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Bound-state QED Solutions of the photons’ off-shell propagating behavior in atoms
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We use the S-matrix formalism of bound-state QED to studyptinaon-atom scattering. We find that the
internal lines in Feynman diagrams which describing th@agation of &-shell bound electrons provide the
off-shell amplitudes of photons’ propagation in atoms phenwmiig Our work set up the connection between
the property of Feynman propagators in bound-state QEDhensiperluminal but casual propagating behavior
of light in atomic media. We also studied the relation betwde bound-state QED and the widely used light-
atom interacting model in quantum optics, and give the empartal condition where only the bound-state QED
is valid.
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I. INTRODUCTION of photons from one point to another in atoms. Other non-
relativistic light-atom(ion) scattering models are alsellvwde-
. veloped to study the Rayleigh scattering![13] and Compton

. The propagating behavior of photons in optical media 1S, catteringl[14] between X-rays and bound electrons in atoms
interesting due to a refracted photon has same energy but d hese models have no electric dipole approximation. How-

ferentmomentum to it has in vacuum. In quantum field theoryever’ they are mainly based on the partial wave expansion

[4]. the two wordson-shell andoff-shell differentiate whether \ pioh have no propagators to describe the propagating behav
a particle’s momentum and energy obeying or disobeying th?or of photons in atoms during the scattering either.

relativistic energy-momentum relation (mass shell). For a Quantum electrodynamics (QED) is the relativistic quan-
on-shell particle, its momentum and energy obeys the relat—um field theory f yl S . q
L . ~ > >4 y for electromagnetic interaction [1, 15]. It
tivistic relation Ho = VP%c®+m*®. For an di-shell par- o5 yery accurate predictions and are accepted as the funda-
t!cle, its _momentum and energy disobey the relat|V|st|a4_reI mental theory of all light-matter interacting phenoménéi{1
tion, which meandy # VP2c? +m?c*. When a photon is  The pound-state QED is the extension of QED. It studies
propagating in vacuum, it is on-shell due to it obeys the-relathe interaction between bound-electrons and photons. The
tion hwo = fikoc. When a photon is propagating in an optical early hound-state QED models are developed by Flrry [17]
medium, its frequency is same to it has in vacuum, howevetq stydy the bound-state wave function in positron thears, a
its wave vector is changed by the refraction. The Abrahamby Salpeter and Bethé [18,119] to study the bound-states of
Minkowski controversy. [2-6] is a century-old problem which two Fermi-Dirac particles with the S-matrix formalism. et
_debates that the momentum of a photo_n in the _optical mediaast twenty-five years, many bound-state QED models were
is 7iko/n (Abraham momentum) otfiko (Minkowski momen-  geveloped to study the electron structures of atoms and ions
tum), wheren is the refraction index of the optical media. No [20-22], including the QED corrections of energy levels of
matter which momentum is_ right, th.e refracted photon seemgyy-electron atoms (or ions) [23], and many-electron atoms
to be always @-shell in optical media due thwo/c # nfiko  (or ions) [24-26]. The bound-state QED is suitable to be
andhwo/c # hko/n the better theory of photon-atom scattering due to (i) it can
This article is intend to solve theffeshell propagating be- deal with the interaction between atoms and the light at all
havior of photons in atoms during the photon-atom scatgerin wavelength;, (i) the f-shell propagating behavior of photons
processes. The widely used light-atom interacting modtels iin atoms can appear naturally in the S-matrix formalism of
quantum opticsl[7,/8] are the semi-classical models and theound-state QED.
guantum models such as Jaynes-Cummings model [12]. Someln this paper, we use the bound-state QED to study the
scattering processes between laser and atoms (stimuated photon-atom scattering, and give the origin of photorits o
man scattering [9, 10], and recoil-induced resonances [11Ekhell behavior in atoms during the scattering. Our paper is
for examples) have been studied well by them. However, tharranged as follows: In Section II, we present the S-matrix
interaction Hamiltonian of these modety = —eD-E are  formalism of bound-state QED for the photon-atom scattgrin
restricted by the electric dipole approximation (EDA), eihi  processes. In Section lll, we study the Feynman propagator
requires that the radius of an atonis much less than the of bound electrons in photon-atom scattering and present it
wavelength of the lighft. Thus these quantum optics mod- off-shell amplitudes, which can give th&-@hell amplitudes
els are only valid for the interaction between atoms and4ongof photons in atoms phenomenally. Section IV shows the re-
wavelength light. They can not deal with the case where théation between the perturbation theory of bound-state QED
wavelength of the light is close to or shorter than the schle oand the widely used photon-atom interacting model in quan-
the atoms due to the conditienk A is not satisfied. Besides, tum optics textbooks, and Section V gives the experiment con
the electric dipole approximation also restricts the elect dition where only the bound-state QED approach of photon-
dipole and the interaction on a spatial point, which makes th atom scattering is valid and can be tested. Section VI is the
guantum optics models can not give the propagating behavi@ummary and conclusion.
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II. BOUND-STATE QED FOR PHOTON-ATOM with a; /a; being the creatigfannihilation operator of the pho-
SCATTERING tons with four-momentunt, which obeys the commutation
relation
The Lagrangian density of quantum electrodynamics la}, ap] = 6w

(QED) is ©6)

. laf,af] = [ak, ar] = 0.
Loep = J(iyf‘a,, —m)y + ieJAﬂw + ZF,,VF’”, (1) Herege, is the polarization vector of the photons, adis
. _ . . _ . . the quantization volume whose surface has periodic boyndar
with ¢ being the Dirac fieldy* being the Dirac matrixA,  conditions for the electromagnetic field [1] 15].

being the four-potential of the electromagnetic fieft), = Then the S-matrix formalism
0,A,—0,A, being the electromagnetic field tensor, armking -
the elementary charge. We use the natural unitsc = 1 S = Zs(n)
throughout this and next section. ~
The Lagrangian density of the bound-state QED is usually (i) @)
written = Z nl' f fd4x1...d4x,,[H1(x1)...Hl(x,,)]

— (s 0 I 1 TNy
Lo =900, +y°U —mlo + ieypAup + 2 FwF™ @ with interaction Hamiltonian density
whereU is the potential created by the nucleil[23], ang _ -
is the bound-state Dirac field which describes the bound elec Hi(x) = eNWp (A () ®
trons in atoms. The perturbation theory of QED studies thean be applied to the study of photon-atom scattering pro-
scattering between electrons, positrons, and photonsSvith cess. Here the operatd{yp(x)A,(x)¢p(x)} means the nor-
matrix. The perturbation theory of bound-state QED, how-mal product of theyp(x)A, (x)yp(x).
ever, studies the scattering between bound-electronstemd p A feature of the S-matrix is that the initial and final states
tons. Since the nuclei and electrons are bound together iof it are separated with a large space-time scale where the in
atoms, such scattering is equivalent to the scatteringdmiw teraction Hamiltonian can be adiabatically removed [1]Ju3h
atoms and photons. In this paper, we use the bound-state QBDe initial and final states of S-matrix need to be the unper-
to study the photon-atom scattering. Since no positrorst exi turbable states of particles. This approach causes a pnable
in atoms, we simplify the Furry picture [17] by removing the all excited states of bound electrons in atoms since theipert
creation and annihilation operators of positrons. Thery onl bation from the vacuum state of the electromagnetic field can
the creation and annihilation operators of electrons aee pr make all the excited states of bound electrons decay in finite
served. The bound-state Dirac field in external poteritial time. Such phenomenon is the spontaneous emission which

can be canonically quantized as is based on the Weisskopf-Wigner theory|[27]. In previous
, bound-state QED approaches that focus on the QED correc-
Yp = Z Updn(x)e by p tion of the energy levels of atoms, the coupling between the
p.n 3) excited states of bound e_Iectrons and the vacuum statec_xaf ele
Up = Z U,,q?n(x)e”"’"‘b;n, tromagnetic field are rationally neglected|[20], then aléin
P ' nal states of atoms are considered as stationary unpedturbe

ates.

However, for the photon-atom scattering, the coupling be-
tween the bound electrons and the vacuum state of the electro
magnetic field cannot be neglected. This coupling can always
- , : make the excited states of bound electrons being perturbed
of bound electron field with four-momentumin the poten- 54 decay to the ground states with spontaneous emission dur
tial U. Hereb;,/b,, is the creatiofannihilation operator of 4 the photon-atom scattering. Thus only the unpertugbabl
the bound electrons, which obeys the anti-commutation relgy o nd states of bound electrons are suitable to be thaliniti

where ¢,(x) is the bound-state wave function of electronsSt
in the energy leveh (internal states)p is the linear four-
momentum of the bound electran= (x, ¢) is the coordinate
of Minkowski space, and/, is the normalization cd&cient

tion and final bound electron states of the S-matrix. The sponta-
{b;,n, byw} = 6uwbpy neous emission is just included in the scattering process. F
" bY Y= {byy byl =0 (4) this reason, all the excited states of bound electrons in the
pnCp S pnsVp 'y — Y

photon-atom scattering are treat d&ghell states in this pa-
with § being the Dirac delta function. Fortunately the angularper. The detail relation between the Weisskopf-Wigneritheo
momentum of a bound electron is fixed at a certain energand the bound-state QED can be found in Section IV.

level in atoms, thus we do not need to sum the possible spin With the discussion above, the quantization of Dirac field

directions of a bound electron. in external potential/ can be simplified as
The standard canonical quantization of free electromag- i
netic field is [1/ 15] Up =) Upde()eb,
P

1 \v2 + —ikex ex — R 9)
Ay = zk: Z (—vak) (eaye™ + eare™™),  (5) Yp = zp: Updg(x)e™7b3.



P atom but the energy of the photon is unchanged.

X; 2) Inthe case of, = E,, w; = w;, p = p’, andk = K/,

the photon-atom scattering exchanges neither momentum nor
k energy. This process is corresponding to the circle of gbsor
tion and stimulated emission of single-frequency photons b

X atoms.

p 3)Inthe caseof, # E,, w; # w;,p # p’, andk # k’, the
photon-atom scattering exchanges both momentum and en-
(c) ergy. This process is corresponding to the Compton scadteri

of high-energy photons by atoms. For low-energy photons,
FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams of the second order S-matrix ot-ligh thig process is also corresponding to the circle of absmmpti

a_ltom interaction. Thick solid lines denote to t_he nuclein tholid and spontaneous emission of photons by atoms.
lines denote to the bound electrons, and wave lines dendte fzho-

tons. p andp’ are the linear four-momentum of the bound electron;  IN the second case above, the intermediate state (fidm
k andk’ are the four-momentum of the photons. x) can be seen as a photon refracted by an atom due to the

photon has the same momentum and energy befoaed af-
ter x, (corresponding to a refracted light has same momentum
Here¢,(x) is the bound-state wave function of the electronsand energy before going into and after going out of a optical
in the ground states of atoms. We are interested in the photomedia). Fromx; to x,, the four-momentunk of the photon is
atom scattering processes without any change of the photararried by the bound electron, where its refracted behasior
number, which can be described by the second order S-matridetermined by the Feynman propagator of this bound electron
The second order S-matrix formalism can be expanded byVe will give this Feynman propagator in next section.

EEEEEEE

the Wick theorem [1, 15] We have assumed that the bound electron has unique
2 ground state. If the bound electron has more than one ground
s@ - _¢ fd4X1d4x2N[¢7D(XZ)Ay(XZ)l//D(xZ)] states, all the ground states are suitable to be the initigl a
2 final states of S-matrix. Therefore the initial and final ssat
X N[yp(x1)Au(x1)¢p(x1)] of the bound-electrons in Fifll 1(a) can havéetient internal
o2 i 4 wave function with diferent internal energy. The correspond-
Y fd x1d"xz ing quantization of Dirac field in external potentiafor more

— — th d states i
x N[in (A ()p ()i (A ey () (10) o ONE GroUunastaies (s

+ W (x2) A (2w p (32 b (x1) A (X)W (x1)
+ Up (x2)p(x2)A(x2) Ay (x0)p (x2)p (x1)
+ U (x2) A2 ) p (x2)n (1) A (e (1) U= ) Uppu(x)e " b},
+Yp(x2)Au(x2)yp(x2)Yp (x1) Ay (x1)Yp (x1)]. m

Yp = Z Up(pm(x)eip'xbp,m
o (11)

Fig. [ shows the Feynman diagrams corresponding to thre&ith m being the number of the ground states. In such cases,
processes that described by Hg.](10). Elg. 1(a) is the Feyihe Raman scattering of light by atoms can be studied by
man diagram of light-bound electron scattering, which isFig.[ll(a), with the initial and final bound electrons being on
equivalent to the photon-atom scattering due to the interdifferentg,,(x).

action between nuclei and electrons can make the linear

four-momentum of the bound electrons become the four-

momentum of the atoms’ central-of-mass motion eventually.

Fig.[](.b) is th.e Feynman diagram of.two bound electr(_)ns E€XII. FEYNMAN PROPAGATORS OF BOUND ELECTRONS
changing a virtual photon. Figl 1(c) is the Feynman diagram ANp THE PROPAGATING BEHAVIOR OF PHOTONS IN
of electron’s self-interaction. ATOMS

We focus on Figl11(a) for the photon-atom scattering. We

assume that the bound electron has unique internal ground . o
state with wave functio,(x). Let the linear four-momentum There are two channels of Fifl 1(a) that describing the

of the bound electron being = p + E,, and the four- photon-atom scattering processes. One is the S-channel
momentum of the photon beirig= k + w. There are three (F19-2(2)), and the other is the U-channel (Eig. 2(b)). i$h

photon-atom scattering processes that can be studied by tf8annel, the bound electron absorbs a photon and emits
Fig.[I(a). a photon atr, with x, > x3. In the U-channel, the bound

1) Inthe case of, = E,, wy = ', p % p'» andk # K’ electron emits a photon at and absorbs a photon &t with
)4 - P - k! y y

the photon-atom scattering exchanges momentum but no ef2 ~ *1-
ergy. This process is corresponding to the Rayleigh saadter With the initial state of Fig[12(a) being >= b}af10 >,
where the propagating direction of a photon is changed by thand the final state of Fidl 2(a) being >= ba;l0 >, the
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arbitrary linear four-momentum = p + +/p2 + m?2, while the
state of the bound electron betweenandx; is its of-shell
state due toy/(p + k)2 + m2 # /p? + m? + w;.. Therefore, the
S r(p + k) gives the @f-shell amplitude of the bound electron
field propagating fronx; to x,, which can be phenomenally
considered as the photon propagating in the atom frpto
x2 with such dt-shell amplitude.

There are interesting results that caused by the Feynman
propagator of the bound electron field. In momentum-space,
the propagator is

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams of the S-channel (a) and U-chatel (
of the photon-atom scattering. Thick solid lines denotétoriuclei,
thin solid lines denote to the bound electrons, and wave litemote
to the photonsp(p’) is the linear four-momentum of the bound elec- g ) = 1 15
tron andk(x’) is the four-momentum of the photon. r(p+k) = Yi(p + k) +YOU — m + i€’ (15)

corresponding S-channel S-matrix element can be written »
In position space, the propagator has the form

1/2
_ - 1 L,
< fISle)Ii > = —¢? fd4x1xz¢g(x2)Up/e’p 2 (m) ek
1 4 —i(p+k)-(e2—x1) ; f d*(p + k) e )
] X2—X S — - . s
X 20y fd (p+k)e iSr(p +k) Fx2 = x1) o Vi + )y + U —m + ie
1/2 (16)
% ¢g(xl)UpeiﬁX1 (_) etkxe which is diferent to the Feynman propagator of a free electron
2V (12) field by a potentiaj°U appearing in the denominator.

HereS r(p + k) is the Feynman propagator of the bound elec- We know that in QED, the Feynman propagator of the free
tron with linear four-momentuny(+ k). Because the angular electron field is nonzero outside the light cone althoughlis f
momentum of a bound electron is fixed at a certain energyapidly for space-like intervals [1, 15]. It means that tH& o
level, only the photons with certain polarizations can be abshell free electron has the superluminal amplitude. Howeve
sorbed and emitted by the bound electron in the transitien beall operators commute with each other at space-like separa-
tween two energy levels. Therefore we do not need to sum thgon in quantum field theory, which makes such superluminal
polarization of the photons. The integrating result of B@)(  amplitude never violate the causality [1] 15].
is
@ Ay L This case is also suitable to t_he Fey_nman propagator of
<S8l > = ()6 (p" + K = p = k) bound electrons. In Eq._(IL6), the integrating result is o0z
1 5. whenx; andx, are space-like separated. This result means
X 4/ mUp’ Up-[-€¢%iSr(p+K)] (13)  that the bound electron field has the superluminal amplitude

just as the free Dirac field has. Another way to see it more

X fd“.)cz(;g()q)fd“xl(ﬁg(x;]_). clearly is that the potentia}®U is independent toy( + k),
then it can be combined with into (m — y°U) in the in-
Similarly, the U-channel S-matrix element is tegration. Thus the Feynman propagator of the bound elec-
@ aty s tron in Eq. [I6) js very s‘imilar to the free electron’s one
<fISli > = (206 (p" =k —p+k) Sr(—x) = [Llh) . y;-’(;;,gifmie only with m being re-

1 . laced by 2 —y°U). The two propagators have similar super-
X AUy U, - [-€%S r(p — k placed by fp -y Y)- propag . P
Wlwpw, TP [=e%iSr(p — K] (14)  |uminal amplitude which never violate the causality.

X fd4X2¢g(XQ) fd“xlqsg(xl), There are works on observing the superluminal group ve-
locity of light pulse in atomic vapor with pump-probe con-
with S z(p — k) being the Feynman propagator of the boundfigurations|[28, 29]. The probe pulse has superluminal group
electron with linear four-momentunp ¢ k). velocities in the atom vapor within the abnormal dispersion
For the S-channel, the photon is absorbed at space-timfeequency range. The process, that a probe laser pulse going
pointxi, and emitted at,. The property of the photon’s prop- into the pumped atomic vapor and going out of it in a short
agation in the atom is determined by the Feynman propagatdime, is just a good case of photon-atom scattering. It can be
of the bound electron betweean andx,, which isS ¢(p + k). described by higher order S-matrix that corresponding¢o th
For the reason that the initial and final states of the S-matri Feynman diagrams in Fig] 3, with photons from both pump
need to be on-shell states, the on-shell state of the boend el (k) and probe light£;) being scattered by the bound elec-
tron is its the ground state with internal wave functigrand  tron. The Feymnan propagator of the bound electron ferm



IV. RELATIONS BETWEEN THE PERTURBATION
THEORY OF BOUND-STATE QED AND THE ELECTRIC
DIPOLE APPROXIMATION

Our start point is the Schrodinger equation of bound-state
QED in interaction picture, which can be written

%I‘P(x) >= —iH;(x)'¥(x) > . (18)

Herex = (x, ) is the coordinate of Minkowski spac®(x) is
) . the particle number state, aff}(x) = ieyp(x)A,(x)¥p(x) is
FIG. 3: Fourth order Feynman diagrams of photon-atom swalfe e interaction Hamiltonian density of bound-state QED. We
in pump-probe configuration. Thick solid lines denote torhelei, use the natural units = ¢ = 1 here
thin solid lines denote to the bound electrons, and wave litemote ) .
to the photonsp is the linear four-momentum of the bound electron, The_re are two approaches to solve gl (18). Qne IS th_e per-
andk, is the four-momentum of the photon from probe light, apd turbation theory of bound-state QED, the other is the widely
is the four-momentum of the photon from pump light. used light-atom interaction model that based on the etectri
dipole approximation.

The bound-state QED approach solves Eql (18) by the per-

turbation theory

[¥(x,1) > = |¥(x, 1p) > —ift di Hi ()Y (x, 1) >

fo

to x4 in Fig.[3 is .
= |‘P(X, to) > —if dl‘lH[(l‘]_)PP(X, to) >
I
! tf
# G [ dn [ ) HE ) >
1 1
s d*(p + k1) e prhaemx) + .. 0 0
r(xa=x1) = f 27 y(p + ki) + YU —m + ie o _ (19)
o=k (a3 g4 4+ Ky + ko) Then the S-matrix is defined as
20y (p + ky % ko), + YOU — m + i) ¢ = [¥(x,7) > (20)
f dH(p + ki) i+ (xa13) to=(=c0,+e0) [¥(x, 10) >
X . —.
27t V(P + ki) +y°U —m + i All the bound-state QED equations we studied in this paper

) ) [ is based on the S-matrix. We can see the bound-state QED

We see this Feynman propagator can give the superluminal buyproach cares about the initial and final states of S-matrix
causality amplitude as same as Eql (16). Phenomenally) it cayhich is an integrating equation of the light-atom inteiat

be seen as the probe photon obtianing the superluminal but e widely used light-atom interaction model in quantum
causality amplitude from to x4. Although it was studied by optics solves EqL{18) by the electric dipole approximalfign
Kramers-Kronig relation that the superluminal group veloc [d] which is a combination of two approximations. The first
ity of light pulse in pumped atomic vapor obeys the causalis the dipole approximation, which requires the wavelergth

ity [30, 31], the bound-state QED here gives a more fundaignt ijs much larger than the diameter of the atknr < 1.

mental reason of obeying the causality in such superluminayen the vector potential of the light(x + r, 7) can be written
phenomenon, which directly comes from the causality of the

bound electron’s Feynman propagators. Ax+r,1) = A()explk-x)(L+ ik -r+..)

~ A(r) exp(k - x). (21)

Another interesting result is about the U-channel of pheton Usually, x is set to zero for convenience. The second ap-

atom scattering (Fid.]2(b)). It describes an atom emitting &, ,yimation neglects the coupling between the atoms and the
photon atx, then absort_)lng one back a. The df-shell magnetic field of the light due to it is much smaller than the
bound electron here carries the four-momentprk), whose .o hjing between the atoms and the electric field of the light

energy is below the energy of the bound electron in grounGrpen the electric dipole approximation can be made by defin-
state. This process recalls the “rotating wave approximag, g 3 new state of the systetr(x) as

tion” in quantum optics textbooks. The relationship betwee

the bound-state QED and the light-atom interacting model of [¥(x, 1) >= explieA(x,?) - D]|®(x, to) >, (22)
guantum optics will be found in next Section, where more de-

tails about the connection between Kify. 2(b) and the rafatinwhere D is the electric dipole formed by the nuclei and the
wave approximation are presented. bound electron that absorbing and emitting the light. With



Eq. [22), andA(x, 1) = E(x, 1), the Eq. [IB) becomes

%I(D(x) >= —¢E(x, 1) - D|D(x) > . (23)
Therefore, the interaction Hamiltonian in electric dipale
proximation is

H; = —¢E(x,1) - D, (24)
which is the primarily used interaction Hamiltonian in quan
tum optics.

Let us compare the two approaches. The perturbation the-
ory of bound-state QED deals with the interaction between th
guantized bound-electron field and the quantized electgema
netic field. The interaction happens at any arbitrary paint i rig, 4: Transitions in two-level systerw is the frequency of light,
Minkowski space, so the S-matrix needs to integrate the-inte andw, is the frequency dierence between the ground stgte and
action Hamiltonian density;(x) = ieyp(x)AL(x)¥p(x) Over  the excited stat >. Due to spontaneous emission (dotted line), the
all the pointsx in Minkowski spacel[1, 15]. Such approach excited state has a nature widthThe two transitiond; = wx — w;,
requires that the initial and final states are the eigerstite andA; = wa + w. can happen. With rotating wave approximation,
each field and are separated with infinite distances in spacéhe transitiom; = w4 + w, are neglected.
time, which are just the scattering that can be described by
the S-matrix formalism. @-shell electrons appear naturally
in the S-matrix formalism, which are corresponding to the in QED, sucHg > can be the unperturbed final state of S-matrix,
ner line of Feynman diagrams. Due to the integration over thevhile |e > is the perturbedfd-shell state. With electric dipole
space-time coordinate, the perturbation theory of bouates approximation, the perturbation @f > by >, |0, > happens
QED is suitable to deal with the photon-atom scatteringaiath at a certain point in space-time coordinate. Without electr
than to handle the interaction at a certain point in spave-ti dipole approximation, the perturbation fef > by >, |0, >
coordinate. needs to be integrated over all the points in space-time coor

The electric dipole approximation approach enables bounddinate, and finally becomes the— +co limit of the bound
state QED to deal with the interaction at a certain point inelectron’s state, which is jug >.
space-time coordinate. FRF r < 1, the scale of the atonr® We have mentioned in the end of Section IlI that [Fig. 2(b)
is approximated to be infinite small, and the interaction-hapis related to the rotating-wave approximation when solving
pens at the point(= 0) where the atom exactly locates. The Eq. [25). Fig[# is the transition diagram of a two-level atom
wave function of all bound electrons in the atom is approxi-system interacting with light. Before rotating-wave apgo

mately focused on such point, wif}, < ¢,(x = 0)l¢,(x =
0) >= 1. Therefore withH;(x) = ieyp(x)A.(x)¥p(x) being
replaced by Eq[{24) an®¥(x) > being replaced by(x), the
Schroddinger equation of light-atom interacting undectle
dipole approximation becomes

%KD()C) >= ieE(x, 1) - D|O(x) >, (25)

which has non-perturbation solutions. The electric veofor
the light field can be quantized at € 0) as

E(r) = Eo(ate ™' + ae'), (26)

mation, both the transitions with detuning = w; — w,, and
detuningA,; = —(wr + w,) are considered. In the perturba-
tion theory of bound-state QED, the transition loop of stim-
ulated excitation and emission (or spontaneously emigsion
with detuningA; = wr —wy is corresponding to the S-channel
Feynman diagram of the photon-atom scattering that showed
in Fig.[2(a). The transition loop of stimulated excitatiamda
emission with detuning\y; = —(w; + wa) is corresponding

to the U-channel Feynman diagram of the photon-atom scat-
tering that showed in Fid.] 2(b). After rotating-wave approx
imation, the transition loop with detuninp = —(w; + w4)

is neglected. In the perturbation theory of bound-state QED
this is just corresponding to neglecting the contributicomf

or even can be its classical form in the semi-classical agiro  the U-channel Feynman diagram. Since the transition prob-
[7,18]. The widely used light-atom interacting models suchability of U-channel is much smaller than it of S-channel in
as Jaynes-Cummings modgel[12] are obtained from electri&-matrix, the perturbation theory of bound-state QED gives
dipole approximation. credible reason for the rotating-wave approximation.

The Weisskopf-Wigner theory [27] is also obtained from In 2000, Lindgrerer al. have developed a bound-state QED
electric dipole approximation. It presents that the reasion model based upon a covariant form of the time-evolution op-
the spontaneous emission is the interaction between the egrator [32]. Their work enables the bound-state QED to deal
cited state of the bound electrde ¢) and the vacuum state of with the time-diterential processes by defining the reduced
electromagnetic field@, |0, >. In Weisskopf-Wigner theory, evolution operatol/,,, (z, —co) instead of the S-matrix formal-
ther — oo limit of the bound electron’s state is its ground stateism S =< f|U,, (o0, —0)|i >. Their method is free from the
|g >. Comparing with the perturbation theory of bound-stateelectric dipole approximation and can deal with the ligtutra



interactions besides the photon-atom scattering. S-matrix. Typical light-atoms scattering processes idicig
Rayleigh scattering, Compton scattering, Raman scagferin
as well as the cycle of absorbing and emitting photons by
V. EXPERIMENTAL TEST atoms are all corresponding to certain Feynman diagrams in
the perturbation theory of bound-state QED. The inner bound
Since the condition of electric dipole approximation is €lectron lines in such Feynman diagrams are described by the
k - r < 1, this approximation is only valid in dealing with the Feynman propagators, which can give tifieshell amplitudes
interaction between atoms and long-wavelength light, ssch  of photons in atoms phenomenally. Such propagators have su-
ultraviolet, visible, infrared, microwaveyc. In the experi- perluminal but causal property, which connects the supeflu
ments where the wavelength of light is short, such as X-rayg)al propagation of a light pulse in atomic media.
or Gamma rays, the conditida-r < 1 is no longer satis- In the bound-state QED, the energy levels of the atoms
fied. Thus the electric dipole approximation becomes idvali are determined by the potentiél which is composed of the
However, the perturbation theory of bound-state QED i$ stil Coulomb potential, the finite size potential from nuclei, or
valid to explain the phenomena of such experiments due to itsther potentials from other electrons in the atom [23]. The
interaction Hamiltonian has no approximations that demend value of the Feynman propagators in Eql(16) and[Eq. (17) are
the scale of atoms or the wavelength of light. ThereforeSthe also determined by the value 6f. Although the superlumi-
matrix formalism of bound-state QED is suitable to study thenal property of these Feynman propagators can be found with-
experimental phenomena of X-ray photonf-shell propa- out integrating them in position space, we hope future study
gating behavior in atoms. For example, the synchrotron rawith suitableU may give more precise integrated results of the
diation or the free-electron lasers that works on X-ray wave Feynman propagators of bound-electrons. These results wil
lengths can provide clean and coherent X-ray sources 6 integive the precise description of photon’s propagating imesto
acting with atoms. A setup of laser cooled and trapped atoms The widely used light-atom interaction model in quantum
interacting with such coherent X-rays can provide a similaroptics can be considered as the electric dipole approxima-
laser-atom interaction platform to them in experimentamu tion of the bound-state QED, and is suitable to deal with
tum optics. The fi-shell propagating behavior (such as su-the time-diferential processes, while the perturbation theory
perluminal [28, 29]) of X-ray photons in atoms should be ob-of bound-state QED with S-matrix formalis§ co, —c0) is
served. more suitable to study the time-integrating processesh suc
as photon-atom scattering. However, the electric dipole ap
proximation restricts the widely used light-atom interaat
VI. CONCLUSIONS model in quantum optics from studying the atoms interact-
ing with short-wavelength light. The perturbation theofy o
We use the S-matrix formalism of bound-state QED tobound-state QED is always valid due to it can be applied to
study the photon-atom scattering and give tffesbell prop-  the interaction between atoms and light at all wavelengths.
agating behavior of photons in atoms during the scattering. This work is supported by NSFC under grants Nos.
By considering the spontaneous emission of excited states0874235, 10934010, 60978019, the NKBRSFC under grants
of bound electrons, we find that only the bound electrons ifNos. 2009CB930701, 2010CB922904, and 2011CB921502,
ground states are suitable to be the initial and final state oind NSFC-RGC under grants Nos. 1386-N-HKU/48

[1] F. Mandl and G. ShawQuantum Field Theory, A Wiley- A 46, 1426 (1992); J. Guo and P. R. Berman, Phys. Re#7A
Interscience publication (1984); D. LuriBgrticles and Fields. 4128 (1993).
Inter-science (Wiley), New York, (1968). [12] E.T. Jaynes and F.W. Cummings, Proc. IEEE 89 (1963);

[2] U. Leonhardt, Nature (Londorid4, 823 (2006). F.W. Cummings, Phys. Ret40 A10516 (1965).

[3] R. N. C. Pfeifer, T.A. Nieminen, N. R. Heckenberg and H. [13] G. Basavaraju, L. Kissel, J. C. Parker, R. H. Pratt, )R@; and
Rubinsztein-Dunlop, Rev. Mod. Phy&, 1197 (2007). S. K. Sen Gupta, Phys. Rev.34, 1905 (1986).

[4] P.W. Milonni and R. W. Boyd, Advances in Optics and Pheton [14] A. Hopersky, A. Kasprzhitsky, A. Nadolinsky, O. Khofas/ina
ics2, 519 (2010). and V. Yavna, J. Phys. 84 045602 (2011).

[5] S. M. Barnett and R. Loudon, Phil. Trans. R. Soc368, 927 [15] R. P. FeynmanQuantum Electrodynamics, \Nestview Press
(2010). (1961).

[6] S. M. Barnett, Phys. Rev. Lett04, 070401 (2010). [16] R. P. FeynmanQED: The strange theory of light and matter.

[7] M. O. Scully and M. S. ZubairyQuantum Optics, Cambridge Princeton University Press (1985).
University Press (1997). [17] W. H. Furry, Phys. Rew81, 115 (1951).

[8] D. F. Walls and G. J. Milburn,Quantum Optics, Springer  [18] E. E. Salpeter and H. A. Bethe, Phys. R&, 309 (1951); E.
(2008). E. Salpeter and H. A. Bethe, Phys. R84, 1232 (1951).

[9] J.-Y. Courtois, G. Grynberg, Phys. Rev48, 1378 (1993). [19] M. Gell-Mann and F. Low, Phys. Re$4, 350 (1951).

[10] T. M. Brzozowski, M. Brzozowska, J. Zachorowski, M. Zasa  [20] W. Buchmlller, Phys. Rev. A8, 1784 (1978).

and W. Gawlik, Phys. Rev. A1, 013401 (2005). [21] M. H. Chen, K. T. Cheng, P. Beiersdorfer and J. Sapinstei

[11] J. Guo, P. R. Berman and B. Dubetsky, G. Grynberg, Phgg. R Phys. Rev. A68, 022507 (2003).



[22] Y. S. Kozhedub, D. A. Glazov, A. N. Artemyev, N. S. Oreshk (2010).

ina, V. M. Shabaey, I. I. Tupitsyn, A. V. Volotka and G. Plumje  [27] V. Weisskopf and E. Wigner, Z. Phy&3, 54 (1930).

Phys. Rev. A76, 012511 (2007). [28] L. J. Wang, A. Kuzmich and A. Dogariu, Nature (Londdf),
[23] P. J. Mohr, Phys. Rev. A2, 1949 (1985); P. J. Mohr, Physica 277 (2000).

Scriptad6, 44 (1993). [29] H. J. He, Z. F. Hu, Y. Z. Wang, L. G. Wang and S. Y. Zhu, Opt.
[24] W. R. Johnson, S. A. Blundell and J. Sapirstein, Phys. Re Lett. 31, 2486 (2006).

A 37, 2764 (1988); S. A. Blundell, W. R. Johnson and J. [30] R. Y. Chiao, Phys. Rev. A8, R34 (1993).

Sapirstein, Phys. Rev. A1, 1698 (1990); W. R. Johnson, S. [31] A. Kuzmich, A. Dogariu, L. J. Wang, P. W. Milonni and R. Y.

A. Blundell and J. Sapirstein, Phys. Rev42, 1087 (1990). Chiao, Phys. Rev. Let86, 3925 (2001).

[25] E. Avgoustoglou, W. R. Johnson, D. R. Plante, J. SagiinsS. [32] I. Lindgren, Mol. Phys98, 1159 (2000); I. Lindgren, B. Asen,
Sheinerman and S. A. Blundell, Phys. Rew®\ 5478 (1992); S. Salomonson and A. M. Martensson-Pendrill, Phys. Rev. A
E. Avgoustoglou and Z. W. Liu , Phys. Rev.54, 1351 (1996). 64, 062505 (2001).

[26] C. Thierfelder and P. Schwerdtfeger, Phys. Re82A062503



