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Despite the extensive study of matter-wave superradiance in a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC)
using its unique coherence property, the controllability of superradiant process has remained limited
in the previous studies exploiting a phase-coherent condensate with isotropic contact interactions.
Here, we combine tunable s-wave scattering with dipolar interactions in a BEC of 168Er atoms
wherein the asymmetry and threshold of superradiance are independently controlled. By changing
the s-wave scattering length near the Feshbach resonance, we tune the superradiance threshold with
increasing phase fluctuations. In contrast to collective light scattering from a condensate only with
contact interactions, we observe an asymmetric superradiant peak in a dipolar BEC by changing the
direction of external magnetic field. This results from the anisotropic excitation spectrum induced by
the dipole-dipole interaction. Our observation is expected to bring forth unprecedented application
of matter-wave optics leading to controlled emission of matter wave.

Collective light scattering [1], a cooperative emission
process inducing directional scattered atoms, has been
observed in various atomic systems ranging from ther-
mal atoms [2, 3], degenerate Bose gases [4–12], free
fermions [13] to atoms coupled to the cavity mode [14–
16]. Among them, a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) has
served as a promising platform for exploring a matter-
wave superradiant process owing to its unique coherence
property with [4–12] and without external light fields [17–
20]. When the external light shines atoms in the conden-
sate, collective scattering of light creates a quasiparticle
in the form of recoiling atoms that interfere with conden-
sate atoms at rest, leading to the generation of matter-
wave grating that is further enhanced by subsequent light
scattering. So far, however, it has been assumed in the
previous studies that the condensate is phase-coherent
and the superradiant gain of the process entails only ex-
ternal parameters such as the sample size and geometry.
Furthermore, previous studies have remained in a weakly
interacting regime, and neither the effect of strong s-wave
interactions nor anisotropic dipolar interactions [21–23]
has been addressed [24].

Here, we investigate matter wave superradiance of a
dipolar BEC in an elongated trap, which combines tun-
able s-wave scattering with dipolar interactions, such
that the superradiance process is significantly modified
by phase fluctuations [25, 26] and anisotropic dispersion
of the condensate [22, 23]. Such dipolar effects in quan-
tum gases [27] have recently opened up a new regime
where anisotropic dipole-dipole interactions play a cru-
cial role for realizing new phases of matter, such as quan-
tum droplets and supersolids [27]. In this work, dipolar
interactions result in anisotropic dispersion of dipolar su-
perfluid [22, 23], which allows us to control the asymme-
try of superradiant peaks by changing the direction of

external magnetic field. Furthermore, by controlling the
s-wave scattering length near the Feshbach resonance of
168Er, we tune the superradiance threshold with increas-
ing phase fluctuations [25, 26]. Our work demonstrates
how the superradiance process can be controlled by the
strength of s-wave scattering and the dipolar interaction.

When pump photons are scattered from a conden-
sate, long-lived quasi-particles are excited leading to di-
rectional amplified Rayleigh scattering. The onset of
the superradiant process is accounted for with the num-
ber of recoiling atoms N , following the rate equation
Ṅ = (G−L)N where G is the gain of the superradiance
and L is the loss term. A dipolar BEC of 168Er offers a
new opportunity for the unprecedented control of super-
radiance. First, with increasing s-wave scattering length,
phase fluctuation shortens the coherence length [25, 26]
and enhances the decay of the matter-wave grating re-
sulting in the increase of L. Secondly, in contrast to
alkali atoms with contact interactions, a dipolar BEC
exhibits an anisotropic excitation spectrum due to the
dipole-dipole interaction [21–23] resulting in anisotropic
superradiant gain G being sensitive to the external mag-
netic field direction.

Our experiments begin with 168Er BEC of approxi-
mately 1.8(2)×104 atoms in the |MJ = −6⟩ state [28, 29].
The atoms are trapped in the crossed optical dipole trap
(ODT) consisting of two 1064 nm laser beams propa-
gating along x-direction and y-direction with the beam
waist of wy−z=20 µm and wx−z=45 µm, respectively. To
observe matter-wave superraidance, we gradually change
the trap geometry over 45 ms, resulting in a quasi-1D
trap with the trap frequency of (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π ×
(37, 445, 443) Hz and the maximum chemical potential
of µ ≃ h× 3.5 kHz at T ≃ 140(10) nK. During evapora-
tive cooling, the magnetic field remains at 400 mG along
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FIG. 1: Superradiance from a phase fluctuating dipo-
lar BEC of 168Er (a) An elongated condensate is exposed
to the superradiance (SR) beam propagating along the +y
axis. The magnitude (B0) and direction (r̂(θ)) of external
magnetic field is independently controlled leading to tunable
s-wave scattering and dipolar interactions. The pump beam
is linearly polarized along the z-direction while the magnetic
field is always on the xy-plane during the superradiance pro-
cess. (b) Energy level diagram for relevant transitions are
shown. We use a narrow-line transition (4f126s2 (3H6) →
4f12(3H6)6s6p(

3P1)) with Γ583=2π×190 kHz for superra-
diance. Orange arrow represents the |J = 6;m = −6⟩ →
|J ′ = 7;m′ = −7⟩ transition for a pump beam red-detuned by
∆SR=7.767 MHz (6.6 MHz) at 0 mG (600 mG) of external
magnetic field. The external magnetic field changes between
300 mG and 912 mG during the experiment. (c) Time-of-
flight image of superradiant dipolar BEC for θ = π/2. After
applying the pump beam, bi-directional recoiled atom clouds
are generated. Here, kR = 2π/λ583 where λ583=583 nm.

the y-direction. Before pulsing a pump light, we adjust
the magnetic field to the target value at variable angle
over tramp and switch off all ODT’s within 60 µs. At this
stage, phase fluctuation is controlled by the magnitude
of bias magnetic field B0 (near the Feshbach resonance)
while the anisotropic dispersion relation is set by the field
direction θ as described in Fig. 1.

To induce superradiant Rayleigh Scattering, an elon-
gated condensate is illuminated with a single off-resonant
583 nm laser beam for 100 µs. The pump beam, linearly
polarized along the z-direction (see Fig. 1), is about 100
times larger than the size of sample - with the Thomas-
Fermi radius of 15 µm - to maintain the same optical
intensity along the condensate. Additionally, the inci-
dent angle of the pump beam is perpendicular to the
elongated axis to circumvent the unintended asymmetric
superradiance [9]. Atomic momentum distribution after
collective light scattering is recorded after a 16 ms of
time-of-flight expansion using absorption imaging with a
circularly polarized (σ−) 401 nm broad-linewidth tran-
sition (4f126s2 3H6 → 4f12(3H6)6s6p(

1P1)) along the
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FIG. 2: Control of superradiance threshold with the
phase fluctuation (a) Observation of portion of recoiled
atoms versus the Rayleigh scattering rate Rsc for different
phase fluctuation being proportional to T−1

ϕ . To extract
the threshold of Rayleigh scattering rate, corresponding to
the loss term L, the data curve is fitted to the equation
N = Ae(Rsc−L)tpulse where tpulse=100µs and A is arbitrary
coefficient. Error bars indicate the standard error of 20 con-
secutive measurements. (b) L is plotted against the T−1

ϕ and
as. The threshold of superradiance linearly increases with
the amount of phase fluctuation in the condensate. Inset il-
lustrated the decrease of the L against the increase of the
coherence length lϕ. Error bars indicate 90% confidence in-
terval of loss for the fitting in (a). Dashed lines are guides for
eyes.

z-direction. With data from the absorption imaging, we
quantify the number of recoiled atoms. The total num-
ber of recoiled atoms is denoted as N = NL +NR where
NL and NR are the number of atoms in left and right
recoiled atom clouds, respectively (see Fig. 1).

In the first set of experiments, we test for the con-
trol of the loss term L by adjusting the phase coher-
ence length of the condensate lϕ. When the condensate
begins to interact with the superradiance pump pho-
tons, recoiling atoms form a matter-wave grating with
the lifetime τc being proportional to τc ∝ lϕ

v where v
and lϕ are the velocity of the recoiled atoms and the
characteristic coherence length of the condesnate, re-
spectively. Here, the loss term increases with l−1

ϕ as
L ∝ 1/τc ∝ v

lϕ
. For a condensate without phase fluc-

tuations, the coherence length can be considered as the
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FIG. 3: Observation of asymmetric superradiant
peaks. (a) When the magnetic field brakes the left-right
symmetry, the atomic excitations propagating towards left
and right superradiant peaks experience anisotropic disper-
sion resulting in the generation of asymmetric matter-wave
gratings during the collective light scattering. By record-
ing the number of recoiling atoms, we obtain the distribu-
tion of asymmetry ratio (Rasym) from the 170-300 consecu-
tive measurements. (b) Histograms display the distribution of
Rasym at a different angle θ of the magnetic field. The atomic
momentum distribution after 16 ms time-of-flight shows left
(right) asymmetric recoiling atoms corresponding to the neg-
ative (positive) mean value of Rasym. Yellow circles represent
the mean values of the histograms. The red solid line was a
guideline based on sinusoidal function.

Thomas-Fermi radius l of the condensate. With phase
fluctuations, however, the coherence length is given by
lϕ ≃ l(Tϕ/T ) where T is the temperature and Tϕ is the
characteristic temperature of phase fluctuation defined as

Tϕ = 15(ℏωz)
2Ntot/32µ ∝ a

−2/5
s with the reduced Planck

constant ℏ. Here, µ is the chemical potential and the as
is the scattering interaction length [25, 26]. Therefore,
the loss term can be controlled by the scattering length

as L ∝ T−1
ϕ ∝ a

2/5
s . In experiment, we exploit the Fes-

hbach resonance at Bres ≃ 912 mG and control as from
128a0 to 279a0 with Tϕ ranging from 100 nK to 50 nK

where a0 is the Bohr radius.
To control the scattering length as, the magnetic field

is changed from 400 mG to the target value within
tramp=2.7 ms right before the pump beam is switched
on, while the field direction is kept along the x-axis (i.e.
θ=0). For different magnetic fields, we tune the Rayleigh
scattering rate upto 1.2 ms−1 based on the independent
calibration (see supplementary note), which effectively
control the gain term G. Subsequently, we record the
portion of recoiled atoms against the change of Rayleigh
scattering rate while we adjust the characteristic temper-
ature of phase fluctuation (T−1

ϕ ) as shown in Fig. 2(a).
Total recoiled atom numberN exponentially grows as the
Rayleigh scattering rate (or G) increases. Then, we ex-
tract the loss term L by fitting the initial rise of recoiling
atom number with an exponential growth. We deduce
the loss term from the measured threshold value. Fig. 2
(b) shows the change in the loss (L) for variable phase
fluctuation characterized by T−1

Φ . The inset shows the
decay of loss against the increase of coherence length.

In contrast to a BEC only with isotropic contact in-
teractions, a dipolar BEC exhibits an anisotropic disper-
sion relation due to the dipole-dipole interaction [21–23].
The superradient Rayleigh scattering is proportional to
the square of the contrast of the matter wave interfer-
ence between the condensate and the recoiling atoms. In
a condensate without dipolar interactions, two matter-
wave gratings, corresponding to opposite end-fire modes,
are formed in a symmetric manner since the dispersion
relation is isotropic with the constant sound velocity be-
ing insensitive to the angle between the external magnetic
field and the propagation direction of atomic excitation.
In other word, for the elongated condensate the gain G
is the same for opposite directional emissions.

In a dipolar BEC, however, the number of recoiling
atoms into opposite directions is sensitive to the orienta-
tion of magnetic field. By quantifying the contribution of
dipole-dipole interaction add with respect to the contact
interactions as ϵdd = add/as where add = 66.3 a0 in our
system, the elementary Bogoliubov excitation spectrum
ℏω(k) for a uniform density n is given as

ℏω(k) =
√
E(k)(E(k) + 2gn(1 + ϵdd(3 cos2 θk − 1))

where E(k) = ℏ2k2

2m and θk is the angle between the
external field and the atomic excitation propagating
along k⃗, which reveals the anisotropy of the disper-
sion relation [21]. Here, g = 4πℏ2as/m with atomic
mass m. With the sound velocity given as c(θk) =
c0
√
1 + ϵdd(3 cos2 θk − 1) where c0 =

√
2gn, excita-

tions propagating along the magnetic field direction (i.e.
θk=0) are stiffer with a larger sound velocity of c(0) =
c0
√
1 + 2ϵdd than the one propagating in the perpendic-

ular direction (i.e. θk=π/2) with c(π/2) = c0
√
1− ϵdd .

In a confined system with inhomogeneous density, how-
ever, roton softening at finite momentum k is expected
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FIG. 4: Insensitivity of asymmetric superradiance to
the scattering length (a) The asymmetry of superradiance
peaks is insensitive to the scattering length as. The error
bar is the standard error and the solid line is a guide for
eyes. (b) The full distribution of asymmetry does not change
with as within our experimental resolution. In this measure-
ment, the magnetic field is changed within tramp=0.5 ms with
phase fluctuations being negligible. (c) The distribution be-
comes narrower with the increasing Rayleigh scattering rate.
In (b,c), the error bar represents the 1 sigma confidence in-
terval of standard deviation of Rasym.

to change the collective excitation, but it is expected
this effect is not significant in the current experiment
with the small dipolar strength of ϵdd ≲ 0.5, revealing an
anisotropic dispersion [30, 31].

In our experiment, the phase-matching condition in a
given trap geometry allows scattered atoms to be only
at 45◦ with respect to the x axis. When the magnetic
field is oriented at θ=0◦ or 90◦, atomic excitations that
involves opposite matter-wave gratings occur with the
same strength as θk is π/4 for both cases. The effect
of anisotropic dispersion becomes prominent when mag-
netic field is aligned to one of excitation directions (e.g.
θ=45◦ or 135◦). At θ=45◦, for example, the atomic exci-
tation involving the right superradiant peak (NR) under-
goes stiffer dispersion with a larger excitation resonance
frequency (for θk=0) compared to the left peak (NL).
According to the f-sum rule, the excitation involving the
increased resonance frequency (i.e. right peak) is rela-
tively more suppressed than the left peak with a smaller
resonance frequency [32] (see Fig. 3(a)).

To elucidate the effect of magnetic field direction on
superradiance, we keep the Rayleigh scattering rate con-
stant and therefore effectively the gain term of superradi-
ance the same. In our experiment, the end-fire mode al-
ways occurs along the x direction regardless of magnetic
field direction. In this case, the spontaneous emission
strength along the x direction is sensitive to the quan-
tization direction (i.e. external magnetic field) following
the radiation pattern (see supplementary note). There-
fore, we calibrate the intensity of the pump beam such
that spontaneous emission along the longitudinal direc-
tion of the atom cloud remains constant for the different
quantization directions. Furthermore, to avoid the shape
change of condensate induced by the field direction we
switch on a pump beam immediately after rapidly rotat-
ing the magnetic field in less than 0.5 ms.

In Fig. 3, we characterize a superradiant sample by
recording an asymmetry of superradiant peaks. For each
condition, we obtain around 170-300 data and plotted
a histogram for an asymmetry ratio (Rasym = NR−NL

NR+NL
)

whereNR (NL) represents the atom number of right (left)
superradiant peak. When the left (right) atom cloud is
dominant, the mean value of the histogram has a negative
(positive) value (see yellow circles in Fig. 3).

It is interesting to notice that the anisotropic dis-
persion relation depends only on the absolute mag-
nitude of dipolar interaction add - not the relative
strength ϵdd - as shown in sound velocity c(θk) =√
gn/m+ 4πℏ2nadd

m2 (3 cos2 θk − 1). To test for the insen-

sitivity of asymmetric superradiance to the chemical po-
tential, we monitor the asymmetry of superradiant peaks
at different scattering lengths. In Fig. 4(a), the mean
value of Rasym does not change with increasing as con-
firming our understanding. In this case, the full distribu-
tion of Rasym is also insensitive to as as shown by solid
green circles in Fig. 4(b).

Finally, for experimentally observed asymmetry Rasym

of around 100-150 consecutive measurements we find a
finite width of the Rasym distribution even when the su-
perradiance process is symmetric with the mean value of
Rasym close to zero. We attribute this partly to the finite
size of the condensate with an aspect ratio of 12, which
results in possible tilting of the end fire mode by ±5◦.
This may introduce the uncertainty of the direction of
recoiling atoms, δθk ∼0.055π. We also find that the dis-
tribution becomes narrower with the increasing Rayleigh
scattering rate in Fig. 4(c), which suggests asymmetric
superradiance occurs at the early stage of the process.

In conclusion, we have explored a superradiant pro-
cess in a dipolar BEC with phase fluctuations highlight-
ing versatile tools for controlling a matter-wave super-
radiance process. The anisotropic dispersion allows us
to control asymmetric superradiant peaks by changing
the direction of external magnetic field. Furthermore,
we demonstrate how to tune the superradiance threshold
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by adjusting coherence property of BEC. In the future, it
will be interesting to investigate a superradiant process in
an oblate dipolar condensate [31]. It is then anticipated
that the direction of recoiling atoms may be controlled by
the external magnetic field direction. Another interesting
future direction is to explore collective light scattering in
dipolar fermions [33, 34] or dipolar molecules [35].
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Supplementary Note

Calibration of Rayleigh scattering rate In our
experiment, the Rayleigh scattering rate has been
independently calibrated at different magnetic field.
Considering Lande g-factors for |J ′ = 7;m′ = −7⟩ and
|J = 6;m = −6⟩ are ge = −11.71 MHz/G and gg =
−9.77 MHz/G, respectively, we compensate the change
of detuning δ induced by the Zeeman shift by adjusting
the intensity I of the pump beam following the relation

Rscatt =
Γ583

2

Ω2
R/2

δ2 +Ω2
R/2 + Γ2

583/4

with the Rabi frequency ΩR = Γ583

√
I

2Isat
. As an exam-

ple, we select 300 mG and 400 mG in Fig. S1 where the
phase fluctuation can be avoided with the small scatter-
ing length, and monitor the number of rocoiling atoms
as a function of Rayleigh scattering rate.
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FIG. S1: Rayleigh scattering rate calibration. The
Rayleigh scattering rate is independently controlled at differ-
ent magnetic fields. For example, we calibrate the superradi-
ance at 300 mG and 400 mG, where as are almost the same.
The dashed lines are a guideline. The error bar is the stan-
dard deviation.

Calibration of effective pumping intensity Ra-
diation from an atom has an angular dependence on
a quantization axis. Therefore, the Rayleigh scatter-
ing rate changes while we rotate the external magnetic
field during experiments. Additionally, only radiation
along the longitudinal direction of the atom cloud is am-
plified by the gain medium and contributes the super-
radiance. Therefore, we calibrate the intensity of the
pump beam such that spontaneous emission along the
longitudinal direction of the atom cloud remains con-

stant for the different quantization directions. Since the
superradiance process involves σ-transitions, the angu-
lar distribution of emission spectrum Ieff is given as
Ieff (α) = I(1 + cos2 α)/2 where I is the intensity of the
pump beam and α is an angle of the emission direction
with respect to the quantization axis.
To observe asymmetric superradiance induced by the

dipole-dipole interaction, we keep the constant scattering
rate into the end- fire mode (i.e. Ieff ) by using variable
pump intensity I(θ) as I(θ) = 2Ieff/(1 + cos2 θ) where
the magnetic field has an angle θ with respect to the x
axis. Fig. S2 shows the angular dependence of the re-
quired pump beam intensity at different angle of mag-
netic field.

Rotation of magnetic field Bias magnetic field
was generated by three pairs of Helmholtz coils perpen-
dicular to each other in Fig. 1. To rotate the direction
of the magnetic field, we tuned currents in coils within
500 us. Due to the dipole-dipole interaction, the shape
of dipolar condensates could be changed when the di-
rection of the magnetic field was tuned. Moreover, the
cloud shape change affects the gain of the superradiance.
Hence, we prevented the cloud shape change by send-
ing a pump beam immediately after rapidly rotating the
magnetic field in less than 0.5 ms.
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FIG. S2: Calibration of effective pumping inten-
sity When collective lights scattering occurs, we keep the
emission rate along the x-direction constant as the magnetic
field rotates. The required pump beam intensity scales as
1/(1 + cos2 θ) as described by a solid curve. Ellipses and
dumbbells in insets are atom condensates and radiation pat-
terns, respectively at 0◦, 45◦, and 90◦. Here, θ is an angle of
magnetic field (green arrow) with respect to the longitudinal
direction of the atom cloud.
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