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Subwavelength atomic arrays offer a powerful platform for engineering cooperative light-matter
interactions and enabling quantum metasurfaces. We demonstrate that a two-dimensional array
of three-level atoms operating under electromagnetically induced transparency can function as a
tunable dual-band atomic mirror, where two independently controllable reflection bands emerge
from the collective optical responses mediated by dipole-dipole interactions. These resonances yield
dual reflection bands with asymmetric linewidths, whose spectral positions and bandwidths can
be tuned through the control-field parameters, dipole orientation, incident geometry, and lattice
constant. We further identify the conditions under which additional diffraction orders emerge, which
delineate the operational and tunable range of the atomic mirror via its collective-mode structure.
This scheme provides a fully tunable dual-band atomic mirror operating across broad frequency and
angular ranges, offering a practical and experimentally accessible pathway toward reconfigurable
photonic elements in atomic-array platforms at low energy levels.

I. INTRODUCTION

Photonics drives our modern information society,
whereas electronic technologies face bandwidth and en-
ergy efficiency challenges due to exponential traffic
growth [1]. Photons have the merits of high data rates,
low power consumption, broad bandwidth, and decoher-
ence resistance, making them ideal information carri-
ers [2, 3]. Thus, shaping and controlling photon flows
is crucial in optical networks, driving research in pho-
tonic crystals [4, 5], chiral phase modulation [6], unidi-
rectional reflection [7–10], nonreciprocal scattering [11–
13], and unidirectional amplification [14–16]. As a funda-
mental quantum interference effect, electromagnetically
induced transparency (EIT) provides a versatile method
for all-optical control, offering tunable transparency and
slow-light behavior with minimal absorption [17]. These
features enable a wide range of applications, includ-
ing slow/fast light [18, 19], photonic band-gap engineer-
ing [20–23], optical switching [24], and light storage [25].
Additionally, the nonlinear response and integration of
materials like graphene [26–28], active media [29, 30],
and semiconductor photonic crystal cavities [31] further
enhance photon flow control.

Metasurfaces, with their ability to precisely engineer
subwavelength patterns from dielectric or metallic thin
films, have emerged as a novel platform for manipulating
photons and designing optical networks [32–35]. Sub-
wavelength atomic arrays, recently referred to as atomic
metasurfaces, represent a new paradigm for quantum
metamaterials [36]. With the fully coherent dipole-dipole
interactions between atoms, the collective lattice modes
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significantly enhance the atomic optical cross section,
thereby facilitating an efficient light-atom interface [37–
39]. These metasurfaces also exhibit a dipole-blocking
effect, which, along with their exceptional non-classical
light scattering properties, distinguishes them from Ryd-
berg atom-based systems [40, 41]. In radiative dynamics,
this system allows photons to propagate within the ma-
terial with an extremely long lifetime, which is crucial for
efficient photon storage [42–44] and transfer [45, 46]. This
phenomenon has sparked interest in exploring its po-
tential applications in one-dimensional atomic-waveguide
quantum electrodynamics (QED), aiming to mitigate the
wave losses typically encountered in traditional waveg-
uides [47–49]. This concept has been further extended
to the two-dimensional (2D) configuration [50]. No-
tably, by designing the topological distribution and op-
timizing the internal degrees of freedom of atoms, meta-
surface materials can be engineered to support robust
long-lived topological modes [37, 51, 52], including high-
order topological photon states [53]. As a burgeoning
class of quantum metamaterials, atomic metasurfaces
have been the subject of various studies investigating
their application prospects, such as entangled states in
quantum networks [36, 54], cooperative sensing [55, 56],
chirality-induced spin-orbit coupling [57], and collectively
enhanced ground-state cooling [58]. The properties of
these materials continue to drive research and develop-
ment in quantum optics and photonics.

Recently, subwavelength atomic arrays have garnered
significant attention in the field of optical engineer-
ing, offering promising applications in wavefront en-
gineering [59] and optical magnetic mirrors [60, 61].
A recent experimental breakthrough demonstrated that
a monolayer atomic metasurface can function as an
atomic mirror, enabling effective manipulation of light
propagation [62]. Additionally, by leveraging Ryd-
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(a) (b） (c)

FIG. 1. (a) A square atomic array positioned in the x-y plane
at z = 0 in free space, where each atom is driven into a three-
level system. (b) Schematic of two types of oblique incidence
for the weak probe field with an incident angle θ, where the
red (blue) arrow represents incident in the x-z (y-z) plane
with a wavevector component k′

y = 0 (k′
x = 0). (c) Scattering

of the probe field at a general incidence angle, illustrating the
polarization states of the incident and scattered fields within
the orthogonal polarization basis {e±

p , e
±
s }, where the super-

script + (−) corresponds the transmitted (reflected) field.

berg interactions in conjunction with subwavelength
atomic arrays, optically-controllable switches and coher-
ent photon-photon gates can be realized via the Rydberg
blockade effect [63, 64], experimentally validated in re-
cent studies [65]. However, this approach is constrained
by the interplay between the Rydberg blockade radius
and the beam waist, while a single cooperative resonance
peak limits the operational bandwidth in optical network
applications. Consequently, broadening the spectral re-
sponse range and developing advanced control strategies
remain critical challenges in atomic mirror technologies.

To overcome the limitations discussed above, we pro-
pose an alternative approach that realizes a dual-band
atomic mirror based on a subwavelength atomic array
operating in the EIT regime without Rydberg states.
The present model enables flexible control over the mir-
ror characteristics, such as the bandwidth and operating
frequency range, by tuning the system’s field parame-
ters within experimentally feasible regimes. Moreover,
the polarization-dependent response of the array pro-
vides a versatile platform for implementing polarization-
selective functionalities, including beam splitting and fil-
tering. The structure of this paper is organized as follows:
In Sec. II, we present the system model and scattering
theory, explaining the calculations. In Sec. III, we inves-
tigate the directional collective modes and the coopera-
tive optical response of the system to the incident probe
field, where the response function is effectively described
by decaying-dressed states. In Sec. IV, we analyze the re-
flection and transmission spectra of the system to demon-
strate the behavior of the atomic mirror, supported by
an examination of the first-order diffraction. Finally, in
Sec. V, we summarize our findings and conclusions.

II. MODEL AND EQUATIONS

As shown in Fig. 1(a), we consider a 2D square atomic
array with lattice constant d in the x-y plane, where
each atom is driven into a three-level ladder-type con-

figuration with a ground state |g⟩ and two excited states
|e⟩ and |r⟩. These states correspond to the energy lev-
els of the 87Rb atom, specifically |g⟩ =

∣∣5S1/2, F = 2
〉
,

|e⟩ =
∣∣5P1/2, F = 3

〉
, and |r⟩ =

∣∣7S1/2, F = 3
〉
. A strong

control field with amplitude Ec and frequency νc drives
the transition |r⟩ ↔ |e⟩, characterized by Rabi frequency
Ωc = 1

2ℏµre · Ec and detuning ∆c = νc − ωre. Here,
µij and ωij (i, j = g, e, r) denote the electric-dipole
moment and the resonant frequency of the correspond-
ing atomic transition, respectively. Meanwhile, a weak
probe field with amplitude Ep and frequency νp drives
|e⟩ ↔ |g⟩, with Rabi frequency Ωp = 1

2ℏµeg ·Ep, detun-
ing ∆p = νp − ωeg, and wavevector k′.

Under the electric-dipole and rotating-wave approxi-
mations, the real-space non-Hermitian effective Hamilto-
nian is given by

Heff/ℏ =

N∑
j=1

[(
ωe − i

Γe

2

)
σ̂j
ee +

(
ωr − i

Γr

2

)
σ̂j
rr

]

−
N∑
j=1

(
Ωpσ̂

j
ege

−iνpt +Ωcσ̂
j
ree

−iνct +H.c
)

− 3πΓec

ωeg

N∑
j ̸=i

℘∗
i ·G(ri, rj) ·℘j σ̂

i
egσ̂

j
ge, (1)

where N is the number of atoms in the array, c is the
speed of light, ℘j = ℘ = µeg/|µeg| is the unit vector
of atomic polarization. Here, we assume that all array
atoms have identical polarization, ri is the position of the
ith atom, and Γe(r) = |µeg(re)|2ω3

eg(re)/(3πϵ0ℏc
3) is the

radiation linewidth of an individual atom in free space for
the level |e⟩ (|r⟩). Unlike traditional EIT schemes [5–8],
the final term of Eq. (1) represents the dipolar spin-spin
interaction that can be captured by the dyadic Green’s
function G in free space [66]. This is derived by adiabat-
ically eliminating the reservoir degree of freedom in the
Born-Markov approximation and cannot be neglected at
subwavelength scales.

In the thermodynamic limit (N → ∞), the Hamil-
tonian Heff , within the single-excitation subspace, can
be transformed into momentum space using the Fourier

transform. The Bloch operators S†
k and M†

k are defined
as

S†
k =

1√
N

∑
j

σj
ege

ik·rj ,

M†
k =

1√
N

∑
j

σj
ree

ik·rj .

(2)

The Hamiltonian in the interaction picture can be ex-
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pressed in momentum space as

Heff/ℏ =
∑
k

Hk/ℏ

=
∑
k

[
−
(
Ωp,kS

†
k +ΩcM

†
k + c.c

)
+(ξ −∆p)M

†
kMk + (η −∆p)S

†
kSk

]
, (3)

where Ωp,k = 1
2ℏµeg ·Ep,k withEp,k = 1√

N

∑
j Epe

−ik·rj ,

ξ = −∆c − iΓr/2, and η = ∆k − iΓk/2 with cooper-
ative shift ∆k and cooperative decay rate Γk. Here,
η = −3πΓec℘

∗ · Gk · ℘/ωeg − iΓe/2 [37, 51], where

Gk =
∑

i̸=j G(ri, rj)e
−ik·(ri−rj) is the discrete Fourier

transform of the free-space tensor.
The master equation of the density operator ρk in mo-

mentum space is given by ρ̇k = − i
ℏ [Hk, ρk]+ΓkŜkρkŜ

†
k+

ΓrM̂kρkM̂
†
k. Then we obtain the motion equations

∂

∂t
ρeg,k = −i [Ωp,k (ρee,k − ρgg,k) + (η −∆p) ρeg,k − Ωcρrg,k]

∂

∂t
ρrg,k = −i [−Ωcρeg,k +Ωp,kρre,k + (ξ −∆p) ρrg,k]

∂

∂t
ρre,k = −i [Ωc (ρrr,k − ρee,k) + (ξ − η) ρre,k +Ωp,kρrg,k]

∂

∂t
ρgg,k = −i

[
−Ω∗

p,kρeg,k +Ωp,kρge,k
]
+ Γkρee,k

∂

∂t
ρee,k = −i

[
−Ωp,kρge,k +Ω∗

p,kρeg,k +Ωcρer,k − Ω∗
cρre,k

]
+ Γrρrr,k − Γkρee,k

(4)
constrained by ρij,k = ρ∗ji,k and

∑
ρjj = 1.

In the weak-probe limit, the complex probe suscepti-
bility of a three-level system is written as

χeff =
|µeg|2

ℏ
ρeg,k
Ωp,k

=
|µeg|2 /ℏ

η −∆p − |Ωc|2
ξ−∆p

. (5)

This linear response has two poles

∆± = (ξ + η ±
√
(ξ − η)2 + 4 |Ωc|2)/2 (6)

These poles exhibit distinct resonance responses regard-
ing the effective states, i.e., decaying-dressed states [67],
which originate from the interaction between the usual
dressed states (i.e., the eigenvalues of the ’atom+field’
Hamiltonian) and the environment. The real and imag-
inary parts of these poles determine the frequencies and
dephasing rates of the two effective states, respectively.

According to the method described in Ref. [68], the
scattering coefficients of the probe field Ep can be accu-
rately captured. The generalized input-output equation
of the probe field reads

E(r) =
[
eik

′
zz + S±(k

′
∥) e

ik′
z|z|

]
eik

′
∥·r∥Ep, (7)

with the scattering matrix

S±(k
′
∥) =

k′2

ε0
e−ik′

∥·r∥e−ik′
z|z|Gk′∥χeff . (8)

Here, k′x,y,z represent the components of the incident

wave vector, k′∥ =
√
k′2x + k′2y represents the magnitude

of the wave vector in the plane of the array, and the su-
perscript ± denotes the direction of propagation relative
to the z-axis, as shown in Fig. 1(c). Within the s-p polar-
ization basis, the incident field can be expressed in terms
of the corresponding unit vectors ep,s. These vectors are
defined as

e±p = ± k′z
k′k′∥

(
k′x, k

′
y,∓k′

2
∥/k

′
z

)
, (9)

e±s =
1

k′∥

(
k′y,−k′x, 0

)
. (10)

The optical response of the system is characterized by the
scattering matrix, which is a 2 × 2 matrix expressed in
two orthogonal polarization basis. The matrix elements
are given by

S±
µν =

iπk′

d2ε0λk′z
e±µ χeffe

+
ν (11)

where µ, ν = p, s represents the basis polarization state of
the probe field. Then the transmission and reflection of
the corresponding polarized light are denoted as Tµν =∣∣δµν + S+

µν

∣∣2 with the Kronecker delta δµν and Rµν =∣∣S−
µν

∣∣2, respectively.
III. COLLECTIVE RESPONSES OF THE

ATOMIC ARRAY IN EIT

As demonstrated by Eq. 5, the collective atomic
mode of the system induces a frequency shift in the
excited state |e⟩ and modifies its radiative bandwidth,
thereby significantly influencing the optical response.
Figures 2(a)–2(b) show the cooperative shift ∆k and col-
lective decay rate Γk for out-of-plane atomic polarization
℘̂ = ℘̂z and in-plane atomic polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x, respec-
tively, along a high-symmetry path of the first Brillouin
zone. In both polarization cases, the collective mode
exhibits strong coupling (sufficiently large Γk) to free-
space modes within the light cone (kc < ωeg), mani-
festing superradiant characteristics due to constructive
interference between array atoms. Note that, for out-of-
plane case, the system displays perfect subradiant char-
acteristics at the Γ point, i.e., Γk = 0 (see Fig. 2(a)).
This arises because radiation along the orientation of the
atomic dipole polarization is forbidden, which also leads
to a strong suppression of the collective decay rate for
other modes near this point [44]. In contrast, atomic
modes outside the light cone (kc > ωeg) are entirely de-
coupled from free-space photons due to quasimomentum
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2. Band structure of the atomic array for (a) out-of-
plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂z, and (b) in-plane polarization ℘̂ =
℘̂x. Band structure with in-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x along
the Bloch vector (c) ky = 0 path, and (d) kx = 0 path. The
insets indicate the specific path in the first Brillouin zone.
Γ, X and M are the symmetry points. The collective decay
rate Γk is color-coded. The shade indicates the light cone
|k∥| = ωeg/c. The parameters are λ = 2πc/ωeg = 790 nm,
Γe = 2π × 6 MHz, Γr = 2π × 1.8 MHz and d = 0.1λ.

mismatch, resulting in subradiant states with negligible
Γk.

For the in-plane polarization, as shown in Fig. 2(c)–
2(d), we vary the path of the Bloch vector within the
Brillouin zone and observe that the energy band structure
of the array undergoes significant variations depending
on the chosen path. In contrast, the collective response
of the atomic array for out-of-plane polarization remains
largely insensitive to the path of the Bloch vector (see
Fig. 2(a)). The primary reason for this distinction lies in
the fact that these systems belong to different space point
groups. Specifically, the in-plane polarization atomic ar-
ray is protected by the space point group C2v, while the
out-of-plane polarization array is protected by C4v.

The response of the atomic array is also influenced by
the incident orientation of the probe field Ep. This de-
pendence arises because collective modes within the light
cone are excited when the projection components k′x and
k′y of the incident wave vector k′ ≈ keg = ωeg/c match
the Bloch components kx and ky, respectively. Conse-
quently, different collective modes can be selectively ex-
cited by varying the orientation of the probe field, leading
to directional coupling between the atomic array and the
field. This mechanism gives rise to a directional mode,
whose property is determined by the incident angle θ.
This mode has recently been utilized to map effective
multichannel waveguide systems [69].

Here, we consider two incidence configurations for the
probe light, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b): incidence in the
x-z plane (corresponding to k′x = k′ sin θ, k′y = 0 and
k′z = −k′ cos θ) and the y-z plane (corresponding to
k′x = 0, k′y = k′ sin θ and k′z = −k′ cos θ). For out-of-
plane polarization, the atomic arrays exhibit four-fold
rotational symmetry C4, which results in identical col-
lective responses for both incidence configurations. Thus,

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 3. Cooperative shift ∆k and collective decay rate Γk as
functions of the incident angle θ, for the out-of-plane polar-
ization ℘̂ = ℘̂z in (a) and (b), for the in-plane polarization
℘̂ = ℘̂x with the probe field incident in the x-z plane in (c)
and (d), and for the in-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x with the
probe field incident in the y-z plane in (e) and (f). Other
parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2.

we do not consider the orientation of the incident plane
for out-of-plane polarization in the subsequent discus-
sions. In contrast, for the in-plane polarization, the re-
sponse differs because the symmetry of the array reduces
from C4 to C2 with respect to the polarization ℘̂x. The
band structures in Fig. 2(c) (corresponding to the x-z-
plane incidence configuration) and Fig. 2(d) (correspond-
ing to the y-z-plane incidence configuration) further re-
veal distinct collective responses of the atomic arrays to
the probe fields with varying incident planes.

For out-of-plane polarization, the directional collec-
tive mode excited by the probe field exhibits a pro-
nounced blue-detuned shift with a cooperative shift of
∆k ≃ 31.4Γe, for probe incidence very close to normal.
Here, ∆k ≃ 31.4Γe serves as the minimum reference value
of the collective-mode dispersion (corresponding to the Γ
point), since an atomic array with out-of-plane polariza-
tion does not couple to a strictly normally incident field.
As the incident angle increases to θ = 0.45π, ∆k further
increases by approximately 1.2Γe, as shown in Fig. 3(a).
Meanwhile, as illustrated in Fig. 3(b), the collective de-
cay rate remains close to zero near normal incidence and
initially grows slowly, before rising sharply to 149Γe in
a highly nonlinear manner as θ increases. This behavior
indicates a transition of the atomic array from a sub-
radiant to a superradiant regime with increasing θ, as
the collective excitation mode gradually shifts away from
the Γ point and approaches the light cone, as shown in
Fig. 2(a).

For in-plane polarization, the collective mode exhibits
distinct features of directional coupling, as shown in
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4. (a) Real part Re [χeff ] and (b) imaginary part Im [χeff]
of the effective susceptibility as functions of the probe de-
tuning ∆p for out-of-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂z. The red
solid, blue dashed, and magenta dot-dashed lines correspond
to Ωc = 0, 20Γe, and 60Γe, respectively. (c) Re [χeff] and (d)
Im [χeff] as functions of ∆p for in-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x,
with Ωc = 20Γe. The red solid and blue dashed lines denote
probe incidence in the x-z and y-z planes, respectively. Here
θ = π/4, ∆c = 0, and other parameters are the same as those
in Fig. 2.

Fig. 3(c–f). The optical response of the system shows
a red-detuned shift, with an initial cooperative shift of
∆k ≃ −8.4Γe when the probe field is incident perpendic-
ular to the atomic array, as shown in Fig. 3(c) for inci-
dence in the x-z plane and in Fig. 3(e) for incidence in the
y-z plane. As the incident angle increases to θ = 0.45π,
∆k exhibits a similar trend in both cases, decreasing to
−9.4Γe for the x-z-plane incidence configuration and to
−8.6Γe for the y-z-plane incidence configuration. How-
ever, the collective decay rate Γk displays distinct mono-
tonic behaviors for the two incidence planes, as shown in
Fig. 3(d) and Fig. 3(f). Starting from an initial value of
Γk ≃ 23.9Γe for θ = 0, the collective decay rate gradually
decreases for the x-z-plane incidence configuration, indi-
cating a change toward subradiant behavior. Conversely,
for the y-z incidence case, Γk increases markedly with
θ, signifying the emergence of pronounced superradiance
due to strong coupling with free-space modes.

Figure 4 shows the real and imaginary parts of the
probe susceptibility, illustrating the collective optical re-
sponse of the atomic array with a three-level incidence
configuration for both polarization cases. When Ωc = 0,
the three-level system reduces to a conventional two-
level atomic array. As shown in Fig. 4(a) (referring to
the dispersion) and Fig. 4(b) (implying the absorption)
for out-of-plane polarization, the spectra exhibit typical
two-level characteristics; however, the resonance is blue-
shifted from ∆p = 0 due to the cooperative shift (see
Fig. 3(a)). With the application of a strong coupling
field, the system enters the regime of EIT, where the sin-

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 5. (a) Reflectivity Rpp and (b) transmissivity Tpp as
functions of the Rabi frequency Ωc and probe detuning ∆p

with ∆c = 0. (c) Reflectivity Rpp and (d) transmissivity Tpp

as functions of coupling detuning ∆c and probe detuning ∆p

with Ωc = 15Γe. Here ℘̂ = ℘̂z, θ = π/4, and other parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 2.

gle absorption peak splits into two, and an absorption-
free valley (the EIT window) emerges between them near
the corresponding ∆k point. Upon further increasing
the coupling-field strength, the system exhibits Autler-
Townes splitting.
For in-plane polarization, as shown in Fig. 4(c) and

4(d), the amplitude of the probe susceptibility for inci-
dence in the x-z plane is larger than that for incidence
in the y-z plane. This behavior is consistent with the
susceptibility given by Eq. 5 and reflects the pronounced
difference in collective decay rates between the x-z-plane
and y-z-plane incidence configurations (see Fig. 3(d) and
3(f)). Moreover, the positions and widths of the EIT
windows and absorption peaks are well described by the
decaying-dressed states (see Appendix A).

IV. DUAL-REFLECTION SPECTRA

Based on the tunable collective response discussed
above, we further investigate the manipulation of reflec-
tion and transmission via system parameters. Here, we
consider a p-polarized probe field incident on the array.
As shown in Fig. 5(a) and 5(b), both the reflection and
transmission spectra vary with the intensity of the cou-
pling field. The transparency window gradually broad-
ens as Ωc increases. It is worth noting that the reflection
spectra exhibit two distinct reflection bands: a narrow
band in the red-detuned region and a broader band in the
blue-detuned region. This property enables the design of
a collective atomic mirror with a dual-reflection-band re-
sponse in the superradiance region of the collective mode,
with the operational bandwidths tunable through the ad-
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 6. (a) Reflectivity Rss and (b) transmissivity Tss as
functions of the Rabi frequency Ωc and probe detuning ∆p

with ∆c = 0. (c) Reflectivity Rss and (d) transmissivity Tss

as functions of the coupling detuning ∆c and probe detuning
∆p with Ωc = 15Γe. The probe field is incident in the y-z
plane. Here ℘̂ = ℘̂x, θ = π/4, and other parameters are the
same as those in Fig. 2.

justment of the coupling-field amplitude. Specifically,
the narrow band broadens while the wide band becomes
slightly narrower as Ωc increases. As shown in Fig. 5(c)
and Fig. 5(d), when the coupling detuning ∆c increases
from the red- to the blue-detuned side, the bandwidth of
the left (narrow) reflection peak decreases significantly,
suggesting the possibility of realizing an ultranarrow-
band atomic mirror, while the right (broader) peak ex-
hibits slight broadening.

Such a dual-band atomic mirror may also exhibit selec-
tivity with respect to the polarization state of the probe
light. For out-of-plane polarization, in both incidence
configurations (the x-z and y-z planes), the electric field
of the s-polarized probe remains orthogonal to the atomic
polarization. This makes the atomic array fully transmis-
sive to the s-polarized light (Tss ≡ 1 and Rss ≡ 0). In
contrast, the p-polarized probe can couple to the atomic
dipoles and then excite the collective response of the ar-
ray. This polarization-dependent behavior enables the
implementation of a polarization beam splitter [70, 71].
For in-plane polarization, when the probe field is inci-
dent in the x-z plane (y-z plane), only the p-polarized
(s-polarized) component can induce the collective re-
sponse, allowing this atomic-mirror scheme to function
as a polarization filter [70, 72] for the two orthogonal in-
cidence planes or as an optical diode for linearly polarized
light [73].

As shown in Fig. 6(a) and 6(b), where an s-polarized
probe field is incident on the atomic array with in-plane
polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x, a substantially broader reflection
band is obtained compared with the results in Fig. 5, ac-
companied by a reversal of the asymmetric features of
the two reflection peaks. This behavior is advantageous
for polarization-filter applications. The enhanced band-

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 7. (a) Reflectivity Rpp and (b) transmissivity Tpp as
functions of the incident angle θ and probe detuning ∆p for
out-of-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂z. For in-plane polarization
℘̂ = ℘̂x, (c) reflectivity Rpp and (d) transmissivity Tpp are
shown for incidence in the x-z plane, and (e) reflectivity Rss

and (f) transmissivity Tss are shown for incidence in the y-z
plane. Here Ωc = 15Γe, and ∆c = 0, and other parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 2.

width arises from the parallelism between the probe field
and atomic polarizations, which leads to stronger cou-
pling. Moreover, the two reflection peaks exhibit clearly
opposite trends in their bandwidths as the coupling-field
frequency varies, enabling on-demand switching between
spectral profiles of the filter. In contrast to the case of
incidence in the x-z plane, the p-polarized probe displays
similar spectral features, with only a slight narrowing of
the bandwidth.

Figure 7 shows that the dual-band atomic mirror can
be realized not only under normal incidence (θ = 0) but
also for oblique incidence. For out-of-plane polarization,
as the incident angle θ increases, the bandwidths of both
reflection peaks broaden significantly, and the peak re-
flectivity increases, as shown in Figs. 7a and 7b. For
in-plane polarization with incidence in the x-z plane,
as shown in Figs. 7c and 7d, the bandwidth for the
p-polarized light decreases with increasing θ, whereas
for incidence in the y-z plane, the bandwidth of the s-
polarized light exhibits the opposite trend, as shown in
Figs. 7e and 7f. Overall, Fig. 7 indicates that the atomic
mirror can operate efficiently over a wide angular range,
maintaining high reflectivity (R > 0.97).

In general, the dual-band atomic-mirror scheme can
operate over a relatively wide parameter range as long as
the system remains in the superradiant regime. However,
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(a) (b)

(d)

(f)

(c)

(e)

FIG. 8. Cooperative shift ∆k and collective decay rate Γk as
functions of the lattice constant d for out-of-plane polarization
℘̂ = ℘̂z in (a) and (b), and for in-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x

with incidence in the x-z plane in (c) and (d), and in the
y-z plane in (e) and (f). The red solid, blue dashed, and
magenta dot-dashed lines correspond to incident angles θ =
π/6, π/4, π/3, respectively. The inset shows an enlarged
view. Other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2.

the other-order diffraction may weaken the zero-order
diffraction (the normal reflection) [68]. We therefore pro-
vide the general condition for the appearance of diffrac-
tion over a broad range of incident angles. When the
lattice constant d exceeds λ/2, Bragg scattering opens
additional dissipation channels (diffraction order), lead-
ing to emission into directions other than the primary
reflection and transmission. This behavior can be veri-
fied by analyzing the collective modes.

The components of the discrete Fourier transform of
the dyadic Green’s function are given by

Gij
k′∥

=
i

2d2

∑
m

δij − (qm − k′
∥)i(qm − k′

∥)j/k
′2√

k′2 − |qm − k′∥|2
, (12)

with i, j = x, y, where qm are the reciprocal lattice vec-
tors satisfying qm ·rn = 2πn with integer n. For a square
lattice, qm = (2π/d)(mxex+myey). A key condition for
superradiant modes localized within the light cone is that
the square root in the denominator remains real. Phys-
ically, this corresponds to requiring a real k′z. A com-
plex k′z describes an evanescent, spatially localized wave,
which lies outside the light cone.

For the y-z-plane incidence configuration, k′x = 0 and
k′y = k′ sin θ, we have

k′2 >

(
2π

d
mx

)2

+

(
2π

d
my − k′ sin θ

)2

. (13)

For d < λ/2, only the zeroth-order diffraction (mx =
my = 0) contributes to radiation and damping. For λ >

d > λ/2, an additional diffraction order (mx,my) = (0, 1)
emerges when

d = λ/(1 + sin θ). (14)

For the x-z-plane incidence configuration (k′x = k′ sin θ
and k′y = 0), the additional diffraction order becomes
(mx,my) = (1, 0). These higher-order diffractions man-
ifest as distinct peaks in the collective mode spec-
trum [68], as shown in Fig. 8, with peak positions located
at d = λ/(1 + sin θ).
Notably, for in-plane polarization and incidence in the

x-z plane, when the probe field is aligned parallel to the
atomic polarization, the peak associated with the ad-
ditional diffraction order is suppressed and appears in-
stead as an inflection point in the collective response, as
shown in Fig. 8(c) and 8(d). This behavior follows from
Eq. (12). For k′x = k′ sin θ, k′y = 0,

Gxx
k′∥

=
i

2d2

∑
m

(1− (2πmx/d− k′x)
2/k′2)√

k′2 − |qm − k′∥|2

=
i

2d2

∑
m

(1− (λmx/d− sin θ)2)√
k′2 − |qm − k′∥|2

. (15)

At d = λ/(1+sin θ), the contribution from the diffraction
order (mx,my) = (1, 0) vanishes, i.e., Gxx

k (mx,my) = 0.
Consequently, propagation along that direction is sup-
pressed, producing a retro-reflection effect in which most
of the incident light is redirected into the zeroth-order
diffraction channel [68].
Our proposal is based on cold atomic systems, where

ultracold atoms are trapped in subwavelength periodic
potentials formed by optical lattices [74, 75] or optical
tweezers [76, 77]. In these systems, the interactions de-
pend only on the relative positions and polarization ori-
entations of the atoms (see Eq. (1). The polarization vec-
tors are defined with respect to a quantization axis about
which the optically excited orbitals are circularly polar-
ized; experimentally, this axis is set by an external elec-
tric or magnetic field. Our approach can also be imple-
mented in other platforms, including plasmonic nanopar-
ticles [78], silicon carbide nanoparticles [79], transition
metal dichalcogenides [80, 81], and quarter-wavelength
resonators [82].

V. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the cooperative optical response
of a two-dimensional subwavelength atomic array driven
in a three-level ladder configuration. The interplay be-
tween collective radiative modes and EIT gives rise to
a dual-band atomic mirror featuring two reflection reso-
nances with distinct linewidths. These bands originate
from cooperative frequency shifts and collective decay
rates, and their spectral positions and bandwidths can be
tuned through the incident angle, dipole orientation, lat-
tice constant, and coupling-field parameters. Both out-



8

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 9. Real parts of χeff , β1, and β2 as functions of the probe
detuning ∆p for out-of-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂z in (a); for
in-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x with probe incidence in the x-z
plane in (c); and for in-plane polarization ℘̂ = ℘̂x with probe
incidence in the y-z plane in (e). Imaginary parts of χeff , β1,
and β2 as functions of ∆p are shown for the same polarization
and incidence configurations in (b), (d), and (f), respectively.
The red solid, blue dashed, and black dotted lines correspond
to χeff , β1, and β2, respectively. Here θ = π/4, Ωc = 20Γe,
∆c = 0, and other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2.

of-plane and in-plane polarizations support strong direc-
tional coupling but exhibit different spectral characteris-
tics, enabling the array to operate as a polarization beam
splitter or filter. Additional tunability is provided by the
EIT and Autler-Townes regimes, allowing the dual-band
response to be reconfigured in situ through adjustments
to the coupling-field strength or the incidence geometry.
We further analyzed the conditions under which higher-
order diffraction appears, thereby identifying the param-
eter regime in which the high-efficiency atomic mirror
retains full tunability.

Our scheme provides a more accessible and versatile

method for manipulating cooperative optical behavior
than schemes based on strong Rydberg interactions. Be-
cause it relies only on single-excitation collective physics
combined with EIT control, it avoids the stringent re-
quirements associated with Rydberg blockade and long-
range interactions. The tunable cooperative response, to-
gether with the dual-band reflection capability, provides
a practical foundation for integrating atomic-mirror ele-
ments into all-optical networks and developing reconfig-
urable photonic components. These results highlight the
broader potential of ordered atomic arrays as a flexible
and experimentally viable platform for tunable photonic
functionalities and more advanced applications in quan-
tum optics and integrated nanophotonics.
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Appendix A: Responses via decaying-dressed states

The effective susceptibility χeff in Eq. 5 can be ex-
pressed as

χeff = β1(∆p) + β2(∆p),

β1(∆p) =
|µeg|2

ℏ
ξ −∆+

∆+ −∆−
· 1

∆p −∆+
,

β2(∆p) =
|µeg|2

ℏ
∆− − ξ

∆+ −∆−
· 1

∆p −∆−
, (A1)

presenting two response functions that illustrate the tran-
sition from the corresponding decaying-dressed states to
the ground states. Then, we plot the effective suscepti-
bility Im(β1) together with the response functions β1 and
β2 (corresponding to the decaying-dressed states) for out-
of-plane polarization and for in-plane polarization with
incidence in the x-z and y-z planes, as shown in Fig. 9.
In this representation, the absorption features in Im(β1)
and Im(β2) exhibit Lorentzian line shapes.
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