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Gravitational wave science transforms research beyond general relativity and gravity. The signals
detected not only reveal the nature of cataclysmic events and exotic objects in galaxies, but also
test the models for the equation of state and color superconducting vortex alignment in neutron
stars, as well as for the distribution of cosmological dark matter and their characteristic coupling
with ordinary matter as new physics beyond the standard model of elementary particles. Measure-
ment sensitivity is crucial to advance along those lines. One of the rapidly developing frontiers is
quantum enhanced interferometry applied into the gravitational wave detectors. Progress achieved
by LIGO, Virgo and KAGRA detectors brings exciting prospects. Here, we introduce an orbital
atomic sensor using a squeezed p-orbital Bose-Einstein condensate in an ultracold atomic optical
lattice to project the gravitational wave signal received by a usual LIGO setup into a phase-sensitive
entangled state. Simulation data show the detection sensitivity improves over the quantum noise
of LIGO by approximately one order of magnitude in key frequency ranges. This advance enables
about three-order-of-magnitude increase in detection volume, significantly advancing the potential

of using gravitational waves to detect dark matter and black holes.

Introduction— The successful detection of gravita-
tional wave (GW) by LIGO marks more than a milestone
in the three centuries of studying gravity. GWs are a
natural prediction of Einstein equations, much like the
electromagnetic (EM) waves are the results of Maxwell
equations. Just as the advancement of EM wave sci-
ence and technology has had a profound impact on fields
from condensed matter physics, materials science, and
chemistry to electrical engineering, precision measure-
ment, navigation, radiation control, medical applications
and many more, the discovery of GWs opens unprece-
dented prospects to influence a similarly broad range of
disciplines in the future. A challenge to such exciting
prospects is however how to improve the accuracy in mea-
suring the GW, so that the information carried by it can
be used to analyze the unknown properties that previ-
ously might have seemed not accessible. Notable exam-
ples include the cataclysmic events and exotic objects in
galaxies, the equation of state and color superconducting
vortex alignment in neutron stars [1], and cosmological
dark matter distribution and how they couple to ordinary
matter and electroweak forces [2-4]. It provides a search
for new physics beyond the standard model of elementary
particles. Among the most exciting is the search for the
ultra-light scalar dark matter particles, for which direct
upper limits more stringent than in the tests of equiva-
lence principle are reported from gravitational wave de-
tectors [5]. The recent analyses of models of stochastic
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gravitational waves show strong enough signals for ul-
tralight dark matter candidates and dark radiations de-
tectable by cosmic microwave background observatories
over a broad frequency range [6].

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the orbital atomic
sensor. An orbital squeezed state is prepared by loading
atoms into the p-orbital band of the primary optical lattice
(shown in green). The incoming gravitational wave (GWs)
or dark photon dark matter (DPDM) modifies the apparent
distance between the Input Test Mass (ITM) and End Test
Mass (ETM), causing lattice deformation and generating a
pseudo-magnetic field (B;) that couples the degenerate p
and p, orbitals. The resulting orbital rotation can be de-
tected through a time-of-flight experiment that measures the
population difference between the two p-orbitals.
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FIG. 2. Sensitivity curve for detecting GW signals and constraints on DPDM coupling. a, Sky- and polarization-
averaged strain sensitivity curves of the orbital atomic sensor, compared with LIGO and LISA detection schemes [7, 8]. The
orbital atomic sensor demonstrates advantageous sensitivity in specific frequency ranges for various choices of the finesse F of
the Fabry-Pérot (FP) cavity. The ‘red-dashed’ line represents the optimal sensitivity of the atomic sensor obtained by varying
the cavity finesse. This shows an improvement of 8 dB over the standard quantum limit (SQL) of LIGO at frequencies below a
critical value of f. ~ 1.87Hz. b, 1o upper limit on the dark photon/baryon coupling |gs|, compared with limits from LIGO [9],
LISA [8], E6t-Wash [10, 11], and MICROSCOPE (MS) experiments [12-15]. For constraining |gg|, a total observation time
of two years is assumed for comparison. The orbital atomic sensor shows an improvement of approximately 17 dB over the
MICROSCOPE experiment and 8 dB over the LIGO SQL in detecting dark photons with masses around 5 x 10~ 1¢ eV/c2 and

4x107%eV/c?.

In atomic quantum technology, spin squeezing has
emerged as a powerful technique for enhancing the sensi-
tivity of magnetic field detection by suppressing quan-
tum shot noise in the sensing signal—specifically, the
spin Larmor precession angle—from the standard quan-
tum limit to the Heisenberg limit [16]. However, due to
the equivalence principle, atomic spins are fundamentally
decoupled from gravitational forces. Meanwhile, the mo-
tional degrees of freedom of atoms, which naturally cou-
ple to gravitational forces, have been successfully quan-
tized through optical lattice confinement in cold atoms,
resulting in discrete energy-separated orbitals [17-19].
Over the past several years, significant progress has been
made in the quantum control of s, p, and d orbitals [20—
24]. This has led to the creation of exotic multi-orbital
superfluids with vestigial orders [21, 23, 24] and the devel-
opment of universal quantum orbital gates with fidelities
reaching above 95% [20, 22].

Here, we construct an orbital atomic sensor by squeez-
ing p-orbital degrees of freedom of Bose-Einstein conden-
sation in the excited band of an optical lattice (Fig. 1).
The two-axis-counter-twisting (TACT) mechanism for
squeezing generation, which are challenging to engineer
in spin systems [25-27], naturally emerge from the in-
trinsic interactions of the orbital atomic matter. The
squeezed atom arrays provide a high precision quantum
sensor for detecting gravity waves and ultralight dark
matters (Fig. 2).

Squeezing atomic p-orbital states to Heisenberg limit—
We consider a large number (N) of bosonic atoms
loaded into the p-orbital bands of a bipartite optical lat-
tice, described by a light potential Vi,4 with depth V4
(Fig. 1) [17, 28]. The p-orbital bands exhibit two in-
equivalent degenerate minima in quasi-momentum space
denoted as |p;) (= [1)) and |py) (= |{)) [19]. The two
minima form a two-level (pseudo-spin-1/2) system, with
its Hilbert space represented by a Bloch sphere (Fig. 1).
Under the two-mode approximation, the quantum kine-
matics of the p-orbital many-body system is described
by pseudo-spin-N/2 operators, J = (J;,Jy,J.) with
J. = (Ny—N,)/2 representing the condensed atom num-
ber difference between the two p-orbitals [29-34].

In the experiments, a p-orbital Bose-Einstein conden-
sate with bosonic atoms condensing into one single min-
imum has been prepared [17, 21]. Without loss of gener-
ality, we assume the state is |¥), with .J,|Wo) = N|¥).
This corresponds to a coherent spin state |§ = 0, ) in the
pseudo-spin representation, with # and ¢ the polar and
azimuthal angles on the Bloch sphere. When subject to a
pseudo-magnetic field AH = B, J,, the pseudo-spin vec-
tor J rotates around the x-axis, accumulating an angle
Af x B,. Averaging over N independent atoms, the res-
olution for sensing the pseudo-magnetic field constrained
by quantum shot noise corresponds to a standard quan-
tum limit Afsqr, = N~1/2 [35].

When the atomic interactions are introduced, the dy-
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FIG. 3. Orbital squeezing of the atomic sensor. a, Ratio of interaction parameters U, /Us as a function of the primary
lattice depth Vo and the phase difference ¢ between the standing waves in the X and Y arms (Appendix. A). The interaction
parameters in Eq. (1) exhibit significant tunability. The white region at Uy /Us = 2 indicates TACT dynamics, while the red
and blue regions approaching U, /Us — 3 and U;/Us — 1 reflect OAT dynamics. b, Optimal squeezing parameter £% for
N = 10* atoms. TACT dynamics achieve an orbital squeezed state with ¢% ~ N1, reaching the Heisenberg limit, while OAT

dynamics yield ¢4 ~ N~2/3

. ¢, Scaling behavior of the optimal squeezing time Tsq,0pt and the optimal squeezing parameter

{%’Opt as a function of atom number N in the TACT regime. The optical lattice parameters used here are Vo = 6Er and

¢ = 0.448757.

namics of the p-orbital system are governed by (Ap-
pendix. B):

H = (3U3 — U1)J; — (U1 = Us)J; . (1)

This interacting Hamiltonian lf[ is a combination of OAT
J? (or J2) and TACT JZ — J? interactions. It reduces
to the OAT Hamiltonian when U; = U3 or Uy = 3Us,
and to the TACT Hamiltonian when U; = 2U3. In this
p-orbital system, the ratio of Us/Uj is largely tunable by
adjusting the interfering laser beams forming the optical
lattice (Fig. 3). With that the orbital-TACT Hamilto-
nian naturally emerges, in sharp contrast to spin systems
where engineering the TACT Hamiltonian has fundamen-

tal challenges owing to the spin SU(2) symmetry [25-27].

In quench dynamics, we demonstrate the interac-
tion effects transform the p-band condensate, |¥y),
into an orbital-squeezed state with its quantum shot-
noise (Abfproj) suppressed. The extent of this suppres-
sion is quantified by the metrological squeezing param-
eter, g = Abp0j/Absqr, which is given by &% =
N(AJL)? /(T [25, 36, 37], with J, = cospJ, +
sinpJ, and the squeezing angle ¢ defined such that
(AJ,)? is the minimum variance perpendicular to the
average spin direction. Our simulation results with N =
10* (Fig. 3) reveal that optimal squeezing is achieved
near the TACT regime. The time required to achieve
this optimal squeezing (Tyqopt), is approximately 1 ms
under standard experimental conditions [17]. The TACT
dynamics produce an orbital squeezed state with 5123 ~
N~999 “indicating quantum enhancement in detecting
the pseudo-magnetic field. This enhancement could ad-
vance sensitivity from the standard quantum limit to
N—0998 "approaching the Heisenberg limit (N 1), a fun-
damental lower bound set by the non-commutative na-

ture of quantum mechanics [25].

Atomic quantum sensing of gravity waves— When a
gravitational wave (GW) passes through a Michelson in-
terferometer, it curves the surrounding spacetime, alter-
ing the apparent length of the interferometer arms. This
introduces round-trip phase shifts, A®x, and Ady in
the X and Y arms, respectively. The resulting differen-
tial phase A® = APy — APy, the interference pattern
of the laser intensity, as measured in LIGO [7]. In con-
trast, for our orbital atomic sensor, the differential phase
A® causes a real-space deformation of the optical lattice
potential. The interaction between GWs and our atomic
sensor is described by an effective action (in natural units
h=c=1):

S = /d‘*ng [gwaﬂqﬁay\p V(@ g™, (@)

Here g"” is the curved spacetime metric, ¥ is the atomic
field, and V = m?/2 + Vot + Upat(Px y) is the total
potential including the atomic mass terms, the primary
lattice potential Vi, for trapping atoms, and the signal
lattice Uy, that carries the information of GW (Meth-
ods). The direct coupling between GWs and cold atoms
via the spacetime metric is negligible in this setup (Sup-
plementary Information). However, the GW-induced de-
formation Ul (®x,y) acts on the p-orbital atoms as a
pseudo-magnetic field, and can be sensitively detected us-
ing orbital squeezed states (Fig. 1). The strength of the
pseudo-magnetic field is B, = nUgA®, where n € (0,1) is
a dimensionless efficiency factor dependent on the char-
acterization of the primary lattice V¢, and Uy is the
lattice depth of U,y (Methods).

Given a total measurement time 7', the final measured
signal of our atomic sensor is § = fOT dty(t)B,(t)/h with
y(t) a window function determined by the detecting pro-
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FIG. 4. Time sequence of high-precision detection with the orbital atomic sensor. Each measurement cycle consists
of five steps: (1) Preparation of bosonic atoms in the condensate state of the p-orbital band, which takes approximately
Torep = 80ms [17]; (2) Interaction quench via Feshbach resonance techniques to achieve atom squeezing within Ty, = 1ms
(Appendix. C); (3) Adjustment of the optical lattice potential Via; to align the most sensitive axis of the uncertainty ellipse
along the z-axis within Tio; = 0.1 ms (Supplementary Information); (4) Detection of the GW/DPDM by evolving the orbital
squeezed state under the GW/DPDM-induced pseudo-magnetic field for a duration of Tiife = 1000 ms, within the cold atom
lifetime; (5) Execution of a Time-of-Flight (TOF) experiment to measure the rotation angle 6 [17]. The total duration of a

measurement cycle is T = Tprep + Tsq + Trot + Tlite + TTOF-

tocol (Methods). The measurement precision of 4 is lim-
ited by quantum projection noise of atoms (Af)p.0; and
quantum fluctuations of photons (Af)photon (Methods).
The resulting strain sensitivity S, = Satom + Sphoton for
typical experimental parameters is presented in Fig. 2a.
The orbital atomic sensor develops an optimal sensitiv-
ity around 1 Hz. Its performance is mainly limited by
photon fluctuations at low frequencies, whereas at higher
frequencies, it is constrained by both of increasing atomic
projection noise and photon fluctuations. The sensitiv-
ity for frequency f below a critical frequency f. ~ 1.87Hz
takes a form of,

(Ae)prOj )
nvUT

Here, Catom (f, T) is a coefficient dependent solely on the
detecting protocol details (Supplementary Information),
and Ssqu(f) = 8h/ML(2nf)? represents the SQL of a
conventional interferometric GW detector with test mass
M and arm length L. It is evident that for f < f., the
sensitivity of the atomic sensor exhibits the same scal-
ing with respect to M and L according to the SQL of
a conventional detector. It nevertheless surpasses the
limit by enhancing the phase precision of the atom or
increasing the depth of the optical lattice, ensuring that
Catom (f, T)(A) proj/mVUT < 1. For f > f., the sen-
sitivity scales worse than a conventional detector due to
the limited amount of atomic integration time (Supple-
mentary Information).

Soas(f) = Ssqu(f)Catom (f,T) (3)

Ultralight dark matter detection— As interferometric
gravitational-wave detectors are sensitive to ultralight
dark matter [9, 38—40], our atomic sensor can be used
to probe them as well. The ultralight dark photon dark
matter A* is expected to couple to normal matter cur-
rent Jf, with D = B the baryon number. The La-
grangian describes this coupling is given by (in natural
units i =c=¢ =1):

1 1
L= _ZFWF“” + §m,24A”AH —egpJhAu, (4

with F,, = 0,A, — 0, A, the field strength tensor of
dark photon, m4 the dark photon mass, and gp the cou-
pling constant normalized to the electromagnetic cou-
pling e. This coupling also causes oscillations of the
apparent length of the arms, altering the differential
phase A®, which can be detected by our atomic sen-
sors. The upper limit on gp can therefore be calcu-
lated from the GW strain sensitivity, which is shown in
Fig. 2b. Our sensor predicts 17 dB of magnitude decrease
in the detectable upper limits of the U(1)p coupling near
ma ~ 5 x 1070V /c?, surpassing the current best con-
straints achieved by the MICROSCOPE experiment [12—
15].

Discusston— We have developed an orbital atomic
quantum sensor for the detection of gravitational waves
and ultralight dark matter, achieving a 8 dB improve-
ment in sensitivity for low-frequency gravitational wave
detection compared to the standard LIGO configuration.



The sensor also tightens constraints on the U(1)p dark
gauge coupling in the sought-after ultralight mass range
of 10717 to 107! eV/c?. This enhancement is primar-
ily due to orbital squeezing of the sensing atoms. Unlike
spin squeezing, which is challenging to engineer due to
the fundamental SU(2) symmetry, orbital squeezing nat-
urally emerges when atoms are loaded into the excited
band of an optical lattice.

In our orbital atomic sensor, the photons traveling in
the Michelson interferometer that acquire the gravita-
tional wave signal interact quantum mechanically with
the sensing atoms, which tends to slightly degrade the
orbital squeezing and thus the detection sensitivity. Sen-
sitivity improvements are expected through the applica-
tion of advanced quantum control techniques. Addition-
ally, the laser power used in the orbital atomic sensor
is significantly lower than in LIGO, to preserve the sta-
bility of the cold atom sample. In principle, utilizing
multiple (M) cold atom samples sharing a light signal
with a laser power comparable to that of LIGO could
further enhance sensitivity by a factor of 1/4/M. At the
same time, this sensitivity enhancement could be com-
promised by the technical noise of introducing multiple
beam splitters, as unavoidable in parallizing the orbital
atomic sensors. These avenues warrant further investiga-
tion.
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Appendix A. P-orbital bands in a bipartite
square lattice

The primary trapping potential Vi, is created by
counter-propagating laser beams with a wavelength of
A = 532nm along the X, Y directions (a detailed optical
layout is provided in the Supplementary Information).
The potential is given by [17, 28]:

W

0 !eiKX 4+ e KX | gio (eiKY +e—iKY) ‘2.

Viat (I‘) =

Here, K = 27/X is the wave-vector of the laser, and ¢
denotes the phase difference between the two standing

waves in the X,Y directions. Rotating the coordinate
system by 7/4, we reach the new axes = (X +Y)/v/2
and y = (Y — X)/v/2 with lattice vectors a; = a(1,0)
and ay = a(0,1), where a = A\/v/2. The D, point group
symmetry of Viu; yields two degenerate ground states,
|Dz,y), in the p-bands of V. These states are at time-
reversal invariant quasi-momentum Q, = (m,0)/a and
Q, = (0,m)/a, respectively (k = 27 /a is the reciprocal
lattice constant). Although W, undergoes real-space de-
formation in the presence of GW/DPDM signals, it does
not induce transitions between the p, , states due to lat-
tice translation symmetry.

Appendix B. Emergence of the orbital squeezing
Hamiltonian

The two-mode approximation for p-orbital bosons is rep-
resented by the field operator:

\i/(r) =y (r)pe + ¢y(r)ﬁy )

where 1, (r) are the Bloch wavefunctions and p, are
the annihilation operators for each mode, satisfying
[ﬁa;ﬁg} = 0qp With o, = z,y. The contact atomic
interaction can be formulated as H = Uy (42 + 72) /2 +
2Usn,1yy + Us (ﬁlﬁlﬁyﬁy + h.c.) /2 under the two-mode
approximation. Here, n, = ﬁlﬁa represents the num-
ber operator for the p, mode, and the total p-orbital
number operator is N = f, + 7. The interaction pa-
rameters Uj o 3 are derived from integrals over the Bloch
functions [19]. Due to the time-reversal symmetry of the
p-orbital modes, Uy equals to Us (Supplementary Infor-
mation). Employing the Schwinger representation of an-
gular momentum J; = 1/2 Zaﬁ ﬁgofwﬁm 1 =uz,y,z with
o' the Pauli operators, yields the form of spin squeezing
Hamiltonian Eq. (1) in the main text.

Appendix C. Interaction control

The preparation of cold atomic p-orbital squeezing be-
gins with a weakly interacting BEC in the excited band
of a bipartite optical lattice [17, 21, 23]. Squeezing in the
p-orbital is achieved by an interaction quench, where the
interaction strength is abruptly increased. This is acces-
sible to the current cold atom technology using Feshbach
resonances. For instance, in "Li atoms, a broad Feshbach
resonance is present at approximately 737 G [41, 42]. The
initial p-orbital BEC is formed with the weakly interact-
ing state |[FF = 1,mp = —1). The interaction quench is
realized by driving a Raman transition that converts the
atomic internal state to |F' = 1, mp = 1), which exhibits
strongly repulsive interactions.



Appendix D. Pseudo-magnetic field induced by
GW or dark matter

The signal lattice Uy, used to detect GW/DPDM signal
is generated by a laser with doubled wavelength 2\ =
1064nm. This lattice is further coupled to the FP cavities
at the end of Michelson interferometer arms to enhance
detecting sensitivity. Ul has the expression:

_Uo{l + cos(l{;v + <I>x> cos(];y + <I>y>
+ cos ¢y {cos(lzx + @x) + cos(ka + Qy)] } .

Here, Uy is its depth and must satisfy Uy < Vo = O(ER)
to ensure the validity of the two-mode approximation,
the phase (&5, ®y) = (Px + Py, Py — Px)/2 where Ox v
are the phase accumulation of the 2\-laser in the X,Y
arms with FP cavities, and ¢y denotes the phase differ-
ence between the standing waves in the two arms. The
direct coupling of bosons to GW/DPDM induces an en-
ergy shift in the p-orbital states in principle, but with a
negligible strength (detailed in Supplementary Informa-
tion). In contrast, the GW/DPDM induced differential
phase A® = Adx — APy produces a significant shift to
the the signal lattice, leading to the Hamiltonian HY =
S JUsPhps with JU; = [ d2r 7 (1) Uia(r)s(r). The
pseudo-magnetic field is derived as:

where n = [ d?r ¢} (r)sin(kz/2) sin(ky/2),(r) is the
efficiency factor.

Appendix E. Detecting protocol

For a low frequency GW/DPDM signal satisfying fTjig <
1/2, no additional pulses are applied in the signal detec-
tion step in Fig. 4. Consequently, the window function
defined in the main text, simplifies to y(¢) = 1. Con-
versely, for high-frequency signals, periodic dynamical
decoupling (PDD) sequences are employed, which con-
sist of R, () pulses applied every 1/(2f) time interval.
This method prevents the cancellation of the accumu-
lated phase 6 that occurs in different half periods of the
signal cycle, and y(t) changes its sign with each applica-
tion of a m-pulse. The 7-pulse demands time ¢,, ~ 100pus
and is implemented by slightly breaking the degeneracy
of p,, modes (Supplementary Information).

Appendix F. Noise channel analysis

The quantum optical Hamiltonian describing the inter-
action between atoms and photons in the Michelson in-
terferometer is:

H=DB,J,, (6)

6

where B, includes its expectation value B, in Eq. (5)
and quantum fluctuations of light (Supplementary Infor-
mation), and its corresponding orbital rotation angle is

0 = fOT dty(t)B4(t)/h. In our protocol, we measure the
orbital polarization (J,) after a certain duration (T) of
evolution under this Hamiltonian, starting from the ini-
tial state [{R)atom ® |®)photon. Here, |ER)atom represents
an orbital squeezed state of atoms with a squeezing pa-
rameter {g, and |&) photon denotes the laser coherent state
entering the beam splitter. The measurement sensitivity
is defined as:

S y) VT (7)
o)l
In our setup, the noise in the numerator is given by:
<J§> = |<‘]Z>|2 ((Ag)iroj + (Ae)?)hoton) ’ (8)

where (Af)2.; = &%/N accounts for the orbital po-
larization fluctuation in the initial atomic state, and
(A0)2) ion = (02) represents the photonic quantum fluc-
tuations from the vacuum input at the dark port (Sup-
plementary Information). The latter noise can be further

reduced by injecting photonic squeezed states [43—46].

Appendix G. Strain sensitivity and detection
threshold of gp

For the construction of Fig. 2, the atomic sensor is de-
signed with N = 8x10° “Li atoms trapped in the primary
lattice with depth of Vy = 6ER (Eg is the photon recoil
energy h?/2mA? with m the mass of atoms). The pri-
mary lattice is generated by a laser with a power of 1.7
W in each arm, operating with an efficiency of n = 0.6.
The signal lattice has a depth of Uy = 0.1Eg, with a
laser power of 32 mW per arm. The test masses are of
40kg, and the arm length is L = 4km, aligning with the
specifications of LIGO. The measurement pulse sequence
is optimized for each frequency to ensure maximum sen-
sitivity, which can be realized by quantum lock-in tech-
niques [47-49]. The resulting curves, depicted in Fig. 2a
for GWs and Fig. 2b for DPDMs, represent averages over
polarizations and propagation directions of the respective
signals (Supplementary Information).
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S-1  Multi-orbital BEC in Bipartite Square Lattice

In this section, we briefly review the basics about the experimentally realized p-BEC states
in bipartite square lattice, following the setup of [50, 51]. As depicted in Fig. S1, the
experimental configuration of a square optical lattice bears a resemblance to gravitational
interferometers like LIGO, with both systems operating on the principles of Michelson
Interferometers (MI). The experimental setup of our orbital atomic sensor is shown in

Fig. 1 in the main text and Fig. S1.

A Optical Lattice Setup

The primary lattice potential V., used for trapping p-orbital bosons, is generated by
superimposing counter-propagating laser beams with a wavelength of A = 532nm along

the X, Y directions, as depicted in Fig. S1. The potential is expressed as:

Viat(r) = —ZOI [(ez cos a + ey sin a)e™* + Teze_ZKX] + te'?e, (e’KY + re_’KY) 2

, (51)

where K = 27 /) is the wave-vector of the laser with wavelength A (to be referred to as
A-laser in the following), t < 1 and r < 1 account for imperfect optical transmission and
reflection efficiencies, « is used to adjust the anisotropy between p, , orbitals by rotating
the polarizations of the light. When r = ¢ = cosa = 1, we return to the case of perfect

optics and the optical lattice has an exact D4 point group symmetry:
Viat(X,Y) = =V [cos® KX + cos® KY + 2 cos ¢ cos KX cos KY] . (S2)

In terms of the rotated coordinate x = \%(X +Y) and y = \%(Y — X)), Eq. (52) takes

the form of:

Viat(,y) = =Vo [1 + cos kx cos ky + cos ¢(cos kx + cos ky)] (S3)
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a
— b ETM
H Mirror Atoms =~ FP cavity
J ” FP cavity
Laser BS/ / K ; ﬂ
IT™M ETM
= Signal lattice U, Primary lattice V.,
K Test Mass 532 nm

~~ FP cavity

J Atoms

A-Laser
— 1064 nm o | FP cavity T v/
lat
— G-Si-i
: — X
: 2X-Laser BS

FIG. 1. [llustration of p-orbital BEC experiments [50], the LIGO observatory [52] and the
orbital atomic sensor. a, Sketch of the optical lattice setup where two optical standing
waves are superimposed. b, The LIGO observatory features two additional Fabry-Perot
cavities (FP cavities) in each arm, which serve to increase the effective arm length. c,
The orbital atomic sensor represents a synthesis of these two interferometric systems. The
primary lattice Vj,; confining the atoms is generated by the A-laser (532 nm), while the
signal lattice Uy, for signal detection is generated by 2A-laser (1064 nm). The acronyms
used are BS = beam splitter, ITM = input test mass, ETM = end test mass, PD =
photon detector.

where k = v/2K is the magnitude of reciprocal lattice vectors. (The photon recoil energy
is still defined as Er = h?*K?/2m instead of h?k?/2m, where m is the atomic mass.)

The lattice vectors of Vi in (z,y) coordinate are a; = a(1,0) and as = a(0,1) with
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a = 2r/k (Fig. S2). Its two local minimum are V4 = —2V(1 + cos ¢) at r4 = (0,0) and
Ve = —2Vy(1 —cos ¢) at rg = (a/2,a/2). In the following, we refer to Vi,; as the primary
optical lattice, while an signal lattice Uy, is employed for detecting signals of gravitational

waves or ultralight dark matter (see Sec. S-3).

B Band Structure

The band structure of V},; is obtained by diagonalizing the non-interacting Hamiltonian

A~

Hoi

Hy = / dr 0l (r) (_%w +vlat<r>) Fa(r) (s4)

where Waq(r) = U(r)do(z) is the bosonic field operators, and ¢o(z) is the ground state

FIG. 2. a, Real-space configuration of the lattice potential Vj,; in the z,y coordinate,
with local minima at A(0,0) and B(a/2,a/2). b, The first Brillouin Zone of Viy. Q.
represent the two degenerate band minima in the first excited band. c, The first excited
band spectrum E'(k) obtained by numerically diagonalizing the Hamiltonian in Eq. (54).
The parameters are set as V) = 2Eg and ¢ = 0.47.
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of the harmonic oscillator with circular frequency w, along the z direction. W(r) has an
expansion in the Bloch states basis as:

Ur)= > D tox(r)ba(k). (S5)

kEIBZ n

The dispersion relation of the first excited band is shown in Fig. S2. There are two de-

generate ground states with time-reversal (TR) invariant quasi-momentum Q, = (7,0)/a

and Q, = (0,7)/a [53]. The so-called p-BEC states are the condensate of these two states.
The ground state manifold of N non-interacting p-orbital bosons are spanned by:

7 Nz}, Ny

N [bL(ngm[%f?m

In experiments, we are able to prepare normal p-BEC states [p,)®" = |N,0) and

|0) with N, + N, = N . (S6)

Ip,)®Y = |0, N) as well as chirality-breaking p+ states (|p.) % i|p,))" [50, 51] by tun-

ing the interaction strength between atoms through Feshbach resonance techniques.

C Two-Mode Approximation

Inspired by previous studies on interference of fragmented BEC of two internal states [54,
55] and in double wells [56, 57], we propose the two-mode approximation [58, 59] of p-

orbital bosons describing the evolution of bosons from the initial p-BEC state as:
W (r) = o (0)he + 4y (1) (S7)

where we have used the notation v, (r) := 1, q.(r) as the single particle wavefunctions
and p, = l;pa(Qa) Eq. (85) as the annihilation operators of the corresponding modes,
satisfying [ﬁa,ﬁ/g] = 0o With o, f = 2, y.

In the two-mode approximation, the single-body Hamiltonian is given by:

Hy = €(fy + 1y) (S8)
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with e = F'(Q,,) (Fig. S2) and n, the number operator of its corresponding mode.

And the contact interaction Vi (r — r’) = g3qd(r — r’) between bosons is described by:

2 93d 7 D N
Hine = 9 d’r \I;;d( )\Ijgd(r)\ljfid(r)‘ljfid(r) - Z Ua1a2a3a4pllp22pa3pa4 ) (89)
A1~4=2T,Y

where gsq is given by the 3d scattering length asq as gsq = 4wh?asq/M. The interaction

coefficients Uy, ay050, are given by:

Ussasasas = 5 | T, (060, (1), (000, (1) (10)

with goq = gsa [ |¢o(2)|*dz. The Dy lattice symmetry restricts that the only non-vanishing

(up to permutation of indices) coefficients are:

Us = Useee = Uy = %22 [ Erlino], (s11)
Us = Unyye =2 [ el (o) Pl () (512)
Us = Useyy = Uy = 22 [ 102000 (00" (513)

In the harmonic limit Vo/Er > 1, Uy = 3U; = 3Us, while in a general case the ratio
U, /Us varies with the parameters (Vp, ¢), see Fig. 3a in main text. It is worth noting that
U, = Us exactly for our checkerboard lattice because that 1, ,(r) are TR-invariant and

thus real-valued. Furthermore, U; > U, because Uy —Us o [ d2r(|1),(xr)|* — |1, (r)[*)* > 0.

The interacting Hamiltonian only has three terms now:

o R Us .
Hiny = — (ny(ny — 1) + 1y (ny, — 1)) + 2Usn,ny, + > (plplpypy + h.c.) ) (S14)

It is notable that the pair hopping term, p!pip,p, + h.c., naturally arises in the p-orbital
system. This term is crucial in engineering the the TACT Hamiltonian, as we will describe

in Sec. S-2.
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S-2  Orbital Squeezing of p-orbital Bosons

In this section, we will treat each two-mode boson as a pseudo-spin-1/2 system and study

the dynamics of p-BEC states under the evolution of Hi.

z
a C AJ,
> .
— ()
e < N
y x y

FIG. $3. Husimi-Q) function representation of pseudo-spin states. a, The initial pseudo-spin
coherent state |J,J). b, A orbital-squeezed state resulting from the evolution of |J, .J)
under the Hamiltonian Eq. (S18), exhibiting a squeezing angle ¢ relative to the z-axis. c,
The orbital-squeezed state following a rotation around the z-axis by ¢, enhancing sensi-
tivity to rotations about the z-axis. The parameters are Uy = 2.5U; = 2.5U; (Eq. (514))
and N = 20.

A Schwinger Representation of Angular Momentum

The Schwinger representation of angular momentum [60] is:

L, .
+ = jx + ij = ﬁlﬂﬁy ) jf = ﬁz/ﬁz ) (816)

where we have chosen p,(p,) state to represent the pseudo-spin up (down) state, and

A

J. measures the population difference between p, and p,. The initial p-BEC state is a

coherent state, |0, ) (shown in Fig. S3) as:

N J

Jz = _> - |€ = 07@)7 |py>®N = |7Ta 90>7 |p+>®N = |7T/2,7T/2> .

ON _ |q\®N _ 7 AV
P =N == 5 L= 5
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Without loss of generality, we will always assume the initial state is prepared in the p,

condensate |p,)®".

The full pseudo-spin (ps) Hamiltonian, denoted as Iflps = Hy + H,y, is rewritten in
terms of angular momentum operators as,
A oo U o o Us
Hpys = eN + > <n925 + ni — N) + 2Usn g1y, + > (p;plpypy + h.c.)
U, 1

= (e — 7)N + Z(U1 +2Us)N? + (Uy — 2Us) J2 + Us(J2 — J7) (S17)

Since the total particle number N = f, + N, is a conserved quantity, J? = j:g + jyg + J;Q =

%(% + 1) is also conserved, i.e., the state always evolve in the J = N/2 subspace. The

full Hamiltonian (up to a constant energy shift involving only N ) then takes the form:
]:Ips = (3U3 - Ul)jx2 - (Ul - Ug)jj (818)

which reproduces Eq. (2) of the main text.

The full Hamiltonian is a Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick(LMG) Hamiltonian [61, 62] in absence
of external fields, which is a superposition of the one-axis-twisting Hamiltonian (OAT)
J2(J2) and the two-axis-counter-twisting Hamiltonian (TACT) J2 — J2. For the checker-
board optical lattice, we have U; = Uz by the time-reversal symmetry, and there are 3
special cases in the parameter space: (1) U; = Us (Shallow lattice limit) gives rise to an
OAT Hamiltonian H = 2UsJ2. (2) U; = 3Us (Deep lattice limit, harmonic limit) also
gives rise to an OAT Hamiltonian H = —2U3j5. (3) Uy = 2U, gives rise to a TACT
Hamiltonian H = Us(J2 — jj)
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a b
37 451 — & —3.733Nn-09%
—_— f§:1.759N_0'996
2 =
3% B
o7 M W25
151
22
0 /6 w/3  7w/2 102 10° 10t 10°
b N

FIG. S4. Squeezing parameter &2 of the state |J, J) under the time evolution of the Hamil-
tonian Eq. (S18). a, & for a total particle number N = 10%. The optimal squeezing
parameter is approximately 37 dB, approaching the Heisenberg limit ¢ ~ 1/N, which
corresponds to a 40 dB squeezing. b, The scaling of the optimal squeezing parameters
with N. The parameters used are Vy = 6FEg, ¢ = 0.448577, and w, = 207 rad/s. Points
represent numerically calculated data, and lines represent fitted curves.

B Squeezing p-orbital Bosons to Heisenberg Limit

We characterize the level of orbital squeezing by using the squeezing parameter g [63]

or the metrological squeezing parameter g [64, 65] as:

(min AJ )?

&= TN (S19)
»  N(minAJ)?  (N/2\° , _
k=T mE (|<J>|) 528 (520)

where min A.J, is the minimal variance of the spin component perpendicular to the mean
spin direction (J). For our system (J,) = (J,) = (Jo.Jy) = (JyJ.) = (JoJ.) = 0, so the
mean spin direction is e,. The squeezing effect of different parameters (Vp, ¢, N) is shown

in Fig. 3 in the main text and Fig. S4.

The metrological squeezing parameter is associated with phase sensitivity in Ramsey
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FIG. S5. Squeezing angle ¢ and squeezing time Ty, of the spin state |J, J) under the time
evolution of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S18). a, ¢ as a function of potential parameters
with total particle number N = 10*. In the OAT limit, ¢ is close to m/2, while in the
TACT limit, ¢ approaches m/4. b, The scaling of the optimal squeezing angle with N. c,
T., with total particle number N = 10*. d, The optimal squeezing time as a function of
N. The parameters here corresponds to Vo = 6Eg, ¢ = 0.448577,w, = 207 rad/s.

spectroscopy as A¢ = {r/V N. The state is squeezed for g < 1, as its noise beats

the standard quantum limit (shot-noise limit) A¢ < 1/v/N. Conversely, the Heisenberg

uncertainty principle imposes a fundamental limit on this squeezing, asserting that % >

¢2 > 1/N and consequently A¢ > 1/N, establishing the lower bounds for the uncertainty
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in phase that quantum mechanics allows. The fitted curves in Fig. S4b % = 3.738 N 099
and &% = 1.759N %9 indicate that the squeezing effect generated by the interaction
between p-orbital bosons achieves the Heisenberg limit. Comparing Fig. 3a in main text
and Fig. S4a, we observe that the optimal squeezing effect is achieved at U; = 2U, = 2Us,
where ﬁspin becomes a TACT Hamiltonian.

Two other important quantities important for our detecting protocol are the optimal

squeezing time T, and the optimal squeezing angle ¢. The results are provided in Fig. S5.

a b
0.7 151
I r=20.7
10 . 101 r=0.8 /
0.81 = ~ | r=0.9
5= c%ﬂ b r=1.0 /
~ l, = = o
0.9 . CQN M _5]
_10.
1.0 : . ) I—10 : . . .
0 0.1l 027 03w 0 0.10m 0.207 0.307
o «Q

FIG. s6. Effective pseudo-magnetic field B, arising from the energy asymmetry between
p. and p, orbitals. (a) B, plotted against the reflection coefficient r and polarization
angle a. The solid green line marks the condition r = cos a where the two p-orbitals are
degenerate and the D, point group symmetry is partially recovered. (b) B, as a function
of a for specific r values. B, is of typical magnitude 1072Eg ~ 107! E.

C Rotation about z-axis

As demonstrated in Sec. S-3, the effective interaction between gravitational waves/dark
photon dark matter and the lattice induces a tiny rotation about z-axis. To optimize the
detection of this tiny rotation using orbital squeezing techniques, we need to align the

most sensitive direction of the orbital squeezed state with the z-axis (Fig. S3 b-c).
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A straightforward method to achieve this alignment involves a rotation about the z-
axis, which can be induced by introducing a pseudo-magnetic field B, .J, = B, (1, —ny)/2.
This term accounts for the energy asymmetry between p, and p, orbitals, which can be
adjusted by tuning the lattice parameters r, ¢, « as defined in Eq. (S1). Taking r < 1, we
have an energy shift between p, and p, orbitals because the resultant lack of lattice Dy

symmetry [50, 51, 66]. This generates a pseudo-magnetic field along the z-axis.

In Fig. S6, we provide the results of B, = 2(E'(Q,) — F*(Q,)). We find that B, has
a typical value about 5 x 1072Eg. Therefore, the typical time required to rotate a state
squeezed by TACT Hamiltonian about z-axis by ¢ = /4 is Tiot(w/4) = wh/(4 X 5 X
1072ER) ~ 25us.

S-3 Detecting Gravitational Waves

In this section, we describe the process of sensing gravitational waves (GW) with our
orbital atomic sensor. The underlying idea is that when a GW passes through the exper-
imental apparatus, it induces a rotation of the p-orbital states around the z-axis of the
pseudo-spin Bloch sphere by a minute angle 6 (see Fig. 4 in the main text). This rotation
can be detected, with the sensitivity limited by the quantum noise of atoms and photons,
which we will explore in detail in Sec. S-4. Throughout this paper, we use the convention

n" = diag(1l, —1,—1,—1) and z* = (ct,r).

A Theory

Consider a monochromatic plane gravitational wave traveling along the e, direction,

which perturbs the spacetime metric as g,, = 1y + hyw. In the transverse-traceless(TT)
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gauge, the spacetime metric is given by:

00 0 0
0 he hy 0
By = M. , (S21)
0 hy —hy 0
00 0 0

where h, (t,z) and hy(t, z) are the strain fields corresponding to the two independent po-
larization of the GW, plus and cross respectively. The spacetime interval is then expressed

as:
ds® = g, datdr” = —2dt* + (1 — hy)dX? + 2k dXAY + (1 + hy)dY? +d2®.  (S22)

The coordinate frame employed here is the T'T frame, wherein the coordinate position of
a free test mass remains unchanged in the presence of a gravitational wave, provided the
test mass is initially at rest [67]. Note that the polarization described here is aligned with
the X, Y axes. A complete general-relativistic treatment of p-orbital bosons in curved
spacetime g, involves the interaction between GWs and the bosons, as well as the effect

of the GW on the trapping potentials. This is captured by the following action [68]:
S[; g, V] = /d4x\/—g [0 0,910, W — k[ W[* =V (r; ¢") W [7] (S23)

where g = det(g,,) and x is the atomic interaction coefficient. The first two terms

represent the minimal coupling between atoms and GWs, and the third term V' is given
by:

m2c?

V(I’, QW) - 2h2 + Viat(r; QW) + Ulat(r; gMV)’ (824)

which accounts for the atomic mass, and the GW-induced deformation of the primary

lattice Vi, for trapping atoms and signal lattice potential Uy, for signal detection. The
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complete atomic Hamiltonian is expressed as:
H = Hpa + Hows + How-nn. (525)

Here, Hga corresponds to the Hamiltonian of p-orbital atoms in flat spacetime, while
]:IGW_B and ]:[GW_EM describe the direct coupling between GWs and bosons, and the
photon-mediated coupling between GWs and atoms, respectively. As detailed in S-3 C,
the direct GW-boson coupling induces a pseudo-magnetic field along the z-axis, but with
a negligible strength. Additionally, the impact of GWs on the primary optical lattice
potential Vi, is also found to be insignificant, as shown in S-3D. In contrast, the GW-
induced deformation of the signal optical lattice Uy,, which has a wavelength twice that
of Vi, and half the wave-vector, results in a detectable pseudo-magnetic field B, that
couples p, and p, orbital states. For instance, Vi, and Uy, could be generated using
lasers with wavelengths of A = 532 nm and 2\ = 1064 nm, respectively. The expression

for U, is given by:
k k
Uit (15 v, @, @) = —Uo{l + cos(g + @z) cos (Ty + cI)y>

+ cos oy {cos (l%x + q)x) + cos<% + <I>y>} } . (S26)

where ®, , are tunable phases, and ¢y denotes the phase difference between the standing
waves of the laser in the X, Y arms having wavelength 2 (to be refereed to as 2\-laser in
the following). The phases are related with the phase accumulation in X, Y arms (defined
in the main text) by &x = ¢, — &, and &y = &, + &,. We require Uy < V) = O(ER) so
that Uy, has little effect on the p-band and lattice structure associated with V.. In this

limit, the two-mode approximation Eq. (S7) is still valid and the contribution of U, to
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the pseudo-spin Hamiltonian is:

Hy = JUphps = TN + Bod., (S27)
af
Jop = /er Vo (r) Dt (v dur, @)a(x) (S28)

Therefore, the interaction between GWs and Uy, effectively produces a pseudo-magnetic

field B, along the e, direction, given by:
B, (®; Vp, ¢) = —2Up sin @, sin @,n(Vp, ¢), (529)

with the dimensionless “efficiency” parameter n depicted in Fig. S7. The derivation of

this expression and the definition of n are detailed in S-3 B.

6 0.9
0.7
4
At
) 0.5 =
= o
2 0.3
0 _'O.].

0 76 w/3 )2
¢

FIG. S7. Efficiency parameter 7 in Eq. (544) as a function of potential parameters Vj and
¢. The efficiency increases with Vj and exceeds its harmonic limit (Eq. (S45)), 1/e, across
a broad range of potential parameters.

For simplicity, we first consider a plus-polarized GW propagating along the e, direction
(the polarization and angular patterns are studied in Sec. S-4 D). In the presence of

such a GW, Uy, gets a (phase or real space) shift as Uy (r; ¢u, @y, @) — Ulat (15 00 +
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Aoy, ., @y — ADP/2) = Uppe(r + ly; o + A¢y, @). Here, 1y = (0, —A®/k) (shown in
Eq. (546)). Similarly, the pseudo-magnetic field B, shift as B,(®,, ®,) = B,(®,, ¢, —
A®/2), which is most sensitive to hy when ®, = 7/2 and ¢, = 0 in the flat spacetime.

As a result, B, = 0 in the absence of GW, and it gains a finite value when GW passes by:
B&Y (he; Vo, 6, F) = n(Vo, 9)Uo A . (S30)

The measured GW signal also depends on the frequency of GWs and measuring protocol.

The rotation angle 6 acquired for a measurement with duration 7" is:

6= / "t (1B (1)1 ($31)

where y(t) is the modulation function (window function) of the pulse sequence applied in
the measuring protocol. The rotated angle is detected at the end of each detection cycle
by measuring the orbital polarization (.J,) using time-of-flight experiment (see Fig. 4 in

the main text).

For a monochromatic GW wave h (t) = hg 1 cos(27 ft + «), the rotation angle is:

0= To(Fhos = o W (0 T)Ta fhos (832)

where the protocol-dependent weight function W(f, «, T) is defined as the Fourier trans-

formation of y(t):

W(f,a,T)= %/0 dt y(t) cos(2m ft + ) . (S33)

The weight function W is analyzed in detail in Sec. S-3 E. The transfer function of the

Michelson Interferometer with FP cavity is [67]:

To(f) = hAO—Ci = % x 2K L sinc (27?]”%) %, (S34)

where L is the arm length, F is the finesse of the FP cavity, and f, = ¢/(4FL) is the pole
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frequency. The additional factor 1/2 accounts for the fact that Uy, is generated by laser
with wavevector K/2. The shift of phase accumulation ®x y of lasers in the X, Y arms is

given by:

1
A = STal b (535)

Ady =~ Talf)ho.s (536)

The transfer function of a pure MI (without FP cavity) corresponding to our primary

A-laser is:

Tor(f) = fq’/ = 2K L' sinc (27? f%) : (S37)

0,+

where we have assumed the A-laser is cycling in a pure MI with arm length L' ~ Im (see
Fig.S1c). The arm-length of LIGO interferometer is L = 4km, for which the sinc terms
in Eq. (534) and Eq. (S37) are well approximated by 1 in the frequency region f < 103Hz

of our interest in this study.

B Lattice-deformation-mediated Interaction between GW and
Bosons

In this section we demonstrate the derivation of pseudo-magnetic field B, in Eq. (529),
and analyze its behaviour in the presence of a GW, under the condition where V4 /Uy > 1.
We first divide the whole integral Eq. (528) into contribution from different unit cells Qg
as:

Jop = D (=) /Q d’r 3 (r) Vs (v + R; g0, ®)s(r) (838)
R (0]
where 1, (r + R) = (—1)%4),(r) is used. Given that the lattice vectors of Uy, are 2a;

and 2ay, we decompose R = (2m + m,)a; + (2n + n,)ay with m,,n, € Zy denoting the
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relative position in the enlarged unit cell. Using > 1=1/43 5 1= Np;/4, we obtain:

Jgﬂ = }L Z (—1)RetRs /er Pr (1)Ul (r + myag + npag)s(r) . (S39)

mmn'r'EZQ

The summation of m,., n, leads to:

1

B Z (=1)"™ " U (v + mpay + npaz) = —Uy cos(kx /2 + @,) cos(ky/2 + @), (S40)
mrynr€Z2

1

1 Z Ut (r + m,a; + nyas) = —Uy . (S41)
My Ny EL2

By inserting these into (538), and noticing that v, has odd parity along x(y) direction,

we obtain:

Tow = gy = —U0, (S42)
Ju, = Jo. = —Uysin @, sin @,n(Vo, ¢) , (S43)
n(Va0) = [ % wi(r: Vo, ) sinl/2)sn(hy/2)0a(r: Vo, ). (544)

From Eq. (S43), we obtain the expression of pseudo-magnetic field
In the harmonic limit Vj/Er > 1, we expand the Bloch functions in terms of the
localized Wannier functions of Vj,; at each site R as ¢,(r) = NI;tl/ 2 Yo r(=1D)few,(r —

R) (Fig. S2). The Wannier functions are given by wa(r) = ,/-2-22¢~""/?l with the

WZ?_I Ly
characteristic length [y = (Wjﬂmsqﬁ))l/ 4. The dimensionless parameter n(Vj, ¢) takes
a form of:
2% 1%
7]har<‘/0> ¢) = 2@2 eXp<_ 2@2 ) . (845)

The maximal value of 1(Vp, ¢) in the harmonic limit is 1/e, which occurs when 7212, /24 =
1. Numerical results of n(Vp, ¢) taking into account the unharmonicity of the lattice

potential are shown in Fig. S7. We observe that in general 7 is not necessarily less than

1/e.
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We now consider the influence of a GW on the pseudo-magnetic-field B,. For a
monochromatic plus-polarized GW with frequency f, the change of arm length imparts
an additional phase A®xy = £AD/2 = £T5(f)ho+/2 (see Eq. (534) for the definition
of T3) to the counter-propagating electromagnetic field with wavelength K = 27 /X upon
reflection from the X, Y arm ends. As a result, the optical lattice is modified by the GW

from its flat spacetime form Eq. (S26) as follows:

Uyl | |
Upat (X, Y; Up, dp) — _ZO‘ (X2 | omilBx+An) o —iKX,2)

+ cHou+Py/2) (eiKY/Q + efi(tby+A<I>y)€fiKY/2) 2

= Ulat(X + AX> Y + AY; %7 ¢U + A¢U) ) (846)

with AX = —AY = A®/K are the real space shift of the lattice caused by the GW,
Apy = (APx — Ady)/2 = AD/2 accounts for the relative phase shift and AP, =
(A®x + Ady)/2 =0, AD, = (ADy — Adx)/2 = —AP/2. In the (x,y) coordinate, the
lattice deformation can be described as Uja(r; ¢, o, ®y) = Ut (v + 15 ¢+ Ay, D4, @)
in the presence of the GW with 1 = %(AX + AY,AY — AX) = (0, -AdD/k).

The GW-induced lattice deformation can also be seen as a shift of phase parameters
because Uyt (r + 15 ¢ + Ady, @y, @y)) = Ut (15 0 + Ay, 5, @, — AP /2). Consequently,
the coefficients JJ; undergo a corresponding shift JU;(®,, @) — J53(®y, &, — AP/2) in
the presence of a GW. Setting ®, = 7/2, ®, = 0 results in Jg/ = 0 in the flat spacetime,

and it gains a finite value ng = nUpA®P/2 when a GW passes by.

For the same reason, the potential Vi, gets a real space shift 1, = (0, —A®’/(2k)) and
a phase shift A¢ = To(f)/Te (f) X A¢y (see Eq. (534) and Eq. (S37)).
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C Direct Interaction between GW and Bosons

This section analyzes the interaction directly between the GW and the trapped bosons.
Note that ® is used to denote a scalar field instead of the phase accumulation in the arm
in this section.

Consider a scalar field ® with ®* interaction minimally coupled to the gravity back-

ground ¢g"” [68]:

v 4 v T 1m202 2 4
S[®; ] = | d*x/—g | "0, 270, — S |D|* — k|D| (547)

with g = det(g,,) the determinant of the covariant metric tensor and x the interaction
coefficient between bosons. In the presence of a weak gravitational wave h,, described
by Eq. (S21), the spacetime metric is perturbed as ¢,, = 1, + hy,. Its inverse is g" =

Nt — W with W = n#Pn**h,y. As a result, we have a perturbative expansion:

V=g=1/1-02 —h%=1+0(h), (548)

§"9,0'0,® = 19,819, — [myaxcp\? + hy (0,819,® + hc.) — h+\8y<1>|2] . (S49)

We now take the non-relativistic limit. We first factor out the fast oscillating phase

term, corresponding to the rest energy of ®, by defining the new field ¥ as:

O(r,t) = \/Z_mexp (—i%t)\ll(r,t). (S50)

The new field ¥(r, ¢) now only has slowly time variations and satisfies 9, < —imc*V /.
By substituting Eq. (S50) into Eq. (547) and drop the 9,¥79,¥ term, we obtain the action

of ¥ in the GW background in the non-relativistic limit to the first order of A as:

2
S[W; W] = /d%{ih\lﬁét\lf - ;—m [|v\11|2 + hy (10,92 = |0,9°) + hy (0,070, T + h.c.)]

— h—4/£|\11|4} : (S51)

4m?2
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The conjugate momentum field of ¥ is described by:

_ O0Law

- — ihwt
T 20,0) ihWT. (S52)

As a result, the Hamiltonian describing the coupling between bosons and gravitational

wave is:
f{ = /dgft (wf)t\If - »CGW) = ]:IB + ]:IGW—B s (853)
3 3 h? T 12 ht 714
Hewn = / &3 [m (yax\iq? - |ayxiu|2) + o (0,910, + h.c.)] . (S55)

In the following we analyze the effect of GW under the two-mode approximation
(S7). The field operators U in 3-dimensional space are now expanded as ‘i/(r,z) =
(1) Po(2)Ds + 1y ()P0 (2)py, With ¢o(z) the normalized ground state of the trap potential
along the e, direction. The direct interaction between the gravitational wave and the

p-orbital bosons, lﬁ[GW-B is obtained as:
Howe =Y J5 Pplis, (556)
af

Jap = / A |y (9,05 (002,105 (x) = 0,05 (000,105 (x)) + b (0265 (1)D, () + hcs) |

(S57)

By lattice translation symmetry, the coupling between the two p-orbitals JEJW‘B vanishes.
And for the diagonal terms JiV® and JGWP, we have:

JONB = —JOWE = p / Q2 (|0,0:(x)]* = [0y (r)?) (S58)

considering the parity symmetry of the Bloch function ¢,(—z,y) = —¢.(z,y) and

Yy(x,—y) = —y(x,y). As a consequence, the direct coupling between GW and bosons
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lead to an energy shift between p, , orbitals and generates a pseudo-magnetic field along

the z-axis, as detailed in Sec. S-2 C. Its magnitude is given by:

BEWB 9 JOW-B < o / A%z (10,02 (r)* + 0,2 (r)*) = 2h,e:(Qx) | (859)

where the inequality holds because |0,15(r)|? is non-negative. Here, ¢,(Q,) represents
the two-dimensional kinetic energy of the Bloch states and is typically of order O(FER).
The ratio between the direct GW-Boson coupling BEW-B and the 2)\-laser mediated B,

is given by:

BSW-B 9 - 1 1
z < Ek(Q ) -~ ~ 7 (860)
B, nUpA®  KLF  1010F
where we have used Eq. (529). This ratio indicates that the direct coupling between GWs
and bosons is approximately ten orders of magnitude smaller than the 2\-laser mediated

GW-B
Bz

coupling between GWs and bosons. Therefore, is negligible when considering the

interaction of GWs with our orbital atomic sensor.

D Interaction between GW and the Optical Lattice Vi,

This section examines the effects of a gravitational wave (GW) on the primary optical
lattice created by a A-laser. As a GW passes through, it modulates the phase of the laser
beam at its own frequency by changing the effective path length of the laser beam. This
modulation induces a deformation in the optical lattice, denoted as (0Vja)gw. Within the
two-mode approximation, this deformation further leads to a modification of the single-

body Hamiltonian, expressed as:

HGW*Z Jaghhbs,  Jug = / A%r % (r) (0Viao) gy U5 (r) . (S61)
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(Note that JV arises from the GW-induced lattice deformation (6V)qw and represents
the change in the coupling coefficients due to the GW. In contrast, JY, as defined in the
main text and Eq. (528), has non-zero components even in the flat spacetime.)

Now we have:

Ty = [ sl ¥+ 200)Vialrs 9)0alo), (562)

where 1y, = (0, —A®'/(2k)) is GW-induce lattice shift in the real space, as analyzed in
Sec. S-3B. Due to the translation symmetry ¥, (r + R) = (—=1)f1,(r) and Vi (r+ R) =
Vit (r), we have J:Z, = J;;* = (. The remaining two coefficients J" , .JV are non-vanishing.

zz) Yy

Due to the Dy symmetry of p,, orbitals, JY, = JV indicating that the A\-laser mediated

yy?
coupling between GW and bosons only leads to an overall energy shift of the p-orbital
states, which cannot be detected.

Under the harmonic approximation, these two coefficients are given by,

W=y = / Lr o (1) (y - V + AdD,) Vies (13 d)eon (1)

2712 2712
— W sin (1 — = lH)eXp (—” lH>A¢, (S63)

a? a?
E Detecting Protocol

This section elaborates on the detecting protocol illustrated in Fig. 4 of the main text.
Our detection strategy involves a consecutive repetition of measurement cycles (Fig. 4 in
the main text). Each cycle consists of five steps, taking a total amount of time, 7" = 1.11s.
The photons carrying the GW signal interact with the p-orbital bosons in the fourth step
for a time duration of one second, which is reasonably accessible to the current cold atom
technology.

For an alternating monochromatic GW described by hy(t) = hg 4 cos(2m ft + «), the
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induced pseudo-magnetic field B, (t) o cos(27 ft + «) oscillates temporally, leading to a
temporal averaging of the rotation angle 6 to zero in the high-frequency limit fTj > 1.
To restore our ideal detecting sensitivity, we apply m-pulse sequences to the pseudo-spin,

facilitating the accumulation of # in different half cycles of the pseudo-magnetic field.

a b
Tiige R Tiige :
T — Wiax T — Wiax
@ = 777/27 ftm = 30Hz a=10
— « = 0, No Pulse —_— a=-7/2
T 2Tk © 2T /W
o o 7l
S <
o s
0 0
10 102 1070 10° 10! 102 10% 102 102 10t 100 10! 102 10%
Frequency f (Hz) Frequency f (Hz)

FIG. $8. Weight function defined in Eq. (S64). a: Weight function without lock-in technique
compared with the maximum weight function Wiy (blue line). W with a = —7/2, fiar =
30Hz (orange line) has a maximum sensitivity at f = fi.,, while W with @ = 0 and
no 7 pulse (green line) achieves maximum weight function in low-frequency regime. b:
Frequency locked-in weight function W (f, o, 7 = 1/(2f)). Winax corresponds to @ = 0 in
the low frequency regime f < 0.1Hz and o = —7/2 in the high frequency f > 1Hz regime.

We adopt a simple periodic dynamical decoupling (PDD) multi-pulse sequence within
our protocol. This sequence involves the application of evenly spaced RZ(TF) pulses with
duration ¢, at every 7 time units, accompanied by a window function y(¢) that alternates
in sign with each pulse application. As detailed in S-2C, the duration of a single 7
pulse is approximately ¢, ~ 100 us, which is significantly less than the minimum period

Tmin = 1/(2fmax) for our frequency range of interest between 1073 Hz and 10 Hz. The
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weight function in Eq. (S33), is given as (Fig. S8, [69]):

W(f,a,T 1)=

sin(a) — (=1)"sin(27 f Thige + ) + 2 zn:(—l)j sin(27 ft; + «)

Jj=1

2r fT
(S64)

Here, t; represents the time of the j-th m-pulse application with 0 < t; = 77 < Tjife
for j = 1,2,..,n. From Eq. (S64), we observe: (1) for a quasi-static signal with

fTite < 1, no pulses are necessary, and the weight function simplifies to W =

Tie . . . .
— ; sinc(7 fDige) cos(m fTite + ). (2) for an ac signal, the weight function peaks at
2Tie .
f =1/(27) with a bandwidth Af ~ 1/T}, and the peak value is W ~ — ; sin(«). As
T

a consequence, to detect a signal at the target frequency fi.:, we apply pulse sequences
with spacing 7 = 1/(2 fiar)-

For both dc and ac signals, the accumulated phase 6 is dependent on the frequency f
and the initial phase « of the signal, which are generally unknown a priori. According to
Ref. [70], the sensitivity is moderately reduced by a factor of 1/2(1 4 v/2/72) ~ 1.5 due
to this uncertainty. However, quantum (double) lock-in techniques, as detailed in [71-73],

enable the extraction of this information, thereby maximizing our detection sensitivity.
2f T

The corresponding weight function is given by Wi.x = max W(f, o, T, 7 =
o

2T ike
for fTie < 1 and Wiy = lif
7T

for fTipe > 1.

S-4  Noise Budgets of the Orbital Atomic Sensor

In order to analyze the sensitivity of our orbital atomic sensor, we need to calculate the
time-evolution of the variance of p-orbital polarization in its interaction with the LIGO
light. Quantum fluctuations of both atoms and photons are incorporated consistently in
the framework of quantum optics. In this section, we present the quantum optics theory

and analyze the noise budgets to determine the strain sensitivity of our gravitational wave
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(GW) detection protocol, as illustrated in Figure 2a.

u Mirror

J Atoms

=~ FP cavity

fYT l 9y fX FP cavity

A— ) — [l ]

Laser _Cib BS —
| s X
l b L» Y

FIG. s9. Electric field mode operators in the orbital atomic sensor setup, as defined in
Eq. (S65) and Eq. (S72). For clarity, only the 2\-laser (1064 nm) is depicted. The
distances from the beam-splitter (BS) to the Fabry-Perot cavity (FP cavity) mirrors and
the cavity lengths are assumed to be integer multiples of 2.

A Quantum Optical Description of the Atomic Sensor

This section provides a quantum optics framework to describe the detection process of

our orbital atomic sensor. A standard quantum optics notation [74] is adopted here.

1 Quantized Electric Fields and Its Interfering Lattice

The positive frequency part of the quantized electric field in the X arm propagating to
the right (as shown in Fig. S9) is expressed as (For simplicity, at this moment we do not

write down the operators with angular frequency near 2wy, corresponding to our \-laser,
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and we will discuss their contribution to the noise in Sec. S-4 A 3):

~ [2mhwy _; A RN . . N dQ
E}(%-i-) (t) — %e—zwot |:fX,0 +/O (fX,+e_ZQt + fX,—GZQt> §:| ’ (865)
_ 27TFLWO —iwot -

Here, wy = cK/2 is the angular frequency of the 2\-laser (also called the carrier frequency),
and A = mw?/2 is the effective cross sectional area of the beam with w the beam waist.
The operator fo is the annihilation operator for the wy mode, with Fy = \/m
being its expectation value. The power of light in each Michelson Interferometer arm
is Pum, and the circulating power inside the cavity is P.,y = 2F Pam/m. The operators
fxi(Q) = fAX,wOiQ correspond to the side band annihilation operators at angular frequency
wo &+ Q. Given that our interesting frequency regime satisfies Q/27 < 103Hz < wy /21 ~
10'°Hz, we approximate all w 4 Q with w in the square root, and extend our integral
over €} to infinity. The classical amplitude Fj of ag is taken as real, and the operator F

encapsulates the quantum fluctuations. These fluctuations are described by:

. . SN . A o) dQ
Feo=afct [ (oo froe)
0

2

— Her(F) + iAHer(F), (S67)

where Afx = fxp — Fy, Her(ﬁ’x) and AHer(FX) are the hermitian and anti-hermitian part

of F respectively, given by:

. 1 A <. i €2
HeI‘(Fx) = 5 (Afx + \/5/ fX71€_ZQt %> + h.c. N (868)
0
- 1 A F 2 —iQt d{2
AHeI’(Fx) = 5 —ZAfX + \/5 fX72€ % + h.c. s (869)
0

with fi = (fy + f1)/v2 and f, = (fy — f1)/v/2i being the two-photon amplitude and

phase quadrature operators [75]. (Subscripts have been omitted for simplicity). Their
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commutation relations are:

(@ 7@)] = [0, 5@)] =0 0. (570)
@), )] = @), L@)] = 2mis@- ). (STL)

Following a similar approach to Eq. (S66), the electric field in the Y arm propagating

upwards is described by

. orhwon .
E@Hu):\/J%Z&fW“éWWQW”<F5+P§@D (S72)

where the additional phase ¢+ ®y /2 represents the phase difference between the classical

electric fields in Y and X arms. The total electric fields in the X,Y arm are therefore:

E@(t,r) = B () + BV (tr), (S73)
E>((+)(t, r) = eiKXﬂE](;) (t) + 6—iKX/2€—z‘q>xE(L+) (1), (S74)
EA&)(t,r) _ eiKY/zE((JJr) (t) + e—iKY/Qe—i¢YE(D+)<t) : (S75)

where ®x v are the tunable phases. The subscripts R, L, U, D denote the right, left, up
and down propagating fields, respectively. Their corresponding electric field operators are
obtained by substituting f with fx, gx into Eq. (S66) and fy, gy into Eq. (S72). Note that
all four fields share the same classical amplitude Fp. A linear transformation is performed

at the beam-splitter, described in terms of the two-photon operators as:

A

d; — a; f»—@+@
\/5 ) Y,j \/5 )

for j = 1,2, where a and d represent annihilation operators of the dark port input and

fxj= (S76)

bright port input respectively, as shown in Fig. S9. And the input-output relation of the
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FP cavities (Fig. S9) are expressed as [74]:

() = Agy = ¥ fy (S77)
~ i 71 A A iB(f £
() = e VR + Ay A @) = (= Kf). (ST

where nyx takes the value +1 for Y arm and —1 for X arm. The standard quantum limit

of a conventional interferometer is represented by hgqr(£2) = /8h/MQ2L2. The Fourier

transform of the GW strain h(t) is denoted by h(€), satisfying:

h(Q) = / N h(t)e™ g : (S79)

Since h(t) is real, it follows that A*(Q) = h(—%), and thus g;(Q) = g;(—Q). The phase
shift # induced by the FP cavity and the optomechanical coupling strength K are defined

as:

Q ].GCUOParm 2X 1
Q) = — Q) = ’
B(Q) = arctan ( ) . K(Q) 72 B 1) (S80)

P

with Q, = mc/(2FL) being the angular frequency of the pole frequency f, of FP cavity,
as defined around Eq. (S34). Note that the cavity length is assumed to be adjusted to
integer multiple of the carrier wavelength, ensuring no net phase shift for the carrier light
travelling between two end mirrors of the cavity or upon reflection from the front mirror.

Consequently, Agxy = A fxvy.

Now, the optical lattice experienced by atoms is treated as an operator acting on the
photon Hilbert space. This operator includes its classical value Uy, (see Eq. (S26)) and

quantum fluctuations:

. 1 = _
Uas(t, 1) = —éagAE(*)(t,r)E(”(t, r), (S81)

. 2 . . 2 . . P . . P 2
. ‘ <61KX/261<I>L I e—zKX/Qe—z{)Xezq)R) + iUty /2) (62KY/2€Z<I)U i e—zKY/Qe—@YG@D) ‘ .
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Here, ag) is the atomic polarizability at wavelength 2\, and A(t) represents the time
average of A(t) over a short period, typically of several multiples 27 /wy. In the second
line we have omitted the second-order fluctuations O(F?2/|Fy|?). The lattice depth is now
expressed as (70 =Uy+ AUO, where AUO accounts for quantum fluctuation. (As will be
detailed in Sec. S-4 A 3, AU, will not contribute to our sensitivity at the leading order
of fluctuation, hence its expression is not elaborated here.) The differential accumulated

phase after round trips in the XY arms is given by:

AP = by — Dy, (S82)
~ ~ ~ 1 N ~
bx = Ox + by — b = Ox + — <AHer(FX) . AHer(GX)> , (S83)
0
~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~
by = by + &y —bp = By + — (AHer(Fy) - AHer(GY)> . (984)
0

Using Eq. (S69) and Eq. (S78), the expression of d,, is simplified to:

. 1 A o o €2
cI)a = q)oc + o= |:<_iAfa + iAga + \/5/ (foz,Q - goc,2> e_ZQt _) + hC:| )
0 2m

2F
V2 [y, s - 5 h o A2
=9, — — 2iB _ 1) foo — K 2i3 N i3 iKC —iQt 08
25 | (e ) faz e™" fa1 + nyxe hSQL\/_ e o
with o = X, Y. Consequently, the differential phase shift is given by:
. 1 [ . . . h 0; A
AD = by — Py + — (@215 — 1) Qs — IC@Q’ﬂdl + 62’8 VoK e—th_ :
—@x— Oyt [ TP hae A (585)

where the transfer function 75(f) = To(—f) takes the form of:

To(f) = L vak _1 oKL 2T (S86)

 Fohsqu 2 T+ (/P
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which recovers Eq. (S34). The fluctuation h,, is expressed as:

A~ 24 sin B dg — e’ﬂ/Cdl

hn(f) = hSQL m

It is important to note that the fluctuating term izn(f) originating from (Cf)L —CTDR) — (@U —

(S87)

P p) differs from the extra-cavity readout term P D— P r of a conventional interferometer.

2 Interaction between Atoms and Quantized Light

The Hamiltonian that describes the interaction between atoms and the quantized elec-

tric field, expanding upon the classical light case shown in Eqgs. (S27) and (528), is:

I:Iatom-photon = Z jgﬁﬁlﬁﬁ = jng + ijx, (888)
af
Ty = [ vt st (589)

where J aUB is an operator that incorporates both classical expectation values and quantum
fluctuations of the photon states. The term jgtN commutes with the operator jy that we
measure, and thus do not contribute to the signal or noise. The interacting Hamiltonian

that contributes to our measurement is:

~

H(t) = y(t)ByJ, . (S90)

where y(t) is the window function corresponding to our detecting protocol (see Sec. S-3 E).

By setting ®x = &y = 7/2 and substituting Eq. (S85) into Eq. (529), the expression

for the pseudo-magnetic field is obtained as:
By(t) = n(Vo, #)Us / To(£)e?(h+ ha)e Mt df (S91)

The orbital rotation angle 6 about e, axis, acquired for a measurement with duration 7,
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now includes quantum fluctuations:

i / "t g0 B0/ (S92)
U, T
h

/_ T T DY B+ Ry (893)

where Y(f, 3) is defined as the Fourier transform of e®y(t):

1

YUBU = 5 | e ==rar. (594)

whose real part is the weight function defined in Eq. (S33).

3 Measurement Uncertainty

In our protocol (as depicted in Fig. 4 of the main text), we measure the orbital polariza-
tion (J,) after a time evolution 7" under the interacting Hamiltonian Eq. (590), starting
from the initial product state [1)) = |£g)atom © |@)photon- Here, |{r)atom 1S the Heisenberg-
limited atomic squeezed state, and |@)photon = |¥)wy @0 |Owyra) is the coherent state of
the dy mode entering the beam-splitter (see Figure 59). All dark port input modes are
assumed to be in the vacuum state. After a time evolution of duration 7', the product

state becomes entangled between atoms and photons:
[gr) = 7 WO y) = 0y, (895)

with the orbital rotation angle 6 defined in Eq. (593). The expectation value of our jy

and ij measurement (to leading order) are:

<jy>T = <cos 0.J, — sinéjz> ~ —(0)(J.), (596)

<jy2>T = <C082 éjj — sinf cos é{jy, J;} + sin? éj3> ~ (jy2> + <é2)<j3) , (S97)
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where <121>T and (A) denote expectation values of A with state [¢))7 and [¢)) respectively.
We have also used the fact that (J,) = (J,.J.) = 0 for our orbital squeezed state. From
Eq. (S97), we identify two main sources of measurement noise: the atomic projection
noise (J2) = |(.J.)|*(A9)2,;, and the photonic quantum fluctuation (6%). In the absence

of a GW signal, the fluctuation AU, does not contribute to <é2) at the leading order of

fluctuation. The variance (62) is calculated according to Eq. (593),

= 57 [ ROT a8 (D)) AT (99

_ / T ()P Sonoton(F)dLS (899)

where To(f) = nUoT Whax(f)Ta(f)/h and Wi (f) = |Y(f, 5)]. (For the definition of
weight function W and its maximum Wy, please refer to Sec. S-3 E). The single-sided

noise spectral density Sphoton(f) is defined by:

. A 1

(hn(Dha(F)) = (ha(Fin (=)' ) = 5 Sooron( DI + 1) (S100)

The factor 1/2 accounts for the fact that Sphoton(f) is single-sided (instead of double-
sided) and satisfies Sphoton(f) = Sphoton(—f). By inserting Eq. (S87) into Eq. (S100), we

obtain:

4sin’ § 4+ K
% — Suoeon(f) + Seaamn(f) (S101)

2sin® 8 2n(27f)?

Sphoton(f) = h’%QL

Sshot,Q)\(f) = h%QL iC - KP N 5 (8102)
2
K 8 > RK Py ox OF |
1.2 o~ arm,
Srad2a(f) = hsqL 5 (ML(Q?Tf)Q) % ( /R (S103)

where Sgoton(f) (Fig. S13b) originating from (e?# — 1)a, represents the quantum fluc-
tuation of the phase of dark port input state, and Spaa2a(f) (Fig. S13a) stemming from

kas represents the fluctuation of the position of test masses induced by the quantum
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fluctuation of the radiation pressure.
Then, let us deal with the noise arising from the A-laser, which is used to generate the
primary lattice (see Fig. S1 for a detailed optical layout). Its interaction with gravitational
waves also creates two side-bands at angular frequency 2wy + Q (note that 2wy = K =

2me/ ), and these modes contribute to the electric field as:

- 27 hw , RN , . N dO
Eﬁ.—?i(t) =1/ Toe_mot/o (fx,2w0+§z€_mt + fx,2w0_9619t> P (S104)

and similarly for all the electric fields propagating along other directions as described in

Sec. S-4 A. The optical lattice generated by the A-laser is given by:

. Vol rexc s e iar AN PO 2
Vi (1, 1) = _Z‘(eszezq»R 1ok i zKX> 1 (ezéUezKY_i_eﬂbDe i, zKY) ’

where f/o, AP , ngS now all contain quantum corrections. However, these corrections do not
contribute noises to Eq. (S97). Although they do influence (Vg ¢), the fluctuation of n
does not produce noise in the absence of a GW signal.

Now suppose a plus-polarized monochromatic GW, described by hy(t) =
ho cos (2m ft + ) with h(f") = hoy [€°6(f' — f) + e 3(f' + f)] /2, interacts with our
atomic sensor, then Eq. (S96) is reduced to:

(3, = A W (gt B = ST Do (5105)

where we assume lock-in techniques are used to maximize W ( f, o+ /) (see Section S-3 E).

The variance of our J, measurement when hy_ = 0 is given by:

(A2 = (J2) = 12 (A0)2ey + (A0)horen) (8106)
Here, the photonic quantum fluctuation is represented by (A8)2) ,,, which is defined to

be (62), whose expression is given by Eq. (S99). [(J2)| in Eq. (S97) are approximated
with [(J.)|? because that (AJ,)?/|(J,)|* ~ 1/N vanishes when N is large. Eq. (S106)
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recovers Eq.(8) in the Methods. The signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) of our measurement is

given by:

o Wy T -

(AJy) 120205+ [ 1 To( )P Sproton( £)AF] >

For a periodic GW with frequency f, the SNR is given in terms of the strain sensitivity

V' Sa(f) as [67],

T

SNR =/ —ho ..
Su(f) "

(S108)

Combining Eq. (5107) and Eq. (S108), the square of strain sensitivity of our orbital atomic

sensor is derived as:

o (Do \* e o [T () Sototon (1)
s =7 () 4 e S
T
~ atom(f) + ﬂsphoton<f) )
~ atom(f) + Sphoton(f) ) (SllO)

where the noise spectral density contributed by atoms is Sawom(f) = T ((A8)prei/Ta ().
In the second line, we have used the fact that Wi, has a bandwidth Af = 1/Tj;. (see
Sec. S-3E) and so does Tg(f). For our current settings, with 7'= 1.11s and Tjjr = 1s, the
ratio T'/ T leads to a reduction of the photon noise sensitivity S;{liton by 0.2dB, which is
thus negligible. This is further confirmed by our numerical simulation results, as shown

in Figure S10. By substituting Eq. (S32) into equation S110, we obtain a expression of

Satom aS:

_ ﬁ(Ae)PI‘OJ _ h (Ae)prOj 1+ (f/fp)2

1/2
Satem (1) = N = G T Wand )KL 2F (1)

The frequency-dependent behavior of Suon, is depicted in Figure S13d.
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FIG. s10. Comparison of sensitivity curves: a, derived from the exact formula Eq. (5S109); b,
derived from the approximate formula Eq. (S110). The difference between the sensitivities
in these two plots is less than 0.2 dB, which justifies the approximation in Eq. (S110).
F stands for the finesse of cavities. LB represents the optimal sensitivity obtained by
varying cavity finesse.

B Calculation of the Full Strain Sensitivity Curve

In conclusion, considering the fundamental noises of our atomic sensor, which include

the quantum projection noise of atoms and quantum fluctuations of photon, the full strain

sensitivity Eq. (S110) is given by:

Su(f) = Satom(f) + Sphoton (f) » (S112)
So(f) 1
B <A(f, 7 A f)) + Sehot2r (f) (S113)

where the dependence on cavity finesse is absorbed into \A. The expressions of Sy(f) and

A are given by:

_ 16h (AO)pro;  [HPason
So(f>_ML2(27rf)2nU0W(f,T) 2KcT (S114)

4 qUW(£T) [2T oFir\
A(f,F)—M(QWf)Q (A0) s K5 P21 <—1+(f/f,,)2> : (S115)
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It is evident from Fig. S11 that, in the low frequency region f < f4, A > 1, and

1015 { s

~ —

101() J Soo max

105.

"o fa=12.3Hz
10°4 e

10—5.

103 102 10t 10 10! 102 103
Frequency f (Hz)

FIG. s11. A(f, F) as a decreasing function of f and increasing function of F. The critical
frequency at which A, = 1, which is defined in Eq. (S117), is given by f4 = 12.3Hz.
When f < f4, the lower bound of the sum of radiation pressure of the 2\-laser and the
quantum projection noise of atom equals to Sy(f), as described by Eq. (S116).

the radiation pressure dominates the noise; while in the high frequency region f > f4,

A < 1, the quantum projection noise dominates.

Since So(f) and Sgot2x(f) are independent of F, we optimize the strain sensitivity
at each frequency by varying the finesse. The envelop of these optimized curves will be

denoted as Syp(f) = mfinSn( f), which has the expression:

SO(f) + Sshot,2/\(f) if f < an
Se(f) = e a (S116)
So(f)M + Sshot,2n(f) i f > fa.

2
Here, f4 = 12.3Hz is the critical frequency at which Ap.c = 1, where Auax(f) =
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FIG. S12. Shot noise of the 2\-laser compared with the full lower bound. For frequencies

in the regime f < f. = 1.87Hz, the ratio Senot2x(f)/SLp(f) is less than 1dB, and the full
lower bound is well approximated by Satom + Srad,2x-

max A(f, F) is plotted in Fig. S11 and its expression is given by:

Ac? Ty [2T
¢ W, T) 2 K3Pymon. (S117)

Amax(f >:ML2(27rf)4 (AO)po; V BiC

As shown in Fig. S11 and Fig. S12, for f < f. = 1.87Hz, the lower bound is well

approximately by Sis(f) = So(f), which takes a form of:

(AQ)PTOJ' 2hParm,2)\
W (YN " Ker

Ste(f) = Ssqu(f) (S118)

Here, Ssqu(f) = 8h/ML(27f)?, as defined in the main text, represents the SQL of a

conventional interferometric GW detector with test mass M and arm length L.

To investigate the scaling relationship of Syg(f) with atomic parameters, we observe
that Uy = aonly/2. Here, ag) denotes the dynamic polarizability of atoms at the 2\
wavelength, and I is the intensity of the 2\-laser used to generate U,; in each Michelson

arm. Assuming a laser waist radius of w = 50 um, the power of the 2\-laser in each arm
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is calculated as Py on = mw?[y/2. Consequently, the lower bound takes a form of:

B (AB)pro; 1 | 2 hw?
SLB(f) - SSQL(f) nm W(f,T) KCOZQ)\ ) (Sllg)

which recovers Eq. (3) in the main text with Cyom given by:

1 2mhw?
Catom (f, T) = W) \/ Ko, (S120)

C Influence of Atomic Species on Sensitivity

Our previous calculations assume an atomic sensor composed of “Li. This section in-
vestigates how different atomic species affect sensor performance, mainly considering the
following three aspects:

1. The signal lattice depth Uy would vary with different atoms. The projection noise
S;t/fm( f) is inversely proportional to the signal lattice depth Uy, as indicated by Eq. (S111).
However, Uy cannot be arbitrarily large for the experimental constraints in optical lattices.
Specifically, the trap lattice depth V must be of the order of magnitude O(ER) to maintain
the stability of the p-orbital condensate. Moreover, the two-mode-approximation condi-
tion requires Vy > Uy. For a consistent comparison, we set Vy = 6Er and Uy = 0.1FR
for all atomic species. Given that Er = h?K?/2m is inversely proportional to the atomic
mass, a lighter atom such as 7Li results in reduced quantum projection noise, as illustrated
in Figure 513d.

2. The laser power P, used to generated optical lattices vary with atoms. The radi-
ation pressure noise Srlﬁ (f) experienced by the test masses is proportional to the square
root of the laser power Py, = mw?U, /Qatom, and thus depends on the atomic polarizabil-

ity (as well as the lattice depths Vj and Uy). For convenience, we list the polarizability of
Li, Rb, Cs [76] as : ai(532nm) = 284.36 a.u., ar;(1064nm) = 260.66 a.u., agp(532nm) =
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FIG. S13. Detection sensitivity with different atomic species such as “Li, 3’Rb and '33Cs. a:
Radiation pressure noise of the 2\-laser in Eq. (S103) with F = 100, b: Shot noise of the
2X-laser in Eq. (S102) with F = 100, c: Full photon noise in Eq. (S101) with F = 100,
d: Quantum projection noise of atoms in Eq. (S111) with F = 100 , e: Full lower bound
of the strain sensitivity in Eq. (S116). "Li performs the best near 1Hz because that Sip
scales as the recoil energy as E;zl/ % in this regime and “Li has the largest recoil energy
among the alkali metal atoms.
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258.78 a.u., arp(1064nm) = 722.37 a.u., acs(532nm) = 220.07 a.u., acs(1064nm) =

1372.9 a.u., with the atom unit given by 1 a.u. = 1.6479 x 10~ Hz/(V/m)2.

3. The interaction control largely depends on atoms: The interaction between 7Li
atoms (see the discussions in methods) is more manageable and experimentally accessible

compared to other alkali atoms.

As shown in Figure S13e, "Li exhibits the highest sensitivity, considering the feasible
parameters in atomic optical lattice experiments. We expect Li to be the optimal choice

for the atomic species in our orbital atomic sensor.

D  Sky- and Polarization-averaging

This section addresses the pattern function and angular sensitivity of our atomic sen-
sor. In the above calculations of sensitivity curves, a plus-polarized gravitational wave

propagating along e, direction is assumed. Now consider a generic gravitational wave

hij(t) = hi(t)ef; + hy(t)e]; propagating along e, = (0, ¢) direction, where e are the
polarization tensors of +, x polarization, and (6, ¢) the sky-angles. The GW-induced

phase shifts in the X, Y arms are generalized from Eq. (S35) and Eq. (S36) to [67]:

1 1
Ady = iﬁhxx = 57&; [h+ (cos?  cos® ¢ — sin® ¢) + hy cos sin(2¢)] : (S121)
Ady = %BhYY = %7; [th (cos? @ sin® ¢ — cos”® @) — hy cosGsin(&b)} , (5122)

where the expressions for hxx and hyy incorporate the directional dependence of the GW.
Consequently, the GW-induced pseudo-magnetic field, previously given by Eq. (529),
must be revised. Notably, in a general scenario where ®,, are not set to 0 or 7, the

pseudo-magnetic field B, can be non-zero even in the absence of a GW. The additional
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pseudo-magnetic field AB, induced by the GW is:

B B 1
ABJ; = %A@I + %A(Dy = 577(‘/0, QS)U()%(f)(SHl @thx — sin q)yhyy) s (8123)
z Y

where ®x v are the phase accumulations in X,Y arms and relates to the phases ®,, in
Eq. (526) by &x = ¢, — ®, and &y = ¢, + ®,. The input GW signal is derived by
comparing Eq. (S29) and Eq. (S123):

h(t) = (sin @thx—sin q)yhyy) = h+(t)F+<9, (ZS; w = 0)+h>< (t)FX (6, ¢; 1/} = O) . (Sl24)

N | —

Here, F  are the pattern function of our atomic sensor, and 1 is the polarization angle,
indicating the orientation of the X,Y axes relative to the axis to whom GW polarization

is defined. The pattern functions are then given by:

1
F.(0,4;0) = 3 [ (COS2 6 cos® ¢ — sin’ (b) sin &y — (COS2 6 sin® ¢ — cos® gb) sin (PY] , (S125)

F.(0,¢;0) = cosfsin ¢ cos ¢(sin Oy + sin (IDY) , (5126)
F+(07 ¢; ¢) = FJr(e? 925; O) cos 2¢ - F>< (97 (b; O) sin 2¢ ’ (Sl27)
Fo(0,0;v0) = F . (0,¢;0)sin2¢) + F\. (0, ¢;0) cos 21 . (S128)

These pattern functions describe how our atomic sensor response to GWs with differ-
ent propagating direction and polarizations. The sky- and polarization- averaged signal
response function is further defined as the average of pattern functions, and have the

expressions [67, 77]:

1 T 21 2T
R(F) = (|F.|2) = (|F,|?) = — infdd [ d dy|F (6, ¢;9)]?,
() = (IF.2) = (Fu) / / ¢/0 WIF(0, ;)|

872

sin @% + sin @x sin Py + sin d3) < (5129)

O] =

= E(
The maximum response is achieved when ®x = &y = 7/2, or equivalently &, = 7/2, ¢, =

0 (up to m phases), which also maximize the pseudo-magnetic field induced by a plus-
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polarized GW (see Eq. (529)). It is also remarking that under these parameters, there
is no pseudo-magnetic field in the flat spacetime. The sky- and polarization- averaged

sensitivity is obtained as [77]:

Sn(f)
R(f)

All the sensitivity curves plotted in figures of the main text or Supplementary Information

SaE(f) = = 5S,(f) (when @, = 7/2,®, = 0) (S130)

represent the sky- and polarization- averaged sensitivity.

S-5 Detecting Dark Photon Dark Matter

Interferometric gravitational-wave detectors, such as LIGO, are known to be sensitive to
Dark Photon Dark Matter (DPDM) [78-81]. Our orbital atomic sensor thus also provides
a sensitive probe for DPDM. This section explores the mechanisms by which our atomic
sensor detects DPDM signals and the derivation of the upper bound of the coupling

constant between DPDM and normal matter.

A Dark Photon Electrodynamics

This section examines the fundamental properties of DPDM, mainly following Refs. [82—
84]. The dark photon is a spin-1 gauge boson beyond the standard model, as a potential
ultralight candidate for dark matter. Unlike heavier candidates like Weakly Interacting
Massive Particles (WIMPs), the ultralight dark photon is characterized by its classical,

wave-like nature due to its high phase space density nphase, given by:

A02 ma

leV/c2\*
Nphase = Tflﬂ/\i = 106 (e—/c> ) (8131)

where Ay = 2wh/(mavpy) and my are the de Broglie wavelength and mass of the dark

photon, respectively. The virial velocity vpy and local energy density ppy of dark matter
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are observed to be vpy = 230km/s and ppy = 0.4GeV/cm?® [82], respectively. For

my < 0.18\//02, Nphase > 1, allowing the dark photon field to be treated as a classical

~Y

condensate wave, whose spatial components are expressed as:
A(t,x) = Agcos(wt — k- x+ ¢a), (S132)

where g is the magnetic permeability in the vacuum, Ag,w, k is the polarization vector,

angular frequency and wave vector of the dark photon field, and ¢4 is its random phase.

1 /2
The magnitude of Ag is determined by the local density by |Ag| = — POM P
w

€o

dispersion relation of dark photon is hw = /(hkc)? + (mac®)? ~ mac® + mavdy, which
1 vpm

leads to the frequency variation of the signal Af = 5(—)2 f, where the frequency of
c

2
mcC
AT This further results in the coherence time

2mh

dark photon relates to its mass by f =

of the dark matter T, given by:

1 2/ ¢\
Tcoh(f):A_f:? (@> : (S133)

In the Lorentz gauge d, A" = 0, the temporal component of A" is of magnitude UD—M|A0|,
c
which is negligible in calculating the dark electric field E. The dark electric and magnetic

fields generated by the dark photon are described by:

E(t,x) ~ —0;A = wAgsin(wt —k - x+ ¢a), (S134)
B(t,x) =V XA =k x Agsin(wt —k-x+ da). (S135)
) ) ) . |B] _ vpm 3
The ratio of the dark magnetic field to the dark electric field is @ =2 ~ 107°/c,

suggesting that the dark magnetic field is negligible in the interaction between dark pho-

2
tons and ordinary matter. The magnitude of Ey is given by |Eq| = w|Ag| = 4/ oM _
€0
3.80 x 10%kg - m/(C - s?).
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B Coupling between DPDM and the Atomic Sensor

The dark photon is expected to couple to conserved currents in the standard model.
The Lagrangian describing the coupling of A* to current Jf (D = B —L for baryon-lepton
and D = B for baryon) is given by:

1 1 mac,
=——F"F,, 4+ —(—)"ArA, — LA 1
L 10 v+ 2#0( 3 ) p— €gpJpA,, (S136)

where /19 is the vacuum magnetic permeability, F},, = 0, A, —0, A, is the dark photon field
strength tensor, and gp is the U(1)p coupling constant normalized to the electromagnetic
coupling constant e. As a consequence, dark photon exerts force F on ordinary matter,

as described by:
F(t,x) = egpgpE(t, x) (S137)

In this equation, gp denotes the U(1)p charge of the test masses, with ¢gg being the sum
of the number of protons and neutrons, and gg_1, being the number of neutrons.

We now analyze the interaction between DPDM and our complete atomic sensor, which
mainly involves two parts: the coupling between DPDM and atoms, and the coupling

between DPDM and test masses.

1 Coupling between DPDM and Atoms

As detailed in S-4 C, the atomic sensor is most sensitive when composed of "Li. This
section focuses on the interaction between DPDM and “Li atoms. A single "Li atom
contains 3 protons and 4 neutrons (along with 3 electrons). Consequently, the dark

photon exerts a force on a single “Li atom, the magnitude of which is given by:

_ gB—
Foum = 4degp_1|Eo| = 2.43 x 10 39(%) kg -m/s?. (S138)
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The potential energy induced by the dark photon force is typically of the order:

- gB— _ gB—
Vom = Fpma = 9.17 x 1074 (1(’)3_;) kg -m?/s? = 1.38 x 10 ”(1(])3_;4)153, (S139)

where a = \/+/2 is the lattice constant of the trap potential (see S-1 A) and Er = h?/2mA?
is the photon recoil energy of "Li, with m being its mass. Considering the constraints from
the E6t-Wash experiment [85, 86] and the MICROSCOPE experiment [87-90], which have
excluded dark photon signals with gg_1, > 1072* for m4 < 10713eV /c?, the dark photon-

induced potential therefore satisfies Vpy < 10719 Ey is considered negligible.

2  Coupling between DPDM and Test Masses

For our interferometric setup, the dark photon is coupled to the four test masses (two
ITMs and two ETMs, see Fig. 1 in the main text). This interaction results in a time-

varying acceleration and oscillation of the test masses, described by:

a(t) = equMDwAO sin(wt — k- X+ ¢4), (5140)
A
Ix(t) = _equMDUO sin(wt — k- X+ ¢4). (5141)
For silica test masses, similar to those in LIGO, the charge-to-mass ratios are gg/M =

5.61 x 10%° kg and gg_p/M = 2.80 x 10%® kg™* [80]. The B — L coupling induces

oscillations on the order of |dxy|, calculated as:

LA 1Hz ) 2 _
|0%0| = egB,Lq?wLUO =432 x 107" < 7 > <iq§_j4> m. (S142)

Such oscillations result in a non-zero phase accumulation ®x y of lasers in the X, Y arms.
Given that our orbital atomic sensor is capable of detecting displacements 6x of the order
of ho4+L ~ 1072* x 4km ~ 10~*m, it is expected to be sensitive to dark photon-induced

oscillation signals near f = 1Hz for gg_;, < 10724, assuming their existence. The effective
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gravitational wave signal heg(t) due to dx(t) is given by [81]:

heff<t) - hl <t> + hQ(t) ) (8143)
€dp dp . o .

hi(t) = TfLM sin® (mfL/c) x (n—m) - Agsing(t), (S144)

ha(t) = =32 x| (m- Ao) (- vour) — (m - Ag) (m - viu) [ cos (1), (S145)

where n, m are unit vectors along the interferometer arms, and ¢(t) = w (t — L/c) + ¢a.
The term h;(t) accounts for the light travel time delay, while hy(t) results from the phase
difference experienced by the test masses. The phase difference is estimated to be k- Ax ~
6.14 x 1078 f /Hz, which is minute for LIGO but significant for longer interferometers like
LISA (see Fig. 2b of the main text). The total effective strain, considering no interference

between hy(t) and hso(t) after time averaging, is:

(he) = (1) + (h3) , (S146)

(1) = B () it (L) > (1= mom) (s147)
2 €ghppu 2

(h3) = 1872 f2cleg (1-(n-m)?) . (S148)

In this context, the notation (...) represents an average over time, as well as averaging
across the propagation direction and polarization states of the dark photon. The geometry
factor n - m is given by n- m = 0 for LIGO (as well as our sensor) and n-m = 1/2 for

LISA.

C 10 Upper Limits of gp

This section evaluates the detection threshold for dark photon dark matter using our

atomic sensor. Employing a semi-coherent method [81, 83], data are segmented into
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intervals of duration T..,. The 1o detection upper limit for gp is derived as:

Sn(f)
Teff(f) ’

where (h%;) represents the effective strain of dark photons, S, (f) is the full strain sensi-

(hia)(9p) = (S149)

tivity of our atomic sensor, and Tog(f) is the effective observation time, defined by:

Tobs if Tobs > Tcoh
Tea(f) = : (5150)

TobsTcoh(f) if Tobs S Tcoh

Here, T, denotes the total observation time and T, the coherence time of dark photon
dark matter given by Eq. (S133). The 1o detection upper limit for gg and gg_, of our

orbital atomic sensor is shown in Fig. S14.
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FIG. S14. 1o detection upper limit of dark matter detection by the orbital atomic sensor.
a, Upper limit of the dark photon/baryon coupling |gg—; b, Upper limit of the dark pho-
ton/baryon coupling gg_r,. For comparison, we show the limits of LIGO [80], LISA [77],
E6t-Wash [85, 86], and MICROSCOPE (MS) experiments [87-90].

For generating Fig. 2b in the main text, we apply Eq. (5149) to translate the strain
sensitivity of gravitational waves from LISA [77], LIGO [91], and our atomic sensor into

the corresponding detection upper limit for gp. We assume a total observation time of



Tops = 2 y.r. for the calculations.
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S-6 Parameters of the Orbital Atomic Sensor

Table S1 presents the proposed parameters for our orbital atomic sensor, which are used

to generate Fig. 2 in the main text.

Parameter Units Value
Arms length L km 4
Mirror mass M kg 40
FP cavity finess F 1~ 104
Primary laser power Pum x A\ 1.77
signal laser power Parm o) mW 32.2
Atomic parameters
Atom numbers N 8 x 10°
Atom species LA
p orbital states lifetime Tji¢e S 1
Optical Lattice parameters

Primary Laser wavelength A nm 532
Primary lattice depth Vj Er 6
signal lattice depth Uy Er 0.1
efficiency n 0.6
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