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Abstract. The optical properties of a weak probe field iruglatated two-level system are investigated in mult
photon resonance (MPR) condition and beyond iis Ehown that, by changing the relative phase pfieq
fields, the absorption switches to the amplificatwithout inversion in MPR condition. By applyinget Floquet
decomposition to the equation of motion beyond MRdition, it is shown that the phase-dependenatieh
is valid only in MPR condition. Moreover, it is demstrated that the group velocity of light pulsen dae
controlled by the intensity of applied fields ark tgain-assisted superluminal light propagatiost (fight) is
obtained in this system. In addition, the optigiatability (OB) behavior of the system is studked/ond MPR
condition. We apply an indirect incoherent pumpiigdd to the system and it is found that the greefocity

and OB behavior of the system can be controllethbyherent pumping rate.
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1. Introduction

The study of the optical response of a medium & afrthe most important fields in optics. Quantusherence
has a major role in determination of the opticalparties of the systems and has various applicaiiooptical
physics [1]. It has been used to establish thenigagiithout inversion (LWI) [2].electromagnetically induced
transparency (EIT) [3], refractive index enhancetrjéh optical bistability [5], slow [6] and fastght [7]. In

superluminal light propagation the group velocifylight pulse in a dispersive medium can exceedsfieed of



light in vacuum and even can be negative [8]. Hmuewt does not violate Einstein’s principle of sjgé
relativity. It is generally believed that no complénformation can be sent faster than light sppegicuum [9].
Recently the duplicated two-level (DTL) system bagn extensively studied, because of its interggéature
and potentiality of applications. The interactiohsuch system with femtosecond coherent pulsesbban
studied by Delagnes and Bouchene and the efficredulation of the medium gain for the probe fieldsw
demonstrated due to the interference [10]. Slowtlgropagation through DTL system has been studietia
new method based on Zeeman coherence oscillation sliowing light has been presented in an
electromagnetically induced transparency window.[Cbherent control of the effective susceptibilityough
wave mixing in this system has been studied in MfoRdition and it was presented a phase-dependent
behaviour due to the different quantum path astetiwith conjugate phase [12]. The spatial interiee of
resonance florescence from two DTL atoms driveimiayorthogonally polarized fields has been invexttg in
MPR condition. It was shown that the interferenatgyn can be recovered in the fluorescence lifstrongly
driven atoms due to the effect of the relative phafsapplied fields on the populations and atonocerences
[13]. Controllable OB and multistability of a DTLtamic system has been studied and phase-dependent
behaviour has been obtained in MPR condition [Rékently the phase-control of the Goos-Hanchen sifig

a DTL atomic medium has been reported in MPR cad[tL5].

It is well known that the optical properties ofclased-loop atomic system, in MPR condition, degeoil the
relative phase of applied fields [16]. This is doethe wave mixing of applied fields which is nangrally
allowed beyond MPR condition [17].

In this manuscript, we investigate the optical gmips of a DTL atomic system in MPR condition d&&yond

it. We obtain the amplification without inversioAWI) in MPR condition and control it by relative ate of
applied field via the phase conjugation effect. @&y MPR condition, the Floquet decomposition isliggpto
solve the time-dependent differential equationsnofion. We find that in general, the optical prdjgar of the
system are not phase-dependent. Moreover, theagaigted superluminal light propagation is obtaimethis
system. Finally the OB behaviour of the systeralsudated beyond MPR condition.

By applying an indirect incoherent pumping fieldttee system, it is demonstrated that the groupcitylmf
light pulse as well as the OB behaviour can berotiatl by intensity of either coherent or incohérpamping
fields.

2. Theoretical Analysis
2.1. Model and equations

We consider a DTL system with two degenerate gratatesl) and|2) and two degenerate excited stdt®ls

and|4). The transition) —|3) and | 2) - | 4) with identicalmg (with central resonance frequency; = «,,) are
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excited by ai-polarized control fielcE,(t,y) = E_& exp[-i(awt — k. y)] + cc.with Rabi frequencp,. A o-
polarized probe field Ep(t,y) = E & exp[-i(wt —k,y)] +cc. with Rabi frequencyQ ,is applied to the
transitions|1) —|4) and |2) -|3) with different mc as shown in figure 1(a). As a realistic example,cmssider

Fi» — Fyptransition (e.g.,’S,,F,, - °P,Fy, transition of °Li at671nm) excited by two copropagating,

linearly polarized laser fields.
The density matrix equations of motion in the rioatwave approximation and in the rotating frame given

by

P11 =[(Qcora + Qpo1ae " "07) —cd +iT (033 +2044) /3,

925 =[(~ Q20 + Q0226 1) ~cCl +iT (044 +2033) /3,

1033 =[~(Qco13 +Q ppzse_iq)(t’r)) —cc] =il ps3,

1940 =[(Qcp24 = Qpo1ae” *7) —cc] =T pas,

1031 =Q¢ (P33 = P11) +Q pe_im(t’r) (034 = P21) + DB P31

1042 = Qc (P22 = Pas) +Q pe_iq’(t'r) (P43 = P12) + Z21042 ;

12 = ~(QcPra + Qopzz) +(Qpe " o~ Qe po) T 4 01,

024 = ~(Qc 14+ QoPsr) +(-Q pe_i¢(t’F)Pz4 + Q%ei¢(t’F)P31) =il 2034,

D41 = Qe (021 + Paz) + Qe D (044 = p11) + B¢ Pas.

1030 ==Qc (P12 + P34) +Q pe_iqj(t'r) (033 = P22) + B P33, (1)
where A, =g +ily A, =@y —w,, O(t,7)=At- (k& —k,).F +@ and A = w, - w,. The parametey is the

initial relative phase of applied fields. All thehlerence except the ones between Zeeman levelswittathe

rater 4. In the absence of non-radiative dephasing presess, reduces td /2. The excited state Zeeman

coherencepy,and the ground Zeeman coherenicg relax with the ratel ,andr,, respectively. In pure

radiative dephasin@ , ,l,, reduces to(" ,0)[12]. The decay rates from excited states to tloemp states are

e

assumedr /3for identical m- and 2I /3for differentm.. The equations (1) can be simplified, due to the
symmetry of the system, by a suitable change oabkr. We define new variables as
Pp = P32t P41, Pc = P31~ Paz:Ng = P11t P22.Ne = P33+ Pass Pzg = P12~ P215 Pre = P34 ~ Pag- 2

Then equations (1) reduce to



ing =(Qcpol +Q e ) ol —cc) +i T (L-ny)—iRny,
iD. = Qc(ng —ng) +Q 67 (0, + ) + B¢ o —iR P,
10 == Qc(Psg * Pe) +Qpe "7 (N —ng) +Bc p, — iRy,
65 = (- Qopp + Qe M o+ 00) =iy oy,
9 = (-Qepp +Qpe” ™0 pl 4 ce) il e - 3)

ParameteR denotes the indirect incoherent pumping rate whicpplied to the probe transitions.

2.2. Linear susceptibility and group velocity
The response of the system to the probe fieldetisrchined by the susceptibiligy= x' +ix" , which is defined
as [18]:

_ 2007y Polasy)

- 4
k, Qpe"w X
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wheregay =N Dza)p I(2chegly)and k, = w, /c. Nis the atom number density in the medium d@ndenotes

the dipole moment of transitions. The real and imay parts ofy correspond to the dispersion and the

absorption of the probe field, respectively. Thansition rate and dipole moment of the probe ttemscan be
considered a8=37MHz andD=281x102°C.m, respectively. Then the atom density
N = 436x10""atom/cm’and probe Rabi frequen@p‘ = 0011, lead to2a,y /k,Q, 01

The group velocity of light pulse is determined ttwe slope of dispersion. We introduce the groupexnd

:i, where the group velocityy is given by
v
9

Ng

c c
= =, 5
Vg 1+1 @)+ wp 0x'(wp) Ny (5)

2N 0w,

In a dispersive medium, the refractive index depgend the frequency and then the different frequency
components of a light pulse have different phadecitées. Therefore the group velocity of light palin such a
medium can exceed the velocity of light in vacudeading to the superluminal light propagation. lar o
notation the negative slope of dispersion corredpaie the anomalous dispersion, while the positiope



shows the normal dispersion. Moreover, the posithenative) value in imaginary part of susceptipiihows
the absorption (gain) for the probe field.

2.3. Optical bistability

OB has been extensively studied because of its apqidications in optical transistors, memory eletaemd all
optical switching [5]. The optical bistability f@a Bose-Einstein condensate of atoms in a driveicaptavity
with a Kerr medium has been studied and it was dotivat both the threshold point of optical bistitpil
transition and the width of optical bistability bgsesis can be controlled by appropriately adjgsthee Kerr
interaction between the photons [19]. Recently weehstudied the OB behavior in a two-level atomn],[28
well as three-level atoms [21], beyond two-photesonance condition. In this paper, we study theb@avior
of the DTL system, beyond MPR condition. Now, we fhe DTL systems in a unidirectional ring cavity a
shown in Fig.1-b. For simplicity, we assume thatrors 3 and 4 have 100% reflectivity, and the isign
reflection and transmission coefficient of mirrdtsand 2 areR and T (withR +T =1). We consider a

collection of N DTL atomic systems contained in a cell of lengthThe total electromagnetic field can be

written ask = E,(t,y) + Ep(t,y)+c.c., where only the probe field circulates in the ricavity. Then under

slowly varying envelope approximation, the dynamesponse of the probe field is governed by Maxsvell'
equation
LW

oE, OE, b
+cC =i P(wp) (6)
ot 0z 28,

whereg, is the permittivity of free spacé?(w, ) is the induced polarization in the probe transgiand is given

by P(w,) = NDp,. The boundary conditions between the incidendeL and the transmitted fieIE; for a

perfectly tuned ring cavity lead to
Ep(L)=E]/NT
E,(0)=vTEL +RE,(L). @)

The feedback mechanism of the probe field insigeriting cavity can induce the OB behavior. In treamfield

limit by using the boundary conditions, i.e., eqouas (7), the input-output relation is given by

y=2x-iCp,, (8)
whereC = prLD2 /hgocf is the usual cooperation parameter. Param&teBEg /h\/T: andy= DEL/h\/T:

are the normalized output and input fields, respelst



2.4. MPR condition

We assume that the MPR condition £0, k&, = IZC) is fulfilled by the applied fields. Then equat#(8) do
not have the explicitly time-dependent argument syglem has a steady state solution. Under the wexdie
field approximation and fak, =0, R=0, the following simple analytical expressions foe total population of
Zeeman ground states and probe susceptibility lategreed

2
Ny = %[ |QC|2 MIRE ]’ 9)
Q" +025r T,

(10)

w,) O __ =
X(@) Q e'? A A Q A

. . 2 .
Po  _iTy Tl | iTT4lQf +Q_§6M[. FQr, + rzg)gﬂ
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A= (T, + 40P Tarn 2+ Tl

Equation (9) shows that the population of Zeemanigt states does not depend on the relative pliagmplied

fields. Moreoverngis more than the half of the total population ahdnt the population inversion cannot

establish in this system, even by changing the itualel and relative phase of applied fields.

But the situation is completely different in eqoati(10). Three terms involve different physicalqasses which
have simple interpretations. The first term shote direct response of the medium to the probe.fi€tk
second term indicates the cross Kerr effect. Inalhgence of ground Zeeman coherence relaxatiose e
contributions are ignored [12]. The third term e tphase conjugate effect which determines theephas
dependent response of the medium to the probe fildte that the direct response of the medium ¢opitobe
field as well as the cross Kerr nonlinearity effacé not phase-dependent, however in MPR conditioa,
contributions of all three terms of equation (163 anixed together and the optical behavior becophese-

dependent.

2.5. Beyond MPR condition

Beyond MPR condition, the explicitly time-dependtarms in equations (3) do not permit to obtaindbestant
steady state and the Floguet decomposition shaulibplied to the set of equations (3) [22-23]. €leenents of

density matrix can be expanded as

Pij :piEO) + Z(piﬁm)e'imq’“'t) + piﬁ_m)eimq)(r’t)) (11)

m=1



where m is an integer and the maximum indicate order of approximation. In the presenténooherent

pumping, the zero order stationary state solutaresgiven by

n(o) _ 2|Qc|2(rd + R) + I:4Zc|2
N

2 2 (12-3)
4Qc|*(Fg + R+ (I + R)A|
o =" =0 (12-)
Using equation (12-a) the inversenf® can be obtained as
_ A
%: 1+(FZR) . ‘ c‘ (13)
Ne 2Q.°(Ng +R) +RA,|

According to the equation (13), it is clear that ®<I" (R>T) the total population of excited states is less
(more) than of lower levels and then system shdwsabsorption (gain). The saturation effect is alstained
forR=T.

The solution for the probe susceptibility and grangex in first order, forQ .,A. <<y can be written as

2 2 .
- Q. -A+iA(T4 +R
)((wp):ziord A +R)[r Rjzl | - ( d2 2 ) a4
p F+R) 4o |"+Ty +RZA
Q=G g @ola(Ty* R)(r - Rj|Qc|2[4{QC|4 ~N (T, + R 5
v o F+R) o' +(ry + R4

Note that the stationary solutions equations (18)-co not depend on the relative phase of apfigds. Our
analytical results foR=0 are in good agreement with the results of referg4].

The coefficient (T -R)/(F+R)has a major role in determination of subluminal superluminal light

propagation. Fof" > Rthe group index is positive, corresponding to thigleminal condition. By increasing the
incoherent pumping rate B>, the group index becomes negative and the putg® lpropagates in
superluminal regime. F&® =TI, system shows the saturation behavior and thegrthe velocity is equal to the
speed of light in vacuum. Then by applying the he@nt pumping field to the system, we introduce an
additional parameter for controlling the group ity and switching from subluminal to superlumirigiht

propagation.

3. Resultsand discussion



3.1. AWI in the absence of the incoherent pumping

Now, we are interested in summarize the numergsllts of equations (3), in MPR condition. We assiim1

and all parameters are scaled byFirstly, we investigate the phase-dependent apfioperties of the system
through the numerical calculations in the abseriéecoherent pumping. Figure 2 shows the absorgifqrobe
field (a) and population of Zeeman ground stat¢v€losus control field detuning for different vasuef relative
phases of applied fields. Using parametersl, I'; = 057, A; = 00, Q , = 001" andQ_ = 0.6, ¢=0(solid),
n/2(dashed). By changing the relative phase frgmOto ¢ = /2, the absorption peak changes to the gain,
without changing in the population of ground Zeerstates which can be explained by equations (9)(h0d
The imaginary part of the susceptibility dependsgothrough the coefficiertbs(2¢). Then the absorption of
probe field can be changed to the AWI just by clivagthe relative phase of applied fields.

AWI is obtained even beyond MPR condition. Howeivés controlled by the intensity of control fielligure 3
shows the absorption (a) and the population of Zeeground states (b) versus the Rabi frequencyutiral
field. It is shown that the population inversionedonot establish for different values of the intigndut by
increasing the intensity of control field the alggmn switches to the AWI. Then beyond MPR condifithe
AWI can be controlled by the intensity of contrild.

3.2. Fast light beyond MPR condition

In the following we investigate the optical propestof the system beyond MPR condition. Figure @éwshthe
dispersion (solid) and the absorption (dashedyolbe field versusA /T when the incoherent pumping field is

switched off. Using parameters afe=1 Iy =05, A, =00, Q , = 001 andQ. = 0.T @),06r (b). Note

that we choose just the contribution of the prdbmf(pp(l)) in the susceptibility. An investigation on figud

shows that for small values @f.the slope of dispersion around zero probe detuisinpsitive, accompanied
by a doublet absorption in the spectrum. By indrepshe Rabi frequency of control field, the slopke
dispersion switches from positive to negative cgpoading to the superluminal light propagation. &er, the
doublet absorption switches to the doublet gaire ftated group index is plotted in figure 5. Thikds(dashed)

line shows the group index f@, = 0.I" (0.6I') . The group index forQ . = 0.1l is positive around zero probe

detuning, while it is negative fa, = 0.6I .

The other controlling parameter is the incoheremhping field rate. We are interested in studying ¢fffect of
incoherent pumping field on the optical propertiéshe system. In figure 6, we present the dispergsolid)

and absorption (dashed) fer= 05I @),1.5I (b) . Other using parameters are same as in figure W(a)clear



that by increasing the incoherent pumping rae>(" ), the slope of dispersion switches from normal to
anomalous dispersion. The slope of dispersion afaero probe detuning, in the presence of incolieren
pumping field, is much steeper in comparing to rmsults of figure 4. The related the group indessue the

probe detuning in the presence of incoherent flshown in figure 7 foR = 0.5I" (solid ),1.5I" (dashed) . The

subluminal light propagation in the electromagrahicinduced transparency window changes to tha-gai

assisted superluminal light propagation just byeasing the incoherent pumping rate.

Note that for purely quantum mechanical reasonggaim or loss process will add noises to a tratisphiight
field [25]. Then the propagation of light pulsetie absence of absorption or gain is an ideal tiomdior noise-
free propagating light pulse through a dispersiesliom.

3.3. OB beyond MPR condition

We are going to present the OB behavior of theesysbeyond MPR condition. We include the contritmsi of
higher order oscillation terms (up Tm=6) of equation (11) and plot the input-output cuindigure 8 in the
absence (solid) or presence (dashed and dottedgalferent pumping field fo@Q_ = 0.1 (@,b),2r (c,d) . Using
parameters ate, = 0.0, A = 2.0, R=0.0(Solid),1I" (dashed ),15I" (dotted) . Other using parameters are same
as in figure 4(a). In parts (a) and (c), we useohltontributions of equation (11) to calculate B diagram,

while in parts (b) and (d), we use only the conttiin of the probe field. Our result does not shibevdifference

between two parts in weak control field approxim@ati This is due to the fact that the control fidloes not
scatter into the probe field frequency without gsihe probe transition and the;zvp(«)) =0). By increasing the

Rabi frequency of control field, slightly differemds appeared between the OB due to the probeilmain and
due to the all of contributions. It is worth to edhat for small values of incoherent pumping réte, OB
behavior is due to the absorption. Ror I , the system does not show the bistability behabewrause of the
saturation effect. By increasing the pumping rat® + 15l the population inversion is established and the
system again shows the bistability behavior becafiss gain. The gain property of the system irelia zero
value for upper return point in OB behavior of #ystem. In the absence of incoherent pumping fald in
MPR condition, our OB results confirm the resultseference [14].

4. Conclusion

We studied the optical properties of DTL systerMiAR condition and beyond it. It was obtained thatphase-
dependent AWI can be established in MPR conditionaddition, it was demonstrated that the slope of

dispersion can be controlled by intensity of thplegal fields. By using the Floquet decompositioaydnd MPR



condition, it was shown that absorption withoutdrsion switches to the AWI, just by increasingititensity of
control field. Moreover, we found that the sublualilight propagation switches to the absorptiorefigst light.
Finally, we applied an indirect incoherent pumpiiigjd to the system and we obtained that the slope
dispersion becomes much steeper and the groupityetdche probe field switches from the sublumitalthe
absorption-free superluminal light propagation. btorer, the OB behavior was investigated beyond MPR
condition and the effect of incoherent pumpingdieh the OB behavior was studied. It was demorestritiat

the incoherent pumping rate has a major role inrotlimg the OB behavior of the system.
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Figure Captions:
Figure 1. (a) Schematic diagram of DTL system. (b) Unidirecél ring cavity with DTL sample of length,
E'pandEE are the incident and transmitted fields, whilzep and E, are the probe and control fields,

respectively. For mirroll and 2 it is assumed th&at+T =1 and mirrors 3 and 4 have perfect reflectivity.

Figure 2. Absorption of probe field (a) and population ofeman ground states (b) versus control field

detuning for different values of relative phasesapplied fields in MPR condition. Using parametérs 1,

g =05, A, =00, Q, =00 andQ_ =01, ¢=0(solid), n/2(dashed).

Figure 3. Absorption (a) and the population of Zeeman grositades (b) versus the Rabi frequency of control

field for A= 09" . Other using parameters are same as in figure 2.

Figure 4. Dispersion (solid) and absorption (dashed) of thebe field versusA/I" when the incoherent

pumping field is switched off. Using parameters are=1T4=03",A; =00 Q, =001 and

Q. = 0T @),06r (b).

Figure 5. The group index versuA/T in the absence of incoherent pumping field. Thédsdashed) line

shows the group index fd2. = 0.I" (0.6I') . Other parameters are same as in figure 4.

Figure 6. Dispersion (solid) and absorption (dashed) of priddld versusA/I" when the incoherent pumping

field is switched on. It is assumed tRat 0.5 @),15I (b) . Other using parameters are same as in figure 4(a)

Figure 7. The group index versuA/l" in the presence of incoherent pumping field. Tokds(dashed) line

shows the group index fdR= 05  (L5. Dther parameters are same as in figure 4(a).

Figure 8. OB in the absence (solid) and in the presence édhahd dotted) of incoherent pumping field for
Q. =01 @,h), 2r(c,d). In parts (a) and (c), we use all of contributi@fisquation (10) to calculatethe OB

diagram, while in parts (b) and (d), we choose jph&t contribution of probe field. Using parameters
A, =00, A=20l, R=00(Solid),I" (dashed ),1.5I" (dotted) . Other using parameters are same as in figure

4(a).
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