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We study the fluctuation-mediated interactions between two atoms in the presence of an aplanatic
lens, demonstrating an enhancement in their resonant dipole-dipole interaction. We derive the field
propagation of the linear optical system in terms of the electromagnetic Green’s tensor for an
aplanatic lens. The collective internal atomic dynamics is analyzed via a Lindblad master equation,
which allows one to characterize the dispersive and dissipative interactions between atoms. We
thus demonstrate that the resonant dipole-dipole coupling between the atoms can be enhanced in
the focal plane of the lens, and the lens-modified energy exchange between the atoms can create a
mutual trapping potential. Our work opens new avenues for expanding dipole-dipole interactions
to macroscopic scales and the experimental platforms to study them.

I. INTRODUCTION

Technological advances in the last decade have facili-
tated the probing and control of single atoms by collect-
ing and focusing light with the help of high numerical
aperture (NA) lenses. Some example of this progress
are quantum gas microscopes [1–5], programmable atom
arrays [6–8], and other novel arrangements of lenses to
improve atom-field interfaces [9, 10]. State-of-the-art op-
tical elements allow for an NA as high as 0.92 [11], near
the theoretical limit. The rapid progress of such tools
opens new possibilities to enhance and manipulate long-
range atom-atom interactions.

The ability to collect light from an emitter and guide
it over long distances enables a variety of collective quan-
tum optical phenomena, which has been a subject of sig-
nificant interest in recent theoretical [12–23] and exper-
imental works [24–28] in waveguide quantum electrody-
namics (QED). Typically, these implementations rely on
the evanescent light-matter coupling wherein the emit-
ters are either placed nearby or embedded in a solid
waveguide structure. This introduces various dissipation
and decoherence mechanisms and hinders the control and
probing of both the atoms and the electromagnetic (EM)
field [29–34]. On the contrary, imaging systems involve
large distances of operation that allow one to treat the
atoms as if they were in free space, while facilitating in-
teractions with their distant counterparts.

At a fundamental level in QED, the interactions be-
tween two atoms are mediated by the quantum fluctu-
ations of the EM field. Such interactions depend on
the range of separation between the two atoms [35–37],
boundary conditions on the EM field [38–44] and its spec-
tral density [45–50], quantum correlations between the
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atoms [51–54], external classical driving fields [54–56],
among other factors. In this work we explore the idea of
using an ideal lens together with a weak external drive
to amplify and engineer the interaction between two dis-
tant atoms. As the atoms scatter the laser field, the
lens collects and amplifies the far-field resonant dipole-
dipole interaction mediated via the drive photons. This
opens the possibility of using atomic imaging technology
for engineering long-range dipole-dipole interactions and
implementing collective systems without the downsides
of near-field interactions.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II

we describe the system consisting of two two-level atoms
placed near each focal point of an ideal, aberration free,
aplanatic lens. We derive the collective atomic master
equation in Sec. III and the Green’s tensor for the EM
field propagation in Sec. IV. This allows one to obtain
the dispersive and dissipative contributions to the effec-
tive dipole-dipole interaction in Sec. V. In Sec. VI, we
analyze the effects of such lens-mediated enhancement
of the far-field resonant dipole-dipole interaction and the
possibility of creating a mutual trap potential for atoms
interacting via lenses. We finalize presenting a brief out-
look and concluding remarks in Sec. VII.

II. MODEL

We consider a system of two two-level atoms (A1 and
A2) separated by an aplanatic lens, as shown in Fig. 1.
An aplanatic lens is generally composed of two or three
lenses such that spherical and coma aberrations are sup-
pressed [57]. For the purposes of this work, we describe
the lens in terms of its effects on the EM field wavefront,
regardless of the details of the elements that it is com-
prised of. The atoms are placed near the focal points
on each side of the lens. The system exhibits azimuthal
symmetry, that can be broken by the polarization of the
atomic dipoles deviating from the optical axis. We fur-
ther assume that the atoms are weakly driven by a clas-
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of two two-level atoms, A1
and A2, interacting with each other via an aplanatic lens.
The atoms are placed at the two focal points of the optical
system at r1 = {0, 0,−f} and r2 = {0, 0, f}, with f as the
focal length. Each atom has a resonance frequency of ω0 and
is weakly driven by a laser of frequency ωD.

sical field of frequency ωD.
The total Hamiltonian of the system is given by H =

HA + HF + HAF + HAD, where HA corresponds to the
Hamiltonian for the two atoms in the rotating frame with
respect to the drive frequency:

HA =~δD
∑
a

σ̂
(a)
+ σ̂

(a)
− (1)

with σ̂
(a)
+ ≡ |ea〉 〈ga| and σ̂

(a)
− ≡ |ga〉 〈ea| as the raising

and lowering operators for the internal degrees of freedom
of the atoms labeled by a = 1, 2 which corresponds to the
atoms A1 and A2 respectively, and δD = ω0 − ωD as the
detuning between the atomic resonance ω0 and the drive
frequency.

The atom-vacuum and atom-drive interaction Hamil-
tonians in the rotating frame are respectively given as:

HAF =−
∑
a

p̂a · Ê (ra) , and (2)

HAD =
∑
a

~Ω
[
σ

(a)
+ + σ

(a)
−

]
. (3)

The atomic dipole operator for each atom in the rotat-
ing frame is given by p̂a = d†aσ̂

(a)
+ eiωDt + daσ̂(a)

− e−iωDt,
with da the dipole matrix element associated with the
|ga〉 ↔ |ea〉 transition. Ê (ra) represents the electric field
at position ra of atom a. The Rabi frequency of the
drive is given by Ω. We note that in the presence of a
weak classical drive, the atomic dipoles exhibit Rayleigh
scattering at the drive frequency.

The field Hamiltonian HF and the quantized EM field
in the presence of media are described in the macroscopic
QED formalism [38, 58–61], as discussed in AppendixA.

III. ATOMIC MASTER EQUATION

We can now describe the dynamics of the atomic in-
ternal degrees of freedom in terms of a second-order

Lindblad master equation by tracing out the EM field
in the Born-Markov approximations (see AppendixB for
details) [53, 62]:

dρA
dt

= − i
~

[H ′A, ρA] + LA [ρA] , (4)

where ρA corresponds to the collective density matrix of
the two atoms. The effective Hamiltonian H ′A and the
Liouvillian LA describe the dispersive and the dissipative
dynamics of the collective atomic system in the presence
of the aplanatic lens:

H ′A =
∑

i,j=1,2
J

(+)
ij σ̂

(i)
+ σ̂

(j)
− + J

(−)
ij σ̂

(i)
− σ̂

(j)
+ , (5)

LA [ρA] =− 1
2
∑

i,j=1,2
Γij
{
σ̂

(i)
+ σ̂

(j)
− , ρA

}
+
∑
l

∫
d3kÔ(i)

kl ρA

(
Ô(j)

kl

)†
. (6)

The coherent couplings between the two atoms and
the individual energy modifications to the excited and
ground states of the atoms are given by J (+)

ij = −JOR
ij −

JR
ij and J (−)

ij = JOR
ij . The off-resonant and the resonant

contributions JOR
ij and JR

ij correspond to the contribu-
tions from virtual and real photons, respectively, and are
given explicitly as follows:

JOR
ij ≡

µ0ωD
π

∫ ∞
0

dξ ξ2

ξ2 + ω2
D

(
d† ·

↔
G (ri, rj , iξ) · d

)
(7)

JR
ij ≡ µ0ω

2
DRe

[
d† ·

↔
G (ri, rj , ωD) · d

]
. (8)

We note that while the off-resonant part depends on the
broadband frequency response of the environment, the
resonant part only depends on the response of the EM
environment at the drive frequency.
The dissipative interaction between the atoms is given

by:

Γij ≡
2µ0ω

2
D

~
d† · Im

[↔
G (ri, rj , ωD)

]
· d, (9)

which is related to the resonant dispersive interaction(
JR
ij

)
via the Kramers-Kronig relation [61].

The jump operator Ô(i)
k,l for atom i [63]:

Ô(i)
k,l =√
2ε0µ2

0ω
4
D

~

∫
d3r

eik·r

(2π)3/2

√
ε (r, ωD)diGil (ri, r, ωD) σ̂(i)

− ,

(10)

corresponds to the process of recoil of a photon of fre-
quency ωD, momentum k and polarization l; similarly
for atom j. It can be seen that

∑
l

∫
d3k

(
Ô(i)

)†
k,l
Ô(j)

k,l =

~Γij σ̂(i)
+ σ̂

(j)
− .
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FIG. 2. Coordinate systems for the linear optics configu-
ration of Fig. 1. Each end has an origin at its respective
origin from which the positions ri and rj arise. Within the
focal zone the intensities only depend on the relative values
↔
GPSF (ri, rj , ωD) =

↔
GPSF (xij , yij , zij , ωD).

When analyzing the far-field contributions to the
dipole-dipole interactions amplified by the lens we can ne-
glect the off-resonant contributions from virtual photons
at second-order (JOR

ij ) that scale as ∼ 1/r3, and those at
fourth-order that scale as ∼ 1/r6. The predominant con-
tribution is the resonant dipole-dipole interaction given
by Eq. (8), which scales as ∼ 1/r, and depends only on
the response of the environment at the drive frequency
ωD.

IV. GREEN’S TENSOR FOR THE LENS

We describe the electric field at a given point r emitted
by a dipole at the position r0 in terms of the classical EM
Green’s tensor [60, 61], defined by the inhomogeneous
Helmholtz equation as follows:[

1
µ0
∇×∇×−ω

2

c2
ε (r, ω)

]
↔
G (r, r0, ω) = δ (r− r0) ,

(11)

together with the condition that
↔
G (r, r0, ω) → 0 as

|r− r0| → ∞. One can separate the contributions to
the field in terms of the distance between the the two
points as:

↔
G (r, r0, ω) =

↔
GNF (r, r0, ω) +

↔
GIF (r, r0, ω)

+
↔
GFF (r, r0, ω) , (12)

where
↔
GNF (r, r0, ω),

↔
GIF (r, r0, ω) and

↔
GFF (r, r0, ω)

correspond to the near-field, intermediate-field and far-
field contributions, respectively. Since the distance be-
tween the emitter and the lens is much greater than the
wavelength of the emitted field, we will only be interested
in the far-field contribution [60, 61, 64].

Let r1 and r2 be the positions of the atoms A1 and
A2, as depicted in Fig. 2. The resonant electric field pro-
duced by an arbitrarily oriented electric dipole located at
r1, with dipole moment p, after propagation to a point
r at the vacuum-lens interface is:

EFF (r, r1) = − ω2
D

ε0c2
↔
GFF (r, r1, ωD) · p. (13)

The field is collimated after transmission through the first
interface of the aplanatic lens, travels as a collimated
beam until it reaches the second interface on the opposite
side after which it converges at the focal point on the
other side. To obtain the field in the region near the
second focus, we use the angular spectrum representation
in cylindrical coordinates {ρ, ϕ, z} [64]:

Efo(ρ, ϕ, z) = − ikDfe−ikDf

2π

∫ θmax

0
dθ sin θ∫ 2π

0
dφ EFF(θ, φ)eikDz cos θeikDρ sin θ cos(φ−ϕ)

(14)

where kD = ωD/c, and the coordinate θmax represent the
maximum angle of a cone of light that can enter the lens,
determined by the NA of the lens (NA= sin θmax, in vac-
uum). Substituting Eq. (13) in Eq. (14) gives a compact
form for the electric field in the focal zone r2 = {ρ, ϕ, z}
(see Appendix C):

Efo (r2, r1) = ω2
D

ε0c2
↔
GPSF (r2, r1, ωD) · p, (15)

where
↔
GPSF (r1, r2, ωD) is the dyadic point-spread func-

tion of the optical system with equal focal lengths f on
each side of the lens, which describes the field propa-
gation between both focal regions. In general, Eq. (15)
connects atoms at opposite ends with the point spread
function given by:

↔
GPSF (ri, rj , ωD) = ωD

8πc
↔g (ri, rj , ωD) , (16)

where we have defined
↔g (ri, rj , ωD) = i I1 + I2 cos (2ϕij) I2 sin (2ϕij) −2iI3 cos (ϕij)

I2 sin (2ϕij) I1 − I2 cos (2ϕij) −2iI3 sin (ϕij)
−2iI3 cos (ϕij) −2iI3 sin (ϕij) 2I4


(17)

The integrals In are

I1 =
∫ θmax

0
dθ sin θ

[
1 + cos2 θ

]
eikD cos θ|zij |J0 (kDρij sin θ)

(18)

I2 =
∫ θmax

0
dθ sin θ

[
1− cos2 θ

]
eikD cos θ|zij |J2 (kDρij sin θ)

(19)

I3 =
∫ θmax

0
dθ sin2 θ cos θeikD cos θ|zij |J1 (kDρij sin θ)

(20)

I4 =
∫ θmax

0
dθ sin3 θeikD cos θ|zij |J0 (kDρij sin θ) , (21)

where Jn is the nth order Bessel functions of the first
kind, and the relative coordinates between the atoms at
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each end are given by ρij =
√
x2
ij + y2

ij , tanϕij = yij/xij ,
xij = xi − xj , yij = yi − yj , and zij = zi − zj . The sym-
metry under the permutation i ↔ j (or equivalently for
one atom on each side, change A1 for A2) allows one
to deduce that for ri and rj in the focal zone, only the
relative distance between the two points will produce de-
tectable changes. The change from absolute to relative
perspective is evidenced in the fulfillment of the Onsager
reciprocity [60] for symmetric tensors

↔
GPSF (ri, rj , ωD) =

↔
GPSF (rj , ri, ωD) . (22)

Since f � λD, it is only necessary to consider the
far-field term

↔
GFF of the full free-space Green’s tensor

Eq. (12) for the derivation of Eq. (16). Thus,
↔
GPSF ac-

counts for the radiation collected by the lens and redi-
rected to the other atom.

V. DIPOLE-DIPOLE INTERACTION LENSING

Having obtained the Green’s tensor for the lens
↔
GPSF

(ri, rj , ωD) in Eq. (16), the dispersive and dissipative
resonant dipole-dipole coupling coefficients between the
two atoms (JR

12 and Γ12) described by Eq. (8) and (9)
respectively can be simplified as:

JR
12/ (~Γ) =3

8Re
[
u1·

↔g ·u2

]
(23)

Γ12/Γ =3
4Im

[
u1·

↔g ·u2

]
, (24)

where we have defined Γ ≡ |d|2ω3
D

3π~ε0c3 as the emission rate
for a dipole radiating at the drive frequency ωD, the unit
vectors uj correspond to the orientation of the atomic
dipole j.
The contribution of the lens to the enhancement of

the dipole-dipole interactions can be characterized by the
maximum dissipative dipole-dipole interaction (Γmax

12 )
between two dipoles placed at the foci. Fig. 3 shows
Γmax

12 as a function of the NA for two orthogonal orien-
tations of the atomic dipole. We see that for a feasibly
high NA of θmax ≈ π/3 and appropriate atomic dipole
alignment, the dipole-dipole interaction rate can reach
nearly 60% of the atomic decay rate.

Fig. 4 shows a the spatial dependence of the resonant
dipole-dipole coupling JR12 ((a) and (b)) and Γ12 ((c) and
(d)) for dipoles with orthogonal (x) and parallel (z) ori-
entations with respect to the optical axis, evidencing a
lensing effect near the focal zone of one of the dipoles.
The fringes with periodicity ∼ λD correspond two con-
structive and destructive interference effects in the col-
lective dipole-dipole interactions, leading to super- and
sub-radiant dispersive and dissipative interactions.

FIG. 3. Maximum dissipative dipole-dipole coupling (Γmax
12 )

as a function of the angular aperture θmax. The solid (dash-
dotted) curve represents Γmax

12 for two x(z)-oriented dipoles,
as illustrated in the schematic inset figures. The dashed ver-
tical line indicates an angular aperture of θmax ≈ π/3, where
Γmax

12 ≈ 0.6Γ.

VI. DIPOLE-DIPOLE POTENTIAL THROUGH
THE LENS

The lens-mediated energy exchange between the atoms
can be significant enough to create a mutual trapping
potential. Let us consider the scenario depicted in Fig. 5
where a single (trapped) atom A1 is externally driven and
coupled to a second atom A2 through the lens. Following
Eq. (5), the steady-state potential energy created by the
exchange of real photons between atoms A1 and A2 is
given by

〈H ′A〉ss = −JR12ξ, (25)

where ξ =
〈
σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss

+
〈
σ

(2)
+ σ

(1)
−

〉
ss

represents the
atomic cross-correlations.
We can compute the steady state solutions of the inter-

nal atomic state via the equations of motion for the oper-
ators σ̂(j)

− in the Heisenberg picture, considering Eq. (16)
and Eq. (4). In the low saturation approximation, this
yields:

˙̂σ(1)
− =

(
iδD −

Γ
2

)
σ̂

(1)
− + iΩ + iG12σ̂

(2)
−

˙̂σ(2)
− =− Γ

2 σ̂
(2)
− + iG12σ̂

(1)
− , (26)

where δD and Ω are the detuning and Rabi frequency of
the external drive and we define G12 ≡ µ0ω

2
D

~ d†·
↔
GPSF

(r1, r2) · d ≡ J12/~ + iΓ12/2 as the effective complex
dipole-dipole coupling. Solving for the steady-state ex-
pectation value of the atomic operators and their corre-
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FIG. 4. Spatial distribution of the (a,b) dispersive and (c,d) dissipative interaction in the xz−plane. The presence of an atom
A1 emitting radiation produces a lensed field in the focal zone at the opposite end. A second atom A2 at this end will be
subject to dispersive and dissipative interactions depending on the relative positions, correlations and dipole orientations of the
two atoms. We have chosen an angular aperture of θmax = π/3 in the figures above.

lations we obtain:〈
σ

(1)
−

〉
ss

= −iΩ
iδD − Γ/2− 2G2

12/Γ
(27)〈

σ
(2)
−

〉
ss

=2iG12

Γ

〈
σ

(1)
−

〉
ss

(28)〈
σ

(1)
+ σ

(1)
−

〉
ss

=− 2
Γ Im

[
G12

〈
σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss

]
+ 2Ω

Γ Im
[〈
σ

(1)
−

〉
ss

]
. (29)〈

σ
(2)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss

= 2
Γ Im

[
G∗12

〈
σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss

]
(30)

The steady-state equations lead to the expected re-
sult of driving just A1 when the dipole-dipole coupling
vanishes (G12 → 0). Otherwise, the dispersive shift and
linewidth of A1 are modified by the lens-mediated in-
teraction between A1 and A2, as Eq. (27) shows. Fur-
thermore, the probabilities of finding each atom in an

FIG. 5. Schematic representation of the system of two atoms
A1 and A2 interacting via the lens with A1 being driven. The
dipole-dipole interaction between the atoms creates a trap-like
potential for atom A2.

excited state, given by Eqs. (29) and (30), depend on
the dipole-dipole coupling and the strength of the atomic
cross-correlations〈

σ
(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss

= αβ + 2 |G12|2 β∗

|α|2 − 4 |G12|4
, (31)

where

α =2Re
[
G2

12
]

+ Γ(Γ− iδD),

β =ΩG
{

3
〈
σ

(1)
−

〉
ss
−
〈
σ

(1)
+

〉
ss

}
. (32)

Assuming the low saturation limit, one gets that〈
σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss
≈
〈
σ

(1)
+

〉
ss

〈
σ

(2)
−

〉
ss

[65, 66], which can be
numerically verified. This corresponds to a semiclassical
limit in which the atoms radiate as classical antennas.
All atomic populations and correlations are ultimately

a function of the probability of A1 being in the excited
state. The saturation parameter for A1 in the absence of
the lens-mediated coupling (G12 = 0) is given by

s =
∣∣∣〈σ(1)
−

〉∣∣∣
G12=0

=

√
Ω2

δ2
D + Γ2/4 , (33)

and s2 is the probability of finding A1 in the excited state.
To compare the response of the system at different driv-
ing frequencies on an equal footing we fix the saturation
parameter s, meaning that we have to adjust the intensity
of the drive as δD changes, setting Ω = s

√
δ2
D + Γ2/4.

We now analyze the steady state solutions for a suit-
able trapping configuration, focusing on two atoms ori-
ented parallel to the x-axis of the coordinate system es-
tablished in Fig. 2. In order to have an attractive po-
tential for the atom we must look for zones of maximum
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FIG. 6. Left axis: Probability of finding A1 in the excited
state as a function of δD, with (solid purple) and without
(dotted pink) dipole-dipole interaction with atom A2. Right
axis: atomic cross-correlations ξ (dashed gold) as a function
of the detuning. All the quantities are normalized by the s2

to compare them with the probability of exciting A1 in the
absence of dipole-dipole interactions.

J12 in Fig. 4 (a), where we can see that in the vicinity of
zmin

12 ≈ 0.92λD there is a suitable trapping potential. In
such position, Γmin

12 ≈ −0.15Γ and Jmin
12 ≈ 0.4~Γ, which

we use to define Gmin
12 . We consider this particular condi-

tions to analyze the trapping capabilities of the system.
Fig. 6 illustrates the effect of lens-mediated dipole-

dipole interaction on the atom A1 and the cross-
correlations, ξ. In the absence of a lens and constant
saturation parameter, the probability of observing A1 to
be excited is constant at all driving frequencies. When
dipole-dipole interactions are present, one can see a
strong excitation transfer to A2 near resonance, evi-
denced by a dip with an asymmetry around δD = 0 due to
the contribution of ImG2

12 = J12Γ12/~ in the denomina-
tor of Eq. (27). The atomic cross-correlation, also shown
in Fig. 6, is affected in a similar way. More importantly,
it is always positive, making suitable to induce a dipole-
dipole trapping potential as suggested by Eq. (25).

We can estimate the average lifetime ttrap of the alleged
atomic trap for the non-driven atom A2 by comparing the
depth of the potential well (see Fig. 7) with the heating
rate of A2 due to spontaneous emission. Assuming that
the atom gains recoil energy after every cycle of sponta-
neous emission, the heating rate is given by

R
(2)
heat,pw ≈ ErΓtot

〈
σ

(2)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss
, (34)

where Er = ~2k2
D/2m is the recoil energy and Γtot ≈

Γ + Γ12

〈
σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss〈

σ
(2)
+ σ

(2)
−

〉
ss

is the total atomic decay rate. For

the chosen Γ(min)
12 , and considering Eqs. (30) and (31),

Γtot ≈ 0.93Γ, meaning slightly subradiant. The esti-
mated trapping lifetime is

ttrap = ∆Upw

R
(2)
heat,pw

= ∆J12

Er

Γ
Γtot

ImG12

|G12|2
, (35)

where ∆J12 = J top
12 − Jmin

12 +E0, J top
12 is the value of the

energy shift at the top of the potential well, and E0 is

the initial energy of the atom in the trap. We can pro-
vide a phenomenological upper bound for the expression
considering the potential depth ∆J12 being of the order
of 2~ReG12. The term ReG12ImG12/|G12|2 ≤ 1/2, lead-
ing to ttrap . 1

ωr

γ
Γtot

. This directly relates the optimum
trapping lifetime to the inverse of the recoil frequency
ωr = Er/~, giving an estimate of the time scale.
We now study the behavior of the trap in a realistic

scenario with alkaline atoms. Let us consider 133Cesium
atoms in and their 62 S1/2 −→ 62P3/2 transition as a two-
level system, with dipole moment d = 2.69×10−29C ·m,
decay rate Γ = 2π · 5.23MHz, λ0 = 852nm and m =
1.66 × 10−27Kg [67]. We will consider the limit |δD| �
Γ, where the system effectively behaves as a far-detuned
optical dipole trap driving A1, such that A1 is trapped in
a far-detuned optical dipole trap via the external drive.
As a consequence, A2 is then confined only due to the
interaction with A1 mediated by an aplanatic lens with
an angular aperture θmax = π/3.
Figure 7 shows the trapping potential 〈H ′A〉ss + Ug,

where Ug the gravitational potential for the atom with
respect to z12 = 0, and heating rate as a function of the
position along the optical axis. The shaded area shows
the size of Er compared to the potential well. We focus
on the local minimum of the potential, zmin

12 , suitable for
trapping. We can estimate the lifetime of the trap from
Eq. (35) assuming that the atom starts with an initial
energy Er from the bottom of the trap and considering
Jmax

12 = 0.5~Γ for the present configuration. Eq. (35)
gives us a trapping time of about ttrap ≈ 1170γ−1

0 (≈
1/2ωr).
As we see from Fig.7, the size of the potential well cre-

ated by the dipole-dipole interactions with a single atom
is of the order of the recoil energy, possibly making trap-
ping impractical. However, we can increase the trapping
potential by increasing the number of atoms being driven.
The general interaction Hamiltonian H ′A with Ni driven
atoms on the top of the optical system shown in Fig. 5
is

H ′A = −
Ni∑
i

JRi,A2

(
σ̂

(i)
+ σ̂

(2)
− + σ̂

(2)
+ σ̂

(i)
−

)
. (36)

We see that the dipole-dipole potential increases lin-
early with the number of atoms, as seen from the inset of
Fig. 7. Although such scenario can greatly improve the
effects of dipole-dipole interactions due to its collective
nature, one would have to carefully consider near-field
interactions among atoms on the same side of the lens.
Such scenario adds a complexity to the problem that is
beyond the scope of this work, but which could be ad-
dressed with the presented mathematical formalism. Fur-
thermore, a far-detuned atom trap based on dipole-dipole
interactions could be in principle compatible with other
near-resonance cooling techniques (as it can be inferred
from Fig. 6), creating long-living optical traps.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 7. (a) Schematic representation of the trap formed by the lensed dipole-dipole forces: N atoms on the top are trapped
by a tweezer at one of the focal points of the aplanatic lens system. The dipole-dipole forces between an atom placed around
the other focal point of the lens and the collection of atoms on the top can be sufficiently strong to counteract gravity. (b)
Left axis: comparison of potential energy from gravity (dashed pink) and dipole-dipole interaction through a lens (solid purple)
evaluated in the steady state from Eq. (25). The height of the blue shaded area is Er, comparing the trap depth to the recoil
energy. Right axis: Scattering rate from the emission of photons (dashed gold) obtained via Eq. (34). The inset shows the
minimum potential produced by the lensing field of 0 < N < 200 atoms.

VII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work we have shown that resonant dipole-dipole
interactions between two atoms can be amplified in the
presence of a lens. Deriving a master equation for the
dynamics of two driven atomic dipoles placed near the
foci of an aplanatic lens system, we evaluate the mod-
ified dispersive and dissipative interactions between the
dipoles, demonstrating a lensing effect in their coupling
(Fig. 4). We also illustrate that the dipole-dipole cou-
pling increases with an increasing numerical aperture of
the lens, and analyze the dependence of the lens medi-
ated dipole-dipole interaction on the atomic polarization.
Such modified dipole-dipole interactions can be used, for
example, to create a mutual trapping potential for atoms.
We demonstrate such a trap potential for the case of an
atom interacting with a weakly driven atom via an apla-
natic lens (Fig. 7), estimating the limitations to the trap
lifetime due to recoil heating, which could be mitigated
by the collectively enhanced potential of N weakly driven
atoms.

The present results open a new avenue for engineering
long-ranged dipole-dipole interactions in quantum op-
tical systems, facilitating strong resonant dipole-dipole
coupling while avoiding the detrimental near-field effects
common in nanophotonics platforms. Lens-mediated
dipole-dipole interaction could allow for self-organization
of remote atomic systems, where external driving fields
can control the dipoles oscillation phases to tailor their
amplitude and mutual correlations. The general descrip-
tion of an aplanatic lens presented here encompasses the
case of light propagation through a long optical fiber cou-
pled to a lens on each end, a suitable platform for long
distance dipole-dipole interfacing. One can consider an
extension of the present scheme to a network of lenses
and atoms where one can tailor collective multi-atom in-

teractions in long-ranged systems with lenses. Such lens-
modified collective dipole-dipole interactions would in-
crease the versatility and modularity of quantum optical
systems.
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Appendix A: Medium-assisted EM field

Using the macroscopic QED formalism [58–61], the
Hamiltonian for the vacuum EM field in the presence
of the surface can be written as

HF =
∑
λ=e,m

∫
d3r

∫
dω ~ω f̂ †λ (r, ω) · f̂λ (r, ω) , (A1)

with f̂ †λ (r, ω) and f̂λ (r, ω) as the bosonic creation and an-
nihilation operators respectively that take into account
the presence of the media. These are the ladder oper-
ators corresponding to the noise polarization (λ = e)
and magnetization (λ = m) excitations in the medium-
assisted EM field, at frequency ω, created or annihilated
at position r. The medium-assisted bosonic operators
obey the canonical commutation relations[

f̂λ (r, ω) , f̂λ′ (r′, ω′)
]

=
[
f̂ †λ (r, ω) , f̂ †λ′ (r

′, ω′)
]

= 0,
(A2)[

f̂λ (r, ω) , f̂ †λ′ (r
′, ω′)

]
= δλλ′δ (r− r′) δ (ω − ω′) .

(A3)
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The electric field operator evaluated at position r0 is
given as

Ê (r0) =∑
λ=e,m

∫
d3r

∫
dω
[↔
Gλ (r0, r, ω) · f̂λ (r, ω) + H.c.

]
.

(A4)

The coefficients
↔
Gλ (r, r′, ω) are defined as

↔
Ge (r, r′, ω) =iω

2

c2

√
~
πε0

Im[ε (r′, ω)]
↔
G (r, r′, ω) , (A5)

↔
Gm (r, r′, ω) =iω

2

c2

√
~
πε0

Im[µ (r′, ω)]
|µ (r′, ω)|2

∇×
↔
G (r, r′, ω) ,

(A6)

with ε(r, ω) and µ(r, ω) as the space-dependent permit-
tivity and permeability, and

↔
G (r1, r2, ω) as the field

propagator near the given boundary conditions [60, 61].

Appendix B: Derivation of the master equation

We describe the dynamics of the atomic internal de-
grees of freedom in terms of a Born-Markov master equa-

tion as follows [62]:

dρA
dt

=

− 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτ
[
H̃AF (t),

[
H̃AF (t− τ), ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0|

]]
,

(B1)

where ρA corresponds to the density matrix of the two
atoms and the EM field is considered to be in a vacuum
state. H̃AF ≡ e−iHF t/~HAF e

iHF t/~ refers to the interac-
tion Hamiltonian in the interaction picture with respect
to the free Hamiltonian of the EM field. We have as-
sumed that the atoms and the field are weakly coupled
and that the field correlations decay much faster com-
pared to the atomic relaxation time scales [62].

The above equation can be simplified by separating the
RHS into four parts as follows:

dρA
dt =− 1

~2 TrF
∫ ∞

0
dτH̃AF (t)H̃AF (t− τ)ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0|︸ ︷︷ ︸

(I)

− 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| H̃AF (t− τ)H̃AF (t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(II)

+ 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτH̃AF (t)ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| H̃AF (t− τ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(III)

+ 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτH̃AF (t− τ)ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| H̃AF (t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(IV)

(B2)

We now consider the terms in the above master equation one by one as follows

(I) =− 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτ H̃AF (t)H̃AF (t− τ)ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| (B3)

=− 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτ

∑
i=1,2

∑
λ

∫
d3r

∫
dω
{

d†σ̂(i)
+ e−i(ω−ωD)t + dσ̂(i)

− e
−i(ω+ωD)t

}
·
↔
Gλ (ri, r, ω) · f̂λ (r, ω) + f̂ †λ

(
r, ω, k̂

)
·
↔
G
†
λ (ri, r, ω) ·

{
d†σ̂(i)

+ ei(ω+ωD)t + dσ̂(i)
− e

i(ω−ωD)t
}]

∑
j=1,2

∑
λ′

∫
d3r′

∫
dω′

{
d†σ̂(j)

+ e−i(ω
′−ωD)(t−τ) + dσ̂(j)

− e−i(ω
′+ωD)(t−τ)

}
·
↔
Gλ′ (rj , r′, ω′) · f̂λ′ (r′, ω′)

+f̂ †λ′ (r
′, ω′) ·

↔
G
†
λ′ (rj , r′, ω′) ·

{
d†σ̂(j)

+ ei(ω
′+ωD)(t−τ) + dσ̂(j)

− ei(ω
′−ωD)(t−τ)

}]
ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| , (B4)

where we have used Eq. (A4) in Eq. (2) to express the atom-field interaction Hamiltonian in terms of the medium-
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assisted bosonic operators. Now taking the trace over the EM field we obtain,

(I) =− 1
~2

∫ ∞
0

dτ
∑

i,j=1,2

∑
λ

∫
d3r

∫
dω
{

d†σ̂(i)
+ e−i(ω−ωD)t + dσ̂(i)

− e
−i(ω+ωD)t

}
·
↔
Gλ (ri, r, ω) ·

↔
G
†
λ (rj , r, ω)

·
{

d†σ̂(j)
+ ei(ω+ωD)(t−τ) + dσ̂(j)

− ei(ω−ωD)(t−τ)
}
ρA

=− µ0

π~

∫ ∞
0

dτ
∑

i,j=1,2

∫
dω ω2

[
d†σ̂(i)

+ e−i(ω−ωD)t + dσ̂(i)
− e
−i(ω+ωD)t

]
· Im

[↔
G (ri, rj , ω)

]
·
[
d†σ̂(j)

+ ei(ω+ωD)(t−τ) + dσ̂(j)
− ei(ω−ωD)(t−τ)

]
ρA (B5)

where we have used the relation
∑
λ

∫
d3r

↔
Gλ (r1, r, ω) ·

↔
G
†
λ (r2, r, ω) = ~µ0ω

2

π Im
↔
G (r1, r2, ω) for the Green’s

tensor [60]. This can be further simplified in the Markovian limit by performing the time integral using
∫∞

0 dτeiωτ =
πδ(ω) + iP

( 1
ω

)
, such that the real and imaginary parts are related via the Kramers-Kronig relations. This yields:

(I) =− µ0

π~
∑

i,j=1,2

∫
dω ω2

[(
d† · Im

[↔
G (ri, rj , ω)

]
· d
){

πδ (ω − ωD)− iP 1
ω − ωD

}
σ̂

(i)
+ σ̂

(j)
−

+
(

d† · Im
[↔
G (ri, rj , ω)

]
· d
){

πδ (ω + ωD)− iP 1
ω + ωD

}
σ̂

(i)
− σ̂

(j)
+

]
ρA (B6)

=
∑

i,j=1,2

(
−Γij

2 −
i

~
J

(+)
ij

)
σ̂

(i)
+ σ̂

(j)
− ρA −

i

~
J

(−)
ij σ̂

(i)
− σ̂

(j)
+ ρA (B7)

where we have defined the quantities Γij , J (+)
ij , and J (−)

ij as in Eqs. (7)–(9) corresponding to the modification to the
collective spontaneous emission and the level shifts respectively.

Similarly, simplifying the other terms yields:

(II) =− 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτ ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| H̃AF (t− τ)H̃AF (t)

=
∑
i,j

(
−Γij

2 + i

~
J

(+)
ij

)
ρAσ̂

(i)
+ σ̂

(j)
− + i

~
J

(−)
ij ρAσ̂

(i)
− σ̂

(j)
+ (B8)

(III) = 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτ H̃AF (t)ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| H̃AF (t− τ)

=
∑

i,j=1,2
− i
~
J

(+)
ij σ̂

(i)
− ρAσ̂

(j)
+ −

i

~
J

(−)
ij σ̂

(i)
+ ρAσ̂

(j)
− + 1

2
∑
l

∫
d3kÔ(i)

kl σ̂
(i)
− ρAσ̂

(j)
+

(
Ô(j)

kl

)†
(B9)

(IV) = 1
~2 TrF

∫ ∞
0

dτ H̃AF (t− τ)ρA ⊗ |0〉 〈0| H̃AF (t)

=
∑

i,j=1,2

i

~
J

(+)
ij σ̂

(i)
− ρAσ̂

(j)
+ + i

~
J

(−)
ij σ̂

(i)
+ ρAσ̂

(j)
− + 1

2
∑
l

∫
d3kÔ(i)

kl σ̂
(i)
− ρAσ̂

(j)
+

(
Ô(j)

kl

)†
, (B10)

where the jump operators are as defined in Eq. (10).
Thus substituting Eqs. (B7), (B8), (B9) and (B10) in Eq. (B1), we obtain the collective atomic master equation

Eq. (4).

Appendix C: Derivation of the Green’s Tensor near
an aplanatic Lens

Our goal is to obtain an expression for the field emitted
by a point source upon propagation through an aplanatic
lens with equal focal lengths on each side. To do so,

we ought to find a dyadic point-spread function, as the
Green’s function in Eq. (15). We calculate the field step-
by-step as it propagates trough the optical system, aided
by its representation in Fig. 8. It is convenient to analyse
the field wavefront as two spherical fronts of radius f
centered at the focal point on each side of the lens. The
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FIG. 8. Schematic of the step-by-step propagation of the EM
field. (1) A point source dipole radiates from z0 near the left
focal region, as describe by the Green’s tensor

↔
G. (2) The far

field propagates to the vacuum-lens interface, as described by
↔
GFF. (3) The field propagates through the aplanatic lens as
an ideal unperturbed plane wavefront. (4) The lens-vacuum
interfase changes the field wavefront to revert the field prop-
agations, as described by

↔
G

L

FF. (5) The field is focused down
at the focal region, as described by

↔
GPSF.

field emitted by a dipole (Fig. 8 (1)) is characterized by

its full Green’s function in free-space [64]

↔
G (r, r0) = exp(ikR)

4πR

[(
1 + ikR− 1

k2R2

)
↔
I

+ 3− 3ikR− k2R2

k2R2
RR
R2

]
, (C1)

where R = r − r0, R = |R| and RR denotes the outer
product of R with itself. The emission can be sep-
arated into three contributions: the near-field (GNF),
intermediate-field (GIF), and far-field (GFF) Green’s ten-
sors,

↔
GNF = exp(ikR)

4πR
1

k2R2

[
−
←→I + 3RR/R2

]
(C2)

↔
GIF = exp(ikR)

4πR
i
kR

[←→I − 3RR/R2
]

(C3)
↔
GFF = exp(ikR)

4πR

[←→I −RR/R2
]
. (C4)

Since f � λ0, at the lens (Fig. 8(2)) we are only inter-
ested in the far-field Green’s function (GFF), which can
be rewritten in spherical coordinates as

↔
GFF (r, 0) = exp(ikr)

4πr

 1− cos2 φ sin2 θ − sinφ cosφ sin2 θ − cosφ sin θ cos θ
− sinφ cosφ sin2 θ 1− sin2 φ sin2 θ − sinφ sin θ cos θ
− cosφ sin θ cos θ − sinφ sin θ cos θ sin2 θ

 , (C5)

Assuming that the reflection indices of the components of
the optical system are negligible, we can think that all the
radiative content is collimated between the two reference
spheres (Fig. 8 (3)), travelling as plane waves. Just after
the second reference sphere, and for a non-reflective apla-
natic lens, it is possible to write the output field exactly
as the far-field component Eq.(C5) with opposite sign
regarding its original direction of propagation, meaning
focusing down instead of diverging away. Eq. (13) shows
the field EFF just after the linear optical system (Fig. 8
(4)).

In order to obtain a semi-analytic expression for field
near the focus (Fig. 8 (5)), we can use the angular spec-
trum representation, Eq. (14), which allows one to un-
derstand the focal field in terms of a series expansion of
plane waves with variable amplitudes and propagation
directions. The field strength depends on the maximum
opening angle θmax of the imaging system, and is given
by the numerical aperture NA = nvacuum sin θmax. We
assume a homogeneous environment so the refractive in-
dex outside the lens can be set to n ≈ 1. Replacing
the far-field towards the focus Eq. (13) into the angular
spectrum representation Eq. (14) gives us Efo in terms
of the point-spread Green’s function

↔
GPSF. The integrals

over the azimuthal angle φ can be performed analytically

using the identities [68]∫ 2π

0

{
sinnφ
cosnφ

}
eix cos(φ−ϕ)dφ = 2πinJn(x)

{
sinnϕ
cosnϕ

}
,

(C6)

where Jn are the Bessel functions of order n and ϕ is the
azimuthal coordinate for the focal zone, where we will use
the cylindrical system r = {ρ, ϕ, z}, as mentioned before
Eq.(14). The remaining integral over the polar angle θ,
of the form∫ θmax

0
Jn(kρ sin θ)

{
sinnϕ
cosnϕ

}
eikz cos θeikρ sin θ cos(φ−ϕ)dθ,

(C7)
does not have a trivial analytic expression and there-
fore its value must be found for each coordinate z
and ρ numerically. The calculation can be generalized
for an arbitrary position r0 6= 0 of the emitter near
the focal point of the lens, replacing r by |r − r0| ≈
r − (x0x/r + y0y/r + z0z/r) = r − (x0 cosφ + y0 sinφ +
z0 cos θ). One of the arguments in (C7) can be rewriten as
ρ cos(φ−ϕ) = xρ cosφ+ yρ sinφ, where xρ = ρ cosϕ and
yρ = ρ sinϕ. Thus, the phase along the plane transverse
to the optical axis can be written as [xρ cosφ+ yρ sinφ]−
[x0 cosφ+ y0 sinφ] = ρeff cos(φ − ϕeff), such that the
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complex exponentials in Eq. (C7) becomes∫ θmax

0
Jn(kρeff sin θ)

{
sinnϕ
cosnϕ

}
×

× eikzeff cos θeikρeff sin θ cos(φ−ϕeff)dθ (C8)

with the effective coordinates

zeff = z − z0 (C9)

ρeff =
√

(xρ − x0)2 + (yρ − y0)2 (C10)

ϕeff =
{

tan−1 yρ−y0
xρ−x0

xρ − x0 > 0
tan−1 yρ−y0

xρ−x0
+ π xρ − x0 < 0

. (C11)

This allows one to generalize (GFF) to source points out-
side the origin, r0 6= 0, connecting any pair of points

between both focal regions and understanding the sys-
tem in terms of effective coordinates. If the emitter and
receiver are in the focal region, then only the relative
distance between the two points matters, and not their
absolute positions.

One last consideration comes from the study of ex-
changing the position of the emitter and receiver, which
changes both the relative distance zeff → −zeff and the di-
rection of propagation kz → −kz. This shows that under
exchange of atoms there is no alteration in the arguments
of the integral. This is equivalent to having the absolute
value |zeff| in the argument of Eq. (C8). In this way, we
get the dyadic point-spread function Eq. (16), and its ma-
trix elements given by the matrices in Eqs. (18)-(21) that
represent the propagation of the EM field between any
two atoms in either side of the optical system.
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