
Subradiant collective states for precision sensing via transmission spectra

Diego Zafra-Bono,1, 2 Oriol Rubies-Bigorda,3, 2 and Susanne F. Yelin2

1Department of Physics, Universitat Politècnica de Catalunya, Barcelona 08034, Spain
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When an ensemble of quantum emitters interacts with a common radiation field, their emission
becomes collective, giving rise to superradiant and subradiant states, characterized by broadened
and narrowed linewidths. In this work, we propose to harness subradiant states for quantum metrol-
ogy; such states naturally arise in subwavelength-spaced atomic arrays in free space and in small
ensembles of emitters coupled to one-dimensional waveguides. We demonstrate that their collective
optical response yields sharp, narrow features in the transmittance spectrum, which can be used to
enhance sensitivity to external perturbations. This improved sensitivity can be applied to atomic
clock operation, spatially resolved imaging of emitter positions, and enables precise detection of
both global and spatially varying detunings—such as those induced by electromagnetic fields or
gravitational gradients.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ensembles of quantum emitters have emerged in recent
years as promising platforms for controlling light–matter
interactions at the quantum level. In particular, when
emitters couple to a common radiation field, they no
longer behave as independent scatterers but instead scat-
ter light collectively [1–5]. The light-mediated inter-
actions between emitters lead to the emergence of su-
perradiant and subradiant states, which respectively ex-
hibit enhanced and suppressed photon emission rates due
to the constructive or destructive interference of decay
paths [1, 6–8]. The precise nature of these collective ef-
fects is strongly influenced by the electromagnetic en-
vironment. For emitters coupled to a waveguide, the
guided modes mediate long-range interactions [9], and
even two emitters are sufficient to support nearly perfect
subradiant (dark) states that decouple from the propa-
gating field [10, 11]. In free space, dipole–dipole interac-
tions between emitters decay rapidly with distance and
become negligible after only a few wavelengths. How-
ever, in periodic arrays with lattice spacing smaller than
the optical transition wavelength, cooperative phenom-
ena remain strong [8] and lead to highly structured opti-
cal responses, such as directional emission and light scat-
tering [12–15]. These arrays also host dark collective ex-
citations delocalized across the entire system, which can
be harnessed for photon storage and routing [8, 16–19]
or for mediating long-range interactions [20–22].

Subradiant states, characterized by their long life-
times and narrow linewidths, are natural candidates for
quantum metrology. Quantum metrology aims to ex-
ploit quantum resources to enhance measurement preci-
sion [23, 24], with atomic clocks serving as a paradig-
matic example, where ultra-narrow optical transitions
enable high-precision frequency standards [25]. Atomic
arrays have recently been explored as a metrological plat-
form, for instance by studying the influence of collec-
tive energy shifts and decay rates on Ramsey interro-
gation sequences [26, 27], or by probing population ex-

change between impurities embedded in subwavelength
lattices [28].

. . .

FIG. 1: Experimental setups. Schematic of metrolog-
ical protocols based on collective light scattering. A weak
probe laser illuminates (a) a one-dimensional array of emit-
ters coupled to a waveguide, or (b) a two-dimensional atomic
array in free space with a spatially-varying atomic frequency
shift δ0(x, y). The measured transmittance depends on the
collective scattering properties of the emitters. Enhanced
sensitivity arises from the narrowed linewidth of subradiant
states. The system allows detection of frequency shifts in-
duced by environmental perturbations and can operate as an
atomic clock, where changes in the laser frequency manifest
as a shift in the transmittance spectrum. In the latter case,
the detuning δ inferred from the transmittance data is used
in a feedback loop to adjust and stabilize the laser frequency.
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Although subradiant states offer significant potential
for precision metrology, their practical deployment has
been limited: the very radiative protection that gives
rise to their long lifetimes also hinders their accessibil-
ity, and their resonances depend intricately on the spe-
cific collective mode, making them challenging to char-
acterize. Subradiant modes have nonetheless been har-
nessed in platforms such as plasmonic nanostructures,
where their narrow resonances enable biosensing appli-
cations [29]. In the context of neutral atoms, Facchinetti
and Ruostekoski theoretically showed that Zeeman shifts
allow access to ultra-narrow subradiant modes in per-
fectly ordered planar lattices of multilevel atoms. These
subradiant modes differ from the superradiant ones in
their polarization profile, and give rise to phenomena akin
to electromagnetically induced transparency that enable
magnetometry with enhanced sensitivities [30].

In this work, we access the subradiant states of arrays
of two-level atoms by introducing spatially varying fre-
quency shifts (i.e. AC Stark shifts). This mechanism ef-
fectively couples subradiant modes to radiative ones and
can be implemented in both free-space and waveguide-
coupled arrays of emitters. The resulting subradiant
states give rise to narrow spectral features [31] that ap-
pear in transmission spectra [see Fig. 1], enabling the
detection of global frequency shifts and spatially vary-
ing perturbations, such as position-dependent detunings
or atomic displacements. We further show that nar-
row spectral features valuable for metrology emerge in
waveguide-coupled arrays even in the absence of control
frequency shifts. Finally, we assess the robustness of the
proposed scheme against typical experimental imperfec-
tions and estimate the achievable frequency precision.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we present the theoretical framework of our pro-
tocol. Section III discusses how subradiant states enable
the detection of global detunings, either through direct
population of subradiant states in waveguide-coupled ar-
rays near the Dicke limit, or through indirect excita-
tion via coupling to superradiant states when subradiant
states are perfectly dark. In Sec. IV, we demonstrate
how waveguide-coupled arrays enable site-resolved sens-
ing of local detunings and atomic displacements. Finally,
Sec. V examines the robustness of our protocol against
experimental imperfections—including atomic motion,
missing atoms, and imperfect waveguide coupling— and
provides an estimate of its performance, demonstrating
that subradiant states can still provide enhanced sensi-
tivity under realistic conditions.

II. SYSTEM AND MODEL

We consider an array of two-level atoms with tran-
sition frequency ω0 = 2πc/λ0 and lowering operators
σ̂i = |gi⟩⟨ei|. The atoms are driven by a classical

monochromatic field Êp. In a frame rotating at the laser

frequency ωL, the driving Hamiltonian reads

Ĥdrive = −ℏ∆L

N∑
i=1

σ̂†
i σ̂i − ℏ

N∑
i=1

[
Ωiσ̂

†
i +Ω∗

i σ̂i

]
, (1)

where ∆L = ωL − ω0 is the detuning of the laser from
the atomic transition, and Ωi =

(
d∗ ·E+

p (ri)
)
/ℏ is the

Rabi frequency of atom i, located at ri and with dipole
matrix element d. We also account for potential atom-
dependent frequency shifts δi of the atomic transition
frequency, with |δi| ≪ ω0, described by the Hamiltonian

Ĥdetuning = −ℏ
N∑
i=1

δiσ̂i
†σ̂i. (2)

The atoms are coupled to a shared vacuum electro-
magnetic environment via their dipole moments. Within
the Born-Markov approximation, the photonic degrees
of freedom can be traced out, yielding a master equa-
tion for the reduced density matrix ρ̂ of the atomic sys-
tem ˙̂ρ = −(i/ℏ)[Ĥ, ρ̂] + L[ρ̂]. The Hamiltonian, Ĥ =

Ĥdrive + Ĥdetuning + Ĥdd, contains three contributions:

the driving term Ĥdrive, the detunings Ĥdetunings, and
the coherent dipole-dipole interactions,

Ĥdd = ℏ
N∑

i,j=1

Jij σ̂
†
i σ̂j , (3)

which describe coherent exchange of excitations between
the atoms mediated by the vacuum electromagnetic field.
The Lindblad superoperator L[ρ̂] is given by [2–5]

L[ρ̂] =
N∑

i,j=1

Γij

2

(
2σ̂j ρ̂σ̂

†
i − σ̂†

i σ̂j ρ̂− ρ̂σ̂†
i σ̂j

)
. (4)

It describes the correlated decay of atomic excitations via
photon emission, and thus accounts for collective spon-
taneous emission into the common electromagnetic envi-
ronment.
The coherent Jij and dissipative Γij coupling coeffi-

cients between atoms i and j are determined by the elec-
tromagnetic environment and are given by [8]

Jij − i
Γij

2
= −µ0ω

2
0

ℏ
d∗ ·G(ri − rj , ω0) · d, (5)

where G(ri−rj , ω0) is the dyadic Green’s tensor describ-
ing the electric field at position ri due to a point dipole
located at rj . These couplings govern the collective emis-
sion and scattering of light, which occur through the
eigenstates (or eigenmodes) |ϕα⟩ of the non-Hermitian
dipole-dipole Hamiltonian

Ĥeff =
∑
i,j

(
Jij − i

Γij

2

)
σ̂†
i σ̂j , (6)

with complex eigenvalues λα = Jα − iΓα/2. The real Jα
and imaginary Γα parts respectively describe the energy
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shift and decay rate of each eigenmode. Modes with en-
hanced decay rates Γα > Γjj are referred to as superradi-
ant, whereas those with suppressed decay rates Γα < Γjj

are termed subradiant.
In this work, we explore how atomic arrays can be

used to sense both global and local perturbations—such
as uniform or position-dependent detunings δj , as well
as atomic displacements— by measuring the steady-state
transmittance of a laser drive incident on the atomic ar-
ray. The positive-frequency component of the total elec-
tric field at any position r is given by the superposition
of the incident field Ê+

p (r) and the field scattered by the
atoms,

Ê+(r) = Ê+
p (r) + µ0ω

2
0

N∑
j=1

G(r− rj , ω0) · d σ̂j . (7)

For a laser field incident from the left of the array, we
define the transmission coefficient as

t =
⟨E+(rright)⟩
⟨E+

p (rright)⟩
, (8)

where rright denotes a position sufficiently far on the right
side of the array, to avoid near-field effects. Similarly, the
reflection coefficient r is defined as the ratio between the
amplitude of the reflected field (i.e., the field scattered to
the left of the array) and the amplitude of the incident
field. The transmittance and reflectance are given by
T = |t|2 and R = |r|2.
The transmittance depends on the expectation value

of the atomic coherences, ⟨σ̂j⟩, which can be readily ob-

tained from the master equation as d⟨σ̂j⟩/dt = Tr{ ˙̂ρ σ̂j}.
We focus on the weak-driving regime, such that the
atomic system remains in the low-excitation limit with

⟨σ†
iσi⟩ ≪ 1 or ⟨σz

i ⟩ ≈ −1 for all atoms i. In this limit,
the steady-state atomic coherences satisfy the following
linear system of equations(

−∆L − δj − i
Γjj

2

)
⟨σ̂j⟩+

∑
i̸=j

(
Jij − i

Γij

2

)
⟨σ̂i⟩ = Ωj

(9)
for all j = 1, . . . , N .

Throughout this work, we consider two distinct setups,
illustrated in Fig. 1:

1. Atoms coupled to a 1D waveguide. We first
consider a linear chain of atoms coupled to a single-
mode, one-dimensional waveguide. In this setting,
the coherent and dissipative interactions between
atoms are obtained from the Green’s tensor for the
waveguide G1D(x, kp) as [9, 32]

(µ0ω
2
p/ℏ)d∗ ·G1D(x, kp) · d =

i

2
Γ1De

ikp|x|, (10)

where Γ1D ≡ Γjj is the decay rate of a single atom
in the guided mode, and ωp and kp are the fre-
quency and wavenumber of the mode, respectively.

It is worth noting that the light-mediated interac-
tions in a waveguide extend over distances much
larger than λ, enabling the formation of subradiant
states even with only a few atoms.

2. 2D array in free space The second setup con-
sists of a square lattice of atoms in free space. The
corresponding Green’s tensor is given by

G(r, ω0) =
eik0r

4πk20r
3

[
(k20r

2 + ik0r − 1)I

+(−k20r2 − 3ik0r + 3)
r⊗ r

r2

]
,

(11)

where r = |r| and k0 = ω0/c is the wavenum-
ber of the atomic transition. The spontaneous
decay rate of an atom in free space is given by
Γjj = µ0ω

3
0 |d|2/(3πℏc) ≡ Γ0. As opposed to the

waveguide, the strength of the light-mediated in-
teractions rapidly decays with distance.

In an infinite two-dimensional array, the transla-
tional symmetry of the lattice ensures that the
non-Hermitian effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (6) is
diagonal in the momentum basis within the single-
excitation subspace (i.e. when a single excitation is
shared among all atoms). The corresponding eigen-
states are

|ψk⟩ =
1√
N

N∑
j=1

eik·rj |ej⟩ . (12)

If the quasi-momentum k of the mode lies inside
the light cone, i.e., |k| ≤ ω0/c, the mode can cou-
ple to propagating free-space photons and radiate;
it is therefore termed superradiant (or bright). In
contrast, states outside the light cone are perfectly
subradiant (or dark), as they cannot phase-match
to any propagating light mode.

III. DETECTION OF GLOBAL FREQUENCY
SHIFTS

In this section, we present two distinct mechanisms
that enable high sensitivity of the transmittance to vari-
ations in the laser and atomic transition frequencies. Due
to collective effects, subradiant states with suppressed de-
cay give rise to sharp features in the transmission spec-
trum. As a result, the transmittance close to this narrow
feature becomes highly sensitive to small changes in the
laser detuning ∆L and to external global frequency shifts
δi ≡ δ on the atoms, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).
This enhanced sensitivity has several potential appli-

cations. First, it could be harnessed for atomic clock
implementations, where shifts of the laser frequency are
detected via changes in transmittance rather than by
monitoring single-atom populations, as is typically done.
Second, if the laser frequency is held fixed, a global fre-
quency offset would simply shift the transmission profile,
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FIG. 2: Two atoms coupled to a waveguide near the Dicke limit. We consider the system driven by a weak field
detuned ∆L from the atom frequency ω0. (a) is a level diagram depicting the collective ground state |G⟩, and the one-excitation
eigenstates —the antisymmetric |A⟩ and symmetric |S⟩ states— with their decay rates and Rabi frequencies. (b) Transmittance
as a function of the laser detuning. The green line is the transmittance of two atoms separated 0.04λ0, which is very similar to
the transmittance only due to the bright mode (dashed line) except for a narrow feature caused by the subradiant mode. The
yellow line represents the transmittance when an additional detuning δ = 0.2Γ1D is applied to both atoms. The narrow peak
provides high sensitivity to global detunings. (c) Maximum of the sensitivity with respect to the laser detuning as a function
of spacing a between atoms. For comparison, the dashed line shows the maximum sensitivity attainable by a single atom.

enabling precise readout of the detuning through trans-
mission measurements.

A. Enhanced sensitivity via subradiant states in
waveguide QED

As a first mechanism to measure global frequency
shifts, we consider the case of two atoms coupled to a
one-dimensional waveguide. The emitters are separated
by a distance a, and driven by an incident electric field
detuned ∆L = ωL − ω0 from the atomic transition fre-
quency. For simplicity, we assume that the driving laser
couples resonantly to the guided mode of the waveguide,
i.e. ωL = ωp, and that no additional sources of detuning
are present (δi = 0). Then, the single-excitation eigen-
states of the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (6) are the sym-
metric and antisymmetric superposition states,

|S⟩ = 1√
2
(|e1⟩+ |e2⟩), |A⟩ = 1√

2
(|e1⟩ − |e2⟩),

where |ei⟩ denotes the excited state of atom i. Their
eigenvalues (including collective decay rates and energy
shifts) are

λS =
Γ1D

2
sin(kpa)− iΓ1D cos2

(
kpa

2

)
, (13a)

λA = −Γ1D

2
sin(kpa)− iΓ1D sin2

(
kpa

2

)
, (13b)

and depend sensitively on the interatomic spacing a. Ow-
ing to the periodicity of light-induced interactions in the
waveguide, the system exhibits identical behavior for all
separations a + nλ0 with a ∈ [0, λ0] and n ∈ N. For

a = nλ0, with n ∈ N, the system reaches the Dicke limit:
the symmetric state becomes superradiant with a decay
rate ΓS = 2Γ1D, while the antisymmetric state is per-
fectly dark (ΓA = 0) and does not decay. In this case,
both collective modes exhibit zero energy shifts.1

We work near the Dicke limit, where the antisymmetric
state acquires a small but nonzero decay rate and is no
longer perfectly dark, as illustrated in the level diagram
of Fig. 2(a). In this regime, the symmetric and anti-
symmetric states are respectively driven with strengths
ΩS = Ω0 cos(kpa/2) and ΩA = Ω0 sin(kpa/2), leading to
the steady-state amplitudes [see Eq. (9)]

⟨σ̂S⟩ =
⟨σ̂1⟩+ ⟨σ̂2⟩

2
=

ΩS

λS −∆L
, (14a)

⟨σ̂A⟩ =
⟨σ̂1⟩ − ⟨σ̂2⟩

2
=

ΩA

λA −∆L
. (14b)

The corresponding transmission and reflection coeffi-
cients are given by

t = 1 + iΓ1D

[
cos2(kpa/2)

λS −∆L
+

sin2(kpa/2)

λA −∆L

]
, (15a)

r = iΓ1D

[
cos2(kpa/2)

λS −∆L
− sin2(kpa/2)

λA −∆L

]
. (15b)

Note from Eq. (14) that the population in each col-
lective state follows a Lorentzian profile centered at Jλ

1 For a = (2n + 1)λ0/2 with n ∈ Z, the system also reaches a
Dicke-like limit, but with the radiative properties of the collective
modes reversed: the symmetric state becomes dark, while the
antisymmetric state becomes superradiant.
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with width Γλ. Far from resonance with the subradiant
state |A⟩, the superradiant state |S⟩ is predominantly
populated, resulting in a broad transmission spectrum
that resembles that of a single emitter but with twice
the linewidth [see Fig. 2(b)].

Importantly, the steady-state amplitudes and the re-
sulting transmission spectrum are significantly modified
near resonance with the subradiant state. In particular,
at ∆L = JA, the steady-state amplitude of the subradi-
ant mode is given by ⟨σ̂A⟩ = −2iΩA/ΓA. Although the
Rabi frequency ΩA decreases as the system approaches
the Dicke limit, the decay rate ΓA decreases more rapidly.
As a result, the steady-state amplitude ⟨σ̂A⟩ can become
substantially larger than that of the superradiant state,
which remains approximately constant, ⟨σ̂S⟩ ≈ 2ΩS/ΓS .
Due to the dominant population of the subradiant

state, the fields scattered by both collective modes be-
come comparable and interfere. One can demonstrate
analytically that the reflected fields interfere perfectly
destructively at

∆L = −Γ1D

2
tan(kpa), (16)

resulting in perfect transmission. As illustrated in
Fig. 2(b), this leads to a narrow transparency window of
width ∝ ΓA, where the transmittance rises sharply from
near zero to unity over a small frequency range. This
sharp feature yields high sensitivity to global frequency
shifts, quantified by |dT/d∆L|. We define the maximum
sensitivity as the value optimized over ∆L and show it in
Fig. 2(c). As the interatomic spacing decreases and ap-
proaches the Dicke limit, the subradiant decay rate—and
thus the width of the transparency window—decreases,
leading to greater sensitivity. In this limit, the system
also becomes increasingly vulnerable to imperfections, as
we discuss in Sec. VA and Sec. VB, and the timescale
to reach steady state increases.

B. Enhanced sensitivity via selective coupling to
dark states

We now consider configurations that possess a per-
fectly dark state, which cannot be populated by the in-
cident light alone. Two such examples are (i) an infinite
two-dimensional (2D) atomic array in free space driven
by a perpendicular laser field, and (ii) two atoms cou-
pled to a waveguide in the Dicke limit, a = nλ0/2, with
n ∈ N. In both cases, the incident light excites only a sin-
gle collective mode, which we refer to as the bright mode
|B⟩. This mode corresponds to the symmetric state |S⟩ in
the two-atom setup, and to the collective spin wave with
zero quasi-momentum, k = 0, in the 2D array, as defined
in Eq. (12). As a result, the transmittance spectrum ex-
hibits the same profile as that of a single atom coupled to
a waveguide, with a width determined by the decay rate
of the bright mode. This spectrum lacks narrow features
and therefore does not exhibit enhanced sensitivity.

To enhance sensitivity, we introduce a periodic control
detuning that couples the bright mode to a dark mode
of the system, as illustrated in Fig. 3(a). In the case
of two atoms coupled to a waveguide, it is sufficient to
apply an antisymmetric detuning δ1 = −δ2 = δ0 to pop-
ulate the dark (antisymmetric) state |A⟩. For the 2D
array, we implement a position-dependent detuning of
the form δ0(r) = δ0 cos(k · r) with quasi-momentum k =
(π/a, π/a), which couples the bright mode k = 0 to the
dark mode with quasi-momentum k = (π/a, π/a) [18] 2

, defined in Eq. (12), that lies at the corner of the Bril-
louin zone of the square lattice and is perfectly dark if
the inter-emitter spacing satisfies a < λ0/

√
2.

Under the position-dependent detuning, the steady-
state amplitudes of the bright and dark modes are given
by

⟨σ̂B⟩ =
√
NΩ0(λD −∆L)

(λB −∆L)(λD −∆L)− δ20
, (17a)

⟨σ̂D⟩ =
√
NΩ0δ0

(λB −∆L)(λD −∆L)− δ20
, (17b)

where N is the number of atoms, and λB = JB −
iΓB/2 and λD = JD are the eigenvalues of the effec-
tive Hamiltonian in Eq. (6)—defined without the detun-
ing modulation—corresponding to the bright and dark
modes, respectively. In the case of two atoms coupled to
a waveguide in the Dicke limit, both energy shifts vanish,
JB = JD = 0. In contrast, for the 2D array, the energy
shifts and bright decay rate vary with spacing a.
Since only the bright mode radiates, the transmission

coefficient takes a simple form

t = 1 +
i

2
Γ0

λD −∆L

(λB −∆L)(λD −∆L)− δ20
. (18)

When the incident light is exactly resonant with the dark
mode, i.e., ∆L = JD, the drive and the coupling between
modes interfere destructively, resulting in zero popula-
tion of the bright mode. Then, only the subradiant state
is excited, such that no light is absorbed and the trans-
mittance reaches unity [see Fig. 3(b)]. Conversely, the
transmission vanishes when the laser is resonant with one
of the new eigenmodes of the system in the presence of
the detuning pattern. These modes are obtained by diag-
onalizing the full effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff + Ĥdetuning,
and occur at the frequencies

∆L =
1

2

[
JB + JD ±

√
(JB − JD)2 + 4δ20

]
. (19)

In the regime of small detuning strength δ0, these trans-
mission zeros are located near the bright (∆L ≈ JB) and

2 The idea of our protocol is to couple the bright mode to a single
dark mode. In this work, we chose the dark mode with momen-
tum k = (π/a, π/a), but it can equally be applied to those with
momenta k = (π/a, 0) or k = (0, π/a).
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FIG. 3: Probing dark states via spatially dependent detunings. We consider systems that have a perfectly dark state,
such as two atoms coupled to a waveguide in the Dicke limit and an infinite 2D array in free space. In both cases, as depicted
in the diagram (a), the dark mode |D⟩ will be coupled to a bright mode |B⟩ by applying a control space-dependent detuning
δ0. The bright mode has a decay rate ΓB and Rabi frequency ΩB . |G⟩ is the collective ground state. (b) Transmittance
as a function of the laser detuning for two atoms coupled to a waveguide in the Dicke limit with detunings ±δ0 (in green),
and for a 2D array in free-space with spacing a = 0.55λ0 and periodic detuning δ0(r) = δ0 cos(π/a · (x+ y)) (in yellow). We
choose δ0 = 0.1Γ0. The dashed line is the transmittance of the two atoms in the Dicke limit without detuning. (c) Maximum
sensitivity of an infinite 2D array, optimized over all laser detunings ∆L, as a function of the lattice spacing, shown for different
values of the detuning amplitude.

dark (∆L ≈ JD) mode resonances. Notably, one of the
points of total reflection lies in close proximity to the
point of perfect transmittance, giving rise to the sharp
feature presented in Fig. 3(b) and thereby enhancing sen-
sitivity to frequency shifts.

For the case of two atoms coupled to a waveguide in
the Dicke limit, where JB = JD = 0, the transmittance
spectrum is symmetric [green trace in Fig. 3(b)] and the
narrow peak is centered at ∆L = 0. As the detuning
strength δ0 decreases, the transmission zeros move pro-
gressively closer to the peak, narrowing the transparency
window and increasing sensitivity.

In contrast, for the 2D array, the bright and dark
modes are no longer degenerate, resulting in an asym-
metric transmission spectrum (yellow trace in Fig. 3(b)).
The sharpest transition from zero to unit transmission
occurs near ∆L = JD, within a frequency window of
approximately δ20/|JB − JD|. Consequently, the sensi-
tivity increases both as δ0 decreases and as the energy
difference between the bright and dark modes grows, as
illustrated in Fig. 3(c). This enhancement is particularly

pronounced near the spacings a ≪ λ0 and a = λ0/
√
2,

where the frequency difference |JB − JD| diverges.

IV. SITE-RESOLVED METROLOGY

In the previous section, we harnessed the dependence
of the transmittance on the laser detuning ∆L to detect
changes in the laser frequency or global atomic detun-
ings. More generally, the transmittance profile depends

on the positions of the atoms and their individual detun-
ings, and thereby also allows for site-resolved metrology
of these magnitudes. In this section, we examine two
complementary scenarios: (i) when the atomic positions
are known, we aim to infer their detunings; and (ii) when
the detunings are known, we seek to determine the atomic
positions. We show that both tasks can be accomplished
in an array coupled to a one-dimensional waveguide.

Physically, this is possible because, in an array of
atoms coupled to a 1D waveguide, all collective modes
can be individually addressed. Each mode responds pri-
marily within a frequency window of width comparable
to its linewidth and centered at its eigenfrequency. Im-
portantly, each mode is sensitive to perturbations with a
specific spatial periodicity. Therefore, by measuring the
transmittance over a sufficiently broad frequency range
to probe all modes, one can detect and reconstruct any
arbitrary spatial perturbation in the atomic detunings
or positions, thereby quantifying the disturbance experi-
enced by each atom.

Mathematically, to be able to quantify any space-
dependent perturbation, we will sample the transmit-
tance spectrum at M frequency points, with M ≥ N
the number of atoms. In this case, the Jacobian JT is
an M ×N matrix with elements equal to the derivative
of the transmittance with respect to the perturbation —
detunings or atomic positions— at a certain frequency,
dT (ωi)/dδj or dT (ωi)/drj . If the Jacobian matrix has full
rank = N , the function is locally injective [33, 34], imply-
ing that small perturbations can be inferred by sampling
the transmittance spectrum.
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However, full rank alone does not guarantee numerical
stability: if the Jacobian is ill-conditioned, small mea-
surement errors in transmittance can lead to large un-
certainties in the inferred atomic parameters. We there-
fore analyze the condition number, κ(JT ), defined as the
ratio between the largest and smallest singular values of
the Jacobian. A small condition number (close to 1) in-
dicates good numerical stability, while a large κ(JT ) sig-
nals sensitivity to noise and difficulty to trace back the
perturbation from the transmittance data. Note that, in
our system, the condition number is generally large due
to the disparity in sensitivity between superradiant and
strongly subradiant modes.

In the first scenario, where the atomic positions are
known and we aim to infer their detunings, the trans-
mittance is generally not injective near zero detuning.
This arises from the mirror symmetry of the array, which
causes any detuning configuration (δ1, δ2, . . . , δN ) and its
mirror (δN , δN−1, . . . , δ1) to produce an identical trans-
mittance spectrum. To break this symmetry, the array
must be initialized with a spatially dependent, asymmet-
ric control detuning δ0(r). Under this condition, a local
one-to-one mapping from the transmittance to the detun-
ings can be established, allowing small deviations from
the known control detuning to be accurately quantified.

In the second scenario, we infer the atomic positions
assuming the detunings are known. This approach is
useful in experiments where the atoms deviate from
an ideal array, providing an alternative to conventional
fluorescence-based calibration methods. As in the previ-
ous case, a spatially varying, asymmetric detuning must
be applied to break the array’s translational and mir-
ror symmetries, ensuring a one-to-one mapping from the
transmittance to the atomic positions.

To quantify the system’s sensitivity, we consider the
norm of the gradient of the transmittance with respect
to the atomic detunings or positions, ∥∇δT∥ or ∥∇rT∥.
This norm depends on the probe frequency ∆L, since dif-
ferent frequency points probe different modes, each sen-
sitive to perturbations with distinct spatial periodicities.
To capture the system’s response to arbitrary spatial per-
turbations, a natural measure of sensitivity is the integral

over all frequencies,
∫ +∞
−∞ ∥∇T∥d∆L.

Fig. 4 illustrates the sensitivity of a four-atom array
to external detunings [Fig. 4(a)] and positional displace-
ments [Fig. 4(b)]. The sensitivity is plotted for distinct
control detunings to show how much it depends on the
specific detuning pattern that we choose. The plots also
show the case without detuning, δ0(r) = 0 (blue lines),
for which the transmittance is not injective and the re-
construction cannot be performed. All other cases have
been chosen to ensure a locally well-conditioned one-to-
one mapping (with condition number κ(JT ) ≤ 104). Ex-
perimentally, one could choose the known detuning that
gives the best sensitivity and good injectivity for the spe-
cific spacing a of the array.

The discussion in this section applies only to an atomic
array coupled to a waveguide. In a 2D free-space ar-
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FIG. 4: Sensitivity to spatially dependent perturba-
tions. We demonstrate that applying an asymmetric control
detuning enables site-resolved sensing in atomic arrays cou-
pled to a waveguide. Panels (a) and (b) present the sensitiv-
ity of a 4-atom chain to (a) spatially varying detunings and
(b) atomic displacements, as a function of the lattice spac-
ing a, for different choices of control detuning: no detuning,
δ0(r) = 0 (blue); periodic detuning, δ0(r) = 0.1 sin(πr/Na)
(yellow); and linear detuning, δ0(r) = 0.1/[(N−1)a]r (red).
The case with no detuning is included for comparison, though
it is not experimentally feasible because the transmittance
spectrum is not injective and thus cannot uniquely resolve lo-
cal perturbations.

ray, the geometry prevents us from significantly populat-
ing many subradiant states. Consequently, their emit-
ted fields barely interfere with those of the superradiant
modes, reducing the information about site-dependent
detunings that can be inferred from the transmittance
spectrum.

V. EXPERIMENTAL SOURCES OF ERROR
AND PERFORMANCE

Thus far, our analysis has assumed idealized condi-
tions. We now examine how key experimental imperfec-
tions impact the sensitivity of the protocol. In particu-
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lar, we consider three main sources of error: imperfect
coupling between the atoms and the guided mode of the
waveguide, atomic motion, and missing atoms in the ar-
ray. Even in the presence of these imperfections, the pro-
tocol preserves enhanced sensitivity, demonstrating its
robustness under realistic experimental conditions. We
also evaluate the achievable frequency precision of the
scheme and place it in context with leading atomic-clock
performance.

A. Effect of imperfect coupling between atoms and
waveguide

Up to this point, we have considered perfect coupling of
the atomic array to the guided mode. We now account for
uncorrelated decay into free space and unguided waveg-
uide modes at rate Γ′ by adding the Lindbladian term

(Γ′/2)
∑

j

(
2σ̂j ρ̂σ̂

†
j − σ̂†

j σ̂j ρ̂− ρ̂σ̂†
j σ̂j

)
. Adding uncorre-

lated decay leaves the collective eigenstates unchanged
and increases their decay rates by Γ′, leading to broader
transmission peaks. Additionally, uncorrelated decay re-
duces the transmittance and reflection peaks, as a frac-
tion of the absorbed light is irreversibly scattered into
non-guided modes (such that T +R < 1).

Figure 5(a) shows that, in the case of two atoms, the
sensitivity decreases with increasing Γ′. In contrast to
the ideal case (of perfect coupling), sensitivity decreases
as the interatomic separation a→ 0 for any fixed Γ′ > 0.
This behavior follows from the steady-state subradiant
population given in Eq. (14). As a → 0, the Rabi fre-
quency of the subradiant mode vanishes, while the de-
nominator λ−−∆A is now bounded from below by Γ′/2.
As a result, the amplitude of the subradiant state tends
to zero (c− → 0), such that the contribution of the subra-
diant state to the transmittance becomes negligible near
the Dicke limit. The sensitivity is then dominated by the
broader superradiant state, which is less sensitive than
a single atom. Finally, it should be noted that, for any
given Γ′, there exists an optimal interatomic spacing that
maximizes sensitivity.

B. Effect of atomic motion

Another important source of experimental error is the
motion of atoms within their trapping potential. Even
when tightly confined by an optical lattice, atoms ex-
hibit position fluctuations due to finite temperature. As-
suming a quadratic trap, the spatial wavefunction of cold
atoms is well approximated by the ground state of a har-
monic oscillator, characterized by its zero-point motion
σ.

In Fig. 5(b), we consider two atoms coupled to a waveg-
uide in the high-velocity limit, where each atom moves
many times around its trap during the measurement.
This limit can be modeled by averaging all magnitudes
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FIG. 5: Sensitivity of two atoms coupled to a waveg-
uide including experimental errors. Maximum sensitiv-
ity as a function of interatomic distance a. (a) Effect of im-
perfect atom-waveguide coupling for different values of the
decay into non-guided modes, Γ′. (b) Effect of atomic motion
for different values of zero-point motion, σ. The dashed lines
correspond to the case of a single atom coupled to the waveg-
uide.

dependent on the atomic positions. Specifically, to com-
pute the steady-state populations from Eq. (9), we av-
erage Jij and Γij , which depend on positions via the
Green’s tensor, as well as the Rabi frequencies Ωi, whose
phases are also position-dependent. Finally, in Eq. (7)
for the electric field, the Green’s tensor is also averaged.

Similarly to imperfect atom-waveguide coupling,
atomic motion primarily broadens the subradiant collec-
tive modes of the array [35–37]. As a result, the sensitiv-
ity remains largely unchanged for large interatomic spac-
ings, but decreases as the system approaches the Dicke
limit. In this limit, the strongly subradiant mode is sig-
nificantly broadened, such that the enhancement in sen-
sitivity is lost.
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FIG. 6: Effect of missing atoms on sensitivity. Aver-
age maximum sensitivity of a 10× 10 array in free-space with
spacing a = 0.5λ0 and control detuning 0.1λ0 cos(k · r). The
sensitivity is averaged over all possible arrays with a given
percentage of atoms missing. The incident field is a Gaussian
beam with beam waist w0 = 0.3

√
Na and the transmittance

is sampled at 31 points uniformly distributed within a circle
of radius 1.2w0, centered along the axis perpendicular to the
array at a distance 1.1λ0.

C. Effect of missing atoms

Another imperfection arises from the probabilistic
loading of atoms into the optical lattice (or tweezers),
which leaves a fraction of sites unoccupied. Missing
atoms break the spatial symmetry of the array and dis-
tort its collective optical response. As a result, the
transmitted field becomes spatially inhomogeneous and
strongly dependent on the detection point, so that the
transmittance measured at a single point may not cap-
ture the full behavior. A practical solution is to average
the transmitted signal over a surface or across multiple
detection points, thereby recovering meaningful informa-
tion about the response of the system.

In Fig. 6, we study the sensitivity of a 10 × 10 array
in free-space with a spacing a = 0.5λ0 and a periodic de-
tuning δ0(r) = 0.1Γ0 cos(k · r), as a function of the per-
centage of missing atoms. Since the transmittance profile
depends on the specific locations of the missing atoms,
each data point in the plot represents the average over
many realizations with randomly removed atoms. An in-
creasing number of missing atoms reduces the symmetry
of the emerging collective effects and, hence, sensitivity.

D. Precision estimate and comparison

After addressing the experimental feasibility of our
proposal, we now estimate the achievable precision in de-
tecting frequency shifts and compare it with the leading
frequency-standard platforms.

The frequency uncertainty can be approximated as

∆ω ≈ ∆P

|dP/dω|max
, (20)

where P is the incident power and ∆P its uncertainty.
The slope is set by the subradiant feature, |dP/dω|max ∼
P/Γsub, with Γsub the subradiant linewidth. A conve-
nient estimate for the signal-to-noise ratio is P/∆P ≡
SNR ≈ C

√
ηeffPτ/(ℏω0), where Pτ/ℏω0 is the num-

ber of photons during a measurement time of τ . The
detection efficiency ηeff and the experimental contrast
C—defined as the fraction of the full transmitted-power
range that can be effectively resolved despite technical
limitations—are assumed to be of order unity.

The protocol operates in the low-excitation regime, p =

⟨σ†
iσi⟩max = |Ω/Γ0|2 ≪ 1, with Ω the Rabi frequency

determined by the input power. Notably, this condition
inherently limits the maximum incident power to P ∼
pNℏω0Γ0. Together with the expression for the signal-
to-noise ratio, this yields the frequency uncertainty

∆ω ∼ Γsub√
pNΓ0τ

. (21)

To estimate the precision achievable with current sys-
tems, we examine the D2 line of 87Rb, previously used
in subwavelength atomic array experiments [15]. Tak-
ing N = 1000 atoms, an excited population per atom of
p = 0.01, and a subradiant linewidth a hundred times
lower than that of a single atom, Γsub = Γ0/100, the
Allan deviation is ∼ 10−14 for τ = 1s. Here τ refers
to the measurement (photon-collection) time once the
system has reached steady state. Note that it differs
from the typical integration time in atomic clocks, which
refers to the total averaging time over which the clock fre-
quency is tracked. For comparison, leading optical clocks
reach 10−16 − 10−17 at one second and 10−18 − 10−19

over hours [38, 39]. This exceptional precision is partly
enabled by the long integration time, which we can in
principle also realize: after preparing the array and al-
lowing the system to reach a steady state, we measure
the transmittance and adjust the laser frequency accord-
ingly. Notably, this procedure naturally supports con-
tinuous monitoring. Once atom loss or heating reaches
a level at which the array’s sensitivity is noticeably re-
duced, the array can be re-prepared to recover optimal
operating conditions. A second key ingredient underlying
the high precision of atomic clocks is the use of ultranar-
row transitions, such as the millihertz line in strontium.
If operated on such narrow transitions, Eq. (21) indicates
that subwavelength arrays may reach the 10−19 level with
an measurement time of τ = 1 s. Such small decay rates
would increase the time to reach steady state and might
also constrain the maximum allowable excitation.
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VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have demonstrated that the narrow
linewidths of subradiant states give rise to sharp features
in the transmittance spectrum, which can be harnessed
for precision sensing. Specifically, we demonstrated that
variations in laser frequency or global detuning can be
detected using atomic arrays coupled to a waveguide (ei-
ther near the Dicke limit or exactly in the Dicke limit
with a control detuning) as well as with two-dimensional
free-space arrays subject to a control detuning. We fur-
ther analyzed the possibility of site-resolved metrology of
detunings and atomic positions. Crucially, we have also
demonstrated that these systems provide enhanced sen-
sitivity even in the presence of realistic experimental im-
perfections. In addition to demonstrating robustness, we
have estimated the frequency precision achievable with
this protocol and benchmark it against leading optical
clocks. Existing realizations of subwavelength arrays al-
ready enable meaningful precision. Their performance
could be further improved, potentially matching that of
leading atomic clocks, through the use of ultranarrow
atomic transitions.

The results presented in this work are directly acces-
sible in current experimental platforms. Subwavelength
atomic arrays have been realized in free space using op-
tical lattices [15, 40] and optical tweezers [41]. Alter-

natively, arrays of emitters coupled to a waveguide can
be engineered using superconducting qubits coupled to
a common transmission line [42–44] or with atoms and
quantum dots placed near nanophotonic waveguides [45–
47].

Future research could explore protocols that go beyond
the low-excitation limit, allowing stronger probe fields
for faster and more robust imaging. Moreover, our anal-
ysis uses only the transmitted intensity as the sensing
observable; incorporating phase-resolved detection could
provide additional signal channels and improve sensitiv-
ity. Finally, the time required to reach steady state de-
pends on the initial state of the array. Identifying states
that minimize this time can therefore improve practical
measurement rates.
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Appendix A: Non-smooth behavior of the maximum
sensitivity of a 2D array as a function of the spacing

In Sec. III B, we saw that one of the ways to measure
precisely the laser frequency or global frequency shifts
was with a 2D array in free space with a periodic control
detuning. Specifically, Fig. 3(c) depicts the maximum
sensitivity of an infinite 2D array as a function of distance
between emitters. One can see near the point a = 0.28λ0
there is a discontinuity in the derivative of the sensitivity,
which is shown in more detail in Fig. 7(a). Here, we
explain this non-smooth behavior.

Firstly, we can see that the maximum sensitivity (taken
over all frequencies ∆L) depends on the positive energy
difference between the bright and dark modes, |J0 − Jk|,
with a simple argument. Note that varying the frequen-
cies of the modes by the same constant is just a trans-
lation of the transmittance spectrum and will not affect
the maximum sensitivity, thus, it only depends on the
energy difference between the modes, J0−Jk. Moreover,
if we change the sign of the frequencies of the modes, the
transmittance spectrum is mirrored and the maximum
sensitivity remains the same. Therefore, the maximum
sensitivity only depends on the absolute value |J0 − Jk|.
In fact, in Sec. III B, we already mentioned that the
sharpest transmittance transition from zero to unit oc-
curs in a frequency range of width approximately equal
to δ20/|J0 − Jk|. Therefore, the maximum sensitivity is
directly proportional to the energy difference |J0 − Jk|.
This dependence is relevant because it turns out that

the derivative of the absolute value |J0−Jk| as a function
of the spacing is discontinuous, as Fig. 7(b) illustrates.
That discontinuity is translated to the plot of the maxi-
mum sensitivity of a 2D array as a function of a.

Appendix B: Sensitivity of a 2D array as a function
of atom number

In Sec. III B, we studied an infinite 2D array, and al-
though we did consider a finite array with missing atoms
in Sec. VC, the dependence of the sensitivity of a finite
2D array with the atom number is yet to be seen.

Fig. 8(d) shows the maximum sensitivity of an infi-
nite, a 10 × 10, and a 20 × 20 array for a detuning
δ0(r) = 0.1Γ0 cos(k · r). The sensitivity is always worse
for a finite array, but close to the infinite case, except
when approaching the light cone. Comparing the results
between the 10× 10 and the 20× 20 array, they depend
much on the specific spacing, and more atoms does not
always ensure better sensitivity.

For a fixed distance, we would expect the sensitivity
to grow and approach the sensitivity of the infinite array

for the limit of many atoms, as we can see in Fig. 8(b).
However, in general, the sensitivity does not increase
monotonously, as in Fig. 8(c), where it has larger val-
ues for even number of atoms. In fact, in Fig. 8(a), we
cannot even see an upward trend yet, and there are some
big oscillations for the smaller numbers of atoms.
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FIG. 7: Discontinuity in the sensitivity of an infinite
2D array as a function of the spacing. (a) Maximum
sensitivity of an infinite 2D atomic array with a detuning
δ0(r) = 0.1Γ0 cos(k · r), plotted as a function of the lattice
spacing a. A non-smooth feature appears near a ≈ 0.28λ0.
(b) Absolute value of the frequency difference between the
bright and dark collective modes as a function of the spacing.
The slope of this energy difference changes abruptly at the
crossing point, where both modes become degenerate. Since
the sensitivity depends strongly on the energy separation be-
tween these modes, it inherits the non-analytic behavior at
this point.
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FIG. 8: Sensitivity of a 2D array as a function of the atom number. (a), (b) and (c) show the maximum sensitivity

of a finite 2D array as a function of
√
N —the number of atoms per side of the lattice— for three distinct spacings. The dashed

line is the maximum sensitivity of the infinite 2D array with that spacing. (d) illustrates the maximum sensitivity as a function
of the spacing for the infinite array, 10× 10 and 20× 20.
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