 6.3× 10−18 eV. (61)

The upper limit for the spin-gravity couplings for
protons is comparable to the most stringent existing con-
straint [13], but further measures need to be taken to op-
timize the comagnetometer system. As is shown in Table
2, the systematic errors from the light field and magnetic
field gradients are highly suppressed in our system, with
more than 3 orders in magnitude better than those in
Ref. [13]. However, the asynchronous optical pumping
and the drift for residual magnetic field in the shield
bring the most systematic errors to the comagnetome-
ter. A better magnetic shield can help to suppress the
drift due to the daily variation of geomagnetic field. And
to stabilize the magnetic field in the shield actively is
another way to effectively reduce the systematic errors
induced by asynchronous optical pumping.



12 Yucheng Yang et al.

4 Conclusions and outlook

In conclusion, an all-optical single-species FID Cs atomic
comagnetometer is proposed and implemented, with the
results underlining that the systematic errors from mag-
netic field gradients, and laser light field, can be sup-
pressed. In a 5-day continuous operation, the single-species
Cs atomic comagnetometer is proved capable of prob-
ing the spin-gravitational energy of protons at a level
of 10−18 eV, comparable to the most stringent existing
constraint on the spin-gravity couplings [13].

There are some optimizations for the atomic comag-
netometer system to set a more stringent constraint on
long-range spin-gravity couplings. The systematic errors
mainly come from the asynchronous optical pumping,
which can cause transverse magnetism in the system
and shift the spin precession frequency. In the future,
a better magnetic shield with active stabilization sys-
tem will improve the stability of the magnetic field, and
thus reduce the error between the modulation frequency
for pump light and atomic spin precession frequency.

Additionally, in our system, the spin polarization is
generated by synchronous optical pumping with circu-
larly polarized light, which is tuned to the center of the
Doppler-broadened Cs D1 Fg = 3 → Fe = 3 resonance.
The spin polarization in Fg = 4 can be further strength-
ened by adopting another pump light tuned to the center
of the Doppler-broadened Fg = 4 → Fe resonance, and
meanwhile the spin polarization in Fg = 3 will be also
amplified due to the repopulation of the excited atoms
from Fg = 4. The optimized spin polarization in both
hyperfine levels will lead to a better SNR in the system,
and improve the sensitivity of the comagnetometer by
more than one order of magnitude.

Our comagnetometer is capable of meeting the de-
mands for researches on searching for exotic spin-dependent
interaction [5,12,13,14,26].
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