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We use the Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH) technique to characterize the frequency stability of a microwave-frequency sur-
face acoustic wave (SAW) resonator-based sensor. The multi-mode acoustic resonator is integrated in a notch geometry
with a transmission line, all fabricated on Y-cut lithium niobate. We measure the amplitude and phase of the resonator’s
transfer function and the PDH signal across the resonator’s full spectral range. We use these measurements to empha-
size the differences between the PDH measurement and a standard Phase-Locked Loop (PLL) technique. As compared
to a PLL, we demonstrate that PDH is insensitive to phase error and exhibits a reduced Allan deviation of the center fre-
quency measurement, in each case by up to an order of magnitude. The method rejects spurious effects and background
frequency drift, demonstrating the enhancements possible with PDH-based measurements, which can be realized in a
wide range of microwave-frequency resonator-based sensors and devices.

Microwave-frequency resonators have established them-
selves as effective sensors across diverse scientific and indus-
try applications!=3. By converting changes in a physical quan-
tity into changes in frequency, they facilitate extremely pre-
cise and accurate measurements of parameters ranging from
temperature*, pressure>®, and strain’® to molecular compo-
sition®!?. The performance of these sensors primarily de-
pends on their sensitivity to external stimuli and the preci-
sion in measuring key spectral parameters, such as center
frequency and lineshape. A straightforward method to mea-
sure the center frequency fj involves driving the resonator
with an oscillator frequency f, swept across the resonance
using a network analyzer. The resonator’s amplitude and
phase response can then be analyzed to extract fy and the
linewidth. For real-time sensing, a Phase-Locked Loop (PLL)
is often employed, where the oscillator frequency is continu-
ously adjusted to maintain a constant phase of the signal re-
turning from the resonator'!. PLLs are widely used in sig-
nal generators and analyzers, high-frequency stabilizers, and
resonator-based sensors!'?. While effective in detecting the
center frequency, PLLs are susceptible to phase errors from
parasitic impedance and do not directly measure the spectral
linewidth. In contrast, the Pound-Drever-Hall technique is
well-established for stabilizing lasers to cavities and atomic
transitions'> and can overcome these limitations. Originally
developed for microwave measurements'4, PDH has been in-
strumental in several Nobel Prize-winning experiments. A
notable example is its application within the Laser Interfer-
ometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGO)'. Although
the technique was first introduced for microwave systems,
its use in modern microwave resonator applications has been
limited'®. In particular, it has not been explored for surface
acoustic wave (SAW) resonator-based sensors nor for micro-
electromechanical systems (MEMS) in general.

SAWSs are mechanical oscillations confined to the surface
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of crystals, extending about one wavelength below the sur-
face. On piezoelectric materials, SAWs can be generated us-
ing interdigitated transducers (IDTs), which convert electri-
cal signals to mechanical waves. SAW devices, operated in
the MHz-GHz range, are highly sensitive to changes in sur-
face conditions, including pressure, temperature, and chem-
ical species, enabling a wide range of sensing applications.
Their fast response time, high sensitivity, non-contact oper-
ation, compact design, and low power consumption, further
enhance their utility in both commercial and research appli-
cations!”. These characteristics have led to their widespread
use in biosensing18‘26, chemical sensing27‘29, environmen-
tal monitoring®*~33, and industrial process control®. Addi-
tionally, their capacitive coupling and small footprint also
make SAW devices exciting for hybrid quantum technolo-
gies, where they have been integrated with superconduct-
ing qubits***? and semiconductor-based hybrid quantum sys-
tems*>*8. As SAW-based quantum devices are anticipated to
play a role in advancing next-generation quantum technolo-
gies and sensors continued improvements in resonator design,
modeling, and real-time measurement techniques will further
enhance their capabilities.

In this paper, we present PDH measurement of a SAW-
based microwave resonator. We measure the amplitude and
phase of the resonator transfer function and the PDH signal
across the spectrum of the multi-mode SAW resonator, char-
acterizing its resonances. We show that PDH is able to sensi-
tively detect the effects of spurious resonator modes, which is
a challenge for conventional techniques. PDH can also sup-
press the response to these spurious acoustic modes via a care-
ful choice of the excitation signal. We show that PDH outper-
forms PLL by effectively suppressing parasitic influences in
the measurement of the resonator frequency. PDH achieves a
better Allan deviation, revealing that the resonator frequency
is intrinsically more stable than a PLL indicates.

PDH sensing is carried out by driving the device under test
with a carrier signal at frequency f, which is frequency modu-
lated at f,, (see Fig. 1 (a,b). When the FM signal interacts with
the resonator, it acquires amplitude modulation (AM) that de-
pends on the offset of the carrier frequency f from the res-
onator frequency, fo. The AM signal is typically measured
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FIG. 1. (a) Time-domain representation of a frequency-modulated (FM) microwave input (red), detuned from the resonator center frequency,
fo, interacting with a resonator and resulting in amplitude modulation, (blue). Demodulation of the signal can be performed through a square-
law detector, at f;,, or via the modulation analysis (MOD) option of a Zurich Instrument lock-in.(b) Frequency-domain representation of the
input FM signal (red) interacting with a resonator (black), resulting in an amplitude-modulated output (blue). (c) PDH observable, yppy,
versus frequency offset f — fo, which can be used as an error signal in a feedback loop for resonance tracking. (d) Functional diagram of the
PDH feedback loop using a Zurich Instruments Microwave Lock-in: MOD extracts the error signal, PID minimizes it by adjusting the carrier

frequency, and the updated FM drive is fed back to MOD.

with a power detector. Demodulating this signal at f;, yields
the PDH observable, yppy, which enables an accurate mea-
surement of f — fp.

In the microwave domain, the FM signal generation has
traditionally relied on analog modulators, while the result-
ing AM can be detected using analog power detectors. The
relatively limited dynamic range of these components can
challenge precise PDH measurements. With the advent of
fully digital, FPGA-based lock-in amplifiers, implementing
the PDH technique in the microwave regime has become con-
siderably more straightforward and robust. The FM signal can
be generated using multiple digital oscillators to produce the
three-tone spectrum required for PDH, comprising of the car-
rier, lower sideband (LSB), and upper sideband (USB). The
resulting AM can be extracted through two sequential de-
modulations (“double demodulation"). In this work, however,
we detected each of the three tones (carrier, LSB, USB) in-
dependently, a method we refer to as direct detection. This
method improves upon double demodulation, as it eliminates
the bandwidth constraint on the first demodulation stage, al-
lowing broader flexibility in the choice of modulation fre-
quency f,.

We construct the amplitude of the PDH observable, yppg,
from the in-phase (X) and quadrature (¥) components of the
three demodulated tones (carrier, LSB, USB),

e))
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yeoux = Xo(Xu +Xr) +Yo(Yu + Y1)
yeory =Yo(Xo —Xv) —Xo(YL —Yu),

where Xy (Yp) is the in-phase (quadrature) component of the
carrier tone, and Xy (Yy) and X, (Y7) are the components of
the USB and LSB, respectively. The experiments utilized a
Zurich Instruments GHFLI, a fully digital, FPGA-based lock-
in amplifier equipped with two signal inputs, eight oscillators,

and eight demodulators, covering DC to 1.8 GHz. The digital
oscillators generated the FM spectrum, while the parallel de-
modulators enabled direct detection. This all-digital approach
substantially enhances dynamic range and measurement sta-
bility compared to traditional analog modulation and detec-
tion schemes.

The device package, shown in Fig. 2 (a), features a printed
circuit board (PCB) having a central transmission line and an
outer ground plane, mechanically secured to a copper housing
via four 2-56 screws. The transmission line is soft-soldered to
the central pins of the SMA connectors on both sides, which
serve as the input and output signal channels for the SAW
device. A rectangular slot in the center of the PCB accommo-
dates the lithium niobate (LiNbO3) chip containing the SAW
device. The acoustic device consists of a SAW resonator gal-
vanically connected to the central transmission line and one
of the two parallel ground planes of a coplanar waveguide
(CPW), as depicted in Fig. 2 (b). The on-chip CPW and PCB
transmission lines are linked by aluminum wire bonds, en-
abling coupling with the external electrical network for mea-
surements. The SAW resonator, shown in Fig. 2 (¢), features a
central interdigitated transducer (IDT) and two acoustic Bragg
mirrors positioned symmetrically on either side of the IDT,
separated from the IDT by 110 pum, corresponding to free
propagation distance of 32 SAW wavelengths. All on-chip
components, the IDT, mirrors, transmission line, and ground
planes, are fabricated from aluminum on a Y-cut LiNbO3 us-
ing standard photolithography and thermal evaporation. The
device geometry was designed!”*” to generate SAWs having
a wavelength of 3.44 um and a multimode spectrum centered
at a frequency of 1.046 GHz.

We measured the transmission S;; of the SAW device
at room temperature using the GHFLI lock-in amplifier, as
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FIG. 2. (a) SAW device enclosed in a copper housing with two SMA
connectors. The device package includes a custom PCB featuring a
central transmission line and surrounding ground planes. The trans-
mission line on the PCB is SMA containerized on both sides, form-
ing the input and output ports. A central rectangular slot in the PCB
securely holds the SAW resonator chip. (b) Zoomed-in microscope
image of the device, showing the SAW resonator galvanically con-
nected between the center trace and one of the ground planes of a
CPW. (c) Zoomed-in false colored microscopic image of the SAW
resonator showing the central IDT (yellow) and two acoustic Bragg
mirrors (brown), each 110 um from the IDT. All structures are alu-
minum on Y-cut LiNbO3.

shown in Fig. 3 (a). As expected, the amplitude spectrum
shows multiple resonant modes, evident as dips, highlighted
by dashed lines. The corresponding phase response, after be-
ing corrected for the cable delay, is displayed in the inset.
For each resonance, the phase exhibits an increase of ~ 5°,
to which a PLL will be locked later for comparison. The re-
sponse in Fig. 3 (a) is equivalent to that obtained with a con-
ventional network analyzer. Along with the distinct dips at the
SAW resonances, a pronounced asymmetry in the lineshape is
observed. This is attributed to the occurrence of Fano inter-
ference, which arise from the interaction between the discrete
resonant modes and continuum background states>®. In our
acoustic device, this interference can arise from both phononic
and electromagnetic interactions*'>!. As shown in Fig. 3 (b),
we also measured the PDH signal from the device, where
the resonator is simultaneously excited with a carrier at fre-
quency f and FM sideband tones f & f,;. The modulation
frequency f;,, was 200 kHz for this initial measurement, and
yppy exhibits zeros at the SAW resonances, aligning well with
the dashed lines at the minima of the transmission amplitude
spectrum (cf. Fig. 3 (a) and (b)). From the PDH signal (see
Fig. 3 (b)), it is evident that the technique is sensitive to fine
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FIG. 3. (a) Transmission spectrum (S17) of the SAW resonator using
a lock-in amplifier, showing resonant dips (dashed vertical lines). In-
set: Corresponding phase response. (b) PDH observable of the SAW
resonator, recorded at f,;, = 200 kHz, with zero crossings at the SAW
resonances. The PDH measurement also reveals fine 719 kHz oscil-
lations not apparent in the S>; amplitude or phase response. (¢) PDH
signals with (f},) set to integer multiples of 719 kHz, demonstrating
suppression of the spurious oscillatory features.

spectral features that are not obvious in either the amplitude or
phase of the transmitted carrier. The most apparent feature is
the periodic oscillation in yppy with a period of 719 kHz. This
spurious signal arises from interference between the acoustic
field confined within the SAW resonator and an unintended
field that leaks through the Bragg mirrors, reflects off the sub-
strate edge, and re-enters the resonator. The oscillation period
is consistent with the relevant dimensions and properties of
the substrate. In sensitive experiments, such unwanted fea-
tures often plague the measurement and obscure the resonator
signal of interest. To suppress such spurious modes, acoustic
dampers can be applied to the substrate, away from the res-
onator, to absorb the stray energy propagating outside the res-
onator and prevent its reflection into the device. PDH offers a
convenient method for mitigating the effect of these reflected
modes without incorporating any tedious mechanical modifi-
cation to the device. By setting the modulation frequency f,
to an integer multiple of 719 kHz, the separation between the
carrier and sidebands matches the periodicity of the unwanted
signal. Because yppy is derived differentially from the three
tones, oscillations with this periodicity should cancel. Fig-
ure 3 (c) shows the PDH signal recorded for f,, = 719 x n kHz,
where n = 1,2,3, confirming that the spurious features are
effectively suppressed. To directly compare the accuracy of
the PLL and PDH estimates of the resonator center frequency
fo, both systems were operated simultaneously as shown in
Fig. 4. A PLL was established based on the phase of the tone
at the oscillator frequency f, locked to the SAW resonator at
fo = 1054 MHz. Therefore, the PLL estimate of the center
frequency is fo prz = f. Simultaneously, yppy was measured



(a)
¥ o0
X
>
[}
&
S =100
o
g
LqL — fD,PLL
(b)
o
X
>
(9]
c
$ —100
o
g
2 fo, PoH
20 40 60 80 43 44 45
Time (s) Time (s)

FIG. 4. PLL versus PDH response to microphonic noise induced
externally by mechanically tapping the connected coaxial cables. (a)
PLL estimate fq p7;. exhibits large frequency jumps (= 100 kHz) and
slow drifts, (b) PDH estimate fp ppy shows smaller spikes (< 50
kHz), rapid recovery, and negligible drift.

using the same oscillator at f along with two additional tones
generated by the GHFLI’'s AM/FM Modulation (MOD) op-
tion at f & f,,. The three tones were demodulated at f and
f % fm, and the resulting signals were used to construct yppg.
The PDH estimate of the center frequency (fo pp#) was deter-
mined from the yppy using,

3)

fo.ppr = f— YPDH
YPDH

where dyi]z; - = 7.3 kHz/V? represents the slope of f vs. yppp.

This slope was obtained by sweeping the PLL lock point by
40.2° and measuring the corresponding frequency shift. As
long as the PLL maintains f near the resonance midpoint,
where yppy varies linearly with frequency, the PDH estimate
remains independent of any residual offset between f and fj.

To test the susceptibility of PLL and PDH to phase errors,
we externally disturbed the system to perturb the phase of
the measured signal and observed the response. A metal rod
weighing 77.5 g was dropped from a height of 0.2 m approx-
imately every 5 s onto the coaxial cable connected to the res-
onator enclosure to induce microphonic noise’>. The SAW
resonator itself is small and rigid, with no mechanical res-
onances near the induced vibration frequencies (< 1 kHz).
In contrast, the coaxial cables are flexible and possess low-
frequency vibrational modes. Such perturbations cause slight
motion of the cables, connectors, and internal wiring within
the SAW resonator enclosure, thereby modulating their par-
asitic capacitance. This, in turn, alters the phase of S and
consequently fo prz. Importantly, this disturbance is expected
to perturb only the phase through parasitic effects, without di-
rectly influencing the true resonant frequency fj.

Fig. 4 illustrates the contrasting responses of the PLL and
PDH systems to these microphonic perturbations. As ex-
pected for the phase-sensitive PLL measurement, fy pr; ex-

hibits discrete jumps of ~ 100 kHz, followed by slow re-
laxational drifts (see Fig. 4 (a)). In contrast, foppy shows
minimal drift, smaller transients (< 50 kHz), and significantly
faster recovery from the disturbances (see Fig. 4 (b)). Com-
pared to the PLL record, the PDH trace remains nearly free
from frequency variations caused by the external perturbation.
This behavior confirms that fy ppy provides a more accurate
and robust estimate of the acoustic resonator’s intrinsic center
frequency fo than does fo prr.

(a)
~1.0542]
T
€ 1.05401 A A N
I
T 1.0538
g — PLL
£ 1.0536 PDH
0 20000 40000 60000 80000
b Time (s)
(b) 105
—e— PLL
_ PDH
N
z
D‘ 1034
<

102 10! 10° 10' 102 10°® 10°

FIG. 5. PLL versus PDH frequency measurement stability. (a) Time
traces of the tracked resonance frequency by PLL (blue) and PDH
(orange). (b) Allan deviation (AD) of the same data verses averaging
time 7, illustrating that PDH is over an order of magnitude quieter
than PLL for 7 > 0.02 s.

The stability of a resonator is commonly characterized us-
ing the Allan deviation (AD)>*%*, which quantifies the fre-
quency stability as a function of averaging time 7. The AD is
usually computed over several decades in 7 and is defined for
a time-dependent observable y(t), as,

| Mol )
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i=0

where y; = 1 (i+1)7

2 Jie 7 y(t)dt and M is the number of resonator
reading intervals used to compute the M-sample variance.

To compare the stability of the PLL and PDH measure-
ments, we locked a PLL to the undisturbed acoustic resonator
in the same configuration described previously and simulta-
neously recorded the three tones required to reconstruct yppg .
The resulting frequency records are shown in Fig. 5 (a), corre-
sponding to a continuous 24-hour dataset, from which the AD
was computed (see Fig. 5 (b)). Cyclic fluctuations on time
scales exceeding > 1000 s are evident in both the PLL and
PDH time records. These oscillations are attributed to room



temperature variations induced by the building’s heating, ven-
tilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) system. In the initial
period, apparently the temperature was stable without HVAC
cycling. As shown in Fig. 5(a), the PDH record exhibits sub-
stantially smaller fluctuations than the PLL record. The de-
pendence of this difference on the averaging time 7 is quan-
tified in Fig. 5(b). The AD indicates that the PDH measure-
ment achieves more than an order of magnitude lower noise
than the PLL for 1 s < 7 < 100 s. For longer averaging times
(T > 100 s), PDH remains quieter, though the difference be-
tween the two measurements becomes smaller. The lower AD
observed for PDH over a large range of 7 is consistent with the
fact that, unlike the PLL, PDH is immune to the phase errors
caused by parasitic capacitance in the cables and connectors,
which perturb the phase of the resonator’s transfer function
without affecting its true resonance frequency. This interpre-
tation suggests that, for the SAW resonator, the PLL system-
atically overestimates frequency variations arising from both
temporal and thermal fluctuations.

In summary, we have demonstrated implementation of the
PDH technique on a microwave SAW resonator using a fully
digital, FPGA-based lock-in amplifier. This digital realiza-
tion helps in generating the frequency-modulated signal and
demodulating all tones directly, which removes the dynamic
range limitations and nonlinearities typically associated with
analog components. Compared to PLL, the PDH approach
provides a direct and parasitic-immune measure of the res-
onant frequency, suppressing errors from stray capacitance,
caused by mechanical perturbation on cables. Apart from
frequency stability over a long period, this technique further
demonstrated a clear suppression of spurious acoustic signals
by appropriate sideband tuning. These features establish PDH
as a powerful alternative for high-precision resonator charac-
terization and sensing. The architecture is readily extendable
to audio, radio, and lower microwave frequencies. Looking
forward, as SAW devices continue to be integrated into hy-
brid quantum systems, the PDH technique, with its immunity
to parasitic noise, offers a promising pathway for quantum-
limited sensing and control.
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