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Abstract: Many efforts have been taken in recent years to push atomic gravimeters toward practical
applications. We demonstrate an atomic gravimeter named NIM-AGRb2 that is transportable and
suitable for high-precision gravity measurements. Constraint-structured active vibration isolation
(CS-AVI) is used to reduce the ground vibration noise. The constraint structure in CS-AVI ensures
that the isolation platform only has vertical translation, with all other degrees of freedom (DoFs)
being constrained. Therefore, the stability of active vibration isolation is enhanced. With the im-
plementation of CS-AVI, the sensitivity of NIM-AGRb2 reached as low as 20.5 µGal/Hz1/2. The
short-term sensitivity could be further reduced to 10.8 µGal/Hz1/2 in a seismologic observation
station. Moreover, we evaluated the system noise of the gravimeter, and the results were consistent
with our observations.
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1. Introduction

Absolute gravimetry with a precision at the micro-Gal (1 µGal = 10 nm/s2) level has
been demonstrated [1–8] through gravimeters based on light-pulse atom interferometers [9].
In a quiet environment, atomic gravimeters have shown unprecedented sensitivity [1–4].
Additionally, the inherent advantages of atomic gravimeters, including their high repetition
rate, long service life, and stability against drift, have naturally led to substantial efforts
in advancing their application in field settings [10–15] or on mobile platforms [16–24]. In
recent years, atomic gravimeters have been used in geophysical surveys, such as detecting
volcano-related underground mass changes [25] and providing absolute gravity refer-
ences for relative gravimeters [26]. These applications highlight the promising future of
atomic gravimeters.

In field applications, vibration noise often constitutes the primary noise source for
atomic gravimeters. Many vibration reduction techniques have been extensively dis-
cussed [27–29], which could be applied within the vibration isolation systems of atomic
gravimeters. Active vibration isolation, based on commercial passive isolation plat-
forms [30–35], is a compact and effective method for eliminating vibration noise. Atomic
gravimeters are sensitive to low-frequency vibration noise. The resonance frequency of
commercial passive vibration isolation platforms is typically around 0.5 Hz. Active vibra-
tion isolation can further reduce the resonance frequency to the level of 10−2 Hz, effectively
mitigating the impact of low-frequency vibration noise above that on atomic gravimeters.
However, active vibration isolation in field applications may encounter challenges, pri-
marily due to the six degrees of freedom (DoFs) in passive isolation platforms, which can
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potentially lead to coupling between the horizontal and vertical vibrations [30,36] as well
as inclination drift [35].

Many efforts have been devoted to enhancing the environmental adaptability of active
vibration isolation. Three-dimensional active vibration isolation [33,34] can reduce the
coupling effect of horizontal and vertical vibrations. Active tilt control in active vibration
isolation [35] can effectively solve the tilt drift of isolation platforms.

Contrary to the complex active control approach, simplifying the structure could be
an alternative strategy to increase the stability of active vibration isolation. In this work, we
employ a constraint structure, which constrains the DoFs of a passive isolation platform,
leaving only vertical translation freedom. Consequently, active isolation is only required
in the vertical direction, and the effects of vibration coupling and tilt drift are limited.
Constraint-structured active vibration isolation (CS-AVI) is simple, obviating the need
for precise matching and critical adjustments, making it well suited for field applications
involving atomic gravimeters.

Our newly developed transportable atomic gravimeter named NIM-AGRb2 employs
CS-AVI to reduce the vibration noise. The system volume of the gravimeter is more compact
compared to our previous work [5], which makes it suitable for transportable high-precision
gravity measurements. With the implementation of CS-AVI, the sensitivity of NIM-AGRb2
reaches 20.5 µGal/Hz1/2 in a laboratory and 10.8 µGal/Hz1/2 during a transportation test.
To further optimize the system, the system noise is analyzed in detail.

2. Apparatus
2.1. Experiment Setup

The physical package of NIM-AGRb2 is a cylinder with a diameter of 50 cm and
a height of 80 cm. The height for the atomic interference range is over 20 cm, while
maintaining the potentiality for high-precision gravity measurement in a transportable
atomic gravimeter. The laser system consists of two lasers, with the main laser being a
fiber laser and the slave laser being a diode laser. The frequency of the main laser is locked
on the |5S1/2, F = 2⟩ → |5P3/2, F′ = 3⟩ transition of 87Rb atoms with modulation transfer
spectroscopy. Through an optical phase-locked loop (OPLL), the slave laser is phase-locked
to the main laser with a frequency offset of 6.834 GHz. All optomechanical components are
integrated into two compact aluminum boxes with dimensions of 470 × 470 × 100 mm3

and 320 × 320 × 100 mm3, respectively.
Figure 1 shows the schematic structure of the gravity measurement setup. Initially,

87Rb atoms are cooled and trapped using six cooling laser beams (two additional beams
not shown). Approximately 108 atoms are loaded in a three-dimensional magneto-optical
trap (3D-MOT) within 500 ms. Subsequently, the atomic cloud is further cooled to 2 µK
through a polarization gradient cooling process. After turning off the cooling beams, the
cold atomic cloud starts to fall freely. By applying microwave and Raman optical selection
processes, the atoms are prepared in the magnetically insensitive state |F = 1, mF = 0⟩.
After the selection process, the number of atoms still remains about 5 × 106, and the atomic
cloud is further cooled down to 200 nK in the vertical direction. Subsequently, a π/2-π-π/2
Raman pulse sequence is applied to the atoms to realize atomic interference. We finely
adjust the bias magnetic field so that the free-evolution time T can reach 105 ms. Using
the method of normalized fluorescence detection, we obtain the transition probability
P, P = [1 − C· cos(ke f f gT2 − αT2)]/2, where C is the fringe contrast, keff is the effective
wavevector of the Raman beams, g is the gravity acceleration, and α is the chirp rate of the
Raman beams used to compensate for the Doppler shift during the atoms’ free fall. In our
experiment, one measurement cycle was 1 s.
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Figure 1. Schematic experimental setup of the atomic gravimeter. The top yellow sphere represents 
the 87Rb atoms that are trapped and cooled to 2 µK in the ground state 2F =  using a three-di-
mensional magneto-optical trap. Then, the atoms fall freely and are sequentially subjected to state 
preparation and atomic interference operations. Fluorescence detection is used to detect the final 
state atoms of 1F =  (blue sphere) and 2F = . 

2.2. Constraint-Structured Active Vibration Isolation 
CS-AVI is placed under the physical package to reduce the vibration noise. The struc-

ture of the active isolator is shown in Figure 2. The isolation system is based on a commer-
cial passive isolator (Minus K 25-BM10). The passive vibration isolation employs a nega-
tive-stiffness mechanism [37] to achieve a low resonant frequency of 0.5 Hz, which can 
attenuate vibration noise above 1 Hz. Counterweights are used to adjust the levelness of 
the platform of the passive isolator. A constraint mechanism with five steel rods (intro-
duced in the next paragraph) is used to limit the DoFs of the passive isolation platform. A 
seismometer (Geolight GL-CS60) is installed on the passive isolation. The residual vibra-
tion noise of passive isolation is sampled with the seismometer. The signal of the seismo-
meter is amplified and then filtered through a low-pass filter to remove high-frequency 
noise. The signal is then sent into a proportional–integral–derivative (PID) circuit. The PID 
circuit outputs a voltage signal to control a voltage-controlled current source (VCCS), 
which outputs feedback current to two voice coils. These coils exert feedback force to the 
passive isolation platform to reduce the residual vibration noise. 

 

Figure 1. Schematic experimental setup of the atomic gravimeter. The top yellow sphere represents the
87Rb atoms that are trapped and cooled to 2 µK in the ground state |F = 2⟩ using a three-dimensional
magneto-optical trap. Then, the atoms fall freely and are sequentially subjected to state preparation
and atomic interference operations. Fluorescence detection is used to detect the final state atoms of
|F = 1⟩ (blue sphere) and |F = 2⟩.

2.2. Constraint-Structured Active Vibration Isolation

CS-AVI is placed under the physical package to reduce the vibration noise. The
structure of the active isolator is shown in Figure 2. The isolation system is based on
a commercial passive isolator (Minus K 25-BM10, Los Angeles, CA, USA). The passive
vibration isolation employs a negative-stiffness mechanism [37] to achieve a low resonant
frequency of 0.5 Hz, which can attenuate vibration noise above 1 Hz. Counterweights
are used to adjust the levelness of the platform of the passive isolator. A constraint
mechanism with five steel rods (introduced in the next paragraph) is used to limit the
DoFs of the passive isolation platform. A seismometer (Geolight GL-CS60, Somerset, UK)
is installed on the passive isolation. The residual vibration noise of passive isolation is
sampled with the seismometer. The signal of the seismometer is amplified and then filtered
through a low-pass filter to remove high-frequency noise. The signal is then sent into a
proportional–integral–derivative (PID) circuit. The PID circuit outputs a voltage signal to
control a voltage-controlled current source (VCCS), which outputs feedback current to
two voice coils. These coils exert feedback force to the passive isolation platform to reduce
the residual vibration noise.

Five steel rods are employed [38], with three rods on the upper layer (three rods are
coplanar) and two rods on the lower layer (two rods are coplanar), and the two surfaces of
the upper and lower layers are parallel. The solid frame in Figure 2 shows the top view of
the five rods. One end of the rod is connected to a fixed column (black squares) and cannot
be moved, while the other end is attached to the column (grey dots) on the passive isolation
platform and can be moved with the platform. The three upper rods restrict the degrees
of freedom (DoFs) of x, y, and γ, as motion in these three freedoms would necessitate at
least one rod to be stretched or compressed. Since metal rods are difficult to stretch or
compress, such deformation effectively suppresses the motion of the passive platform in
these DoFs. Under the combined action of all five rods, the DoFs of α and β are limited,
as these two freedoms would cause the rectangle formed by the upper and lower wires to
become a trapezoid, leading to rod compression. This also suppresses the impact of external
vibrations on these two degrees of freedom. However, this mechanical structure cannot
restrict the z-direction freedom, as displacement in this direction is perpendicular to the
rods, with negligible damping by the rods over a small range. Therefore, this structure can
achieve restriction in five degrees of freedom. With this structure, we only need to actively
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isolate vibration noise in the vertical direction. In practice, we can just use two spirit levels
to simply adjust the level of the passive vibration isolation platform, which makes the
isolator easy to set up.
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Figure 2. Structure of the CS-AVI process. The solid framework is the top view of the passive
vibration isolator and rods. The dashed framework represents the scheme to monitor the tilt of the
vibration isolator.

The tilt drift of the passive isolation platform is monitored to verify the performance
of the constraint structure, as shown in the dashed framework in Figure 2. A laser beam is
coupled into the fiber splitter via dual-port coupling and directed towards the retroreflector
through a beam expander to form a spatial laser beam. The retroreflector can be adjusted to
couple the reflected beam into the fiber splitter and detected with a detector. The stability
of the isolation platform can be reflected by the signal from the detector. The experimental
results are shown in Figure 3. The red curve demonstrates that, without the constraint
structure, the vibration isolation platform consistently exhibits tilt drift. This drift may
be attributed to the rough leveling adjustment of the platform using two spirit levels,
along with slight force imbalance between the two voice coils. Additionally, vibrations and
airflow might also contribute to the drift of the isolation platform. The black curve indicates
that the constraint structure is capable of suppressing the tilt drift of the vibration isolation
platform to within ±1 µrad, significantly enhancing the stability of the active vibration
isolation. Therefore, this limiting structure effectively restricts the DoFs of the system. The
performance of vibration attenuation will be discussed in detail in the Section 4.
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Figure 3. Tilt drift of the passive isolation platform.



Sensors 2024, 24, 2395 5 of 11

3. Gravity Measurement
3.1. Laboratory Results

Figure 4a displays the 68 h continuous measurement obtained in a laboratory at the
Changping campus of the National Institute of Metrology (NIM) in Beijing. In the top
diagram, the black line denotes the gravity tide curve measured with the gravimeter NIM-
AGRb2, with each data point representing a 60 s average. The red line represents the
theoretical tide model. The bottom graph shows the residuals of the measured data after
the correction of the theoretical tides. The results exhibit a good agreement between the
measured data and the theoretical tides. Subsequently, the residuals were evaluated using
Allan deviation, and these results are presented in Figure 4b. The fitting results reveal
that the sensitivity of the gravimeter is 20.5 µGal/Hz1/2, and its resolution can reach up to
0.69 µGal after an integration time of 1000 s. However, the Allan standard deviation after
1000 s departs from the expected decreasing trend of τ−1/2. This deviation may potentially
arise from the temperature variation in the laboratory and the influence of the air flow
generated by the air conditioner.
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Figure 4. Gravity measurement results from the laboratory. (a) The measured gravity data and
the residuals of gravity subtracted from the tide model. (b) The Allan standard deviation of the
residuals in (a). The filled region indicates the confidence intervals of the points. The red dashed line
corresponds to a sensitivity of 20.5 µGal/Hz1/2.

3.2. Transportation Test

To verify the transportability of the gravimeter NIM-AGRb2, the system was trans-
ported to a seismic station where the vibration noise was lower than that in our laboratory,
through which the noise floor of the instrument after transportation can be verified. The
Allan standard deviation results from the seismic station are displayed in Figure 5. Note
that the measured gravity data for computing Allan standard deviation is not a 60 s average
for each data point, and the initial bump of two Allan standard deviation points is due to
an integrator locking the measured gravity acceleration onto the tidal change [39].

The blue squares represent the Allan standard deviation results obtained in directly
underground vibration conditions without any vibration isolations in the seismic station.
The blue fitted line indicates a sensitivity of 33.1 µGal/Hz1/2, denoting that the vibra-
tion noise level in the chamber was sufficiently low for our system to achieve micro-Gal
measurements, even without any vibration isolations. Moreover, when employing active
vibration isolation, we achieved a further measurement sensitivity of 10.8 µGal/Hz1/2, as
illustrated by the red dashed line in Figure 5. This observation confirms the effectiveness
of CS-AVI even in environments with low vibration levels. The instrument exhibits lower
noise levels than those observed in the laboratory environment, indicating that the system
has no performance degradation due to transport bumps and is capable of transportable
high-precision gravity measurements.
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4. Analysis for System Noises

The sensitivity is related to the system noise. In order to improve the measurement
sensitivity, we performed a detailed analysis of the system noise. Atomic interference
fringes directly reflect the noise level of the system. The noises of interference fringes
can be classified into two types: fringe amplitude noise and phase noise. The fringe
amplitude noise refers to the random fluctuations observed in the amplitude of each fringe
measurement point. On the other hand, the fringe phase noise represents the random phase
shifts of the interference fringe. In our evaluation, we consider the amplitude noise as a
whole. Additionally, we analyze the Raman laser phase noise and vibrational noise with
regard to the fringe phase noise.

4.1. Fringe Amplitude Noise

In our system, a horizontal detection scheme was employed for detection [36]. The
atomic interference fringes are shown in Figure 6, with the black dots showing the exper-
imental results, and the red line showing the sinusoidal fit curve to the measured data.
The data sampled at the peak of the fringe (as shown in the inset graph in Figure 6) were
utilized to evaluate the fringe amplitude noise. Because the slope at the peak is nearly 0, it
is insensitive to fluctuations in the fringe phase. Significantly, we achieved a signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) of 83.4 at the peak of the fringe. The contribution of the fringe amplitude noise
can be obtained as follows [40]:

σg =
1

SNR
1

ke f f T2 , (1)

where keff is the effective wave vector of the Raman laser, and T is the free-evolution time.
The value of σg is 6.8 µGal/shot, which is mainly due to the combined effects of factors such
as laser frequency fluctuations, laser power fluctuations, and atomic number fluctuations.

4.2. Phase Noise of the Raman Laser

An OPLL is used to lock the Raman laser phase, and the details of this process can be
found in reference [41]. We used the Keysight E5052B signal analyzer to measure the phase
noise of the beat-note signal and the reference signal. The phase noise power spectrum
density (PSD) is shown as the blue curve in Figure 7. In a frequency of less than 200 Hz,
the phase noise of the Raman laser is limited by the phase noise of the reference signal, as
shown as red curve in Figure 7, and the phase noise is better than −100 dBc/Hz in the
range of 200 Hz to 100 kHz. The phase noise can be evaluated using [42]

σ2
ϕ =

∞∫
0

∣∣Hϕ(ω)
∣∣2Sϕ(ω)dω, (2)
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where Sϕ(ω) is the power density spectrum of the phase noise, as shown as the blue curve
in Figure 7. Hϕ(ω) is the phase noise transfer function, and its expression is

Hϕ(2π f ) = i
4

1 − (4τ f )2 sin(π(T + 2τ)g) · [sin(πT f ) + 4τ f cos(π(T + 2τ) f )], (3)

where T is the free-evolution time and τ is the duration time of the π/2 pulse. In our
system, T is 105 ms and τ is 18 µs. The contribution of Raman laser phase noise is evaluated
to be 2.7 µGal/shot.
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peak of the fringe for 600 s.
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Figure 7. PSD of the phase noise of the Raman laser and reference signal.

4.3. Vibration Noise

Figure 8a illustrates the PSD of residual vibration noise in the vertical direction of the
retroreflector. This measurement was conducted in the laboratory under three different
conditions. The blue curve indicates the ground vibration noise in the laboratory. The red
and black curves represent the residual vibration noise in the active isolation situation with
and without the constraint structure, respectively. When the active vibration isolator is
implemented without the constraint structure, the vibration noise is significantly reduced
in frequencies above 2 Hz, compared to the ground vibration case. This reduction is
attributable to the combined effects of passive and active vibration isolation. However,
below 2 Hz, the active isolation without the constraint structure does not attenuate the
vibration noise. In fact, the vibration noise is amplified within the frequency range of
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0.02–0.15 Hz. This might be due to the rough adjustment of the horizontal level of the
passive vibration isolation platform. Consequently, cross-coupling between the horizontal
and vertical vibrations may lead to performance degradation of the active isolator within
the low-frequency band. However, when the constraint structure is introduced, the cross-
coupling between the horizontal and vertical vibrations is suppressed. The red curve in
Figure 8a illustrates that under the condition of a constraint structure, the vibration noise
is further suppressed. Below 0.5 Hz, the reduction in vibration noise on the red curve is
about ten times that of the black curve. Additionally, the vibration noise from 0.5 to 30 Hz
is also noticeably attenuated.
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Figure 8. PSD of the vibration noise. (a) The vibration noise sampled in the laboratory. (b) The
vibration noise sampled in the seismic station.

The limitation due to ground vibration noise in the laboratory is evaluated to be
62.9 µGal/shot. The primary sources of noise are distributed in the frequency ranges of
0.15–0.4 Hz and 1–5 Hz. Vibration noise above 10 Hz exhibits a higher power characteristic,
but it is attenuated in this frequency band due to the significant attenuation effect of the
vibrational noise transfer function of the atomic gravimeter at T = 105 ms. The limitation is
evaluated to be 33.5 µGal/shot in the case without the constraint structure, whereas the
noise reduction mainly stems from the attenuation of vibrations within the 2–10 Hz range.
Furthermore, the limitation with the constrained structure is evaluated to be 14.2 µGal/shot,
attributed to the attenuation of all vibrations below 10 Hz. This isolation system reduced
the ground vibration noise by a factor of 4.4 in the laboratory.

Figure 8b gives the PSD of vibration noise in the transportation test. The green curve
shows the vibration noise on the ground of the seismic station, and the effect of vibration
noise in this condition is evaluated to be 24.7 µGal/shot. The purple curve shows that
the limitation of vibration noise is reduced to 8.7 µGal/shot by CS-AVI. This means that
the isolation system still attenuated the ground vibration by a factor of 2.8 even in a quiet
seismic station.

4.4. Discussion

Based on the above noise analysis, the contributions of amplitude noise of the fringe
and phase noise of the Raman laser are determined to be 6.8 µGal/shot and 2.7 µGal/shot,
respectively. In comparison to these two types of noise, the ground vibration noise is the
primary noise source in the atomic gravimeter, as its contribution surpasses the former
two by an order of magnitude. We also took into account other types of noise, such as
magnetic field noise and intensity noise of the Raman laser. However, their contributions
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to the overall noise were significantly smaller compared to the three types of noise that are
analyzed here.

In laboratory settings, the impact of vibration noise is reduced to 14.2 µGal/shot through
CS-AVI, and the total noise of the gravimeter is significantly reduced to 16.0 µGal/shot,
which is considerably smaller than the ground vibration noise limitation of 62.9 µGal/shot.
In the transportation test, the overall system noise can be reduced to 11.4 µGal/shot with the
implementation of CS-AVI. This is in accordance with the actual result of 10.8 µGal/Hz1/2,
although there are measurement errors that make our evaluated value slightly larger. This
result indicates that other types of noise remain stable after transportation, which highlights
the reliability of the gravimeter in transportation.

It should be noted that, in laboratory settings, there is a greater discrepancy between
the evaluated system noise and the actual sensitivity compared to this discrepancy in
the seismic station. There may be two possible reasons for this problem. First, as shown
in Figure 2, the mutual independence among the mirror, retroreflector, and seismometer
may mean that the vibration noise measured with the seismometer cannot fully reflect the
vibration of the mirror in the retroreflector. Second, the measured vibration noise only
represents the in-loop error signal of the PID control circuit, as there was not sufficient space
for us to take two seismometers [32] to compare the vibration noise between the in-loop
and out-of-loop signals of the control system. The accurate evaluation of the limitations
caused by vibration noise requires further research in the future.

5. Conclusions

We have achieved transportable high-precision gravity measurement by simplifying
the system’s structure and reducing the system noise, especially the vibration noise. The
use of a constraint structure can effectively reduce horizontal and vertical cross-coupling,
simplifying the vibration isolator structure to make it suitable for transportation measure-
ments. The gravimeter maintains a stable performance during transportation from one site
to the other, with a sensitivity of 20.5 µGal/Hz1/2 in the laboratory and 10.8 µGal/Hz1/2 in
the seismic station. In the future, with the completion of a detailed uncertainty evaluation
that is currently ongoing for NIM-AGRb2, the atomic gravimeter could be applied as a
transportable quantum calibration platform for other gravimeters. The accuracy of the
calibration platform can be ensured by tracing the unit of gravitational acceleration to the
units of seconds [43] and meters in the international system of units.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, W.Z., J.Y., Y.Z., S.W. and F.F.; methodology, W.Z., Y.Z. and
J.Y.; software, C.R., W.Z. and J.Y.; validation, C.R., W.Z., J.Y., Y.Z. and C.Y.; formal analysis, C.R., W.Z.,
Z.M. and Q.T.; investigation, C.R., W.Z., Y.Z., J.Y., Z.M., C.Y. and Q.T.; data curation, C.R., W.Z. and
Z.M.; writing—original draft preparation, C.R.; writing—review and editing, W.Z., J.Y., Y.Z., S.W., F.F.
and Y.W.; supervision, W.Z.; project administration, W.Z.; funding acquisition, W.Z. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the National Key Research and Development Program of
China (Grant No. 2021YFB3900204).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data in this study are available from the authors upon reasonable
request.

Acknowledgments: We express our gratitude to Kang Wu for his helpful suggestions regarding
the active vibration isolation. We also extend our appreciation to Qiong Wu for his support for the
transportation test and appreciation to insightful discussions with Yin Zhou and Xiangyu Dong.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.



Sensors 2024, 24, 2395 10 of 11

References
1. Hu, Z.; Sun, B.; Duan, X.; Zhou, M.; Chen, L.; Zhan, S.; Zhang, Q.; Luo, J. Demonstration of an ultrahigh-sensitivity atom-

interferometry absolute gravimeter. Phys. Rev. A 2013, 88, 043610. [CrossRef]
2. Gillot, P.; Francis, O.; Landragin, A.; Dos Santos, F.P.; Merlet, S. Stability Comparison of Two Absolute Gravimeters: Optical

Versus Atomic Interferometers. Metrologia 2014, 51, L15. [CrossRef]
3. Freier, C.; Hauth, M.; Schkolnik, V.; Leykauf, B.; Schilling, M.; Wziontek, H.; Scherneck, H.G.; Müller, J.; Peters, A. Mobile

quantum gravity sensor with unprecedented stability. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 2016, 723, 012050. [CrossRef]
4. Müller, H.; Chiow, S.; Herrmann, S.; Chu, S.; Chung, K. Atom-Interferometry Tests of the Isotropy of Post-Newtonian Gravity.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100, 031101. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Wang, S.; Zhao, Y.; Zhuang, W.; Li, T.; Wu, S.; Feng, J.; Li, C. Shift evaluation of the atomic gravimeter NIM-AGRb-1 and its

comparison with FG5X. Metrologia 2018, 55, 360. [CrossRef]
6. Huang, P.; Tang, B.; Chen, X.; Zhong, J.; Xiong, Z.; Zhou, L.; Wang, J.; Zhan, M. Accuracy and stability evaluation of the 85Rb atom

gravimeter WAG-H5-1 at the 2017 International Comparison of Absolute Gravimeters. Metrologia 2019, 56, 045012. [CrossRef]
7. Fu, Z.; Wang, Q.; Wang, Z.; Wu, B.; Cheng, B.; Lin, Q. Participation in the absolute gravity comparison with a compact cold atom

gravimeter. Chin. Opt. Lett. 2019, 17, 011204.
8. Xie, H.; Chen, B.; Long, J.; Chun, X.; Chen, L.; Chen, S. Calibration of a compact absolute atomic gravimeter. Chin. Phys. B 2020,

29, 093701. [CrossRef]
9. Kasevich, M.; Chu, S. Atomic interferometry using stimulated Raman transitions. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1991, 67, 181. [CrossRef]
10. Bidel, Y.; Carraz, O.; Charrière, R.; Cadoret, M.; Zahzam, N.; Bresson, A. Compact cold atom gravimeter for field applications.

Appl. Phys. Lett. 2013, 102, 144107. [CrossRef]
11. Hinton, A.; Perea-Ortiz, M.; Winch, J.; Briggs, J.; Freer, S.; Moustoukas, D.; Powell-Gill, S.; Squire, C.; Lamb, A.; Rammeloo, C.;

et al. A portable magneto-optical trap with prospects for atom interferometry in civil engineering. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A 2017, 375,
20160238. [CrossRef]

12. Ménoret, V.; Vermeulen, P.; Le Moigne, N.; Bonvalot, S.; Bouyer, P.; Landragin, A.; Desruelle, B. Gravity measurements below
10−9 g with a transportable absolute quantum gravimeter. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 12300. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Fu, Z.; Wu, B.; Cheng, B.; Zhou, Y.; Weng, K.; Zhu, D.; Wang, Z.; Lin, Q. A new type of compact gravimeter for long-term absolute
gravity monitoring. Metrologia 2019, 56, 025001. [CrossRef]

14. Chen, B.; Long, J.; Xie, H.; Li, C.; Chen, L.; Jiang, B.; Chen, S. Portable atomic gravimeter operating in noisy urban environments.
Chin. Opt. Lett. 2020, 18, 090201. [CrossRef]

15. Li, C.; Long, J.-B.; Huang, M.; Chen, B.; Yang, Y.; Jiang, X.; Xiang, C.; Ma, Z.; He, D.; Chen, L.; et al. Continuous gravity
measurement with a portable atom gravimeter. Phys. Rev. A 2023, 108, 032811. [CrossRef]

16. Wu, X.; Pagel, Z.; Malek, B.S.; Nguyen, T.H.; Zi, F.; Scheirer, D.S.; Müller, H. Gravity surveys using a mobile atom interferometer.
Sci. Adv. 2019, 5, eaax0800. [CrossRef]

17. Wu, B.; Zhou, Y.; Cheng, B.; Dong, Z.; Wang, K.; Zhu, X.; Chen, P.; Weng, K.; Yang, Q.; Lin, J.; et al. Static measurement of absolute
gravity in truck based on atomic gravimeter. Acta. Phys. Sin. 2020, 69, 060302. [CrossRef]

18. Zhang, J.; Xu, W.; Sun, S.; Shu, Y.; Luo, Q.; Cheng, Y.; Hu, Z.; Zhou, M. A car-based portable atom gravimeter and its application
in field gravity survey. AIP Adv. 2021, 11, 115223. [CrossRef]

19. Wang, H.; Wang, K.; Xu, Y.; Tang, Y.; Wu, B.; Cheng, B.; Wu, L.; Zhou, Y.; Weng, K.; Zhu, D.; et al. A truck-borne system based on
cold atom gravimeter for measuring the absolute gravity in the field. Sensors 2022, 22, 6172. [CrossRef]

20. Bidel, Y.; Zahzam, N.; Blanchard, C.; Bonnin, A.; Cadoret, M.; Bresson, A.; Rouxel, D.; Lequentrec-Lalancette, M.F. Absolute
marine gravimetry with matter-wave interferometry. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 627. [CrossRef]

21. Cheng, B.; Zhou, Y.; Chen, P.; Zhang, K.; Zhu, D.; Wang, K.; Weng, K.; Wang, H.; Peng, S.; Wang, X.; et al. Absolute gravity
measurement based on atomic gravimeter under mooring state of a ship. Acta Phys. Sin. 2021, 70, 040304.

22. Zhou, Y.; Zhang, C.; Chen, P.; Cheng, B.; Zhu, D.; Wang, K.; Wang, X.; Wu, B.; Qiao, Z.; Lin, Q.; et al. A testing method for
shipborne atomic gravimeter based on the modulated coriolis effect. Sensors 2023, 23, 881. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Bidel, Y.; Zahzam, N.; Bresson, A.; Blanchard, C.; Cadoret, M.; Olesen, A.V.; Forsberg, R. Absolute airborne gravimetry with a
cold atom sensor. J. Geod. 2020, 94, 20. [CrossRef]

24. Bidel, Y.; Zahzam, N.; Bresson, A.; Blanchard, C.; Bonnin, A.; Bernard, J.; Cadoret, M.; Jensen, T.E.; Forsberg, R.; Salaun, C.;
et al. Airborne absolute gravimetry with a quantum sensor, comparison with classical technologies. J. Geod. Res. 2023, 128,
e2022JB025921. [CrossRef]

25. Antoni-Micollier, L.; Carbone, D.; Ménoret, V.; Lautier-Gaud, J.; King, T.; Greco, F.; Messina, A.; Contrafatto, D.; Desruelle, B.
Detecting volcano-related underground mass changes with a quantum gravimeter. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2022, 49, e2022GL097814.
[CrossRef]

26. Shettell, N.; Lee, K.S.; Oon, F.E.; Maksimova, E.; Hufnagel, C.; Wei, S.; Dumke, R. Geophysical Gravity Survey using an Atomic
Gravimeter as an Absolute Reference. arXiv 2023, arXiv:2311.00415.

27. Gong, W.; Li, A.; Huang, C.; Che, H.; Feng, C.; Qin, F. Effects and Prospects of the Vibration Isolation Methods for an Atomic
Interference Gravimeter. Sensors 2022, 22, 583. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Li, H.; Li, Y.; Li, J. Negative stiffness devices for vibration isolation applications: A review. Adv. Struct. Eng. 2020, 23, 1739–1755.
[CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.043610
https://doi.org/10.1088/0026-1394/51/5/L15
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/723/1/012050
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.031101
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18232958
https://doi.org/10.1088/1681-7575/aab637
https://doi.org/10.1088/1681-7575/ab2f01
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/aba27b
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.181
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4801756
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2016.0238
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-30608-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30120334
https://doi.org/10.1088/1681-7575/aafcc7
https://doi.org/10.3788/COL202018.090201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.108.032811
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax0800
https://doi.org/10.7498/aps.69.20191765
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0068761
https://doi.org/10.3390/s22166172
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03040-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/s23020881
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36679686
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00190-020-01350-2
https://doi.org/10.1029/2022JB025921
https://doi.org/10.1029/2022GL097814
https://doi.org/10.3390/s22020583
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35062544
https://doi.org/10.1177/1369433219900311


Sensors 2024, 24, 2395 11 of 11

29. Zarastvand, M.R.; Ghassabi, M.; Talebitooti, R. Acoustic Insulation Characteristics of Shell Structures: A Review. Arch. Comput.
Methods Eng. 2021, 28, 505–523. [CrossRef]

30. Schmidt, M.; Senger, A.; Hauth, M.; Freier, C.; Schkolnik, V.; Peters, A. A mobile high-precision absolute gravimeter based on
atom interferometry. Gyroscopy Navig. 2011, 2, 170–177. [CrossRef]

31. Zhou, M.; Hu, Z.; Duan, X.; Sun, B.; Chen, L.; Zhang, Q.; Luo, J. Performance of a cold-atom gravimeter with an active vibration
isolator. Phys. Rev. A 2012, 86, 043630. [CrossRef]

32. Tang, B.; Zhou, L.; Xiong, Z.; Wang, J.; Zhan, M. A programmable broadband low frequency active vibration isolation system for
atom interferometry. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2014, 85, 093109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Zhou, M.; Xiong, X.; Chen, L.; Cui, J.; Duan, X.; Hu, Z. Note: A three-dimension active vibration isolator for precision atom
gravimeters. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2015, 86, 046108. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Chen, B.; Long, J.; Xie, H.; Chen, L.; Chen, S. A mobile three-dimensional active vibration isolator and its application to cold atom
interferometry. Acta Phys. Sin. 2019, 68, 183301. [CrossRef]

35. Oon, F.E.; Dumke, R. Compact active vibration isolation and tilt stabilization for a portable high-precision atomic gravimeter.
Phys. Rev. Appl. 2022, 18, 044037. [CrossRef]

36. Le Gouët, J.; Mehlstäubler, T.E.; Kim, J.; Merlet, S.; Clairon, A.; Landragin, A.; Dos Santos, F.P. Limits to the sensitivity of a low
noise compact atomic gravimeter. Appl. Phys. B 2008, 92, 133–144. [CrossRef]

37. Platus, D. Negative-stiffness-mechanism vibration isolation systems. In Optomechanical Engineering and Vibration Control; SPIE:
Bellingham, WA, USA, 1999; Volume 3786, pp. 98–105.

38. LaCoste, L. LaCoste and Romberg straight-line gravity meter. Geophysics 1983, 48, 606–610. [CrossRef]
39. Merlet, S.; Le Gouët, J.; Bodart, Q.; Clairon, A.; Landragin, A.; Dos Santos, F.P.; Rouchon, P. Operating an atom interferometer

beyond its linear range. Metrologia 2009, 46, 87. [CrossRef]
40. Peters, A.; Chung, K.Y.; Chu, S. High-precision gravity measurements using atom interferometry. Metrologia 2001, 38, 25.

[CrossRef]
41. Zhao, Y.; Wang, S.; Zhuang, W.; Li, T. Raman-laser system for absolute gravimeter based on 87Rb atom interferometer. Photonics

2020, 7, 32. [CrossRef]
42. Cheinet, P.; Canuel, B.; Dos Santos, F.P.; Gauguet, A.; Yver-Leduc, F.; Landragin, A. Measurement of the sensitivity function in a

time-domain atomic interferometer. IEEE. Trans. Instrum. Meas. 2008, 57, 1141–1148. [CrossRef]
43. Zhuang, W.; Cao, S.; Wang, S.; Zhao, Y.; Fang, F.; Li, T. Research on laser frequency tracing of atomic interference gravimeter.

Metrol. Sci. Technol. 2020, 11, 68–72.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11831-019-09387-z
https://doi.org/10.1134/S2075108711030102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.043630
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4895911
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25273709
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4919292
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25933906
https://doi.org/10.7498/aps.68.20190443
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.18.044037
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00340-008-3088-1
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.1441490
https://doi.org/10.1088/0026-1394/46/1/011
https://doi.org/10.1088/0026-1394/38/1/4
https://doi.org/10.3390/photonics7020032
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2007.915148

	Introduction 
	Apparatus 
	Experiment Setup 
	Constraint-Structured Active Vibration Isolation 

	Gravity Measurement 
	Laboratory Results 
	Transportation Test 

	Analysis for System Noises 
	Fringe Amplitude Noise 
	Phase Noise of the Raman Laser 
	Vibration Noise 
	Discussion 

	Conclusions 
	References

