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We investigate an attractive force caused by light induced dipole-dipole interactions in freely
expanding ultracold 87 Rb atoms. This collective, light-triggered effect results in a self-confining
potential with interesting features: it exhibits nonlocal properties, is attractive for both red and
blue-detuned light fields and induces a remarkably strong force that depends on the gradient of the
atomic density. The experimental data are discussed in the framework of a theoretical model based
on a local-field approach for the light scattered by the atomic cloud.

I.

INTRODUCTION

A single atom interacting with a laser beam will usually
experience a combination of radiation pressure pushing
the atom along the beam as well as a dipole- or gradient
force pulling the particle towards regions of a local beam
intensity extremum [1, 2]. In dense [3–7] or periodically
structured [8, 9] ensembles, the collective back-action of
the atoms on the light field can lead to significant additional effects [10]. These include, for example, superradiance [11, 12], modifications of emission patterns [13, 14],
or shifts of atomic resonance lines [15–18]. A number of
theoretical proposals have discussed how this collective
interaction and the resulting forces can reshape atomic
clouds [3, 7, 19–22].
Here we report on the first observation of mechanical
effects due to collective light-induced dipole-dipole (LIDD) interactions without enhancement or selecting spatial mode structures by employing cavities [23–26]. We
show that a homogeneously illuminated cloud of ultracold atoms experiences a remarkably strong compressing
potential for both red and blue-detuned light fields. The
resulting LI-DD potential minimum is intrinsically tied
to the atomic ensemble and can freely evolve in additional external potentials. These properties distinguish
the LI-DD interaction from well known dipole forces or
a previously reported effect termed electrostriction [27].
In simplified terms, the LI-DD interaction can be seen
as a second-order effect where atoms interact with the
light scattered by other particles. This way it effectively
constitutes a nonlocal, self-confining, and controllable
long-range particle-particle interaction [21, 22]. The nonlocality of the LI-DD interaction manifests itself in the
fact that the force does not depend only on the local
atomic density. It could thus be a new way to tailor
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atomic interactions beyond s-wave scattering [28–31] or
(static) dipole-dipole interaction in polar gases [32, 33].
Our observations represent a first step towards an experimental implementation of various theoretical ideas based
on the LI-DD potential properties [34].
This work is organised as follows: In section II we introduce the experimental setup, the measurement procedure, and give some theoretical intuition for the expected
LI-DD effects. In section III we present and discuss the
experimental results. Section IV gives more details on
the theory and the numerical simulation. The work is
closed by a short summary and discussion in section V.
Further details on the experiment and numerical modelling is presented in the appendix.

II.

EXPERIMENTAL SYSTEM

Our experimental setup (see Fig. 1 and Ref. [35, 36]
for more details) is optimized to produce elongated onedimensional 87 Rb quasi-condensates (1d-BECs) of typically N = (5 − 10) × 103 atoms in the F = 1, mF = −1
state, magnetically confined 60 µm below a gold coated
atom chip [35, 37]. The 1d-BEC is prepared in the
radial ground state of a magnetic trap with axial frequency ωz = 2π × 18.6 Hz and transverse frequency
ω⊥ = 2π ×2.96 kHz. In the trap, the
p atom density has an
average Gaussian width of a⊥ = ~/(mω⊥ ) ≈ 200 nm,
with m the atomic mass of 87 Rb. The length L of the
1d-BEC in the axial direction depends on the number
of atoms, for N = 7000 atoms, L ≈ 90 µm [38]. After
switching off the magnetic trapping fields (in about 1 µs)
the atoms fall for 44 ms time-of-flight (ToF) until they
reach the detection region (Fig. 1(d)). There the atoms
are imaged while passing through an on-resonant light
sheet [36].
10 − 500 µs after switching off the magnetic trap, a
5 µs long laser pulse at various detunings and intensities is used to trigger the LI-DD interaction between the
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FIG. 1. (a) 3D Illustration of the experimental setup. A 1d-BEC is magnetically trapped below an atom chip. After releasing
the atoms from the trap, they are illuminated with a spatially homogeneous laser pulse to induce the LI-DD interaction. The
beam is aligned nearly parallel to the long (z) axis (see text). After 44 ms ToF the atomic cloud is imaged using a light sheet
imaging system. (b) Sketch of experimental sequence: After switching off the trap, the 1d-BEC expands for 10 to 500 µs before
being illuminated with a 5 µs long laser pulse. The LI-DD interaction causes the atomic cloud to contract in the transverse
directions resulting in a reduced transverse width σL compared to the width σ0 without additional illumination of the freely
expanding cloud. Averaged light sheet images with mean atom number N = 6600(130) (c) without and (d) with illumination
by the laser beam with blue detuned light (∆ = 100Γ) and intensity I = 28.3(0.8) Isat for 5 µs, 105 µs after trap release. The
lines indicate the corresponding transverse density profile after integrating over the full extension of the 1d-BEC along the long
z-axis. Note that the 1d-BEC expands mainly in the initially tightly confined transverse (radial) directions, resulting in an
inverted aspect ratio of the cloud after 44 ms of flight in the light sheet image.

atoms. As the cloud expands rapidly in the transverse direction, changing the time delay between trap release and
the laser pulse allows us to illuminate the sample at different mean atomic densities while keeping the total atom
number constant. We choose a laser beam waist radius of
∼ 1 mm, much larger than the size of the expanding 1dBEC, to ensure homogeneous illumination and prevent
residual dipole forces. The full experimental sequence
is illustrated in Fig. 1(b). The laser beam inducing the
LI-DD interaction propagates nearly parallel to the axial direction of the 1d-BEC. To avoid reflections on the
vacuum window and the gold coated surface of the atom
chip back onto the atom cloud, the beam is aligned with
a horizontal angle of ∼ 2◦ and tilted downwards by 0.5◦ .
We probe the LI-DD interaction for mean atomic densities ranging from 260 − 3 atoms/µm3 , corresponding
to free expansion times of the atomic cloud between
10 − 500 µs (see Fig. 3). The gravitational displacement
of the cloud during the expansion amounts to less than
1 µm while its radius expands to less than 2 µm and remains much smaller than the waist of the laser beam.
A.

Theoretical intuition

The concept of LI-DD interactions can be understood
from two equivalent models: In a particle picture we

first note that the well known radiation pressure and
dipole forces arise from interaction between a single atom
and an external light field. But particles immersed in a
sufficiently large or dense cloud will also interact with
light scattered by other atoms. This collective multiple
scattering can be understood as an effective long-range
particle-particle interaction.
Equivalently one can observe that atoms collectively
reshape the incoming laser field through their refractive
index and the resulting (local) electric field intensity gives
rise to an effective atom-light potential [4–7]. This potential depends on the local as well as the integrated atomic
density, see Eq. (9).
A gradient in the density thus leads to a gradient in
the potential and results in a force on the atoms. As we
will discuss in more detail in section IV, this force turns
out to be net attractive for both red and blue-detuned
light fields.
Fig. 2 illustrates that for red-detuned light the 1d-BEC
focuses the incoming laser beam as the refractive index
increases with the particle density [19]. The resulting
gradient in the light field pulls the atoms towards regions
of higher particle density which leads to even stronger focusing of the light field. For high atomic densities, this
self-focusing is counteracted by the repulsive s-wave scattering of the atoms and atom loss (discussed in Sec. III).
For blue-detuned light, we have the opposite process
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FIG. 2. Simulated interaction between a 1d-BEC and red-/blue-detuned light. (a) Density distribution for N = 6200 atoms
after an expansion time of 100 µs. For red-detuned light (∆ = −392Γ) this corresponds to a peak refractive index ≈ 1.002. For
blue-detuned light (∆ = +100Γ) the refractive index is reduced to ≈ 0.993. The black dotted ellipse indicates where the atom
density drops to 10% of its peak value. (b) The macroscopic electric field (solution to Eq. (8)) from the interaction between a
red-detuned plane laser wave (travelling from left to right, indicated by arrows) and the cloud of atoms (indicated by the dotted
ellipse). We see that atoms act like a focusing lens. (c) Resulting atom-light potential (cf. Eq. (9)). The saturation is chosen
as in Fig. 3 with s = 319 × 10−6 . (d) Radial potential at y = z = 0 for red and blue-detuned case (red and blue solid line,
respectively); the black, dash-dotted curve shows the original radial trapping potential ~ω⊥ x2 /(2a2⊥ ) for comparison; the radial
atomic density is indicated by the dotted green curve and measured by the right ordinate. The potentials are shifted such that
V (0) = 0. Note that the collective atom-light potentials are remarkably strong, comparable to the original magnetic trapping
potential, but they have a very different shape. The LI-DD self-confining potential shows a depth equivalent to ∼ 8µK. (e)
Same as (b), but for blue-detuned (∆ = +100 Γ) light. The atoms now act like a divergent lens. (f) Same as (c), atom-light
potential for a saturation s = 708 × 10−6 and ∆ = +100 Γ. In both figures (c) and (f) the highest potential energy corresponds
to light interacting with a single atom. The spatial variation of the potential energy causes a compression for red as well as for
blue detunings (force indicated by arrows).

leading to a similar effect: Here the refractive index drops
below one and the cloud behaves like a divergent lens,
pushing the light field away from the atoms. But for
blue-detuned light, atoms are pulled towards regions of
lower light intensity, such that they again accumulate in
regions of high atomic density.
An essential difference between usual radiation forces
and the LI-DD interaction is that the latter is an effective particle-particle interaction, mediated by scattered
light. It does not trap atoms at a fixed position (for
example, the focus of a laser beam), but draws them towards regions of maximum particle density. If the cloud
is displaced, the LI-DD potential moves with it, as long
as the atoms are (homogeneously) illuminated.
The arrows in Fig. 2c) and f) indicate the LI-DD force
as a negative gradient of the respective atom-light potential. Here, due to the elongated geometry the force acts
mainly in the radial direction. We also note that the
forces are not symmetric around the center of the atomic
cloud in the axial direction, a feature of their nonlocal
behaviour (see also discussion in the context of Fig. 5).

III.

RESULTS

In our experimental data the most prominent effect of
LI-DD interactions manifests itself in a compression, i. e.
a reduction of the transverse width of the atom cloud after time of flight. Fig. 3(a) shows the ratio σ̄L /σ̄0 of the
average transverse width of the atom cloud with (σ̄L ) and
without (σ̄0 ) laser interaction for various mean atomic
densities ρ, ranging from 260 to 3 atoms/µm3 1 . We find
the strongest compression for both red and blue-detuned
light pulses at densities of 50 to 150 atoms/µm3 . For
shorter expansion times corresponding to higher densi-

1

The average atomic
is here defined as expectation value,
R 3 density
1
hρ(t)i = N
d rρ(t, r)2 . For a Gaussian radial profile ∼
q
2 t2
exp[−r2 /(2σ(t)2 )] and expanding width σ(t) = σ(0) 1 + ω⊥
the mean density thus evolves as hρ(t)i ≈ hρ(0)iσ(0)2 /σ(t)2 .
This assumes that the longitunal density profile does not change
during short expansion times.
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FIG. 3.
(a) Relative average transverse width σ̄L /σ̄0 of
the 1d-BEC after ToF with (σ̄L ) and without (σ̄0 ) LI-DD
interaction at different expansion times (atomic densities).
The blue triangles (red circles) depict results for a laser detuning of ∆ = +100Γ (−392Γ) with a saturation parameter
s = 708(20) × 10−6 (319(11) × 10−6 ) and mean atom number N = 6600(130) (7450(60)). The reduction of the relative mean transverse width is compared to the theoretical
prediction with (solid lines) and without (dashed lines) considering the observed atomic loss, respectively (see text and
dashed line in (b)). The shaded areas are theoretical predictions that account for a ±10% variation of the atom number
and the saturation parameter. (b) Integrated fluorescence signal S̄L after LI-DD interaction compared to the signal without laser pulse interaction S̄0 (for data set shown in (a) with
∆ = −392Γ, losses for ∆ = 100Γ are similar). The black
triangles show the integrated signal of the entire light sheet
image, the red circles the signal in the bulk BEC, see also
Fig. C9. For densities smaller than 50 atoms/µm3 , only the
density-independent single-photon scattering induced by the
laser pulse is observed. For larger densities, additional mechanisms like superradiance and possibly light-assisted collisions
cause atom loss of up to 25% (red bullets). Error bars depict
the standard error of the mean.

ties, the attractive LI-DD dynamics are still strongly influenced by the repulsive s-wave interaction between the
atoms.
As explained in section IV, the LI-DD force depends
on the gradient of the atomic density and linearly on
I/Isat
the saturation parameter s = 1+4(∆/Γ)
2 , with the saturation intensity Isat = 3.12 mW/cm2 , the decay rate
Γ = 2π×6.067 MHz and the detuning between the atomic
resonance and the laser frequency ∆ = ω0 − ωL (see
Eq. (5)). Note that for similar parameters we observe a

FIG. 4. Relative average transverse width after illuminating
the BEC for 5 µs (with beam intensity I = 11.54 mW/cm2
or s = 150 × 10−6 at ∆ = −100Γ) as a function of the de3
tuning ∆ after 100 µs (=
b 54 atoms/µm , turquoise circles)
3
and 200 µs (=
b 16 atoms/µm , purple triangles) free expansion time. We observe a reduction of the transverse width for
red and blue detunings while the maximum compression is
red shifted from the bare atomic resonance at ∆ = 0. Close
to resonance, we observe not only single-photon scattering,
but also the onset of superradiance and additional atom loss
(see text). These phenomena are not included in the numerical simulations (solid lines) which therefore only qualitatively
match the data. The error bars depict the standard error of
the mean. Due to the strong loss close to resonance, the data
have been post-selected based on the remaining atom number
in the 1d-BEC (cf. Fig. C9).

stronger compression for red than for blue-detuned light
fields, cf. also Fig. 2(d). This effect can be explained
intuitively by the fact that atoms “expel” blue detuned
light fields from the regions of high atomic densities such
that most particles are in regions of reduced intensity and
weaker interaction.
3
For mean atomic densities lower than 50 atoms/µm
the compression due to LI-DD interactions is accompanied only by ∼ 3% of single-photon scattering which is
visible as a halo in the light sheet images (see Fig. 3(b)
and appendix C). In this regime the experimental data
are in good agreement with the numerical simulations
based on the theoretical model discussed in Sec. IV for
both red (∆ = −392Γ) and blue (∆ = 100Γ) detunings.
However, for dense atomic samples illuminated by intense beams, we see two additional effects: Firstly, we
observe onsets of superradiance through groups of atoms
that are spatially separated from the initial 1d-BEC by
±2~k and +4~k, see also Fig. C9(d). Atoms scattered to
−4~k lie outside the light sheet imaging region.
Secondly we find that up to 18 % of the atoms are
missing from the light sheet images. This indicates that
the lost atoms are either not on resonance with the light
sheet (e. g. due to molecule formation) or they receive sufficient momentum to miss the imaging region after the
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long ToF. This special atom loss depends linearly on the
mean atomic density ρ (see black triangles in Fig 3(b)),
thus indicating a 2-body collision loss process. We attribute it to light-assisted collisions [39]. Raman scattering into other magnetic or hyperfine sublevels of the
87
Rb ground state can be ruled out, since these atoms
would still appear in the light sheet images.
The observed atom loss is not part of the theory model
discussed in section IV. In the numerical simulations we
hence include a phenomenological term −iη|ψ|2 accounting for the losses through a free parameter η adjusted
to reproduce the experimentally observed reduction of
the atom number (cf. dashed line in Fig. 3(b)). As can
be seen in Fig. 3(a), the inclusion of the observed atom
losses in the simulations significantly reduces the gap
between experiment and simulations for mean densities
higher than 50 atoms/µm3 .
We also observe asymmetric detuning-dependent effects close to resonance. Fig. 4 shows the measured compression for a fixed laser beam intensity as a function of
the detuning ∆. While for red detunings a clear compression is observable even for large |∆|, we see LI-DD effects
for blue detuning mainly close to resonance. This asymmetry is much stronger than what would be expected
from the Clausius-Mossotti relation Eq. (7) and points
to the non-trivial wave propagation for the given refractive index distribution.
In Fig. 5 we show the radial compression as a function
of the axial (z) position. For high atomic densities and
red detunings the relative compression is strongest at z >
0, i. e. the maximum compression is not at the peak 1ddensity (at z = 0) of the quasi-condensate, but shifted
in direction of the propagation axis of the laser beam.
For blue detunings the maximum is shifted in opposite
direction, i. e. towards the beam source (cf. force arrows
in Fig. 2(c) and (f)). This effect is less prominent for low
atom density.
The observed features are in good agreement with numerical simulations including the finite temperature of
the 1d-BEC (see appendix B). As discussed in Sec. II A
the spatial dependence of the LI-DD force is determined
by the (de-)focussing of the light field by the entire atomic
cloud. The resulting inhomogeneous compression can
thus be interpreted as a feature of the nonlocality of the
LI-DD interaction.

IV.

THEORY

In a simplified model one can describe the BEC as a
cloud of two-level atoms interacting with a classical electromagnetic field. Adiabatically eliminating the excited
state one obtains an effective Gross-Pitaevskii equation

FIG. 5. Relative transverse width σL (z)/σ0 (z) as a function of the (axial) z-axis of the BEC (after ToF = 44 ms)
with σL (z) and without σ0 (z) interaction with a 5µs long
laser pulse at a detuning of (a) ∆ = −392Γ, atom number N = 7450(60), saturation s = 319(11) × 10−6 , and (b)
∆ = +100Γ, N = 6600(130), s = 708(29) × 10−6 . The laser
pulse propagates from left to right. The bullets (triangles)
represent the measurements with the light pulse triggered after 105 (235) µs expansion time. The error bars depict the
standard error of the mean. The lines show the results of
simulations including thermal phase and density noise for the
condensate temperature T = 135 nK, see appendix B. The
shaded areas depict the standard error of the mean obtained
from 100 runs of the numerical simulation. An asymmetric
compression of the transverse width along the axial direction
of the BEC is clearly observable for different mean atomic
densities ρ at the start of the LI-DD interaction. This behavior arises due to the nonlocality of the LI-DD interaction.

for the ground-state atoms, [40]

i~∂t ψ(r) =

−


~2 ∇2
+ VT (r) + U |ψ(r)|2 ψ(r)
2m


|d · E+ (r)|2
+ Re
ψ(r) . (1)
~(∆ + iΓ/2)

Here VT is the trapping potential which in our case is
turned off before the interaction with the light field; U =
4π~2 as /m with the s-wave scattering length as gives the
mean-field interaction. The term in the second row of
Eq. (1) describes the action of the light field on the atoms
and will later be called atom-light potential Val (r, ψ).
The level of approximation of the electric field E(r) =
E+ (r)e−iωL t + c.c. determines which effects are included
in the model: for example, assuming only a pure laser
field, E+ (r) → EL eikL ·r , gives an ensemble where each
atom independently interacts with the laser.
Effective interactions between the atoms arise when
we instead use the macroscopic electric field, E+ → E+
m,

6
fulfilling the inhomogeneous wave equation

2 ±
1 2 ±
1
∇ × ∇ × E±
m + c2 ∂t Em = − ε0 c2 ∂t P ,

(2)

with the polarization density P+ (r) = ε0 χ(r)E+
m (r). Unfortunately most geometries do not allow for a simple analytic solution of Eq. (2), but with some simplifications it
can be used to describe, for example, superradiance 2 in
perpendicularly pumped BECs [40]. Using the Green’s
tensor [4, 42]
G(r) =


1 eikr h
1 k 2 r2 + ikr − 1
3
4πε0 r
i
1
r⊗r
− 2 k 2 r2 + 3ikr − 3 −
δ(r)1
r
3ε0

(3)

one can formally solve Eq. (2) for an incoming plane wave
field EL eikL ·r to
Z
ikL ·r
E+
(r)
=
E
e
+
d3 r0 G(r − r0 )P+ (r0 ) . (4)
L
m
Using a single-scattering (first Born) approximation we
write P+ ≈ −d(d · EL )eikL ·r |ψ|2 /[~(∆ + iΓ/2)] in Eq. (4)
and use the result in Eq. (1). Neglecting products of
Green’s tensors one then arrives at an effective atomlight potential [3, 20–22],

|d · EL |2
1−
Val (r, ψ) ≈ Re
~(∆ + iΓ/2)
Z

0
3Γ
3 0 G(r − r )
0 2
Re
d r
|ψ(r )|
, (5)
−
2
(∆ + iΓ/2)


with a dimensionless interaction kernel G defined via
d·

h
G(r) +

δ(r)
3ε0

i


k 3 |d|2
· d e−ikL ·r = 0
G(r) .
4πε0

Here k0 = ω0 /c and Γ =
is the singleatom decay rate. The term δ(r)/(3ε0 ) was added to cancel the self-interaction from Eq. (3) 3 .
The form given in Eq. (5) clearly separates the interaction between individual atoms and the incoming laser
field from the effective LI-DD potential. It is also visible
that LI-DD couplings are generally proportional to ∆−2
and scale linearly with the light intensity or atom number. But as we discuss in appendix A, such a truncated
model is only valid if the effects of multiple scattering
between the atoms and the light field can be neglected,
see Fig. A7.

3

χ(r) =

Note that describing superradiance using classical electromagnetic fields requires a sufficiently noisy matter field ψ to simulate the quantum fluctuations (spontaneous emission) required
to seed superradiant growth [12, 40, 41].
This is equivalent to excluding a small spherical volume around
r0 = r from the integration [7, 43], see also Ref. [6] for a discussion
on the the self-interaction and the Lorentz-Lorenz model.

|ψ(r)|2 α/ε0
.
1 − |ψ(r)|2 α/(3ε0 )

(7)

Approximating the incoming laser field as a plane wave
of amplitude EL we can define the macroscopic field as
Em (r) := EL Θ(r)ed . The mode function Θ(r) is then
obtained by solving the Helmholtz equation

2
∇2 + k L
[1 + χ(r)] Θ(r) = 0 .
(8)
Introducing the Rabi frequency for the incoming field,
~ΩL /2 = −|d|EL , and the saturation for a single atom,
s(∆) = (|ΩL |2 /2)/(∆2 + Γ2 /4), we can rewrite the atomlight potential Val (r) = Re[α]|Eloc (r)|2 as

(6)

k03 |d|2 /(3πε0 ~)

2

To include effects of multiple scattering, which is significant at the atom densities used in our experiment,
we use a different model in the present work. Since
atoms actually interact with the local field we set E+ →
+
+
+
E+
loc = Em − P /(3ε0 ) in Eq. (1). While Em is still
the macroscopic field solving Eq. (2), the polarization in
Eqs. (2) or (4) is then proportional to the local field,
2
P+ = −d(d · E+
loc )|ψ| /[~(∆ + iΓ/2)] [43].
In the current experiment the incoming laser field is
σ − - polarized to drive the transition between the F = 1,
mF = −1 and F 0 = 2, m0F = −2 states. Due to the elongated geometry of the cloud, light scattering in the forward and backward direction dominates the interaction.
Since this scattering is polarization conserving we assume
that the macroscopic field is also σ − -polarized and parallel to the dipole vector d = |d|ed . This allows us to neglect scattering to other internal states and leads directly
|d|2
to the scalar atomic polarizability, α = − ~(∆+iΓ/2)
,
and the susceptibility fulfilling the Clausius-Mossotti or,
equivalently, Lorentz-Lorenz relation,

Val (r) = −

~s(∆)
∆
|Θ(r)|2 .
2 |1 + α|ψ(r)|2 /(3ε0 )|2

(9)

In this form there is no obvious distinction between atoms
coupling to the free laser field and the effective lightinduced dipole-dipole interaction. The atoms collectively
reshape the electromagnetic field and each atom then interacts with the resulting local field. We thus see that
the particle density enters the potential both through the
prefactor, but also indirectly (nonlocally) via the solution
of Eq. (8) with the susceptibility given in Eq (7).
Numerical simulations of Eq. (8) and the resulting
atom-light potential for typical experimental parameters
are shown in Fig. 2. The potential energy Val (r) has its
minimum approximately at the center of the cloud and
a steep radial gradient. Outside the cloud, the potential
reaches the constant value for a single atom in a plane
wave (|Θ| → 1, |ψ|2 → 0).
The short discussion here is mostly a qualitative explanation. Of course, the effective atom-light potentials
given in Eqs. (5) and (9) can be derived rigorously [3–
7, 44–46]. Such a derivation shows that higher-order density correlations have to be neglected in order to obtain
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FIG. 6.
Simulated expansion of a cloud of N = 6600
atoms with (solid lines) and without (dashed lines) the interaction with a spatially homogeneous laser pulse. The
pulse with a saturation s = 708 × 10−6 and a detuning
∆ = +100Γ starts after an expansion time texp = 105 µs
and lasts for 5 µs. In the trap, at t = 0, the cloud had
a Gaussian width a⊥ ≈ 200 nm. R (a) REvolution of the average radial density ρ⊥ (t, x) =
dy dz |ψ(t, x, y, z)|2 (in
1000 atoms/µm, see color scale on the right), the lines indicate the width σ of a fitted Gaussian ∼ exp[−x2 /(2σ 2 )]. (b)
Transverse width
ofR the Fourier transformed wave functions,
R
e qx , qy , qz )|2 ∼ exp[−qx2 /(2e
ρe⊥ (t, qx ) = dqy dqz |ψ(t,
σ 2 )].
The dashed vertical lines indicate the interaction time with
the light pulse. We see that the width of the cloud does not
change during the pulse, but the width of its Fourier transform
(its momentum distribution) does. During the interaction the
wave function accumulates a position dependent phase, which
explains why the width in real and Fourier space are reduced
despite the otherwise free expansion.

the classical susceptibility from Eq. (7) [4, 6, 10]. Numerical simulations based on classical dipoles also show that
the Lorentz-Lorenz (Clausius-Mossotti) model holds for
thermal samples where the effect of correlation functions
is smeared out [14, 15].
For the low densities of the present experiment, the
possible corrections to the Lorentz-Lorenz relation are
expected to be small [10]. Indeed, |ψ(r)|2 α/ε0 ∼ 10−2
for typical densities and detunings. Additionally, in a
quasi-condensate the long-range order breaks down due
to thermal phase and density noise [47, 48] (see also
appendix B). However, higher order correlations might
point the way to resolve the discrepancy between experiment and simulation observed for higher densities in
Fig. 3.

Our numerical procedure starts with calculating the
ground state of the 1d-BEC for a given atom number
in the trap described in section II using a split-step
method with imaginary time propagation. This state
then evolves without a trap in three dimensions for up
to 400 µs (cf. expansion time in Fig. 1(b)). During
this time the
p average width of the 1d-BEC expands as
σ(t) = σ(0) 1 + (ω⊥ t)2 [49].
Subsequently, light of a given saturation s and detuning ∆ is switched on for 5 µs. Calculating the atomlight potential (9) then requires solving the Helmholtz
equation
(8) for an inhomogeneous refractive index
p
1 + χ(r). This is done using the Wavesim package for
Matlab by Osnabrugge et al. [50–52], which essentially
gives an iterative solution to the integral equation for
the electric field (4).
During the interaction time we thus use a split-step
method to simulate the three dimensional evolution of
Eq. (1) with the atom-light potential given in Eq. (9).
The dimensionless function Θ(r) is obtained using the
Wavesim package and is repeatedly updated during the
atom-light interaction to account for changes in the
atomic density.
Once the light is switched off, the wave function evolves
without external potentials for another 420 µs. At this
stage, the cloud is dilute enough to ignore s-wave scattering and any further expansion is purely ballistic. The
transverse width of the Fourier transform of this expanded state is thus used as a theory model for the experimentally measured width after ToF (cf. Fig. 6).
To calculate the z-dependent compression shown in
Fig. 5 we simulate the full expansion up to 44 ms of ToF.
Due to the long expansion time we further include thermal phase and density noise of the condensate during the
ballistic expansion, details are given in appendix B.
Up to this point, the entire theoretical model is determined purely by the experimental settings and has
no adjustable parameters. The model is sufficient to
describe the collective dispersive coupling between the
atoms and the light field, provided the densities are low
enough to permit the use of the effective susceptibility in
Eq. (7) [10]. Superradiant emission into ±2~k momentum states could be included by adding sufficient seed
noise to the initial ground state [12].
As mentioned in Sec. III, the electrodynamical model
of Sec. IV has to be supplemented to include the experimentally observed atom losses, which we attribute
mainly to light-assisted collisions. Such losses decrease
the pressure due to s-wave scattering and thus reduce
the expansion rate of the cloud. Therefore this leads to a
larger relative compression as compared to the expansion
without losses.
We model these losses by adding a density-dependent
phenomenological loss term Vloss = −iη |ψ|2 to Eq. (1),
the only free parameter of our model. This allows us to
estimate the effect of particle loss on the radial compres-
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sion shown in Fig. 3.
At high densities the repulsive s-wave interaction between the atoms counteracts the effects of the LI-DD
interactions. Therefore, atom losses are the main cause
for the observed compression at short expansion times,
but play only a negligible role after long expansion times.
At low densities the observed reduction of the transverse
width is mainly an effect of LI-DD interactions.

V.

CONCLUSION

In summary, we demonstrated that a freely expanding 1d-BEC illuminated homogeneously along its axial
direction experiences a strong, compressing radial force.
Our numerical simulations show that a conceptually simple theoretical model using a mean-field approach, which
does however require significant computational resources,
successfully describes the experimental results for densities . 50 atoms/µm3 . At higher densities we observe
strong atom loss, which we attribute to light-assisted collisions [39]. The discrepancy between simulation and experiment at higher density is mainly caused by this loss.
The observed spatial dependence of the compression
can be explained as a result of focusing (or defocusing, depending on the sign of the detuning) of the laser
light in the atomic cloud, which is a manifestation of
the nonlocality of the LI-DD interaction in our experimental setup [19]. Illuminating the medium by many
laser beams shining from different directions [22, 25] or by
light transmitted through a waveguide [24, 53, 54] would
show further non-trivial aspects of the LI-DD interaction’s nonlocality, for example their ability to establish
long-range correlations between ultracold atoms.
Spatially varying level shifts associated with collective
atom-light interactions may not only provide an additional noise source for high-precision atomic quantum
sensors, but also enable interesting options to be used
as a tool. LI-DD interactions can give rise to an attractive 1/r inter-atomic potential, which allows to simulate
and study “gravitational-like” interaction between highly
delocalised (ultracold) quantum particles [22]. This interaction is in principle tunable over several orders of
magnitude and could enable simulations of astrophysical
scenarios [55] performed in quantum-controlled setups.
Since the LI-DD force is density dependent, expanding
atomic clouds will be directed towards regions of higher
density, a property which could be used for delta kick
collimation [56, 57]. It is interesting to note that the
LI-DD potential shows similar confinement strengths as
used for trapping ultracold atomic gasses [31, 37].
In addition, the LI-DD interaction is an effective,
compressing atom-atom potential with a shape selfconsistently determined by the atom cloud which may
open complementary techniques for coherent collective
manipulation of atomic ensembles, e. g. by a pulsed optical grating [58].
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Appendix A: Estimates based on approximate
dipole-dipole potential

In Eq. (5) we give a simplified potential for the atomlight interaction, which is based on a single-scattering
(first Born) approximation for light propagation. Expressing the potential this way has the benefit that it
clearly separates the coupling between the atoms and
the incoming laser field from the effective dipole-dipole
interaction, which is second order in the detuning. The
nonlocal character of LI-DD interactions is visible from
the convolution integral which shows that the interaction
at point r depends on the density of the entire sample.
This potential has been used to predict compression and
density modulations in elongated BECs and effective 1/r
potentials in specific geometries [20–22].
However it is clear that the perturbative approach for
light propagation can only be valid at low particle densities where multiple scattering events can be neglected.
At higher densities one has to switch to numerical simulations either in particle models [15, 59] or solving the
wave equation, as we did.
In Fig. A7 we show simulations based on the singlescattering potential (5) (dashed lines) for the data presented also in Fig. 3. As expected, this approximation
performs less favourable as compared to simulations using the more evolved approach given in Eq. (9) (solid
lines). The simulations shown in Fig. A7 do not account
for particle losses and therefore are at odds with the data
for short expansion times (higher densities).
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FIG. A7.
Simulations of the relative average transverse
width, σ̄L /σ̄0 , of a BEC illuminated after different expansion
times. The solid lines show the compression calculated with
the full atom-light potential from Eq. (9) (used also for Fig. 3)
while the dashed lines use the lowest order approximation
given in Eq. (5). The blue (red) lines are for detuning ∆ =
+100 Γ (∆ = −392 Γ), atom number N = 6600 (7450) and
saturation s = 708 × 10−6 (319 × 10−6 ). For expansion times
> 100 µs we see that the full model is in good agreement with
the experimental data (indicated by circles and squares) while
the approximate potential (5) gives a misleading prediction,
especially for the blue-detuned case.

FIG. B8.
Measured 1d-density after 44 ms ToF for N =
7450(60) atoms (black dots, average over 10 repeats) compared to the simulated 1d-density including phase and amplitude noise for N = 7450 atoms and T = 135 nK after 44 ms
ToF, averaged over 100 repeats (blue line, see text). The red
line shows a bimodal fit to the data yielding a temperature
of T = 135(10) nK. The density of the condensed fraction
is modeled with a Yang-Yang profile, the thermal fraction
containing ∼ 10% of the atoms by a Bose function (dashed
purple line) [60]. The grey shaded area depicts the plot range
in Fig. 5 of the main text.

Appendix B: Inclusion of thermal expansion

The theory presented in Sec. IV and the simulations
used for Figs. 2, 3, 4, and 6 assume a perfect condensate at temperature T = 0. However, in the present
experiment with a large atom number in a 1d quasicondensate, the experimentally estimated temperature is
T = 135(10) nK (see Fig. B8).
The non-zero temperature of a 1d-BEC manifests itself
in a phase and density-noise along the axial direction,
δφ(z) and δρ(z). For short expansion times (approximately less than 1 ms) this noise has little effect on the
evolution of the 1d-BEC, especially on the radial dynamics which we are mostly interested in.
But the phase and density noise associated with the
finite temperature become relevant for the long-time expansion along the longitudinal direction. This is important when we want to compare simulation and experiment for the z-dependent compression σL (z)/σ0 (z)
shown in Fig. 5. The experimental data is taken after a
time of flight tToF = 44 ms.
To calculate the long-time expansion at T > 0 shown
in Fig. 5 we therefore apply the following numerical procedure:
1. Calculate the in-trap phase and amplitude noise
δφ(z) and δρ(z) for the given temperature and
trap parameters.
For an in-trap 1d-density
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RR
ρ1D (0, z) =
dx dy |ψ(0, x, y, z)|2 they are given
by the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes [61–63],
d
dz δφ(z)
d
dz δρ(z)

= −δφ(z)/Λφ + gφ (z)

(B1)

= −δρ(z)/Λρ + gρ (z)

(B2)

with gφ , gρ being Gaussian random forces with
zero mean while hgφ (z)gφ (z 0 )i = κT (z)δ(z − z 0 )
and hgρ (z)gρ (z 0 )i = 4κT (z)ρ21D (0, z)δ(z − z 0 ) with
κT (z) = mkB T /(~2 ρ1D (0, z)). The relaxation
−1/2
lengths are Λρ (z) = ~2 (2m~ω⊥ as ρ1D (0, z))
and
Λφ → ∞ for our setup.
2. Simulate the expansion after trap release, the interaction with the light field and the subsequent expansion for another ∼ 420 µs for T = 0 as described
in Sec. IV A. After this second expansion time the
effects of s-wave scattering can be neglected and all
further expansion is ballistic.
3. Step 2 returns a wave function ψ(t1 , x, y, z) on
a 3d grid with an approximately Gaussian transverse density of width σ(t1 , z). During the remaining time of flight the radial width expands from
σ(t1 , z) ≈ 2 µm to σ(tToF , z) ≈ 180 µm. To reduce
the memory load we thus switch to a radially symmetric wave function with the radial grid chosen
such that both ψ(t1 , r, z) and ψ(tToF , r, z) are well
resolved.
4. Add the phase- and density noise calculated in
step 1 via
ψ̆(t1 , r, z) =

p
|ψ(t1 , r, z)|2 + f⊥ (r, z) δρ(z)
× exp [iφ(t1 , r, z) + iδφ(z)] , (B3)

with φ(t1 , r, z) = arg(ψ(t1 , r, z)) and a radial distribution f⊥ (r, z) ' exp(−r2 /[2σ 2 (t1 , z)]).
5. The ballistic expansion of the wave function is performed in a single step via
ψ̆(tToF , r, z) = FH

−1


2 +q 2
qz
r
e−i~ 2m (tToF −t1 )
i
× F H ψ̆(t1 , r, z) , (B4)
h

where FH[ψ] descibes a Fourier transform in z direction together with a Hankel transform [64] in radial direction and qz and qr are the corresponding
reciprocal grids.
6. The local widths after time of flight, σ(tToF , z), are
then obtained by fitting a radial Gaussian at each
position z.
7. Steps 4 to 6 are typically repeated 100 times with
different seed noise δρ and δφ. The widths shown

in Fig. 5 are an average over these repetitions and
additionally smoothed to account for the fact that
the light sheet measurement is unable to resolve the
density fluctuations seen in the simulations. The
shaded areas in Fig. 5 represent the standard deviation from the mean of these 100 repetitions.
A comparison between the simulated longitudinal density ρ1D (tToF , z) after ToF and the measured data is
given in Fig. B8. There we see that the simulation (blue
curve) agrees well with the fitted profile for a condensate
(red curve), the deviation arising from the thermal fraction missing in the simulation. The simulated density at
the center appears to be too high, this could explain the
discrepancy between simulation and measurement in the
same region in Fig. 5.
Arguably it would be more rigorous to include the
phase and density noise along with a thermal fraction
right from the beginning of the simulation (i. e. at trap
release). In the LI-DD simulation this thermal noise
would give rise to superradiance for certain parameters,
mainly for dense atomic clouds (see III in main text).
But since such a rigorous simulation would add substantial numerical cost with little additional insight for the
present experiment, this endeavour is postponed for the
future work.
Another reason not to include the thermal noise from
the very beginning was our intention to separate the effects of superradiance and LI-DD interactions in order to
show that the latter causes the atomic cloud contraction
regardless of the change of the momentum distribution
in the longitudinal direction.

Appendix C: Measurement of the saturation
parameter s

To measure the saturation parameter s of the laser
pulse, the magnetic trap is switched off and a pulse of
varying duration (0 − 200 µs) is applied after 0.5 ms expansion time. By
p this time the cloud radius has expanded
2 t2
by a factor ' (1 + ω⊥
T oF ) ≈ 9.4 and the density is
low enough such that the additional losses which we have
attributed to light-assisted collisions are found to be negligible in the experiment. With this setting, the total signal in the light sheet remains constant for varying pulse
durations while the signal from atoms remaining in the
BEC (see Fig. C9) decays as S(t) = S(0) exp (−R t) with
s
single-photon scattering rate R = Γ2 s+1
≈ Γ2s for small
s. The saturation parameter s of the laser pulse is obtained by an exponential fit to the signal in the bulk
BEC for varying pulse duration after 500 µs expansion
time. The calibration data was taken right before or after the corresponding data sets (shown in the main text)
with identical detuning and intensity.
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FIG. C9. Region of interests (ROI) for scattering rate measurement. Single shot image of a 1d-BEC after 44 ms time of flight
without (a) and with (b) illumination with a 40 µs long laser pulse 500 µs after trap release. The data is recorded with mean
atom number N = 7450(60), s = 319(11) × 10−6 and ∆ = −392 Γ. The red lines indicate the ROI for the evaluation of the
signal in the atom cloud (cf. Fig. 3). The laser beam is aligned parallel to the axial direction of the initial 1d-BEC and indicated
by the yellow arrow. (c) & (d): Integrated longitudinal profile without (c) and with (d) illumination (logarithmic scale), each
averaged over 5 repeats. Apart from the bulk BEC at z = 0, two additional side-peaks at ∆z ∼ ±500 µm are visible. This
m
≈ ±2h/λ = ±2~kL along z while interacting with
is the signal from atoms that have gained a momentum ~∆k = ∆z tToF
the laser beam (λ ≈ 780 nm). The peaks at ∆z ≈ ±500 µm, corresponding to ∆k ≈ ±2kL , are due to superradiant emission,
mostly in the forward direction. For 0 ≤ k ≤ 2kL ordinary single-photon scattering is clearly visible.
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I. Ferrier-Barbut, and A. Browaeys, Collective shift in
resonant light scattering by a one-dimensional atomic
chain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 253602 (2020).
[19] I. Mazets, Ground state of a Bose-Einstein condensate
which scatters coherently laser radiation, Eur. Phys. J.
D 8, 371 (2000).
[20] S. Giovanazzi, D. O’Dell, and G. Kurizki, Onedimensional compression of Bose-Einstein condensates by
laser-induced dipole-dipole interactions, J. Phys. B: At.
Mol. Opt. Phys. 34, 4757 (2001).
[21] S. Giovanazzi, D. O’Dell, and G. Kurizki, Density modulations of Bose-Einstein condensates via laser-induced
interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 130402 (2002).
[22] D. O’Dell, S. Giovanazzi, G. Kurizki, and V. Akulin,
Bose-Einstein condensates with 1/r interatomic attraction: Electromagnetically induced “gravity”, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 84, 5687 (2000).
[23] H. Ritsch, P. Domokos, F. Brennecke, and T. Esslinger,
Cold atoms in cavity-generated dynamical optical potentials, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 553 (2013).
[24] T. Grießer and H. Ritsch, Light-induced crystallization
of cold atoms in a 1d optical trap, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111,
055702 (2013).
[25] S. Ostermann, F. Piazza, and H. Ritsch, Spontaneous
crystallization of light and ultracold atoms, Phys. Rev.
X 6, 021026 (2016).
[26] I. Dimitrova, W. Lunden, J. Amato-Grill, N. Jepsen,
Y. Yu, M. Messer, T. Rigaldo, G. Puentes, D. Weld, and
W. Ketterle, Observation of two-beam collective scattering phenomena in a Bose-Einstein condensate, Phys. Rev.
A 96, 051603 (2017).

[27] N. Matzliah, H. Edri, A. Sinay, R. Ozeri, and N. Davidson, Observation of optomechanical strain in a cold
atomic cloud, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 163201 (2017).
[28] S. Inouye, M. Andrews, J. Stenger, H.-J. Miesner, D. M.
Stamper-Kurn, and W. Ketterle, Observation of Feshbach resonances in a Bose-Einstein condensate, Nature
392, 151 (1998).
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[53] E. Shahmoon, P. Grišins, H. P. Stimming, I. Mazets,
and G. Kurizki, Highly nonlocal optical nonlinearities in
atoms trapped near a waveguide, Optica 3, 725 (2016).
[54] D. Holzmann and H. Ritsch, Collective scattering and oscillation modes of optically bound point particles trapped
in a single mode waveguide field, Opt. Express 23, 31793
(2015).
[55] A. Artemiev, I. Mazets, G. Kurizki, and D. O’Dell,
Electromagnetically-induced isothermal “gravitational”
collapse in molecular fermionic gases, Int. J. Mod. Phys.
B 18, 2027 (2004).

[56] H. Ammann and N. Christensen, Delta kick cooling: A
new method for cooling atoms, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2088
(1997).
[57] C. Deppner, W. Herr, M. Cornelius, P. Stromberger,
T. Sternke, C. Grzeschik, A. Grote, J. Rudolph, S. Herrmann, M. Krutzik, et al., Collective-mode enhanced
matter-wave optics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 100401 (2021).
[58] K. Hornberger, S. Gerlich, P. Haslinger, S. Nimmrichter,
and M. Arndt, Colloquium: Quantum interference of
clusters and molecules, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 157 (2012).
[59] F. Andreoli, M. J. Gullans, A. A. High, A. Browaeys,
and D. E. Chang, Maximum refractive index of an atomic
medium, Phys. Rev. X 11, 011026 (2021).
[60] M. J. Davis, P. B. Blakie, A. H. Van Amerongen,
N. J. Van Druten, and K. V. Kheruntsyan, Yang-Yang
thermometry and momentum distribution of a trapped
one-dimensional Bose gas, Phys. Rev. A 85, 031604(R)
(2012).
[61] D. T. Gillespie, Exact numerical simulation of the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process and its integral, Phys. Rev.
E 54, 2084 (1996).
[62] H.-P. Stimming, N. Mauser, J. Schmiedmayer, and
I. Mazets, Fluctuations and stochastic processes in onedimensional many-body quantum systems, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 105, 015301 (2010).
[63] S. Beck, I. E. Mazets, and T. Schweigler, Nonperturbative method to compute thermal correlations in onedimensional systems, Phys. Rev. A 98, 023613 (2018).
[64] M. Leutenegger, Hankel transform, MATLAB Central
File Exchange (2007).

