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The switching and control of optical fields based on nonlinear optical effects are often limited to relatively
weak nonlinear susceptibility and strong optical pump fields. Here, an optical medium with programmable
susceptibility tensor based on polarizable atoms is proposed. Under a structured optical pump, the ground state
population of atoms could be efficiently controlled by tuning the chirality and intensity of optical fields, and thus
the optical response of the medium is programmable in both space and time. We demonstrate the potential of this
approach by engineering the spatial distribution of the complex susceptibility tensor of the medium in photonic
structures to realize nonreciprocal optical effects. Specifically, we investigate the advantages of chiral interaction
between atoms and photons in an atom-cladded waveguide, theoretically showing that reconfigurable, strong,
and fastly switchable isolation of optical signals in a selected optical mode is possible. The susceptibility-
programmable medium provides a promising way to efficiently control the optical field, opening up a wide
range of applications for integrated photonic devices and structured optics.

Introduction.- Precise control of optical medium has be-
come increasingly important for applications ranging from
optical signal processing [1–5], imaging and microscopy [6,
7], biomedical tweezers [8], and machine learning [9, 10].
The propagation and distribution of electromagnetic fields can
be controlled by engineering the dielectric constants of ma-
terials [11–19], mainly by designing the geometric structure
of dielectric materials to achieve a desired spatial distribu-
tion of refractive index. Previous micro- and nano-photonic
techniques [20, 21] have enabled novel approaches for con-
trolling optical fields, such as photonic crystal [22, 23], plas-
monics [24], metamaterials [25], and metasurfaces [26, 27].
The temporal modulation and dynamic reconfiguration of op-
tical media is also of great importance [28]. Rather than me-
chanically changing the structure geometry, nonlinear optical
effects are typically used to modify the dielectric constant of
materials through applied external fields [29]. However, such
approaches are usually limited to stringent phase matching
conditions between the pump and signal fields and the weak
nonlinear optical responses of materials, and these limitations
lead to various challenges in practical optical devices, such
as the magnetic-free nonreciprocal susceptibility of materi-
als [30–32]. Therefore, optical media allowing for efficient
programmable susceptibility in both spatial and temporal do-
mains are highly demanded.

In the past decade, exotic phases of materials have been
utilized for reconfigurable optical components. For example,
spatial light modulators based on liquid crystals are widely
applied [33]. Recently, phase-change materials are applied in
reconfigurable nonvolatile metasurface [34, 35] and machine
learning applications [36]. Alternatively, dilute atomic ensem-
bles provide an excellent platform for realizing functional op-
tical media [37–39]. The couplings between light with tran-
sitions of atomic internal energy levels determine the suscep-
tibility [40, 41], with its real and imaginary parts correspond-
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FIG. 1. (a) Atomic polarization
−→
P for the signal field

−→
E under the

control field
−→
Ω modulated by the spatial light modulator. (b) En-

ergy levels diagram. The control field (blue arrow) stimulates the
transition |e⟩ ↔ |g⟩, the signal field (red arrow) stimulates the tran-
sition | f ⟩ ↔ |g⟩, and |s⟩ is an auxiliary level to turn off the inter-
action between light and the atom. (c) The signal susceptibility as
a function of the ratio Ω⟳/Ω⟲ and the detuning δ : the dispersion
Re

(
χxy

)
(top) and the absorption Im

(
χxy

)
(bottom). (d) The gen-

eral schematic of the atom-cladded waveguide (white atoms) and the
solid-state emitter-doped waveguide (black atoms).

ing to dispersion and absorption, respectively. Therefore, by
effectively dressing the internal energy levels of atoms with a
near-resonant control optical field, the susceptibility of atomic
media could be modulated. In particular, nonreciprocal sig-
nal propagation has been realized based on the spatiotempo-
ral modulation of the control field, i.e., the “moving” Bragg
mirror [42]. Even the quantum property of transmitted and re-
flected signals have been proposed by quantum metasurfaces
made of atom arrays [43].

In this Letter, we propose susceptibility-programmable me-
dia (SPMs) for manipulating optical field and realizing novel
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integrated photonic devices. By stimulating atoms into dif-
ferent long-lived ground energy levels, the optical responses
of atoms can be tailored, and the susceptibility of atomic me-
dia can be programmed. The scheme can be easily adapted
in hybrid photonic systems, such as atom-cladded waveg-
uide [44, 45] and nanofiber [46] or solid state emitter-doped
photonic structures [47, 48] without requiring either com-
plex external controls or fabricating complex structures, SPMs
have the potential for classical and quantum information pro-
cessing applications, such as mode conversion, tunable optical
interference, chirality detection.

Susceptibility-programmable medium.- Figure 1(a) illus-
trates a general setup for modulating the propagation of op-
tical signals by a control laser field

−→
Ω . At a location r, the

polarization of the medium due to the signal field
−→
E (r) can be

written as
−→
P (r) = ε0

←→
χ (r,

−→
Ω(r)) · −→E (r) [29, 49, 50], where

ε0 is the vacuum permittivity, and ←→χ (r,
−→
Ω(r)) is the local

susceptibility tensor of the medium under a control field
−→
Ω(r)

modulated by a spatial light modulator. ←→χ is a second-rank
tensor of an anisotropic material, which can be realized with
an atomic medium, whose populations on ground state Zee-
man energy levels could be polarized by the control field.
Figure 1(b) shows a simplified energy level structure of an
atom, where |e⟩, | f ⟩, and |g⟩ represent a three-level structure,
and−M, ...,m,m+1, ...,M are Zeeman levels. The signal and
control lights are near-resonant with g− f and g− e transi-
tions, respectively. An idle energy level |s⟩ is also introduced
so that the atom at this state is transparent for the control
and signal fields to turn-off the interactions. Without loss of
generality, the Zeeman levels are simplified to two fine levels
m =±M [51, 52], and the input light traveling along the atom
quantization axis (z direction) can be decomposed into right-
polarized ⟳=−→ex + i−→ey and left-polarized ⟲=−→ex − i−→ey compo-
nents, that is, the signal and control fields can be decomposed
as
−→
E → E⟳,E⟲ and

−→
Ω → Ω⟳,Ω⟲ (for a more general de-

scription of the SPM, see [53]). Therefore, the corresponding
Hamiltonian (h̄ = 1) of the system can be described as:

H =
N

∑
k=1

∑
j=g, f ,e

ω j,k

(
σ
−M,−M
j j,k +σ

M,M
j j,k

)
+
(

Ω⟳,kσ
−M,M
ge,k +Ω⟲,kσ

M,−M
ge,k

)
eiωΩt +h.c.

+
(

E⟳,kσ
−M,M
g f ,k +E⟲,kσ

M,−M
g f ,k

)
eiωst +h.c. (1)

where N is the atomic number, σ
±M,∓M
j j′,k = | j,±M⟩k ⟨ j′,∓M|

with j, j′ ∈ {g, f ,e}, and ωΩ and ωs are the frequencies of the
control and signal fields, respectively. Here, coherent atom-
atom interaction is neglected due to low atomic density, and
the broadening of atomic transitions due to the atomic colli-
sion is considered. When the signal field is very weak com-
pared to the control field, i.e., |−→E | ≪ |

−→
Ω |, the control light

can polarize the atom ground states toward level M or −M,
and the atomic ground state population is determined by the
control field.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the atoms are
identical for convenience when discussing the susceptibility.
For the input signal traveling along the atom quantization axis
(z direction), the second-rank susceptibility tensor [53] reads

←→
χ =

1
2

[
χxx −iχxy
iχxy χyy

]
, (2)

where χxx = χyy = χ⟳+χ⟲, χxy = χ⟲−χ⟳, with circular sus-
ceptibilities [53]:

χ⟳ ≈
iρa

∣∣µ f g
∣∣2

(iδ + γ)ε0h̄

(
γ2 +∆2 +Ω2

⟳

)
Ω2

⟲

(γ2 +∆2)
(
Ω2

⟳+Ω2
⟲

)
+4Ω2

⟳Ω2
⟲
, (3)

χ⟲ ≈
iρa

∣∣µ f g
∣∣2

(iδ + γ)ε0h̄

(
γ2 +∆2 +Ω2

⟲

)
Ω2

⟳

(γ2 +∆2)
(
Ω2

⟳+Ω2
⟲

)
+4Ω2

⟳Ω2
⟲
. (4)

Here, δ = ωg−ω f +ωs and ∆ = ωg−ωe +ωΩ are detunings
with respect to the transitions, γ is the decay rate of |e⟩ and | f ⟩,
ρa is the atomic density, µ f g the electric dipole moment, and
ε0 is the vacuum permittivity. The susceptibility of the signal
is determined by the control field Ω⟳(⟲). In particular, when
Ω⟳ ̸= Ω⟲, we have the chiral susceptibility χxy ̸= 0 and the
medium exhibiting nonreciprocity because circular dichroism
or birefringence for χ⟳ ̸= χ⟲ [32].

Figure 1(c) shows the dependence of χxy on the control
field ratio Ω⟳/Ω⟲ and detuning are numerically studied, with
γ = 10 MHz, ρa = 1.26× 1019/m3 [54, 55], Ω⟲ = 0.3γ and
|−→E | ≪ γ, |−→Ω |. The results implies a significant change of
the effective refractive index neff =

√
1+χ [29, 56] of the

medium by 10% through control fields. Therefore, the sus-
ceptibility could be efficiently controlled by only engineering
the control field intensity distribution without requiring the
phase-matching condition between the control and signal. Ad-
ditionally, unlike the optical dressing approaches [42, 57], the
phase coherence between the two fields is not required. There-
fore, the SPM holds advantages including the high spatial and
temporal resolution in dynamical reconfiguration of the mate-
rial, the robustness against detuning and phase incoherence of
the control field [58], and the inhomogeneous broadening of
atoms, as demonstrated later.

Programmable nonreciprocal device.- Figure 1(d) shows
an example of realizing magnetic-free nonreciprocal optical
devices by employing the SPM. Atom-like emitters, such as
hot atom ensembles [59], trapped cold atoms [46, 60], de-
posited layers of solid state single emitters [61], ion-doped
dielectrics [62], and solid state emitter-doped photonic struc-
tures [47, 48], could be introduced to either on the top
of waveguide or doped into the waveguide. We note that
the atoms can be randomly distributed around or inside the
waveguide without special ordering. The combination of
SPM and tightly confined optical modes in photonic structures
has the advantages of: (1) laterally confined optical fields
posses local chirality [63], which is essential for realizing chi-
ral susceptibility. (2) atom-photon interaction is greatly en-
hanced, thus allowing the realization of high-performance de-
vices with a small footprint and relatively low atom density.
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FIG. 2. Spatial distributions of optical field |Ω(x,y)| (top), the induced dispersion Re(χ) (middle) and absorption Im(χ) (bottom) for the
signal field at the cross-section of the waveguide, with the detuning δ = 0.5γ . (a)-(c) are the results for the fundamental mode (TE1), the
second-order mode (TE2), and the superposition of TE1 and TE2, respectively. The black dotted line is the boundary of waveguide, and the
inset at the upper right corner represents the chirality (Ω⟳−Ω⟲)/(Ω⟳+Ω⟲). The green boxes in (b) show that the susceptibility has a sharp
change in space, which is about 10 nm. The parameters are γ = 10 MHz, ρa = 4× 1018/m3, µ f g = 1.4× 10−29C.m, h̄ = 1.055× 10−34J.s,
ε0 = 8.85×10−12F/m, J = 10−4γ and Ω = 102E ≃ γ .

In contrast to the optical polarization in free space, the input−→
Ω (x,y) could polarize atoms according to the chirality of the
evanescent field [63] of a SiN waveguide (width w = 800nm
and thickness h = 360nm). Through numerical simulation,
we obtained the electric field distributions of the waveguide:
including Ω⟳ (x,y), Ω⟲ (x,y), E⟳ (x,y), and E⟲ (x,y), where
we redefine ⟳= −→ex + i−→ez and ⟲= −→ex − i−→ez . Figure 2(a) dis-
plays the distributions of the fundamental transverse electric
(TE1) mode at the cross section, with the top panel and its in-
set showing the normalized field amplitude |Ωx,y| and the field
chirality (Ω⟳−Ω⟲)/(Ω⟳+Ω⟲), respectively. As expected,
the mode’s evanescent field on both sides of the waveguide
exhibits chirality. The corresponding response of signal field
is determined by the chiral susceptibility χxz, which can be
obtained by numerically solving the master equation, under
the assumption of uniformly distributed atoms and consider-
ing the decay of excited states and the relaxation of ground
states. The chiral susceptibilities are summarized by the mid-
dle and bottom panels in Fig. 2(a), showing drastically varying
of χxz in spatial due to the tightly confined control field and its
chirality [inset of Fig. 1(a)].

Compared with Fig. 2(a), the distribution of the chiral-
ity is distinct for second-order mode (TE2) in Fig. 2(b), as
is the susceptibility. In particular, there are subwavelength
features labelled by the green boxes, whose mechanism is
similar to that of stimulated emission depletion (STED) mi-
croscopy [64]. The χ of the atoms is a nonlinear func-

tion against Ω [Eqs. (3) and (4)]. Employing the superpo-
sition of different modes, the spatial distribution of the sus-
ceptibility could be further engineered. As an example, the
distribution of the control field as a superposition of TE1
and TE2 Ω⟳(⟲) (x,y) = ξ Ω1

⟳(⟲) (x,y)+
√

1−ξ 2Ω2
⟳(⟲) (x,y)

could be precisely adjusted by controlling ξ with 0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1.
In Fig. 2(c), the results with the parameter ξ = 1/

√
2 are pre-

sented, showing significantly asymmetric distributions of χxz.

In addition, as we can infer from Fig. 1(c), the spatial dis-
tribution of the susceptibility can also be tuned by adjusting
the control laser detuning ∆, the signal detuning δ , and the in-
tensities of the control Ω and the signal E. If the assisted level
|s⟩ is also employed, a more complicated susceptibility distri-
bution can be designed as needed. If the atoms are prepared
to the state |s⟩, the atoms are transparent to the signal which
is far off-resonance with the transitions between |s⟩ and other
energy levels. Therefore, a tunable scatter in a microcavity
can be realized by selectively pumping atoms out from |s⟩ at
certain positions. Through controlling the distribution of the
localized scattering points, mode conversion and atomic grat-
ing can be realized [53]. We note that the waveguide also sup-
ports the TM (transverse magnetic) modes, and similar sus-
ceptibility engineering can be realized while the spatial dis-
tribution shows different features [53]. Based on the results
above, we conclude that we can realize SPMs by employing
the high-order modes of the waveguide and other adjustable
parameters.
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FIG. 3. (a) and (b) The spatial distribution of the effective absorp-
tion of the signal field per unit area for the control light (TM1 mode)
propagating in the opposite (a) and same (b) directions, respectively.
(c) Optical isolation I as a function of waveguide length z for differ-
ent control field strengths: E = Ω (black line), Ω/2 (blue line), and
10−2Ω (red line). The dashed lines correspond to the insertion loss.
(d) Nonreciprocity I as a function of the ratio E/Ω, comparing the
cases with (dashed line, σν/γ ≃ 1) and without (solid line) inhomo-
geneous broadening. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 2, and
the detuning of signal is zero.

Optical isolation.- Nonreciprocal or unidirectional de-
vices are indispensable in anti-noise sensing and back-action-
immune communications or information processing. Based
on the above analysis, the field chirality of the control field
induces chiral susceptibility for realizing the nonreciprocal
propagation of the signal, and the nonreciprocal susceptibil-
ity for unidirectional transmission is optimal when the atoms
are around the waveguide, employing the TM1 mode of the
waveguide. Here we want to emphasize that the nonreciproc-
ity of signal transmission from one port to another port at the
same TM1 mode, and the Lorentz reciprocity is broken due
to the asymmetric susceptibility induced by the unidirectional
control light [65]. The propagation of the signal field am-
plitude (E (z)) along the waveguide follows the transmission
equation [56]

dE (z)
dz

=−ksE(z)
¨

ρ(x,y)−→us (x,y)
←→
χ (x,y,z)−→us

† (x,y)dxdy,

where ks = 2π/λ is the wave vector of the signal light,
−→us (x,y) is the normalized field distribution at the cross sec-
tion, ρ(x,y) is the atomic density, and ←→χ (x,y,z) is the sus-
ceptibility. When considering the potential isolation of the
signal, i.e., the difference in signal attenuation for the forward
and backward directions, the imaginary part of the integral
matters. Assuming atoms are uniformly distributed around the
waveguide, the spatial distribution of the effective absorption
of the signal field per unit area is numerically solved, and the
results for counter-propagating and co-propagating signal and
control lights are plotted in Figs. 3(a) and (b), respectively.
When the signal and the control light are in the opposite di-
rection, the effective absorption is mainly distributed on the

upper surface of the waveguide, where the field chirality is
significant and meanwhile the evanescent field is strongest. It
is estimated that the effective refractive index neff =

√
1+χ <

0.03 for low atomic density ρa = 4× 1018/m3, which means
that the mode largely remains unchanged. In contrast, when
the signal light transmits along the same direction as the con-
trol light, the absorption is suppressed by around one order
of magnitude. By also considering the varying control field
strength along the waveguide due to the absorption of atoms,
the transmitted signal at different propagation directions for a
given waveguide length z is numerically solved, and the cor-
responding isolation ratio is obtained. The huge difference in
the effective absorption leads to the nonreciprocal transmis-
sion of the signal light, as shown in Fig. 3(c). Here, isolation
is defined as I = 10log |Eo (z)/E (0)|2−10log |Es (z)/E (0)|2,
and the subscripts o and s indicate whether the signal light
and the control light are transmitted in the opposite direction
or in the same direction. Comparing different relative ratios
of the input signal and control field strength, excellent isola-
tion of 20 dB can be achieved with a waveguide length less
than 50 µm even when the signal is comparable to the control
(E = Ω/2), and the corresponding insertion loss is only about
4 dB. The isolation as a function of E/Ω is shown by the
solid line in Fig. 3(d), and we conclude that the performance
of nonreciprocity is still maintained with a wide range of light
intensities.

For practical experiments, the transition frequencies of
atoms in an ensemble might be broadened due to the Doppler
effect, local stray fields, or mechanical strains in solids. Such
inhomogeneous broadening of atoms can be described by a
Gaussian distribution D(ν) = e−ν2/σ2

ν /
(
σν

√
π
)
, with ν is the

extra frequency shift of transitions and σν is the standard devi-
ation of the shifts. Therefore, the overall susceptibility can be
rewritten as ←→χ (x,y,z) =

´
∞

−∞

←→
χ (x,y,z,ν)D(ν)dν .Then, the

effect of inhomogeneous broadening with σν/γ ≃ 1 is numer-
ically investigated, as shown by the dotted line in Fig. 3(d).
Comparing the two curves, the performance of the isola-
tion is weakened but still allows an ultra-high isolation when
E/Ω≪ 1, which clearly displays the robustness against the
inhomogeneous broadening of atoms.

In Fig. 4, we investigate the dynamical process and the dis-
tortion of the signal. The numerical results show that the
switching speed is proportional to the atomic decay rate γ ,
indicating that the system requires a duration of about 1/γ

to reach stability, as depicted in Fig. 4 (a). Furthermore, we
observe an interesting temporal amplification effect of the sig-
nal, which is attributed to population inversion due to the im-
pulse response of SPM, which appeals further exploration of
the programmable function. We have performed numerical
simulations to investigate the extent of signal distortion and
its dependence on the pulse width and the properties of the
atomic medium in Fig. 4(b). Our numerical results demon-
strate that the signal light experiences a very small distortion
less than 1% when passing through the waveguide with high
isolation I <−70 dB, where γ∆t > 7. For a more detailed dis-
cussion about the switching speed and the distortion, see [53].
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FIG. 4. (a) The dynamical process for the optical isolation, which
shows the high speed switching that is proportional to atomic de-
cay rate γ . The transmission is defined as To,s = |Eo,s (z)/E (0)|2.
The blue line is Ts, where the signal light and the control light are
transmitted in the same direction and the black line means the op-
posite transmission To. (b) The signal distortion for a pulse signal
E (t) ∝ exp

(
−t2/ |∆t|2

)
, where the distortion degree η (the black

line) is inversely proportional to the width of the pulsed signal and
while the isolation I is increased with the increasing of ∆t.

Conclusion.- Based on the mechanism by which the states
of atom or atom-like structures can be reconfigured by in-
put optical fields, a susceptibility programmable medium
(SPM) is proposed and theoretically investigated. The spa-
tial distribution and elements of the susceptibility tensor of
the medium are highly controllable by certain optical control
fields. For example, by employing the inherent field chiral
property of confined optical modes in photonic waveguides,
spatial-dependent chiral susceptibility is achieved with SPM,
and nonreciprocal propagation of the signal field in the same
waveguide is allowed, and we can further expand more ap-
plications, including the mode conversion, the tunable optical
interference, and the chirality detection (see [53]). The SPM
can also be generalized to other novel functional photonic de-
vices, including the nonreciprocal optical components, optical
switches, and reconfigurable metasurfaces.
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