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Single atoms trapped in tightly focused optical dipole traps provide an excellent experimental platform for
quantum computing, precision measurement, and fundamental physics research. In this work, we propose and
demonstrate a novel approach to enhancing the loading of single atoms by introducing a weak ancillary dipole
beam. The loading rate of single atoms in a dipole trap can be significantly improved by only a few tens of
microwatts of counter-propagating beam. It was also demonstrated that multiple atoms could be loaded with
the assistance of a counter-propagating beam. By reducing the power requirements for trapping single atoms
and enabling the trapping of multiple atoms, our method facilitates the extension of single-atom arrays and the
investigation of collective light-atom interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, trapping single neutral atoms has at-
tracted significant attention for its potential applications in
studies of matter waves [1, 2], light-atom interactions [3–
9], and quantum information sciences [10–13]. One of the
most important approaches for obtaining single neutral atoms
is via a tight dipole trap [14, 15], the so-called single atom
tweezer, which is generated by focusing red detuned dipole
light into a several-micron waist beam spot through a high
numerical aperture (N.A.) objective [16]. In such a small
dipole trap, the light-assisted collision blockade effect leaves
the trap with only 0 atoms and 1 atom, allowing probabilis-
tic preparation of a single atom [17–19]. Recently, a vital
breakthrough was achieved in this research field, as defect-
free single-atom arrays could be prepared in a nearly deter-
ministic manner through the rearrangement of single-atom
tweezers [20, 21]. In particular, researchers have used two-
dimensional acousto-optic deflectors and spatial light mod-
ulators to scale the number of dipole traps to tens or even
hundreds [22–24], and can arbitrarily rearrange the dipole
traps according to experimental needs [25–28]. Deterministic
defect-free single-atom arrays provide a promising platform
for quantum simulation [22, 24] and quantum computing [29–
31].

Alternatively, neutral atom arrays with optical lattices
have been extensively investigated [32–35]. One- or two-
dimensional optical lattices, as arrays of optical dipole trap
potentials with each site, can probabilistically load single
atoms, and can be prepared by the interference of two or
more dipole trap beam that propagates along different direc-
tions [36]. Such an approach allows capturing a larger number
of atoms more easily than dipole trap arrays, which is ben-
eficial for applications where a large number of atoms are
needed, such as quantum simulations of many-body physics
and optical lattice atomic clocks [37–39]. Compared to an op-

tical tweezer, the essential difference of a 1D optical lattice
is a counter-propagating dipole beam is applied. Previously,
it was found that partially reflected dipole beam could effec-
tively modify the atom loading dynamics in a dipole trap [40].
It is curious whether the crossover from the single-atom trap-
ping to optical lattices could be observed if the power of the
counter propagating dipole trap beam applied to an optical
dipole trap is adjusted.

In this work, we experimentally investigated the impact of
ancillary dipole beam on atom loading in a tightly confined
optical dipole trap, and demonstrated the crossover from the
ordinary dipole trap for single atoms trapping to the 1D lattice
for multiple atom loading, by varying the power of the ancil-
lary dipole beam (Panc). We found that the crossover can be
divided into two regimes, the low-power regime and the high-
power regime. In the low-power regime, the single atom load-
ing rate and lifetime are very sensitive to Panc. Only dozens of
microwatts can substantially increase the single-atom loading
rate from near 0% to near 50% and improve the lifetime from
nearly 100 ms to nearly 1000 ms. In the high-power regime,
as Panc increases, the normal dipole trap gradually transforms
into a standing-wave dipole trap that can capture 2 or more
atoms. This approach provides a way to prepare a few-atoms
ensemble that may be beneficial for research on the collective
effect of atoms [41] and might also lead to new ideas for in-
creasing the loading probabilities of single atoms in tweezer
arrays.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Our experimental setup is depicted in Fig. 1. We utilized
a tightly confined optical dipole trap for single-atom optical
tweezers, featuring a waist of approximately 1.3 µm. This trap
is created by a high numerical aperture(N.A. = 0.46) metal-
ens [42, 43] with a working distance of 2.6mm. The metalens,
composed of a thin layer of silicon nanostructures (500 nm) on
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FIG. 1. The experimental setup for investigating the single atom loading dynamics. The dipole beam is provided by a 852 nm laser. The dipole
beam output from fiber coupler 3 is focused by a metalens (N.A.= 0.46), with its polarization is controlled by a half-wave plates (HWP) and
a quarter-wave plates (QWP). The ancillary dipole beam output from fiber coupler 1 is focused by a commercial objective (N.A.= 0.28), with
its polarization is controlled by a polarization beam splitter (PBS) and a QWP. All the fibers in this experiment are polarization maintaining
fibers, and the beam’s polarization have been matched to the principal axis of the fibers. The waists of two Gaussian dipole laser beams overlap
in the magneto-optical trap (MOT). The fluorescence from the trapped atoms in the dipole trap is collected by the objective and detected by a
single photon count module (SPCM) through a dichroic mirror (DM) and fiber coupler 2.

the surface of 500 µm sapphire, is directly placed in a glass
vacuum cell. In particular, our metalens not merely serves as
a replacement for a conventional objective lens, but is also de-
signed to be multifunctional and be able to polarize the trans-
mitted beam. It consistently outputs left-handed circularly po-
larized beam that is insensitive to the polarization of the input
beam.

To prepare cold 87Rb atom clouds with a temperature of
about 100 µK, a conventional magneto-optic trap (MOT, not
shown in Fig. 1) is employed. The atom cloud is centered
around 2.5mm away from the nanostructure on the chip to
overlap with the focus of the metalens. As shown in Fig. 1,
optical dipole beam, provided by an 852nm laser, is coupled
to the metalens through fiber coupler 3 to produce the pri-
mary dipole trap. The polarization of the input beam to the
metalens is tuned by a quarter-wave plate (QWP) and a half-
wave plate (HWP). An additional polarization-gradient cool-
ing (PGC) procedure was applied in our experiments to further
cool the atomic temperature to around 50 µK [18, 42].

The trapped atoms are illuminated by a probe beam and its
retroreflective beam, which are nearly parallel to the metalens
chip. The probe beam comprises two laser frequencies, which
are the same as the cooling and repump beam of the MOT,
with the powers are about 220 µW and 80 µW, respectively.
The probe beam is linearly polarized along the y-direction
[Fig. 1]. In order to counteract the potential impact of a ficti-
tious magnetic field induced by the circularly polarized dipole
trap, a bias magnetic field of 0.7G is applied in the z direc-
tion. We used a commercial objective lens, N.A.= 0.28 (PDV
M Plan APO L), to collect the fluorescence of single atoms
at 780nm. The fluorescence signal is then directed to fiber
coupler 2 and measured utilizing a single-photon count mod-
ule (SPCM, Excelitas SPCM-AQRH-14-FC) with an integra-
tion time of 50 ms. The objective lens is achromatic at both
the 780nm and 852nm wavelengths, allowing for indepen-
dent separation, adjustment, and characterization of the dipole
beam from the fluorescence measurement by introducing a
dichroic mirror (DM, Semrock) into the optical setup. As il-

lustrated in the left part of Fig. 1, the primary dipole beam
of the metalens can be collected through an optical collima-
tion setup. The polarization of the primary dipole trap was
also verified by measuring the collected dipole beam through
the objective of a polarization analyzer (Schafter Kirchhoff,
SK010PA). We found that no matter how the polarization of
the incident beam changes, the polarization of the focused
beam is very close to that of left-handed circularly polarized
beam, and the ellipticity η of the focused beam is between 0.6
and 0.7. It noteworthy that all the fibers ultilized in our exper-
iments are polarization-maintaining fibers, and their principle
axes are aligned to match the direction of linearly polarized
beam, as determined by the polarization analyzer.

To optimize the overlap between the focused ancillary beam
from the objective lens and the primary dipole beam from
the metalens, we collect the primary dipole trap beam from
the metalens into fiber coupler 1. The measured coupling ef-
ficiency allows us to achieve maximal overlap between the
two beams, in accordance with the time-reversal symmetry of
dipole beam propagation in our setup. This maximal over-
lap results in the ancillary dipole beam exerting the strongest
effect on the dipole trap. As the two lenses are respectively
fixed on different holders, environmental temperature fluctu-
ations and vibrations could induce misalignment between the
focuses, thereby affecting the strength of the collected signal.
To mitigate these effects, we monitor the primary dipole beam
transmittance and retain only data with a transmittance above
a certain threshold (60% of the maximum), thereby achieving
passive stabilization of the coupling.

In our experiments, the experimental procedure was re-
peated many times, with each cycle lasting 6 seconds. Dur-
ing the first 3 seconds, the MOT and dipole beam are turned
on to concentrate atoms from the environment and load single
atoms into the dipole trap. Subsequently, the MOT is switched
off, and the atoms trapped in the dipole trap are characterized
by collecting and counting the fluorescence signal for a period
of 2 seconds. Finally, all lasers are switched off with an ad-
ditional 1 second allocated for redundancy and for emptying
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FIG. 2. Illustrations of dipole traps with varying ancillary dipole beam power Panc, and the corresponding experimental results of atomic
fluorescence signals and histogram statistics of counts. Panels (a1)-(a3), (b1)-(b3), (c1)-(c3), and (d1)-(d3) show the results for Panc = 11 µW,
Panc = 92 µW, Panc = 238 µW, and Panc = 476 µW, respectively, while the primary dipole beam power is fixed at Pp = 10mW. In panels
(a3)-(d3), the lines represent Poisson distribution fitting of photon counts, and the labels are the corresponding fitted mean counts of trapped
atoms.

the dipole trap. We set the first data point of the fluorescence
signal to 0 as the starting point of each cycle. Similar to previ-
ous studies [17, 40], the fluorescence signal exhibits telegraph
chart-like traces, with sudden rises and drops of the signal in-
dicating the loading and escaping events of single atoms in the
dipole trap. We perform various experiments under different
experimental conditions by varying the power of the primary
dipole beam focused by the metalens, denoted as Pp, and the
power of the ancillary dipole beam, denoted as Panc. Both

powers are calibrated to the powers of the focused beam in
vacuum.

III. RESULTS

The typical fluorescence signal of single atoms in the op-
tical dipole trap was experimentally investigated with various
ancillary dipole beam powers Panc, as schematically illustrated
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in Fig. 2(a2)-(d2). Panels (a2)-(d2) display segments of the
collected photon counting signal trace for different Panc, while
the power of the primary dipole trap beam Pp by the metalens
is fixed at 10mW. As Panc increases, both the number and
height of steps in the fluorescence in the dipole trap change
significantly. The analysis of the histogram statistics of the en-
tire fluorescence signal is presented in Fig. 2(a3)-(d3). These
histograms were fitted using the summation of Poisson dis-
tributions ∑

n
i=0 Cie−λiλ k

i /k! [17], where each Poisson distri-
bution with a fitted λi corresponds to the fluorescence signal
of different numbers of trapped atoms. Here, Ci indicates the
probability of trapping i atoms, satisfying the normalization
condition ∑

n
i=0 Ci = 1 and k indicates different counts of the

fluorescence signal. The difference between the mean value
of each Poisson distribution λi represents the collected fluo-
rescence of a single atom within 50ms.

In Fig. 2, panels (a1)-(a3) display the results for Panc =
11 µW. The probability of trapping a single atom is
8.2±3.2%, and the lifetime of a single atom, i.e. the mean
width of the steps in the fluorescence traces, is only about 50-
100 ms. As Panc increases to 92 µW in panels (b1)-(b3), the
probability of trapping a single atom increases to 30.3±3.7%,
and the steps last longer with an averaging duration of about
300 ms. Compared to panels (a1)-(a3), the trapping probabil-
ity and lifetime of a single atom in the dipole trap are signifi-
cantly enhanced even when Panc is less than 1% of Pp. Addi-
tionally, a notably high photon count signal of 164 per 50ms
is observed in panel (b2), which is much greater than the mean
fluorescence count of a single atom. This suggests that two or
more atoms have been simultaneously trapped in the dipole
trap for a very short duration. Nonetheless, in most cases, the
dipole trap can still only accommodate either 0 atoms and 1
atom. Panels (c1)-(c3) and (d1)-(d3) show the results for fur-
ther increases in Panc. The occurrence of counts exceeding the
mean count of a single atom becomes more frequent. In panels
(c2) and (d2), sustained high count steps for multiple atoms
are observed, indicating suppression of the collision blockade
effect, which typically results in the simultaneous loss of two
atoms [17, 18]. Therefore, the trapped atoms in the dipole
trap do not immediately collide with each other, allowing the
dipole trap to accommodate multiple atoms in a short dura-
tion. Compared to previous studies on modified two-atom col-
lision rate in dipole traps due to the retro-reflection of dipole
beam [40], our results reveal more significant two-, three-,
and even more atom steps. This indicates a gradual change
in the dipole trap from a conventional single-atom tweezer to
a standing-wave optical lattice, where each anti-node position
can potentially serve as a secondary dipole trap to capture a
single atom, as depicted in panels (c1)-(d1).

To systematically investigate the influence of the power of
ancillary dipole beam Panc on the performance of trapping
atoms in a dipole trap, we varied Panc every 6 s using a vari-
able metallic neutral density filter. We collected the fluores-
cence signal cyclically to minimize the effects of parameter
drift from the environment. Figure 3 presents the statisti-
cal data on the probability of trapping atoms, the lifetime,
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FIG. 3. The experimental results for trapping single atoms in a dipole
trap affected by different ancillary dipole beam powers Panc. (a) The
probabilities of trapping n atoms in the dipole trap affected by Panc,
with n= 0,1,2.... (b) The fluorescence signal step of a single trapped
atom against Panc. (c) The lifetime of a trapped single atom varying
with Panc when Panc < 200µW in the low-power regime.

and the fluorescence counts of trapped single atoms when
0 µW < Panc < 500 µW. According to Fig. 3(a), the dipole
trap can only trap single atoms when Panc < 200 µW, and
we refer to this as the low-power regime. In this regime,
the collision blockade effect ensures that only a single atom
can be trapped in a dipole trap. The atom loading probabil-
ity increases rapidly and saturates as Panc increases, similar to
the effect of increasing Pp in ordinary dipole traps, but with a
more pronounced change. A detailed comparison is provided
in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5.

When further increasing the power of ancillary dipole beam
to Panc > 200 µW, the dipole trap can trap multiple atoms,
and we call this area as the high-power regime. As shown
in Fig. 3(a), the probability of trapping different numbers
of atoms emerges when Panc exceeds a certain threshold and
eventually saturates. We observed that below the threshold
power of Panc for i atoms, the number of atoms in the dipole
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FIG. 4. The fluorescence signals obtained at different power lev-
els of and ancillary dipole beams. (a1)(a2) show the signals for
Pp = 10mW, Panc = 41 µW (orange) and Pp = 10mW, Panc = 0 µW
(green), while (b1) and (b2) show the signals for Pp = 10mW,
Panc = 11 µW (orange) and Pp = 10mW, Panc = 0 µW (green). (c)
and (d) The corresponding histogram statistics for the results pre-
sented in (a1)(a2) and (b1)(b2), respectively.

trap could not exceed i. For instance, in Fig. 3(a), when
205 µW < Panc < 267 µW, the dipole trap can only capture
up to 2 atoms most of the time, with an extremely low prob-
ability of collecting a higher signal. For example, there is a
peak of 250 per 50ms) counts in Fig. 2(c3).

Figure 3(b) shows the magnitude of fluorescence with Panc
for a single atom collected by SPCM within a duration of
50ms. As Panc increases, the fluorescence gradually de-
creases, indicating that the AC-Stark shift or dipole trap depth
felt by the atoms has been strongly modified even if the power
of ancillary propagating dipole beam (500 µW) is only 1/20
of the primary dipole beam power (10mW). We note that the
fluctuations in the alignment of the two lenses might impact
the collection of fluorescence signal photon counts, but only
contribute to the variance of the signal. Figure 3(c) shows
the lifetime of the captured single atoms with Panc in the low-
power regime, while the lifetime of the multiple atoms case
is difficult to calibrate. The lifetime increases drastically with
increasing Panc, similar to the single-atom trapping probabil-
ity, and saturates at Panc ≈ 100 µW.

A. The low-power regime

The physics of the drastic dependence of atom loading
probabilities on the ancillary dipole beam power (Panc > 0)
is further explored by comparing it with conventional travel-
ing wave optical single-atom tweezers (Panc = 0). As shown
in Fig. 4(a), the ability to load single atoms using an ancil-
lary dipole beam with Panc = 41 µW for Pp = 10mW can be
achieved by increasing the primary dipole beam power to Pp =

16mW when Panc = 0, indicating that the loading probability
and lifetime of single atoms are similar when either 41 µW of
ancillary dipole beam or 6mW of additional primary dipole
beam is introduced to the system. Figure 4(c) presents a his-
togram comparison of two sets of data in Fig. 4(a). Both sets
of data exhibit only two states, 0 atoms and 1 atom. In or-
der to improve the R-squared value of the fit, we employed
Gaussian distribution fitting [44]. In Fig. 4(c), the two sets
of data are comparable as the single atom loading probability
for both sets of data is approximately 30%, indicating a 37.5%
power reduction in the total dipole beam. This reduction in the
power requirement for single-atom dipole trap may be bene-
ficial for their extension to tweezer arrays [20, 21]. Addition-
ally, due to the objective lens also collects dipole beam fo-
cused by the metalens and the 852 nm dipole beam cannot be
completely filtered by our interference filter, the fluorescence
signal background increase by approximately 5.2 per 50ms
for Pp = 16mW compared with Pp = 10mW.

Similarly, Fig. 4(b) demonstrates that the performance of
loading single atoms induced by increasing the power of the
dipole trap by 4mW could be realized by only introducing a
11 µW ancillary dipole beam. In Fig. 4(d), a comparison of
the histogram distributions of the fluorescence signal for the
two cases of Pp = 14 mW and Panc = 0 µW versus Pp = 10mW
and Panc = 11 µW shows a power reduction of 28.5% for
achieving a single-atom loading probability of approximately
10%.

In both scenarios, we observed that the introduction of an-
cillary dipole beam led to a more pronounced single atoms
fluorescence step when the system achieved a similar proba-
bility of trapping a single atom. For instance, the fluorescence
count step was measured at 48.59 per 50ms with ancillary
dipole beam, while it is only 37.99 per 50ms for a conven-
tional dipole trap, as shown in Fig. 4(c). We speculate that the
interference between the primary and ancillary dipole beam
generated a standing-wave-like pattern, thereby enhancing the
depth of the dipole trap and improving the performances in
trapping a single atom. This resulted in an increase in the
fluorescence collection efficiency due to the reduced range of
atom motion along the beam axial direction, as the trap po-
tential is modulated by the ancillary dipole beam compared to
the normal traveling-wave dipole trap (panc = 0).

To quantitatively analyze the effect of the ancillary dipole
beam, we theoretically calculate the modulation of the dipole
trap potential. First, we assume that the electric field inten-
sity distribution of the primary Gaussian beam along the axial
direction (z-direction) is

E(r,z) = a
w0

w(z)
e

[
− r2

w(z)2
−i 2π

λ

(
r2
2R+z

)]
(1)

Here, w(z) = w0

√
1+(z/zR)

2, w0 is the beam waist, zR =

πw2
0/λ is the Rayleigh length, λ = 852nm is the dipole laser

wavelength, R = z
√

1+(zR/z)2, and a is a fitting coefficient
that is determined by the dipole beam power in the experi-
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FIG. 5. The characterization of dipole trap. (a) Theoretical results of axial trap depth when dipole beam power is 10mW and ancillary
dipole beam power is Panc = 100 µW (red line) or 0 (blue line). (b) Calculated dipole trap depth enhancement ratio compared to the case
without ancillary dipole beam. (c) Single-atom loading probability against Pp without ancillary dipole beam (Panc = 0), with the dots from
experiments and the line from a theoretical model. (d) The single-atoms loading probability against the power of ancillary dipole beam Panc,
with Pp = 10mW is fixed. The dots are from experiments, and the black lines show the fitting with theoretical model.

ments. The metalens is not a standard lens, we directly char-
acterized the beam profiles around the focusing spots of the
metalens. We approximately treat the primary dipole trap as
a standard Gaussian profile with beam waist wp = 1.3 µm and
zR = 11.7 µm, with the two parameters obtained by fitting the
field distribution along the r-direction and z-direction, respec-
tively. Such an equivalent Rayleigh length zR predicts a Gaus-
sian beam waist of w = 1.78 µm, which does not match the
observed beam waist at the focus. This discrepancy is at-
tributed to the deviation of the beam profile from the standard
Gaussian distribution on the focal plane, and the deviations
can be explained as the beam generated by metalens is effec-
tively as a superposition of multiple Laguerre-Gaussian beams
with different orders. Their combined effect makes the over-
all Rayleigh length appear to be elongated. It is also for this
reason that the energy of the beam we use to capture single
atoms only accounts for a part of the incident beam. Since the
atoms are confined mainly around the maximum of the laser
intensity distributions (r = 0). Assuming that the effective
portion of the laser power in the local tightly confined dipole
trap beam is ζ , the trap depth U = ρp/ρ0 mK can be derived,
where ρ0 = 2.17mW/µm2 and the center dipole laser power
density ρp = 2ζ Pp/πw2

p. According to our measurement of
the AC Stark shift of about 20.7MHz for the D2 transition of
atoms in the trap when Pp = 16.7mW, we estimate ζ = 0.33

and plot the corresponding trap depth along the axial direction
in Fig. 5(a).

When introducing ancillary dipole beam, the maximum op-
tical power density becomes

(√
ρanc +

√
ρp
)2, where ρanc =

2Panc/πw2
anc due to the ancillary light and wanc = 2.03 µm

for the objective lens. Here, we assume that the primary and
ancillary dipole beam are aligned perfectly. The modulated
optical potential is calculated and plotted in Fig. 5(a), with
Pp = 10mW and Panc = 100 µW. A significantly enhancement
of the trap depth by a factor of 13% is observed for Panc =
100 µW, compared to that for the case without it. The en-
hancement ratio by ancillary dipole beam can be directly ap-
proximated as

(
1+

√
ρanc/ρp

)2−1≈ 2
√

Pancw2
p/ζ Ppw2

anc for

Panc/Pp ≪ 1. Therefore, a counter-intuitively high enhance-
ment ratio of 10% is expected even when Panc is as small as
60 µW. In Fig. 5(b), we further plot the enhancement ratio of
the trap potential against Panc with a fixed Pp = 10mW. As ex-
pected, we found that the enhancement rapidly increases with
Panc when Panc < 200 µW and then linearly increases with Panc
when Panc is larger. In particular, when Panc = 1.3mW, the
trap depth affected by ancillary dipole beam is twice as deep
as that when there is no ancillary dipole beam. This means
that a counter-propagating 1.3mW ancillary laser power has
the same influence on the dipole trap depth compared with an
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FIG. 6. The performance of dipole trap under a ancillary dipole beam with varying polarization. (a) and (d1)(d2), (b) and (e1)(e2), and (c) and
(f1)(f2) are the results for Panc = 0.5mW, 2.5mW and 5mW, respectively, while the power of primary dipole beam is fixed at 10mW.

addition of 10mW power to the primary dipole beam.
In a recent study [45], the loading of single atoms into an

optical tweezer was systematically investigated, and the re-
lation between the loading probability and the power of the
dipole trap (P) was fitted by the expression

η(P) = η0
erf [α (P−Phalf)]+1

2
, (2)

where η0 is the maximally achievable single atom loading rate
which is typically around 50%, erf[·] is the error function, α is
a fitting coefficient accounting for the width of the transition
region, and Phalf is the power at which the loading probability
is η0/2. According to this equation, the loading probability
against the primary dipole beam power is fitted, as shown in
Fig. 5(c), with the dots from the experimental results. The
parameters α = 310mW−1 and Phalf = 15.1mW were deter-
mined for the primary dipole trap created by our metalens.
Similarly, in Fig. 5(d), we fitted the loading probability against
the ancillary dipole beam power with a fixed Pp = 10mW and
obtained the parameters α = 1100mW−1 and Phalf = 18 µW.

If the enhancement of the loading probability is merely due
to the enhanced optical trap depth, the fitted Phalf for the two
scenarios should yield the same trap depth. However, we es-
timated that the trap depth with Panc = 18 µW is 0.68mK,
while the trap depth is about 0.83mK for primary dipole trap
with Pp = 15.2mW and Panc = 0. This indicates that the an-
cillary dipole beam not only deepens the trap depth but also
introduces a new mechanism for trapping atoms with lower
trap potentials. One potential explanation is that a standing-

wave-like optical lattice trap provides multiple independent
local trap minia, so the probability of trapping single atoms
increases with the number of minima. We excluded this pos-
sibility because we cannot find a 2-atom signal in these data
because of the very weak ancillary dipole beam power. The
mechanism might be explained as the ancillary dipole beam
alters the shape of the dipole trap, which becomes steeper
along the z-axis and leads to stronger axial confinement force
as Fz = − ∂Udip

∂ z . It is also possible that the spatially varying
AC-Stark shift arising from the standing-wave dipole trap gen-
erates interesting effects, such as Sisyphus cooling [46], lead-
ing to an increased friction force experienced by atoms along
the z-axis, which worth further investigation in the future.

B. The high-power regime

The behavior of the atom loading in the high-power regime
was systematically investigated by adjusting the polarization
of the ancillary dipole beam while keeping the powers of both
dipole beam constant. In each experimental cycle, the angle
of the QWP, which the ancillary dipole beam passed through
in Fig. 1, was changed every 6 seconds in steps of 10◦ by a
motorized rotation stage. Therefore, we can weaken the po-
tential influence of slowly varying environments and obtain
more reliable experimental data. The results are summarized
in Fig. 6, where the horizontal coordinate θ denotes the angle
between the fast axis of the quarter-wave plate and the hori-
zontal direction. Here, the corresponding angles for realizing
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horizontal (H), right hand circular (R) and left hand circular
(L) polarizations of ancillary dipole beam are also denoted on
the axes. The probabilities for loading 0, 1, and 2, or more
than 2 atoms when Panc = 0.5, 2.5 and 5mW are plotted in
Figs. 6(a)-(c). Figures 6(d)-(f) represent the typical fluores-
cence traces of the corresponding data marked by shadows in
Figs. 6(a)-(c), respectively.

The primary dipole beam passed through the metalens is
polarized to left hand circular polarization, and thus the in-
terference between the primary and ancillary dipole beam
is suppressed for θ around 145.8◦ and is most profound at
θ = 53.0◦. From the dependence of the loading probabilities
on θ for Panc = 0.5mW (Fig. 6(a)), the loading of a single
atom and two atoms are obviously modulated when changing
θ . We find that the system tends to capture single atoms when
126.8◦ ≤ θ ≤ 160.7◦, which agrees with our prediction that
interference contributes to the enhancement of atom trapping.
For example, there are only 2.1% probabilities of capturing 2
atoms when θ = 145.8◦, while the probability of trapping 2
atoms can reach more than 20% when 21.2◦ ≤ θ ≤ 63.7◦.

Similarly, trends are observed for Panc = 2.5mW and Panc =
5mW, as illustrated in Figs. 6(b),(e1)-(e2) and Figs. 6(c),(f1)-
(f2). Since the trap depth is deeper in these cases and the
atoms might stay in local minima of the modulated trap along
the z-direction, the fluorescence signals for more than 2 atoms
cases are difficult to be precisely distinguished due to the
atom-location dependent AC-Stark shift and fluorescence col-
lection efficiency. Thus, all cases where dipole trap capture
more than 2 atoms are summarized and plotted, as shown by
the purple dots in the figures. We find that when 126.8◦ ≤ θ ≤
160.7◦, the effect of ancillary dipole beam is weak, and the
probability of trapping multiple atoms decreases, leading to a
dip. The dip in Fig. 6(c) is narrower than that in Fig. 6(b), im-
plying that just a small Panc polarization component is needed
for interfering with the primary dipole beam, the ability of
dipole trap to capture multiple atoms can be nearly saturated.
However, at 21.2◦ ≤ θ ≤ 63.7◦, the ability to trap multiple
atoms in Figs. 6(b) and (c) slightly decreases instead of in-
creasing, as in Fig. 6(a), predicting that the probability of
trapping multiple atoms in Fig. 3(a) will also decrease slowly
after reaching saturation when Panc is too large. The above
results confirm that the reason behind the enhancement of the
dipole trap is the interference between the primary and ancil-
lary dipole beam.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, our study demonstrates the effectiveness of us-
ing ancillary dipole beam to enhance the performance of trap-
ping atoms in a tight dipole trap. We have shown that even a
very small amount of ancillary dipole beam (100 µW) can sig-
nificantly modify the trap potential, change the loading rate,
and extend the lifetime of single atoms. Notably, this enhance-
ment is not merely contributed by the enhanced trap depth,
and might also be due to the enhanced confinement of atoms

along the axial direction of the beam. Furthermore, within the
high-power regime, we observed the efficient loading of mul-
tiple atoms for a period of time, providing a potential approach
for preparing few-atom ensembles. Our findings suggest that
ancillary dipole beam could be used for efficient controlling
of the single-atom loading process in dipole traps, and also
underscore the prospective benefits of incorporating ancillary
dipole beam in trapping experiments, such as a reduced power
requirement for future single-atom array experiments.
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