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The momentum of light in a medium and the mechanisms of momentum transfer between light and
dielectrics have long been the topic of controversies and confusion [1–4]. We discuss here the problem
of momentum transfers that follow the refraction of light by dilute, inhomogeneous ensembles of
ultra-cold atoms. We show experimentally and theoretically that the refraction of light rays by a
dilute gas does not entail momentum transfers to first order in the light-atom coupling coefficient,
in contradiction with the work reported in Matzliah et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 189902 (2017).

I. INTRODUCTION

The fields of optomechanics and collective light scat-
tering by ultra-cold atomic ensembles are active and pro-
lific, as they have seen numerous recent experimental and
theoretical developments, on effects such as superradi-
ance [5–8], subradiance [9] and cooperative shifts [10–12].
Most of the recent experimental efforts have been focused
on the understanding of the collective response of an en-
semble to a probe beam [13, 14], in the regime of dense
atomic samples, in which dipole-dipole interactions are
predominant. The work presented here, however, focuses
on mechanisms of momentum transfers between light and
matter in a regime where ensembles are inhomogeneous
and where dipole-dipole interactions are negligible.

We report on new developments concerning elec-
trostriction, a force reported by Matzliah et. al in [15]
and thought to emerge when an atomic ensemble acts as
a lens and refracts an incoming plane wave. An intuitive
momentum conservation picture leads to the derivation
of a force acting transversely to the light’s propagation
direction, and depending linearly on the atomic suscep-
tibility. Our theoretical and experimental results point
towards the non-existence of this force in the form that
was previously thought-of.

We first present a theoretical derivation that predicts
the absence of a transverse force resulting from the refrac-
tion of a far-off-resonance plane-wave by a dilute atomic
ensemble. We then describe a series of well-controlled
and well-calibrated experiments aimed at proving the ab-
sence of such a force.

II. THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS

Well-established theories on the force density experi-
enced by dielectrics in the presence of electromagnetic
radiation predict that, in the limit of non-magnetic di-
electric materials where pressure gradients are insignifi-
cant, the force density averaged over an optical cycle is
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given by the following formula [1–3]:
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where ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity, ϵ is the relative per-
mittivity of the material, n∗ is the ensemble density and
E is the electric field amplitude. The first term in the
force density can be associated to momentum conserva-
tion arising from the deviation of light rays by the en-
semble, while the second term is the gradient of the in-
teraction energy between the dielectric and the field.

For a dilute gas, ϵ = 1+n∗α/ϵ0, where α is the single-
atom polarizability. The force density can then simply
be re-written as
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The above expression accounts solely for the well-known
dipole force, therefore, in the absence of an intensity gra-
dient, one should not measure any back action on the
cloud when light propagates through it, to first order in
the polarizability. The absence of such a force is due to
exact cancellation between the first and second terms of
equation (1) and confirmed by theories that treat this
problem in a microscopic framework, based on a dipole-
dipole interaction approach [16–19].

Equation (1) of [15] derived the optomechanical strain
resulting from back action to refraction of an incom-
ing plane wave by a dilute atomic ensemble by calculat-
ing the change of the electromagnetic momentum in the
eikonal approximation. It captured correctly the trans-
verse parts of the first term of equation (1) but omitted
its longitudinal component. Indeed, we note that adding
∆p = ℏk∆n, the Minkowsky correction to the electro-
magnetic momentum in [15] naturally yields this missing
longitudinal term and therefore turns the prediction of
[15] to be isotropic. The second term of equation (1)
that does not emerge from momentum conservation con-
siderations was completely neglected in [15], leading to a
first order force in the single atom polarizability even for
plane wave illumination where the dipole force is absent.
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III. EXPERIMENT

We now report on experimental results showing the ab-
sence of a back-action following the refraction of light by
an atomic ensemble, in the dilute and far-off-resonance
limits. The presence of such a force would result in a
change in the ensemble’s momentum distribution after
the passing of a plane wave pulse through the cloud.
Therefore, our experimental sequence consists in produc-
ing a thermal ensemble at a few hundreds of nK by means
of evaporative cooling in an optical dipole trap, releas-
ing the trap, immediately pulsing a plane-wave on the
ensemble for τ = 400µs, and measuring the cloud’s mo-
mentum distribution via absorption imaging after 20ms
of time-of-flight.

Our thermal 87Rb clouds contain approximately 5×105

atoms at a temperature of 400nK, and we measure the
trap oscillation frequency at the end of evaporation to
be ω ≃ 2π × 90Hz in all directions. Note that the trap
oscillation period is much larger than τ such that we can
neglect thermal motion during the plane-wave pulse.

The optical layout used for electrostriction measure-
ments is presented in figure 1. A beam of waist 1.05mm
originates from Thorlabs’ F220APC-780 fiber collimator
and we check its intensity profile right before the cell us-
ing a beam profiler. The beam diameter has been chosen
such that the intensity profile impinging on the atoms
is quasi-uniform, therefore suppressing the traditional
dipole force by more than three orders of magnitude com-
pared to an hypothetical electrostriction force. After en-
tering the vacuum chamber, the beam passes through
the ensemble and then propagates along the long axis of
the vacuum chamber, from the experiment cell to the 2D
MOT cell. This is to ensure that reflections of the beam
at glass interfaces will not reach the atoms and cause
parasitic dipole forces. The power in the electrostriction
beam ranges from 0 to 300mW, and we can continuously
vary its detuning with respect to the F = 1 to F ′ = 2
transition of the D2 line of 87Rb, in the −100GHz to
+100GHz range. We added the option of retro-reflecting

FIG. 1. Optical layout used for the electrostriction experi-
ment. The shutter allows us to retro-reflect or not the elec-
trostriction beam onto itself. We monitor the power in the
incoming and reflected beams by using a fast-photodiode and
a wedged window placed at the fiber’s output. The wedged
window is used in order to insure that there are no interfer-
ence fringes on the atoms themselves.

the beam onto itself in order to create a 1D optical lattice
potential. This allowed us to perform precise on-atom
light intensity measurements by diffracting the ensemble
on the lattice and measuring the oscillations of Kapitza-
Dirac orders [20]. One can derive a relation between the
light intensity, its detuning and the oscillation frequency
by numerically solving Mathieu’s equation for a 1D op-
tical lattice [21]. By measuring this oscillation frequency
and measuring the laser detuning with a wave-meter, we
directly measure the maximum on-atom intensity to be
4.5× 104W.m−2.

FIG. 2. Comparison between our experiment (circular mark-
ers) and the theory of [15] (dashed lines) for detunings be-
tween ±50GHz and ±100GHz, showing the absence of elec-
trostriction as described in [15]. The aspect ratio, AR, was
measured after 20ms of time-of-flight. Each data point was
obtained by averaging 30 experimental runs and the data
was collected in a random order. Error-bars correspond
to the standard deviation of the data-spread. The maxi-
mum intensity of the incoming beam was measured to be
4.5 × 104W.m−2 by retro-reflecting it and measuring the os-
cillations of Kapitza-Dirac orders [20].

A. Absence of a transverse electrostriction force

In [15], Matzliah et. al reported on a transverse elec-
trostriction force with respect to the incoming light.
They measured variations of the ensemble’s aspect ratio
after time-of-flight, AR, as a function of various experi-
mental parameters such as the laser’s detuning and inten-
sity. Note that in the case of a transverse electrostriction
force, AR is such that [15]

AR2 − 1 =

(
σes
p

σth
p

)2

, (4)
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where σes
p is the momentum distribution width of the

electrostriction impulse, and σth
p is the initial thermal

momentum width. Therefore, in the case of a transverse
electrostriction force, measuring the cloud’s aspect ratio
gives a direct measurement of the force. Reproducing the
experiment from [15] in a different experimental setup
and in a well-controlled setting, we measured no effect
from the electrostriction pulse on the value of AR2 − 1,
in agreement with equation (1) taken in the appropriate
limits. In figure 2, we show measurements of AR2 − 1 as
a function of the electrostriction beam power and its de-
tuning, ∆, between ±50GHz and ±100GHz with respect
to the F = 1 to F ′ = 2 transition of the D2 line of 87Rb.
At detunings of ±50GHz and at maximal intensity, the
theory prediction from [15] is larger than our measure-
ment by more than a thousand standard deviations.

When the incoming beam was illuminated through a
side window of our 3D MOT cell we measured significant
deviations of the aspect ratios from unity, similar to the
measurements of [15]. By carefully monitoring the spatial
profile of the beam, we identified fringes across the beam
due to weak undesired reflections from the cell walls that
are unavoidable in the case of side illumination. We thus
asses that the aspect ratios measured in [15] resulted from
a residual dipole force due to similar imperfections on the
beam used.

B. Absence of an isotropic electrostriction force

In addition to the absence of a transverse force, we
show experimentally that, in the case of plane wave illu-
mination and in the far-off-resonance limit, the two terms
in equation (1) compensate one-another. To that end,
we systematically measured the width of the ensemble’s
momentum distribution with and without pulsing the
electrostriction beam. Initially, our thermal ensembles
exhibit Gaussian position and momentum distributions
with

σth
r =

√
kBT

mω2
and σth

p =
√
kBTm. (5)

We define β as the ratio between the Gaussian width
of the cloud after time-of-flight in the pulsed and un-
pulsed cases. Upon acting on the ensemble, f changes
the momentum distribution of the cloud to

σpulsed
p =

√
σth
p

2
+ σf

p
2
. (6)

Similarly to the derivation shown in [15], after a time-
of-flight long with respect to 2π/ω, the ratio β is such
that

β2 − 1 =

(
σf
p

σth
p

)2

. (7)

Therefore, measuring β2−1 yields a direct measurement

FIG. 3. Comparison between our experiment (circular mark-
ers) and an incomplete theory where only the first term of
equation (1) would be present (dashed lines), for detunings
between −30GHz and −100GHz. The β parameter was
measured after 20ms of time-of-flight. Each data point was
obtained by averaging 30 experimental runs and the data
was collected in a random order. Error-bars correspond
to the standard deviation of the data-spread. The maxi-
mum intensity of the incoming beam was measured to be
4.5 × 104W.m−2 by retro-reflecting it and measuring the os-
cillations of Kapitza-Dirac orders [20].

of the action of f on the ensemble. In figure 3, we show
the evolution of β2−1 as a function of the electrostriction
beam power for various detunings as well as the theoret-
ical expectations in the case where only the first term of
equation (1) would be present i.e. if we were to follow the
intuitive picture of momentum conservation that follows
the refraction of light rays by the cloud.
As in the transverse case, at maximal intensity and at

a detuning of −30GHz, the measured value of β2−1 and
the one predicted by the incomplete theory differ by more
than a thousand standard deviations. We attribute the
slight deviation from zero to incoherent scattering by the
electrostriction beam. We can conclude on the absence
of a mechanical back-action on a dilute atomic ensemble
through which a plane wave propagates, to first order in
the atomic susceptibility.

IV. CONCLUSION

It is clear from the theoretical picture we presented
that one should not expect a mechanical back action to
first order in α to the refraction of light by a dilute atomic



4

ensemble. The deflection of light rays imparts a momen-
tum kick to a volume element of the cloud which, alone,
would lead to a decrease of the ensemble’s density in the
case of a red-detuned beam. However, locally, the inter-
action energy between the medium and the electric field
would increase if the density was to get lower. There is
therefore a force that prevents this from happening. In
the dilute limit i.e. when the susceptibility is propor-
tional to the density, these two forces compensate one
another exactly. Outside of the dilute regime, the inter-
action energy and the momentum conservation condition
have a different dependence on the atomic density, such
that the two forces do not compensate one another, and
one can derive forces proportional to α2 [14, 19].

We have described above our recent experimental ef-
forts where careful beam calibration and characterization

reveal the absence of electrostriction as reported in [15].
We believe that the results previously reported were the
result of a parasitic dipole force due to imperfections of
the illuminating beam and do not reflect a new physi-
cal mechanism. These experimental results are in agree-
ment with well-established theories that predicts exact
cancellation between the two terms of equation (1) and
hence the absence of an electrostriction force in the dilute
regime.
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[14] M. Maiwöger, M. Sonnleitner, T. Zhang, I. Mazets,
M. Mallweger, D. Rätzel, F. Borselli, S. Erne, J. Schmied-
mayer, and P. Haslinger, Observation of light-induced
dipole-dipole forces in ultracold atomic gases (2022),
arXiv:2202.00562 [cond-mat.quant-gas].

[15] N. Matzliah, H. Edri, A. Sinay, R. Ozeri, and N. David-
son, Observation of optomechanical strain in a cold
atomic cloud, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 163201 (2017).

[16] S. Bux, E. Lucioni, H. Bender, T. Bienaimé, K. Lauber,
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