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Abstract:

We re-examine the traditional model of a two-level chromophore in a radiation field at
resonant frequencies while undergoing stochastic collisions with a buffer gas, making explicit
the distinction between reversible and irreversible work at the quantum level. An expectation
value for the steady-state excited-state probability is constructed based on the microscopic
behavior of a chromophore undergoing an infinite number of time-ordered, irreversible, state-
changing transitions between the two (“pure”) quantum levels in the chromophore. We
distinguish among three independent mechanisms for absorption and emission of photons:
collision-induced state-changes, spontaneous state-changes (for both absorption and
emission), and field-induced state-changes. A comparison to experimental data reveals the
existence and nature of a change in the phase factor of the chromophore wavefunction for
collision-induced state-changing events; this is interpreted as a parameterization of the
impulsive nature of collision-induced state-changing events in the chromophore. “Hidden” in
this parameterization are the details of the irreversible work done during state-changing
photon absorption and emission events. The relationship between irreversibility in the
quantum and macroscopic descriptions of the natural world then readily follows using the

usual arguments of thermodynamics and statistical mechanics.
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7.0 Introduction

This chapter will re-examine the traditional model of a two-level chromophore, making
explicit the distinction between reversible and irreversible work at the quantum level. An
expectation value for the steady-state excited-state probability is constructed based on the
microscopic behavior of a chromophore undergoing an infinite number of time-ordered,
irreversible state-changing transitions between the two (“pure”) quantum states in the
chromophore. These two quantum levels are “connected” at a resonant frequency w by an
electromagnetic radiation field. Three (independent) mechanisms for absorption and emission
of photons will be described. One mechanism accounts for state-changing “collisions” with a
buffer gas and is referred to as a “collision-induced” state-change; a second mechanism alters
slightly the traditional interpretation of spontaneous (‘“natural”) state-changes to include the
ability to both absorb and emit photons in the presence of a radiation field turned on at a
resonant frequency of the chromophore; the third mechanism recognizes that sufficiently
“strong” radiation fields have the ability to perturb the electronic distribution of the
chromophore so as to directly induce photon absorption and emission and is referred to as a

“field-induced” state-change.

Along with a preliminary comparison to pressure-dependent experimental data (pressure
broadening and pressure shift coefficients) an analysis of the two-level model presented in
this chapter reveals the existence and nature of an ensemble-average change in the phase

factor A of the chromophore wavefunction for collision-induced state-changing events; this
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is interpreted as an expectation value that parameterizes the impulsive nature of collision-
induced state-changing events in the chromophore. “Hidden” in this parameterization are the
details of the irreversible work done during state-changing photon absorption or emission
events. Similarly, an asymptotic-limit (approximate) value of the change in the phase factor
A« of the wavefunction for spontaneous absorption and emission events (such as have been
extensively modeled with the mechanism of vacuum-state fluctuations) can be readily
deduced. The relationship between irreversibility in the quantum and macroscopic
descriptions of the natural world then readily follows using the usual arguments of

thermodynamics and statistical mechanics.

7.1 The Hamiltonian

The derivation of the steady-state (frequency domain) line-shape for a two-level chromophore
at the microscopic level begins, as usual, with a description of the Hamiltonian. The time-
dependent Hamiltonian # = H +V for a two-level chromophore is first transformed to a
projection representation. The pure quantum states of the “isolated” (unperturbed)

chromophore are characterized in the usual manner as:

HIg)=Eglg); Hle)=Eele) (7.1
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Equation 7.1 indicates that the Hamiltonian operator H acting on the wavefunction (or state-
function corresponding to a particular quantum-state) will return the energy (eigenvalue) E,

and E. for the ground and excited states, |g) and |e), respectively.

The “closure” relation [1, 2] (or “completeness” relation, as in a complete set of functions;
choosing which of these two words to use appears to change among well known teachers [3,

4]) applicable to the two-level model is given by:

g) (gl + le) (el = 1 (7.2)

Multiplying both sides of each of equations 7.1 by equation 7.2 (and recalling that (ele) =
(glg) = 1) gives the isolated chromophore Hamiltonian as two “unconnected” (and thus

isolated) stationary-states (levels):

H=Hg+He=Eglg) (gl+Ele)el (7.3)

The Hamiltonian also has what is assumed to be a small (in “strength”; see also section 5.1.1)
time-dependent perturbation (interaction) term to account for collision-induced electronic
state-changes of the chromophore. These interactions can be expressed as matrix elements in
the form V., = (glV,, le) and Vg, = (elV,, |g). However, our goal here is to convert the
Hamiltonian to an operator representation that has the irreversible transition between “pure”

electronic states given by |e){(g| and |g){e|l. Furthermore, there is an implicit assumption that
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the impulsive interactions between the chromophore and buffer gas are an integral part of the

collision-induced state-changing process.

It can then be surmised — and this “analysis” will be described further below — that the
irreversible state-changes of the chromophore due to collision-induced photon absorption and

emission are given by:

V(ty=—h ) Puu-E@) () (gl +g) (el
m=0 (7.4)

The radiation source is assumed to be monochromatic with a center frequency w and field
amplitude Ej; that is to say, E(f) = Eycos(w t). For the results presented in this thesis the
finite frequency width of the radiation source is neglected on the assumptions that it is
relatively narrow (compared to the Doppler broadened chromophore line width) and constant
in shape and intensity for all frequencies w. The transition (dipole) moment u is assumed to
be independent of the intra-molecular nuclear coordinates, which is a declaration of
neglecting changes in the transition moment as a function of inter-atomic separation. The
non-vanishing interaction of the chromophore transition moment and the electric field of the
radiation source is implicit in writing u *E(¢); that is to say, an observed transition is an

allowed transition.
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Equation 7.4 separates the state-changes associated with collision-induced absorption and
emission of photons into independent contributions with definite (deterministic) endpoints
characterized by the “pure” states |e) and |g). The probability P,, of the m™ collision-induced
absorption (or collision-induced emission) state-change in the time interval ¢ is given by the

Poisson distribution:

=) el 1)
m 2‘1’0 m! P 2‘1’0

(7.5)

As equation 7.5 indicates, the average time interval between successive collision-induced
absorption events is 27y, and likewise for the time interval between successive collision-
induced emission events. This corresponds to an average time interval 7y between collision-
induced state-changes. It is necessary to indulge your patience here, as we (tentatively)
recognize that: when the radiation source is initially turned-on at a particular frequency w the
absorption of photons is predominantly driven by pressure-independent mechanisms
(spontaneous and/or field-induced absorption). It then follows that this initial ensemble of
excited state chromophore is on average 7(/2 away from the next collision-induced state-
changing interaction with the buffer gas. However, the average time interval between
collision-induced photon absorption or emission events in equation 7.5 ignores any ensembles
that were initially created (in the “neighborhood” of ¢ = 0), which is consistent with the
chromophore “forgetting” its initial conditions when making the passage from one

(thermodynamic) equilibrium configuration with the nearly monochromatic radiation source
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turned off to a different steady-state configuration with the radiation source turned on at a

particular frequency w for an essentially infinite period of time [5].

The use of a Poisson distribution to characterize the ensemble-average probability of
collision-induced state-changing events of the chromophore as it traverses a path to the
steady-state condition between absorption and emission of photons corresponds to the
situation of these relatively brief state-changing events being well separated from each other
in both time and space. These conditions can generally be satisfied for pressures of buffer gas

below about 760 torr (approximately 1 atmosphere).

7.2 The Microscopic Steady-State Line-Shape

The steady-state signal obtained from a linear absorption experiment as a function of radiation
frequency w can be predicted from a first-order time-dependent perturbation analysis for the
case of weak radiation fields (linear response). We begin in the Schrodinger picture with the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation, which allows the chromophore wavefunction to be
expressed as the product of the nuclear wavefunction [/,) and the electronic ground-state

wavefunction |g).
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We choose the initial values of the phase @ and time #: @ = 0 at # = 0. The chromophore

wavefunction then begins as an “isolated” quantum system as:

() = exp(—i 7L H t) expli @) |g) [y g (1)

= [¥(0)) = Ig) [¢¢(0)) (7.6)

It is natural to separate a molecular wavefunction into the product of two contributions
operating on different time scales (Born-Oppenheimer approximation), so that the nuclear
wavefunction |if,) becomes a convenient marker during the course of this derivation.
However, this model is expected to be applicable to both atoms and molecules in the role of
chromophore and so it is worth mentioning at this point that the focus of this derivation will
quickly shift to the time evolution of the phase factor @ (during a state-changing interaction

with the buffer gas), which will be given in the ensemble-average impulsive limit as Ac.

This derivation is facilitated by a transformation to an interaction picture that allows us to
“observe” the chromophore as it undergoes collision-induced state-changes. It is basically a
method of isolating the perturbation term (equation 7.4) from the total Hamiltonian. The
“rotating frame” provides a perspective that can “see” on either side of the projection
operators |e){g| and |g){el, thus revealing the natural (as in “causality preserving”) division of
the action of the operators in the Hamiltonian on the wavefunction during these rather abrupt,
time-ordered, irreversible, collision-induced state-changing events. It also isolates (in time)

the action on the two levels of the chromophore into independent contributions, which is at
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least consistent with our notions of causality. This transformation in turn allows us to reduce
the calculation of the steady-state excited-state expectation value to integrals that have

analytic solutions.

The Schrodinger picture is related to the interaction picture by:

¥(0)) = exp(i 7l Hy 1) 1Y) (7.7)

The interaction picture Hamiltonian H; will be defined further below (equation 7.12); we will
first review the construction of the basic form of the time-ordered first-order perturbation

solution in the interaction picture. The choice of initial conditions in equation 7.6 gives:
[#(0)) = Ig) [ (0)) (78)

We are choosing an interaction picture for which the Schrodinger equation takes the form:

d - R R
— @) =it V) |[¥0)
dt (7.9)

The interaction picture Hamiltonian can be written in a general form as:

V(1) = exp(i 7l Hy 1) V(1) exp(—i o Hr1) (7.10)
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We are seeking a perturbation solution across the long averaging time intervals of a frequency
domain observation, which is basically an assumption that the measured signal (with the
radiation field at a particular, “single” frequency) corresponds to a well determined steady-
state average, often referred to as steady-state conditions. In the limit of low intensity
radiation fields we can neglect multi-photon absorption events and seek a perturbation
solution of equation 7.9 to first order in the time-dependent perturbation term in the

interaction picture [6], which takes the form:

~ N . —1 [0~ ~
|‘I‘(oo)>=(1 ih fo V(z‘)clt)|‘l‘(0)>

=1 [~
=|1-in f Vindt|lg) [¥e(0)
( 0 ) g(®) (7.11)

The upper limit of integration in equation 7.11 is based on the assumption that the time
interval over which the detector voltage is averaged is much, much longer than the mean time
between time-ordered, irreversible, collision-induced state-changes of the chromophore,
essentially an infinite period of time, as far as the chromophore is concerned, so that we are

sure to have “established” steady-state conditions.
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The interaction picture Hamiltonian H; of equation 7.10 is chosen so as to be centered on the
energy of the chromophore as it interacts m times with the buffer gas in successive collision-
induced absorption (or collision-induced emission) events. The following definitions are

useful in clarifying the meaning of the operator H; :

HfZHe+mPf
H;j =Hg+mPl'

Hy=H/+H;
=T (7.12)

Equation 7.12 is a statement of conservation of energy for the impulsive effect of the m™
irreversible state-changing collision of the chromophore. Prand P; in equation 7.12 are,
respectively, the time-dependent interactions between the excited and ground electronic states
with the buffer gas, conveniently separated by the “instantaneous” action of the projection
operators |e){g| and |g){e| in the interaction picture. What might (at first) appear to be an
unusual structure in equations 7.12, can be interpreted as a separation of the state-changing
process of the chromophore into reversible and irreversible portions as it undergoes the
“infinite” cycle of collision-induced absorption and emission. (This method of separating the
work done during a state-changing event into reversible and irreversible components will be
discussed further; please be patient, as there are several threads to weave together in this

chapter.)

We are anticipating that most of the interaction between the chromophore and buffer gas

occurs in a time interval that is relatively short compared to the mean time between
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irreversible (electronic) state-changes. On the other hand, the “suddenness” [7] of an
irreversible state-change of the chromophore during the collision event should also be
emphasized. The transition moment in the chromophore (driven by the electric field of the
laser at a wave length near 675 nm) will be oscillating with a period of about 2.5 fs. This time
interval is roughly a factor of a thousand smaller than the duration of a state-changing
collision that takes place across a distance of about 10 A at a relative speed of approximately
400 m/s. It is thus reasonable to expect that there is considerable opportunity for a net amount
of irreversible work to be done; this will be shown below to be due to the differential
interactions of the two levels of the chromophore with the buffer gas. It may even follow, as
we shall see, that the possibility of doing irreversible work is necessary for these state-

changing events to be observable in the first place.

Application of what is often referred to as the rotating-wave approximation amounts to
writing the cosine term in the radiation field as a sum of counter-propagating waves and then
dropping the term that rotates in the opposite “direction” to the rotation transformation into
the interaction picture; this is often used as justification for neglecting (what are often
described as) rapidly oscillating and thus ineffectual terms in the integrands of equation 7.11
for one direction of rotation of the radiation field [8]. The trigonometric function cos(w ?),
however, merely describes rotation, which can progress in two indistinguishable directions

when being expressed as an exponential functions containing an imaginary argument.

Page 12 of 45



E. N. Wolf: Two-Level Chromophore and Irreversibility

It follows then that application of the “rotating wave” description is not an approximation, but

is an exact relationship:

E(t) = Epcos(wt) = (_0)(e—lwt+ e””t) L EEye i@l
? (7.13)

The solution for the opposite direction of rotation is obtained by rotating into the interaction
picture in the opposite direction in equation 7.7. These two counter propagating
electromagnetic waves contribute equally to the steady-state excited-state expectation value,
and invoking the idea of counter-propagating waves in the solutions to equation 7.9 does not
appear to be necessary. Instead, when the solution obtained from considering one direction of
rotation of the electric field (as was done in equation 7.7) is multiplied by two (as has been
done in equation 7.13) the result is an exact solution, not an approximation. Furthermore, the
idea of a “negative” frequency that appears in this exponential representation is artificial; that
is to say, the real world energy transfer experienced by the chromophore is not altered by this
mathematical formalism. This particular factor of two is not terribly significant in the results
presented in this thesis, but it is important when measuring and/or calculating the absolute

value of the transition moment.
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The interaction picture Hamiltonian expanded to first-order (equation 7.10) can then be

written as:

7(t) = - hzo“o Py Eg exp(ih_l (He+mPf)t)
m=0

xle) (glexp(~i i (Hg +mP;)t) exp(~i wi) + H.c. a4

The Hermitian conjugate (H.c.), as usual, refers to the previous explicitly stated sum of terms
in equation 7.14. The structure of equation 7.14 can also be interpreted as conforming to our
notions of causality with regard to a time-ordering of the interaction between the two levels of
the chromophore with the buffer gas: the non-vanishing terms, both before and after the
electronic state-change, are on either side of the “transition projection” operator |e){g| in
equation 7.14. (That is to say, we can perhaps dispense with the notion that superposition
states are real objects and take the more rational point of view, as Einstein was arguing all
along, that causality will not be violated and the rest is merely illusion, much of it the result of
a hidden variable that will soon be discovered in this derivation; symbolically we will

designate this variable as Aa.)
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It will hopefully make the (time-ordered) algebra more transparent by reducing the action of a

transition between states in the chromophore to the instantaneous action of a transition-

operator 7 [7] mediated by the probability of successive binary interactions between the

chromophore and buffer gas that lead to collision-induced absorption events:

[0.0)
T - —h,quf S Pexplin ! (He - Hy)t - i wi)
0

m=0

Xexp(ih_l m(Pf—Pl')t) dt

(00)
=—huE0f() Z Pyexpiwgt —iwt)exp(imAa) |dt
m=0 (7.15)

The usual conversion between energy and frequency, namely £ = ziw, has been applied
between the second and third lines of equation 7.15 after accounting for the action of the
operators. The unperturbed (“isolated” chromophore) line-center frequency is given by wy =

h\(E,— Ep).

The last line of equation 7.15 makes explicit the conversion of the irreversible component of a
state-changing interaction between the chromophore and the buffer gas to an “instantaneous”
impulsive process. Furthermore, The irreversible work done on the chromophore is
cumulative (while the reversible work is not) so that the change in phase factor experienced
by the chromophore in traversing m times to the upper level with the chromophore initially in

the lower level is mAa. Similarly, but with a reversal of operator action for the Hermitian
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conjugate of equation 7.15, the collision-induced emission events begin in the upper level and
accounts for the change in phase factor mAa associated with making m transitions to the
lower level. From this perspective we recognize that A« is the ensemble-average change in
the phase factor of the chromophore wavefunction for collision-induced state-changes that are
separated by the average time interval 7. Since absorption and emission are related by
complex conjugation, the sign of this quantity for collision-induced absorption is opposite (in
“direction”) to that of collision-induced emission. The parameter Aa appears then to be an
expectation value (associated with an eigenvalue) that characterizes the irreversible work
done in an impulsive state-changing event for all resonant frequencies of the radiation field
and all pressures of the buffer gas at a given temperature. And yet the (ensemble-average)
irreversible work done on the chromophore during these state-changing events is opposite in
sign for absorption and emission. The notion that the chromophore has a “memory” for the
irreversible work and not the reversible work and the manner in which irreversible work

“appears” at the macroscopic level will be further explored later in this chapter.

The integrals of equation 7.11 then take the form:

fooﬁ(t)clt =T ley (gl + gt |g) (el
0 (7.16)

The “ T’ symbol (or perhaps ‘1, depending on type-setting software) in equation 7.16

indicates the Hermitian conjugate of the object immediately to its left. It should also be
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recognized that when identifying 7 with collision-induced absorption the Hermitian conjugate

term corresponds to the collision-induced emission events.

The excited-state (probability) amplitude obtained through collision-induced absorption can

now be “projected” out of equation 7.11 through multiplication on the left by (e| to obtain:

el B} = el (1-ia7" [“7d1)ig) ge0)

=(e|(1-in"" (T1e) (gl + T 1) (el) 192 [0 0)

=1
=it T |yg) (7.17)

The expectation value (e(w, f)) of observing a given chromophore in the excited-state at
steady-state conditions as a function of radiation frequency w is given by the (scalar) product
of the projected amplitudes due to collision-induced emission and collision-induced

absorption:

(e(w, )y = (e | P(c0)) (¥(c0) | €) = h_z((rT X T) (7.18)

The expectation value given by equation 7.18, often referred to as “resolving the

superposition-state wavefunction”, contains hidden information about the nature of the

irreversible work done during a collision-induced state-change. Since this point appears to be
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fundamental to measurement theory [9], it is worth mentioning that later in this derivation we
will reach the conclusion that in order to observe a steady-state ensemble-average value
(detector signal) of equation 7.18 at the macroscopic level (in linear absorption spectra), it

must be possible for irreversible work to be done during these (irreversible) state-changes.

To find a solution to equation 7.18 we first express the change in phase factor as a real and an

imaginary component with the following definitions:

expimA@) = (4 +iB)"™; 4=cos(Aa); B = sin(Aa) (7.19)

(The notation used in equation 7.19 is consistent with that used by Foley [10]. Please do not

confuse the symbols 4 and B with the “Einstein 4 and B coefficients”.)

Performing the summation over all possible state-changes m of the chromophore (due to

interactions with the buffer gas) that appears in the integrals in equation 7.15 gives:

Py, exp(i m Aa)
0

N GE

5 el

m=0 m! TO

((A—1+iB)t)
= exp
27'0

(7.20)
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The solution of the transition integral 7 (equation 7.15) is then given by:

oo (A-1+iB)t
Tzhquf exp
0 27‘0

xexp(—vyt)expiwgt —iwt)dt
fl,LtEO

A-1 . B
—vp+ 2= |+ i|lwy - w+ =
( " 2T0) (0 2T())

(7.21)

The ‘natural’ decay rate has been added in the usual ad-hoc (or heuristic) manner to equation
7.21 as a real (first-order) decay rate v, of the wavefunction amplitude. It is worth noting that
when the natural decay rate is set equal to zero the solution to equation 7.21 strictly requires

that 4 is less than one (4 < 1).

According to equation 7.18 the expectation value for the steady-state excited-state probability

(e(w, t)) corresponds to ¢ = oo and is given by:

(e(w, o)) = ?31_2(7’T X ‘T)

B (1 Eq)?

- 2 2
(vn+ —I_A) +(w0—w+ L)
2 2‘1’0

(7.22)
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Equation 7.22 is the well known Lorentz (Cauchy) distribution so that normalization gives the
“ideal” ensemble-average expectation value (probability) for the excited-state of a two-level

chromophore (to first-order in the perturbation “expansion’):

Ez(;)( u)
(1 Eo) 2 Vn+27'0

<€(CU, CO)> == 2 2
2 2 ZO

(7.23)

In the limit of infinitely weak radiation fields the approximation inherent in equation 7.23
becomes a perfect equality; however, we expect that this approximation can be treated as a
perfect equality when care is taken to ensure the radiation fields are sufficiently “weak™. It is
perhaps worth noting that the first term in the denominator of equation 7.23 (containing A4) is
in units of events per time (usually referred to as cycles per time); while the other term
(containing B) is in units of angular frequency, which is equal to “events per time” multiplied

by 2.

7.3 The Macroscopic Steady-State Linear Absorption Signal

Electronic detectors return a time-averaged (steady-state) voltage (signal) that is proportional
to the intensity of the radiation field incident on these (macroscopic) devices. It is generally
most convenient to arrange linear absorption experiments so that the radiation fields are well

collimated beams. The total path length L of the absorbing medium and the chromophore
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number density in a typical steady-state linear absorption experiment are chosen so that the
strongest absorbing feature of interest does not absorb all of the incident radiation: 7 /1, > 0,
where Iy is the transmitted radiation intensity in the absence of an absorbing medium and 7 is
the transmitted radiation intensity at frequency w in the presence of an absorbing medium of
fixed path length and at constant temperature and pressure. Furthermore, a working definition
of what it means to be in the linear response region (of a perturbation analysis) with regard to
changes in the radiation intensity can be realized experimentally by the observation that
incident radiation intensities that differ by an order of magnitude (or preferably more) will
give the same value for / /] at the same strongly resonant frequency w and all other
conditions (temperature, pressure, and path length) held fixed. An analysis of the line-shape
associated with the predicted excited-state probability distribution of equation 7.23 requires

that both of the above conditions be satisfied.

The time-averaged intensity of a radiation field is proportional to the square of the electric
field amplitude E, at a given location in space. Defining the radiation propagation direction
as z, we first recognize that E” in equation 7.23 corresponds to the radiation field that
interacts with a chromophore located in a thin slice in the region z — z + dz. This recognition
suggests that we separate this experimental parameter from the steady-state excited-state
probability of equation 7.23 according to (e(w, c0)) = (ﬂEo)2 (e(w, »)), and similarly for

(8w, )).
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A macroscopic steady-state linear absorption signal can then be characterized (as a
proportion) by the differential change in beam intensity /(z) passing through an optically thin

slice of the total path length z as:

4 (Ne = Ng) = N2 {e(w, c0)y - 1)1
— ~ - = e(w, 0)) —
dz ¢ ¢ (7.24)

In constructing equation 7.24 the proportional relationship between the (time-averaged)
intensity / of the radiation source (at a given distance along the total path length z) to the
square of its amplitude E (at that point) has been invoked; the probability amplitudes (e(w,
o)) and (g(w, o)) obtained from equation 7.23 are thus reduced by this same factor (qu)Z,
and we are assuming that there are no unaccounted for factors that have a functional
dependence on frequency. Also, in keeping with the two-level chromophore model, two
conservation equations have been used. The first is that the total probability (before reduction
by the factor (,qu)z) is normalized: (e(w, o0)) + (g(w, o)) = 1. The second is that the
chromophore number density available in the gas cell for resonant interaction with the
radiation field at frequency w is the sum of the ground and excited electronic state number

densities: N = N, + N, = N({e(w, )) + (g(w, o))).
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Rearranging equation 7.24 and integrating gives the steady-state (macroscopic) absorption

signal:

I(w) ~1y exp(N (2 {e(w, o0)) — 1) L)

~ 1 exp(2 N (e(w, )y L) (7.25)

The beam intensity of the radiation source after passing through an evacuated gas cell is given
by /y in equation 7.25, and the second line of this equation assumes that the chromophore
number density N and optical path length L are constant for a particular experimental
configuration. A line-shape analysis must obviously also take into account the exponential
relationship between the excited-state probability and the radiation intensity measurements
(Beer-Lambert Law; see also section 5.1.1.). In the limit that / /I, < 1 this relationship can be
taken as the linear limit of linear absorption (for sufficiently small x, ¢* = 1 + x), which was
done for the results presented throughout this thesis, since the direct (un-modulated)

absorption signal at each frequency w for an absorption feature had / /1, = 0.97.

The derivation in this section is merely a sketch. It is possible that other factors which are
relatively slowly varying functions of frequency have been forgotten or neglected [11]. More
important, though, is the question of connecting a macroscopic measurement (“observation”)
to microscopic behavior. After all it can not be the same chromophore in a given thin slice of
the absorbing medium that undergoes more than one let alone an infinite number of
transitions between the two quantum states (levels) in the microscopic model leading to

equation 7.23. A statistical mechanics formulation of this problem will (no doubt) invoke the
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fact that from our perspective the particles in a macroscopic-size sample are indistinguishable.
The indistinguishable nature of the quantum systems in macroscopic-size experiments and the
randomness of the state-changing process suggest the need for a mechanism that allows the
sample to “forget” its original thermodynamic state as it makes a transition to another one. As
discussed near the end of section 7.1, this condition of “forgetting” has been satisfied in the

derivation of the line-shape given in equation 7.23.

There is another perspective worth briefly exploring before moving on; one that has to do
with the “memory” that macroscopic systems display. The “canonical distributions” of
statistical mechanics [12] that are based on the Boltzmann (energy) factor k3T (and the
underlying assumption that each chromophore in the macroscopic ensemble has an equal
probability of being in either of the two levels consistent with a fixed “temperature”, where T
is the temperature and k3 is the Boltzmann constant) do not allow for inversion of the steady-
state populations; an equilibrium configuration that began without inversion of the
populations in the macroscopic sample (i.e. (g(w, o0)) > (e(w, o0))) can not end in another
(properly time-averaged) macroscopic steady-state with the populations inverted, at least not
without some additional assumptions (mechanisms). However, focusing only on the two-
level chromophore model for the moment, it is the difference in steady-state populations of
the two chromophore levels that provides the link between irreversible work at the
microscopic (quantum) level and the appearance of a flow of heat between (finite-sized)
macroscopic systems; the reason that heat must flow is because the macroscopic steady-state
populations of the two levels (within the finite region of space defined by the overlap of the

radiation field and the absorbing medium) can not be made equal. The “memory” that is
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present in the two-level chromophore derivation, which accounted for all of the equal and
opposite irreversible work done in absorption and emission (as expressed in equation 7.12) is
thus in the “ideal” limit of no heat exchange with the outside world, which can only happen
for a macroscopic system that is infinite in size or in some other manner could be made to be

perfectly isolated from the rest of the universe.

And so it follows that the observation of deviations from this “ideal” Lorentz line shape (in a
finite size experiment) may, at least in part, be an indication of heat flow between finite-sized
macroscopic systems, one of which is “defined” by the overlap of the radiation fields and the
absorbing medium. Of course, it is quite non-trivial to account for all of the experimental
factors that contribute to the observed line shape. Furthermore, at longer wavelengths, there
is the possibility of macroscopic effects of a quasi-static (slow response) nature that do not
appear to have been accounted for in the traditional absorption-dispersion formulation [13];
this may be a source of asymmetric line shapes that have long been observed in pure rotation

spectra.

7.4 Pressure Broadening and Pressure Shift Coefficients

De-convolution of the constant (inhomogeneous) Doppler width from an observed line-shape
in a Doppler-limited high resolution absorption spectrum provides a measure of the Lorentz
full width at half maximum height (FWHM). The change in Lorentz width as a function of

pressure is representative of the changes in the collision-induced state-changing rate; all other
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contributions to the homogeneous state-changing rate are assumed to be constant for a given
molecular line. As well, the internally referenced spectrometers used for data collection in
this project provided high quality measurements of the rate of change in the shift of the line-

center from a nearly “isolated” line-center frequency wy as a function of buffer gas pressure.

The relevant pieces of the “hard sphere” collision model (in the framework of the “ideal” gas
model) necessary to relate the observed line-width and line-center shift to the buffer gas

pressure and the state-changing cross-section are given by:

8kpT mi m
p=nkgT; v-= B ; ,u=#
U mjp +my
1 pov 7
Z=—=Nn0OV= ; o=nd
70 kp T (7.26)

The parameters in equation 7.26 have the following definitions: p is the pressure; n is the
number density of the buffer gas (which is assumed to be at least more than an order of
magnitude larger than that of the total chromophore number density N); k3 is the Boltzmann
constant; T is the temperature; z is the collision frequency; 7y is the mean time interval
between state-changing interactions of the chromophore with the buffer gas; o is the
integrated (collision-induced) state-changing cross-section between the chromophore and
buffer gas; d is the interaction distance associated with the integrated cross-section; v is the
average relative speed between the chromophore and the buffer gas for thermal equilibrium

conditions in a gas cell in the absence of the radiation source; u is the reduced mass (not to be

Page 26 of 45



E. N. Wolf: Two-Level Chromophore and Irreversibility

confused with the use of this symbol as the transition moment beginning in equation 7.4), m,

is the mass of a chromophore particle; and m; is the mass of a buffer gas particle.

In terms of the “hard sphere” collision model we can readily identify the full width at half
maximum height (Aw; =27Av;) and shift (Awo =27Avy) in the Lorentz distribution of

equation 7.23:

(1-4)
Awp =2nx(Avy) =2|vy +
27‘0
2(1-4) pov
=2v, +
2 kp T (7.27)
B pov
Awg =2n1(Avg)= — = —
2TO 2 kBT (7.28)
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The pressure-dependent portion of the above two equations gives rise to the pressure
broadening (B,) and pressure shift (S,) coefficients; these are, respectively, the rate at which

the line broadens and the line-center shifts per unit change in pressure:

(9AVL _ (I—A) ov

P op 2n kpT (7.29)
OAvg B ov
Sp = - —
op 4m kT (7.30)

The pressure broadening and pressure shift coefficients of equation 7.29 and 7.30 are obtained
through an analysis of the de-convolved line-shape data. These two experimentally

determined parameters can be rearranged to obtain values of 4 and B and thus o~ and Ac.

The ratio of the pressure broadening to pressure shift coefficients is given by:

R = Bp 20-4) 2(1 - cos(Aw))
bs = Sp B B - sin(A«)

(7.31)

Equation 7.31 is plotted in figure 7.1.
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Figure 7.1: Plot of the ratio of pressure broadening coefficient to pressure shift
coefficient, Ry, as a function of the ensemble-average change in phase factor, Aa.

Solving equation 7.31 for the ensemble-average change in phase factor Aa gives:

2
14inS

Aa = cos 5
4 + RbS

(7.32)

One solution of equation 7.31 is always Aa = 0, which corresponds to 4 = 1 and B = 0, so that
there is no line-width and no line-center shift associated with this solution; it is not observable
in steady-state linear absorption spectroscopy. (It is not yet clear if this is an appropriate
solution; technically speaking, it is often recognized that the phase of a complex number is
undefined when the imaginary portion is zero (B = 0). Or it may be hiding a deeper, as yet
unresolved meaning about the relationship of reversible and irreversible processes at the

microscopic level and “observations” at the macroscopic level.) Consideration of equation
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7.32 and figure 7.1 reveal that for all values of A the sign of Ry follows that of sin(Aa). All
buffer gases used in this project produced a negative pressure shift coefficient, which results

in Rps < 0. This implies that —180° < Aa < 0 (see figure 7.1). The ensemble-average changes
in the phase factor Aa of the wavefunction for diatomic iodine in the presence of noble gases

(calculated from equation 7.32) are listed in table 7.1.

Table 7.1: Average phase factor change A of diatomic iodine in the presence of noble
gases (at a temperature of 292 K and laser wavelength near 675 nm) based on the
pressure broadening and pressure shift coefficients presented in chapter 6 (of this
thesis) and equations 7.27 and 7.31. The statistical uncertainties of the values are
given in parenthesis in units of the last significant figure of the quoted value.

Buffer Gas B, (MHz/torr) S, (MHz/torr) Ry A« (degrees)
He 8.34(31) —0.201(50) —41.5(104) -174(1)
Ne 6.17(39) —-0.713(29) —8.65(65) -154(2)
Ar 7.70(41) —1.32(11) —5.83(58) —142(4)
Kr 6.86(66) —1.40(6) —4.90(52) -136(3)
Xe 6.47(44) —1.71(10) —-3.78(34) —124(4)

The ensemble-average expectation value of the change in phase factor Aa parameterizes the
state-changing process at all frequencies (of a given resonance transition) and all pressures of
buffer gas consistent with the use of a Poisson distribution in the impulsive limit of binary-
collisions. However, this expectation value is changing sign between absorption and emission
so that this can not be the source of the line-center shift. The origin of the observed line-
center shift as a “mixing” of distinct line centers, much like mixing paint pigments to create a

“perceived” (average) color, will be outlined in the next section.
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It is also possible to make a qualitative comparison between the relative amounts of
irreversible work done in the state-changing collisions with the buffer gases listed in table 7.1.
The irreversible work can be proportionally approximated by dividing the change in phase Aa
by an interaction time interval. Since, at constant temperature T, the relative speed between
the chromophore and buffer gas increases with decreasing buffer gas mass, and thus the
interaction time decreases, it follows (see table 7.1) that the ensemble-average irreversible
work done during a collision-induced state-change increases as the mass of the buffer gas

decreases.

The observed width (FWHM) of a line in steady-state frequency domain spectrum has

traditionally been “shown” to have the form [14]:

1
Awy =2r(Avy) = Z(Vn + —)
70

pav)

:2(v +
" kgT

(7.33)

Avy in equation 7.33 is the observed Lorentz component of the line-width (FWHM obtained
from a line-shape analysis) in units of Hz. Except for a portion of the last figure of chapter 6,
all of the results reported in previous chapters (of this thesis) are based on equation 7.33. In
writing equation 7.33 we have used the property that Lorentz widths are additive in forming
(through convolution) a composite line-shape. The traditional form of the Lorentz width

corresponds to setting 4 = —1 and B = 0 in equation 7.23, so that Ao = £ 7; it is not possible to
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distinguish between the two possible signs of A« in this case. Comparison of equations 7.27
and 7.33 reveals that the cross sections reported in previous chapters differ by a factor of
(1 — A) + 2 from the cross-section o predicted by the two-level chromophore model presented

in this chapter.

7.5 Analysis and Interpretation

Application of the traditional formulation of the postulates of (modern) quantum mechanics to
equation 7.15 implies the existence of a Hermitian operator that “accounts for”
(parameterizes) the irreversible work done between the chromophore and a buffer gas during
an irreversible, collision-induced, impulsive state-changing interaction. This irreversible
work arises due to the differential interaction between the two-levels of the chromophore with
the buffer gas. That is to say, the impulsive action of the collision and the establishment of
conditions necessary for resonant excitation of the chromophore by the radiation field are
concerted events. The ensemble-average expectation value associated with this Hermitian
operator is the change in the phase factor Aa of the chromophore wavefunction for an
irreversible, collision-induced state-changing event between “pure” quantum states, the value
of which can be extracted from the changes in the entire line shape (FWHM) as a function of

pressure (equation 7.32).

According to the perturbation term (equation 7.4) the collision-induced absorption and

collision-induced emission events are considered separately. Also, this equation explicitly
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“says” that the chromophore is passing from one “pure” state to another; the formation of a
superposition-state does not occur in this model. The perturbation analysis then investigates
the probabilities associated with the change between these two “pure” states in the limit of an
“infinite” averaging time interval (slow measurement). The choice of initial values for the
parameters ¢ and @ (as was done in equation 7.6) leads to a steady-state limit in which it is not
possible to distinguish (in a deterministic sense) which event came first — collision-induced
absorption or collision-induced emission — or even when it occurred; in this sense the initial
conditions have been “forgotten™. It is also evident from equations 7.16 and 7.18 that the
action of the operators for these two events is in opposite “directions”. In the process of
clearly specifying the direction of time (through the time-ordering property of the Poisson
distribution) we arrive at an interpretation in which the sign of the change in phase factor Aa
reverses between collision-induced absorption and collision-induced emission events, and
from this “action-reversal” symmetry a steady-state excited-state probability distribution (as a
function of radiation frequency w) can be constructed that leads to an explicit expression for
the ensemble-average change in the phase factor Aa for irreversible collision-induced state-

changes.

The ensemble-average change in the phase factor A« of the chromophore wavefunction for
each interaction with a buffer gas (that leads to an irreversible state-change event) alters in a
rather significant manner how we interpret pressure broadening and pressure shift data
acquired from the analysis of pressure-dependent steady-state frequency domain spectra. The
cross-sections reported in previous chapters do not take into account the impulsive nature of

the interaction of a chromophore with a buffer gas during the time-dependent “collision” that
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leads to a state-change in the chromophore. The monotonic increase of the change in phase
shift A« as state-changing collisions becomes “harder” (more elastic, which is to say there is
less deformation of the charge distribution of the buffer gas during the collision) is readily
seen in the progression of these values in table 7.1. This is the starting point in forming the
following interpretation: collision-induced absorption and collision-induced emission of
photons (which is equivalent to electronic state-changes of the chromophore in the two-level
model) occur when the phase of the chromophore wavefunction is “suddenly” disrupted to
some critical extent (impulsive limit), the nature of which is encoded in the (ensemble)
average value of A« for the collision-induced state-changing process. Collisions between
these complex objects can be expected to include deformations of the charge distributions
(polarization) and inelastic energy transfer. Further developments of the “ideal” two-level
model presented in this chapter that make use of the experimental results presented in this
thesis (pressure broadening and pressure shift coefficients of iodine), should no doubt also
make use of the inelastic collision data for iodine that, in the words of the authors, “should be
adequate in both quantity and accuracy” [15]. (Reference 15 is the first in a series of articles
on (diatomic) iodine by J. Steinfeld that began during his graduate studies in The Klemperer

Group.)

These experiments have also revealed that the line-center shift decreases monotonically as the
state-changing collisions become “harder”. It is thus evident that in the limit of a non-
polarizing state-changing collision, for which there is no deformation (polarization) of the
charge distribution, the line-center shift will vanish, for which 4 = -1, B=0, and Aa=+n. It

thus becomes reasonable to also “hypothesize” the existence of a pressure-independent
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interaction, such as “vacuum-state fluctuations” [16], that gives rise to spontaneous absorption
and spontaneous emission of photons by the chromophore and approximate the change in the
phase factor of the wavefunction as + 7, which is consistent with the manner in which
equation 7.23 was derived. Similarly, the traditionally assumed form of equation 7.33
corresponds to this notion of a perfectly non-polarized state-changing collision between the
chromophore and the buffer gas. However, in the limit that the “states” produced by these
fluctuations are not identical to the “pure” states of the two-level chromophore model, it can
be anticipated (perhaps as a hypothesis) that the ensemble-average change in phase factor for
these events can only approach || asymptotically from smaller absolute values. That is to

say, perfectly non-polarized state-changes do not occur in nature.

The line-center shift of equation 7.23 can then be interpreted as a competition between the
spontaneous and collision-induced rates of state-changing events corresponding to two
idealized limits for the energy of the line-center. The two-level model presented in this
chapter and the results presented in this thesis only explore the collision-induced line-center
shift in the impulsive impact region of collision dynamics near the “isolated” chromophore
line-center. According to gas-kinetic collision theory of “hard spheres” and equation 7.23 the
impulsive region of collision dynamics is expected to result in a linear line-center shift [14].
Observation of the other line-center limit takes place in molecular beam experiments that
study molecular (Van der Waals) complexes of the chromophore and buffer gas, which
corresponds to the idealized case of a perfectly inelastic binary collision. As an example, it is
well documented [17] that the transition energies of the argon-iodine (Ar-I;) complex are

shifted to smaller wave number values by several wave numbers (cm™) relative to the
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“isolated” chromophore. (Keep in mind that this shift in energy is only a measure of the
difference in energy between the X and B electronic states of the molecular complex and the
isolated chromophore; it does not reveal unambiguously the nature of the shift of each of the
levels in the chromophore.) What we “observe” on the macroscopic scale is then quite similar
in fashion to mixing paint pigments; as the pressure of the buffer gas is increased the time-
averaged “color” of the macroscopic sample shifts slightly further towards that of the bound

state complex.

The results presented so far (in this chapter) bring us to a place where we may wish to
consider more carefully the implications for the EPR paradox [18]. For example, is it true
that a probability based theory, such as quantum mechanics, is incompatible with concepts of
causality, locality, and determinism? The derivation leading to the expression for the
expectation value of the steady-state excited-state probability (equation 7.23) did not require
the use of a superposition-state wavefunction, but it does reveal the existence of the
expectation value for the change in phase of the wave function A« that parameterizes the
irreversible component of work for these state-changing interactions at a given “temperature”.
This parameter A« essentially says that determining the “state” of a system can only be done
by “disturbing the system”. This point of view can perhaps be extended to claim that
superposition-states are not real objects, but are simply convenient constructs present in the
theoretical foundations of quantum mechanics by way of the mathematical property of

“linearity”.
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This property of “linearity” appears to be at the heart of dynamical theories. In quantum
mechanics it is used quite often to construct an ensemble-average total-wavefunction that is
the “weighted” amplitude-sum of the wavefunctions, in this case the two “pure” states of the
isolated chromophore. In the two-level model this is typically expressed as |¥) = alg) + ble)
and the wavefunction probability-amplitudes “a” and “b” are in general complex numbers that
satisfy the relation |a|* + [b]* = a*x a + b*x b = 1; where “a*” and “b*” are the complex
conjugates of “a” and “b”, and these amplitudes are in general functions of time. That is to
say, the effects of interference that appear in many solutions to quantum mechanics problems
are not a denial of “the law of causality”; rather they are a manifestation of the averaging
processes necessary to construct a “description” of the microscopic world as viewed from the
macroscopic level, perhaps better thought of as a probabilistic-determinism. The equations of
quantum mechanics are, however, derived from the same conceptual framework that gave rise
to Hamilton’s Principle [19], and so we might instead expect that there are no “hidden
variables”, that quantum mechanics is a complete theory (at least as far as Godel’s
“Incompleteness Theorem” is concerned), and that the inability to violate causality should
perhaps be considered a law of nature. It follows then that the difficulty in interpreting
quantum mechanics may simply have been a matter of discovering all of the possible
measurable (“observable”) parameters consistent with the “completeness” of quantum

mechanics.

Part of the difficulty in discovering the “observable” change in phase factor Ae may be due to

some considerable confusion in the spectroscopy community about how to properly use and

interpret time-dependent perturbation theory (for which I am no exception, as this is
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obviously a difficult problem that has for decades rendered this observable parameter as a
“hidden variable). As an example of the source of this confusion, it is often mistakenly
assumed [20] that the solution to the steady-state excited-state expectation value for the two-
level chromophore model obtained from using what are explicitly first-order perturbation
terms [21] is valid for all radiation field amplitudes. This assumption is obviously
inconsistent with what it means to construct a (Taylor) series expansion that accounts for the
smoothly varying nature of the perturbation “strength” from the region of weak perturbations
(linear) to strong perturbations (non-linear) [22]. And so it follows that such experiments are
likely to be reaching the strong-field limit long before reaching the first maximum in the Rabi
frequency. Accurate modeling of a line-shape in those types of spectroscopy experiments that
make use of “strong” radiation fields can thus be expected to require the use of higher-order

(non-linear) expansion terms in obtaining solutions to the two-level chromophore model.

Furthermore, in as much as we can expect molecular beam experiments to provide a source of
“isolated”, collision-free chromophore, the state-changing mechanisms in studies like those
performed of reference 20 will be dominated by spontaneous and field-induced photon
absorption and emission. The “observed” spectrum of figure 4a in the molecular beam studies
of reference 20 suggest that there are (at least) two independent mechanisms for photon
absorption and emission that are not perfectly synchronized with each other. Also, in that
same spectrum in reference 20, the slow and non-linear convergence to the asymptotic
ensemble-average expectation value of equalized level-populations at the infinite-strength
limit of the radiation field (i.e. (g(w, tr)) = (e(w, tr)) = Y2; wWhere #z is the time spent in the

resonance region in a molecular beam experiment) is certainly not consistent with describing
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that spectrum by linear perturbation theory alone. It will require careful considerations,
though, to construct a transition moment u for linear and higher-order perturbation solution
for the two-level chromophore model that accounts for field-induced absorption due to
“strong” radiation fields. This is a project for the future and so I’ll only mention in passing
that the form of the transition moment u might more appropriately be decomposed into a term
that is independent of the radiation field (accounting for spontaneous and collision-induced
state-changes) and another term that does depend on the radiation field amplitude (accounting
for field-induced absorption). And this field-induced dependence is such that for sufficiently
small values of the radiation field amplitude the contribution due to field-induced absorption
can be neglected, as was done in deriving equation 7.23. (And, of course, this is not to imply
that there is no relationship between spontaneous and field-induced state-changes of the

chromophore; we’ll simply leave these sorts of questions unanswered for now.)

Another useful example highlighting the “ideal” limits of the model presented in this chapter
can be found in the polarization spectroscopy experiments performed in the steady-state
saturation limit that “show” the magnitude of the interaction of the B electronic state of
diatomic iodine with oxygen (as the buffer gas) to be a bit larger than that of the X electronic
state [23]. In the “ideal” limit of the two-level chromophore model presented in this chapter
(leading to equation 7.23) the interactions that give rise to these cross-sections are equal in
magnitude (and opposite in sign). The B electronic state, however, offers additional “decay”
paths, such as magnetically induced dissociation [24], which implies, at least theoretically,
that the opportunity exists to create a steady-state inverted population; i.e. a population

involving “pure” states (different from the original states) in which (g(w, o0)) < (e(w, 0)).
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It is well known that a population inversion can then be used to “create” a laser. In the
context of this chapter, a laser will be active when the radiation field amplitude inside the
laser cavity is sufficiently large to initiate field-induced absorption and emission of photons;
and this process will be independent of the random processes that lead to decay. Thus, the
actual ability to “detect” (observe) the emitted laser beam that leaks out of an “ideal”
(lossless) laser cavity is the only limitation in this “ideal” two-level model; all that is
necessary to produce laser radiation (aside from constructing the “ideal” laser cavity) is to
begin with an initial steady-state inverted population. The mechanical precision of the laser
cavity is the framework upon which the coherent state of the laser field is created; otherwise,
it is quite difficult to fathom how the random absorption and emission events that are the
result of collision-induced and/or spontaneous processes could result in a source of coherent
radiation fields. Furthermore, the coherent steady-state created in a laser cavity can be
associated with being an “attractor” of the initial inverted steady-state population; that is to

say, coherence can act as an attractor for equilibrium conditions [5].

7.6 State-changing Rates and Collision Cross-Sections

In time-resolved experiments such as fluorescent decay and optical photon echo a short pulse
of light is used to create a non-equilibrium state. The mechanism driving the absorption (and
emission) of photons in a time interval much shorter than the time between collisions with a

buffer gas is expected (based on the hypothesis discussed in the previous section) to be
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dominated by field-induced and spontaneous absorption (and emission). The ensemble of
excited-state atoms or molecules prepared in this manner is on average 7¢/2 away from the
next collision-induced state-changing collision with the buffer gas. The observed (ensemble-
average) pressure-dependent decay rate is thus 2/7 for the excited-state ensemble prepared in
these experiments. The relationship of the observed spontaneous (“natural”) decay rate will
depend on the intensity and duration of the pulse of radiation used to create the non-
equilibrium state; it will be observed in these types of experiments as being between v, and

v./2, where v, is the spontaneous (“natural”) decay rate.

The frequency domain experiments described in this thesis used “weak” and nearly
monochromatic (and nearly collimated) radiation fields, thus making it possible to explore
steady-state dynamics for which 7 is the average time between collision-induced state-
changing events (typically present at a pressure such that 1/7¢ is much greater than v,). The
measurement (“‘observation’) process at each frequency w of the radiation source is
configured to average the signal for a time interval much longer than 7, so that the initial
non-equilibrium state (described above for time-resolved experiments) is completely
“forgotten” and thus absent from the recorded signal. The independent mechanisms driving
the cycle of absorbing and emitting photons for these experimental conditions (of relatively
low intensity radiation fields) are spontaneous and collision-induced absorption and emission
of photons. The observed transition rate (obtained from an analysis of the line-shape) is thus
given by 1/79 + v, for these experiments. (However, it is well known that the value of v,

obtained from such experiments is in general not reliable.)
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There is a long tradition of defining the non-equilibrium decay rate in time-resolved
experiments as 1/T; (the so called “transverse relaxation time”’), which has perhaps obscured
the relationship between cross-sections obtained from non-equilibrium decay experiments and
steady-state absorption experiments. A careful comparison between the reported cross-
sections for these two classes of experiments for the sodium D-lines [25, 26, 27] and
(independently) for transitions between the X and B electronic states of diatomic iodine [28,
29] in the presence of noble gases reveals that the collision cross-sections obtained from time-
resolved experiments are often “seen” to be roughly a factor of two larger than those from
frequency domain experiments. Reports on the time-resolved experiments, however, typically
consider the time to the next collision as 7y (i.e. T), instead of 7¢/2, so that there is nothing
inconsistent with the results between the two classes of experiments. Rather it is a matter of
recognizing the difference in the definition of the ensemble-average time interval to the next
collision-induced state-change for experiments that measure a non-equilibrium decay rate and
those that measure a steady-state transition rate (that has been properly time-ordered by the
Poisson distribution). The collision cross-sections presented in this thesis are based on the
steady-state time interval 7 between the irreversible collision-induced state-changing events
of the chromophore in the presence of a radiation source “turned-on” at frequency w for an

essentially infinite period of time.
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7.7 Epilogue: Final Thoughts

An obvious path of exploration is to study the collision dynamics as a function of Aa, which
can be achieved, at least in part, by obtaining the pressure broadening and pressure shift
coefficients over a wide range of temperatures [30]. However, it is hoped that the results
presented in this chapter will provide insights for other researchers in their pursuit of
comprehending and describing the natural world. It appears that whenever we clearly
distinguish between illusion and reality in our “perceptions” of the real world, it often
becomes possible to harness that knowledge in the pursuit of “advancing” science and

technology.

As a child of about six years old it was the “understanding” presented by scholars in the
physical sciences on the structure of the cosmos that grabbed my attention. At about eleven
years old, I came to recognize that the fate of this era of human civilization depends a good
deal on discovering “safe” methods of transforming energy from natural sources that are
nearly infinite in supply (such as the sun) into forms suitable for use by humans. As the years
passed and my psychological and political awareness grew, it became apparent that this was

not enough:

“Many people have believed that science and technology could solve all our problems.
Lately, however, we have witnessed a change in attitude. It has become clear that
external progress alone cannot bring mental peace. People have begun to pay greater

attention to inner science, the path of mental investigation and development. Through
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our own experience we have arrived at a point where there is a new awareness of the
importance and value of inner mental qualities. Therefore, the explanation of the mind
and its working presented by the ancient scholars...are becoming increasingly valuable
in our time. The strength of these traditions is related to developing mental peace.
Science and technology are related to material progress. But a combination of these

two can provide the complete conditions for obtaining real human happiness.” [31]
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