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Two-Color Optical Nonlinearity in an Ultracold Rydberg Atom Gas Mixture
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We report the experimental observation of strong two-color optical nonlinearity in an ultracold
gas of 85Rb-87Rb atom mixture. By simultaneously coupling two probe transitions of 85Rb and
87Rb atoms to Rydberg states in electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT) configurations,
we observe significant suppression of the transparency resonance for one probe field when the second
probe field is detuned at ∼ 1 GHz and hitting the EIT resonance of the other isotope. Such a cross-
absorption modulation to the beam propagation dynamics can be described by two coupled nonlinear
wave equations we develope. We further demonstrate that the two-color optical nonlinearity can
be tuned by varying the density ratio of different atomic isotopes, which highlights its potential for
exploring strongly interacting multi-component fluids of light.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cold atomic ensemble coupled to Rydberg states in
the ladder configuration of electromagnetically induced
transparency (EIT) [1] represents a promising platform
for exploring quantum nonlinear optics [2–6], where gi-
ant nonlinear optical responses modifying light propaga-
tion can occur at the single-photon level [7–11]. Aimed
at a full control of this effective photon-photon interac-
tion, many experiments have been carried out leading to
the realization of efficient single-photon emission [12, 13],
single-photon transistor [14–17], photonic phase gate [18–
20], and the creation of exotic few-photon quantum states
[21–23], to name just a few.
At small optical depth per blockade radius, Rydberg

EIT endows coherent photonic fields strong and non-
local nonlinearities [24–28], as has been demonstrated
by recent experiments ranging from the observed dissi-
pative [29–31] and dispersive self-Kerr nonlinearity [32]
to dispersive cross-Kerr nonlinearity between counter-
propagating light beams [33]. Most of the aforementioned
experiments are, however, carried out in a single-species
atomic ensemble, with optical nonlinearities limited to
quantum probe field of one color, controlled by the upper
leg strong classical coupling field. Although multi-color
probe fields can be introduced with multi-color control
fields, wave mixing from the consequent nonlinearities are
complicated with no clear dominating pathways. In this
work, we explore the atomic side by studying Rydberg
EIT in a mixture gas ensemble of two atomic species. Our
emphasis is to establish interactions or correlations be-
tween spectrally distinguishable probe fields forming the
EIT pathways respectively on the two atomic isotopes.
Such a setup could benefit a variety of applications like
all-optical switching in a multi-wavelength network [34]
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and support investigations of multi-component photon
fluid dynamics [35, 36].

This Letter reports an unambiguous demonstration of
dissipative cross-Kerr nonlinearity between probe fields
of two different colors in a mixture gas ensemble of ul-
tracold 85Rb and 87Rb atoms. By coupling light fields of
two different frequencies respectively to Rydberg states of
85Rb and 87Rb atoms via two distinct EIT pathways, the
Rydberg interaction between different species of atoms is
mapped onto photonic interaction between the two-color
optical probe fields. In the classical regime, this effective
interaction manifests in a cross-absorption modulation:
the on-resonance transmission of one probe field (for in-
stance for 87Rb atoms) propagating through the gas mix-
ture is strongly affected by the other probe field (for 85Rb
atoms) as we observe, and vice versa. We extend the pre-
viously adopted one-color analytical model to two probe
fields in the gas mixture, use it to describe the underlying
nonlinear beam dynamics and find good agreement with
experimental observations. We further verify that both
self-Kerr and cross-Kerr nonlinearities in our system can
be controlled by adjusting the density ratio of the two
atomic species, and this leads to a promising implemen-
tation for an efficient all-optical switch featuring large
extinction ratio and small insertion loss.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Our experimental setup and the corresponding atomic
level schemes are shown in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), respec-
tively. To prepare the ultracold 85Rb-87Rb mixture used
in the experiment, both atomic isotopes captured by a
magneto-optical trap (MOT) are first cooled with optical
molasses and then prepared in their corresponding low-
field seeking ground states 85Rb

∣

∣5S1/2, F = 2,mF = −2
〉

and 87Rb
∣

∣5S1/2, F = 1,mF = −1
〉

via optical pumping.
After that, the ultracold gas mixture is transferred into
a magnetic quadrupole trap, followed by forced mi-
crowave evaporation of 87Rb atoms which sympathet-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the optical setup. A magnetic field
B = 4.75 G pointing upward is applied to specify the quanti-
zation axis z. (b) Schematics of the atomic level diagram. A
780-nm probe light Ea of σ− polarization couples state |g〉a =
|5S1/2, F = 2,mF = −2〉 to |e〉a = |5P3/2, F = 3,mF = −3〉

of 87Rb atoms, while a second probe light Eb of π polar-
ization connects 85Rb atoms from state |g〉b = |5S1/2, F =
3, mF = −3〉 to |e〉b = |5P3/2, F = 4,mF = −3〉. A 480-

nm σ+ polarized control field Ω drives both 87Rb and 85Rb
atoms from intermediate states |e〉a and |e〉b to Rydberg states
|43S1/2,mJ = −1/2〉 (|r〉a and |r〉b) with Rabi frequencies Ωa

and Ωb = 0.79Ωa . The control field is kept on resonance
with the |e〉a ↔ |r〉a transition, while the probe field Eb is
detuned by ∆b/2π = 4.0 MHz from the |g〉b ↔ |e〉b transition
to satisfy the two-photon resonance condition for 85Rb. The
beam waists for fields Ea, Eb, and Ω are 460 µm, 2030 µm, and
27 µm, respectively. The radial radius of the atomic ensemble
is estimated to be ∼ 100 µm.

ically cools 85Rb atoms at the same time. The mix-
ture is then loaded into an optical dipole trap (ODT)
formed by a 1064-nm light beam and transferred to the
desired initial states 85Rb

∣

∣5S1/2, F = 3,mF = −3
〉

and
87Rb

∣

∣5S1/2, F = 2,mF = −2
〉

via microwave driven adi-
abatic passages. Subsequently, the ultracold mixture
is transported to a science chamber 21 cm away from
the MOT chamber and loaded into a 1D optical lattice
[37]. At this stage, we have typically 2.2 × 105 85Rb
atoms and 7.1×105 87Rb atoms at a temperature of ∼10
µK. The atomic cloud is then released for free expansion
before the light fields forming EIT are shined on and
transmission measurements are carried out. By chang-
ing the MOT loading time, ODT trap depth, and the
free-expansion duration, we can vary atomic densities for
different species. More details about the preparation of
the ultracold mixture of 85Rb and 87Rb atoms have been
described previously [38, 39].

Once the ultracold mixture is prepared, we drive
the two Rydberg EIT transitions with optical pathways
shown in Fig. 1. Ground-state 85Rb and 87Rb atoms are
respectively excited by a π polarized probe light Eb and
a σ− polarized probe light Ea, which propagate perpen-
dicularly to each other. Due to the difference in energy
levels for 85Rb and 87Rb atoms, the probe fields Eb and

Ea near the 780 nm D2 resonances differ in frequency by
ωb−ωa ∼ 1 GHz. As a result, crosstalks between the two
probe fields do not occur in the absence of strong Ryd-
berg atom interactions [40]. The 480-nm σ+ polarized
light co-propagating with Ea serves as a strong control
field Ω, which couples intermediate states of both atomic
species to their Rydberg states with respective Rabi fre-
quencies Ωa and Ωb [see Fig. 1(b)]. After passing through
the atomic ensemble, the control light is separated from
the probe light by a dichroic mirror with only Ea left to be
imaged onto an electron-multiplying charge-coupled de-
vice (EMCCD) camera via an optical imaging system. In
each experimental run, probe fields Ea and Eb are turned
on simultaneously for 10 µs, during which the EMCCD
camera is exposed to image the transmitted probe field
Ea. The intensity transmission T = I/I0 of the probe
light Ea, which we focus on here, is extracted by taking
the ratio of the transmitted light intensity in the pres-
ence of the atomic ensemble (I) to that of without atomic
cloud (I0). For better quantitative comparison, only light
intensity located near the central region (24 µm× 24 µm
square) of the control light is extracted from the image.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

For the double EIT configuration shown in Fig. 1(b),
two types of Rydberg interactions exist in the gas mix-
ture: the intra-species van der Waals interaction Vσσ(r)
between atoms in the same internal states |r〉σ (σ = a, b),
and the inter-species one Vab(r) between different species
atoms respectively in |r〉a and |r〉b. While giant self-Kerr
nonlinearities from intra-species interactions are already
studied extensively and observed in a variety of settings
[29], the inter-species interaction Vab supports a previ-
ously untouched cross nonlinear response between fields
Ea and Eb. To observe the optical nonlinearities, we first
measure transmission spectra of the system by scanning
the single-photon detuning ∆a through the resonance of
the |g〉a ↔ |e〉a transition while keeping the control light
Ω on resonance with the |e〉a ↔ |r〉a transition.
The evolution of the transmission spectra with increas-

ing atomic densities is shown in Fig. 2 for three sets of
probe field Rabi frequencies: (i) weak probe field Ea with
vanishing probe field Eb (black circles); (ii) strong probe
field Ea with vanishing probe field Eb (blue triangles);
and (iii) weak probe field Ea with finite probe field Eb
(red squares). At small atomic densities [see Fig. 2(a)],
the observed EIT spectra for different input probe inten-
sities (i)-(iii) almost completely overlap, indicating that
the system is essentially linear. With increasing atomic
densities, Rydberg interaction becomes prominent, which
effectively shifts the Rydberg level and turns the on-
resonance EIT to be off-resonant, i.e., changing the trans-
parent ensemble into a two-level medium with large ab-
sorption. Consequenctly, the otherwise overlapped EIT
spectra shifts away from each other and the EIT feature
becomes asymmetric. As shown in Fig. 2(b), suppression
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FIG. 2. Transmission spectra of the probe light on 87Rb atoms at different atomic densities [41]: (a) ρa = 4.1 × 1010 cm−3

(87Rb) and ρb = 6.1 × 109 cm−3 (85Rb); (b) ρa = 4.8 × 1010 cm−3 and ρb = 1.2 × 1010 cm−3; (c) ρa = 5.9 × 1010 cm−3 and
ρb = 2.0 × 1010 cm−3. The control field is kept at Ωa/2π = 9.5 MHz, and Rabi frequencies for the input probe fields are
Ea/2π = 1.1 MHz and Eb/2π = 0.0 MHz (black circles), Ea/2π = 1.6 MHz and Eb/2π = 0.0 MHz (blue triangles), Ea/2π = 1.1
MHz and Eb/2π =1.5 MHz (red squares). The eye-guiding solid lines in (a)-(c) connecting the experimental data points come
from spline fitting with the error bars denoting standard deviation from five measurements.

of the on-resonance transmission (∆a = 0) induced by en-
hanced input intensity of Ea [comparing (i) and (ii)] arises
from the dissipative self-nonlinearity generated by intra-
species interaction Vaa, while the suppression induced by
the other probe light Eb [comparing (i) and (iii)] reveals
the existence of the cross optical nonlinearity between
probe fields Ea and Eb generated by inter-species interac-
tion Vab. When atomic densities are further increased [see
Fig. 2(c)], suppression of the transmission peak becomes
more significant, owing to enhanced nonlinear effect.
To gain a quantitative understanding of the observed

self- and cross-absorption modulations, we develop a the-
oretical model based on the cluster expansion method
[25, 42]. Retaining the nonlinearities to the third order,
propagation of the probe fields Ea(r) and Eb(r) are found
to be governed by a pair of coupled nonlinear wave equa-
tions

i∂ξaEa(r) =

(

−
1

2ka
∇2

⊥a
− χ(1)

a − χ(3)
a

)

Ea(r), (1)

i∂ξbEb(r) =

(

−
1

2kb
∇2

⊥b
− χ

(1)
b − χ

(3)
b

)

Eb(r), (2)

where ξa(b) denotes the direction of the wave vector ka(b)
for the probe field Ea(b), and transverse gradient opera-
tor ∇⊥a(b)

describes its diffraction perpendicular to ξa(b).

The linear susceptibility is denoted by χ
(1)
a(b), and the non-

linear ones are given by

χ(3)
a =

∫

dr′[χ(3)
aa (r− r

′)|Ea(r
′)|2 + χ

(3)
ab (r − r

′)|Eb(r
′)|2],

χ
(3)
b =

∫

dr′[χ
(3)
ba (r− r

′)|Ea(r
′)|2 + χ

(3)
bb (r − r

′)|Eb(r
′)|2].

In the limit of negligible Rydberg excitation decoherence
rate γ and balanced coupling Ωb ≈ Ωa = Ω, the nonlocal

third-order susceptibilities take the form

χ(3)
aa =

iσ0Γ0ΓaVaa(r− r
′)/8Ω2

(Γ2
a +Ω2)Vaa(r− r

′)− 2iΓaΩ2
· ρ2a, (3)

χ
(3)
ab =

iσ0Γ0(Γa + Γb)Vab(r− r
′)/16Ω2

(ΓaΓb +Ω2)Vab(r− r
′)− i(Γa + Γb)Ω2

· ρaρb,

(4)

where σ0 = 3λ2/2π and Γ0 respectively denote the ab-
sorption cross section and the natural linewidth of the
87Rb D2 transition, Γa(b) = Γ′

a(b) − i∆a(b) is the ef-

fective detuning with Γ′
a(b) the coherence decay rate of

the probe transition containing the contributions from
atomic spontaneous emission rate of the excited state and
the linewidth of the probe laser, and ρa(b) is the density

of 87Rb (85Rb) atoms.
In our system (see Fig. 1), the control light Ω is tightly

focused in the x, y direction, hence propagation effect of
the probe field Eb(r) is insignificant. Furthermore, in the
near-resonant regime |∆a(b)| ≪ Γ′

a(b), nonlinear absorp-

tion dominates the beam dynamics, where both diffrac-
tion and nonlocal response can be neglected [25]. With
these approximations, we finally arrive at a simple prop-
agation equation for the probe field Ea(r)

∂zEa(r) = i
[

χ(1)
a + χ(eff)

aa |Ea(r)|
2 + χ

(eff)
ab |Eb(r)|

2
]

Ea(r),

(5)

where the effective Kerr coefficients χ
(eff)
aa =

∫

dr′χ
(3)
aa (r−

r
′) and χ

(eff)
ab =

∫

dr′χ
(3)
ab (r−r

′) are obtained by integrat-
ing over the original nonlocal susceptibilities. For probe
field Ea(b) with a uniform transverse distribution, the so-
lution to Eq. (5) yields an analytical expression for the
intensity transmission of Ea

T =
(κa + κabIb)e

−(κa+κabIb)L

κa + κabIb + κaaIa
(

1− e−(κa+κabIb)L
) , (6)
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FIG. 3. On-resonance (∆a = 0) transmission as a function of
input Rabi frequencies Ea (a) and Eb (b) for Eb = 0 in (a) and
Ea/2π = 1.2 MHz in (b). The blue (lower) and red (upper)
dots are measured for different atomic densities ρa = 6.0×1010

cm−3, ρb = 3.2 × 1010 cm−3, L = 280 µm (blue dots), and
ρa = 4.2×1010 cm−3, ρb = 3.6×1010 cm−3, L = 273 µm (red
dots). The solid lines show theoretical model predictions with
Ωa/2π = 9.5 MHz, Γ′

a/2π = Γ′
b/2π = 3.6 MHz, and γ/2π =

300 kHz, while the error bars refer to standard deviation from
seven measurements.

with κa = 2Im[χ
(1)
a ], κaa = 2Im[χ

(eff)
aa ], κab = 2Im[χ

(eff)
ab ],

and L the longitudinal length of the atomic cloud. The
dependence of the transmission T on the input probe field
intensities Ia = |Ea|

2 and Ib = |Eb|
2 arise respectively

from the self-Kerr and cross-Kerr nonlinearities, which
are physical origins for the observed nonlinear absorption
phenomena.

To verify the above theoretical model, we measure the
on-resonance (∆a = 0) transmission as a function of in-
put probe fields Ea and Eb. For weak Rabi frequencies
Ea, Eb ≪ Ω, our model shows good agreement with ex-
perimental results (see Fig. 3). In general, both ground-
state atom densities and Rydberg excitation densities
contribute to the nonlinearities, which lead to distinct
dependence of self- and cross-nonlinear susceptibilities on

ρa and ρb, i.e., χ
(3)
aa ∝ ρ2a and χ

(3)
ab ∝ ρaρb [see Eqs. (3)

and (4)]. This suggests that the relative strength of the

nonlinear coefficient χ
(3)
aa /χ

(3)
ab can be tuned by varying

the density ratio of the two atomic species. As confirmed
in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), by decreasing ρa while keeping ρb
fixed, a notable decrease of the slope in the T -Ea curve is
observed, while the slope in the T -Eb curve experiences a
much smaller change.

The tunablility of the self- and cross-nonlinearity based
on manipulation of the density ratio demonstrated above
can be applied to a variety of settings. Here, as a con-
crete example, we theoretically demonstrate that a flex-
ible control of ρb/ρa can be harnessed to improve the
performance of a Rydberg-EIT based all-optical switch,
where transmitted state of the signal light (Ea) is con-
trolled by the switch light field (Eb) as depicted respec-
tively in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) for the on- and off-mode of
the switch. To realize such an optical switch, the probe
field Ea needs to be tightly focused within the control
field and the atomic ensemble. An efficient optical switch
should possess large extinction ratio 10 log(Ton/Toff) to-
gether with small insertion loss 10 log(1/Ton). Although

0 2 4 6 8
0

10

20

30
(c)(a)

switch

signal

signal
(b)

FIG. 4. (a) and (b) show schematics of the on- and off-mode
of an all-optical switch. (c) The extinction ratio for the pro-
posed optical switch as a function of insertion loss (deter-
mined solely by ρa here). For demonstration purpose, we as-
sume that the phase noise of two probe fields can be neglected
[i.e., Γ′

a/2π = Γ′
b/2π = 3 MHz] and Rydberg excitation has

a small decoherence rate γ/2π = 100 kHz. The calculations
are performed with L = 400 µm, Ωa/2π = 5 MHz, ∆a = 0,
∆b/2π = 4 MHz, Ea/2π = 1 MHz, and Eb/2π = 1 MHz [for
the off-mode shown in (b)].

such a switch can also be implemented in a single-species
Rydberg EIT medium with Ea and Eb of the same fre-
quency, a high extinction ratio from increasing atomic
density in this case, is always accompanied by inevitable
large insertion loss caused by enhanced self-nonlinearity.
In our dual-species gas ensemble, such a trade-off can
be significantly mitigated by generating unbalanced self-

nonlinearity χ
(3)
aa and cross-nonlinearity χ

(3)
ab with unbal-

anced densities ρa and ρb as demonstrated. The switch
performance for different density ratios are compared in
Fig. 4(c). For balanced densities ρa = ρb (such as the
case of single-species), large extinction ratio likewise al-
ways implies severe insertion loss. By increasing the den-
sity ratio ρb/ρa [43], improvements can be made, where
high extinction ratio can be achieved at relatively low
insertion loss. In the case of single-species, similar im-
provement occurs by choosing energetically far separated
Rydberg levels for the signal and the switch field respec-
tively [14–17], where an extra control field is required.

IV. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In conclusion, we have measured Rydberg EIT induced
cross-Kerr nonlinearity between two nondegenerate opti-
cal fields in an ultracold 85Rb-87Rb atomic mixture gas.
The analytical model we develope provides an intuitive
understanding of the nonlinear beam dynamics and is
in quantitative agreement with experiments. We have
demonstrated the tunability of the self-Kerr and cross-
Kerr nonlinearities by varying the density ratio of differ-
ent atomic species, and we have discussed their prospects
for implementing a quality all-optical switch. This work
highlights the ability of mixture Rydberg atom gas en-
semble for exploring quantum nonlinear optics. Extend-
ing current studies to large intermediate state detun-
ings, one can establish a system with efficient cross-phase
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modulation operating in the dispersive regime. By using
pulsed or tightly focused input fields, it is also possible to
realize temporal or spatial dark-bright soliton pairs [44],
where the tunable nonlinearity allows one to address the
interesting non-Manakov region [45]. Moreover, bring-
ing the system to the single-photon regime, e.g., by us-
ing a higher-lying Rydberg state, could open up several
new avenues, such as the construction of a single-photon
transistor and the study of multi-component photonic
Luttinger liquid [46].
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G. Rempe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 053602 (2014).
[16] H. Gorniaczyk, C. Tresp, J. Schmidt, H. Fedder, and

S. Hofferberth, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 053601 (2014).
[17] H. Gorniaczyk, C. Tresp, P. Bienias, A. Paris-Mandoki,

W. Li, I. Mirgorodskiy, H. P. Büchler, I. Lesanovsky, and
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