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The study of collective light-matter interactions, where the dynamics of an individual scat-

terer depend on the state of the entire multi-scatterer system, has recently received much

attention in the areas of fundamental research and photonic technologies.1, 2 Cold atomic va-

pors represent an exciting system for studying such effects because light-based manipulation

of internal and center-of-mass atomic states lead to reduced instability thresholds3, 4 and new

phonomena. Previous investigations required single-mode cavities to realize strong light-

mediated atom-atom interactions,5 though, which limits the observable phenomena.6, 7 Here

we demonstrate steady-state, mirrorless superradiance in a cold vapor pumped by weak op-

tical fields. Beyond a critical pumping strength, the vapor spontaneously transforms into a

spatially self-organized state: a density grating forms. Scattering of the pump beams off this

grating generates new optical fields that act back on the vapor to enhance the atomic organi-

zation. This system has applications in many-body physics6, 7 as well as quantum information

processing.8, 9

One prominent example of collective behavior is superradiance,10 where light-induced cou-

plings between initially incoherently-prepared emitterscause the full ensemble to synchronize and

radiate coherently.11 This leads to the emission of an intense pulse of light after atime delayτD,
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whereτD corresponds to the time required for the atoms to synchronize. In order for this collective

instability to occur, the system must posses sufficient gainand feedback so that synchronization

occurs more rapidly than dephasing. While early studies of superradiance focused on collective

scattering via the emitters’internal degrees of freedom, recent work demonstrates that formally

identical behavior arises through the manipulation ofexternal states of cold atoms.5, 12, 13

In these studies, an initially uniformly-distributed gas of atoms pumped by external optical

fields spontaneously undergoes a transition to a spatially-ordered state under certain circum-

stances.5, 12–14This ordering arises from the momentum imparted to the atomsvia optical scattering

and can be understood as a form of atomic synchronization: instead of the atoms scattering light

individually, the self-assembled density grating enablesthe entire ensemble to coherently scatter

light as a single entity. The pump beams scatter off this grating and produce new optical fields

that act back on the vapor to enhance the grating contrast. This emergent, dynamical organization

can lead to reduced optical instability thresholds3 and new phenomena6 that are inaccessible using

static, externally-imposed optical lattices.4

In these processes, thermal atomic motion washes out the density grating and causes deco-

herence. Thus, previous observations of such instabilities in free space required ultracold tempera-

tures (T < 3 µK) and employed optical fields detuned far from atomic resonance in order to avoid

recoil-induced heating.14, 15 Collective scattering in these systems is inherently transient, though,

because the recoil associated with repeated scattering events eventually destroys the ultracold gas.

By placing the atoms in a single-mode cavity, the enhanced duration of the light-matter interaction
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effectively increases the coherence time and enables instabilities to occur at temperatures of up to

∼ 100 µK. By including an auxiliary cooling mechanism, recent studies have demonstrated steady-

state behavior.16, 17 Nevertheless, single-mode cavities are more technically challenging to work

with than free-space systems, impose additional constraints on the allowed optical frequencies,

and are incompatible with multi-mode fields, which are necessary for realizing recently-proposed

spin glass systems6, 7, 13and multi-mode quantum information processing schemes.8, 9

In this Letter, we demonstrate a collective, superradiant instability that results in the steady-

state emission of multi-mode optical fields in the absence ofan optical cavity without requiring

ultracold temperatures. To realize this instability, we use a magneto-optical trap (MOT) to produce

an anisotropic, pencil-shaped cloud of cold (T = 30 µK) 87Rb atoms.18 We then turn off the MOT

beams and illuminate the atoms with a pair of weak, counterpropagating pump fields rotated by an

angleθ = 10◦ relative to the trap’s long axis (see Fig. 1a). Unlike in previous studies, we work

at small detunings∆ below atomic resonance (i.e., several natural linewdithsΓ) and choose the

pump beam polarizations such that net cooling occurs via theSisyphus effect.19

This configuration allows us to exploit a recently-reportedgain mechanism in which atomic

cooling enhances the loading of atoms into the optical lattice formed by the interference of the

pump and self-generated optical fields.20, 21 The pump fields scatter off this density grating and

amplify the newly-produced, frequency degenerate opticalfields. Atomic cooling in this compliant

optical lattice results in typical atomic temperatures of afew µK, and the mutual amplification of

the optical and density waves via this collective scattering mechanism results in the superradiant
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Figure 1: Schematic of experimental setup and observation of superradiance threshold. a)

We apply a pair of weak, counterpropagating pump beams to a pencil-shaped cloud of cold atoms

at an angleθ = 10◦ relative to thêz axis. Scattering via the spontaneously-formed density grating

produces signal and idler fields propagating along the trap’s long axis. We use a pair of matched

photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) and a charge-coupled device (CCD) camera to image the temporal

and spatial profile of the generated light, respectively.b) Superradiance only occurs beyond a

threshold pump intensityIthresh. For a pump detuning∆ = −5±0.5 Γ and densityη = 5±2×1010

cm−3, we observeIthresh = 1.25±0.25 mW/cm2, whereIp corresponds to the intensity of a single

pump beam.
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instability.13, 14, 22, 23

Because the instability requires that the single-pass gainexceed the intrinsic system loss,

superradiance only occurs whenIp exceeds a threshold pump intensityIthresh (see Fig. 1b). This

threshold intensity is typically a few mW/cm2 and depends on∆. The balance between efficient

cooling at larger∆ and resonant enhancement at small∆ results in a minimum value ofIthresh =

1 ± 0.2 mW/cm2 for ∆ = −3Γ. This corresponds to a total input power ofPthresh = 400 ± 80

µW in our experiment, where we use pump beams with a 5 mm diameter and do not require any

auxiliary beams to initially pre-condition the sample.4, 24 Beyond the instability threshold, the peak

intensity of the generated lightIpeak increases linearly withIp before leveling off atIpeak ∼ 1

mW/cm2 nearIp = 5 mW/cm2.

Mode competition leads to self-oscillation along the direction in which Ithresh is smallest.

For our pencil-shaped MOT, we observe the emission of a pair of counterpropagating optical fields

oriented along the vapor’s long axis, which we refer to as signal and idler fields with intensities

Is andIi, respectively. This counterpropagating geometry provides distributed feedback through

the mutual coupling of the fields and also balances radiationpressure forces, which is necessary

for continuous operation.16 Figure 2a shows the measured transverse intensity distribution of the

signal beamIs(x, y) for two different MOT realizations. The generated light consists of multi-

ple transverse spatial modes, which indicates the existence of atomic self-organization in all three

dimensions. The interplay between mode competition and therandom initial fluctuations that

seed the instability causeIs,i(x, y) to vary from run to run25 and represent the spontaneous break-
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ing of continuous translational symmetry in the system. This result therefore represents the first

steps toward realizing novel, controllable condensed matter systems involving phase transitions

via emergent structure.6, 7, 13

The temporal intensity profile of the generated light provides additional insight into the evo-

lution of the instability. Figure 2b showsIs,i(t), where we turn on the pump beams att = 0. As

the atoms cool and organize in the presence of the pump beams,the signal and idler intensities

grow exponentially and reach a maximum valueIpeak after a timeτD. Stronger pumping reduces

τD, which is typically on the order of 10’s ofµs. The generated fields, which can be as large as

0.2Ip, act back on the vapor and strongly affect the ensuing dynamics. The details of the long-term

behavior therefore vary from run to run, but typically consist of additional bursts of light with

characteristic durations on the order of10− 100 µs due to atomic motion in the underlying optical

lattice.

The signal and idler fields display strong temporal correlations due to their mutual coupling,

where the cross-correlation coefficientrs,i(0) is typically greater than0.9 (see Methods). The

correlations arise because the generated fields are coupledvia the density grating, in contrast to

experiments carried out using standing-wave cavities where the mirror boundary conditions nec-

essarily impose correlations. While we have only measured the classical correlations between the

signal and idler beams, we anticipate that quantum correlations also exist and make this system

useful for twin beam generation.26

After a few hundredµs, expansion of the cloud along the unconfinedŷ direction reduces the
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Figure 2:Multi-mode and temporally-correlated superradiant emission. a, The left and right

images showIs(x, y) in the far field for two experimental MOT realizations, wherethe center of

the image (indicated by a+) corresponds to light propagating along theẑ-direction. The generated

light consists of multiple spatial modes that vary from one run to the next. The angular width of

each beam isθD = 3.1 ± 0.4 mrad, corresponding to a diffraction-limited beam waist (1/e field

radius) of158 ± 20 µm at the exit of the trap.b, Temporal dependence ofIs,i after we turn the

pump beams on att = 0. After a dwell time, the fields grow exponentially, reach a maximum

value ofIpeak at timeτD, and display a high degree of correlationrs,i(0) = 0.987. After several

additional bursts, oscillation terminates by∼ 250 µs. We useIp = 4±0.1 mW/cm2,∆ = −5±0.5

Γ andη = 5± 2× 1010 cm−3.
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atomic density and superradiance ends. We overcome this expansion and maintain steady-state

superradiance by keeping the MOT beams on at reduced intensities (typically5− 10% of their full

values) during the application of the pump beams. The atoms can therefore continue to interact

with the pump beams while remaining free to self-organize. This modified scheme enables us to

realize superradiance that persists for up to several seconds (limited only by the timing electronics),

although the amplitude of the generated light is smaller than in the absence of the MOT fields (see

Fig. 3a). We use this long-term time series to calculate the degree of second-order coherence

g
(2)
s,i (τ) (see Methods) and find thatg(2)s,i (0) = 1.125 ± 0.05, whereg(2)(τ) = 1 for a coherent

field (see Fig. 3b). Thus, the generated light is nearly coherent, which is consistent with recent

predictions on steady-state superradiance.1 In addition, the coherence time is typically several

hundredµs, which is over 100 times larger than that observed for a cloud of unconfined atoms at

comparable temperatures.20

The unique properties of our system suggest a variety of future applications. For pump beams

focused to an optical cross section (i.e., λ2/2π, whereλ = 780 nm is the optical wavelength), we

predict that we require only∼ 100 photons to drive the instability. This low threshold, combined

with the system’s long coherence time, indicates its potential as a quantum memory2 or quantum

logic element.27 In addition, our system’s capacity to support multiple spatial modes makes it

an excellent candidate for studying continuous-variable quantum information protocols based on

spatial multimode entanglement,8, 9 low-light-level all-optical switching,20, 28and multidimensional

optical soliton formation.29 Finally, the self-phase-matching nature of the collectiveinstability may

provide a simple path toward the efficient generation of tunable short-wavelength light.30
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Figure 3:Steady-state superradiance and its coherence properties. Typical steady-state tem-

poral waveform of thea1, idler anda2, signal intensities obtained when we leave the MOT beams

on at a reduced intensity during the application of the pump beams. The signal and idler fields

show strong correlations [rs,i(0) = 0.90] for the duration of emission.b, The degree of second-

order coherenceg(2)s (τ) for the signal beam time series shown ina1. Here,Ip = 4± 0.1 mW/cm2,

∆ = −5± 0.5 Γ, andη = 5± 2× 1010 cm−3.
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Methods

Experimental methods. In our experiment, we use an anisotropic magneto-optical trap (MOT)

to confine87Rb atoms in a cylindrical region with a lengthL = 3 cm and1/e diameterW = 430

µm.18 This corresponds to a Fresnel numberF = πW 2/(λL) ∼= 6. We obtain typical atomic

temperaturesT = 30 µK and densitiesη = 5 × 1010 cm−3, which leads to an on-resonant optical

depth ofOD > 60 (OD ∼ 1) along thêz- (x̂- andŷ-) direction(s). We tune the intensity-balanced

pump beams below the5S1/2(F = 2) → 5P3/2(F
′ = 3) atomic transition by|∆| = 2 − 20 Γ,

whereΓ/2π = 6 MHz. We use wave plates and polarizers to independently set the polarizations

of the pump beams, and find that superradiance occurs for linearly cross-polarized, linearly co-

polarized, and circular co-rotating pump beam polarizations. We control the amplitudes of all

externally-applied optical fields with acousto-optic modulators with response times of< 100 ns.

We cycle between a cooling and trapping period (where only the MOT beams are on) and a

superradiant period (where the pump beams are on).20 During the superradiant period, we either

reduce or extinguish the intensity of the MOT beams. When we turn the MOT beams off, we

use a 99 ms cooling and trapping period and a 1 ms superradiantperiod. When we leave the

MOT beams on at a reduced intensity, we use a 99 ms cooling and trapping period followed by a

superradiant period of variable length (up to 5 seconds). Weleave the MOT repump beams and

magnetic fields on to ensure that atoms are not pumped into a dark state and to enable continuous

cooling and trapping, respectively. We have verified that the MOT magnetic fields do not affect the

superradiance when the MOT beams are off.20
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We measure the time- and space-dependent signal and idler intensities using a pair of matched,

large-area photo multiplier tubes (PMTs, Hamamatsu H-6780) and a fast charge-coupled device

(CCD) camera (Dalsa), respectively. We place a 200 mm lens inthe path of the signal beam 33 cm

beyond the end of the trap (after the beam splitter) and position the CCD camera 35 cm from the

lens. We therefore image the far field such that the images represent the angular distribution of the

emitted light.

Analysis of superradiance. We determineIthresh by recording the dependence ofIs,i on Ip (as

shown in Fig. 1b) and fit a straight line to the data immediately afterIs,i becomes distinguishable

from detector noise. We defineIthresh as the value ofIp at which this line intersects the horizontal

axis. The error in this fit constitutes the dominant contribution to the uncertainty inIthresh. In

contrast, the uncertainty associated with the beam waist ofthe generated optical fields represents

the shot-to-shot variation between the emitted beams. All uncertainties correspond to one standard

deviation.

We analyze the similarity between the signal and idler fieldsusing the temporal cross cor-

relation functionrs,i(τ) = 〈(Is(t) − Is)(Ii(t + τ) − I i)〉/(I2s I
2
i )

1/2, where〈...〉 represents a time

average andA ≡ 〈A〉. To study the coherence properties of the generated opticalfields, we calcu-

late the degree of second order coherenceg
(2)
j (τ) = 〈Ij(t)Ij(t+ τ)〉/Ij(t)2, wherej = {s, i}. For

a coherent field,g(2)(τ) = 1.
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