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We propose two experimental schemes for nanofiber-based compensated optical dipole traps that
optimize the collective coupling of a one-dimensional array of atoms. The created array satisfies the
second-order Bragg condition (d = λ), facilitating constructive interference of atomic radiation into
the nanofiber and generating coherent back reflections of guided modes. Both schemes use far-off
resonance light to minimize light scattering and atomic heating. Our numerical study focuses on
87Rb atoms. The results are generalizable to different atomic species and could improve the study
of collective and nonlinear atomic effects.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of collective atomic effects, such as su-
perradiance, subradiance, and photonic band gaps [1–4],
benefits from ordered arrays, as experimentally demon-
strated through atomic lattices interacting with resonant
light [5–8]. These effects are enhanced when increas-
ing the light-matter coupling to a preferential electro-
magnetic (EM) mode by spatial confinement, typically
using resonators and focused Gaussian beams [9]. Re-
cently, nanoscale waveguides have been used to trans-
versely confine EM modes through lengths beyond the
limits of diffraction in free space, enhancing light-matter
coupling for long chains of atoms, an enabling the possi-
bility of connecting distant emitters [10, 11].

Tapered optical nanofibers (ONF) are an example
of cylindrical symmetric, uniform-thickness nanoscale
waveguides. Nearby atoms interact with the evanescent
field of the guided optical mode, making an efficient and
versatile platform for optical dipole traps and allowing
large field-atom coupling over extended regions [12, 13].
The figure of merit for resonant light-matter interactions
is the coupling efficiency β = Γ1D

Γ1D+Γout
, where Γ1D is

the spontaneous decay rate of an atom into the guided
EM field mode and Γ1D + Γout is its total decay rate,
meaning inside and outside the waveguide [12]. ONFs
offer a coupling efficiency around β ∼ 0.01 per optically
trapped atom, strongly depending on the distance to the
waveguide surface [14, 15]. Regarding optical trapping,
far-detuned laser beams counterpropagating through the
ONF create a periodic optical potential, arranging the
atoms into an effective 1-D lattice [16].

Multiple atoms coupled to an ONF can radiate collec-
tively, depending on their relative positions and initial
conditions, leading to a collective coupling efficiency βc.
In the optimal case βc = NΓ1D

NΓ1D+Γout
, which quickly ap-

proaches one as the number of atoms N increases. Such
an optimal collective coupling is achieved when the atoms
are distanced by multiple integers of half their resonant
wavelength [17, 18]. The lattice then forms a band gap
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FIG. 1. a. The trapping standing wave (red shaded region)
has a wavelength near atomic resonance, placing the atoms
λ/2 apart, but suffering from large scattering rates and heat-
ing. b. The proposed trapping standing wave (yellow shaded
region) arranges the atoms at twice the distance with far-off
resonant light. Due to dispersion, this standing wave is not
produced by twice the free space resonance wavelength.

for a guided probe if it satisfies the Bragg condition

dq = 1
2qλp, (1)

where dq is the distance between scatterers, q is an inte-
ger for the diffraction order, and λp is the probe wave-
length within the ONF, which differs from the vacuum
wavelength. Previous works [19, 20] have demonstrated
Bragg reflection in ONFs using a standing wave near res-
onance, corresponding to the first order (q = 1), which
leads to a highly uncompensated trap and a high photon
scattering rate (see Fig. 1).

In this work, we propose to use the second-order con-
dition, q = 2, thus avoiding photon scattering and light
shift due to the standing wave. This configuration adds
other experimental advantages, such as easily separat-
ing the probe from the lattice beams and allowing the
coupling of an external (non-guided) mode into the fiber
through collectively enhanced scattering with the atomic
ensemble. Since the mode propagation constant depends
on the ONF radius and index of refraction, we numeri-
cally find the wavelength for the lattice laser beam that
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satisfies the condition. We calculate the lattice condi-
tions for the D2 transition in 87Rb within a fused sil-
ica ONF and simulate dipole traps in a two-color magic
wavelength setup and a three-color power-compensated
setup. The theoretical analysis and trapping schemes are
suitable for other transitions and atomic species, present-
ing a useful tool for studying collective effects in hybrid
atomic and photonic systems.

II. OPTICAL DIPOLE TRAPS IN ONFS

Optical dipole traps are usually implemented using
light far-detuned from atomic resonances, generating a
trapping potential for the atoms through the AC Stark
shift [21, 22]. The atomic dynamic polarizability deter-
mines if a given EM field would be attractive or repulsive.
This effect can be calculated for alkali atoms using the
total light shifts expression [23],

∆E (F, mf ; ω) = −α(0) (F ; ω)
∣∣∣E(+)

∣∣∣2

− α(1)
(

iE(−) × E(+)
)

0

mf

F

− α(2) (F ; ω)
3

∣∣∣E(+)
0

∣∣∣2
−

∣∣E(+)
∣∣2

2

(
3m2

F − F (F + 1)
F (2F − 1)

)
,

(2)

where E(+)
0 is the electric field component in the quan-

tization axis direction, α(i) (i = 0, 1, 2) are the scalar,
vector and tensor polarizabilities, which can be calcu-
lated from the dipole matrix elements. F is the hyperfine
state level for the atom, and mF is the atom hyperfine
Zeeman level. Usually, for alkali atoms, wavelengths blue
detuned to the D2 line are used as repulsive fields, and
wavelengths longer than the D1 line (red detuned) are
used as attractive fields.

ONF-based optical dipole traps use the light-shifts
produced by the evanescent field of the guided mode.
Two counter-propagating beams generate a periodically
spaced attractive potential for the atoms, providing ra-
dial and longitudinal confinement. A repulsive field is
added to the attractive ones to prevent atoms from falling
onto the ONF. The relative polarization between the at-
tractive and repulsive fields can also provide azimuthal
confinement [16, 24, 25]. Van der Waals forces between
the atoms and the fiber surface, which decays with the
inverse cube of their distance, also play a role in the total
potential at short distances [26, 27].

Since the light shift (Eq. (2)) depends non trivially on
the polarization structure of the electric field, we use a
unitary amplitude electric field with an arbitrary polar-
ization which we can match with the experimental con-
ditions provided by the ONF, allowing us to compute
magic wavelengths and zero crossings, to later compute
the total shift for selected wavelengths [28–31]. Both

a

b

FIG. 2. Wavelength dependent unit amplitude atomic light
shifts around a D1 and D2 lines and b the 5p3/2 → 6s1/2 tran-
sition. Negative (positive) values induce attractive (repulsive)
potentials for the atoms. The vertical dashed red lines repre-
sent the selected wavelengths for the three color dipole trap.

trapping models we consider in this work, use a cross-
polarization between the attractive, counter propagat-
ing lattice beam, and the running repulse beam. In this
circumstance, it is safe to ignore the light shifts due to
the vector polarizability around the atom trapping sites
. Fig. 2 shows the unitary light shift for 87Rb for the
ground and excited states around the D lines and in a
far detuned region around 1370 nm.

III. LATTICE CONDITION

To arrange the trapped atoms in the second-order
Bragg condition (Eq. (1)), we must confine the atoms
within a standing wave whose wavelength is twice the
resonant one inside the ONF. In terms of the modes prop-
agation constant, this reads

2kstand (a, λ) = kprobe (a) , (3)

where a is the ONF radius, and kstand and kprobe are the
wavenumbers for the trapping and resonant probe light,
respectively. The propagation constant for each mode is
obtained from the fundamental (HE11) mode solution of
the EM field boundary conditions inside the ONF. This
solution comes from a numerically solved transcendental
equation [32, 33].



3

Lattice wavelength

200 250 300

1350

1400

1450

1500

Fiber Radius [nm]

W
av
el
en
gt
h
[n
m
]

FIG. 3. Free space wavelength of the trapping laser that sat-
isfies Eq. (3). The red-shaded area represents a forbidden
zone where a repulsive field, blue-detuned from the D1 line,
allows higher-order modes that distort the trapping poten-
tial. The orange dashed line is an excited state transition
5p3/2 → 6s1/2, shown in Fig. 2b, that has to be considered
for the light-shift calculations of the excited state.

We calculated the Bragg condition (Eq. (3)) using the
Sellmeier coefficients for fused silica [34], for the D2 tran-
sition of 87Rb [35] (see Fig. 3). This condition fixes the
wavelength of the standing wave to the ONF radius.

To model the optical dipole trap, which satisfies Eq.
(3) around the ONF, we use Eq. (2). We consider the
Fg,2 → Fe,3 transition in 87Rb D2 line, with the atoms in
the stretched states (|mFg,2 | = 2 and |mFe,3 | = 3). Bel-
low, we propose two schemes to achieve a nearly compen-
sated ONF-based dipole trap that satisfies the second-
order Bragg condition: a three-color power-compensated
trap and a two-color magic wavelength trap. For the
atomic scalar and tensor polarizabilites at the relevant
wavelengths, we used the Alkali Rydberg Calculator
(ARC) [36] together with Nanotrappy [37].

1. Three color dipole trap

In the three color trap, we use a 750 nm, blue detuned
repulsive field, and a 1336.25 nm standing wave, lattice
beam (corresponding to a 270 nm fiber radius according
to the calculated condition, see Fig. 3). Unfortunately,
the excited states are more light-shifted than the ground
state in such conditions. A third compensating laser can
largely mitigate such position-dependent resonance, sig-
nificantly reducing inhomogeneous broadening and allow-
ing continuous cooling of already trapped atoms. This is
why we introduce a 1375 nm, power compensating laser,
which mitigates the excited state shift due to the 1336.25
nm laser (See Fig. 2b). We use cross polarization be-
tween the lattice and blue detuned beams, whereas the
1375 nm polarization is parallel to the lattice beam. A
pair of slightly detuned 1375 nm lasers are used to get
rid of vector polarizability while averaging out the un-
desired secondary lattice. Fig. 4a shows the potential
profile for the ground and excited states before and after
the 1375 nm compensating laser has been added, at an

a

c

b

FIG. 4. Potential profile around ONF for the three
color dipole trap. a. Potential as a function of distance
from the fiber surface for the ground and excited levels, along
the polarization of the lattice beam at an antinode. Con-
tinuous lines are obtained with 8 mW blue detuned laser, a
2×2.39 mW compensating laser and 2×2.4 mW lattice laser.
Dashed lines are obtained turning off the compensating laser
to show how it helps to compensate for the excited state shift.
b. Ground state transverse profile at an anti-node position.
c. Ground state longitudinal profile along the lattice beam
polarization.

antinode of the lattice standing wave. The trap mini-
mum, located around 210 nm from the ONF surface, de-
termines a depth of 0.48 mK and a coupling efficiency of
β = 0.008 per atom. Fig. 4b and 4c show the transverse
and longitudinal potential profiles. This trap configura-
tion has frequencies of {ωx, ωy, ωz}/2π = {225, 147, 209}
kHz for each potential well, which gives an atomic spread
of {σx, σy, σz} = {23, 24, 28} nm for atoms in the mo-
tional ground state [38].

2. Magic wavelength dipole trap

In this setup. we use a 626.65 nm running wave, blue-
detuned repulsive field and 1407.84 nm standing wave
(corresponding to a 208.32 nm radius ONF), lattice beam
in cross polarization. Both wavelengths are magic wave-
lengths for the atom polarizabilities when taking into ac-
count the scalar and tensor polarizabilities in a quasi-
linear polarization state of light for a quantization axis
along the mode propagation direction. For the lattice
beam, we determine the magic wavelength at the antin-
ode. The magic wavelength does not hold elsewhere. No-
tice that a laser around 790 nm, between the D1 and D2
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FIG. 5. Potential profile around ONF for the magic
wavelength dipole trap. a. Potential as a function of dis-
tance from the fiber surface for the ground and excited levels,
along the polarization of the lattice beam at an anti node.
Continuous lines are obtained with 12 mW blue detuned laser
and 2×5 mW lattice laser. b. Transverse profile in an antin-
ode position. c. Longitudinal profile along the lattice beam
polarization.

lines, could be used as a magic wavelength repulsive field
as well.

It is worth noting that the lattice beam magic wave-
length condition fixes the ONF radius to a particular
value, not allowing for flexibility at the moment of man-
ufacturing the ONF. In practice, it is hard to precisely
manufacture an ONF with a radius near or under 200
nm, but an experimental realization in turn would not
need to introduce a third power stabilized compensat-
ing beam, and there are ways of measuring ONF diam-
eters non-destructively with high precision [39]. Trap
depth at its minima (around 210 nm) is 0.23 mK, with a
coupling β = 0.024 per atom. Trapping frequencies are
{ωx, ωy, ωz}/2π = {151, 94, 171} kHz. When considering
an atom in the potential well kinetic ground state, the
atoms spread a distance {σx, σy, σz} = {27, 26, 35} nm
around the potential minima.

IV. DISCUSSION

While an external perpendicularly incident optical
excitation results in a sub-radiant state in ensembles of
atoms satisfying the first-order Bragg condition, q = 1,
the second-order Bragg condition, q = 2, always leads
to superradiance. The latter condition enhances the

coupling of external excitations into the guided mode
mediated by the atoms, guaranteeing that every optical
excitation in the waveguide comes from a collective
excitation of the atoms. For example, for two distant
ensembles coupled via the same nanofiber, one can
introduce excitations through one ensemble without
exciting the other, guaranteeing interaction between
ensembles without imposing amplitude or phase relation
among them, as it happens with an otherwise guided
excitation laser.

We have yet to address how the atomic spread
within the dipole traps inhibits collective effects such
as the Bragg reflection. Atomic random positions due
to harmonic motion along the ONF deteriorate the
interference visibility, decreasing Bragg’s reflection and
superradiance compared to the ideal case. For our pro-
posed schemes, we predict a Debye-Waller factor close to
1, similar to Ref. [19], making a negligible reduction of a
Bragg reflection. Radial and azimuthal thermal motion
could have a smaller effect on interference visibility, but
a detailed analysis is beyond the scope of this work.

One might argue that since the condition in Eq. (3)
implies that the number of atoms is halved in comparison
to the near-resonance case, collective effects get deterio-
rated [18]. However, since nanofibers allow for an arbi-
trarily long trapping region, this can easily be compen-
sated for by loading more atoms along the ONF. More-
over, a higher potential well occupation and enhanced
coupling would be expected due to the deep potentials,
low scattering rate, and the possibility of using degener-
ate Raman cooling in the cross-polarized traps [40].

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we numerically find and characterize
nanofiber-based optical dipole traps that optimize the
collectively enhanced coupling between a cold atomic
ensemble and a guided optical mode. The proposed
schemes overcome most problems associated with previ-
ous implementations, which used near-resonant standing
waves, such as high photon scattering rate, short
trap lifetime, and challenges distinguishing between
lattice and probe beams. Although we use 87Rb as an
example, the second-order Bragg condition could be
also implemented for other alkali atoms. The proposed
experimental configuration has potential applications
for implementing the Dicke condition for superradiance
and superfluorescence, and test for mirror symmetry
breaking in fully inverted ensembles.

This work is supported by the National Agency for Sci-
ence and Technology (ANID), through Project FONDE-
CYT Grants No. 1240204. The authors acknowledge
Sebastien Garcia, Luis Orozco and Constanze Bach for
insightful discussion.
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