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For Doppler-broadened media operating under double-double electromagnetically induced trans-
parency (EIT) conditions, we devise a scheme to control and reduce the probe-field group velocity
at the center of the second transparency window. We derive numerical and approximate analytical
solutions for the width of EIT windows and for the group velocities of the probe field at the two dis-
tinct transparency windows, and we show that the group velocities of the probe field can be lowered
by judiciously choosing the physical parameters of the system. Our modeling enables us to identify
three signal-field strength regimes (with a signal-field strength always higher than the probe-field
strength), quantified by the Rabi frequency, for slowing the probe field. These three regimes cor-
respond to a weak signal field, with the probe-field group velocity and transparency window width
both smaller for the second window compared to the first window, a medium-strength signal field,
with a probe-field group velocity smaller in the second window than in the first window but with
larger transparency-window width for the second window, and the strong signal field, with both
group velocity and transparency window width larger for the second window. Our scheme exploits
the fact that the second transparency window is sensitive to a temperature-controlled signal-field
nonlinearity, whereas the first transparency window is insensitive to this nonlinearity.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Gy, 42.50.Ex

I. INTRODUCTION

Electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT) is a
phenomenon whereby a medium can be switched between
states of transparency and opacity through the control-
lable application of a weak probe field ﬂ], and applica-
tions of EIT include slow light [2 4], optical switching [3],
and optical quantum memory ﬂa] Double EIT extends
the notion of EIT from controllable creation of trans-
parency at a given frequency to creation of two trans-
parency windows at two different frequencies ﬂﬂ]

Double-double EIT (DDEIT) extends EIT even fur-
ther to the case that each of a signal and a probe field
experience two transparency windows with the trans-
parency window for the signal controlled by a coupling
field and a probe field and the transparency window
for the probe field controlled by the coupling field and
the signal field ﬂg] DDEIT introduces the possibility of
controlling propagation of and interaction between two
bichromatic fields.

One advantage of controlling light is slowing it down.
Slow light is especially important for optical communica-
tion and for quantum information processing. For optical
communication, slow light enhances light-matter interac-
tion times and thereby leads to an increase in nonlinear
interactions B, @, ],. In quantum computing, slow light
enables storage of the quantum state of light for a suffi-
ciently long time to enable quantum memory ﬂa]
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Our main objective is to propose a mechanism to
slow the probe field in the second transparency win-
dow of Doppler-broadened DDEIT. For this slowing to
be achieved, we need to balance two competing require-
ments. One requirement for slowing the probe pulse in
Doppler-broadened EIT is to reduce the driving field in-
tensity because the group velocity is proportional the
driving-field intensity. On the other hand, the driving-
field intensity must be sufficiently large to circumvent
inhomogeneous broadening M]

We derive an analytical expression to enable us to find
a parameter regime where these competing requirements
can simultaneously be satisfied. Our analytical technique
is based on approximating the Maxwell-Boltzmann ve-
locity distribution for atoms by Lorentzian distributions
over the narrow but relevant domain of small atomic ve-
locities ﬂﬁ] We find that the nonlinear interaction be-
tween the probe and signal field maintain the width of
the second window constant for high Doppler width. This
result permits us to lower the intensity of the signal field
further without losing the EIT transparency window and
get lower probe field group velocity at the second window
compared to the first window. We apply our scheme to
the case of 3"Rb under realistic experimental conditions
and show that group-velocity reduction of the probe field
is feasible.

We present our work in the following order. In Sec. [[I}
we introduce the optical density matrix element describ-
ing the optical properties of the transition |1) — |4) and
the resultant atomic susceptibility, and we use these re-
sults to calculate the widths of the Lorentzian-shaped
transparency windows and the corresponding group ve-
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FIG. 1: Four-level tripod electronic structure with high-
energy state |4) and lower-energy levels |3), |2), and |1) in or-
der of decreasing energy. Transitions are driven by probe (p),
coupling (c) and signal (s) fields with frequencies wx and
detunings dx with x€ {p,c,s}. Dephasing rates are vy; for
1 €{2,3}.

locities for the probe field.

Doppler broadening due to temperature is incorpo-
rated into the expression for susceptibility in Sec. [l
We solve this susceptibility numerically and analytically.
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Our analytical solution is based on ignoring quadratic
dependence of the probe-field Rabi frequency and em-
ploying a Lorentzian approximation for a narrow band
around the Gaussian Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution.
This approximate expression enables an intuition about
how to control group velocities’ reduction at the second
window. In Sec. [IIDl we present the procedure to re-
duce the group velocity in the second window. Finally,
we summarize in Sec. [Vl

II. STATIONARY-ATOM OPTICAL
SUSCEPTIBILITY

Consider the closed M atomic model scheme depicted
in Fig. M with electronic level |4) coupled to the lower lev-
els [1), |2), and |3) by three coherent fields, namely the
probe, coupling, and signal Rabi frequencies, €2, Qc, €,
respectively. The [1) + |2}, |1) + |3), and |2) « |3)
transitions are dipole forbidden. The three fields are de-
tuned from the electronic transition frequency w,, be-
tween states [2) and |7) by

6]) =Ww4q1 — Wp, (]‘)
§C =Wy — We, (2)
55 =W43 — o.)p, (3)

respectively.

The analytical steady-state density-matrix element
(py,) solution for a stationary atom, to first order in the
probe-field Rabi frequency, can be approximated from
the exact expression |§] as
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where
Oxy := 0x — Oy (5)

is the two-photon detuning. Details concerning the
derivation of Eq. () appear in Appendix [A]

We verified this expression numerically for weak signal
and weaker probe Rabi frequencies, i.e., for the condition

1 ]” > )7 > 0] (6)
The decay rates in Eq. @) are
Y= (i + Vo), (7)
1<

and the coherence decay rate is

Fa =+ (8)
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The dephasing rate between the forbidden transitions is
not zero; therefore, 7o = vy2 and y3 = ygs.

In our system, we impose the equal-population condi-
tion

P11 = P33 = 0.5. (9)

Condition (@) makes the equations approximately solv-
able analytically as the equations of motion for popula-
tion (AIQ) are effectively decoupled from the equations of
motion for coherence (AT])). Condition (@) is achieved by
incoherent excitation from ground state |1) to the excited
state |4) with constant pumping rate. Thus, the diago-
nal matrix elements are held constant by conditions (@I).
See Appendix [B1] for details concerning the atomic pop-
ulation in our scheme. The optical linear susceptibility



for an atomic gas in three dimensions with A the atomic
density and dy4 the dipole moment is

b, _ Al
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We can substitute Eq. (@) into the numerator for Xél) in

Eq. (I[0), which is complicated so we express Xél) as

W _ in O +2i0 1
X T (B, + 2iB,) < Ay — 2iA, )

with the terms A; 2, Bj 2, and C 2 explained in the fol-
lowing.

To simplify Eq. ), we fix the value pyq = 0. This is
always true because the atoms are trapped to the dark
state leaving level |[4) unpopulated. The population of
the other three levels depends on the Rabi frequency of
the driving fields. See Appendix [B1] for more details of
the dark-state analysis and state populations.

The variables in Eq. ([Il) are

|Qc|21—‘32 |Qc|265c
Ay =l + 55, Ao i= =55 — G,
F%Z + 402, F%Q + 462,
|QC|272 |QS|2 V3
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V5 403 73 + 403,
1?0 Q)% s
By = — 0p, 12
P4, a7 12
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Oy = |Qb| V3 = |Qs| ps
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We now have expressions for the steady-state solu-
tion @) and the corresponding susceptibilities for the
probe field ([IT).

Expression ([T is used to calculate and plot the sus-
ceptibility, whose imaginary part is shown in Fig. 2f(a),
and whose real part is shown in Fig. 2(b). This absorp-
tion plot clearly displays the first probe window cen-
tered at §, = d. and the second EIT window centered

at 0 = 0, # 6.

A. Linewidth and Group Velocity

The linewidth of each transparency window ¢ € {1,2}
is given by the half-width at half-maximum (HWHM) T,.
The half-maximum values s, are determined first by find-
ing the maximum Apay, and the minimum Ay, values of
window 2 as shown in Appendix[C1] and then calculating

hmaxI + hminI

- (13)

xn, =
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FIG. 2: (a) Absorption and (b) dispersion as a function of the
probe detuning dp, with numerical (dotted line line), analyti-
cal (solid line), and approximate linear equation (dashed line
line) for 74 = 18 MHz, 3 = 10 kHz, v = 40 kHz, Q. = 74,
Qs = 0.374, Qp = 0.0574, 0s = 9MHz, and 6. = 0.

for dpc and dps separately, 11 and 7o are determined re-
spectively, with d,c = Ty and s = T2. In Appendix [CT]
we also discuss the requirements

1Q0® > 974 (15)
and
197 > 7374 (16)

to overcome homogeneous broadening ﬂﬁ] at the first and
second windows respectively, and to observe the presence
of the EIT windows.

If conditions ([I5) and (I6) are satisfied, the HWHMSs
of the first and second window are

% %l

2 ’ 2’
Ya+\/41Qc]" + 73 2¢/73 + 1]

respectively. Probe dispersion is shown in Fig. 2(b). For
detuning d;, chosen at the center of each window, disper-
sion is zero or close to zero.

For each of windows 1 and 2, group velocity is ﬂﬂ]

= To = (17)

2 ORe[yV
~ 28 ng = (wo — 6p) Rexp |

— 1
Ng 90, (18)

dcen

for ng the group index, Jcen the detuning at the center of
each window (1 and 2), and wp the transition frequency



between levels |1) and |4). Detuning dcen equals d. at the
first window and equals d5 at the second window. The
partial derivative of the dispersion in the denominator is
determined by

1 1 1
R ]| _ i Rel (8)] = Relxp (6 = deen)]
0dp 6p—6cen Op — Ocen
cen (19)
Therefore, the partial derivative of the dispersion
OReli)| _ _ mlof?
a4, N 22 (20)
P s (7274 + || )
at the center of the first window and
ORely ]| _ i
= 2 (21)
Dp |, (ma+ 9]

at the center of the second window. Equations. (20)
and (2I)) yield the slope of the tangent line to points
dp = Ocen as shown in Fig. 2Ib).

In Fig.2b), the group velocity is shown to be approx-
imately constant in each of the two EIT windows, which
can be seen by the straight-line tangents. The group ve-
locity scales inversely with slope so the ratio of group
velocities for each EIT window is the inverse of the ratio
of the slopes for each window. From Egs. (20) and (1))
and from Fig. (b), the group velocity at the first win-
dow evidently exceeds the group velocity at the second
window for the given parameters.

Under conditions () and ([I6]), the group velocity re-
duces to

2¢ Q2
Vg, = _Cﬁ (22)
n wig
at the first window and to
2¢ [Q)?
Vg, = ———— (23)
7 W34

at the second window. Hence, for stationary atoms, the
group velocities in both windows are linearly propor-
tional to the intensities of the respective driving fields.

IIT. DOPPLER-BROADENED OPTICAL

SUSCEPTIBILITY

At non-zero temperature atoms move randomly due
to thermal energy. Thermal atomic motion leads to a
spreading of the absorbed frequency due to the Doppler
effect, which broadens the optical line profile and is
known as Doppler broadening.

In this section we solve susceptibility numerically and
also derive approximate analytical expressions as a func-
tion of temperature. These results are used to find the

widths of transparency windows and also group veloci-
ties of the probe field in each of the two DDEIT win-
dows. Our approximate analytical technique is based on
approximating the Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribu-
tion for atoms by Lorentzian distributions over the nar-
row but relevant domain of small atomic velocities ﬂﬁ]
This approximation is valid as large velocities are suffi-
ciently detuned so as not to affect the optics.

In our scheme, the electromagnetic field passes through
a gas of atoms at temperature 7. Each atom of
mass m has a velocity v obeying the Gaussian Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution

10 = e (-5 ) u- NELCRE

with v the component of velocity v in the direction of the
three co-propagating signal, probe, and coupling fields.

One effect of moving atoms is detuning of resonant
frequencies due to the Doppler shift, which results in a
velocity-dependent probe-field susceptibility xp(v). For
our Doppler-broadened system, the susceptibility is thus
ave“%ged over the entire velocity distribution according
to |16]

w= [ " o) f (o). (25)

The velocity-dependent expression for susceptibility is
obtained from Eq. (II]) by the replacement

bt b+ 2 x € {pies), (26)
C
for
W14 = Wo, X =D,
Wx = w24, X =, (27)
W34, X =5,

the atomic frequencies and c¢ the speed of light in vacuo.

Our scheme relies on neglecting Doppler effect on two-
photon detuning 0y, (B), which is achieved for the co-
propagating fields driving approximately equal transition
frequencies:

wWo = W14 | W ~ W34. (28)
This choice is commensurate with our case of a 8"Rb gas.
For this atom, we assign [1), |2), and [3) to the 55,
level with FF =1, mp =0 and F = 2, mp = {-2,0}
respectively. Level [4) corresponds to the 5P,y level
with F© = 2 and mp = —1. Therefore, the quanti-
ties {0xy} in Egs. () do not change under Doppler
broadening.

Integration of Eq. (28]) corresponds to a convolution of
Lorentzian x;, with the Gaussian profile, which is known
as the Voigt profile ﬂﬂ] The Voigt profile can be solved
numerically but is hard to solve analytically ﬂﬁ, , ,

[19].



The lack of an exact analytical solution inhibits finding
a simple expression relating the group velocity or width
of each EIT window to Doppler broadening. Instead, we
approximate the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution by a
Lorentzian function over a narrow velocity domain ﬂﬁ]
to obtain an approximate analytical expression for the
optical susceptibility. This approximation is valid inso-
far as we are interested in the optical response near the
spectral center.

A. Lorentzian line-shape approximation

In this subsection, we determine an analytical ap-
proximation to the optical susceptibility for a Doppler-
broadened system. Our approximation uses a Lorentzian
fit to the Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution over
a narrow range of velocity. We use this approximation to
show that the first probe transparency window is inde-
pendent of the signal-field Rabi frequency and the second
transparency window is nonlinear in the signal-field Rabi
frequency. Furthermore, we derive the connection be-
tween the transparency window and the Doppler broad-
ening width, which is directly dependent on the temper-
ature.

The Lorentzian line-shape function [11]

VW 1 Wh,

) F ey @

is a function of the atomic velocity with Wiy, is the
HWHM of the Lorentzian profile. To see that the
Lorentzian (29) approximates the Gaussian ([24]) well over
a narrow domain, we first write both functions as Maclau-
rin series. The Gaussian (24]) is approximated by

vwo\  VIn2  wi(vIn2)? ,
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FIG. 3: Plot of Lorentzian function (dashed line) and Gaus-
sian function (dotted line) vs. normalized atomic velocity.

The two expansions [B0) and ([B2]) are approximately
equal under the conditions that

1
Wi, = —Wag, 34
L= e (34
for
wov
-1 VIn2 « 1. 35
< i n2 <« (35)

Combining Eqs. 1) and ([34) yields the connection be-
tween the Lorentzian linewidth and the temperature.
These conditions are satisfied near the center of both
function profiles as shown in Fig. [B] where the higher-
order terms of Eqs. B0) and (B2) have insignificant in-
fluence.

Integration of Eq. (25) using L(v) instead of f(v) has
two terms evaluated with the contour integral using the
residue theorem. The final optical susceptibility, includ-
ing the Doppler broadening effect, is

Xp(9p) = 11(dp) + T2(dp) (36)

with ¢, the detuning (IJ). The terms on the right-hand
side of Eq. (34]) are

_in VT

[ =—— V- 37
' 2 By +2iBy + W, (37)
and
I 7_i_77 ﬁ C1 +1Cs
2T T 2 B+ Wy +2iBy A] — Wy, — 2iAsy
C1 +iCy
A+ By + 21(32 — A)
inV;
inWyy/m (38)

W 442 AT 4 AiA Ay

The HWHM T, of the first transparency window, and
the group velocity for this window, depend on I7(d,) but
not on I3(dp) over the domain of 0, pertaining to the first
window. In the case of the second transparency window
for the probe field, both I (6,) and I>(d,) are non negli-
gible for calculating the HWHM T, and group velocity.
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FIG. 4: Plots of Im[x\"] and Re[x'"] vs probe detuning 6,
at different temperatures for y4 = 18MHz, v3 = 10 kHz,
vo = 40kHz, Q¢ = 74, Qs = 0.35y4, 05 = 9MHz, and é. = 0.
(a), (c) and (e) are Im[Yp] and (b), (d), and (f) are Re[xp]. We
set T'= (1, 10, 100) K for (a),(b), (c),(d) and (e),(f) respec-
tively, which is equivalent to Wi, = (34.8, 110, 348)MHz, re-
spectively. The dotted line-line corresponds to the analytical
solution using the Lorentzian line-shape function, whereas the
dashed line line is the numerical solution using the Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution function.

In Fig. 4 we plot the imaginary and real terms of the

susceptibility Xl()l) as a function of the probe-field detun-
ing 0, at various temperature values based on the av-
erage susceptibility (28) for the Maxwell-Boltzmann dis-
tribution function f(v) and for the approximation using
the Lorentzian function L(v). At Low temperatures, for
which the broadening is low, there is a discrepancy be-
tween the two functions.
At higher temperatures, for which
WE > 73, (39)
the numerical data agree with the analytical data near
the center as seen by comparing the two plots. The plots
differ at the tail, which describes far-off-resonant atoms
whose contribution is negligible. This numerical result
validates the Lorentzian approximation for condition (39)
near the center, which leads to a rather simple form of
the inhomogeneously broadened susceptibility.
Analyzing the numerical result reveals that condi-

tion (1)) and condition

Ql* > 721, (40)
are required to observe the first transparency window.
These conditions ([IH) and (@0) eliminate the homoge-
neous broadening and reduce the effect of inhomoge-
neous broadening, respectively. At a temperature for
which the Doppler broadening satisfies condition (B3],
and Eqgs. (B6)-B8) are a valid approximation, satisfying
condition ([0) certainly implies satisfying condition ([IH]).

As shown in Fig. @ the width Ty of the second trans-
parency window is not noticeably affected by varying the
Doppler width Wp,. The reason for the robustness of Ty
is that the nonlinear interaction in Is, but not in I, pro-
tects the second window from deleterious temperature
effects. Therefore, the strong-signal-field condition is not
required to overcome Doppler broadening damaging the
second transparency window. In other words, condition

|94[* > 45T, (41)
is no longer mandatory to observe the second window.

Condition (@) is still required to eliminate the homo-
geneous broadening for significant transparency at the
second window; see Appendix for detailed mathe-
matical proofs of the conditions required to observe the
transparency windows. Furthermore, the relaxation of
condition (I leads to further reduction of group veloc-
ity in Doppler-broadened media, which was limited by
the Doppler width appearing in the right-hand side of
condition (@TJ).

The two terms ¥ W1, in Eq. @) and v3W7y, in Eq. ()
quantify the inhomogeneous broadening of the two EIT
windows. In other words, the Doppler broadening alone
is not the whole story; rather, the products 2 3W7, in-
corporating the rates 2 and 3 are the key quantities. In
Sec. [[IIBl we derive the linewidth and the group velocity
for which the requisite conditions (I3]) and (I6]) for elim-
inating homogeneous broadening, are always satisfied for
both windows.

B. Width of the transparency windows

The EIT width in a three-level Doppler-broadened A
system can be maintained by keeping the temperature of
the system constant while changing the driving field m
]. Here, we follow a different approach by studying the
dependence of the linewidth on temperature while fixing
the intensity of the driving fields. The intensities of the
driving fields are chosen such to eliminate the homoge-
neous broadening.

The HWHM of the first window for the Doppler-
broadened system is equal to
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FIG. 5: Numerical (dashed line) and analytical (dotted line)
solutions of the HWHM () for the (a) first and (b) second
EIT transparency windows vs Doppler width Wy, for v4 = 18
MHz, vz = 10 kHz, v2 = 40 kHz, Qc = 74, Qs = 0.3574,
0s = 9MHz, and 6. = 0. Inset: Numerical (dashed line) and
analytical (dotted line) HWHM of the second EIT window
evaluated for the gain term eliminated.

The width decreases nonlinearly as the Doppler
Wldth W1, increases as shown in Fig. Bl The condition
|9 | > Wy, is valid for all Wy, values in the figure.
For a high-intensity coupling field [@0), the width of the
first window reduces to

- [N
o= ) (43)
WL (274 + W)

The formula for HWHM can be further simplified if
W1, > 74, thereby yielding

- el
Ty = ow (44)
This result is consistent with the previous result for a
three-level A atom, subject to a high-intensity driving
field, for which the linewidth is proportional to the in-
tensity of the driving field and inversely proportional to
the Doppler width [12].

The HWHM of the second window of the Doppler-
broadened system has a more complicated form than for
the first window:

(ya + WL) + WL [522 (74 + WL) — 3]

|Q ?
AWLA2 (3 — s2(ya + WL)] + Q) (7 +

(45)

increases.

For large Doppler broadening, Wi > 4, 7y de-
pends on the population difference p1; — p33. As we set
p11 = p33 =~ 0.5, 5o is always located at Imy, ~ 0, i. e.,
where absorptlon vanishes. Consequently, the w1dth of
the second window remains approximately constant with
respect to Doppler width

2
=[ o |Qb|

2 — .
2v2y/72 + 2|9/

This independence Doppler broadening width response
of the second window is due to the gain described by
Iml, of Eq. (B8). Expression (47) reveals that further
reduction of the group velocity can be achieved by re-
ducing the intensity of the signal field without losing the
transparency window due to Doppler broadening.

The two EIT windows have the same width at the in-
tercept point between the two curves as shown in Fig.
For all values of Doppler width the signal field has lower
intensity than the coupling field. The inset to Fig.
shows how the second window would behave as a function
of W1, if the nonlinear contribution I were suppressed.
This inset makes clear how important the optical non-
linearity is for achieving quite different temperature sen-
sitivities of the two transparency windows for the probe
field. Mathematically, an effect of forcing Iy = 0 is that
the HWHM of the second transparency window is given
by a modification of the HWHM of the first window (42))
with the proviso that {2 is replaced by €25 and -5 is re-
placed by ~s.

For atoms copropagating with the probe field, the gain
term suppresses the narrowing of the width results from
Doppler broadening. Generalizing the choice of atomic
propagation direction relative to the direction of the three
driving fields would of course lead to different results [18].

In summary, Eq. @) is the full expression of the
HWHM of the second transparency window and accounts
for the nonlinear interaction between the probe and the

(47)
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FIG. 6: Plots of the numerical (dashed line) and analytical
(dotted) results for the partial derivative of dispersion with
respect to Doppler width for (a) the first window and (b) the
second window for y4 = 18 MHz, v3 = 10 kHz, v2 = 40 kHz,
Qc = 1.57v4, Qs = 0.5794, s = 13.5 MHz, and 6. = 0. Inset:
numerical (dashed line) and analytical (dotted line) results
for the partial derivative of dispersion vs Doppler width at
the second window for Io = 0.

signal field. Its behavior is depicted in Fig. Bl and shows
the insensitivity of the second transparency window on
temperature, which is represented by width Wy,. Con-
trariwise, the first window is sensitive to Wr,.

C. Group velocities at the transparency windows

From Sec. [ITAl we have approximate analytical ex-
pressions for susceptibilities at the two transparency win-
dows. In this subsection we determine the derivative of
the susceptibility with respect to the detuning J, and
use these partial derivatives of dispersion ([Id) to calcu-
late the group velocities for the probe field in each of the
two transparency windows. The response of the partial
derivative of dispersion with respect to Doppler broad-
ening system is shown in Fig.[6l In this figure, numerical
calculations show constant group velocity at the first win-
dow and a sharply increased group velocity at the second
window.

The analytical expression for the group velocity of the
Doppler-broadened system is evaluated using Eq. (I8)
but with the Doppler-broadened susceptibility (36) re-

placed the free Doppler-broadened susceptibility xl(ol) @]
The partial derivative of Re[yp] at the center of the first
window is

ORe[Xp)

a5,
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FIG. 7: Plot of the numerical (dotted) and analytical (dashed
line) results for the partial derivative of dispersion vs coupling

field at the first window for Doppler width Wi, = 409 MHz,
Y4 = 18 1\/IHZ7 Y3 = 10 kHZ, Y2 = 40 kHz.

and at the center of the second window is

ORel[Xp) /7 |Q]” 4
06 o 2
Polos (yy =) (73WL + |Qs|2)
/7 || 74 (49)
VAR
W, €]

For the first transparency window and for a strong cou-
pling field [@Q]), the group velocity of the probe field at
the center of the first window has the same group veloc-
ity as for the Doppler-free case (22]). The negligibility of
the Doppler broadening effect is due to the intensity of
the coupling field being large, as can be explained from
the analytical expression ([@8]).

Figure [6] shows agreement between the analytical ex-
pression (48]) and the full numerical result applicable for
small Wi,. This agreement diminishes slightly as Wr, in-
creases. Therefore, the Lorentzian function can be used
to study the Doppler-broadened dispersion response of
the A configuration comprising the three states |1), |2),
and [4) provided that condition [#0) is satisfied.

Our analytical expression is reliable in practical pa-
rameter regimes. This agreement between the analytical
Lorentzian approximation and the full numerical result
under condition ([@0) is presented in Fig. [ for varying
coupling-field Rabi frequency.

We establish reliability of our approximation by com-
paring to an approximate Lorentzian expression derived
for a A EIT system @] In our notation, their result for
group index is

V4 |Qc|2
2
2 (v + W) + |9

Nng o

(50)

with the relation between group index and derivative of
dispersion (48] given by Eq. (I8). We can neglect 4
from (B0) according to the approximation ([I3]). Although
result (B0) is derived for a A system and our result (48]
for a h system, both results pertain to an EIT window in



a strong-coupling regime, and the two Lorentzian-based
approximations agree.

At the second window, the analytical calculation fits
the numerical solution for all chosen Doppler widths in
the figure. Eliminating I, (88) leads to an equation for
group velocity at the center of the second window being
similar equation to Eq. [ 8)) but with Q. replaced by €
and 7o replaced by 73. Similar dependence on Doppler
width is shown in the inset of Fig.

To achieve matched group velocity for the probe pulse
propagating through the first and through the second
window, a non-zero nonlinearity is required. The nonlin-
earity Is is zero only if the condition pgq = p33 = 0 is
met. This case for nonlinearity is depicted in the inset
of Fig. [0l By fixing p44 = p33 = 0 we have the unwanted
additional effect of violating condition (I8) and thereby
destroying the second window.

The intercept point between the two curves shown
in Fig. [@] reveals the operating temperature for group-
velocity matching. At temperatures exceeding the
matched group-velocity case, the group velocity in the
first window is lower than the group velocity for the sec-
ond window and vice versa for temperatures lower than
the condition for matched group velocity.

In summary, we demonstrate three important points
in this subsection. First, the Lorentzian approximation
is a useful and valid approximation for studying the dis-
persion response of the probe field as long as the condi-
tions (0] and () for Iz = 0 [Eq. (88))] hold. Second, the
second term of Eq. (B4 modifies the optical dispersion at
the second window, which leads to a capacity for group
velocity control through manipulating the temperature.
Finally, due to nonlinearity, a signal-field intensity less
than the coupling-field intensity does not necessarily im-
ply that the probe field has lower group velocity at the
second EIT window than at the first window.

D. Group-velocity reduction

In the previous Sec. [[IIBland [ITClwe have studied the
behavior of the width and the group velocity for both EIT
windows of the probe field in Doppler-broadening me-
dia. We have shown that a high-intensity coupling field is
required to overcome inhomogeneous broadening, which
represents an obstacle for group-velocity reduction. The
width of the second EIT window is independent of tem-
perature, which means that the enhanced group-velocity
reduction is superior to the case that would hold if the
width did depend on temperature as temperature depen-
dence could only worsen this effect.

In this section, we derive two expressions that relate
the signal-field Rabi frequency €25 to the coupling-field
Rabi €. and Doppler width W7,. Satisfying the first ex-
pression guarantees that the probe field has the same
group velocity in each transparency window. Satisfying
the second expression guarantees the same HWHM for
the two EIT windows.

< 050 S
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FIG. 8: Plot of the partial derivative of dispersion (dotted-
dashed line) and HWHM (dashed line) for the second EIT
window and HWHM (upper horizontal dotted line line) and
partial derivative of dispersion (lower horizontal dotted line
line) for the first EIT window vs normalized signal-field Rabi
frequency with Q. = ~v4, Wi, = 700 MHz, v+ = 18 MHz,
v3 = 10 kHz, and 72 = 40 kHz.

The relation between €)g and ). can be satisfied for
a wide range of temperatures bounded above and below
by the requirements for the analytical approximations to
be valid according to Egs. (89) and (@0). We then use
these two expressions to divide the signal-field intensity
to three regimes: a low-strength regime where the group
velocity and EIT width are lower than the first window,
a high-strength regime where both group velocity and
width of EIT window are greater than for the first win-
dow, and a middle regime where the group velocity is
lower and the width is higher than for the first window.

In Fig. B we plot the HWHM and partial derivative
of dispersion for the second EIT window using Eqgs. (@1
and (49), respectively. We also plot the HWHM and
partial derivative of dispersion for the first EIT window.
Intercepts between lines show which signal-field Rabi fre-
quencies yield matched HWHM or group-velocity condi-
tions. Matched HWHM occurs at () and matched group
velocity occurs at g, with Qg lower than () , and 1
and h refer to lower and higher values, respectively. We
can choose values of €)s to control which of the two win-
dows has higher HWHM and group velocity.

We exploit our analytical expressions for the HWHM
and the group velocity at the center of each window to
find the lower and higher boundary values of the signal
field. Equating Eqs. (@) and {T) for real values of Q.
and Qg gives us the lower boundary value of Q:

3 Y4
Qg =270, | —. 51
1 WL ( )

Similarly equating Eqs. @8] and (@3] gives us the higher
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boundary value of €):

2 /9 7422 27,02
Qs, = =1 [ =v3W) €19 <. 52
h 3\/273 L+ 3L + WB’}% ( )

Equations (&1l) and (B52]) reveal which signal-field strength
should be selected to achieve either matched width or
matched group velocity, respectively.

At certain Doppler width, the boundary values of € in
Eqgs. (BI) and (52)) can be tuned by varying the coupling-
field strength €2.. Both the matched group velocity and
the matched HWHM have lower value as €. is reduced.

In summary our four-level atom optical system can
be operated at the second window in three different
regimes depending on the signal-field strength. In the
low-strength regime, the second window has very low
group velocity compared to the first window but also
has a lower EIT width. However, we can operate in
this regime for lower group velocity as long as the width
is resolvable experimentally. Alternatively, in the high-
strength regime, the second window has a higher group
velocity than for the first window. which makes this high-
strength regime less desirable for low group-velocity ex-
periments.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have achieved our objective of showing that the
second DDEIT window has advantages over first window
with respect to obtaining an enhanced reduction of group
velocity. The presence of a nonlinear interaction between
the probe and signal fields in optical susceptibility plays
a crucial role in enabling temperature-controlled modi-
fication of the optical response. At the second window,
this term signifies the ability to reduce the narrowing of
width and thereby yields increases of the group-velocity
as the Doppler width increases. The modified optical re-
sponse due to nonlinear interaction permits observing the
second window for low intense signal field and promises
for more group velocities’ reduction in the second EIT
window.

By identifying the signal-field boundary values €2, and
Qg , we are able to identify the regime of the signal-field
strength values that could result in slower group velocity
than for the first window. The low-strength regime is the
best for realizing low group velocity, but the EIT window
could be difficult to resolve. The middle-strength regime
is more robust in that the second EIT window is expected
to be resolvable and the group velocity is expected to be
low. The high-strength regime is less interesting as the
group velocity is relatively high.

Our approximate analytical calculation succeeds in de-
scribing the optical response of the Doppler-broadened
four-level optical system and helps in analyzing the sys-
tem in the presence or absence of the nonlinear interac-
tion. These analytical calculations also provide us with
intuition of how the width or group velocities change in

a Doppler-broadened system. Importantly, our analyti-
cal expression helps us to study the relation between the
coupling and signal fields and to achieve matching of ei-
ther widths or the group velocities of the two windows.
These conditions are not intuitively clear otherwise, and
hence would be difficult to discern using only numerical
calculations.
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Appendix A: Atom-field Hamiltonian and equations
of motion

The semiclassical Hamiltonian for the atom-field sys-
tem depicted in Fig. [, within the dipole and rotating-
wave approximations, is

H(t) = Ho + Hax(t) (A1)

with the free-atom Hamiltonian being

4
HO = hzwz&ua 5-1] = |Z> <=7| ’

1=1

(A2)

and the driving interaction Hamiltonian is
2 h iwpt A
Hdr(t) 25 (Qpe P'014

+ chiwcté'24 + Qseiwst&34 + I{.C.)7 (A3)
with H.c. denoting the Hermitian conjugate. In the in-
teraction picture, with respect to the free-atom Hamil-
tonian (A2)), the atom-field system Hamiltonian has the
form

V(t) :7_;

+ chfi‘sct[f% + Qseii65t6'34 + HC) .

(Qpeiiaptﬁu
(A4)

The Hamiltonian involves oscillatory terms at different
optical frequencies. Therefore, our next step is to find a
Hermitian operator to transform the interaction Hamil-
tonian to a rotating frame in order to eliminate the time
dependence. Thus, we construct the rotating-frame op-
erator

A= 35p&11 + (25p + 5,3)0'22 + (25;, + 55)&33 + 25;,5’44 (A5)

and eliminate time dependence by the following rotating-
frame transformation
_ eiAt/hV(t)efiAt/h _A

H'(t) (A6)



The resultant Hamiltonian is given by ﬂé]

- - h
H' ZH(/) + 5 (Qp&m + Qcbog + Q034 + H.C.) (A7)
for
H(l) = (Spcﬁgg + 5p5633 + 6p&44 (A8)
and dxy given in Eq. ().
The resultant Lindblad master equation is B
i ! 0
p=- ﬁ[pa H'] + Z %(Uljpajl — 0P — poy)
1<J
4
Z % 19P033 — T33P — POy) (A9)
=2

for p the state in the rotating frame. The Lindblad mas-
ter equation includes both spontaneous emission and de-
phasing, where ~,, is the decay rate of state |7) — [2)
and 7, is the dephasing of state |1).

By substituting Eq. (A7) into ([A9)), we obtain 10 opti-
cal Bloch equations. Six more optical Bloch equations are
obtained from complex conjugates of the six off-diagonal
density matrix expressions presented in the following.
The 10 optical Bloch equations are

p1a(t) = (—%72 + i5pc) p12(t)

_ % [~ p1a(t) + Qpp2a(t)],
p13(t) = (—%’Ys + i5p5> prs(t)
i 5 [ pua(t)

. 1
pra(t (—574 +1i6 ) p1a(t)

+ Qppaz(t)],

+ [Qecpiz + Qsp1z + Qp (p11(t)
) 1 .
pas(t ( 5 '3y — 15sc) p23(t)
- 5 [Qcp43 (t)
) 1 .
paa(t) = (——r42 " usc) paa(t)
)

— paa(t))]

— Q% paa(t)],

[ Qpp21(t) + Qe (paa(t) — p22(t)) — Qspas]

pas(t) = (-%1—‘43 —1ids | pas(t
[ Qf p23(t) + Q5 (paa(t) — p3a(t))
Qppw( ). (A10)

Now we present the equations of motion for the popula-

11

tion density matrix elements:

=721p22(t) + ¥31033(t) + Ya1p44(t)

_ %[meu (t) — Q;p14(t)}a

p22(t) = — y21p22(t) + Y32p33(t) + Va2 pa4(t)
1
~5 [ p24(t) + Qepaz(t)]
p33(t) = — y31p33(t)

_ % [—Q:p34(t) + Qsp43(t)] )

p11(t)

— v32p33(t) + Yazpaa(t)

Pasa(t) = — Yapaa(t) —
— Qpas(t) + Qppra(t) —

%[chm(t) — Qepaz(t) + Qspsa(t)
Qppar(t)]. (A11)

In summary, we reprise the master equation for a single
tripod () atom driven by three detuned fields and obtain
the requisite equations of motion for the density-matrix
elements to solve the dynamics.

Appendix B: Dressed-state analysis and atomic
Population

Here, we analyze the population of the h atom for
various driving-field strengths and different detunings of
the probe field. In Sec. [B1l we investigate the atomic
population behavior using the dressed-state analysis and
numerical calculations. We obtain general expressions
for atomic populations in steady state for three cases of
probe-field detuning. In Sec. B2 we introduce an ana-
lytical expression for the case we studied in this paper,
corresponding to the signal-field strength being greater
than the probe-field strength. In Sec. [B3l we study the
Doppler effect on the atomic population based on a nu-
merical analysis.

1. General discussion of atomic population

Finding a general analytical expression for the atomic
population using Eqs. (AI0) and (ATT]) is not feasible due
to the difficulties of decoupling the equations of motion
of coherence from those of the population. Therefore,
we analyze the dynamics of atomic population depend-
ing on the interpretation from dressed-state analysis and
numerical calculation of the atomic population.

General expressions for the eigenstates of the Hamil-
tonian (A7) are complicated. For simplicity, we choose
to find the eigenstates for the three following tractable
cases.

a. Ope=0

The first case d,c. = 0, or, equivalently, §, = .. We
allow d5 to assume any different value. In this case one



12

of the eigenvalues \; = 0 corresponds to eigenstate

W) = -y
P IE  VRE
(B1)

This eigenstate is a dark state as it does not contain
a contribution from state |4) and is not coupled to
state |4). This is obvious from studying the total dipole
moment dyp for a transition from state |[¢p) to the bare
state |4).

If the magnitudes of the coupling field and probe field
are appropriately balanced, the negative sign in the su-
perposition of [1) and |2) [Eq.(BI)], which forms the state
[p), causes the transition moment (1p|dsp|4) to vanish.
Therefore, if the atoms are formed in this state there is
no possibility of excitation to |[4), hence no absorption.

For the case that the coupling field is much stronger
than the probe field (2, > ), state |1) is almost equiv-
alent to |[¢p). Thus, atoms decaying to state |1) are
trapped in this state and remain there throughout the
interaction. The atomic probability of being in state |1)

Pl = —2
€™ + [€2p]2
and being in state |2) is
2|2
Py = |(2|yp)|* = : (B3)
Qe + 1022

We numerically solve the master equation and plot
atomic populations in Fig. After a time of order of
the radiative lifetime, the atoms should be trapped in
the dark state |¢p), which we verify by comparing the
populations in Fig. @ with the calculated dark-state pop-
ulations. Vanishing of the probe-field absorption Impi4
supports the claim that the atom has decayed into a dark
state. Furthermore, state |4) does not become populated.

For Fig. @a), the dark state is equivalent to state |1)
whereas, for Fig. @(b), it is a superposition of states |1)
and |2). The atoms are pumped into the state by com-
bined action of coupling signal and probe field and spon-
taneous emission similar to optical pumping mechanism.
At steady state, the distribution of atoms depends mainly
on the magnitude of the driving fields following the rule
of Egs. (B2)) and (B3).

The other three eigenstates are

- Qp [1) + Qe [2) + 225 13) + 2, 14) B
v p
VIR +10: + RE2 + 4l

with eigenvalues A\, (1 € 2,3,4) where each {)\,} is a root
of the eigenvalue equation

4/\3_4/\2(51)5 + 51)) + /\(4610851) - |QC|2 - |Qp|2 - |QS|2)
+ Gps (1] + [2p[*) = 0. (B5)
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FIG. 9: Populations of state |1) and |2) represented by p11
(dotted line) and p22 (dashed line) respectively, and absorp-
tion of the probe field represented by 5Im[p14] (solid line) as a
function of time ¢ evaluated numerically by solving the master
equation. (a) Coupling field is stronger than the probe field
with Q¢ = 4 and Qp = 0.374. (b) Coupling and probe fields
have the same strength with 2. = Q, = 4. The system is ini-
tially prepared with pﬂ) =1and pé%) = ng) = piﬂ) = 0. The
chosen parameters are v4 = 18 MHz, v3 = 10 kHz, v, = 40
kHz, s = 0.3v4, 6s = 0.582, 0p = 0. = 0.

In conclusion, detuning plays an important role in the
distribution of atoms; thus when . = 0 and after a
time of the same order of atom relaxation time atoms
are trapped to the dark state and their distribution in
the bare state |1) and |2) depends on the magnitude of
Q. and Q,,, although the atoms are not prepared in the
dark state.

b, 5p=0

Now, we study the case that the probe and signal fields
are at the two-photon resonance with a |1) <> |3) tran-
sition; i.e., dps = 0. We allow the coupling detuning d.
to assume any value. In this case, the Hamiltonian (AT
has an eigenvalue \' = 0 with eigenstate

—Q Q
- 1)+ = 13)
] + €22

VI + 19/

¥p) = (B6)



and eignvalues A, (v € 1,2,3) with eigenstates

Q1) + 39 [2) + 04 [3) + 2X]4)

2y
VT + 1907 + [P + 422

|47)

where each A is a root of the eigenvalue equation

4/\/3_4)‘12(6100 + 610) + /\/(46100610 - |QC|2 - |Qp|2 - |QS|2)
+ Ope (|2 + [2p[*) = 0. (B8)

The eigenstate |¢f,) is also a dark state as it does not
contain a contribution from state |4) and is not coupled
to state |4).

Atomic populations for states |1) and |3) are calculated
numerically and shown in Fig. At steady state the
atoms are trapped in the dark state |¢f,) as long as the
coupling field is greater than or equal to the probe and
to signal field. We claim that the atom is trapped in the
dark state because, if instead the atom were in any one
of the bright states of Eq. (BT), the following phenomena
would arise:

(i) We would expect to see some population in
states |2) and [4) whereas, in Figs. [0(a) and (b),
the populations of states |1) and |3) add almost
to one, hence making the combined population of
states |2) and |4) nearly zero.

(ii) For the case that Q. > Qg > €, as shown in
Fig. MU(c), if the system is in a bright state, then
the population in state |3) will exceed the popula-
tion in state |1}, i.e., ps3 > p11, but the opposite is
true: most of the population has been transferred
to [1).

(iii) The absorption would not vanish for a bright state,
but, in Figs. [@I0(a){I0(c), absorption vanishes;
hence, the atoms are trapped in the dark state |ip).

At steady state the populations in |1) and |3) are gov-
erned by the signal- and probe-field Rabi frequencies ac-
cording to

o,
P = (1|1 e O] B9)
1= (11¢p)] O+ [ (
and
0,2

Py = | (3¢ L B10

5 = |(31¢D)] O+ [0 (B10)
respectively.

The last case pertains to the three detunings are
equal [d], (6, = 0. = d5), which results in zero two-photon
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FIG. 10: Populations of level |1) and |3) represented by p11
(dotted line) and pss (dashed line), respectively, as a function
of time t evaluated numerically by solving the master equa-
tion. (a) Signal- and probe-field strengths are of equal mag-
nitude less than coupling field, with Qs = Q, = 0.5y4 while
Qc = v1. (b) Coupling-, signal- and probe-field strengths are
of equal magnitude Q. = Qs = Qp = 0.3574. (c) Signal-
field strength is stronger than the probe field, with Q. = 74,
Qs = 0.574, and Qp = 0.154. Other parameters are y4 = 18
MHz, v3 = 10 kHz, v2 = 40 kHz, §s = d, = 0.582¢, and é. = 0.

Initial populations are pgq) =1 and pgg) = pé%) = PE&) =0.

resonance. Two of the eigenstates are degenerate eigen-
states with eigenvalues Ay = Ay = 0:

- —Qr Q5

1) = 1) + ——=——13)
VI + 192 €[ + 1922

|7/~)D2> _ QCQP |1> - (QZQ) + Qz) |2> + QCQS |3>

(1962 + 10 190F) (190 + 10k2)
(B11)
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These two states are dark as neither contains contribu-
tion from state |4) nor involve transitions to state |4).
However, the rest of the eigenstates retain a component
of all the bare atomic states:

) = Qp 1) + Qe |2) + Q4 [3) £ 20F]4)

= - (B12)
VIQ[? 4 (902 + ]2 + 4(35)2

with

At = % (60 = /02 + 02 + 02+ 02) (B13)
the corresponding eigenvalues.

The steady-state atomic populations for the case

Op=0s=10.=0 (B14)
are shown Fig. [[Il In all cases the atomic population
is distributed between states |1), |2), and |3) and ex-
cludes |4). This exclusion suggests that, for all cases (a),
(b), and (c), atoms are trapped in the dark state |¢)ps),
but we see now that this guess could be true for case (a)
but not for cases (b) and (c).

In Fig. [[I(b), we have Q,, Q; > Qg which means that,
if the system is in dark state |1ZJD2>, then the population
in |1) must be higher. However, we see that the popula-
tion of state |3) is in fact higher and exhibits the opposite
behavior to that shown in Fig. [Iic). Thus, the system
corresponding to Figs. [I[(b) and [Iic) could be trapped
in [¢p1). However, the few populations in state |2) pre-
vents us from making this conclusion as well.

From this argument, we conclude that the system is
not in a pure dark state, but relaxes into a mixture of
the two dark states (BII]) which is also a dark state given
by

pp = pp1 [¢p1) (¥p1] + pp2 [¥D2) (Y2, (B15)
where pp; is the probability of being in state |¢)p;) and
pp2 is the probability of being in state |1ZJD2> such that

pp1 +pp2 = 1. (B16)

The probability for state |1) being populated is

Pr=(1|pp|1)
1 Q) 1]
= 2 2 pD1|QS|2+ pQDQ| P| | Cl )
104 92+ 22 + 2
(B17)
for populating state |2) is
Py =(2|pn|2)
02+ 02|
- pp2 |2 + 4] (B18)

(12 + 12512 + 12,7) (192 + I21°)
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FIG. 11: Populations of levels |1), |2) and |3) represented
by p11 (dotted line), p22 (dotted-dashed line), and ps3 (dashed
line), respectively, as a function of time ¢ evaluated numer-
ically by solving the master equation. The conditions are
(a) Qs = Qp = 0371 and Qe = 74, (b) Qp, Qe > Qs with
Qe = Qp = 74 and Qs = 0.374, and (c) Qs, Qe > Qp with
Q. = Qs = 194 and Qp = 0.3y4. The initial population is
p:(l?) =1 and pég) = py = pgi) = 0. Other parameters are
Y4 = 18 1\/IHZ7 Y3 = 10 kHZ7 Y2 = 40 kHZ7 5p = 55 = 5C =0.
Insets (a), (b), and (c) are the absorptions represented by
Imp14.



and for populating state |3) is

Py =(3|pp|3)
1 po2 [ Q]
= 2 2 pD1|Qp|2+ 22| |2| | 5 |-
€07 + €] €™ + |22 + |€s]
(B19)
The relation between Py, Py, and Pj is
P +P+P=1 (B20)

from Trpp = 1.

We use numerical calculation of the population in
state |2) and Eq. (BIS) to determine the value of pps.
Once ppz is known, pp; is calculated from Eq. (BI6).
The agreement between the numerical values of pi:
and p33 and the calculated values of P; and P3; using

Egs. (BIS) and (BI9), respectively, verify that the sys-
tem is in a mixture of the two dark states (BII]).

We see that, for certain two-photon detunings, the sys-
tem is eventually trapped in a dark state even if the atom
has not been prepared initially (at ¢ = 0) in a dark state.
The atom is driven into the dark state by a combined
action of coupling, signal, and probe fields and by spon-
taneous emission similar to that occurring through an
optical pumping mechanism.

For stationary atoms (at low temperature), the steady-
state atomic population depends on probe-field detun-
ing due to dark-state dependence on probe-field detun-
ing. Thus, changing the probe-field detuning modifies
the steady-state population in each energy state, as long
as the probe field has comparable strength to the sig-
nal field even if both are quite weak compared to the
coupling field strength as shown in Fig. [2(a). However,
the dependence of the atomic population on probe-field
detuning decreases as the probe-field strength become
weaker than the signal-field strength; this feature is ev-
ident by comparing Fig. [2[a) with Fig. [2[(b). Almost
all of the population is evidently trapped in the dark
state |¢p) when 0, = 0 and in dark state |¢f;) when
dps = 0. which corresponds to state |1) when Qg > Q.

2. Atomic population for probe-field strength
weaker than signal-field strength

In this section, we derive an analytical expression for
atomic populations for the case studied in our paper cor-
responding to 2. > Qs > Q. The analytical expression
can be found by solving Eqs. (ATI0) and (A1) restricted

15

—NxRE Ve Sp(MH2)
-0 -10 0 10 20

-20 -10 0 10

""""""""" ooz 5 (MH2)

dp(MHz
-20 -10 20 20 MM

-20 -10 0 10

(d)

FIG. 12: Numerically evaluated steady-state populations pi1
(dotted line), p22 (dotted-dashed line), pss (dashed line), and
paa (solid line) vs probe-field detuning d,, evaluated (a),(b) at
zero temperature and (c),(d) at 100 K. Parameter choices are
(a) Qs = Qp = 0.374. (b) Qs > Qp, Qs = 0.374, Qp = 0.014,
(c) Qs = Qp = 0374, and (d) Qs > Qp, Qs = 0.374, Qp =
0.01v4. Other parameters are v4 = 18 MHz, y3 = 10 kHz,
~v2 = 40 kHz, and Q¢ = 74, ds = 0.5Q, dc = 0.

to the case that {1, = 0:

+ % [=28p23(t) + QL (paa(t) — pss(t))],

p11(t) =ya1paa(t)

pa(t) =raapaa(t) = 5 (=X pas(t) + Qepral0)]

ps(t) =rmapaalt) = 5 [~psalt) + Qupis(t)],

1=p11(t) + p22(t) + pss(t) + paalt). (B21)

As we mentioned earlier the |1) < |2), |1) + |3), and
|2) <+ |3) transitions are dipole-forbidden. Therefore, we
restrict 721 = 731 = 32 = 0 in the above equation.

With initial population described by

p11(0), p22(0), p33(0), and p44(0), the atomic popu-
lations for the four atomic bare states in the steady state
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are

o Y41 2Y
S ZY + (X —Y)’
, _71412022(0) + [Z(Y — ya2) — X7a3)(1 = p11(0)]
Y1 ZY +y3(X +Y)
X~41p33(0)
Y ZY +y3(X = Y)
Y [(Z 4 v43)(1 = p11(0)) + 741p33(0)]

P11

pss = Y41 ZY + y43(X = Y) '
Z(1—p11(0)Y
_ , B22
P44 74lZY—|—743(X—Y) ( )
with
2 2
¥ _ 1Q2s]” ||
(T3, + 402) (T3, + 402.)
Tus + 12<LT92 ) (45,5, + Tyolso)
43 F§2+45§C sUsc 321 42
19]°Ts2 | 2 1926, 2
(F43 * F§2+4<¥3§i) 4 (F§2+46§c - 65)
2
(o —5.) (Db~ Tisdc)
[Q0]2T3s ) 2 9 |250e 21
(F‘*?’ * F§2+4§32c) +4 (F§2+463c - 55)
120]* T
y =Ll 2a2 (B23)
%, + 442
and

2 Qc|’T:
o (as + 15550 )
Z = 3+ . (B24)
Tya 4 12 Ta2 2 (10l s 2
43 77 TZ, 4452, I3,+402 s

Equations (B22) tell us that, for all probe-field detun-
ings, almost all the atomic population is in state |1) with
almost no population in state |3). This lack of population
in |3) eliminates the effect of the nonlinear signal-probe
interaction described by the second term of Eq. {@]). As
we require population in |3), we introduce an always-on
incoherent pump at rate r to maintain population in |3).

The equations of motion of the density matrix elements
with the incoherent pumping are similar to those without

incoherent pumping Eqs. (AI0) and (A1), differing only
in the replacement

Ya =4+ 21, v3 = 3+,

Yo —=y2 + 1, I'sg = I'sq + 1. (B25)

The atomic population equations in the presence of the

1 Oﬂﬁ 1 Opﬁ
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FIG. 13: Steady-state populations p11 (dotted line), p22 (dot-
dash), pss (dashed line), and psa (solid line) vs probe-field
detuning §, for Qs > Qp in the presence of incoherent pump-
ing with constant rate r evaluated numerically by solving the
master equation. The solutions correspond to (a) low tem-
perature for r = 1MHz and (b) for two temperatures 100 and
400 K with » = 0.01MHz. Other parameters are €2 = 0.374,
Qp = 0.01’)’4, Y41 = Y42 = GMHZ, Y43 = 12MHz Y3 = 10 kHZ,
~v2 = 40 kHz, and Q. = =4, ds = 13.5 MHz, 6. = 0.

incoherent pumping are modified as

P11 = ZY (ya1 +7) 7
Z (—ryao +4rY + 1Y) + ryas (Y — X)

P22 = r(Z (Y —ya2) — 743X)
Z(=rya2 +4rY +aY) + 1713 (Y — X)’

P33 = 1Y (2 + y3) )
Z(—ryao +4rY + 1Y) + rya3 (Y — X)

pas = rzy . (B26)

Z(—ryao +4rY + 1Y) + ryas (Y — X)

with X, Y, and Z defined in Eq. (B23) with replace-
ment (B25).

The modified atomic population in the presence of in-
coherent pumping for the case g > €, is shown in
Fig. [I3la). The existence of incoherent pumping makes
the population constant for all probe detunings. The
value of the pumping rate r controls the population in
each state. We use r = 1 MHz to populate states |1)
and |3) with p;; = p33 = 0.44. At high temperature,
when the Doppler effect plays a critical role in repopu-
lating the states, |3) can be repopulated to a value of half
using pump rate r as low as 1kHz as shown in Fig. I3(b).

In this section, we have presented an incoherent
pumping procedure that maintains equal population be-
tween |1) and |3) for a weak probe field. In the main
body of the paper, we did not treat pumping; instead,
we assumed equal population between |1) and |3). As we
use an incoherent pump, we should be concerned that
coherence is affected, but we see here that dephasing
due to incoherent pumping is negligible for reasonable
parameters. Specifically, the extra dephasing of system
from incoherent pumping is of the same order as ~y43 for
Doppler-broadened media HE]



3. Temperature dependence of atomic population

Increasing the temperature adds two more phenomena
to the atom-field system which we incorporated into an
extended quantum master equation. These two phenom-
ena are thermal dissipation and Doppler broadening. Our
examination of thermal dissipation shows that its effect is
too weak to influence substantially either the coherence
or the population. However, the second phenomenon of
Doppler broadening modifies the coherence, as presented
from Sec. [IIl onward for equal populations in levels |1)
and |3), is discussed in this subsection in the absence of
this equal-population restriction.

Finding an analytical expression for population in
Doppler-broadening medium is difficult. Therefore, we
perform numerical studies of atomic populations for var-
ious temperatures. Now, we proceed to analyze the con-
nection between atomic population and coherence.

At high temperature, Doppler broadening reduces co-
herence , @]3 and specifically directly reduces the co-
herences p14 and ps4 that are established by the weak
fields. Consequently the populations of the states |1)
and |3) change according to the solution of Eq. (A11]). We
see from the approximate analytical expression for opti-
cal susceptibility (B6]) that increasing Doppler width W7,
in Eq. (B4]) is responsible for reducing coherence.

Reduction of coherence and its consequent effects due
to Doppler broadening and to increasing Doppler width
are similar to the effects due to adding extra dephas-
ing yp41 between |1) and |4) and 43 between |3) and |4)
plus increasing the dephasing 42 between [1) and |2). In
Fig. [4] we present numerically evaluated atomic popu-
lations for different probe field detunings d,, at zero tem-
perature accompanied by additional dephasing quantified
by v¢a1 and by vga3. We choose the dephasing 441 and
~¢a3 in Fig. [[4l to be of the same order of magnitude of
W1,. We observe that Figs. I2(c), and 02[d) are similar
to Figs. [4(a), and [I4Db).

At 6, = 0. = 0, the population of atoms in state |3)
increases as temperature increases, as shown Fig. [2{(c).
Increasing the temperature from 0 to 100 K decreases p11
from 1.0 to 0.7 while increasing p33 from 0.0 to 0.2. This
population changes is due to reduction of the coherence
p14- The coherence p34 does not have an influence at
Ope = 0.

The atom-field system is no longer in the pure dark
state |¢p). Increasing the temperature has the effect of
displacing the system from the dark state to different
state, where the absorption of the probe field increases.
Thus, as the temperature of the system increases, probe-
field absorption becomes very high, thereby potentially
preventing the first EIT window from being observed.

For 6, = ds, the atomic population remains the same
at different temperatures; i.e., p11 = p33 = 0.5. There-

17

1 OPﬁ VPn
0.8

026

[ Ve 04
02f 02

dp(MHz
00 10 20 oPMH

(a) (b)

FIG. 14: Numerically evaluated steady-state populations pi1
(dotted line), p22 (dot-dash), pss (dashed line), and paa (solid
line) vs probe-field detuning d;, at zero temperature and incor-
porating dephasing v¢41 = Ypa3 =150MHz and 42 =0.8MHz.
The plots show (a) Qs = Qp = 0.3y4 and (b) Q& > Q,,
Qs = 0374, Qp = 0.01y4. Other parameters are y4 = 18
MHz, v3 = 10 kHz, and Q¢ = 74, ds = 0.5, d. = 0.

fore, the system remains trapped in the dark state |[¢f)
[Eq. (B8)]. The population at that detuning is less
sensitive to Doppler broadening. This insensitivity can
be explained as resulting from higher-order nonlinear in-
teractions between the signal and probe fields resulting
from the coupling of p14 to p34 through the presence of
the term pi3 B] This coupling eliminates the effect of
Doppler broadening and eliminates the dephasing by Wr,.
Thus, at the second window, the dressed atom-field dark
state is stable with respect to the Doppler effect, and
this stability enables observing the second window even
at higher temperature.

b Q> Q,

For Qs > €, the term Qppai(t) — Q;pu(t) of
Eq. (AT1) is neglected because its effect is very small.
Therefore, for this case, the coherence pi4 has negligi-
ble effect on the atomic population of state |1). Conse-
quently, the population of |1) is not affected by Doppler
broadening at d, = dc.

Under the additional constraint that d,s = 0, only p34
affects the population by reducing p33, and, as ps3 for the
Doppler-free atomic-field system is almost zero, reduc-
ing ps4 thus has no effect on the population of state |3).
Hence, the population of each level (ATl at zero tem-
perature will be the same as for the population at any
higher temperature. At steady state, the atoms are all
trapped in the state |¢)p) for d,c = 0 and to |¢p) for
dps = 0.

Appendix C: Absorption maxima and minima

In this section, we show the calculations leading to
closed-form expressions for the heights, or maxima, of
the two absorption windows and also the nadirs, or min-
ima, of these absorption windows. These expressions are
derived first for the stationary atom and then generalized
to the Doppler-broadened case.
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1. Stationary atom

Identifying the maximum height, Amax, and minimum
height, Amin, of the 1™ window is subtle because the two
Lorentzian transparency windows are cut asymmetrically
into the overall Lorentzian absorption peak correspond-
ing to zero-coupling field. First, we consider the » = 1
case.

The maximum is calculated by setting Q. = 0 = Q
and evaluating Eq. (II)) at 0, = d. = 0:

P11 — P44
_ C1
V4 ( )

hmax1 -

The minimum Apyin, is determined by setting Qs = 0 but
Q. # 0 and evaluating Eq. (II) at 6, = d. = 0. We
obtain

Banin, = 77(011 - p44)272 220 (02)
Yay2 + | Q]

with zero absorption attained for v = 0. If 75 # 0 but
condition (I35 holds,

n(p11 — /;44)72, (C3)
92|

h/minl

and minimum absorption is reached.
The maximum and minimum of the first transparency
window are used to calculate the half-maximum

Py + B, _ 1011 = p10) (2002 + 19[°)
2 274 (7472 + |Qc|2)

| =

(C4)
Applying condition (3] yields
n(p11 — pas) (C5)

1 274 .

For the 1 = 2 case, we have a Lorentzian transparency
window cut into the absorption curve corresponding to
the two conditions €2 = 0 and €2, # 0 holding. For our
case of DDEIT, we set Q. = 205, which establishes the
second transparency window centered at d, = ds, which is
the point that the maximum peak height Amax, occurs.
Therefore, hmax, can be determined by calculating the
(2 = 0 absorption curve value at d, = ds:

2
(P11 — pas) (’74 + Si‘g;f)
o .

himax, =1 - 5 (C6)
7 +4 (5 - 8)
Under the approximation that
2
Ya > |§(;§|C % (C7)
we obtain
Bmax, = P11 — P44' (C8)

Thus, hmaxl ~ hmaX2'
In order to calculate the minimum of the second trans-
parency window, we set s # 0 and Q. # 0 and evaluate

Imxg) from Eq. () at ¢, = ds to obtain the minimum

(P44 - 033) |Qs|2
Ly3 (7473 + |Qs|2)

(p11 — pasa) V3
Yays + Q]

hming -

(C9)
The first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (C9) repre-
sents the absorption minimum, whereas the second term
represents the maximum gain (negative absorption).

If we wish to reduce absorption, decay from level |3)
must be minimized, i.e., v3 — 0. For the case 3 # 0,
condition (6] must be satisfied to minimize the absorp-
tion. As T'y3 & 74, Eq. (C9) is simplified to

(p11 - P44) V3 Pa4 — P33
Amin, = + . C10
. =1 < 0 ) (C10)

As pyq = 0 is assumed, gain exists only when

|P44 - P33| > |P11 - p44| 3

C11
V4 102 (C11)
or, equivalently, if
|paa — p33] 73742' (C12)
lp11 — paal ||
In our case
|paa — p33| ~ 1. (C13)

lp11 — paa|

Therefore, we also require condition (I8) in order to
achieve gain. The half-maximum is then

(P11 — pas) (27473 + |Qs|2)

o =T1) 2 (014)
Y4 (7473 + 19| )
n (paa — p33) |/
IPE (7473 + |Qs|2)
For condition (I6]) and 4 > s,
sy = n(pll - P33)' (C15)
V4

For p11 = pss3, 2o is located at zero absorption.

2. Doppler-broadened susceptibility

In the case of Doppler-broadened susceptibility, the ab-
sorption profile near the center (corresponding to zero
velocity) is quite flat. As the two windows occur near



the center; the maxima for both windows are the same.
The maximum value is calculated for . = €)s = 0 and
for 6, = de:

_ VT (p11 — P44)'

thang - 1 T WL (016)

The minimum value of the first window is calculated for
Qs =0 and d, = d¢:

N NV (P11 — paa) V2 a0 0
Dmin; — 2 )
Q] + 72 (72 + W)

(C17)

which requires the condition |Q|* > 73 (y4 4+ WL) to
hold in order to reach minimum absorption.

For v # 0, however, for Wy, > ~4 this condition can
be reduced to |QC|2 > WL, If the intensity of the
driving field eliminates the inhomogeneous broadening
due to Doppler broadening, it certainly eliminates the
homogeneous broadening as well. The half-maximum of
the first window is then equal to

2 = VT (p11 — paa) 2y W, + |Qc|2
2 W2 + |Qe)? (4 + W)

For » = 2, the minimum is calculated for Q. = 0 and
0p = 05 with the result

(C18)

(P11 — pasa) V3
v3 (74 + W) + Q]

h/Dming :77\/; [

_ (pas — ps3) |Qs|2
W2 + (W — 7a) Q4]

2 (P44 - 033) |Qs|2
149 (27374 + |Qs|2)

The first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (CI9) repre-
sents the absorption minimum. This term tends to 0 if
Y3 — 0.

For the case of nonzero dephasing or relaxation decay
from state |3), condition ||* > 5 (4 + W1,) is required
to minimize the absorption. For Wy, > ~4, this condition
can be reduced to {I)). The last two terms of the right-
hand side of Eq. (CI9) represent the maximum of the
gain. After solving some algebraic expressions, Eq. (C19)
becomes

+

(C19)

(p11 — paa) 73
v3 (4 + W) + Q)7

thing :77\/; (020)

_ (pas — ps3) |Qs|2
W (2737 + Q%)

gwmmwm+mmm—mﬂ

¥ WE = Q) (4 = V1)

Now, we want to examine whether condition (@Il), for
~v3 # 0, is required to observe gain of the Doppler broad-
ening susceptibility. If not, then the existence of gain
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suppresses absorption, and the second transparency win-
dow is observed even if condition (I fails. We evaluate
Eq. (C20Q) for the condition Wy, >> 74, in order to simplify
the calculation, and evaluate for condition (I6l), which is
necessary to minimize the absorption as shown earlier:

@mﬁwﬂﬂi%m- (c21)

YsWL + |QS|2

(paa — p33) Y3WL
P pss) (g BEL
Wy Y3 Wi, + ||

In order for gain to exist,

_ W, _
|P44 p33| 14+ Y3WL 2> |011 p44|7327
WL Y3 WL + Q] Y3WL + [€]
(C22)

which can be simplified by rearranging terms and substi-
tuting the quantity

|paa — p33| ~1

~ C23
|P11 - p44| ( )
to yield
Q)% + W7,
—— > 0. C24
v3WL (C24)

Condition (C24) is always valid even if condition (IJ) is
not satisfied. Note that the derivation of inequality (C24)
is based on the validity of condition (@) for homogeneous
broadening. Therefore, condition (@) is required for the
gain to exist in our system, whereas condition (&IJ) is not.

The half-maximum for the second EIT window, with-
out making any approximation, is

T (p11 — paa) (273 (va+WL) + |QS|2)
2 (73 (va+WL) + IQSIQ) (4 + W)

(paa — p33) |Qs|2
WL (27374 + Q)
L 2Wi(ya = Wi) + |9 (272 — W)
—s W2 + Qs (2 — W)

%)

(C25)

Applying condition (@) simplifies this expression to

N (p11 — paa) (2’73WL + |Qs|2)
20| (W + 198 (u+ 1)
n 293Wi (4 — W) + |Q]* (274 — Wi)
W2+ |Qs]? (34 — W)

P44 — P33
Xi
149 } ’

2

(C26)
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which is the same as Eq. [ 6]) for p;; = p33 =~ 0.5 and
paa = 0.
For the condition that W, > ~4, Eq. (C20)) reduces to

T [ 29 WL + Q)
3VVL s

Thus, the half-maximum of the second EIT window for
high Doppler broadening depends on the population dif-
ference between states |1) and |3). For equal population,
the half maximum is always located at zero where ab-
sorption vanishes.

. Harris, Phys. Today 50, (7), 36 (1997).

. Hau, S. E. Harris, Z. Dutton, and C. H. Behroozi,
ature (Londen) 397, 594 (1999).
[3] S. E. Harris and L. V. Hau, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 4611
(1999).
. M. Kash, V. A. Sautenkov, A. S. Zibrov, L. Hollberg,
. R. Welch, M. D. Lukin, Y. Rostovtsev, E. S. Fry, and
. O. Scully, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 5229 (1999).
. E. Harris and Y. Yamamoto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 3611

L Lvovsky7 B. C. Sanders, and W. Tittel, Nat. Photon
, 706 (2009).

[7] S. Rebic, D. Vitali, C. Ottaviani, P. Tombesi, M. Artoni,
F. Cataliotti, and R. Corbalan, Phys. Rev. A 70, 032 317
(2004).

[8] H. M. M. Alotaibi and B. C. Sanders, Phys. Rev. A 89,
021802 (2014).

[9] H. Schmidt and A. Imamoglu, Opt. Lett. 21 (23), 1936
(1996).

[10] A. V. Taichenachev, A. M. Tumaikin, and V. I. Yudin,
JETP Lett. 72, 119 (2000).

[11] Y. Rostovtsev, 1. Protsenko, H. Lee, and A. Javan, J.
Mod. Opt. 49, 2501 (2002).

[12] A. Javan, O. Kocharovskaya, H. Lee, and M. O. Scully,

Phys. Rev. A 66, 013805 (2002).

[13] C. Y. Ye and A. S. Zibrov, Phys. Rev. A 65, 023806
(2002).

[14] E. Figueroa, F. Vewinger, J. Appel, and A. I. Lvovsky,
Opt. Lett. 31, 2625 (2006).

[15] M. Fleischhauer, A. Imamoglu, and J. P. Marangos, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 77, 633 (2005).

[16] J. Gea-Banacloche, Y.-q. Li, S.-z. Jin, and M. Xiao, Phys.
Rev. A 51, 576 (1995).

[17] G. Pagnini and R. K. Saxena (2008), arXiv:math-phys,
0805.2274.

[18] G. Vemuri and G. S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. A 53, 1060
(1996).

[19] S. Li, X. Yang, X. Cao, C. Zhang, C. Xie, and H. Wang,
J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 40, 3211 (2007).

[20] A. MacRae, G. Campbell, and A. 1. Lvovsky, Opt. Lett
33, 2659 (2008).

[21] J. R. Ackerhalt, J. H. Eberly, and B. W. Shore, Phys.
Rev. A 19, 248 (1979).

[22] A. S. Choe, J. Han, Y. Rhee, J. Lee, P. S. Han, M. A.
Kuzmina, and V. A. Mishin, J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt.
Phys 28, 2355 (1995).



