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The detection of few-photon signals in a broadband background is an extreme challenge for photon counting, requiring
filtering that accepts a narrow range of optical frequencies while strongly rejecting all others. Recent work [Zarraoa et.
al, Phys. Rev. Res. 6, 033338 (2024)] demonstrated that trapped single atoms can act as low dark-count narrow-band
photodetectors. Here we show that this “quantum jump photodetector” (QJPD) approach can also detect photon-level
signals embedded in strong sunlight. Using a single rubidium atom as a QJPD, we count arrivals of individual narrow-
band laser photons embedded in sunlight powers of order 10'” photons/s. We derive a rate-equation model for the
atom’s internal-state dynamics in sunlight, and find quantitative agreement with experiment. Using this model, we
calculate the channel capacity over a noisy communication channel when sending weak coherent states and detecting
them in the presence of sunlight, achieving a representative rate of 0.5 bits per symbol when sending 150 probe photons
per 10ms time-bin, embedded in 1 nW of sunlight (of order 10'°photons/s in the visible and near-infrared bands).
The demonstration may benefit background-limited applications such as daytime light detection and ranging (LIDAR),

remote magnetometry, and free-space classical and quantum optical communications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Detecting weak optical signals embedded in a broad-
band background such as scattered sunlight is a challenge
for many applications. Examples include daylight optical
communications'™, daytime photon counting light detection
and ranging (LIDAR)* and daytime adaptive optics using
laser guide stars®. Some strategies to deal with a high back-
ground level include the use of single-mode fibers for spatial
filtering®, frequency filtering”®, and statistical analysis”. Fre-
quency rejection of a broadband background requires filters
with very broad blocking ranges, and with narrow transmis-
sion windows around the signal’s frequency. Atoms, due to
their strong frequency selectivity, are a natural candidate to
build such filters, and have already proven useful as a means of
background filtering to increase the signal-to-noise ratios dur-
ing daytime operation!?. Despite advances in background
rejection, most space optical communications are still per-
formed during the night to reduce sunlight background. The
same happens in other applications such as remote magne-
tometry using mesospheric sodium!“>, currently only per-
formed at night, that would benefit from a detector immune
to this background. Daylight operation would provide contin-
uous observation of Earth’s magnetic field and shed light on
how it interacts with space weather'©.

In atmospheric sodium magnetometry, the sunlight back-
ground not only affects the detectors but also has an effect
on the sodium atoms themselves: it can depolarize the atomic
ensemble and lead to decoherence of the spin precession. Be-
sides magnetometry, there is a growing number of applica-
tions where understanding the interaction of blackbody ra-
diation (BBR) with matter is becoming important. For in-
stance, room-temperature BBR contributes to frequency shifts
in atomic clocks 18, limits the lifetime of Rydberg states! 21
and the states of molecules*® due to BBR absorption and
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FIG. 1. (a) Visual schematic of potential applied scenario: single-
photon signals from a satellite are detected using an atomic detector
(a single 87Rb atom) on top of a strong broadband background, e.g.,
sunlight. (b) Emission lines of 8’Rb with ground-state-connected
transitions at 420 nm, 780 nm and 795 nm (top) and sunlight spec-
trum after passing Earth’s atmosphere (bottom). Red solid line marks
the probe frequency at 780 nm. (c) Energy levels of 8’Rb with the rel-
evant probe- and sun-driven transition rates.

stimulated emission, generates attractive forces on atoms>24

and is a source of decoherence of matter waves in heated
enclosures>. Fewer works??27 have studied the interaction
of high-temperature BBR, such as sunlight, with atoms. In
this case, the BBR spectrum is distributed around optical fre-
quencies and therefore can directly drive atomic transitions, in
contrast to the low BBR temperature which contributes mainly
to atomic frequency shifts.

In this work, our results are twofold. We provide a quan-
titative model of sunlight-atom interaction that describes the
atom’s internal dynamics, and we demonstrate experimentally
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that a single-atom “quantum jump photodetector” (QJPD)%
can detect single-photon signals embedded in sunlight. The
paper is organized as follows. Section [[I] presents the single-
atom setup used as a QJPD and describes quantitatively the
coupling of sunlight to the atom in the laboratory. Section [[II
provides a model for describing the atom’s internal dynamics
under both sunlight and weak laser probe illumination. Sec-
tion [[V| presents experimental results using the QJPD for the
detection of signal photons embedded in sunlight, with both
initially coupled to a common spatial mode. Its background
rejection capabilities are quantified calculating the channel ca-
pacity, i.e., the rate at which information can be transmitted
over a noisy communication channel.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

In a previous work?®, we demonstrated a single-atom QJPD
for the detection of weak coherent light and quantified its
characteristics, including quantum efficiency and dark counts.
Our QJPD consists of a single ’Rb atom trapped by a
far-off-resonance trap (FORT) surrounded by four high-NA
lenses®Y, Tt measures photons by detecting quantum jumps
- changes between atomic states with different fluorescence
behavior, in our case between the F = 1 and F = 2 hyperfine
levels of the Rb 52Sy, ground state (hereafter |1), and |2),
respectively) - caused by photon absorptions (Figure T).

The experimental system is shown schematically in
The atom is loaded into the FORT, with trap depth
790 uK, cooled by polarization gradient cooling down to
20 uK and then optically pumped to |1) by a 27 ms duration
pulse tuned 3T to the red of the F =2 — F' = 3 transi-
tion, where I'y = 27 x 6.065 MHz is the transition linewidth.
It is then exposed to sunlight and probed for a duration of
fexp = 10ms. Sunlight can excite the atom via both the D
and D, transitions, whereas the probe is tuned to resonance
with the F = 1 — F' = 2 transition of the D, line, as seen
in [Figure Tc. The atomic state is then read out for 1 ms by
hyperfine-state selective fluorescence detection. For the ex-
periments presented here, the measured quantum jump effi-
ciency for single photon absorption is 1g; = 8.5(5) x 1073, a
factor of two higher than previous work?® due to better atom
localization in the trap.

Sunlight is coupled into a single-mode fiber (SMF) using
a collimator (Schifter + Kirchhoff GmbH 60FC-4-A6.2s-02)
mounted on a tracking LX200-ACF Meade telescope. The
light is brought to the lab via concatenated single-mode fibers
(Thorlabs 780HP) of lengths 35 m and 25 m, with a total trans-
mission at 780nm of 55 %. The Sun power coupled into
the SMF is monitored with a power meter (Thorlabs S151C)
that integrates the power over the entire spectrum with a
wavelength-dependent responsivity. The total irradiance of
the Sun, integrated over the whole spectrum, at a distance of
one astronomical unit is known as the solar constant>!, and its
average value is 1.361 kW /m?. Around 20 % to 30 % of this
is lost in the atmosphereZ, leading to the typical value of to-
tal solar irradiance at Earth’s surface of 1 kW/ m?. From that,
there are roughly 10mW of Sun power arriving to the colli-
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mator, given it has an input area of ~ 107> m?. Of those, on
bright days, the maximum total power coupled into the fiber
was around 6 uW at the telescope and around 3 uW at the lab.
Such low collection efficiency is expected due to the multi-
spatial-mode character of sunlight, of which only one mode
can be carried by the fiber?®. We note that even for starlight,
which has much greater spatial coherence, the efficiency of
coupling into SMF can be low, e.g., 0.45% in Sliski et al >3,
Here, we directly measured the spectral radiance in the lab
before focusing (right axis on [Figure 2) from which we will
later compute the transition rates at the atom position. The
integrated maximum Sun power after the optics, deconvolved
from the detector responsivity, is 1.38 pyW, which corresponds
to 51.2fW at 780 nm within the 6 MHz atom linewidth.
Sunlight and probe are combined and monitored using two
fiber 50:50 beamsplitters (BSs, Thorlabs PN780R5A2). The
"probe BS" splits the probe between monitoring in single-
photon avalanche detectors (SPADs) and the "Sun BS" where
it is combined with sunlight. The "Sun BS" splits the com-
bined light between monitoring and the atom chamber. The
power of the probe light was controlled by an acousto-optic
modulator before reaching the beamsplitters. Different sun-
light powers are obtained by combinations of three absorp-
tive neutral density (ND) filters (two NE10A and one NEO5A,
Thorlabs) placed before the Sun-coupling collimator. The
combined light was time-gated with a free-space shutter and
focused on the atom using one of the high-NA Ilenses.

Ill.  MODEL FOR AN ATOM INTERACTING WITH A
WEAK LASER PROBE AND SUNLIGHT

In this section, we use rate equations to describe the atom’s
internal dynamics driven by resonant photons from the probe
and sunlight that we later compare to the experimental results.
We also provide a quantitative analysis of the effect of off-
resonant photons by calculating AC Stark shifts due to sun-
light.

A. Rate equation with laser probe and sunlight

Sunlight contributes to driving the atomic transitions over
a broad spectrum. This results in net transition rates between
1) and |2) as shown in[Figure 1} The population N, of the |2)
state evolves under the influence of incoherent light or a weak
coherent laser driving in |2) as described by the rate equation

dN,
o = RioN1 — Ry, 1 N> (1)
t
If the atom starts in the state |1), the time evolution of the
population N, is

) Ri

Naf) = — 122
Ri2+Ry1

(1 _ e—(RH2+R241)t) ) 2)

The transition rates R;_,; under incoherent sunlight exci-
tation are calculated using the absorption rates given by the
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FIG. 2. Experimental setup and sunlight spectrum. (a) Sunlight and probe are combined using two fiber beam-splitters (BSs) before being sent
to the atom. (b) Sunlight is collected into a single-mode fiber using a collimator mounted on the tracking base of a telescope situated on the
roof of the building and sent to the lab via long fibers. (c) Comparison between the spectral radiance of sunlight past the Earth’s atmosphere
(yellow shaded curve) and the one measured in the lab before the chamber, shown in red. Two black vertical lines at wavelengths 780 nm and

795 nm are included for visual reference.

Einstein coefficients?)2, Neglecting stimulated emission, the
total rate Rf,—r, from F; to Fy is given by an absorption from
the initial state |J,, F;) towards any excited state |e) = |Je, F,)
with oscillator strength fF, r,, followed by spontaneous emis-
sionatarate I'y, T towards the final state |Jg, F f> with oscilla-
tor strength ng_’Ff.
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where c is the speed of light in vacuum, # is the reduced
Planck constant, @j,j, is the transition angular atomic fre-
quency between the states J, and J,, and p(®) is the spectral
energy density for blackbody radiation defined by Planck’s
law (energy per volume per angular frequency)
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The incident spectral energy density on Earth from the Sun
is given by Eq. (@) multiplied by the solid angle subtended
by the Sun as seen from Earth, times the frequency-dependent
transmission through the atmosphere. The energy density can
be more conveniently expressed in terms of the spectral ra-
diance B(A) = 2mv2p(®) (power per area per wavelength)
which is shown for reference in [Figure Ic and has value
around the Rb D lines of B (A780) ~ ITWm™2nm~!,

In our setup, the part of the Sun spectrum before focus-
ing ranges from 600nm to 1100nm (see [Figure 2¢). The
transitions 5S;,, — 6P/, at 421nm and 5S;/,, — 6P;/, at
420 nm, which are present in the Sun radiation, are not trans-
mitted through the fiber and therefore do not contribute to the
dynamics. The main transitions that can resonantly interact
with Rb atoms are the Dj-line at 795 nm and the D;-line at
780 nm, which overlap with the sunlight spectrum and for
which p(@p,) =~ p(®p,). In addition, the ratios I'y,;,/ a)]z Je
in Eq. (3) are equal for the D;- and D»-lines for Rb, which is
therefore factorized as a single factor I'y/ wg simplifying the
sunlight rates to
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The scaling rate in Eq. (3) is Ry = (7%c3 /ey ) po with pg =
Pat(@p)To being the energy density integrated over the atomic
linewidth at the angular atomic frequency @y = 27c/Ag. It
directly links to the Sun intensity at @y as po = I (@y)/c, and
thus to the power Py, (@) for a Gaussian beam intensity by
Po = 2Psun(@p) /Tw?,c where wy, is the beam waist at the atom
position. Finally, P(a), the solar power within the line at @y,
is related to the total power Py as Psyn (@) = K Py, where k
is defined in terms of the known solar spectral radiance: k¥ =
Bexp(A0)AL/ [y Bexp(A)dA and AA is the transition linewidth
in wavelength. The rate Ry can therefore be expressed linearly
with the total Sun power

21>

Ry=——
ha)g w2,

sun- (6)

The probe can be included in the model using an additional
rate as it only drives weakly the atom. Sending on average 7ipn
atom-resonant probe photons during the time ¢ with a quantum
jump efficiency nqy between the states |1) and |2) defines the
absorption rate

RPrObe = M
1—-2 t

(7

The theoretical efficiency 7q; depends on the coupling
strength of the atomic transition and the localization strength
given by the numerical aperture used to focalize the photons>%.,
It also depends on the spatiotemporal overlap of the incoming
photon with the atom radiation pattern. This efficiency can be
precisely calibrated experimentally, incorporating in a single
factor these effects>®. The total transition rates in Eq. (2) with

both Sun and probe photons are then Rj_» = R}"", +R11°r_°>bze
and RZ*)I = R;‘ﬂl .

The spectral radiance at the atom position By(A7g0) is in-
creased compared to the one at the fiber output B(Ass0) by
the focalization of sunlight in a waist wy; = 1.3pm by an
aspherical lens of focal length f; = 8mm. For a Gaussian
beam, they relate through the ratio of the beam waists as
Bat(A780) = (win/wat)zB(Mgo), where the waist at the lens in-
put is win = A780 1./ (TWar).

For the maximum spectral radiance at the fiber output
B(A30) = 4 x 107*Wm~2nm~! corresponding to Py, =



1.38uW, we get By (A730) = 5S0Wm 2nm~! and a rate Ry =
2.6 x 10*s~!'. 1In a typical experimental time window of
10 ms, this corresponds to about 260 scattering events.

B. AC Stark shifts induced by sunlight

So far we only considered the influence of the resonant
Sun photons on the internal dynamics. However, as the light
is tightly focused, we should evaluate the effect of the off-
resonant photons that could lead to light shifts. The situa-
tion is different from atomic clocks where most of the room-
temperature BBR is off-resonant with the relevant atomic
transition, which enables calculating the light shift with an
average static field plus small dynamic corrections 22033 For
sunlight, the spectrum overlaps with the Rb lines, leading to
light shifts of opposite sign. To evaluate the sunlight-induced
light shift, we use the full calculations of the light shift using
the dynamical polarizabilities*®. We compute the total shift by
summing the contributions at any angular frequency  for a
blackbody distribution at the Sun temperature 7 = 5800 K for
a given frequency-dependent atomic polarizability o(F,®)
for an atom in a hyperfine state F2

oo
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The energy density p(w) is scaled such that the total power
sent to the atom is equal to Py, in a waist of 1.3 um. This
includes all losses, from sunlight collection to transmission
losses towards the atom. Considering linearly polarized sun-
light to calculate the polarizability, and performing the inte-
gration of Eq. (8) gives 8Esg, , j1)/Poun &~ —27h x 30 Hz/uW.
The excited state presents Zeeman-dependent shifts, with a
maximum shift 3E5p3/2"2> /Pan = 27h x 285 Hz/uW for mp =
0. This leads to a maximum differential light shift on the
probe transition of 2zh x 315 Hz/uW. For the Sun powers
used in this work, this shift is small compared to the trap
depth and atomic linewidth. This comes from the fact that
the Rb lines are near the center of the Sun spectrum, experi-
encing light shifts that globally cancel. For instance, keeping
only the wavelengths larger than 800 nm in the BBR leads to
5E551/2_’|1>’;L>800nm/135un ~ —27h x 530 Hz/uW which is in-

deed higher than for the full BBR spectrum. Nevertheless,
the previous numbers are an over-estimation of the expected
shift. In practice, the off-resonant photons will also experi-
ence a chromatic focal shift due to the aspherical lens used
to focus the light, leading to a frequency-dependent reduc-
tion of the intensity at the atom that is expected to reduce the
light shifts. Note that considering an isotropic polarization for
sunlight only changes slightly the results. In that case, the
polarizability is scalar as the vector and tensor part average
to zero. The maximum differential light shift is 27/ x 220
Hz/uW, with small variations with the Zeeman states. As a
result, for rubidium atoms, the main contribution of sunlight
is therefore driving the atomic transitions with resonant pho-
tons.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we describe the detection of signal photons
embedded in sunlight, compare it to the presented model and
consider a realistic scenario for a communication link between
a satellite and the detector. Finally, using these results, we
calculate the channel capacity of a communication channel
using such a photodetector.

A. Coupling of sunlight to a single atom

The preparation-exposure-readout sequence described in
Section [[T]is repeated 200 times for each combination of sun-
light and probe photons to extract the probability and uncer-
tainty of the atom being in |2) after the exposure time.
shows experimental data of the runs when only sun-
light (black rectangles) is sent to the atom during the expo-
sure time. Experimentally, the Sun power is monitored by
measuring the total power sent to the atom Py,,. In this case,
the population of |2) after exposure with sunlight for a given
time, N;aCkgmund(t), can be fitted with Eq. with two free
parameters

N;ackground (1) = N;at,exp (1 _ e*hexpl’sunt) ) 9)

The fitted saturated population of |2) is Ny"“*P = 0.66(3).
The rate to reach this saturation under Sun illumination is
found to be bexp = 9(2) s~ 'nW 1.

By summing over all excited states in Eq. (3], we get the
predicted transition rates between the two hyperfine ground
states R{"", = (10/9)Ro and R3™, = (2/3)Ry. This leads to
a saturated population equal to N3*™ = (5/8) = 0.625, con-
sistent with the experimental result. The value 5/8 reflects
the fact that the Sun is driving multiple transitions between
hyperfine states with slightly different total transfer rates be-
tween |1) and |2) (10/9 compared to 2/3). Consequently, the
saturated population is mainly determined by branching ra-
tios.

We can calculate the expected rate as by = (R", +
R5™ )/ Psun using Eqgs. and @) Using the experimental
spectrum, we calculate the fraction k ~ 3.7 x 1073 of the Sun
power at the atomic transition out of the total Sun power, lead-
ing to Ro/Psun =~ 8.6 s~!nW~! and a theoretical rate towards
saturation by, = (16/9)Ro/Pan =~ 155~ 'nW~!, a 30 differ-
ence relative to the observation. The discrepancy can be ex-
plained in part by the wavelength-dependence of the high-NA
lens’ focal length, which makes impossible optimal focusing
of all the resonant light283%,

B. Detection of signal photons embedded in sunlight

For the rest of the experimental runs, the sunlight was
mixed with laser photons tuned to the Dy, F =1 — F' =2
transition, and the probability to find the atom in |2) under
this combined illumination was measured. shows
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FIG. 3. Sunlight combined with probe saturation curves. Data
points show the probability of the atom being in |2) after the ex-
posure time of 10ms and its uncertainty, for sunlight combined
with probe photons at 0 ph/10ms (black), 49(6) ph/10ms (blue) and
295(16) ph/10ms (red). Solid grey line show data fitted with Eq. (9)
with parameters NSat’eXp =0.66(3) , bexp = 9(2)nW~!s~!. Dashed
lines plot the theoretical expectation of Eq. (@) without any free pa-
rameters, where the rates were calculated using Eq. li with N;al’eXp
and bexp from the fitted Sun data, ngy = 8.5(5) x 1073 and corre-
sponding probe photon numbers for low probe (blue) and high probe
(red).

experimental points corresponding to sending laser signals of
49(6) ph/10ms (blue circles) and 295(16) ph/10ms (red tri-
angles). Solid lines show the probability of the atom ending in
|2) according to our model given the numbers of probe pho-
tons and the fitted Sun parameters N;"**" and bexp, showing
a good agreement between experimental data and our model’s
expectations.

To give some context for these numbers, we consider an
extreme background-rejection problem: a hypothetical space
probe flies near to the surface of the Sun, while sending laser
signals to an Earth-based telescope in the presence of full solar
background, as in [Figure Th. Assuming typical apertures for
satellite- and ground-based telescopes®” of A7 =5 x 10~ m?
and Ag = 0.8 m? for the transmitter and receiver, respectively,
and a link distance of about 1 AU (astronomical unit), the link
efficiency is Mk ~ 1 x 10714, If the probe emits a 1 W sig-
nal at A = 780nm, the flux of the collected probe photons on
Earth would be 400 photons/10ms. This is similar to our 295
probe photons case for which the signal is well distinguishable
from the solar background.

We now calculate the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the
QJPD when detecting signal photons mixed with sunlight
photons. It is defined using the quantum efficiency and num-
ber of sent signal photons, 7y and Nj;g, and the quantum ef-
ficiency and number of sunlight photons, 1, and Nye

SNR = M (10)
Nbgnbg

The QJPD has detection efficiency on the probe transition
Nsig = Nqu- It responds to sunlight photons within the 6 MHz
transition linewidth including all transitions causing a jump
from |1) to |2). From the total rate given by Eq. (5), we
already calculated R{"}, = (10/9)Ry, from which the probe
transition contribution is (5/12)Ry. As calculated in the previ-
ous section, the fraction of solar photons within the transition
linewidth is given by x ~ 3.7 x 1078, leading to a sensitivity
to background 7y, = (8/3) knqy. Taking the number of signal
photons from the previous example, Nyi; = 400ph/10ms, and
the number of solar photons in 1 nW, Npg =5 X 107 ph/10ms,
the SNR of the QJPD is 80.

For comparison, we consider a filtered detector con-
sisting of a narrowband filter with transmission 7(4),
maximum transmission Tyax, and bandwidth AA, used
before a broadband detector with quantum efficiency
Mder- In that case, the background sensitivity is 1y, =
TldetTmaxAAfBexp(A())/f()mBexp(A)dA = Kiilter Imax T)det TOT cON-
stant detector efficiency 1ge; across the solar spectrum, while
the quantum efficiency for signal is simply 7sig = Tmax Ndet-

For example, FADOF filters for Rb have achieved “ultra-
narrow” bandwidths (equivalent noise bandwidth or ENBW)
down to 1 GHZ3%?, giving Kjjer = 6 x 1076, with 70 % maxi-
mum transmission. Combining this filter with a detector (e.g.,
superconducting photon counters) with near-unit detection ef-
ficiency would achieve My = 4.2 X 107% and Nsig = 0.7. Tak-
ing as above Ny, = 400ph/10ms and Npg = 5 x 107 ph/10ms
leads to an SNR equal to 1 for this filtered detector, almost
two orders of magnitude below the performance of the QJPD
detector.

C. Channel capacity

Let us consider a communication scenario where informa-
tion is transmitted between a sender (bit X = 0, 1), for exam-
ple a satellite, and a receiver on Earth (bit ¥ = 0,1) in the
presence of sunlight background. In information theory, the
amount of received information over a classical noisy commu-
nication channel can be quantified using Shannon’s channel
capacity*” that maximizes, over the input probability distribu-
tion g = p(x = 1), the mutual information I(X;Y) between the
sent and received information

C=max, I(X;Y), (11)
where the mutual information is
p(ylx
1(X;Y) =Y p(x)p(yx)log, O, (12)
= p)

We calculate Eq. using the probability of detecting
signal photons p; = p(y = 1|x = 1) = N,, and the probabil-
ity of detecting background photons p, = p(y = 1|x =0) =
N;ad(gmund. shows the channel capacity. For in-
stance, a channel capacity of 0.5 bits/use is obtained for 150
probe photons in 10 ms in 1 nW of sunlight, where error cor-
rection codes via redundancy can be applied for transmitting
information*’. This motivates the use of an atomic photode-
tector for low-light detection in broadband background.
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FIG. 4. Calculated channel capacity for a binary communication
channel in presence of background photons for the atomic detector.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have demonstrated the background rejec-
tion capabilities of using a single atom, in our case 3'Rb, as
a photodetector. By measuring quantum jump rates, photon-
level signals can be detected with high fidelity even when em-
bedded in up to tens of nW of sunlight power. The atomic
dynamics driving the quantum jump rates are modeled using
Einstein rate equations to quantify transitions caused by reso-
nant sunlight. The model is found to agree well with experi-
mental data, and is used to further calculate a channel capacity
for the detection of optical signals in the presence of sunlight
background using a single atom as a photodetector. The AC
Stark shift caused by off-resonant background photons is cal-
culated and found to be on the order of a few hundreds of Hz
per uW of Sun power. This does not significantly contribute
to the internal population dynamics for rubidium atoms, but
can be relevant for atoms with narrower lines.

We studied the extreme case where the background is given
by sunlight. However, there are applications dealing with
lower background levels, as given by skylight, whose radi-
ance on clear days is a factor of 2000 lower in intensity than
sunlight*! significantly increasing the channel capacity
fure 9)

Frequency matching to the desired atomic transition is a
requirement of this technique, which can be fulfilled both by
tuning the emitter frequency or by tuning the light-shifts of
the atom in the trap, for instance using the excited-to-excited
state transition at 1529 nm for Rb atoms***% to compensate
Doppler shifts caused by a relative motion between emitter
and receiver™4>,

While we have used the QJPD for detection of classical sig-
nals, we note that closely-related techniques have been used
for quantum memory and can coherently store quantum infor-
mation encoded in photon polarization*®.

The model for sunlight-atom interaction is general and can
be applied to any atom by including the necessary transitions
for calculating the rates and the energy shifts. In particular,
our results for Rb can be directly applied for studying the in-
ternal dynamics of mesospheric sodium!? which have similar

hyperfine structure with D-lines at 589 nm.
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