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Abstract—Atomic receivers, which leverage the quantum inter-
ference termed electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT)
for radio-frequency (RF) to optical signal transduction, offer a
revolutionary paradigm for next-generation wireless communica-
tions. However, current information-theoretic characterizations
are predominantly restricted to the =-type of EIT path and rely
heavily on the weak-probe approximation, which fails to predict
the behavior of the atomic receivers under high signal-to-noise
ratio regimes. In this paper, we establish a unified analytical
model for atomic receivers, and apply this model to three typical
quantum interference paths, i.e., V' -type, A-type, and =-type con-
figurations. To provide a universal characterization, we propose
the quantum coherence transfer coefficient (QCTC) to model the
equivalent channel response induced by atomic receivers, using
a steady-state perturbation framework built on the three-level
EIT solution. The closed-form expressions of equivalent channel
gains are then derived for three paths. Our results provide an
analytical foundation for future capacity analysis and waveform
optimization in atomic radio communication.

Index Terms—Atomic receivers, Electromagnetically induced
transparency (EIT), Unified channel modeling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Modeling the equivalent channel response induced by real-
istic radio receivers, e.g., power amplifiers nonlinearity [1], [2]
and local oscillators phase noise [3]-[5], is the cornerstone of
modern information theory. It serves as an indispensable pre-
requisite for channel capacity bound derivation, optimal coding
scheme design, and end-to-end performance optimization [6]—
[8]. For any communication system, a rigorous and accurate
channel model forms the basis for characterizing its theoretical
performance limits and guiding practical implementation.

Atomic receivers, as a revolutionary technology for future
wireless communications, leverage quantum interference effect
in atomic ensemble to realize radio frequency (RF) signal
reception [9]. Unlike conventional receivers, it breaks through
the Chu limit on metal antennas and the thermal noise floor of
electronic devices, offering ultra-wideband spectrum compati-
bility and exceptional sensitivity [10], [11]. However, the lack
of a rigorous information-theoretic characterization of their
equivalent model has become a critical bottleneck restricting
the engineering application of atomic receivers.

The core operating principle of atomic receivers is the quan-
tum interference effect known as electromagnetically induced
transparency (EIT) [12]. In an EIT-based receiver, the weak
RF signal modulates the quantum coherence of the atomic
ensemble, which in turn modulates the transmission of an
optical probe laser, enabling the RF-to-optical signal conver-
sion for subsequent detection. Physically, EIT can be realized
via three interference paths: V-type, A-type, and =-type [13].

These configurations exhibit distinct performance trade-offs
across key metrics such as RF sensitivity, instantaneous band-
width, and anti-interference capability [14]. However, existing
information-theoretic studies on atomic receivers almost exclu-
sively focus on the Z-type configuration [15], [16], leaving the
characterization of V-type and A-type configurations largely
unexplored in the information theory community.

From a theoretical perspective, the steady-state response of
an ElT-based atomic receiver is governed by the Lindblad mas-
ter equation of a four-level quantum system, which essentially
requires solving a 16 x 16 system of coupled linear differential
equations [17]. Existing analytical solutions for the =-type
configuration rely on the overly strict weak-probe assumption
(Qp < 7,Q.), which forces the probe laser Rabi frequency
to be far smaller than the atomic decay rate and coupling
laser Rabi frequency [18]. However, in practical experimental
implementations, the probe laser intensity must be set to a
level comparable to the atomic decay rate to achieve an accept-
able signal-to-noise ratio. This mismatch leads to significant
systematic discrepancies between theoretical predictions of
existing models and actual experimental measurements.

In this paper, we address this theoretical gap by developing
a unified perturbation model for EIT-based atomic receivers.
Using the exact three-level EIT steady-state solution as the
zero-order background and treating only the weak RF signal as
perturbation, our model eliminates the restrictive weak-probe
assumption of prior works [17], [19], [20]. We propose the
quantum coherence transfer coefficient (QCTC) to characterize
the linearized equivalent channel gain, bridging quantum dy-
namics and information-theoretic channel modeling. We also
derive exact closed-form QCTC for V-type, A-type, and =-
type EIT configurations, laying the theoretical foundation for
the implementation atomic receiver implementation.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces
the general principle of atomic receivers and three quantum
interference paths of EIT. Section III presents main theoretical
results, including the unified analytical framework and closed-
form equivalent models for each EIT path. Section IV provides
the numerical results, Section V concludes this paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND TYPICAL QUANTUM
INTERFERENCE PATHS

In this section, we first introduce the general principle of
atomic receivers and the equivalent channel formulation, then
present the system models for the three EIT configurations.
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A. General Principle and Channel Formulation

Atomic receivers exploit EIT interference effect in a four-
level atomic ensemble to transduce the incident RF signals into
measurable optical signals. The input baseband signal X (t)
linearly modulates the RF electric field, defining the RF Rabi
frequency Q4(t) o< X (¢). The atomic receiver system is also
driven by two strong optical fields, i.e., a probe laser with Rabi
frequency €2, and a coupling laser with Rabi frequency €.

The quantum state evolution of the atomic ensemble is
governed by the Lindblad master equation

i

h
Here, p is the 4 x 4 Hermitian density matrix, whose diagonal
elements p;; = (i|p|¢) denote the population probability of
level |i), and off-diagonal elements p;; = (i|plj),i # j
denote the quantum coherence between levels |i) and |j).
The Hamiltonian H comprises the unperturbed atomic energy
structure and the dipole-interaction term with electromagnetic
fields. The Lindblad dissipator £[p] accounts for spontaneous
emission and decoherence of atomic energy level.

For steady-state analysis, we set p = 0. The macroscopic
output observable is the probe laser transmission AT}, which
is proportional to the imaginary part of the probe transition
coherence pprobe, 1.€., AT, o¢ Im(A pprobe ), and is subsequently
converted to a photocurrent Y (¢) by a photodetector.

While the full mapping X — Y is intrinsically nonlinear
due to the atomic quantum dynamics, it can be linearized under
the reasonable weak RF signal assumption, i.e.,

p=—=[H, pl+L[p] (1

Qs < Qmﬂpalyfﬁ’yﬁlv (2)

where +; is the spontaneous decay rate of state |¢). Under this
condition, we can abstract the equivalent channel model as

Y =MHo(Qe, Qp, A) - X + Z, 3)

where X and Y are the normalized complex input and output,
respectively. Z denotes the equivalent additive noise bounded
by photon shot noise and atomic spontaneous emission. The
complex-valued coefficient H,, defined as the Quantum Co-
herence Transfer Coefficient (QCTC), encapsulates the lin-
earized transduction gain. Crucially, H, is a highly nonlinear
function of the strong optical parameters )., §,, and detunings
A = {A;,A,, A} of probe laser, coupling laser and RF
signal, respectively, defined as the frequency offset from the
transition resonance frequency w; of the target level |i).

This paper aims to derive the closed-form expressions of the
nonlinear QCTC for atomic receiver, and to provide a unified
model for characterizing its information-theoretic properties.

B. Typical Quantum Interference Paths

1) V-Type Configuration: The V-type EIT configuration has
the energy level structure as follows
 |1): Ground state, no spontaneous decay, y; = 0.
o |2): Excited state, coupled to |1) via the coupling laser
with Rabi frequency €., detuning A, = wy — w1 — we.

o |3): Excited state, coupled to |1) via the probe laser with
Rabi frequency €, detuning A, = w3 —wy — wy, and to
|4) via the RF signal field.

o |4): RF-coupled state, coupled to |3) via the RF signal
with Rabi frequency 2, detuning Ay = wy — w3 — ws.

The Hamiltonian for the V-type configuration is given by

0 o 9 0
Q. —2A. 0 0
Vv _ c c
H =lq, o -2, Q, - @
0 0 Qs —2(A,+A,)

2) A-Type Configuration: The A-type EIT configuration
has a metastable ground state |2) with negligible decay rate
2 = 0, which exhibits the following energy level structure

e |1): Ground state, coupled to |3) via the probe laser with

detuning A, = w3 — w1 — wp.

e |2): Metastable ground state, coupled to |3) via the

coupling laser with detuning A, = w3 — w2 — we.

« |3): Excited state, coupled to both ground states and the

RF-coupled state |4).

e |4): RF-coupled state, coupled to |3) via the RF signal

field with detuning Ay = wy — wg — ws.

The Hamiltonian for the A-type configuration is given by

0 0 Q, 0
Ao —2a,-00  a. 0
H'=1q, 0. 2, Q. > )
0 0 Q, —2(A,+A,)

3) E-Type Configuration: The =-type EIT configuration is
the most widely studied in communication-related literature,
with a cascaded energy level structure as follows

e |1): Ground state, coupled to |2) via the probe laser with

detuning A, = wy — w; — wp.

o |2): Intermediate excited state, coupled to |1) via the

probe laser and to |3) via the coupling laser with detuning
A, = w3 — wa — We.

 |3): Rydberg intermediate state, coupled to |2) via the

coupling laser and to |4) via the RF signal field.

o |4): Higher Rydberg state, coupled to |3) via the RF

signal field with detuning Ay = wy — w3 — ws.

The Hamiltonian for the =-type configuration is given by

0o Q 0 0
g | % -2, Q. 0

0 Q  —2(8,+A,) Q,

0 0 Q, —2(A,+AA+A,)

(6)

The above Hamiltonians characterize the atom-field interac-

tion dynamics for the three typical EIT configurations, laying
the physical foundation for the analytical modeling.

ITI. UNIFIED ANALYTICAL CHANNEL MODEL FOR
ATOMIC RESPONSE
In this section, we first establish a unified steady-state per-
turbation framework tailored for EIT-based atomic receivers,
then derive the closed-form expressions of QCTC under three
EIT configurations for their equivalent analytical modeling.



A. Unified Steady-State Perturbation Framework

We adopt a perturbation hierarchy consistent with practical
atomic receivers system, where the Rabi frequency (25 of RF
signal is the weakest energy scale. The perturbation hierarchy
is given by

Qe € Qey Qs <y, Qs € 93,71 7

Crucially, this hierarchy imposes no constraints on the relative

magnitudes of €2, with respect to €}, and the atomic decay

rates, eliminating the error brought by weak-probe assumption.
Then, we expand all density matrix elements in powers of

the weak RF signal (2, i.e.,

(0) (1)

O

+ i ®

where zero-order solution O(Qg) is the exact steady-state
solution of the three-level EIT system when the RF signal
is turned off, i.e., Qs = 0. In this case, the |4) completely
decouples from the system, and all density matrix elements in-
volving |4) vanish. First-order correction O({2}) is the signal-
induced correction to the coherences involving the level |4).
Second-order correction O (Qi) is the leading-order correction
to the probe coherence p31 or p21, which determines the output
signal of the atomic receiver.

We first prove a lemma to simplify the perturbation analysis.

P~ o),

Lemma 1. For the three typical EIT configurations under the
perturbation hierarchy (7), the first-order corrections to the
population terms are identically zero, i.e.,

P =0, Vi=1,2,34. 9)
Proof: See Appendix A. ]

Lemma 1 indicates a physical interpretation that the popula-
tion redistribution in the atomic system requires absorption and
emission events, which involve the RF signal field to second
order. At first order, the weak RF signal can only create quan-
tum coherences, i.e., the off-diagonal density matrix elements,
without changing the level populations.

With this lemma, we can now present our unified equivalent
channel model.

Definition 1. Let ~;; denote the decoherence rate between
level |) and |j), and Ay denote the detuning of field k.
1. Complex Detuning-Decay Parameters (Bare States):
e D, =~,;; —iA,: Probe Transition Detuning.
e D. =7, —iA.: Coupling Transition Detuning.
e D¢y =y — i(Ap £ A.): Two-Photon Detuning.
2. Dressed Detuning Parameters (Optical Fields):

« D, = D,+02/(4D)): Probe transition energy dressed
by the coupling field, where the conjugate symbol () is
configuration-specific.

e D. = D, + Q2/ (4Dg,)): Coupling transition energy
dressed by the probe field, where the conjugate symbol
(%) is configuration-specific.

o D= DpD.—0202/16|D,p|*: Characteristic determinant
of the steady-state optical Bloch equations for the three-
level EIT background.

3. RF-Coupled Transition Parameters:

e 0j: Detuning-decay parameters for transitions involving
the RF-coupled level [4).

e 0: The effective detuning of the RF-coupled transition,
dressed by both the probe and coupling optical fields.

Theorem 1 (Unified Analytical Model). Under the perturba-
tion hierarchy (7), the equivalent channel gain (QCTC) of a
four-level EIT-based atomic receiver can be given by

—i- -5pr0be
2D

ApPprob

A 'probe

H, L lorbe
S

“Tax, (10)
where Aggmbe = Aps; for V/A-type and Apgl for =-type.
Dyrove = D7 for V-type, D. for A-type, and Dj, for =-type.
T = pflll) /S is the signal-to-coherence transfer coefficient.

Proof: See Appendix B. [ ]
Theorem 1 provides a unified framework for the equivalent
channel modeling of three types of EIT-based atomic receivers.
The equivalent channel gain #, is determined by the zero-
order three-level EIT background and the first-order signal-
induced coherence pflll). In the following subsections, we
derive the closed-form expressions of H, for each of the three
EIT configurations.

B. QCTC of the Three EIT Configurations

1) V-Type Configuration: For the V-type configuration,
we first specify the configuration-specific parameters. The
complex detuning-decay parameters are

Dp :713_Z.Ap7 Dc =712 _iAca Dcp =723 _i(Ap_Ac)- (1 1)
The RF-coupled transition parameters are specified as

0}/ = Y14 — Z(Ap —+ As), a;/ = Y24 — Z(Ap —+ As — Ac)7

v VvV |4 0 9127
0y =34 — A, 0V =0 < : 12
3= Y341 Ty T Ry (12)

Then, we present the closed-form equivalent channel model.

Theorem 2.1 (V-Type QCTC). For the V-type atomic receiver,
the signal-to-coherence transfer coefficient is given by

1 i Q Q
7= 5 (gl g+ el) 0
where P:(a?): p:()g), and pé%) are the zero-order steady-state
coherences and population of the three-level EIT system, given
by (20), (21), and (24) in the Appendix A.
The closed-form QCTC of the V -type is obtained by substi-
tuting T, into (10).

Proof: See Appendix C. [ ]

Remark 1. The closed-form expression in Theorem 2.1 reveals
three distinct physical pathways through which the RF signal
modulates the probe coherence: (a) the direct pathway via the
pre-existing probe coherence p:(,ﬂ), (b) the coupling-mediated
pathway through the EIT two-photon coherence pgg), and (c)
the probe-mediated pathway via the probe-induced population

pé%). All three pathways are fully captured in our model.



2) A-Type Configuration: For the A-type configuration, the
complex detuning-decay parameters are given by

Dp :'713_7;Ap; D, = 723_iAca Dcp :712_i(Ap_Ac)~ (14)
The RF-coupled transition parameters are specified as
0} =y —i(Ap + Ay), 05 =21 —i(Ac+ Ay),
Q2
. r
—.
4004 + 1)

104

08 =3y — A, 0N =00 + (15)

Then, we present the closed-form equivalent channel model
for the A-type configuration.

Theorem 2.2 (A-Type QCTC). For the A-type atomic receiver,
the signal-to-coherence transfer coefficient is given by

1 T (0) 1Q.Q (0) Q ()
7:1/} == _*P:(sl pQ? P32 L oz P33
o\ 2 805 (03 + 17 4008 +535)
(16)

The zero-order steady-state quantities pgol)’ pg%)

derived from the three-level A-type EIT system.
The closed-form QCTC of the A-type is obtained by substi-
tuting T}} into (10).

and pé%) are

Proof: Proof omitted, similar to Theorem 2.1. [ |
Remark 2. The A-type retains all three signal transduction
pathways but with a modified coupling-mediated pathway. It
changes from a first-order term Qcpé%) in V-type to a second-
order cross term QCQppég) in A-type. The long coherence
lifetime of the metastable ground state |2) enables an ultra-
narrow EIT window, making the A-type suitable for high-
sensitivity RF sensing applications.

3) =-Type Configuration: For the =-type configuration, the
complex detuning-decay parameters are

Dp :712_1'Apa D, = 723_iAca Dcp :713_i(Ap+Ac)~ 17)
The RF-coupled transition parameters are specified as

D; = Y24 — Z(Ac + As)»
2

0T =T

403 + %)

07 =y1u —i(Ap + Ac+ Ay),

05 = 34 — A, (18)

Then, we present the closed-form equivalent channel model
for the =—type configuration.

Theorem 2.3 (=-Type QCTC). For the =-type atomic receiver,
the signal-to-coherence transfer coefficient is given by

= 1 1 (0 Q 0 2.0 0
Ta=52 _§p:(31)+457p9(2:p:(32) ?pggpi(m)
(03 4@5) 803 (05 + @)
(19)

The zero-order steady-state quantities pg), pgg)

derived from the three-level Z-type EIT system.
The closed-form QCTC of the =-type is obtained by substi-
tuting 7,7 into (10).

and pg%) are

Proof: Proof omitted, similar to Theorem 2.1. [ |

Remark 3. The analytical model of =-type is fully consistent
with existing literature under the weak-probe approximation,

ie., Q, — 0, the probe-induced coherences pg?) and pég)

vanish, and (19) reduces exactly to the first-order signal-to-
coherence transfer coefficient of the standard weak-probe =-
type atomic receiver model. The proposed framework retains
all high-order terms induced by finite probe power, extending
the model’s validity to arbitrary probe laser intensities.

C. Comparative Analysis

The V-type configuration has the most complex model
due to three first-order direct transduction pathways, which
endows it with the highest tunability via coupling and probe
lasers. The A-type configuration features a more compact form
with a modified second-order coupling-mediated pathway, and
its ultra-narrow EIT window from metastable ground-state
long coherence lifetime makes it ideal for high-sensitivity
applications. The =-type configuration has the most concise
closed-form model with minimal cross-coupling terms in its
cascade transition structure, and it is the most widely adopted
configuration in existing atomic receiver experiments for wire-
less communications.

I'V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We validate the proposed unified analytical model via the
comparisons with numerical simulations. The Rabi frequency
of coupling laser is set to 2, = 27 x 20 MHz, and the
RF signal Rabi frequency €2, scanned across the weak-signal
regime defined by the perturbation hierarchy in (7). The
analytical results are calculated directly from the closed-form
QCTC expressions derived in Section III, while the numerical
results are obtained from the exact steady-state solutions of
the Lindblad master equation without any approximation.

Fig. 1 compares the analytical and numerical results of the
probe coherence response |Im(Aps; )| for both V-type and A-
type configurations. For the probe resonance case shown in
Figs. 1a and 1c, our analytical model accurately captures the
scaling trend of the probe coherence response with respect to
Q5. For the probe off-resonance case shown in Figs. 1b and
1d, the analytical results are in near-perfect agreement with the
full numerical solutions across the entire weak-signal range.
This directly validates that our proposed framework maintains
high accuracy across different probe detuning conditions. For
the =-type configuration, its closed-form QCTC expression is
fully derived in Section III, and its steady-state EIT response
characteristics have been validated in existing atomic receiver
literature. We thus focus our numerical validation on the V-
type and A-type configurations.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a unified analytical framework
for ElT-based atomic receivers that eliminates the restric-
tive weak-probe assumption of prior models and aligns with
practical experimental conditions. We derive, for the first
time, closed-form equivalent channel gain models for all three
canonical EIT configurations, i.e., V-type, A-type, and =-type.
This work establishes an information-theoretic foundation for
atomic communication system analysis and design. Future
work will derive capacity bounds and analyze equivalent noise
statistics to optimize atomic transceiver performance.
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Fig. 1: Comparisons of the proposed QCTC analytical model and numerical simulation. These curves demonstrate the variations
of probe laser coherence response with Rabi frequency of RF signal under different operation point A,,.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1
We first derive the zero-order steady-state solution of the
three-level EIT system based on the Lindblad master equation.
Taking the V-type system as an example, eliminating the
coherence pgg) and substituting it into the equations for pé(i)
and p:(ﬁ), we can obtain the zero-order coherences as

—i ~ Q20
cp
1 [—=iQ i)
=75 ( 5o+ ;pé?) .y
cp

where w, = p(o) - p(202)

population inversions.
The coupled linear differential equations are then simplified

into a 2 x 2 linear system for (p;g), pé%)) as

(0) (

and w, = py; — p33) denote the

(v2 +2R. — ch)pgg) + (Re — 2R0p)p:(33) = Re — Rep, (22)

(Rp — 2RCP)pé%) + (3 + 2Ry — 2RPC)P£(«}%) = Ry — Rpe. (23)

where R. £ Q2/2Re[D? /D], R, £ Q2/2Re[D} /D], R, £
Q202 /8Re[1/D}, D], Ry & 9292/8Re[1/DCpD*]
Then, the zero-order populatlons are given by

() Aszgba — Agzbs (o) Aaabs — Azabo

_ 0 (4)
P22 AgpAzz — Axz Az p Ay Azz — Axz Az

where Agy £ 73+ 2R. — Rep, Ass £ 43+ 2R, — 2Ry, Agz =

Re—2Rcp, A3y £ R, —2R.p, ba £ R.— Rep, b3 £ R, —Rpe.

Considering the first-order extension of density matrix ele-
ments with respect to {25, according to the diagonal population
e uatlons derived from the Lindblad master equatlon since the
p43 = 0, we have p44 =0, and Q, Im( p 1 -3 pég) The
first-order off-diagonal equations for p21 , ,/_)31 , pélz) form a
homogeneous linear system with the same coefficient matrix as
the zero-order system, which is non-singular for all physically
meaningful parameters. Therefore, the only solution is the
trivial solution, i.e.,

1 1
Pél) = P:(n) = sz) =0,

which implies p( ) p%) 0. From the trace constraint

Zf 1 pfll) =0, we get p;;; = 0. This completes the proof.

(25)

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Owing to space constraints, we outline the universal deriva-
tion route, taking V/A-type (probe coherence p3;) as an exam-
ple. The =-type follows identically with p; and pz(é). Detailed
derivations are in the Appendix C. By Lemma 1, all first-
order populations vanish identically. Only Rydberg coherences
pflll), pfé), pflg) are non-trivial, and solving their linear system
gives the primary Rydberg coherence pfjc) in terms of zero-
order EIT solutions. The leading-order contribution is from

— &l pik) Solving via Cramer’s rule gives
Bpsi = p) = oS T 20, @6)

where Ty = pflll) /S This generalizes to all configurations
by substituting Approne and Tyy, yielding (10). Higher-order
terms are negligible under the perturbation hierarchy.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

We first solve the first-order coherence equations for level
|4) coherences, and the closed-form solution for the pill) is

w_ 1 © , 28 0, Bl (o)
Pa1 = SV( 295/’31 + 40¥ p3g T+ 40;)/ p33 |, 27

which defines the signal-to-coherence transfer coefficient as

(1) :
P _ L (o, Qo0 oo

Q, _’5V< 2Pt Ty Tyt ) (28)
For second-order corrections O(?), pg) and p( ) retains
the same homogeneous structure as the zero-order system, with
additional source terms from first-order level |4) coherences.
The full 2x2 system now reads

~ . 2 i 1 2

D, -n p(21) _ _iQspz(ll) - 5 ng : 29

D, g, _ig @] @
n P31 —3g3isPyg T giipWp

By Cramer’s rule, the signal-induced change in probe co-
herence is

\4
Ta1

0.0 ,
Apsy = — {Dcpfﬁ) + ppfé)} + pop. + O(22) (30)

2D 4D

where population correctlons are negligible in the weak-signal
limit. Substituting p42 and T} yields the unified QCTC form
in Theorem 1. This completes the proof.
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