arXiv:0809.2339v2 [physics.optics] 23 Oct 2008

Tight focusing of plane waves from
micro-fabricated spherical mirrors

J. Goldwin and E. A. Hinds

Centre for Cold Matter,
Department of Physics, Division of Quantum Optics and Laser Science,
Imperial College, London SW7 2AZ, United Kingdom

j.goldwin@imperial.ac.uk

http: /mmw3.imperial .ac.uk/ccm

Abstract:  We derive a formula for the light field of a monochromatic
plane wave that is truncated and reflected by a sphericabmivithin
the scalar field approximation, our formula is valid evendeep mirrors,
where the aperture radius approaches the radius of cuevaive apply
this result to micro-fabricated mirrors whose size scatesrathe range of
tens to hundreds of wavelengths, and show that sub-waubléagusing
(full-width at half-maximum intensity) can be achieved.i§bpens up the
possibility of scalable arrays of tightly focused opticglale traps without
the need for high-performance optical systems.
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1. Introduction

Spherical mirrors are widely used, for example in the telps¢to collect light from a distant
object and focus it to a point. In practice this produces rmmiat but a distribution of light over
a finite region in the vicinity of the focus. Analysis of thighavior involves two classic topics in
optics — diffraction from a circular aperture and spheraag¢rrations of the mirror. Typically,
the spot size is characterized by a figure of merit such asvesse aberration or root-mean-
squared blur radius. However, in a variety of modern appboa, such as data storage, optical
tweezers or atom trapping, it is only important to have aowcentral spot even though this
may be accompanied by a broad distribution of low intensityé wings. For such applications,
the analysis requires a new approach, which we develop here.

Our own interest is in making an array of atom traps so small ¢ach trap can hold one
atom (or none), but not two. If a second atom is caught, tharteoact through a light-induced,
inelastic collision and both are kicked out of the trap — &r@fknown as collisional blockade
[Z,[2]. The ejection of atom pairs occurs promptly providiee spot size of the trapping light
is below~ 1um [3], which is roughly the size of the optical wavelengthOne important ap-
plication for such traps is the production of single photonslemand[4,15.16], which can then
be used as a powerful resource for quantum cryptographyaatigm information processing
[7./8,[9,10].

There is a growing literature concerned with strong focgisiflight onto single atoms in free
space, as a means of achieving efficient atom-light coupAngcheme proposed in Ref. [11]
aims to emulate the field radiated from a single atom. Thislidan be approached using
a parabolic reflector to focus light with highly sculptedeinsity and phase profiles, but the
scheme does not seem suitable for scaling to large arrayapsd.tin Ref.[[1R], van Enk and
Kimble considered the simpler case of focusing a unifornidapzed Gaussian beam with
a lens that imposes a Gaussian phase profile. They were aathieve a three-dimensional
solution for the light field in the region of the focal pointeyet al. recently extended this
analysis to the case of a spherically converging Gaussia® i8], which gave somewhat
better coupling. Both of these calculations neglect tharatiens produced by a real imaging
system.

In the work presented here, we consider focusing by spHeniceors and we treat the aber-
rations of the mirror exactly. No high-performance optisgstem is required and the method
offers a simple way to achieve large arrays of traps thatight €nough to produce a strong
collisional blockade for alkali atoms. The idea is to usegsrof hemispherical mirrors, typ-
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Fig. 1. (Color online) Light incident along the pathis reflected at a point on the spherical
mirror surface, then propagates alantp the point of observation (cartesian coordinates
(ERNR,{R)).

ically with radius of curvaturdk ~ 100um, that are lithographically etched directly into the
surface of a silicon wafef [14, 15] and covered with a reflectioating. An incoming plane
wave may then be focused to an array of points in a plane neasutface of the wafer, to
produce a tight optical trap above each reflector. Onceiiated into an atom chip [16], these
traps may be loaded either directly from a surface magnptizal trap, or from a magnetic
guide with optical molasses added to enable the blockade.

In calculating the characteristics of these microtrapsfouad it necessary to consider both
the diffraction and the spherical aberrations. This ledouderive an analytical expression for
the distribution of the light near the optic axis of a spharimirror, which is applicable for
wide-angle reflectors and does not seem to have appearedysignin the literature. Although
the full problem can be solved numerically with a high-periance computer and sufficient
patience, our formula has the advantage that it can be dedluore or less instantaneously. In
the rest of this paper, we derive our analytical results, gam@ them with full numerical simu-
lations, and show that the silicon micro-mirrors are indegithble for making sub-wavelength
atom traps.

2. Theory

Figure[1 shows a schematic micro-mirror with radius of ctux@R centered on the point
(0,0,0), illuminated by a point source at positid0,0,zs). We takezs — —oo, so that the
incident light is collimated and parallel to the optic axfghe light were incident on a simple
circular hole of radiug, the amplitude of the output in the far field propagating alew to
the optic axis would be given by (kasina)/sina, wherek is the wavenumber2/A andJ;
is the Bessel function [17]. As a starting point, let us cdasideal imaging that satisfies the
Abbe sine criterion and focuses incident collimated lightoothe plane = R/2. In the image
plane, the rays incident at angiehave an off-axis displacement @R/2)tana. The resulting
Fraunhofer diffraction pattern in the focal plane has auadit half-maximum intensityid/ifzf,
given by
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Here, we have neglected the difference between €ind taru, since we are only interested
in apertures having > A, which produce small angles of diffraction. The apertuze 3§
conveniently expressed by the dimensionless ratioa/R. For a spherical mirrop < 1, but
for imaging that satisfies the Abbe criterion, the numergarture reaches its maximum value
of 1 when the input radius is equal to the focal length (5e#, @4.5.1). Thus the maximum
aperture for our ideal optic ip = 1/2, giving a minimum spot size according to El (1) of
0.26A. Throughout this paper we use the phrase “spot size” to maging at half-maximum
intensity.

This result captures the essence of the diffraction but doésreat the focusing correctly
since a large-aperture mirror exhibits numerous orderbefration. We therefore adopt Kirch-
hoff’s diffraction theory in order to estimate the spot simere accurately. The incident light
is assumed to illuminate the mirror surface uniformly. Setary waves then radiate to the ob-
servation poinko = (§R,nR,{R), illustrated in FiglL. For simplicity we ignore the incorgin
beam and reflections from the flat part of the mirror becausaneénterested in the focal re-
gion, where the reflected intensity is relatively high. Kihoff's integral for the diffracted wave

lpf) is then

1 gk’ gk’
W) = o] [TDnGm—G(r)DnT A @

whered.. = R?d@dcosf is an element of area on the curved surface of the mirror. Takas
r’ is the modulus of the vectar shown in Fig[l, and similarly for. The free-space Green
function for the light field isG(r) = exp(ikr)/r, andJ, denotes the gradient taken alamghe
normal to the mirror surface. Since the observation poihiisterest will be many wavelengths
away from the mirror surface, we can assume khat- 1 and therefore
jkr jkr
Dne'T RS ikcos(n,r)e'T, (3

where coén, r) is the cosine of the angle betweeandn. A similar expression holds for— r’.
Takingzs — —oo, the source term exikr’) /r" — @exp(ikRcosh), with the complex ampli-
tudey being constant. Then

i - ak(r+Rcosf)
L[JJ(_O) = Ik—w// S [cogn,r) —cogn,r’)] d.e . 4)
an r
With this collimated input, cd®,r’) is just cod, while cogn,r) is given by
rcogn,r) = —R(1— & cospsind — { cosb) , (5)

where we have taken = 0 without loss of generality. Since the light is to be tighibhzused
near the optical axis, we need only consider observationtpeihereé < 1. Expanding to
first order around = 0, we obtain

L 1477 2cosh — > Sn9cosp
R /14+?2—-2Zcosh

= &+E&dicosp. (6)

Returning now to Eq[{4), we eliminate the two cosines anthep by Rd everywhere except
in the exponent. There, we keep tRé &, term as well and integrate over giving

kw rr dk(u+d+Edicosp) 1-¢
v = %// R <“+ u>dd
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Fig. 2. (Color online) Intensity distribution on axis witR= 100A for values of mirror
aperturep = 0.2 (bottom), 04 (middle), 06 (top). These are offset vertically for clarity.
Labels give the peak intensity for unit incident intens{g) Prediction of Eq[{7). Curves
are re-scaled to be equal in height. (b) Result of full nuoadrintegration of Maxwell's
equations. Each curve has the same scale as the corregpandie in (a). Dashed lines
mark the geometrical focus &t=1/2.
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wherek = kR, u = cosf andpp = (1— p?)Y/2. This is our main result.
In the limit of small mirror aperturé,e. smallp andf, & — (1— ), u — 1,(1—u?)¥? - 6
anddu — —6d6. Then

0) P\ |201(dé) _ kp
Thus the radius at half-maximum intensity is
ri2=026(1-4)A/p (whenp<1). 9)

Evaluated in the focal plang = 1/2, this duplicates Eq[11), as one would expect in this limit
where the mirror becomes an ideal thin element. The positiomaximum intensity lies on the

z axis, but not af = 1/2. In this small aperture limit, the intensity increaseshasirror is
approached because the spreading of the light due to difradominates over the focusing
due to the curvature of the mirror surface: this is the linismall Fresnel number.

3. Results

Figurd2(a) shows the intensity on axis versus positionivandy Eq.[T) for three larger values
of the aperture. These all have Fresnel numbers greateutiignand exhibit peaks close to
¢{ = 0.5. At first, as the aperture is increased, the light become® rmoncentrated axially,
giving rise to a narrower peak pt= 0.4 (middle) than ap = 0.2 (bottom). With even larger
aperture, however, secondary structure appears on tteedasigle of the main peak. This is due



L

Fig. 3. (Color online) Simulated intensity distributionslight outside concave spherical
mirrors with radius of curvatur® = 100A, etched in a plane substrate. The field of view
is 10A (vertical) x40A (horizontal), centered om= R/2, with the mirror to the right.
The calculations are done by numerical integration of Mdksvequations. Upper image:
p =0.1. Lower imagep = 0.4.

to spherical aberratiomng. to rays that are incident increasingly far from the axis detefore
cross the axis at larger values §fafter reflection. In order to test these detailed predistion
of Eq. (1), we have integrated Maxwell’'s equations numélsicssing freely available software
[18], based on the finite-difference time-domain metHod,[¥8th sub-pixel smoothing for
accuracy at sharp interfacés [20]. Our resolution varies1fR0 to 32 pixels per wavelength
and we treat the mirror surface as a perfect conductor. Wiiexpe cylindrical symmetry
of the problem by taking the incident plane-wave beam to beukirly polarized. Figurgl3
illustrates the solutions obtained in this way for= 0.1 (upper frame) ang = 0.4 (lower
frame). The numerical results for the intensity on axis doéted in Fig.[2(b) for comparison
with the plots shown in Fid.]2(a).

For the smallest aperture, there is good agreement on tpe sina intensity of the curve, but
the numerical integration exhibits additional rapidlyidating fringes, similar to those seen in
the upper frame of Fid.]3. These are due mainly to interferdrgtween the incident plane-
wave and the field reflected from the mirror. The same effectimacaptured qualitatively by
adding the incident field to Ed.](7). Such an intensity disttion could be useful for making a
tightly confining optical lattice but would not be chosen wizesingle, well-defined atom trap is
required. The full numerical solution with medium aperfistgown in the lower frame of Fifi] 3
and in the central curve of Figl 2(b), agrees very well withanalytical result. The interference
fringes are much less evident here, as the amplitude of fleeted wave is much higher. There
is also good agreement in the case of the largest aperturepethat the subsidiary structure
due to spherical aberration is slightly smaller in the esatttion. This is because the electric
fields of rays coming from the outer parts of the mirror aresigantly inclined and should be
added as vectors, whereas Eq. (7), based on the scalar waattosg adds them as scalars. We
conclude that an apertupge= 0.4 is a good choice for achieving a single optical dipole trap



0.8

0.6

04+t

nm/l

0.2+ :

0 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

p=alR

Fig. 4. (Color online) Normalized spot sizrq/z/)\ as a function of apertur@ with
R = 100A. Solid line: radius given by Eq[{7) evaluated at the peakhef axial inten-
sity distribution. Dashed line: radius given by Egl (1) forideal optic with focal length
R/2. Dots: full numerical integration of Maxwell’s equations

with tight axial confinement, and that this is well descriligdEq. [7). Note that the use of a
larger aperture does not add substantially to the peakdityen

We turn now to the radial width of the intensity distributidine dashed curve in Figl. 4 shows
the ideal valuef/‘g, given by Eq.[(L), plotted against the apertprap to the maximum value
possibleo = 1/2. This suggests that apertuges- 0.2 should produce very small spot sizes.
The solid line, derived from Eq.X7), shows that althoughgpet size is somewhat increased by
the mirror depth and the aberrations neglected in[Hq. (&)siill well belowA /2. We calculate
this width not in the focal plané = 1/2 but at the value of where the on-axis intensity is
maximum, since that is where the optical dipole trap is digtdarmed. The dots show the
widths obtained from the full numerical integration of Maailis equations. Neap = 0.2,
these agree closely with the widths derived from [E¢. (7),dmithe aperture opens, we see
that the full solution gives a slightly larger spot size. §hroadening is another manifestation
of the vector nature of the light field. We conclude that gatdight, incident on a spherical
micro-mirror with aperturgp = 0.4, can produce an optical dipole trap that is well described
by Eq. [@), with spot sizec A /2.

Concerning the vector nature of the field, this is transversaxis and follows the polarisa-
tion of the input light. Off axis, however, the field acquigscomponent, given in the case of
smallp by [21,22]

e = o [W0E0] (10

This produces the increaserigy, that we have noted above. We can estimate the size of the
z-component from the derivative of Eql (8), even when the oniis not strictly in the smalp

limit. Near the focal plane and to first order§nthis gives‘ L[lz(l)/lpj_()) ’ ~2mp®x/A.Forp=0.4

this ratio grows from zero on axis taDatx =ry,, = 0.4A. Thus, the trapped atom will not

see a constant polarization as it explores the volume ofrépe but assuming that its kinetic
energy is significantly less than half the trap depth, theizdtion will be approximately that
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Fig. 5. (Color online) Normalized spot volume, as definechimtext, for varying aperture
sizes andR= 100A. Dots: numerical integration of Maxwell’s equations. Linesults from

Eq. [@).

For collisional blockade experiments, the focal spot maseta smallolume, in addition to
smallry,, in order to ensure no more than a single atom per trap. Weedtfenspot volume
Vi, as the volume within the contour of half-maximum intensitich is plotted in Figurgls
as a function ofp. For small apertures, we find, , [J r‘l‘/z/)\, as expected from dimensional
arguments. For larger aperturés;, drops to a minimum negr = 0.5, then rises to a level just
belowA 3. As a point of reference, the spot volume for an ideal GansBEMgo beam is given
by V1, = 41.8r‘1‘/2/)\ , which is 262 for ri» =A/2.0nce again, Eq.{7) provides a very good
approximation to the exact solution. Finally we note th#i@lgh all the simulations shown in
this article have takeR = 100A, this is not a critical requirement. Whéis increased from
60A to 1402, the spot volume obtained by numerical integrationdet 0.4 grows by less than
14%, though of course the constraint on surface qualityefiirror becomes more demanding.

4, Conclusion

In conclusion we have derived a useful formula for the fiektribution in front of a spherical
mirror illuminated by a plane wave. Using this result we hatkewn that a modern micro-
fabricated mirror of order 10-100in size can produce either a tight optical lattice, or a €ngl
spot with little additional structure, having a radius dftmaaximum intensity well below /2.
The fabrication method makes it straightforward to scaile ip to a large number of spots in
any desired array. This method is therefore suitable fddimg atom traps for applications in
guantum information processing, or for any other applaratvhere tight focusing is required
and the low-intensity wings of the spot are unimportant.
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