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We theoretically investigate cooperative effects in cold atomic gases exhibiting both electric and
magnetic dipole-dipole interactions, such as occurring for example in clouds of dysprosium atoms. We
distinguish between the quantum degenerate case, where we take a many body physics approach and
the quantum non-degenerate case, where we use the formalism of open system dynamics. For quantum
non-degenerate gases, we illustrate the emergence of tailorable spin models in the high-excitation
limit. In the low-excitation limit, we provide analytical and numerical results detailing the effect of
magnetic interactions on the directionality of scattered light and characterize sub- and superradiant
effects. For quantum degenerate gases, we study the interplay between sub- and superradiance effects
and the fermionic or bosonic quantum statistics nature of the ensemble.

I. INTRODUCTION

Scattering of light off atomic gases necessarily involves
aspects of quantum cooperativity, arising from the com-
mon, hybrid reaction of closely positioned and mutually
coupled quantum emitters to the external stimulation.
The optical response can be very complex, as it strongly
depends on the gas density and temperature, the type of
atoms comprising the gas, as well as on the strength of
the driving field. For low density and high temperature,
an independent scattering regime can be obtained where
the gas response can be deduced from the single atom
response [1, 2]. For higher density, weak excitation, and
still high temperature, cooperative aspects such as super-
and subradiance (spontaneous emission rates larger or
smaller than that of an isolated particle) are emerging
[3–22]. High driving powers lead then to non-linear op-
tical effects, as the atomic transitions can saturate and
atoms become fundamentally nonlinear elements. In all
three described cases, a simple quantum optics approach
suffices, based on the open quantum system formalism,
where the atoms are treated as pseudo-spins 1/2 (with
transitions between ground and excited electronic orbitals)
responding to an external stimulation.

At low temperature, the motional wavepackets of the
atoms comprising the gas can overlap, leading to a change
in the theoretical framework, which must necessarily in-
clude a many body formulation to the problem [23–26].
The two distinct limits, of classical versus quantum de-
generate gases, are illustrated in Fig. 1.

We analyze here a few distinct regimes and tailor our
theoretical approach to each individual case, in order to
deduce radiative emission properties. In a first step, for
quantum non-degenerate gases, we extend the formulation
of cooperative response to include magnetic interactions
on top of the standard electric dipole-dipole exchanges, as
for example strongly present in experiments with dyspro-
sium atoms [27, 28]. In the weak driving limit, the results
show slight modifications in the superradiant response.
In the strong drive limit, we show the emergence of a spin
Hamiltonian with tunable parameters. In the next step,

we assume an externally imposed potential and analyze
the response of the quantum degenerate gas to exter-
nal light drive in the case of both bosonic and fermionic
statistics. Interesting aspects occur, as bosonic statistics
implies superradiant behavior, similar to the standard
Dicke superradiance example, even in the absence of any
particle-particle interactions. In the fermionic statistics
case, subradiance instead characterizes the emission prop-
erties of the gas.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Sec. II
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FIG. 1. (a) An atomic gas is illuminated by a laser with
frequency kℓ while a detector in the far-field at angles θ and
ϕ measures the intensity of the scattered light. (b) In a first
case, the de Broglie wavelength of each atom is much smaller
than the average inter-particle separation, allowing one to
treat the system as a classical thermal gas far from quantum
degeneracy. The optical response can then be obtained in
a simple fashion as the response of many coupled dipoles to
external coherent stimulation. (c) In the opposite limit, quan-
tum degeneracy is achieved by lowering the temperature and
consequently producing particles with overlapping deBroglie
wavepackets. To compute the optical response, a quantum
many body approach to the problem is necessary.
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we introduce the light-matter interaction model at the
Hamiltonian level for both degenerate and non-degenerate
gases including both, electric and magnetic, dipole-dipole
interactions. In Sec. III we reduce our treatment to the
non-degenerate case, where we first analyze the strong
driving limit and show the emergence of a many particle
spin Hamiltonian with interactions of tunable strength.
We then exemplify the magnetic dipole interactions effect
onto the light scattered in the weak driving regime and
find small deviations from a purely electrically interacting
gas. In Sec. IV we analyze the light scattered from a
quantum degenerate gas and find scaling laws for both
bosonic and fermionic statistics. In Sec. V we describe
an experimental platform based on thermal clouds of
atomic dysprosium where the effects described above could
possibly be tested. We conclude in Sec. VI.

II. MODEL

We consider N atoms (positioned at Ri with index
i running from 1 to N ) trapped in an external poten-
tial. Optical addressing of each atom (both by classical
fields and the quantum electromagnetic vacuum modes) is
achieved by coupling to its single valence electron, which
we denote by its position ri measured with respect to
the position of the nucleus. The atomic cloud is illumi-
nated by a laser with Rabi frequency Ω, wavevector kℓ
and frequency ωℓ = ckℓ propagating in the x direction
as depicted in Fig. 1a). Two distinct regimes emerge: i)
a classical limit where atomic motion is described by a
thermal distribution of velocities and ii) a quantum limit
where atomic motion is quantized and atoms become in-
distinguishable, thus the quantum degenerate case. The
distinction between the two cases is illustrated in Fig. 1b)
and Fig. 1c) where the overlap of individual atomic de
Broglie wavepackets indicates the criterion for the tran-
sition between the two limits. In both cases we will be
interested in spectroscopic quantities obtained from a
detector positioned in the far field regime with angles θ
and ϕ with respect to the incoming laser.

For simplicity of presentation we proceed with a set
of approximations which are usually performed in treat-
ing light-matter interactions. We perform the dipole
approximation which assumes that the size of the elec-
tronic orbital is negligible with respect to any relevant
optical transition wavelength λ. In addition, we as-
sume non-overlapping electronic orbitals between neigh-
boring atoms. The electric and magnetic fields are quan-
tized in a fictitious box of volume V and expressed in
terms of photon creation and annihilation bosonic oper-
ators âk,ϵ with frequencies ωk = c|k| and commutators[
âk,ϵk , â

†
k′,ϵ′k

]
= δk,k′δϵk,ϵ′k (where ϵk is the polarization

for the mode k). The free space quantization yields the

electric and magnetic field operators

Ê = i
∑
k,ϵ

gkωkϵk

(
âk,ϵe

ikR − â†k,ϵe
−ikR

)
(1)

B̂ = i
∑
k,ϵ

(k × ϵk) gk

(
âk,ϵe

ikR − â†k,ϵe
−ikR

)
, (2)

with gk = 1/
√
2ωkVϵ0 being photon coupling strength.

From here on the treatment is distinct for the two assumed
limits of either a gas with a classical distribution of ve-
locities or a quantum degenerate gas of indistinguishable
atoms.

A. Semiclassical gas approach

We follow the standard quantum optics approach where
the internal electronic dynamics of each atom is treated
in terms of Pauli matrices. To this end, we restrict the
dynamics of the electron to a ground state |g⟩i and a
single excited state |e⟩i, separated by frequency ω. Notice
that in practice, this assumption is a very good approxi-
mation for optically pumped atoms. An example based
on dysprosium atoms is shown in Sec. V where the ground
state is represented by a magnetic sublevel with J = 8
and mJ = −8 and the excited state with J ′ = 9 and
m′

J = −9.
The Pauli matrices represent transitions in the elec-

tronic degrees of freedom and are defined as σi = |g⟩i⟨e|i.
The coupling to electromagnetic waves occurs via either

the transition electric d̂i = diσi + d∗
i σ

†
i and magnetic

µ̂i = µiσi +µ∗
i σ

†
i dipole operators or via the static mag-

netic dipole operator µ̂s,i = µi,eσ
†
iσ+µi,gσiσ

†. The static
components of the magnetic dipole are computed within
the respective electronic state µi,e = −gµB⟨ei|L̂i|ei⟩ and
µi,g = −gµB⟨gi|L̂i|gi⟩ where Li is the angular momen-
tum operator for atom i, µB is the Bohr magneton and
g is the Landé factor. The transition dipole matrix ele-
ments are computed between orbitals di = −e ⟨ei|r̂i|gi⟩
and µi = −gµB⟨gi|L̂|ei⟩. Due to the fixed parity of
hydrogen-like orbitals the static electric dipole moment
must vanish which is not the case for the static magnetic
dipole moment. The resulting Hamiltonian

H = Hat +Hem +Hel+mag +Hdrive, (3)

is a sum over the free Hamiltonians of the atoms Hat,
the electromagnetic vacuum Hamiltonian Hem, the elec-
tric and magnetic dipole coupling to the radiation field
Hel+mag, and the semiclassical drive Hdrive.
The first two terms are explicitly written as

Hat +Hem = ω
∑
i

σ†
iσi +

∑
k,ϵ

ωkâ
†
k,ϵk

âk,ϵk , (4)

where we have set the zero of the energy at the ground
electronic state level and ignored the zero point energy of
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the vacuum modes. The coupling of the atomic system
to the electric and magnetic quantum fields is

Hel+mag =
∑
i

d̂i · Ê(Ri) + (µ̂t,i + µ̂s,i) · B̂(Ri). (5)

The semiclassical drive is characterized by the Rabi fre-
quency Ω and is written as

Hdrive = Ω
∑
i

(
e−ikℓRiσi + eikℓRiσ†

i

)
, (6)

where kℓ = kℓêx and êx is the unit vector in the x-
direction. The Hamiltonian above is the starting point
for the models analyzed in Sec. III.

B. Quantum degenerate gas approach

In the opposite limit of a quantum degenerate gas, it is
more convenient to introduce a two-species model where
field operators Ψ†

e,g(R) create atoms at some position R
with their electron either in the ground or in the excited
state. The dipole moments can now be written in terms
of field operators as the action of the Pauli matrices is
now expressed by combinations of the field operators. For
example, the operator Σ̂(R) = Ψ†

g(R)Ψe(R) is the field-
theoretical equivalent of the matrix operator σi where
the particle location, which was previously denoted by
an index, is now denoted by a continuous variable due
to the replacement of localized scatterers by fields. The
meaning is that an atom in the excited state is destroyed
while another atom in the ground state is created in
exactly the same position. The commutation relations

are the standard ones
[
Ψα(R),Ψ†

β(R)
]
ζ
= δ(R−R′)δα,β ,

where α, β ∈ {e, g} are species indices while ζ specifies
commutation or anticommutation relations depending on
the bosonic or fermionic nature of the gas. The single
particle motional Hamiltonian is written as

H0 = −∇2/2M + Vext(R), (7)

where Vext(R) is an externally applied potential (assumed
quadratic in the following) that allows for the use of
a simpler notation using the trap basis states. Notice
that, with a state-independent choice for Vext(R), the
motional wavefunctions are the same for the excited type
and ground state type atoms.
In second quantization, the total system Hamiltonian

is obtained as an integration of the Hamiltonian density.
As a next step, the field operators can be expanded in a
conveniently chosen basis. In particular, we will consider
the trap basis defined by the eigenvectors H0ϕn = ωnϕn.
Particle creation and annihilation operators can then be
defined as

ĝn =

∫
dR [ϕn(R)]

∗
Ψg(R)

ên =

∫
dR [ϕn(R)]

∗
Ψe(R).

(8)

The operators can be interpreted in the following way:
when ĝn is applied to the vacuum, it creates an atom
in the trap state n and in the electronic ground state.
Similarly, ên creates an atom in the trap state n and in the
electronic excited state. The fermionic or bosonic nature
of the atoms is consistently taken into account by the
commutation relations of these operators. The transition
from free particles to trapped ones is performed by the
tuning of the single particle trapping potential which in
turn affects the shape of the trap basis eigenvectors. With
this, the free Hamiltonian of the atoms can be written as

Hat =
∑
n

ωnĝ
†
nĝn +

∑
n

(ω0 + ωn)ê
†
nên. (9)

The electromagnetic modes Hamiltonian Hem is the same
as before. The coupling of the atomic system to the
electric and magnetic quantum fields is described by the
following Hamiltonian

Hel+mag =
∑
n,m

(
Σ̂n,m + Σ̂†

n,m

)
⟨n|d ·E(R)|m⟩

+
∑
n,m

(
Σ̂n,m + Σ̂†

n,m

)
⟨n|µ ·B(R)|m⟩

+
∑
n,m

(
ĝ†nĝmµg + ê†nêmµe

)
· ⟨n|B(R)|m⟩ ,

(10)

where Σ̂n,m = ĝ†nêm are ladder operators destroying an
excited atom in trap state m and creating a ground state
atom in trap state n. The semiclassical drive is now
written as

Hdrive = Ω
∑
n,m

Σ̂n,mηn,m + Σ̂†
n,mηn,m, (11)

where we have defined the Franck-Condon factors
ηn,m =

〈
n
∣∣e−ikℓR

∣∣m〉 =
∫
dR [ϕn(R)]

∗
e−ikℓRϕm(R).

For tight trapping conditions, where the localization of
the atoms is on a level much smaller than the wavelength
2π/kℓ, the exponential can be approximated with unity
and the Franck-Condon factors are equal to δnm. In
addition, to take into account the first-order correction, a
Lamb-Dicke limit approximation can be made and only
the matrix elements of the linear term ikℓR would need
to be considered.

III. THE CLASSICAL MOTION LIMIT

Let us now focus on the semiclassical case, which as-
sumes classical dynamics for the atomic motion, while
the electronic dynamics is described in a quantum fashion
in terms of Pauli matrices. As a function of the drive
intensity, the emergent physics can be quite distinct. In
a first case, where a high-intensity drive is assumed, high-
excitation levels can be reached, with many atoms being
excited at the same time. This is the standard regime for
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|g〉 i

|e〉

j

σ†
jσi

i j

(1 + σz
i )(1 + σz

j )

(1− σz
i )(1− σz

j )

(1∓ σz
i )(1± σz

j )

FIG. 2. Illustration of interactions present in the effective
Hamiltonian Eq. (12). On the left is the excitation hopping
due to the electronic dipole interaction between sites i and
j. Initial occupations are indicated in filled open circles and
the final occupations in dotted open circles. As indicated by
the filled circle, the initially excited state on site i is changed
to the ground state by σi. Similarly, the ground state on site
j, indicated by a filled circle is excited due to σ†

j . On the
right side is the density-density interaction due to the static
magnetic dipole interaction with the same color coding. Here,
either the ground or excited state can be occupied on i and j,
leading to different interactions indicated by arrows between
them and annotated with the appropriate interaction terms.

Dicke superradiance, i.e. the quick burst of spontaneous
emission from an initial fully excited ensemble of closely
spaced atoms. The other limit we consider is the weak-
excitation limit, where there are hardly any excitations
present in the system, rendering it possible to perform a
transformation to a fully classical coupled dipole model.
Despite its simplicity, the weak-excitation limit gives in-
sights in the emergence of cooperative effects and their
role in modifying directional scattering of light. In par-
ticular, we emphasize the role of magnetic dipole-dipole
interactions and their competition with the widely studied
electric counterpart.

A. Effective spin Hamiltonian

From the Hamiltonian listed in Eq. (3), one can derive
a master equation for the evolution of the N electronic
systems under the approximation of a frozen gas. Such
approximation can hold for low enough temperatures,
where motion evolution is slow compared to the time
taken by any radiative processes. The derivation is based
on the elimination of the photonic degrees of freedom [23–
25, 29, 30], as outlined in detail in Apps. A, B, C, D. The
effective Hamiltonian describing dynamics in the reduced
subspace of dimension 2N of the electronic degrees of

freedom reads

Heff = ∆
∑
i

σ†
iσi +

∑
i ̸=j

(
g
(d)
ji + g

(µ)
ji

)
σ†
iσj

+Ω
∑
i

(
e−iRikℓσi + eiRikℓσ†

i

)
+

1

8

∑
i ̸=j

Ωe,e
i,j (1 + σz

i )(1 + σz
j )

+
1

8

∑
i ̸=j

Ωg,g
i,j (1− σz

i )(1− σz
j )

+
1

4

∑
i ̸=j

Ωg,e
i,j (1− σz

i )(1 + σz
j ).

(12)

This describes the unitary part of the interaction corre-
sponding to a full-fledged spin-1/2 XXZ model. Here the
detuning is defined as ∆ = ω−ωℓ. The second term gives
the usual electric and magnetic dipole-dipole interactions
allowing for the hopping of excitations within the whole
ensemble, describing the XY part. The last three terms
represent the contribution from the static magnetic inter-
actions and lead to frequency shifts conditioned on the
occupancy of the pair of atoms involved in the interac-
tion, which is typically referred to as an effective Ising
interaction. The coherent photon exchange via electric

dipole-dipole interactions g
(d)
ji has been widely studied [5].

The magnetic transition dipole-dipole couplings g
(µ)
ji gen-

erally can be ignored as they are of very small magnitude
compared to the electric ones. However, other important
couplings occur

Ωα,β
i,j =

µ0

4πR3
ij

[
3
(µi,α ·Rij)(µj,β ·Rij)

R2
ij

− µi,α · µj,β

]
‘

(13)
with α, β ∈ {e, g}, which describe density-density interac-
tions between atoms owing to the static magnetic dipoles,
illustrated in Fig. 2 on the right side.
With the elimination of the electromagnetic vacuum,

the system is characterized by open system dynamics
where the collective dissipation is included in the master
equation

dρ

dt
= −i [Heff, ρ] + Lµ[ρ] + Ld[ρ]. (14)

We assume standard Lindblad form for the loss terms
which we write as follows

Lα[ρ] =

N∑
i,j=1

f
(α)
ij

(
2σiρσ

†
j −

{
σ†
jσi, ρ

})
. (15)

The independent radiative loss rates are Γ = k30d
2/(3πℏϵ0)

and Γµ = k30µ
2/3πℏϵ0 stemming from electric and mag-

netic contributions. Moreover, collective dissipation at

rates f
(d)
ij (electric) and f

(µ)
ij (magnetic) are also present,

with exact expressions listed in App. D.
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B. The weak-excitation limit: coupled dipoles model

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (12) is of general validity. How-
ever, by considering the weak-excitation limit, the evolu-
tion of the system is restricted to a very small subspace
where the analytical description of the dynamics can be
greatly simplified. In order to do this, we linearize the
time evolution of the system by replacing all population
operators with −1 and factorizing all two operator cor-
relations. We gather all expectation values of atomic
coherences in a single vector v = (⟨σ1⟩ , ..., ⟨σN ⟩)⊤ and
write an effective first-order differential equation

v̇(t) = −iMv(t) + Ωvdrive, (16)

where the drive vector incorporates all the drive phases
vdrive = (eikℓR1 , ..., eikℓRN )⊤. The weak driving approx-
imation Ω ≪ |f (d)| assumes that the Rabi frequency
is much weaker than the dissipative part of the dipole-
dipole interaction. Notice also that the equation above
can be solved both in steady state to derive spectroscopic
features of the ensemble as well as in the time domain
(by imposing a time dependence on Ω). The matrix M
incorporates both coherent and dissipative cooperative
behavior

Mjj′ = [∆ + δωj ] δjj′ −
[
g
(d)
jj′ + if

(d)
jj′

]
. (17)

We used the low-excitation condition in order to approx-

imate
〈
σz
jσj′

〉
≈ −

〈
σj′

〉
. This is always true if j = j′,

but only approximately valid under the condition that
very few excitations are present in the system such that,
on average, each site has much lower than unit population
in the excited state. This leads to the definition of a local
frequency shift

δωj =
∑
j′ ̸=j

(
Ωe,g

j′j − Ωg,g
j′j

)
=

(µe − µg)µgµ0

4π

∑
j′ ̸=j

3z2ij/R
2
ij − 1

R3
ij

,

(18)

where δωj denotes the total shift acquired owing to mag-
netic interactions. We have assumed that all magnetic
dipole moments in the ground state are µg êz and all mag-
netic moments in the excited state are µeêz. This leads
to the definition of the magnetic interaction rate

Ωµ =
µ0(µe − µg)µg

4π
. (19)

Additionally, we have neglected contributions from the
magnetic transition dipole moments couplings as they are
much smaller than the electrically mediated couplings. We
then consider the coherent part of the far-field intensity
radiated by a system defined by these dipoles

I(rs) ∝

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

(1− z2s)e
−iksRivi

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(20)
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FIG. 3. Numerical results based on solution of Eq. 16 in steady
state. We consider multiple configurations of a cloud where the
particles are distributed according to a Gaussian probability
distribution with optical depth τ = 3N/(2k2

0R
2), simulating

averaging over atomic motion. The number of configurations
is Nc = 1000 and N = 1000. The optical depth is τ = 15.
Ωµ quantifies the strength of the magnetic interaction. In
(a) we show how the forward enhancement is modified by
the magnetic interaction by plotting the intensity variation
versus the in-plane angle θ on the single-particle resonance
∆ = 0. There is a reduction in the forward enhancement
for Ωµ = 0.03Γλ−3 (Ωµk

−3
0 = 8Γ) compared to no magnetic

interaction. In (b) we investigate the lineshape of the cloud by
changing the laser detuning ∆ and compare Ωµ = 0.03Γλ−3

(Ωµk
−3
0 = 8Γ) with Ωµ = 0 at an in-plane detection angle of

θ = π/10. The double peak structure in the non-magnetic
case becomes asymmetric when the magnetic interaction is
turned on. Changing the sign flips the effect on the two
peaks (not shown). In (c) and (d) we investigate the effect
of the magnetic interaction on the cooperative properties of
the sample. To this end we determine the collective lineshift
∆̄ and the collective linewidth Γ̄ in the forward direction
θ = 0 by calculating the lineshapes and then extracting these
parameters from a Lorentzian fit. The lineshift and linewidth
enhancement are shown for different optical densities τ with
the magnetic interaction strength on the x-axis.

where rs indicates the detection angle, ks ∥ rs and
|ks| = k0 is the wave vector for the propagation in detec-
tion direction.

In steady state, assuming time-independent driving,
the linear system obtained from setting the left-hand side
of Eq.(16) to zero has to be solved. In practice, this
equation needs to be solved for many different configu-
rations. Since we assume the cloud to be thermal, we
assume this particle distribution with respect to the cen-
ter of the cloud to be Gaussian. In Fig. 3(a), we can see
the straightforward effect of a reduction of the collective
motion and consequently, the forward scattering enhance-
ment due to frequency disorder. This is simply due to
the fact that motional disorder increases the coupling
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between the driven mode and modes which do not emit
in the laser direction. The lineshape of the light scattered
from a cloud, for two values of the magnetic interaction
strength Ωµ, is shown in Fig. 3(b). For the dense ensem-
ble we can already observe a double peak structure. The
magnetic field shifts the spectral weight of the peaks to
yield an asymmetric double peak structure which can be
interpreted as a spectral shift of the eigenvalues due to
the frequency disorder.

In Fig. 3(c) and (d) we perform studies of the lineshift
and linewidth modification due to the presence of the mag-
netic interaction for different optical densities τ . From the
lineshift we can estimate the total symmetric contribution
to the frequency shift of the ensemble, which causes a
lineshift that depends on the sign of the magnetic dipole-
dipole interaction. From the linewidth enhancement one
can see the effect of the asymmetric contribution to the
frequency disorder. From τ = 20 it is fairly clear that
there are two different regimes. For large magnetic inter-
action Ωµ the large frequency disorder simply leads to
an inhomogeneous linewidth enhancement. For smaller
Ωµ ≈ 0.005λ−3Γ (Ωµk

−3
0 ≈ Γ0) the linewidth is actually

decreased. One explanation for this is that the frequency
disorder facilitates scattering into states which are nat-
urally more subradiant than the originally driven state
without disorder.

IV. QUANTUM DEGENERATE CASE

We consider now the case of a quantum degenerate
gas and investigate the effect of the quantum statistical
properties of the particles. As a first step, we follow a
procedure which is standard for the derivation of the
Dicke superradiance phenomenon with inverted two-level
systems. This means, we will consider a non-interacting
bosonic/fermionic trapped gas and will ask how does
the emitted intensity scale as a function of the quantum
statistics and as a function of trap parameters.
We start with a quantum degenerate gas in contact

with a thermal reservoir at controllable temperature T .
Tuning T allows one to go from the quantum degenerate
case to a completely classical, thermal gas regime (for
high temperature). We will compute the intensity I(ks)
of angle-resolved spontaneous emission from the system
with ks being the wave vector in direction of the detector
and |ks| = k0. This intensity is defined as the correlation
of the Fourier transforms of the polarization operators

I(ks) ∝
〈
Σ̂†(ks)Σ̂(ks)

〉
, (21)

where the Fourier transformation is defined as follows
Σ̂(ks) =

∫
dRe−iksRΣ̂(R). Here ⟨⟩ stands for the en-

semble average. We take the state in the following to
be thermal in the excited and ground state so that the
average becomes a thermal one where excited and ground
state factorize.
For non-interacting scatterers in thermal equilibrium,

the expectation value of a generic observable Â can be

written as 〈
Â
〉
=

1

Z

∑
N

e−βω(N)
〈
N
∣∣∣Â∣∣∣N〉 , (22)

where N = (Ng0 ,Ne0 ,Ng1 ,Ne1 , . . .) defines a microstate
where the subindices 0, 1, 2, . . . represent higher dimen-
sional tuples of indices. This notation simply indicates
that there are Nαi

particles in the state with quantum
numbers αi. Denoted by |N⟩ is the quantum state cor-
responding to these quantum numbers and ω(N) is the
total energy of the state. In the case of harmonically (fre-
quency ωt) trapped atoms, the total energy decomposes
into summands

ω(N) = ω0

∑
n

Nen + ωt

∑
n

n (Ngn +Nen) . (23)

Let us first remark that, at moderate temperatures, owing
to the fact that ω0 ≪ ωt, one can safely neglect the
thermally induced occupancy of the excited electronic
state, meaning that the first term containing ω0 can be
ignored in the exponent e−βω(N).
In order to estimate the angle resolved scattered in-

tensity we will make use of the trap basis. We utilize
the decomposition of the field operators in this basis
Ψg(R) =

∑
n ϕn(R)ĝn and Ψe(R) =

∑
n ϕn(R)ên and

expand the two position correlation function as follows〈
Σ̂†(R)Σ̂(R′)

〉
=

∑
n1,n2
m1,m2

ϕ∗
m1

(R)ϕn1(R)ϕm2(R
′)ϕ∗

n2
(R′)

×
〈
ê†m1

ĝn1
ĝ†n2

êm2

〉
. (24)

In order to compute the expression in Eq. (21) we apply
the Fourier transform definition and identify the Franck-
Condon factors stemming from the integration over space

ηn,m =

∫
dRe−iRksϕ∗

n(R)ϕm(R). (25)

Next, we determine the thermal expectation values. In
doing so, we ignore the contribution in the exponential
stemming from ω0, corresponding to the energy of the
electronic excited state, as its thermal occupancy is neg-
ligible even at room temperature. The result for the
four-operator correlation becomes〈

ê†m1
ĝn1

ĝ†n2
êm2

〉
= δn1n2

δm1m2
(ζpgn + 1)pem , (26)

where
∑

n pgn = Ng and
∑

n pen = Ne are the number
of excitations in the ground and excited electronic bands,
respectively, and pgn and pen are the corresponding num-
ber distributions indexed by trap state n. The parameter
ζ is defined with two values: ζ = 1 for bosons and ζ = −1
for fermions. These results can be combined to find a
general expression for the scaling of the radiated intensity

I(ks) ∝ Ne + ζ
∑
n,m

|ηn,m(ks)|2pgnpem . (27)



7

The first term in the expression of I(ks) comes from
independent emission, while the effect of quantum
statistics and correlations comes from the second term∑

n,m|ηn,m(ks)|2pgnpem . Some insight can be obtained
from limiting cases. The infinite-temperature case
is trivial as the expected emission for either bosons
or fermions is fully independent and is proportional
to Ne, as expected from a classical thermal gas, i.e.
Ibos/ferm(ks, T = ∞) ∝ Ne where all particles emit in-
dependently. The zero-temperature case is much more
intriguing as we obtain the following expressions:

Ibos(ks, T = 0) ∝ e−(ks·rzpm)2Ne (Ng + 1) , (28a)

Iferm(ks, T = 0) ∝ Ne −
Filling∑
n,m

|ηn,m|2, (28b)

for bosons and fermions respectively.
Let us first discuss the emission from a gas of bosons

condensed onto the ground state of the external trap
(which is the case at zero temperature). The Franck-
Condon factor η0,0(ks) in this case is easily estimated and
it includes the zero point motion rzpm which indicates
the extent of the wavefunction in the ground state of
the harmonic trap. For deep trapping conditions, the
Franck Condon factor is close to unity and the emission
shows the same features as observed in standard Dicke
superradiance in quantum optics. For sake of comparison,
let us consider a fixed number of particles N = Ne +Ng.
For an ensemble of particles at the same spot, as assumed
in the Dicke model, it is usually convenient to use the
set of collective Dicke states |J,m⟩, with J = N/2 and
m = (Ng −Ne)/2, situated on the surface of the Bloch
sphere. Superradiance refers then to a situation where
the emission of the collective state situated close to the
equator shows a proportionality to J2. By considering
deeply trapped particles instead, the same kind of quick
emission emerges as a fundamental property of the zero-
temperature bosonic wavefunction. This is to be expected,
as both models assume indistinguishable particles: in
Dicke superradiance, this emerges from the condition that
all emitters are placed in the same spot while for the
bosonic cloud this is achieved by the symmetry of the
ground state. The scaling of the emitted intensity with
the number of excited atoms is seen in Fig. 4.
In the fermionic case, the summation limit “Filling”

in the equation above indicates that indices run from
(0, 0) to the indices of the state at the Fermi energy
level. The summation in Eq. (28b) can be simplified
in the case of a deep trap where ηn,m ≈ δn,m so that
Iferm(ks, T = 0) ∝ Ne −min(Ne,Ng). This can be under-
stood as a dynamic suppression of spontaneous emission
into occupied states due to the Pauli exclusion principle.
For example, notice that below the equator of the Bloch
sphere all states are fully subradiant. This is illustrated
in Fig. 4 as the red, dashed curve and compared in Fig.4
against the case of distinguishable particles (also reached
for high temperatures) where a linear scaling with the
number of Ne is obtained.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Ne[N]

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

In
te

ns
ity Bosons

Fermions
Distinguishable

FIG. 4. Comparison between scattered intensity from distin-
guishable, fermionic and bosonic systems in the deep trap limit
where the equations Eq. (28) apply, for N = 4. The intensity
is shown as a function of the excited particle fraction Ne/N .
The blue dotted line shows bosonic particles, the red dashed
line fermionic particles and the solid black line distinguishable
particles (which is the case for a high temperature ensemble).

V. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

In order to experimentally observe the effects discussed
in the previous sections, we have developed and built
an apparatus to cool and trap neutral dysprosium [31].
Dysprosium belongs to the group of lanthanide elements
whose characteristic open f-shell electron configuration
[Xe]4f106s2 with spin S = 2, orbital angular momentum L
= 6, and total angular momentum J = 8 gives rise to its
high magnetic moment of 10 Bohr magnetons (µ ∼ 10µB).
Compared to alkali atoms, whose magnetic moments are
on the order of only µ ∼ 1µB , the magnetic dipole-dipole
interactions in ultra-cold gases of dysprosium is about 100
times stronger, making it an ideal candidate for investi-
gating its contribution to cooperative effects. In addition,
there is an almost equal abundance of stable bosonic and
fermionic isotopes allowing for the creation of both types
of quantum degenerate gases [32, 33].

The general experimental scheme for producing laser
cooled samples of lanthanide atoms is implemented as
follows [34, 35]: A strong optical transition in the blue
spectrum range is used to precool the atoms in a Zee-
man slower (ZS) before capturing them in a narrow line
magneto optical trap (MOT). Operating a MOT on tran-
sitions with natural linewidths on the order of 100 kHz is
required to reach Doppler temperatures below 5µK, which
allows one to directly transfer the atoms from the MOT
into an optical dipole trap (ODT). In our setup, we em-
ploy a strong J = 8 → J′ = 9 transition at 421 nm, with a
natural linewidth of Γ421 = 2π · 32 MHz for precooling. A
thermal beam of atomic dysprosium, transversally cooled
on this broad transition, reaches the ZS with initial ve-
locities of several hundred meters per second. The atoms
are then longitudinally decelerated to a velocity of about
24 m/s in the spin-flip configuration ZS before entering
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MOT Chamber

Combination pump

Science cell

MOT Beams

Zeeman slower

Micro objective

High density ODT

Transport ODT

FIG. 5. CAD render of the vacuum system. Dy atoms reach
the ZS with a velocity of few hundred meters per second. They
are longitudinally slowed in the ZS with resonant laser light
at the 421 nm before being captured in a narrow line 3D
MOT at 626 nm. An achromatic lens in conjunction with an
air-bearing translation stage is used to focus down the optical
transport beam at the position of the MOT and create a deep
ODT. The focal spot of this beam is then moved from the
MOT chamber to the center of the science cell by moving the
translation stage, thereby transferring the atoms alongside.
In order to retain a substantial number of atoms in the trap
after this sequence, the process of transport and re-trapping
of atoms needs to be done on a timescale that is shorter than
the lifetime of the ODT.

the main chamber, where they are captured in a 6 beam
3D MOT setup. The MOT transition, on the other hand,
is a closed, narrow linewidth J = 8 → J′ = 9 transition at
626 nm with a natural linewidth of Γ626 = 2π · 136 kHz
which corresponds to a Doppler temperature of 3.2 µK.

Our experimental setup consists of a high numerical
aperture (NA) science cell connected to an ultra-high vac-
uum (UHV) chamber (MOT) and a dedicated laser system
capable of generating tunable and frequency stabilized
laser radiation. Consequently, the laser frequency can
be readily adapted to capture either bosons or fermions
without any optical or mechanical adjustments. Fig. 5
shows a CAD render of the vacuum system. To reduce the
influence of undesired external magnetic fields, the vac-
uum system is assembled exclusively from non-magnetic
stainless steel, titanium and ceramic glass. Additionally,
a commercial, three axis magnetic field compensation
system (Stefan Mayer Instruments GmbH: MR-3) is used
to drive a 3D coil system and compensate low frequency
magnetic field disturbances.

The next step for creating dense samples of atomic dys-
prosium is to transfer atoms to the science cell attached
to the MOT chamber. The cell offers a high optical ac-
cess (with nine optical view ports), is designed in-house
and made out of the machinable glass-ceramic MACOR
(Corning Inc.). A deep ODT at the MOT position will be
created, using a diode pumped solid-state (DPSS) laser
(Coherent: Mephisto MOPA 55 W) in order to transport
the atoms. This will be achieved by using an achromatic
lens to focus down the transport beam to a beam waist of

ω0 ∼ 66µm and two mirrors mounted on an air-bearing
translation stage (Aerotech: ABL1500-300) which en-
ables reproducible and precise movement of the focal spot
of the beam, thereby, transporting the atoms alongside
[36]. The atoms are re-trapped inside the science cell
using a custom made multi-lens micro objective, designed
to offer diffraction-limited performance at the trapping
wavelength of 1064 nm[37, 38]. A five-lens configuration
consisting solely of commercial singlets was chosen to
achieve a high NA of 0.53 and a working distance of 22
mm. Simulation and optimization of objective parameters
like lens curvature, relative spacing, and thickness was
done using a ray tracing software (Opticstudio) in order
to minimize optical aberrations and achieve diffraction-
limited performance. The beam waist at the focus of the
micro-objective was measured using a piezo-controlled
knife edge and found to be ω0h = 5.94 ± 1.18µm and
ω0h = 6.99 ± 0.67µm, in the horizontal and vertical di-
rection, respectively. We estimate that an ODT created
with this objective should provide a sufficiently tight con-
finement for a few hundred to a few thousand dysprosium
atoms to reach densities on the order of ∼ 1013 atoms/cm3.
This condition would allow then us to explore dynamics
in the high-density regime where the inter-particle/inter-
emitter spacing is lower than the wavelength of the excit-
ing transition, giving rise to effects like Dicke sub- and
superradiance.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered the emission and scattering prop-
erties of a dense atomic cloud first by assuming distin-
guishable, classically moving particles and then moving
onto the quantum degenerate case, where quantum statis-
tics play an important role. In the case where atomic
motion is treated classically, we made use of an open
quantum system approach where we have shown that
tunable spin Hamiltonians can be designed. In addition,
under the assumption of weak external drive, and in par-
ticular for atoms where magnetic interactions are strong,
we have characterized their effects onto the properties
of scattered light. For quantum degenerate gases, in the
non-interacting regime, we have quantified collective emis-
sion properties for both bosons and fermions. We expect
that our findings are of direct relevance for dense atomic
dysprosium clouds for which we describe an explicit ex-
perimental set up. In the future, we will explicitly include
the interaction of atoms via the electromagnetic vacuum
in order to derive an open system dynamics approach
tailored to lossy quantum degenerate gases.
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Appendix A: Magnetic interaction terms in light matter Hamiltonian from first principles

We will be using the following definitions for the gauge, electric and magnetic field operators

Â =
∑
k,ϵ

gkϵk

(
âk,ϵe

ikR + â†k,ϵe
−ikR

)
(A1)

Ê = i
∑
k,ϵ

gkωkϵk

(
âk,ϵe

ikR − â†k,ϵe
−ikR

)
(A2)

B̂ = i
∑
k,ϵ

(k × ϵk) gk

(
âk,ϵe

ikR − â†k,ϵe
−ikR

)
. (A3)

with gk = 1/
√
2ωkVϵ0 photon coupling strength with photonic operators as defined in the main text.

If we omit terms where the square of the gauge field appears and the term where the atom core momentum is
coupled to the gauge field (amounting to a Born-Oppenheimer and subsequently a rotating wave approximation), the
simplified Hamiltonian is composed of three parts, written in the Coulomb gauge

H ≈ H0 +Haf +Hdipole (A4)

H0 =

N∑
i

P̂ 2
i

2M
+

p̂2
i

2m
+ Vec(Ri, ri) (A5)

Haf =
1

m

N∑
i

Â(ri) · p̂i (A6)

Hdipole =
1

2

∑
i ̸=j

∑ di · dj − 3(Rijdi)(Rij · dj)

R3
ij

. (A7)

where we have already performed a dipole approximation for the Coulomb interaction between different atoms
leading to the explicit form of Hdipole. The Hamiltonian Haf is the canonical coupling between the electronic degree
of freedom and the transverse modes of the light-field. We have not completed the dipolar approximation in the
gauge field which still contains the position of the electron ri which is a quantum operator in this description. The
Hamiltonian H0 contains the electron kinetic energy, the center of mass kinetic energy and the interaction between the
electron and the core. The electron kinetic energy and the core-electron potential give rise to the level structure of the
atom. We consider a Born-Oppenheimer picture where Ri represents the center of mass momentum.

Instead of making the usual dipolar approximation for the gauge field, we consider one order higher in the Taylor
approximation of the electron position around the center of mass position eikri ≈ eikRi [1 + ikxi] with the distance
vector xi = ri −Ri. The atom field Hamiltonian then splits into two contributions

Haf =
1

m

N∑
i

p̂i · Â(Ri) + i
∑
k,ϵ

gk (p̂i · ϵk) (kxi)
(
âk,ϵe

ikRi − â†k,ϵe
−ikRi

)
. (A8)

The first term is the simple dipole approximation which leads to the coupled dipole model after some additional
approximations and a gauge transformation. The second term is of higher order and contains the magnetic and
quadrupole electric moment as we will see. In order to see that the double dot product indeed yields the magnetic and
quadrupole term, it needs to be rearranged

(p̂i · ϵk)(k · xi) = (p̂i · k)(xi · ϵk) + (xi × p̂i)(k × ϵk)

=
1

2
((p̂i · ϵk)(k · xi) + (p̂i · k)(xi · ϵk)) +

1

2
L̂(k × ϵk)

(A9)

The first term is the electronic quadrupole term whereas the second term contains the angular momentum implying
that it is indeed the magnetic coupling. Summarizing the calculations above, the terms that must be added to the
Hamiltonian if the dipole approximation is performed to higher order are
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Hm =

N∑
i

L̂i

2m
i
∑
k,ϵ

gk(k × ϵk)
(
âk,ϵe

ikRi − â†k,ϵe
−ikRi

)
=

N∑
i

µ̂iB̂(Ri)

Hq =
∑
i,k,ϵ

i|k|
2m

(pkrϵ + pϵrk)gk

(
âk,ϵe

ikRi − â†k,ϵe
−ikRi

) (A10)

Here we avoid complications with spin degrees of freedom by making the association µ̂i = − L̂i

2m and noting that spin
degrees of freedom need to be explicitly inserted into the Hamiltonian which ultimately change the definition of µ̂i.
Since we go into a two level picture this is however already taken care of and we need not consider these complications
in detail.

Appendix B: Representation of the Hamiltonian in the two-level approximation

We perform a two-level approximation in which we assume there exist two relevant levels per atom, the ground state
|gi⟩ and the excited state |ei⟩ separated by a frequency ω0. Taking the projection of the momentum and magnetic
moment operator onto this subspace, we can explicilty write the Hamiltonian using the matrix elements within this
subspace. One relevant point is here that the momentum operator has no diagonal components whereas the magnetic
moment operator has no such symmetry restriction.

Omitting the quadrupole term, the atom-field Hamiltonian then becomes

Haf = i

N∑
i

(
diσi − d∗

i σ
†
i

)
Â(Ri) +

(
µiσi + µ∗

i σ
†
i + µi,eσ

†σ + µi,gσσ
†
)
B̂(Ri). (B1)

with di = ⟨gi|x̂i|ei⟩ and µi,e = ⟨gi|µ̂i|ei⟩ for the transition dipoles and µi,e = ⟨ei|µ̂i|ei⟩, µi,g = ⟨gi|µ̂i|gi⟩ for the static
magnetic dipole moment. The sigma matrices are transition operators of the type σi = |gi⟩⟨ei|.

Appendix C: Unitary transformation into dipolar gauge

The next step in deriving the light-matter Hamiltonian is the gauge transformation

U = exp

(
−i

N∑
i

∫ Ri

ri

drÂ(r)

)
(C1)

We note here that the gauge field operator commutes with the magnetic field operator
[
Â(r), B̂(r′)

]
= 0 so that

Hm is not affected by this transformation. The effect on the dipole electronic transition and the static dipole Hdipole is
as usual so that, after also performing a rotating wave approximation, the Hamiltonian is

H = ω
∑
i

σ†
iσi +

∑
k,ϵ

ωkâ
†
k,ϵâk,ϵ +

∑
i

d̂i · Ê(Ri) + (µ̂t,i + µ̂s,i) · B̂(Ri). (C2)

with definitions d̂j = dσj + d∗σ†
j , µ̂t,i = µiσi + µ∗

i σ
†
i and µ̂s,i = µi,eσ

†σ + µi,gσσ
†.

Appendix D: Elimination of photonic degrees of freedom from Hamiltonian

The last step in determining the effective system dynamics is to perform an adiabatic elimination of the light modes
for this Hamiltonian Eq. (C2). The first step is to determine the equation of motion for the photonic operators

dâk,ϵ
dt

= −iωkâk,ϵ +
∑
i

gkωk(d̂i · ϵk)e−ikR̂i +
∑
i

gk ([µ̂t,i + µ̂s,i] · [k × ϵk]) e
−ikR̂i

(D1)
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which can then be integrated to yield

âk,ϵ(t) = âk,ϵ(0)e
−iωkt +

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s)
∑
i

gkωk(d̂i(s) · ϵk)e−ikR̂i

+

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s)
∑
i

gk ([µ̂t,i(s) + µ̂s,i(s)] · [k × ϵk]) e
−ikR̂i .

(D2)

A simplification for the calculation that follows is to consider negative and positive frequency components of the
magnetic and electric field in particular

B̂± = ±i
∑
k,ϵ

(k × ϵk) gkâk,ϵe
±ikR

Ê± = ±i
∑
k,ϵ

gkωkϵkâk,ϵe
±ikR

(D3)

so that we only have to consider the equation of motion for one of the photonic operators. To shorten the notation we
also introduce the total magnetic dipole operator µ̂i(t) = µ̂t,i(t) + µ̂s,i(t) leading to expressions for the positive field
components of the electric and magnetic field

Ê+(Ri) = Ê+
0 (Ri) + i

∑
k,ϵ,j

(gkωk)
2eikRij ϵk

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s)(d̂j(s) · ϵk)

+ i
∑
k,ϵ,j

g2kωke
ikRij ϵk

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s) (µ̂i(s) · [k × ϵk])

B̂+(Ri) = B̂+
0 (Ri) + i

∑
k,ϵ,j

(k × ϵk) g
2
kωke

ikRij

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s)(d̂j(s) · ϵk)

+ i
∑
k,ϵ,j

(k × ϵk) g
2
ke

ikRij

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s) (µ̂i(s) · [k × ϵk])

(D4)

where the zero subscript indicates that the photonic operators in the field expression were taken at time zero. Thus,
both fields have similar terms. First, the vacuum time evolution, then the interaction with the proper dipole moment
and then a cross term between the magnetic and electric components of the interaction.

Using the usual results for sums over polarization vectors since they form a orthonormal basis with the normalized
wavevector, the cross terms can be combined into∑

ϵ

(
(d̂i(t) · ϵk)µ̂i(s) · [k × ϵk] + µ̂i(t) · [k × ϵk] (d̂j(s) · ϵk)

)
=
(
µ̂i(t)× d̂i(s)− d̂i(t)× µ̂i(s)

)
· k (D5)

which is linear in k, such that the negative components of the sum of Ê+(Ri) cancel the positive wave vectors in

Ê−(Ri) since the dipole operator is hermitian and the polarization has been chosen real. The same goes for the
magnetic field, canceling the cross terms.

After the cross-terms are cancelled, the total magnetic and electric field operators can be obtained from the positive
frequency components by adding the hermitian conjugate so that after performing the usual summation over the
polarization vectors

Ê(Ri) = Ê0(Ri) + i
∑
k,j

(gkωk)
2eikRij

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s) ·

[
d̂j(s)−

k(d̂j(s) · k)
k2

]
+ h.c (D6)

B̂(Ri) = B̂0(Ri) + i
∑
k,j

(gkωk)
2eikRij

∫ t

0

dse−iωk(t−s) ·
[
µ̂i(s)−

k(µ̂i(s) · k)
k2

]
+ h.c (D7)

so that the magnetic and electric fields have the same structure. Now, the continuum limit is taken for the
electromagnetic field modes 1

V

∑
k → 1

(2π)3

∫
dk and the angular integral is performed in spherical coordinates so that,



14

defining the dipolar Green’s function

Gk(R) =

(
1+

1

k2
∇⊗∇

)
eikR

4πR

=
eikR

4πk2

[(
k2

R
+

ik

R2
− 1

R3

)
1+

(
−k2

R
− 3ik

R2
+

3

R3

)
R⊗R

R2

] (D8)

with the usual shorthand G(R) = Gk0(R) and the decomposition Gk(R) = Ωk(R)− iΓk(R). The expressions for the
electric and magnetic field become

Ê(Ri) = Ê0(Ri) +
i

πϵ0

∑
j

∫ ∞

0

dk

∫ t

0

dsk2Γk(Rij) · d̂j(s)e
−iωk(t−s) + h.c (D9)

B̂(Ri) = B̂0(Ri) +
i

πϵ0

∑
j

∫ ∞

0

dk

∫ t

0

dsk2Γk(Rij) · µ̂j(s)e
−iωk(t−s) + h.c. (D10)

The key is now that this elimination cannot be performed exactly and one must make a perturbative Ansatz by
plugging the time evolution of the dipole operators without light-matter interactions into these integrals. The free-space
time evolution of the dipole operators is explicitly

d̂j(s) = dσj(s) + d∗σ†
j = dσj(t)e

−iω(s−t) + d∗σj(t)
†eiω(s−t)

µ̂t,j(s) = µjσj(s) + µ∗
jσ

†
j (s) = µjσj(t)e

−iω(s−t) + µ∗
jσ

†
j (t)e

iω(s−t)

µ̂s,j(s) = µj,eσ
†
j (s)σj(s) + µj,gσj(s)σ

†
j (s) = µ̂s,j(t).

(D11)

This implies that the fundamental difference between the static and transition dipole moments is given by the
frequency they rotate at. All these time evolutions will lead to integrations of the type

ζ(ω) = i

∫ ∞

0

eiωt dt = P 1

ω
+ iπδ(ω) (D12)

so that, splitting the magnetic field into a transition part B̂ = B̂t + B̂s while keeping the vacuum contribution in the
transition part

Ê(Ri) = Ê0(Ri) +
1

πϵ0

∑
j

∫ ∞

0

dkk2Γk(Rij) · d
(
σjζ(ωk + ω) + σ†

jζ(ωk − ω)
)
+ h.c

B̂t(Ri) = B̂0(Ri) +
1

πϵ0

∑
j

∫ ∞

0

dkk2Γk(Rij) · µt,j

(
σjζ(ωk + ω) + σ†

jζ(ωk − ω)
)
+ h.c

B̂s(Ri) =
1

πϵ0

∑
j

∫ ∞

0

dkk2Γk(Rij) · ζ(ωk)
(
µj,eσ

†
jσj + µj,gσjσ

†
j

)
+ h.c.

(D13)

The previous statement about the rotational frequencies now becomes clear as the transition fields contain zeta
functions of the form ζ(ωk ± ω) where the Green’s function around Γk0

(R) matters. The static contributions however
contain a zeta function of the form ζ(ωk) where Γk=0(R) matters. Since the zeta function essentially only evaluates

the Kramers Kronig relations for the complex function G(R), i.e. (k′2)Ωk′(R) =
∫
dk k2Γk(R)

ω′−ω . Ultimately, this leads

to the explicit representation of the fields, using the fact that limk→0 k
2Gk(R) = 1

4πR3
ij

(
3
RijRij

RijRij
− 1
)
so that only the

real part remains

Ê(Ri) = Ê0(Ri) +
k20
ϵ0

∑
j

[
(Γ(Rij)− iΩ(Rij))σj + (Γ(Rij) + iΩ(Rij))σ

†
j

]
d

B̂(Ri) = B̂0(Ri) +
k20
ϵ0

∑
j

[
(Γ(Rij)− iΩ(Rij))σj + (Γ(Rij) + iΩ(Rij))σ

†
j

]
µt

B̂s(Ri) =
µ0

4π

∑
j

1

R3
ij

(
3
RijRij

RijRij
− 1

)
ˆµs,j .

(D14)
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The next step is to plug these expressions into the equations of motion, to use the rotating wave approximation and
the definitions Γ = k30d

2/(3πℏϵ0) and Γµ = k30µ
2/3πℏϵ0 in order to define the Green’s function for the matter problem.

Indeed, the definitions f
(µ)
ij =

k2
0

ϵ0
µi,tΩ(Rij)µj,t, f

(g)
ij =

k2
0

ϵ0
diΩ(Rij)dj , equivalent definitions for the imaginary part

and Eq. (13) lead precisely to Eq. (12), Eq. (14) and Eq. (15) after using the rotating wave approximation.
After adding a classical drive just as in the main text, the equations of motion for the transition operators become

dσk

dt
= −i [∆ + δω̂k]σk + iσz

k

∑
i ̸=k

(
g
(d)
ki + g

(µ)
ki

)
σi + σz

k

∑
i

(
f
(d)
ki + f

(µ)
ki

)
σi − iΩeik0Riσz

k + σk,in (D15)

with a frequency operator

δω̂k =
1

2

∑
i ̸=k

[(Ωe,e
ik − Ωg,g

ik ) + (Ωe,e
ik +Ωg,g

ik − 2Ωe,g
ik )σz

i ] . (D16)

This is a configuration and density-dependent Zeeman shift of the k-th atom’s frequency.

Appendix E: Weak-excitation limit

The weak-excitation limit, i.e.
〈
σz
jσj′

〉
≈ −⟨σj′⟩, the equations of motion for the expectation values of the transition

operators become

d ⟨σk⟩
dt

= −i [∆ + δωk] ⟨σk⟩ − i
∑
i ̸=k

(
g
(d)
ki + g

(µ)
ki

)
⟨σi⟩ −

∑
i

(
f
(d)
ki + f

(µ)
ki

)
⟨σi⟩+ iΩeik0Ri

(E1)

which is written in matrix notation in Eq. (16).
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