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Dimensionality plays a crucial role in long-range dipole-dipole interactions (DDIs). We demon-
strate that a resonant nanophotonic structure modifies the apparent dimensionality in an interacting
ensemble of emitters, as revealed by population decay dynamics. Our measurements on a dense en-
semble of interacting quantum emitters in a resonant nanophotonic structure with long-range DDIs
reveal an effective dimensionality reduction to d̄ = 2.20(12), despite the emitters being distributed
in 3D. This contrasts the homogeneous environment, where the apparent dimension is d̄ = 3.00.
Our work presents a promising avenue to manipulate dimensionality in an ensemble of interacting
emitters.

Introduction- In a dense ensemble of interacting emit-
ters, each emitter perceives the other neighboring emit-
ters via position-dependent dipole-dipole interactions
(DDIs). The role of geometry in such position-dependent
collective interactions between an ensemble of emitters
has been of fundamental interest [1–7]. Controlling the
dimensionality is appealing as a lower-dimensional emit-
ter geometry shows strong quantum fluctuations [8]. This
can potentially provide a host of benefits in realizing
platforms to probe long-range interactions [1, 2], quan-
tum phases such as quantum spin-liquids [3, 4], tran-
sient super solid behavior [5], quantum phase transition
in transverse Ising models [9], provide an advantage in
quantum sensing applications, in mitigating decoherence
[1, 5], and in long-range energy transport of delocalized
excitons [7]. More recently, interesting physical effects on
Dicke superradiance in 1D, 2D, and 3D arrays of atoms
have been theoretically predicted [6]. Thus, realizing a
lower-dimensional system supporting long-range DDIs is
of significant importance.

While 1D and 2D interacting ensembles of emitters
have been realized in cold-atom systems, it remains
largely unexplored in solid-state platforms. Only re-
cent efforts demonstrating a thin layer of emitters (NV
- P1 centers) have paved the way for realizing lower-
dimensional systems in solid states [1, 2]. The P1 sys-
tem’s many-body noise is characterized by the decoher-
ence of NV center probe spins and shows stretched expo-
nential decay dynamics [1].
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As DDIs are mediated by the underlying electromag-
netic fields, tailoring them provides an alternative route
to manipulate the apparent dimensionality. Recently, in-
terfacing quantum emitters with light within nanopho-
tonic structures has provided the means to control and
study collective DDIs [10]. This led to the demonstra-
tion of long-range resonance energy transfer in incoher-
ent systems [11, 12], and sub-and super-radiant emission
dynamics in coherent systems [13–16].
Here we modify the apparent dimensionality using a

nanophotonic structure that supports dispersive delocal-
ized resonant modes that mediate the interactions. These
modes lead to modification of the spatial distribution of
the perceived neighboring emitters. We experimentally
probe the apparent dimensionality of the interacting en-
semble of donor and acceptor emitters, encoded in the
interacting emitters’ temporal decay dynamics. While
individual emitters decay exponentially, the lifetime de-
cay dynamics of interacting ensemble of emitters follow
a stretched exponential decay, revealing a non-integer
power β in time,

I(t)/I0 = exp(−γDt)exp(−αtβ) (1)

where γD is the spontaneous decay rate and α is the effec-
tive interaction volume [17–19]. The non-integer power,
β, originates due to DDIs between the emitters and cap-
tures the apparent dimensionality sensed by the mutually
interacting emitters.

β = d̄/S (2)

d̄ is the apparent dimension, and S = 6 for electric DDIs
[18]. Such relaxation decay dynamics arising due to DDIs
are common in other systems such as the kinetic Ising
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FIG. 1. The illustration depicts the concept of apparent dimensionality of an interacting ensemble of emitters. The apparent
dimensionality is related to the non-integer exponent of time in the fluorescence decay dynamics I(t)/I0 = exp(−γDt)exp(−αtβ).
In a homogeneous environment, β = 0.5(0.33) for the 3D (2D) spatial distribution of emitters. A resonant nanophotonic
environment modifies the spatial distribution of the neighboring emitters sensed by each interacting emitter which results in
the modification of the temporal decay dynamics. This reduces the apparent dimensionality experienced by the interacting
emitters, which is reflected in the non-integer exponent, β < 0.5, though, the emitters are distributed in a 3D volume. The
green dipoles represent the donor emitters and the orange represents acceptor dipoles.

model below the critical temperature, an interacting en-
semble of spins [1], in ultra-cold atoms, and ions [20–25].
The underlying physics that governs DDIs is universal;
here, we focus on DDIs at room temperature, where it is
difficult to discern coherent effects.

The two underlying characteristics that relate to this
intriguing non-integer power, β in the decay dynamics
(and thus the apparent dimensionality) are (i) the dis-
tance scaling law associated with DDIs in the vicinity of
nanophotonic environment and (ii) the competition be-
tween the characteristic DDI length-scale, R0, and the
system size, Lsys. The interplay between these two char-
acteristic lengths determines the spatial extent of the
emitters sensed by each donor quantum emitter. Fig-
ure 1 conceptually shows the origin of the reduced ap-
parent dimensionality. In homogeneous environments,
the DDI potential, Vdd, scales as ∼ 1/R3. The non-
integer power, β = 1/2 (1/3) for the three-dimensional
(two-dimensional) spatial distribution of emitters [12] for
time-scales beyond the coherence times of the interact-
ing system (i.e., the emitters do not possess memory of
previous interaction events). See supplementary material
for more information [12, 19, 26–33].

In contrast to homogeneous environments, a resonant
nanophotonic structure modifies the strength, range, and
characteristic interaction length scale of DDIs [11, 12,
14, 34, 35]. Due to this modification of underlying elec-
tromagnetic fields, an ensemble of interacting quantum
emitters coupled to such resonant nanophotonic struc-
tures perceive a modified spatial distribution of emitters.
Thus, the spatial extent, strength, and confinement of
electromagnetic fields, the hierarchy of distances (and

thus the DDI strength) averaging over all possible sites
of the interacting emitters is modified. This leads to a
modification in the temporal decay dynamics which is
reflected in the non-integer exponent, β, and hence, the
apparent dimensionality of the interacting system.

System– In this study, we consider the interaction of an
ensemble of donor (Alq3) and acceptor (R6G) emitters
in both resonant and off-resonant nanophotonic struc-
tures. The dipole-dipole interactions (DDIs) between
the emitters lead to resonance energy transfer. The
DDI potential is related to the dyadic Green’s function,

Vdd(rA, rD;ωD) = −(ω2
D/ϵ0c

2)nA.G(rA, rD;ωD).nD,
where rA and rD are the positions of the acceptor and
donor emitters, respectively, nA and nD are unit ori-
entation vectors of the acceptor and donor emitters,
respectively, ωD is the radial frequency of the donor
emitter, ϵ0 is vacuum permittivity, and c is the speed
of light [12, 34]. The interaction strength is propor-
tional to the rate of energy transfer, ΓET (rA, rD;ωD) =
(2π/ℏ2)|Vdd(rA, rD;ωD)|2fD(ωD)σA(ωD), where fD(ωD)
and σA(ωD) are the emission spectra of the donor emit-
ter and absorption cross-section of the acceptor emitter,
respectively. Figure 2(a) shows the spectral overlap be-
tween the donor emission spectrum (Alq3), the accep-
tor absorption spectrum (R6G), and the extinction spec-
trum of both a resonant and an off-resonant plasmonic
lattice. The resonant plasmonic lattice modes mediate
the DDIs between the donor and acceptor emitters. The
resonant plasmonic lattice modifies the scaling, strength,
and range of the DDI potential |Vdd| as shown in Fig
2(b). The scaling of the DDI potential, |Vdd|, is signifi-
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β ~ 0.52 ± 0.01
α ~ 0.90 ± 0.02

β ~ 0.42 ± 0.12
α ~ 0.95 ± 0.04
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FIG. 2. (a) The plot shows the acceptor emitter’s absorption
spectrum (blue curve), the donor emitter’s emission spectrum
(orange curve), the extinction spectrum of a resonant plas-
monic lattice with lattice constant ∼ 300 nm (purple dash
curve) and an off-resonant plasmonic lattice with lattice con-
stant ∼ 350 nm (green dash-dot curve). The extinction spec-
trum of the resonant plasmonic lattice spectrally overlaps
with the emission-absorption spectrum of the donor and ac-
ceptor emitters (yellow highlighted region) (b) The calculated
dipole-dipole interaction potential |Vdd| for the resonant and
off-resonant plasmonic lattice is shown. The resonant plas-
monic lattice shows a strikingly modified scaling law. (c)
Monte-Carlo simulations depicting the temporal decay dy-
namics of donor emitters for |Vdd|2 = R6

0/R
6 scaling and

R0 ≪ Lsys with β ∼ 0.52. The inset shows the values of β
for randomized spatial distributions of emitters. (d) Monte-
Carlo simulations showing the temporal decay dynamics of
donor emitters for R0 ∼ Lsys. The reduced dimensionality
is evident from the estimated values of β ∼ 0.4. The inset
shows the values of β for randomized spatial distributions of
emitters.

cantly modified with distance R = |rD − rA| in a reso-
nant structure, whereas the DDI potential decays rapidly
with distance in an off-resonant plasmonic lattice. The
resonances of the plasmonic lattice modes can be tuned
by altering the lattice constant.

The relaxation dynamics of the interacting ensemble of
donor-acceptor emitters are governed by non-linear cou-
pled rate equations (see supplementary material) [26].
Here the Monte-Carlo simulation method is employed to
estimate the temporal decay dynamics of the donor emit-
ters (see supplementary material) [26]. Figure 2(c) shows
the estimated temporal decay dynamics for homogenous
environments, i.e., R0 ≪ Lsys, where non-integer ex-
ponent, β ∼ 0.52. This is commensurate to a three-
dimensional interacting system and matches well with the
predicted theoretical value (see derivation in supplemen-
tary material)[26]. The inset shows the estimated values
of β for various runs of the Monte-Carlo simulations with
different random spatial distributions of the emitters. On
the other hand when R0 ∼ Lsys as shown in Fig.2(d), the
value of non-integer exponent, β ∼ 0.42(12). This is com-
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FIG. 3. The measured fluorescence lifetime decay when the
interacting emitters are in different electromagnetic environ-
ments (a) glass substrate (i.e, a homogeneous environment),
(b) TiO2 dielectric lattice (i.e. an off-resonant inhomoge-
neous electromagnetic environment), and (c) a plasmonic lat-
tice (i.e. a resonant inhomogeneous electromagnetic environ-
ment). The value of β ∼ 0.5 in both inhomogeneous and off-
resonant inhomogeneous environment. This is commensurate
with a 3D system. In contrast, the faster-than-exponential
decay dynamics on a resonant silver (Ag) plasmonic lattice
reveals an exponent value of ∼ 0.37. This is commensurate to
an effective lower dimension d̄ ∼ 2.20(12). The emitters were
embedded in a ∼ 1 µm thick polymer thin films.

mensurate to an effective dimension of d̄ ∼ 2.50(72)— a
lower than a three-dimensional system. The inset shows
the broad distribution in the values of β with a standard
deviation of ∼ 0.12 for 1024 different iterations of the
Monte-Carlo simulation.

In practice, a resonant plasmonic lattice aide in realiz-
ing an apparent lower-dimensional system. The modified
scaling of the DDI potential, |Vdd| coupled with increased
interaction strength, leads to an increase in the charac-
teristic interaction length scale, R0. Under certain con-
ditions when the system size, i.e., the spatial extent of
emitters, Lsys becomes comparable to the R0 in addition
to the scaling law, the interacting system of emitters (in
resonant nanophotonic structures) perceive an apparent
lower dimension. We explore this effect here to engineer
the dimensionality of collective (many-dipole) DDIs.

Experiment– To elucidate this, in the experiment, we
measure the fluorescence lifetime decay trace of the
interacting emitters in both resonant and off-resonant
nanophotonic structures. The dye molecules Alq3 (0.83
mM) and R6G (0.25 mM) are embedded in PMMA poly-
mer thin films on the aforementioned samples. We use
time-correlated single-photon counting technique with
a narrow-band filter (520(5) nm) centered at the peak
emission of the donor emitter to measure the fluores-
cence lifetime decay traces (see supplementary material)
[26]. Figure 3 shows the measured lifetime decay when
the interacting emitters embedded in different nanopho-
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tonic structures such as (i) glass substrate, (i.e. a ho-
mogeneous environment), Fig.3(a), (ii) a TiO2 dielectric
lattice, Fig.3(b), (iii) an off-resonant plasmonic lattice,
Fig.3(c), and (iv) a resonant plasmonic lattice, Fig.3(d).
We observe a striking deviation to the non-integer ex-
ponent in time from the typical β = 0.5 in 3D homoge-
neous environments to β ∼ 0.37 (an effective lower di-
mension d̄ ∼ 2.20(12)) in a dispersive resonant nanopho-
tonic structure— a plasmonic lattice. We note that this
value is close to that of a 2D system. This elucidates
that the underlying resonant modes supported by the
plasmonic lattice indeed modify the apparent dimension
perceived by the interacting ensemble of emitters. The
TiO2 dielectric lattice has the same geometric features
as the resonant plasmonic lattice but supports no reso-
nances. The measurements on the TiO2 lattice help rule
out effects due to the underlying geometry of the lattice.
On the other hand, the measurements on the off-resonant
plasmonic lattice elucidate that the origin of the appar-
ent lower dimension is purely due to the lattice resonance
and not from the localized-surface-plasmon-resonance of
the constituent metal nanoparticles.

The non-integer exponent in time is estimated by
fitting the temporal fluorescence decay trace with a
Laplace transform of an underlying probability density
function[29],

I(t)

I0
=

∫ ∞

0

Gδ(γ)e
−γtdγ

∫ ∞

0

Hβ(ΓET )e
−ΓET tdΓET

(3)
In Eq.3, the first term is associated with the spontaneous
decay of donor emitters, whilst the second term is asso-
ciated with resonance energy transfer (DDIs). Gδ(γ) is
the probability density function (PDF) associated with
the distribution of spontaneous emission decay rates, and
Hβ(ΓET ) is the PDF for resonant energy transfer rates.
For a homogenous environment, with no significant en-
hancement in the local density of optical states (LDOS),
Gδ(γ) = δ(γ−γD), where δ(γ−γD) is the delta function,
γD is the decay rate of the individual donor emitter. In
contrast, in an inhomogeneous environment, each donor
experiences different LDOS and, thus, different sponta-
neous emission decay rates [36]. As DDIs in this par-
ticular scenario is a weak perturbation, the spontaneous
decay rate of the donors, is estimated from the fluores-
cence decay trace of donors in the absence of the ac-
ceptor emitter(see supporting information). The PDF of
resonance energy transfer rates, Hβ(ΓET ), is estimated
by fitting the fluorescence lifetime decay trace with the
spontaneous decay rate PDF, Gδ(γ) as a fixed parameter.
The underlying probability distributions have a charac-
teristic long-tail behavior and are related to Lévy stable
distributions [28].

Figure 4 shows the extracted PDF of the resonant en-
ergy transfer rate (ΓET ) distribution. The PDFs ob-
tained in the resonant inhomogeneous environment are
observed to differ from those in the homogeneous and
off-resonant inhomogeneous environments. This directly
indicates that the sensed spatial distribution of emitters

FIG. 4. The extracted probability density function (PDF) for
the resonance energy transfer rate on various electromagnetic
environments (1) Glass, a homogeneous environment (dash-
dot red curve), (2) An in-homogeneous environment, T iO2

nanoparticle lattice having the same lattice constant and di-
mensions as the resonant plasmonic lattice (dot-line yellow
curve). (3) An off-resonant plasmonic lattice (purple curve)
and (4) A resonant plasmonic lattice (blue curve). The PDF
of the energy transfer rates on the resonant plasmonic lattice
is not only shifted but also broader. The inset shows the re-
duced number of events having stringer interaction strength
(in the tail)

is modified. As the plasmonic lattice supports dispersive
delocalized resonant modes that can mediate interactions
between the donor and acceptor emitters over larger dis-
tances, the underlying PDFs show a broader distribution
of rates. Furthermore, the number of interaction events
in the tail of the distribution reduces, which indicates a
reduction in the total number of larger magnitude DDI
interaction strengths, ΓET , see inset of Fig. 4. The plas-
monic lattice shows a higher probability of lower DDI
rates. This result may appear counter-intuitive, as the
plasmonic lattice enhances the DDI rates overall. The
plasmonic lattice enhances the interactions at larger dis-
tances, i.e., beyond the Förster Resonance Energy Trans-
fer (FRET) radius. The experiments were performed at
densities wherein the mean-nearest neighbor separation
between the interacting pair of emitters is ∼ 5 − 10nm.
At these distances, ∼ 1/r6 is more dominant than the
scaling arising due to the plasmonic lattice, thus the DDI
rates are lower on the plasmonic lattice. The strength of
interactions gets enhanced at larger distances as shown
in a previous work [12]. See supporting information for
more details.

Conclusion- In summary, we experimentally demon-
strated that the apparent dimensionality of an interact-
ing ensemble of emitters could be modified using a reso-
nant nanophotonic structure. The temporal fluorescence
decay dynamics show a non-integer exponent, β, that
relates to the apparent dimensionality of the interact-
ing system. The value of apparent dimensionality on a
resonant plasmonic lattice shows a stark contrast value
of d̄ ∼ 2.20(12), in comparison to d̄ ∼ 3.0 obtained on
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glass, an off-resonant TiO2 dielectric lattice, and an off-
resonant plasmonic lattice. Further, we extract the un-
derlying distribution of energy transfer rates for the emit-
ters’ interacting ensemble, indicating that the interact-
ing emitters’ perceived apparent dimensionality is mod-
ified. This arises due to modifying the underlying dis-
tribution of energy transfer rates. This work paves the
way for engineering interacting systems with apparent
lower dimensionality. Though the presented results are
semi-classical and discernible coherent effects cannot be
observed at room temperatures, they can readily be ap-
plied to regimes where quantum effects are more promi-
nent such as in ultra-cold atoms [14], solid-state emit-
ters systems [1, 2], rare-earth ions [37, 38], Rydberg exci-
tons in solids [39], and quantum-dots systems [13]. Such
nanophotonic structures can potentially provide an al-
ternative route to realize two-dimensional systems that
host new quantum many-body phases, help mitigate de-

coherence for quantum sensing, memories, and quantum
network applications, realize novel, more efficient light-
harvesting systems, and potentially improve biological
samples imaging.
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and H. Kimble, Colloquium: Quantum matter built from
nanoscopic lattices of atoms and photons, Reviews of
Modern Physics 90, 031002 (2018).

[11] W. D. Newman, C. L. Cortes, A. Afshar, K. Cadien,
A. Meldrum, R. Fedosejevs, and Z. Jacob, Observation of
long-range dipole-dipole interactions in hyperbolic meta-
materials, Science advances 4, eaar5278 (2018).

[12] A. K. Boddeti, J. Guan, T. Sentz, X. Juarez, W. New-
man, C. Cortes, T. W. Odom, and Z. Jacob, Long-range
dipole–dipole interactions in a plasmonic lattice, Nano
letters 22, 22 (2021).

[13] A. Tiranov, V. Angelopoulou, C. J. van Diepen,
B. Schrinski, O. A. D. Sandberg, Y. Wang, L. Midolo,
S. Scholz, A. D. Wieck, A. Ludwig, et al., Collective
super-and subradiant dynamics between distant optical
quantum emitters, Science 379, 389 (2023).
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I. DIMENSIONALITY IN HOMOGENEOUS ENVIRONMENTS

In this section, we assume that the characteristic interaction length-scale R0 is finite, and the system size Lsys is
infinitely large (R0 ≪ Lsys). In the presence of an acceptor emitter, owing to dipole-dipole interactions (DDIs), the
lifetime of the donor emitter is modified. Thus the temporal decay dynamics of the donor emitter in a homogeneous
environment are given as,

IDA(t) = I0exp(−γDt).exp(−ΓET (rA, rD, )t), (1)

where IDA is the fluorescent decay of the donor in the presence of an acceptor emitter, γD is the spontaneous
decay rate of a donor emitter, and ΓET (rA, rD) is the resonance energy transfer rate arising due to dipole-dipole
interactions between the donor emitter at the position, rD, and acceptor emitter at the position, rA. Here we consider
an experimental scenario where the relative position of the ensemble of emitters, ND donors, and NA acceptors remain
fixed. This is realized in the experiment by embedding the emitters in a polymer matrix (PMMA). Due to the presence
of NA acceptors, the time-resolved fluorescence decay shows larger quenching,

IDA(t) = I0exp(−γDt).exp(

NA∑

i

−ΓET (r
i
NA

, rD, )t), (2)

here, we have dropped the summation over all the donor emitter’s spontaneous decay, as the spontaneous decay is
assumed to be the same for all the donors (due to the homogeneous environment, the LDOS experienced by each
donor emitter is the same). For a large number of acceptors, the summation is replaced with a continuum,

IDA(t) = I0exp(−γDt).

∫
ρ(rA)exp(−tΓET (rA, rD, ))drA (3)

where ρ(rA) is the spatial distribution of the acceptor emitters. In the ensemble of static donor and acceptor emitters,
the donors perceive a distribution of acceptors at fixed positions. However, each specific donor perceives a different
spatial distribution of acceptors with different relative distances. As it is not known apriori if a chosen donor emitter
in the excited state interacts with a neighboring acceptor emitter or undergoes spontaneous decay, the measured
temporal decay dynamics for a given donor must be averaged with respect to the position of all the acceptor emitters,

IDA(t) = I0exp(−γDt).

[∫
drAρ(rA)exp

(
− ΓET (rA, rD, )t

)]NA

, (4)
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By averaging over the position of the donor emitters, we get,

IDA(t) = I0

∫
drDρ(rD)exp(−γD(rD)t).

[∫
drAρ(rA)exp

(
− ΓET (rA, rD, )t

)]NA

, (5)

where γD(rD) is the position-dependent spontaneous decay rate of the donor emitters.
In the thermodynamic limit, i.e, for a large number of emitters and a large volume, N/V = Ca Eq. 5 can be written
as,

IDA(t) = I0

∫
drDρ(rD)exp(−γ(rD)t)exp

[
− Ca

∫
drA(1− exp(−ΓET (rA, rD)t))

]
, (6)

The above Eq. 6, when solved for various scaling laws, reveals a non-integer exponent in time, t.
Here we show the result for dipole-dipole interactions, where the power-law scales as ∼ 1/R3 for various cases— 1-,
2-, and 3-dimensions.

A. Dimensionality in thermodynamic limit

Here we assume a homogeneous environment, i.e. the donors perceive the same LDOS at every position

• 1 Dimension case:

IDA(t) = κ.exp

(
− Cat

1/6Γ
(5
6

))
, (7)

• 2 Dimension case:

IDA(t) = κ.exp

(
− πCat

1/3Γ
(2
3

))
, (8)

and,

• 3 Dimension case:

IDA(t) = κ.exp

(
− 4π2Cat

1/2

)
, (9)

where, κ = I0
∫
drDρ(eD)exp(−γD(rD)t). Here, we have shown that the fractional power in time is dependent on

the spatial distribution of the emitters, i.e., distributed in 1D, 2D, or 3D. The fractional exponent in time is 1/6
for 1D, 1/3 for 2D, and 1/2 for 3D spatial distribution of interacting emitters. This simplified view, however, does
not adequately describe the resonance energy transfer process and, thus, dipole-dipole interactions in an ensemble
of interacting emitters with spatial constraints. The relaxation processes in any system with spatial confinement
show a significantly more complex behavior, strongly affected by the details of underlying electromagnetic fields
(environment).

II. RELAXATION DYNAMICS AND MONTE-CARLO SIMULATIONS

A. Relaxation Dynamics

In a system of interacting ensemble of donor and acceptor emitters, the relaxation dynamics for each donor and
acceptor are governed by the non-linear coupled rate equations as shown below,

dni

dt
= −γi

Dni − ni

M∑

j=1

Γi,j
ET pj , (10)
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dpj
dt

= γj
A(1− pj)− pj

N∑

i=1

Γi,j
ETni, (11)

where pj is the probability of the jth acceptor emitter being the ground state, ni is the probability that the ith donor

emitter is in the excited state. γ
i(j)
D(A) is the spontaneous decay rate of the ith (jth) donor (acceptor) emitter. Γi,j

ET is

the pairwise resonance energy transfer rate between the ith donor emitter, and the jth acceptor emitter. This pairwise
resonance energy transfer rate is distance dependent, i.e., Γi,j

ET ∼ R6
0/R

6
i,j , where Ri,j is the distance between the ith

and jth donor and acceptor emitter respectively. The summation of all the acceptors (donors) in Eq. 10 (Eq. 11)
accounts for all the possible combinations of pair-wise interactions between the donor and acceptor emitters.

In the above coupled non-linear rate equations, the ith donor emitter can only be depleted either by undergoing a
spontaneous decay process or dipole-dipole interactions (resonance energy transfer process). The associated channel
of decay, i.e. spontaneous decay rate or dipole-dipole interaction, is determined based on the value of Ωi,j where, 0
or 1, which is in turn based on the probability IP(γi

D,Γi,j
ET ) = Γi,j

ET /(Γ
i,j
ET + γi

D) given as [? ],

Ωi,j =

{
1, if IP(γi

D,Γi,j
ET ) ≥ x

0, otherwise
(12)

where x is a random number under a normal distribution.

B. Monte-Carlo Simulations

The N × M coupled non-linear rate equations Eq. 10 and Eq. 11 are numerically solved as follows:

• N random positions for donor emitter and M random positions for acceptor emitter are chosen in a box of size
Lx, Ly, and Lz. The box size considered in the simulations is 50× 50× 50nm3 for the bulk simulations.

• Pairwise distance between each donor-acceptor pair, Rij is estimated and the corresponding resonance energy

transfer rate, Γi,j
ET is calculated.

• We use a Metropolis-Hastings algorithm [? ] to determine which among the N donors undergoes a spontaneous
decay process as opposed to the dipole-dipole interaction process and vice-versa. To this end, as shown in Eq.
12 a random number x under a normal distribution is generated and compared to the value of IP(γi

D,Γi,j
ET ).

• The non-linear coupled rate equations Eq. 10 and Eq. 11 are solved using Julia SciML [? ]. Under certain
conditions, the non-linear coupled differential equations were found to be stiff. In such conditions, the QNDF,
CVODE-BDF, RADAUIIA2, and Vern9 algorithms were used to solve the non-linear coupled differential equa-
tions in Julia [? ].

• The Monte-Carlo simulation is run for many different configurations of donor and acceptor emitters. In this
case, we have run the simulations for 1024 configurations for the data shown in the main text.

In the simulations, we use the density of the donor emitters is, ρD ∼ 4.54 × 1024molecules/cm3 and of acceptors,
ρA ∼ 4.7 × 1024molecules/cm3. Figure 1 (a) shows the relaxation dynamics from Monte-Carlo simulations for an
ensemble of donor emitters undergoing dipole-dipole interactions. In the absence of acceptor emitters, the donor
emitters decay via a spontaneous decay process (see purple curve), In contrast, in the presence of interaction with
randomly distributed acceptor emitters, the donor emitters at shorter time-scales show a faster than exponential decay
(see blue curve and the fit). This faster-than-exponential decay arises due to modified decay rates owing to distance-
dependent dipole-dipole interactions with acceptor emitters. We extract the effective dimensionality as perceived by
the interacting emitters. The value of β ∼ 0.53(02) which commensurate with the system being 3D as shown from
the analytic expression in Eq. 9. Figure 1(b) shows the β value estimated for each configuration of the Monte-Carlo
simulation runs. We note that the distribution is centered ∼ 0.52. Figure 1(c) shows the underlying distribution of
resonance energy transfer rates. The distributions are long-tailed in nature. This long-tail behavior is associated with
rare events contributing to dipole-dipole interactions.

There are no boundary conditions in our Monte-Carlo simulations. Each configuration and thus the computation
box is treated as a separate simulation. As the non-linear coupled equations only have a time-dependence there are
no boundary conditions, only initial conditions are needed. In the simulation we consider the donor emitters to be in
the excited state, i.e. ni(0) = 1.0 and the acceptor emitters are in the ground state, i.e. pj(0) = 1.0. Note that pj is
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 1. Monte-Carlo simulations showing the fluorescence relaxation decay dynamics of an ensemble of donor emitters under-
going dipole-dipole interactions. (a) Shows the decay dynamics of the donor emitters from the excited state in the absence
(spontaneous decay) and presence of acceptor emitters. The donor emitters in the presence of acceptors show a faster than
exponential decay (compared to spontaneous decay). This is due to dipole-dipole interactions; an additional decay channel
is available to the ensemble of donor emitters. We fit the temporal decay dynamics curve with the stretched exponential
(convoluted with a single exponential–spontaneous decay). The bounds are from the standard deviation of 1024 different con-
figurations for which the Monte-Carlo simulations were run Monte-Carlo simulation. (b) The estimated exponent of time, β,
from Monte-Carlo simulations for 1024 configurations. The distribution primarily centers around ∼ 0.52. (c) The underlying
distribution of energy transfer rates is shown. The distribution of rates is long-tailed.

defined as the probability of the acceptor being in the ground state. Furthermore, we have not found any dependence
on the box size on the values of β.

The simulations were performed at lower densities than the densities used in the experiment owing to the fact that
the number of emitters was very large to simulate. The distribution in the value of β occurs due to the Monte-Carlo
simulation densities not being in the thermodynamic limit approximation. The distribution in the values of apparent
dimensionality reduces as we increase the density of the donor and acceptors in the simulations. This is attributed to
the fact that as one increases the densities, the thermodynamic limit is being approached which leads to a reduction in
the variation in β between various configurations as shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 for the bulk and reduced dimensionality
case respectively.

III. FDTD NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

A. Computing the dyadic Green’s function

The dyadic Green’s function G, is defined by the electric field at a position rA generated by a point source at
position rD with dipole moment µ [? ],

E(rA) =
ω2

ϵ0ϵrc2
G(rA, rD).µ (13)

Each component of G is calculated using the corresponding orientation of the dipole and electric field component as

Gxx =
ϵ0ϵrc

2

µω2
Exx (14)

The off-diagonal elements are found by taking the corresponding electric field components for a given orientation of
the electric dipole. The dipole-dipole interaction potential is calculated as

Vdd =
−ω2

D

ϵ0c2
nA.G(rA, rD;ωD).nD (15)

where ωD is the emission frequency of the donor emitter, c is the speed of light, ϵ0 is the permittivity, nA, and, nD

are the unit vectors corresponding to the donor dipole and acceptor dipole orientations. Using FDTD simulations,
the electric field due to a point dipole placed on top of the structure is estimated. Subsequently, the components
of the dyadic Green’s function are estimated by running the simulation with a test dipole oriented along x-,y-, and
z-directions. A 2µm × 2µm structure is simulated with perfectly-matched-layer (PML) boundaries. A uniform index
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FIG. 2. Bulk behavior estimated exponent of time, β, from Monte-Carlo simulations for different densities. Note the reduction
in the width of the distributions. σ is the standard deviation in the values of β for 128 different configurations of the Monte-
Carlo simulations.

FIG. 3. Reduced dimensionality behavior estimated exponent of time, β, from Monte-Carlo simulations for different densities.
Note the reduction in the width of the distributions. σ is the standard deviation in the values of β for 128 different configurations
of the Monte-Carlo simulations.

environment is necessary to excite the collective lattice mode, and this is incorporated into the FDTD simulations
by changing the background index. Figure 5 shows the near-field intensity for a resonant and off-resonant plasmonic
lattice.
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(a)(a) (b)

FIG. 4. (a) Computed dyadic Green’s function across different wavelengths for an off-resonant lattice (b) Computed dyadic
Green’s function across different wavelengths for a resonant lattice.

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. (a) Near-field intensity map for a resonant nanophotonic plasmonic lattice (b) Near-field intensity map for an off-
resonant nanophotonic plasmonic lattice

B. Out of plane field confinement

The dipole-dipole interactions between the ensemble of donors and acceptors are mediated by the surface-lattice
resonance (SLR). In the experiment, the emitters are in a thickness of ∼ 1µm above the metal nanoparticle lattice.
The out-of-plane confinement of the SLR mode determines the effect dimensionality across the ∼ 1µm thick emitter
distribution. The SLR mode extends to over a ∼ 1µm distance. This ensures that all the emitters experience the
lattice mode and the interactions are mediated by the SLR mode.

FIG. 6. (a) Normalized out-of-plane confinement of the SLR mode mediating dipole-dipole interactions. The mode extends
to ∼ 1µm distance. (b) Averaged (along x-direction) normalized field.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The spectrum and lifetimes are measured using the experimental setup shown in Fig.7. The dye molecules are
confocally excited using a 405 nm pulsed laser with ∼ 23 ps pulse width (Alphalas Picopower-LD-405). A Köhler
illumination lens (fKL) is used behind the objective (NA = 0.5) to ensure uniform illumination and prevent photo-
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FIG. 7. The schematic shows the experimental setup used for lifetime and spectral measurements. DM: Dichroic mirror, M:
Mirror, fKL: Köhler illumination lens, fTB : tube lens, f1, f2 and f3 are achromatic lenses.

bleaching of the donor (Alq3) dye molecules. The collected fluorescence is used for measuring the spectrum, and the
decay traces. A narrowband filter (520 (5) nm) is used to collect photons at the peak emission wavelength of donors.
The decay trace is recorded using the time-correlated single photon counting (TCSPC) technique.

FIG. 8. The instrument response function of the TCSPC setup.

A single photon avalanche diode (MPD PDM series) is used in conjunction with a photon arrival counter board
(PicoQuant HydraHarp 400) to detect and time tag the arrival time of the photons after laser excitation pulse (pulse-
width ∼23 ps). The fluorescence lifetime decay trace is found by binning the detected single photons based on their
arrival time after the excitation pulse. Figure 8 shows the instrument response function (IRF) of the TCSPC set-up
used in the lifetime measurements. The IRF is recorded by detecting the reflection of the laser excitation pulses from
a glass substrate. A Gaussian function fit estimates the IRF to be ∼198 ps FWHM. The measured IRF results from
the convolution of the response functions of the SPAD, specified to be ∼35 ps FWHM by the manufacturer of the
acquisition system (electronics), and of the laser pulse duration.

V. SAMPLE FABRICATION

Silver (Ag) plasmonic nanoparticle lattices were fabricated through a soft nanofabrication process [? ]. First,
periodic photoresist posts on Si wafers were generated by solvent-assisted nanoscale embossing (SANE) [? ]. Next, an
8-nm Cr layer was deposited on the Si substrate, followed by lift-off of the photoresist posts and reactive ion etching to
create Si pits ( ∼ 300 nm) beneath the circular holes in the Cr layer. Au nanohole films that functioned as deposition
masks were produced by depositing 130 nm of Au on the substrates, released from the Si wafer by wet etching of the
Cr layer, and then transferred and dried on glass substrates. Ag (80 nm) was deposited via electron-beam evaporation
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(a) (b)

FIG. 9. Scanning Atomic Force Microscope image of the sample.

through the Au hole mask and then the film was removed with adhesive tape to produce Ag nanoparticle lattices
(area, 1 cm2 ) on glass substrates. A 5 nm Al2O3 layer was deposited on the Ag nanoparticle lattices to prevent
oxidation and sulfidation of the Ag nanoparticles. Figure 9 shows the scanning Atomic Force Microscope image of
the fabricated structures. The TiO2 samples were fabricated using the same technique except that no Al2O3 layer
was deposited for protection.

VI. PROBABILITY DENSITY FUNCTION OF RESONANCE ENERGY TRANSFER ESTIMATION

The luminescence decay can be written as,

I(t) =

∫ ∞

0

H(γ)exp(−γt)dγ (16)

with I(0) = 1. Here H(γ) is the inverse Laplace transform of I(t) and γ > 0. H(γ) is the normalized probability
density function (PDF) of the underlying distribution of rates, as I(0) = 1,

∫∞
0

H(γ)dγ = 1. Resonance energy
transfer between donor and acceptor molecules exhibits a stretched exponential decay,

I(t) ≡ exp(−γDt).exp(−αtβ) ≡ exp(−γDt)

∫ ∞

0

exp(−Hβ(γ)t)dγ (17)

where the first single exponential term represents the intrinsic decay (spontaneous emission) of the donor emitter
and the second term corresponds to the distribution of resonance energy transfer rates that occur to dipole-dipole
interactions between the donor and acceptor emitters. The determination of H(γ) for a given normalized temporal
decay trace I(t) requires the computation of the respective Laplace transform. The underlying PDF, Hβ(γ) is given
as [? ],

Hβ(γ) = τ0
B

(γτ0)(1−β/2)/(1−β)
exp

[
− (1− β)ββ/(1−β)

(γτ0)β/(1−β)

]
f(γ) (18)

where the function, f(γ), is,

f(γ) =





1/[1 + C(γτ0)
δ], δ = β(0.5− β)/(1− β),

β ≤ 0.5

1 + C(γτ0)
δ, δ = β(β − 0.5)/(1− β),

β > 0.5

The parameters B and, C are functions of β [? ]. For the intermediate values, we use a polynomial interpolation
function. The function Hβ(γ) is a Lévy stable distribution [? ]. While Eq.17 is valid for homogenous environments
where every donor emitter in the ensemble experiences the same local density of optical states (LDOS). However,
in inhomogeneous environments, each donor emitter experiences different LDOS. Thus, the temporal decay trace is
modified. We fit the normalized temporal decay trace with the Laplace transform of the above-defined PDF function.
In the numerics, the limits on the maximum value of rate are chosen such that

∫ γmax

0
H(γ)dγ = 1.

As the interaction is treated as a perturbation, one can find Gδ(γD) from fluorescence time decay measurements of
donor emitters in the absence of acceptors. The estimated Gδ(γD) from non-interacting temporal decay trace are used
to extract the resonance energy transfer rates. Figure 10 shows the decay trace of the donor emitters (no acceptor
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emitters) alone on the plasmonic lattice. The decay dynamics show a stretched exponential behavior. The underlying
PDF for spontaneous decay rates is extracted by using a Laplace transform given as,

ID(t)

I0
=

∫ ∞

0

Gδ(γD)exp(−γDt)dγD (19)

   



















(a) (b)

FIG. 10. Spontaneous decay of donor emitters, in absence of acceptors in an in-homogeneous resonant environment–the
plasmonic lattice. (a) Show the measured fluorescence lifetime decay measurements of the donor emitters on the plasmonic
lattice. As the LDOS experienced by each donor emitter is different, the decay dynamics show a stretched exponential behavior.
(b) Extracted probability density function of spontaneous emission rate for donors on the plasmonic lattice. A Laplace transform
is fit to fluorescence lifetime decay trace to estimate the probability density function Gδ(γD)

In homogeneous environments, we estimate HβΓET by fixing Gδ(γD).

A. Lower DDI rates on plasmonic lattice

The plasmonic lattice enables in enhancement of the range of interactions and the strength of the interactions at
larger mean-nearest neighbor distances between the donor and acceptor emitters. In this work, we have performed
measurements at densities wherein the mean nearest neighbor distance between the donor and acceptors is ∼ 3nm−
5nm. At these distances the ∼ 1/r6 decay of the energy transfer rate (and thus the ∼ 1/r3 scaling-law) is more
dominant than the long-range interactions scaling. Thus, we notice that the interaction strength on glass is larger
than the interaction strength on the plasmonic lattice. However, since the plasmonic lattice supports long-range
interactions, the donor emitters can perceive acceptor emitters that are at a much larger distance from them, leading
to a broader and an effective lower-strength interaction on the plasmonic lattice. We have studied this effect in detail
in a previous work [? ].

The concentration of the donor molecules is 0.86mM and that of the acceptor molecules is 0.25mM. In this work
we have focussed on concentrations C/C0 = 1, here C0 is the acceptor concentration, C0 = 0.25mM (as shown in the
figure below from the paper stated above) to study the reduced dimensionality effect. At the highest concentration,
we can see that the interaction strength of dipole-dipole interactions on the plasmonic lattice is indeed lower than
that noticed on glass. Thus, in this context, though it may be counterintuitive the results are consistent. This
counterintuitive result occurs because, at a short distance less than ∼ 5nm, the ∼ 1/r3 scaling-law of the dipole-dipole
interactions (∼ 1/r6 scaling for DDI rates) is dominant than the effective scaling that we notice on the plasmonic
lattice. Thus, the interactions on the plasmonic lattice at these densities (donor ∼ 4.54 × 1028molecules/m3 and
acceptor ∼ 4.7× 1028molecules/m3) are lower than that on glass.


