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Microwave(MW) fields with strong field strength, ultralow phase-noise and tunable polarization are crucial
for stabilizing and manipulating ultracold polar molecules, which have emerged as a promising platform for
quantum sciences. In this letter, we present the design, characterization, and performance of a robust MW
setup tailored for precise control of molecular states. This setup achieves a high electric field intensity of
6.9 kV/m in the near-field from a dual-feed waveguide antenna, enabling a Rabi frequency as high as 71 MHz
for the rotational transition of sodium-potassium molecules. In addition, the low noise signal source and
controlled electronics provide ultralow phase-noise and dynamically tunable polarization. Narrow-band filters
within the MW circuitry further reduce phase-noise by more than 20 dB at 20 MHz offset frequency, ensuring
prolonged one-body molecular lifetimes up to 10 seconds. We also show practical methods to measure the
MW field strength and polarization using a simple homemade dipole probe, and to characterize phase-noise
down to -170 dBc/Hz with a commercial spectrum analyser and a notch filter. Those capabilities allowed us to
evaporatively cool our molecular sample to deep quantum degeneracy. Furthermore, the polarization tunabil-
ity enabled the observation of field-linked resonances and facilitated the creation of field-linked tetramers1,2.
These techniques advance the study of ultracold polar molecules and broaden the potential applications of
MW tools in other platforms of quantum sciences.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultracold polar molecules3,4 offer a unique platform
with broad applications in quantum simulation5,6, quan-
tum computation7–9, quantum chemistry10,11, and test-
ing fundamental symmetries of nature12. One major
challenge for studying these molecules arises from two-
body inelastic collisions occurring at small intermolec-
ular distance13. Key techniques for producing a col-
lisionally stable quantum gas of dipolar molecules in-
volve engineering a repulsive inter-molecular potential
with a strong, circularly polarized, blue-detuned MW
field14–19(optionally augmented with a linearly polarized
field20–22) or a strong dc electric field23–25. This greatly
extends molecular lifetimes, enabling efficient evapora-
tive cooling of molecular gases to deep quantum degen-
eracy17,20,21. Moreover, the elastic and inelastic scat-
tering rate of MW-shielded polar molecules can change
by orders of magnitude when the intermolecular poten-
tial host bound states thereby scattering resonances oc-
cur. The position of these resonances depend on MW
rabi frequency, detuning and polarization ellipticity of
the MW field. Our ability to precisely and dynamically
tune these MW parameters has facilitated the observa-
tion of the scattering resonances, called field-linked res-
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onances1, leading to subsequent production of ultracold
weakly bound tetramers2. Those results open up excit-
ing possibilities in exploring exotic quantum phases in
MW-shielded polar molecules with a large shielding core
and strong dipolar interactions21,26–34

A straightforward approach to generate circularly po-
larized MW field without significant tunability is to use a
single helical antenna17,35. However, the metallic compo-
nents in a typical cold-atom apparatus have separations
on the order of MW wavelengths, leading to undesirable
reflections of MW fields that results in uncontrollable po-
larization distortions. One can also synthesize a MW
field with tunable polarization by coherently superimpos-
ing two orthogonal linearly polarized subfields. Anten-
nas with dual excitations have been used to generate cir-
cularly polarized MW fields for applications in telecom-
munications36,37, nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center38,39, and
Rydberg atoms experiments40. In the field of ultracold
molecules, configurations of phased array composed of
four helical antennas16, four loops18, and two loops21

have been utilized to produce circularly polarized fields,
effectively shielding CaF, NaCs and NaRb molecules, re-
spectively. Here, we demonstrate a conceptually simple
rectangular dual-feed waveguide antenna capable of pro-
ducing a near-field intense field with polarization that can
be tuned within microseconds timescale. This has been
essential for the dynamical control of the intermolecular
potential of MW-shielded 23Na40K molecules1,2,26.

Another critical requirement for efficient MW shield-
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Figure 1: (a) Sketch of the experimental setup. The
dual-feed rectangular waveguide antenna, positioned 5
mm below the glass cell, radiates circularly polarized
microwave. Molecules are in vacuum inside the glass
cell. Details on the choice of antenna geometry is
provided in main text. The hole at the rear end allows
the imaging beam to pass through and address
molecules. (b) Dressed state configuration of 23Na40K.
The σ− polarized MW field couples |J = 0,mJ = 0⟩
and |J = 1,mJ = −1⟩, forming the dressed states |+⟩
and |−⟩. The remaining states in |J = 1⟩ manifold act
as spectator states, denoted as |0⟩. Because the MW is
blue-detuned by ∆ relative to the transition frequency
at 5.64 GHz, molecules predominantly occupy the |+⟩
state. (c) Adiabatic intermolecular potential curves for
selected dressed state combinations. Molecules in the
|+⟩ state experience the repulsive potential at short
range and are therefore shielded from sticky collision13.
Residual losses arise when the molecules either tunnel
through the repulsive barrier(two-body) or transition to
lower lying unshielded dressed states (one-body)17.

ing is ultralow phase noise, as the one-body decay of
MW-shielded molecules into unshielded states is directly
proportional to the power spectral density at offset fre-
quencies from the carrier on the order of the effective
Rabi frequency16. Typical commercial signal sources
can generate MW signals with phase-noise at a level of
−150 dBc/Hz at a 10 MHz offset frequency, this results
in one-body lifetimes of about 500 ms for MW-dressed
molecules16,17. The phase-noise of a MW can reach be-
low -170 dBc/Hz via photonic-generation of the signal
from a narrow-line frequency comb41 and can be pushed
to below -190 dBc/Hz by using a Sapphire loaded cavity
oscillator42. However, these advanced setups are com-
plex and costly, making them impractical for widespread
application. Characterizing MW sources with such low
phase-noise presents additional difficulties. The measure-
ment background of typical commercial spectrum analyz-
ers is limited by the noise of the reference local oscillator,
typically around -150 dBc/Hz at large offset frequencies.
In this work, we present a practical framework for the

design and optimization of MW antennas, with calibra-
tion procedures employing a home-built probe. We also
present a simple method to measure ultralow phase-noise
down to -170 dBc/Hz level, essential for shielding ultra-
cold polar molecules, using a commercial spectrum anal-
yser and a home-made notch filter. The paper is orga-
nized as follows: Section I details the antenna design con-
sisting of simulations and tests with a highly directional
dipole probe capable of measuring MW field polarization.
In section II, we present our control electronics that en-
able dynamic control over field strength and polarization.
In section III, we introduce a technique to characterize
phase-noise using a notch filter that allows to surpass
the standard noise limit of spectrum analyzers. Finally
in section IV, we demonstrate optimized MW shielding of
dipolar fermionic 23Na40K molecules with the MW field.

II. ANTENNA DESIGN

The blue-detuned MW field couples the ground state
to the first rotationally excited state and dresses the
molecules into the upper dressed channel, |+⟩ (see
Fig. 1b). When two molecules in |+⟩ state approach
each other, they reorient perpendicular to the intermolec-
ular axis and experience a repulsive potential at short
range (≈500 a0, see Fig. 1c), effectively shielding the
molecules from inelastic losses. Residual losses in the
MW-shielded molecules arise from two main mechanisms.
First, pairs of molecules in the upper dressed channel
can undergo quantum tunnelling to lower-lying dressed
states. Increasing the MW Rabi frequency enlarges the
energy gap between dressed potentials, raising the bar-
rier for such tunnelling and thereby suppressing this loss
channel. This necessitates a strong MW field for ro-
bust MW shielding. The second mechanism is single-
molecule transitions from |+⟩ to the unshielded |0⟩ or |−⟩
dressed states. These unwanted transitions are driven
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Figure 2: (a) Spatial distribution of on-axis MW field
strength for a single feed. We show the the position of
the dummy glass cell and electrodes as well as the
nominal position of the molecules as gray background,
solid and dashed lines, respectively. Blue (orange) data
points are measured without (with) glass cell in place.
The blue (orange) line is the simulated field strength
without (with) the glass cell. The dashed line is the
Gaussian beam approximation from Eq. 1. Insets show
a two dimensional cut of the field strength distribution
with and without the glass cell. (b) Relative MW field

strength Ẽ = Ei/max(Ei) for each feed i ∈ {1, 2} at 22
mm distance from the antenna opening as a function of
azimuthal angle θ, without the glass cell. The maximum
and minimum field strengths yield extinction ratios of
7.5 and 10.9 for feed 1 and 2, respectively. Blue (orange)
dots correspond to feed 1 (2), dashed curves are fits to

the function max(Ẽi)× | cos(θ + ϕi)|+min(Ẽi),
yielding offset phases of ϕ1 = 97.6° and ϕ2 = 8.7°. The
results confirm near-linear polarization and a π/2
phase difference between the two feeds.

by MW power spectral density at red-detuned offset fre-
quencies, particularly near an offset of effective Rabi fre-
quency. Reducing the MW power spectral density at
these frequencies suppresses the one-body loss channel
as well16 (see Fig. 1b). Together, these considerations
impose stringent requirements on achieving strong MW

B
AT15-03W

R
C

R

f<800 Hz

Carbon wire

V

200 mm

18
m

m

0 50 100 150 200 250
Field strength E (mV/cm)

0

50

100

150

200

250

Pr
ob

e
re

ad
in

g
V

(m
V)

a

dc

b

Figure 3: (a) Circuitry of the probe. Circuit consisting
of dipole antenna, a diode and low-pass filter to convert
the RMS field strength to a dc voltage and a 20 cm long
carbon wire to physically separate the probe from the
metallic connector and measuring device (schematic is
adapted from Ref.43). (b) Image of the probe attached
to a rotational mount to measure polarization purity of
an electric field. (c) Calibration of the probe in an
anechoic chamber. The probe response is plotted
against the simulated electric field strength at a
distance of 36 cm from an open-ended rectangular
waveguide (antenna). Data points represent
measurements at various input power levels. The RMS
value of the electric field strength was simulated based
on the known antenna geometry and measured probe
distance. The solid line represents a fit to the data,
described by Eq. 4 with the parameters described in the
main text. (d) Image of the calibration setup consisting
of the waveguide antenna and probe in it’s far field,
inside anechoic chamber at TUM.

fields with ultra-low phase noise.

The waveguide antenna is integrated into a setup in-
volving a quantum gas of 23Na40K molecules in their
rovibrational ground state. To achieve a collisionally
stable gas, these molecules are dressed (Fig. 1b) with
ω ≈ 2π×5.64 GHz (λ = 53 mm), circularly polarized
MW field14,17. Our experiments take place inside a typi-
cal apparatus for cold atoms and molecules within a glass
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cell with broad optical access, placed inside a set of coils
enabling magnetic field control. This imposes a mini-
mum distance of about 17 mm between the antenna and
the molecules. Furthermore, the glass cell is surrounded
by various metallic surfaces and houses four steel rods
used for generating static electric fields. This environ-
ment leads to strong distortions of the electromagnetic
field emitted by the antenna.

In the light of the these limitations, we opted for a
rectangular waveguide design that features two orthogo-
nal feeds, depicted in Fig. 1a. The MW field is emitted
preferentially perpendicular to the opening of the waveg-
uide, allowing us to generate high field strength at the po-
sition of the molecules. The dimensions of the waveguide
are chosen to support only the lowest transverse electric
(TE10 and TE01) but not the lowest transverse magnetic
(TM11) mode at the target frequency of ω = 2π×5.643
GHz. The cutoff frequencies for the respective TMn,m

and TEn,m modes are ωc
m,n = πc×

√
(m/w1)2 + (n/w2)2,

where w1 and w2 are the widths of the waveguide44.

Feed 1 and 2 excite predominately the TE10 or TE01

mode, respectively, leading to two orthogonal, near-
linearily polarized radiation fields as shown in Fig. 2b.
They can be added coherently with appropriate relative
phase and strength to achieve arbitrary MW polariza-
tions. The length of each feed is λ/4 ≈ 13 mm and has
been fine tuned to match the input impedance by mini-
mizing the return loss. Optimal coupling to the waveg-
uide is achieved by placing the feed 1 (2) at the anti-node
of the TE10 (TE01) mode, whose wavelength inside the

waveguide λ′
1(2) = λ/

√
1− (ωc

1,0(0,1)/ω)
2 depends on the

cutoff frequency.

Employing numerical simulations using COMSOL with
the glass cell, we found the optimal widths of 38 mm
and 32 mm. The lower cutoff frequencies for feed 1 (2)
are 3.94 GHz (4.68 GHz), while the TM11 only gets ex-
cited above 6.12 GHz. The optimal distances of the feeds
from the rear-end of the antenna are d1 = 18.6 mm and
d2 = 23.9 mm. This optimized rectangular geometry
balances the trade-off between placing the two feeds too
close, where capacitive crosstalk between them becomes
significant, and too far apart, where the coupling to the
waveguide mode near the aperture becomes inefficient.

These simulations also revealed that the near-field gain
can be further improved by adding a 10 mm flange around
the opening of the waveguide, which effectively focusses
the electromagnetic field (see inset of Fig. 2a). The dis-
tance between the molecules and the antenna opening is
about 22 mm, meaning the antenna sits 5 mm below the
glass cell.

The final design for the MW antenna is depicted in
Fig. 1a. Note that the rear plate of the antenna incorpo-
rates an aperture to permit a laser beam to pass through
and address the molecules. Before employing involved
numerical simulation, we performed a preliminary and in-
structive analysis of the field strength by Gaussian beam
approximation and finally, verified our findings in a test

setup. Both will be described in the subsequent sections.

A. Gaussian beam approximation

A good approximation of the radiation field in the
near-field of an antenna, which is emitting a total power
P , is that of a Gaussian beam45

E(r) =
E0√

1 + (r/zR)2
(1)

Here, r is the distance to the opening of the antenna.
The maximum field strength E0 =

√
4PZ0/(πw2

0), oc-

curs at an effective beam waist w0 =
√

G
2

λ
2π where

Z0 = µ0c is the vacuum impedance, G is the gain and the
corresponding effective Rayleigh range is zR = πw2

0/λ =
Gλ/(8π).
Then we obtain the optimum gain for maximizing the

field strength at a given distance d as

Gopt =
8πd

λ
(2)

which corresponds to an effective beam waist of
√

dλ
π .

The optimum peak field strength is given by

Eopt =

√
4PZ0

λd
(3)

The Gaussian beam model serves as a useful baseline
for qualitative optimization and more advanced numeri-
cal simulations when ω0 ≳ λ/4 and d ≳ λ/4, as shown
in Fig. 2a. The detailed simulation becomes necessary
to consider the effect of the metallic surrounding of the
antenna on the emitted field. In particular the flange and
the steel rods play an important role. Nevertheless, we
note that half widths of the waveguide, w1,2/2, optimized
by the COMSOL simulations are 19 mm and 16 mm, re-
spectively, which are reasonably close to the optimum
effective beam waist of 19.3 mm given by Eq. 2.

B. Near-field dipole probe

To verify the simulation results we created a test setup
that resembles the actual apparatus with molecules, con-
sisting of a glass cell, aforementioned steel rods and pair
of magnetic field coil holders. Due to the unavailability of
a commercial, compact MW field probe with satisfactory
directional sensitivity, we adapted the design from Ref.43

as depicted in Fig. 3a and 3b. The chosen length of the
dipole l, about λ/3 ≈ 18 mm, strikes a careful balance
between the sensitivity and spatial resolution of the mea-
sured MW field. This probe is engineered to sample the
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electric field of MW and convert it to dc signal using a
rectifying diode (BAT15-03W Schottky diode), followed
by a low-pass filter (RC design with resistor R = 100 kΩ
and capacitor C = 1 nF), resulting in a cutoff frequency
of 800 Hz (see Fig. 3a). To reduce potential disturbance
of the measured MW field by adjacent metallic connec-
tors, the dipole probe is connected using 200 mm long
carbon wires to a voltage meter. The probe has negligi-
ble crosstalk between the perpendicular and parallel axes,
with measured voltage ratio less than 1:1000. While the
specified maximum frequency of the rectifying diode is
12 GHz, we have tested that the probe works up to 15
GHz with its length tailored to the corresponding half
wavelength.

We have calibrated the probe’s response to the field
strength, expressed as the RMS value of the electric field,
E, by recording the voltage, V , while sweeping the input
power to open-ended rectangular waveguides. The input
power to the waveguide was measured using a 3 dB cou-
pler, and the corresponding electric field strength in the
far field of the radiators was obtained from a time-domain
full-wave simulation in CST MW studio. The probe was
then positioned at 36 cm and 13 cm distances from the
radiators, both in the far-field regime, and corresponding
voltage were measured. We repeat the measurement with
two different waveguide antenna as radiation sources, to
check for errors arising in the simulated antenna gain.

The correlation between the effective field strength and
the measured voltage is primarily influenced by the rec-
tifier diode’s behaviour. This diode exhibits a quadratic
response in the small signal regime and transitions to a
linear response in the large signal regime, as shown in
Fig. 3c. To represent this behaviour, we use an empirical
hyperbolic fit formula that models the probe’s response
curve sufficiently well,

(
V − V0

a

)2

−
(
E − E0

b

)2

= 1. (4)

From our data obtained by placing probe at 36 cm
distance from a rectangular waveguide, we extract E0 =
4.1(2) mV/cm, V0 = −43.7(3) mV, a = 44.4(1) mV,
b = 39.9(1) mV/cm. Fit of measured voltages at dif-
ferent distances from different radiators change the fit
parameters less than 5%.

For good precision, we performed the measurements in
an anechoic chamber, with all surrounding metal surfaces
covered with MW-absorbing materials (see Fig. 3d). This
reduces spatial non-uniformity of the MW field by min-
imizing reflections from metal surfaces. However, these
absorbent materials cannot be used in the actual exper-
imental setup with nearby high power laser paths. This
posses a safety risk as these materials degrade under high
laser intensities, producing burnt dust that risks contam-
inating the optics and the glass cell.

III. CONTROL ELECTRONICS

In order for the precise control of the MW power and
the relative phase between the two feeds, the control
electronics are central to our MW setup. The circuit
(Fig. 4a) begins with a Rohde & Schwarz SMA100B
MW signal generator exhibiting phase-noise of about -
155 dBc/Hz at 10 MHz offset frequency, followed by
a protective isolator and a controlled switch for accu-
rate and fast switching. The MW power is then split
into two nearly identical paths, consisting of a voltage-
controlled attenuator (VCA), a 30 dB gain pre-amplifier
(Erzia ERZ-HPA-0200-1800-3), a bandpass filter, and a
100 W power amplifier (Qualwave QPA-5600-5800-18-S)
with 20 dB gain. The path for feed 2 additionally includes
a voltage-controlled phase shifter (VCPS) that allows fine
tuning of the relative phase within 1 microsecond. The
bandwidth of the VCPS alone is about 30 MHz. The tun-
ing speed of the relative phase is mainly limited by a 1.9
MHz low-pass filter attached to the control voltage input
of the VCPS for suppressing high-frequency noises. The
narrow band pass filters between the high-gain low-noise
pre-amplifier and low-gain power amplifier are crucial to
generate 100 W MW power with ultralow phase-noise. It
attenuates phase-noise by more than 20 dB at 20 MHz
offset frequency. Despite the general advantage of po-
sitioning a filter subsequent to the last amplifier, this
approach is not feasible in our setup as the power am-
plifier output exceeds the filter’s maximum power rating
of 5 W. Hence, they are placed after the pre-amplifiers,
reducing phase-noise to thermal levels (Johnson-Nyquist
noise) before the power amplifier. As a result, most of
residual phase-noise in our system originates from the
power amplifiers. In order to minimize the total output
noise, the power amplifiers were custom made to exhibit
a low gain and to avoid internal switching power supplies.

Using 35 dB directional couplers we divert a small por-
tion of the signal after the power amplifier to our detec-
tion board (Fig. 4b). On this board, the MW power is
converted to voltage with a log power detector (Mini-
circuits ZX47-40+) and sent to a feedback loop with
proportional-integral (PI) gain. Together with the VCA,
the MW power inputs to the MW pre-amplifiers can then
be actively stabilized. The step response time of the
power feedback is about 10 microseconds. Small parts
of the power from the detection board are also used to
independently monitor the power levels with linear power
detectors (DHM124AA) and the relative phase between
the two feeds with a mixer (ZMX-8GLH).

Because the positions of the scattering resonances de-
pend on MW Rabi frequency, detuning and polariza-
tion ellipticity, stabilizing these parameters ensures re-
producible intermolecular interactions against both shot-
to-shot fluctuations and long-term degradation of MW
connectors. The fast response of the feedback circuit
suppresses MW intensity noise, preventing broadening of
the scattering resonances. This stabilization enables fast
and precise ramps of the microwave ellipticity across the
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Figure 4: (a) Control electronics for the MW setup. A control computer is used to program the signal source to
output a signal with constant frequency and amplitude. The control voltage to Voltage Controlled Phase Shifter
(VCPS) in path 2 as well as the reference voltages for the feedback loops are provided from arbitrary waveform
generators. (b) Schematic of the detection board. The detection board splits part of the signal after power
amplifier. One part is mixed with a signal from the other path to monitor the relative phase between the two feeds.
The rest of the power is fed into a logarithmic photodiode that outputs a voltage proportional to the RMS value of
the signal. A feedback loop (gray inset) is employed to steer the control voltage of the VCA, with reference input
provided by an arbitrary waveform generator.

resonance, allowing observation of field-linked tetratomic
molecules2.

IV. CHARACTERIZING PHASE-NOISE

Minimizing the phase-noise of MW source is critical
for long one-body lifetime of the molecules, especially at
a frequency difference from the carrier that matches the
effective Rabi frequency of the MW dressing field (see
Fig. 1c). MW power at these frequencies inadvertently
couple molecules to unshielded dressed states, leading to
loss. To prevent this, our setup includes narrow band-
pass filters which suppress the phase-noise away from
the carrier. An alternative method, the cross-correlation
technique, can reduce background noise to -185 dBc/Hz
but is complex and difficult to implement (see46 for de-

tails). Measurement of an improved phase-noise below
-150 dBc/Hz is also challenging due to the limited dy-
namic range of commercial spectrum analysers, as shown
in the green data in Fig. 5c. To surpass this limitation,
we direct the reflection from a narrow bandpass filter
(Qualwave QFB-5650.5-5651.5-13) to the spectrum ana-
lyzer (Agilent MXA N9020A) with a coaxial circulator
(QCC1523C-5000-6000-60-S-1, isolation 20 dB)(Fig. 5a).
This setup effectively acts as a notch filter (Fig. 5b) that
suppresses the carrier power while allowing the back-
ground noise to pass through47. This enables the mea-
surement of phase-noise levels as low as -170 dBc/Hz at
20 MHz offset from the carrier, as shown in the blue data
in Fig. 5c.
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Figure 5: (a) Setup for the phase-noise measurement.
The MW signal from the SMA100B source is amplified
by Kuhne KU PA 510590-10A amplifier and passed
through a band-pass filter QFB-5650.5-5651.5-13 before
being sent to another filter of same kind through
circulator QCC1523C-5000-6000-60-S-1. We divert the
reflection of the bandpass filter to the spectrum
analyser, effectively extending the dynamic range of the
analyser. (b) Transfer function of the ‘Notch filter’
comprised of the filter and the circulator. The reflected
power spectral density is -22 dB suppressed within the
pass band of the filter. This is measured with a vector
network analyser. (c) Phase-noise of the signal source
followed by amplifier and a bandpass filter with (blue)
and without (green) the Notch filter as a function of
frequency offset from the carrier. The carrier is
measured to be 10.25 dBm.

V. PERFORMANCE OF MICROWAVE SHIELDING

Aside from the simulations and primary tests with MW
probe outside the main setup, we have also tested the
performance of our MW setup with molecules.

To measure the field strength experienced by the
23Na40Kmolecules, we use the MW source to induce Rabi
oscillations between their ground state (J = 0) and the
first rotationally excited state (J = 1) with a rectangular
pulse. The maximum Rabi frequency (Ω/2π) measured
with our rectangular waveguide antenna is 71.1 (3) MHz
when 100 W of power is applied to each feed (Fig. 6a)
(amplifier output saturated), so far the highest Rabi fre-
quency reported in ultracold polar molecules systems. In

order to measure high-frequency Rabi oscillations, the
rise and fall time of MW pulses has to be short compared
to the Rabi period. We therefore removed the narrow
bandwidth bandpass filters from the MW path for this
measurement as their finite rise/fall time would otherwise
distort MW pulses. This Rabi frequency corresponds to
a RMS field strength of 6.9 kV/m as calculated from√
2|E⃗| = Ω ℏ/d. Here d represents the maximum pos-

sible transition dipole moments between the two lowest
rotational states and the value is given by d0/

√
3, where

d0 is the body-frame dipole moment of these molecules.
The reason for the factor of

√
2 in the above formula

is that the peak amplitude of a circular polarized field is√
2 times larger than in the linear case for the same RMS

field strength.

To analyse the minimum possible polarization elliptic-
ity of the MW, we measure different polarization compo-
nents of the field by comparing the transition strengths
from the |J = 0,mJ = 0⟩ state to different mJ levels in
first rotational excited state, |J = 1,mJ ∈ {−1, 0,+1}⟩.
States with different mJ are made non-degenerate by
hundreds of kHz by projecting them on an external mag-
netic field of 135 G, which is negligible compared to the
71 MHz Rabi frequency. Thus, to address individual mJ

states, we apply a weak MW field with a Rabi frequency
in the tens of kHz range. We note that at this MW field
strength, the quantization axis is defined by the dc mag-
netic field instead of the MW field.

We first assess the linearity of each feed by measuring

the three polarization components of the MW field Ω⃗i =
(Ωi,σ− ,Ωi,σ+ ,Ωi,π) for feed i ∈ {1, 2}. For a perfect linear
polarization in the plane orthogonal to the quantisation

axis (provided by dc magnetic field), normalised Ω⃗i =
( 1√

2
, 1√

2
, 0). Our measurements yield

Ω⃗1 = (0.594, 0.798, 0.1) and

Ω⃗2 = (0.77, 0.62, 0.15)

for feeds 1 and 2, respectively. These indicate near linear
polarization from each feed, with a small out-of-plane
component implying a tilt between MW and magnetic
field.

The total Rabi frequency of the MW field is given by,

Ωj(ϕ) =
√
Ω2

1,j +Ω2
2,j + 2Ω1,jΩ2,j cos(ϕ+ ϕ0,j), (5)

for j ∈ {σ−, σ+, π}, where ϕ is the relative phase between
the two feeds that we control with a phase shifter. Due to
small ellipticity of each feed, maxima of σ+ and minima
of σ− are offset by a finite phase. This phase offset is
accounted for by introducing a correction factor ϕ0,j .

To find the optimal condition for Ωσ± , we minimize the
transition strength of the orthogonal σ∓ component by
adjusting the feed amplitudes and relative phase. Sub-
sequently, we measure Ωπ and Ωσ± under these settings.
The tilt of the MW field is then calculated from these
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Figure 6: (a) Rabi oscillation of 23Na40K molecules between |J = 0⟩ and |J = 1⟩ is induced by strong MW field. We
measure the molecule number in |J = 0⟩ state after variable time. The solid line is fit to the sinusoidal oscillation
with frequency f = 71.1(3) MHz. Error bars in ND show standard error of mean of 3-5 iterations. (b) Measuring
transition strength of σ+ (blue), σ− (green), and π (orange) polarized MW field by driving transition between
|J = 0,mJ = 0⟩ and |J = 1,mJ = +1,−1, 0⟩ respectively. Error bars represent fitting error of individual sinusoidal
curve. The solid lines are fit to Eq. 5 for each polarization component. (c), (d), (e) Example decohering Rabi
oscillations of each polarization component at the minima of σ+, dashed line in (b). The fitted rabi frequencies are
0.16(2) kHz, 13.3(8) kHz and 1.16(4) kHz for σ+ (blue), σ− (green), and π (orange) MW driven transitions
respectively.

Rabi frequency measurements,

θ = tan−1
( Eπ

Eσ±

)
= tan−1

(Ωπ

√
2 TDMσ±

ΩσiTDMπ

)
(6)

providing the transition dipole moment (TDM) of each
transition. At 135 G external field, TDMs of selected σ+,
σ− and π components are 0.875 d0/

√
3, 0.989 d0/

√
3

and 0.789 d0/
√
3.

We determine a tilt angle of 8.6° between the MW and
the quantization axis (see dashed line in Fig. 6b) at the
optimal condition of σ−. In contrast, at the optimal of
the σ+ field, the measured tilt angle is 12°. The observed
disparity in these tilt angles arises because the two feeds
have unequal out-of-plane radiation component at the lo-
cation of the molecules. In addition, different feeds dom-
inate for the two opposite circular polarizations (σ±).

A. Optimized Microwave Shielding

Although our system can achieve Rabi frequencies up
to 70 MHz, two-body loss increases above 20 MHz due
to proximity to a field-linked scattering resonance that
supports a bound state in the intermolecular potential1.
Optimal MW shielding occurs when the MW is σ− po-
larised and is blue detuned from the J = 0 to J = 1
transition by 20 MHz at Ω = 20 MHz.

After preparing a sample of 20×103 23Na40Kmolecules
in their rovibrational ground state, the MW dressing field
is ramped up adiabatically with respect to the dressed
states’ energy gap in 100 µs. Afterwards, we hold the
molecular sample in a cross-beam optical dipole trap for
varying duration, followed by detection of the remaining
molecules using absorption imaging of the constituting
atoms. Because losses from evaporation can overshadow
the collisional loss processes, we minimize evaporation ef-
fects during the two-body loss measurement by preparing
the molecular sample at kB×400 nK in a kB×6 µK deep
cross dipole trap.
The evolution of the molecule number (ND) and the

average temperature (Tavg) of the sample as a function
of hold time t can be approximated using two coupled
differential equations

dND

dt
= −KTavgN

2
D − τ1BND − τNevND (7a)

dTavg

dt
= −

KT 2
avgND

4
− τTevTavg. (7b)

K is the temperature-independent two-body inelastic loss
coefficient. We account for the small evaporation effects
present in our system by introducing number and tem-
perature loss coefficients18,

τNev = f̄
2 + 2η + η2

2eη
, (8a)
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Figure 7: (a)Remaining molecule numbers ND after
variable holding time starting from low molecule density
where two-body loss is negligible. The solid line is an
exponential fit to the data with fitted one-body lifetime
9.6(11) s. (b) Remaining molecule numbers ND and
temperature at different hold times at high molecular
density. The solid lines are coupled fit to molecule
number and temperature evolution as discussed in main
text, Eq. 7 with f̄ = 92 Hz, U = kB× 3.6 µK.

τTev = f̄
η3

6eη
, (8b)

where f̄ is the averaged trapping frequency and η is the
ratio of average temperature Tavg and trap depth U . The
one-body loss rate, τ1B is measured in a similar exper-
imental sequence holding the sample at low molecular
densities where two-body loss rate is suppressed. The loss
curve can then be fitted by ND(t) = ND(t = 0) e−t/τ1B .
The ultralow phase-noise, maintained by our MW filters,
allows for τ1B = 9.6(11) s, as shown in Fig. 7b. Fixing the
value of τ1B in Eq. 7, we estimate the two-body inelastic
loss rate to be βin = KT0 = 9.0(6) × 10−13 cm3 s−1 at
400 nK temperature, which is in good agreement with
the theoretically calculated βin = 8.21 × 10−13 cm3 s−1,
indicating absence of significant technical loss processes.

VI. CONCLUSION

We demonstrated a simple, and systematic solution
to generate and characterize strong ultralow phase-noise
MW fields with tunable polarization ellipticity. Our sys-
tem is optimized for ultracold polar molecule experi-
ments, addressing the critical challenges of universal colli-
sional losses with potential application to other ultracold
atoms, molecules48,49, and NV-center50 experiments. By
generating a strong circularly polarized MW field with
tunable polarization and ultralow phase-noise of -170
dBc/Hz at 20 MHz offset frequency, our system enables
the stabilization of molecular samples and their manip-
ulation with unprecedented precision. These advance-
ments facilitated key breakthroughs, including evapora-

tive cooling to deep quantum degeneracy, observation of
field-linked resonances, and the creation of field-linked
tetramers.
Further improvements may include implementing

three-dimensional control of MW fields or double MW
shielding by adding a third feed20,21,51,52. The latter
was crucial for realizing Bose-Einstein condensates of po-
lar molecules20,21. The field strength can be further en-
hanced by focusing the field53, by building a high finesse
MW cavity54, with a MW jet55 around the glass cell, or
by placing the antenna inside the vacuum chamber closer
to the sample.
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