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Abstract

We consider the selfconsistent semiclassical Maxwell-Schrodinger system for the solid state laser. The
system consists of the Maxwell equations coupled to N ~ 102° Schrodinger equations for active molecules.
The system includes time-periodic pumping and a weak dissipation. We introduce the corresponding
Poincaré map & and consider the differential D#?(Y?) at suitable ground state Y°.

We conjecture that the stable laser action is due to the parametric resonance (PR) which means that the
maximal absolute value of the corresponding multipliers is sufficiently large. The multipliers are defined as
eigenvalues of DZ(Y?). The PR makes the stationary state Y° highly unstable, and we suppose that this in-
stability maintains the coherent laser radiation. We prove that the spectrum Spec D.Z(Y?) is approximately
symmetric with respect to the unit circle || = 1 if the dissipation is sufficiently small.

More detailed results are obtained for the Maxwell-Bloch system which is a finite-dimensional ap-
proximation of the Maxwell-Schrodinger system. The approximation consists of one-mode Maxwell field
coupled to N two-level molecules. We calculate the corresponding Poincaré map P by successive approxi-
mations. The key role in calculation of the multipliers is played by the sum of N positive terms arising in
the second-order approximation for the total current. This fact can be interpreted as the synchronization of
molecular currents in all active molecules, which is provisionally in line with the superradiance and with the
role of stimulated emission in the laser action. The calculation of the sum relies on probabilistic arguments
which is one of main novelties of our approach. Other main novelties are i) the calculation of the differential
DP in the “Hopf representation” which corresponds to the factorization of the dynamics by the action of the
symmetry gauge group, ii) the justification of this representation, iii) the block structure of the differential,
and iv) the justification of the “rotating wave approximation” by a new estimate for the averaging of slow
rotations.

The main peculiarity of the eigenvalue problem is that DP is a matrix of size ~ N x N which depends
on random distribution of active molecules in the resonance cavity. The block structure of DP allows us
to reduce the eigenvalue problem to polynomial equation of degree four. This reduction relies on a novel
probabilistic arguments.
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1 Introduction

The article addresses the problems of laser and maser radiation. In the existing approaches, time-periodic
pumping is not included in the dynamical equations, so the corresponding resonance features are absent. This
fact was one of our main motivations.

We consider the selfconsistent semiclassical Maxwell-Schrodinger system for the solid state laser. The
system consists of the Maxwell equations coupled to N ~ 10?° Schrodinger equations for active molecules with
one active electron. The system includes time-periodic pumping and a weak dissipation. We introduce the
corresponding Poincaré map & and consider its differential D22 (Y?) at suitable ground state Y°. Let u denote
the multipliers which are eigenvalues of the differential D.Z2(Y?). We conjecture that the laser action is due to
the parametric resonance, when

max  |u|>1. (1.1)

ueSpec D2 (Y0)

For solutions to the linearized dynamical equation with the spectrum satisfying (1.1), the components with
|| <1 are bounded, while the ones with |p| > 1 grow exponentially for large times. As a result, almost
all solutions grow exponentially. This is why we expect that under the condition (1.1), similar growth takes
place in the case of sufficiently small nonlinear coupling (the growth only occurs for limited time because of
nonlinear effects and dissipation). Thus, our point of view is in line with the conventional interpretation of the
laser action as the appearance of exponentially growing solutions of the corresponding linearized dynamics,
see ([28, (6.5.12) and (6.6.23)]). The conjecture is confirmed by the fact that laser action is possible only for
the pumping above a threshold that is quite similar to the parametric resonance [2].

Remark 1.1. We suppose that the overwhelming predominance of a single mode, corresponding to the maximal
value of ||, can be responsible for the monochromatic laser radiation.




The main goal of the present article is an analysis of properties of the multipliers and development of
methods for their calculation. Our main results are as follows.

I. We develop the Hamiltonian formalism for the ideal case of the Maxwell-Schrédinger system without
dissipation. Using this formalism and the Lyapunov—Poincaré theorem [41, (3.28)], we establish the approx-
imate symmetry of the spectrum Spec D.Z?(Y?) with respect to the unit circle |1| = 1 when the dissipation is
sufficiently small (Lemma 4.1 and (4.7)).

More detailed results (Il and III below) are obtained for the Maxwell-Bloch system which is a finite-
dimensional approximation of the Maxwell-Schrodinger system. The approximation consists of one-mode
Maxwell field coupled to N two-level molecules. The system is time-periodic in the case of periodic pumping.

II. We calculate the corresponding Poincaré map P by successive approximations. The key role in calcula-
tion of the multipliers is played by the sum of N positive terms (16.2) arising in the second-order approxima-
tion for the total current. This fact can be interpreted as the synchronization of molecular currents in all active
molecules, which is provisionally in line with the role of stimulated emission in the laser action.

III. We calculate suitable approximation for the matrix DP(Y?) corresponding to material parameters of the
ruby laser. The main peculiarity of the corresponding eigenvalue problem is that DP(Y?) is a matrix of size
~ N x N which depends on a random distribution of active molecules in the resonance cavity. Using the block
structure of this matrix, we reduce the eigenvalue problem to polynomial equation of degree four.

Our main novelties are as follows: i) calculation of the sum (16.6) and the reduction to polynomial equation
of degree six relying on Shnirelman’s Ergodic Theorem [39, 40] and probabilistic arguments (20.17)—(20.23),
ii) the block structure of the differential (20.8), and iii) the justification of the “rotating wave approximation”
by a new estimate for averaging of slow rotations (Lemma A.1).

Remark 1.2. The condition (1.1) alone is not sufficient for the stable laser/maser action: to be sure that the
energy of the Maxwell field increases indeed, we check that the projections of the corresponding eigenvectors
onto the Maxwell field do not vanish, see (13.8) and Remark 20.4.

Let us comment on previous theories of laser radiation. The today laser/maser theory exists on the following
three levels.

Rate equations. This approach is based on balance equations for the numbers of emitted and absorbed photons
[ b 2 2 2 ]'

Semiclassical Maxwell-Schrodinger theory. This theory is based on finite-dimensional approximations of the
Schrodinger equations for each active molecule coupled to the classical Maxwell equations [1, 3, 14, 28, 33,

, 421
Quantum Electrodynamics. This approach is based on quantized Maxwell equations in the Dicke model [9, 14,

s 5 ] and [ ]_[ ]

The theory of the rate equation comes back to famous Einstein’s article [11] developing the theory of
stimulated and spontaneous emission and absorption.

The semiclassical approach uses method of slowly varying amplitudes [28, Sections 6.2 and 6.3]. The
formation of the coherent monochromatic radiation is explained by an instability in the equation for amplitude
of the Maxwell mode under various hypothesis on the density of population of active molecules [28, Sections
6.5 and 6.6]. The criterion of the instability is formulated in terms of presence of an unstable (nonnegative)
root of the corresponding characteristic equation ([28, (6.5.12) and (6.6.23)]).

The quantum theory of laser action relies on quantized Maxwell equations in the Dicke-Haken—Lax model
[19]. This theory resulted in successful explanation of many laser phenomena: superradiance, photon echoes,
self-induced transparency and others [12, 14, 28, 33, 36, 42]. The results by K. Hepp and E. Lieb [19] establish
the phase transitions which occur in the thermodynamical limit as N — oo if the coupling constant is sufficiently
large.

Note that the time-dependent pumping with a resonant frequency plays the crucial role sustaining the popu-
lation inversion. At the same time, the existing theories [1, 3, 14,27, 28, 33, 36, 42] ignore the time-dependence
of the pumping, modelling the maintenance of the population inversion by phenomenological constant terms
in the corresponding dynamical equations; see [28, (6.4.11), (6.4.12)] for the semiclassical model and the be-
ginning of Section 7.3 in [28] for the quantum model. So, these models do not include an external periodic
pumping, and the resonance features are not considered.

In concluzion, the case of quantum Maxwell field will be considered elsewhere.



2 Laser equations

We use the Heaviside-Lorentz units (unrationalized Gaussian units), in which the main physical constants
(electron charge and mass, Planck’s constant, and the speed of light in vacuum) read [43, p. 221]

e=—-48x10""%su, m=9.1x10"2g 71 =1.055x10"erg- s, c=13.0x10"%m/s. 2.1

Laser cavity and active molecules. The laser resonator is a (usually cylindrical) cavity V C R? with metallic
walls (ideal conductor) connected with the output waveguide. Active molecules occupy a subregion V, C V.
Typical industrial laser consists of two cylindrical lamps of identical size with glass walls placed at the foci of a
metallic cavity V with an elliptic cross-section. The active lamp V, is filled with a dielectric medium doped with
identical active molecules. The other pumping lamp is the discharge light source which produces the pumping
field. In particular, for the typical cylindrical lamp of length 12 ¢m and diameter 0.6 cm we have

1270.36

e 3.4cem’. (2.2)

|Va| =

The active region V,, is filled with a dielectric medium of electrical conductivity ¢. For example, the ruby laser
is filled with corundum of electrical conductivity

oc=10""%0om ' em™' =102 . (2.3)

The active region V,, is filled with active molecules located at the points x, with numbers n=1,...,N ~ 10%.
Suppose, for simplicity of notation, that in each active molecule only one electron is involved in this interaction,
and it is subject to an effective static molecular potential

®,(x) =P(R,(x—x,)), x€R>  R,€S50(3). (2.4)

Here @ is the potential of the ion (or nucleus) with the total charge |e| > 0. Further we consider two different
hypothesis on the distribution of x, and R, withn € N := (1,...,N).

H1. Polycrystalline medium (or “glass medium” [37]). The values x, € V and R, € SO(3) are uniformly
distributed and independent, and almost independent from x,/, R,y with large |x, — x,/|.

H2. Crystalline medium. The values x,, € V are uniformly distributed, while R,, do not depend on n € N.

Maxwell-Schrodinger equations. Each active molecule is described by the corresponding wave function
W, (x,1), and in Heaviside—Lorentz units, the corresponding Maxwell-Schrédinger system reads (see [4, 5, 7,
,22,23,24,25,29, 32, 38] for the equations without dissipation)

LA(x,1) = AA(x1)— GA(x,1)+ 1Rj(-,1), x€V

, (2.5)
ihg,(t) = H,(t)y,(t), n=1,...,N
where o > 0 is electrical conductivity of the cavity medium. We assume the Coulomb gauge [20]
divA(x,t) =0, (2.6)

and we denote by P, the orthogonal projection onto divergent-free vector fields in the Hilbert space L*(V) @ R3,
Further,

H,(t) == ﬁDz(t) + e®,,(x). (2.7)

Here .
D(t) = —ihV — E[A(x,t) +Ap(x,t)], (2.8)

where A ,(x,¢) is an external pumping potential, also in the Coulomb gauge and time-periodic:
divA,(x,1) =0; A,(x,t+T)=Ap(x,1), t >0, (2.9

where 7' > 0. The current density is defined by

i) = %ZRe W, (x.0)D() W, (x,1))]. (2.10)



This formula neglects overlapping of the supports of the wave functions since the distance between active
molecules is sufficiently large: it is of order 10 molecular diameters when the density of active molecules is of
order 10%°,

Note that the pumping field is a solution to the Maxwell equations in the cavity V excited by the discharge
currents in the pumping lamp.
Boundary conditions. We choose the boundary conditions modelling ideally conducting diamagnetic materials
(like cooper, silver, gold, etc). More precisely, we assume that

n(x) x A(x,t) =0, n(x)-rotA(x,t) =0; y,(x,t)=0, n€N; xer, (2.11)
where n(x) is the outward normal to I" at a point x € T'.

Remark 2.1. The boundary conditions (2.11) must to be valid for the total Maxwell field A(x,z) + A, (x,1).
We require the same boundary conditions for A(x,t) to separate the own field A(x,t) from the pumping field
A, (x,1). In this case the pumping field A, (x,7) satisfies the same boundary conditions as A (x, 7).

Under the Dirichlet boundary conditions for the wave functions, the total charge of each active molecule is
constant, i.e.,

/\qfn(x,z)ydle, 1>0; neN. (2.12)
1%

Hamiltonian structure. In the ideal case, when ¢ = 0, the system (2.5), under the boundary conditions (2.11),
is formally Hamiltonian, with the Hamiltonian functional (which is the energy up to a factor)

ALY, ) = ST 4 lrotA 2]+ 2 ¥ (v, Hu(A, )W), @13)
27 ¢ 2

where W := (W1,...,wy), || - || stands for the norm in the real Hilbert space L?>(R?) ® R?, and the brackets (-,-)
stand for the inner product in L?>(R?) ® C. The Schrodinger operators are defined by (2.7), (2.8):

Hy(A,1) = ﬁ[—ihV ~S(A) + Ap () + e, (1), (2.14)

The system (2.5) with o > 0 can be written in the Hamiltonian form with variational derivatives,

CI_ZA(Z) - DH%(A(Z)vn(Z)v W(Z)7Z)7 CLZH(Z) - _DA%(A(Z)vn(Z)v W(Z)vt) - L%A(x?t)
, (2.15)
B (1) = Dy, A (AE), TEE), W(0)1) = Hi(AL0), W(0).0) v 1),

Symmetry group. For any 6, € R, the functions A(x,?), "%y, (x,t) are solutions of the system (2.5) if A(x,?),
W, (x,1) is a solution. In other words, the dynamics (2.5) under the boundary conditions (2.11) commutes with
the action of the symmetry group G := [U(1)]N with the action

(eiela---,eieN)(AalI/l""all/N) = (Aaeiel Wl,"'aeieNWN)‘ (216)

3 Parametric resonance
Let us denote L2 = L*(R?). The system (2.15) can be written as the dynamical equation on the Hilbert phase
space Y = [L2(R) @ R3? @ [L?]?V:
Y(t)=F(Y(1).1),  Y(1):=(A@),IL(1), p(r)). 3.1
This system is T -periodic by (2.9), i.e.,
FY,t+T)=F(Y,1). (3.2)
The corresponding Poincaré map is defined by
P :Y(0)—=Y(T). (3.3)
Let YO(t) be a “stationary state” of the system (3.1) with the zero pumping A, (x,#) = 0, i.e., a solution of type
YO(r) = (A, I, y(0)e ™), (3.4)
where @ € R. The following definition is relevant for the system (3.1) with sufficiently small pumping.
Definition 3.1. The parametric resonance occurs for Y := ¥°(0) when the condition (1.1) holds.

Remark 3.2. The parametric resonance means an exponential divergence of trajectories close to Y°.



4 Symmetry of spectrum

In the ideal case, when ¢ = 0, the dissipation is absent, and the system (3.1) is Hamiltonian by (2.15), so it can
be written as
Y(t) =Dy H (Y (1)),1), (4.1)

where J is a skewadjoint operator, and J2 is proportional to the identity operator.
Lemma 4.1. (Lyapunov—Poincaré theorem) In the case 6 = 0, the symmetry holds

Spec DZ(Y°) = R(Spec DZ(Y")), (4.2)
where R =W~ is the inversion, which is the reflection in the unit circle |p| = 1.

Proof. The differential D?(Y?) admits the representation
DZ(Y°)Y(0) = Y(T), 4.3)
where Y(7) is the solution to the linearized equation
Y(t)=K()Y(t), K()=DyF ¥ @1),1). 4.4)

However, (4.1) implies that
F(Y,t) =JDy (Y1),

and therefore,
K(t) =JD} A (Y0(1),1) = JA(1), (4.5)

where A(t) is the selfadjoint operator. Denote the map U(¢) : Y(0) — Y(t), so DZ(X?) = U(2x) by (4.3).
Finally, the Lyapunov—Poincaré arguments [41, (3.28)] imply that Spec U* = SpecU !, where U = U(27).
Namely, we have U(t) = JA(t)U (t). Hence, differentiating W (¢) := U*(¢)JU (t), we obtain

W =U*JU +U"JU = U*A(—J*)U +U*J*AU =0 (4.6)

since J? commutes with A. Therefore, U*(¢)JU (t) = J, and hence U*(t) = JU ~!(t)J~'. This similarity implies
that the spectra of U*(t) and U~!(¢) coincide. Now the symmetry (4.2) is proved. O

Remark 4.2. The symmetry (4.2) can be considered as a nonlinear version of the Lyapunov—Poincaré theorem,
which plays the key role in M.G. Krein’s theory of parametric resonance [8, 41]. The ground for this extension
is the Hamiltonian structure of the dynamics (4.1).

Thus, in the ideal case, the set of multipliers is symmetric with respect to the unit circle. In general case,
when the dissipation is included, the symmetry (4.2) is broken, though is holds approximately for sufficiently
small ¢ > 0:

Spec DZ(Y°) ~ R(Spec D2 (Y?)). 4.7)

Remark 4.3. Similar symmetry holds for the case of the Maxwell-Bloch equations which are finite-dimensional
approximation of the Maxwell-Schrédinger equations, see (12.9) below. This symmetry is important by the
following reason. Our ultimate goal is the reduction of the corresponding finite-dimensional eigenvalue prob-
lem to a polynomial of a lower degree (see Section 20.0.1 below). In the ideal case, when o = 0, the symmetry
of type (4.2) allows us to reduce the degree twice. We expect that even for the non-ideal case, the approximate
symmetry of type (4.7) also can help in similar reduction.

S Dipole approximation

The theory admits a significant simplification in the case when the wavelength of the pumping is large with
respect to the size of active molecules D.
H3. The dipole radiation condition. We will assume that

A =cT =2mc/Q, > D, (5.1)

where Q, = 27/T is the frequency of the pumping,



Example 5.1. This condition holds for the ruby laser since the wavelength A = 7 x 1073 cm while the size of
the chromium molecule is
D~25pm=25x10"cm. (5.2)

Taking into account the condition (5.1), we approximate the system (2.5) by

LA(xt) = AA(x1)—ZA(x1)+ 1Pj(x,1)

, xeV. (5.3)
i, (x,t) = H,)w,(t), n=1,...,N
Here ]
A1) = 5-D}(0)+e®, (), Dalt) = ~ihV = S[A(x1) +Ay(x,.0)] (5.4)
The current (2.10) in the dipole approximation becomes
i) ~ —Rean X,1) Dy (1) Y (x,1). (5.5
The system (5.3) with o = 0 is also Hamiltonian with the Hamilton functional
A (ATLy 1) = [II—HH2+ [rot A[*] + 5 Z Vi H (A1) W), (5.6)
where |
H,(A,1) = mDﬁ(A,t) +e®,(x), D,(A,t) = —ihV — f[A( )+ A, (x,1)], (5.7
C

6 Gauge transform

The dipole approximation (5.3) allows us to apply the gauge transform [36, (5.1.15)]:

(v ) [A G 1) + Ay (0, 1)]- 6.1)

Wn(x,t) _ ean(x,t) liln(x,t), xn(x,[) = .
C

Now the dipole approximation (5.3) becomes

LA(xr) = AA(or) - SA(n) + LPj(x.1)

, xeV. (6.2)
i, (x,t) = H,()W,(t), n=1,...,N
The Schrodinger operator now reads
(1) = — 5 (=i — <A Ge,1) = Ay, 1)]) + €@, (1) + (1) ~ h—2A+<I>() (6.3)
n —_2m_l - X, Xns eDPp (X An\X,1) = m ePnlx), .

where we used the condition (5.1). The current (5.5) now reads as

Z (x,0) (—=ih V), (x,1).  (6.4)

n

BIN

joot) = %Re Zﬁn(x,t)(—ihV— S[A(x,t) — A(x,1)]) W (1)

7 Decoupled system and eigenfunction expansions

Decoupled system. The system (3.1) is a weak perturbation of the corresponding “decoupled” system obtained
by neglecting the interaction terms with the coupling constant e/c:

A(x,t) = TI(x,1)

SA(x,1) = AA(x1)—GA(x1) |, (7.1)

iy, (1) = Hy(r), neN



where
h2
HY .= —%A+ecl>,,(x). (7.2)

n

Schrodinger modes. The decoupled system (7.1) can be solved explicitly using the orthonormal eigenfunctions
of the Schrodinger operators H? under the Dirichlet boundary conditions (2.11):

HY0,1(x) = @100 (x), 1=1,2,... (7.3)

Hence, the system (3.1) can be analyzed by perturbation methods. The eigenfunctions ¢,; differ by rotations
(2.4), while the eigenvalues ®,; = @y do not depend on n with a great accuracy. The decoupled system (3.1)
admits the “stationary” solutions

Z°(t) = (0,0, (e "' @, 1,y :n €N)), (7.4)

where [(n) = 1,2,....
Maxwell modes. The first equation of the decoupled system (7.1) can be solved using the orthonormal eigen-
modes

AXy(x) = —%X,(x), divX,(x)=0, xeV
; (7.5)
n(x) xX,(x) = 0, n(x)-rotX,(x) =0, x€dV
and Q, > 0.
Example 7.1. The eigenmodes can be calculated explicitly for the rectangular cuboid V = [0,/;] x [0,]
[0,13]2
aj cos k‘;l”] sin kzgxz sin k3l”x3 5
Xk:C aisin k];fxl CcoS kzZ)Q Sink3l7§x3 s C= A/ @7 k= (k17k27k3)7 kj: ]727"'7 (76)
ajsin kl,’}”‘ sin kzgxz cos k3l7§x3 )

where the amplitudes a; = (a,i,a%,ai) are unit vectors, orthogonal to the wave vectors k. In particular, consider

the cuboid V with dimensions /; = 12¢m, I, = I3 = 2cm. Then “the dispersion” of the “random value” X (x,)
on the probability space {n € N} is

1 1 1 |V,] 1
DX(x) ==Y Xe(x)x — | Xe(x)dxr ——L = — ~0.02. (7.7)
( ( n)) NZ k( n) |Va| v, k( ) |Va| |V| |V|
Accodingly, the mean value is
IX(x,)| =~ 0.14. (7.8)

Eigenfunction expansions. We will expand ¥,(-,) in the orthonormal eigenfunctions (7.3):
Walx) = l;f‘?cn,,<z>e-"“’f’<pn,z<x> — e ), 9ul) = gcn,1<z>¢n,l ). 19)
Now each Schrddinger equation in (6.2) with n € N is equivalent to the system
Cng(t) = —i;e#w""t (Xn (X, 1) @ (%), @uy (X)) Cnp (), 1>1; o =@y — . (7.10)
Similarly, the Maxwell field can be expanded in the orthonormal eigenmodes (7.5):
A(x,t) = ;aV(Z)XV(x). (7.11)

Now the Maxwell equation in (6.2) is equivalent to the system

Gy (1) +coay(t) + Qiay(t) = c(j(1),Xy), v=1,... (7.12)



8 Resonance condition
The resonance condition means that
A=Q,=Qy, A=, — wp, 8.1)

where @, < o, are some fixed eigenvalues (7.3), Qy is one of the Maxwell eigenfrequencies (7.5), and Q,, =
27 /T is the frequency of the pumping (2.9).

We can renumerate the eigenfunctions @, ; in such a way that » = 1 and a = 2. Then the decoupled system
(7.1) admits solutions (7.4) with [(n) = 1

YO(1) = (0,0,(e '@, 1 : n €N)), (8.2)
Let us call as “ground states” all values of these solutions:

Y9 =(0,0,(@,1 :n €N)). (8.3)

The perturbation theory allows us to calculate solutions to the coupled system (2.5) with initial states close to
(8.3). We expect that these solutions are rapidly growing due to the resonance condition (8.1) and the parametric
resonance (1.1).

9 The harmonic pumping

We consider the Maxwell-Schrédinger system (2.5) with the pumping A, (x,¢), which is switched on at r =0
and is monochromatic, i.€.,
A, (x,1) =a,(x)sinQt, 9.1

where Q, is the pumping frequency. For example, for the ruby laser the wavelength and the resonant pumping
frequency are

2mc 19x 1010
=694.3nm = 694.3 x 10 Pm~7 x 107 Q=" =" ~3x10"s"". 2
A =6943nm=694.3x10"m x 107 cm, » 1 7% 105 3x107s 9.2)
The magnitude of pumping. The pumping field in a neighborhood of any active molecule is approximately a
plane wave
A, (x,1) = a,sin(Qyt — kx), k| =1Q,]/c, 9.3)

or a mixture of such waves. Let us estimate the pumping field in a typical cylindrical cavity of length 12cm
and diameter 0.6 cm illuminated by the pumping lamp of the typical power W = 1 Kwt = 10'% erg/s. The side

surface S of the cavity is about 12770.6cm? ~ 23c¢m?. The intensity I of the plane wave (9.3) is Ckzla” | efﬁl/zs,
k2 2
w =15 = 2" 1506 = 100, 9.4)
Substituting |k| = |Q,|/c, we find
Qz‘ ay|’ 10
—23=10 9.5)
2c
For example, for the ruby laser with frequency (9.2), we have
|a,|? ~ @x 10°=03x 1071 (9.6)
Finally,
la,| ~ 1.7 x 107° esu/cm. 9.7)

H4. Distribution of pumping. We assume that i) a,(x,) is the random vector distributed uniformly on the
sphere |a,(x)| =a, = 1.7 x 107%, and ii) a,,(x,) and a,,(x,s) are almost independent at large distances |x, — x,|-
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10 The Maxwell-Bloch equations

Now we consider the finite-dimensional Faedo—Galerkin approximation of the Maxwell-Schrédinger system
(3.1). Namely, we will consider solutions

A(x,1) = a(t)Xy(x), W (x,1) = €1 (1) @, (x) + Cn2 (1) @2 (%) (10.1)

which satisfy the system consisting of two equations (7.10) with n = 1 and n = 2 for each n € N, and one
equation of (7.12) with v = V. Below, we will write a(r), Q(7) and X(x) instead of ay(r), Qy(7) and Xy(x)
respectively. Thus, the approximation of the Maxwell-Schrddinger equations reads as the Maxwell-Bloch
equations

i(t) + coa(r) + Q%a(t) = ¢(j(1),X), (10.2)
ni(t) = _ile’:le_iw]‘[/[<Zn(x7t)(Pn,l’(x)v(Pml(x)>cn,l’(t) _
_ ) neN. (10.3)
Cn2 (t) = _iZIZ':l Pl {(Xn(x, Z)(Pn,l’ (x), On,2 (x)>cn,l’ (t)

11 Molecular currents

By (5.1), the matrix entries in (10.3) read as

i) = <Zn(xat)(Pn7l’(x)’(Pn,l(x»%%[A(xnat)+Ap(xn’t)]<(x—xn)¢n,1/(x)a(Pn,l(x»
_ % [a1 (£)X (xa) + 2, (x,)Q, cos Q] PV
Pl :
= %[al(t)X(xn)+ap(xn)Qpcostt], 1LI'=1,2, (11.1)

where P!’ are the dipole momenta
Pl = (@ (%), (x — %) @u (x)). (11.2)
These momenta are real vectors since we have chosen real eigenfunctions @, ;(x).

Remark 11.1. In the case of the ruby laser, the matrix of type (11.2) corresponds to the dipole momenta of
chromium ions Cr**. For definiteness of calculations, we accept

|P| =~ 4 Debye = 4 x 10~ Besu - cm, (11.3)

which is the permanent dipole moment of chromium oxide molecules CrO; see [10, p. 10]. However, actual
magnitude of the matrix elements (11.2) in the case of the ruby laser must be revised.

From now on, we will assume that the potential ®(x) is an even function, i.e.,
O(—x) =P(x), xeR> (11.4)

In this case, all eigenfunctions @,; can be chosen odd or even, and hence,

P!l =pP2 0. (11.5)
Therefore, the system (10.3) reads as
ént(t) = —iby(t)e ™ cya(t)
, neEN, (11.6)
éna(t) = —iby(t)e™cy(t)
where we denote |
bu(t) = o[ (6)PaX1 (x0) + Pry (62)Qp cos Qpt], Py i= P12, (11.7)
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The matrix of this system is skew-symmetric, which corresponds to the electron charge conservation in each
active molecule i.e.,
leat (O +|ean(®)* =1, t>0, neN. (11.8)

We now calculate the current (6.4) corresponding to the wave functions (10.1), and the right hand side of
(7.12) with X,, = X: taking into account the dipole approximation (5.1), we obtain that

(0. X)~ Y X ()i {0 (e ()™ [B010V 020+ eralt)ens (D [3,2()Veni ()dx ]

—2AY P, X(x,)Im {zn,l (z)cng(z)eﬂ“}, (11.9)

since
AmP,

" Am [_
/ (Pn,lv(Pnldx = 7/ (PnJX(Pn,de = 7? (11.10)

by [35, (44.20)].

12 Time scaling

Now the Maxwell-Bloch equations (10.2)—(10.3) become

(1) + Qa(t) + coda(r) = j(t) = 2cA Y P,X(x,)Im {E,M (z)cng(z)eﬂm}, (12.1)

n1 (1) = —iby(t)e e, (1)

,nEN. (12.2)
én2(t) = —ibu(t)e™c, 1 (t)

Let us transform the system (12.1) to the natural time scale
T:=Q,t ~3x 101, (12.3)

in which the period of pumping is 27. Below, we denote any function f(z) in the units of time (12.3) also as
f(7). In particular, (11.7) becomes

by(T) = %[81a(f)PnX(xn) +P,a,(x,)cos T]. (12.4)

Now the Maxwell-Bloch equations (12.1), (12.2) read as

_iA
o Orcn1(T) = —ibés)e "oy 1'-c,,72(1:)
d%a(t) + 610:a(7) + Ea(r) = j(1), ,nEN (12.5)
A
P arcn,z(f) — _l-lvzz_(pr)ezgp Tcn,l(T)
where ",
. c _ A
j(1) =55 L PaX(x)m {cn’l(f)cng(f)e ’QPT} (12.6)
p n
and o
ol ::Q—w610_5w10_7. (12.7)
P
Let us denote the real constants
2c P, X(x P.a,(x
o, = Q—anX(Xn)7 ﬁn == hi‘ n)7 = 1 }{;i n) . (12.8)
Then the system (12.5) becomes
Cn1(T) = =i, (T)cn2(7) B
i(t)+ora(t)+a(r) = j(7), , HEN, (12.9)

Cn2(T) = —i@,(T)cn1(7)
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where we denote ¢ := d;a, etc, and
j(®) = L ot {Gni (R)ena(D)e ™}, @u(1) = [Bui(7) + pucos Tle ™, (12.10)
n
where we used that A = Q,, according to (8.1). The matrix of system (12.9) is skew-adjoint, and the charge
conservation holds: similarly to (11.8),
leat (D) +leaz())? =1, TER. (12.11)

All coefficients o, B, and ¥, are small. In particular, for the ruby laser with the chromium dipole moment
(11.3), and the pumping frequency (9.2), we have

cP,| 12x10010°18 P, | 4x10°18

-23 - -1
o, TG 4%107%5, o~ oo ~ 13X 107 (12.12)

Now (7.8) and (9.7) imply that
|o,| ~ 10723, B ~02x1072,  |3|~07%x107". (12.13)

In all calculations below we will consider these values.

Remark 12.1. By our hypotheses H1-H4, the parameters «,, 3, %, and @, By, %, are almost independent for
sufficiently large distances |x,; — x,]|.

13 Parametric resonance for the Maxwell-Bloch equations

Let us reformulate the concept of parametric resonance (1.1) for the system (12.9). In the case of zero pumping
a, = 0, this system admits “ground states”, which are solutions corresponding to (8.2):

X)) =x%:= (0%, (L :neN)) (13.1)

with '
A =p"=0; A =(%0), neN. (13.2)

The solutions describe the laser dynamics before the pumping is switched on. Let us write the system (12.9) as

a(t) =b(t), b(t)+01b(7)+a(r) = j(1), ¢a(T) = =i, (7)cn(t), n€EN, (13.3)

where we denote
(%) = (en1 (), e (7)), Qn(r):< 0 “’"“)), 0n(7) = [Bub(7) + pacos e . (13.4)

The system (13.3) can be written as
X(t)=F(X(7),71), X(7) := (a(1),b(7),(cy(7) : n €N)). (13.5)
This system (13.5) is 27-periodic, i.e.,
F(X,7+2n)=F(X,7). (13.6)
The corresponding Poincaré map is defined by
P:X(0)— X(2m). (13.7)
The following definition is relevant for the system (13.5) in the case of sufficiently small pumping.

Definition 13.1. The parametric resonance occurs for the ground state (13.1) when the condition (1.1) (with
DP(X?) instead of DZ(Y?)) holds with a sufficiently large p > 0.

We also need to check the additional condition for all the corresponding eigenvectors X := (a,b, (¢, : n €
N)):
(a,b) £0, (13.8)
which guarantees an exponential increment of the Maxwell field. We have verified this condition in the case of
ruby laser; see Remark 20.4.
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14 Successive approximations

We will construct the Poincaré map (13.7) calculating successive approximations for the equations (13.3) on
the interval [0,27] with initial data

a(0), b(0);  cu(0), neN, (14.1)
which are close to the set of stationary states (13.2), i.e.,

|a(0)|+ |b(0 \+Zch1 )| = 1|+ |ea2(0)| <, (14.2)

where € > 0 is sufficiently small. As the zero-order approximation, we choose the stationary solutions (13.1):

a9 (1) = b9 (1) =0; Cnol)(’[) =¢ O cg(r) =0 (14.3)

)

since we plan to study instability of solutions which are close to these stationary solutions. The higher-order
approximations are defined as follows.

The Schrodinger amplitudes. We define the approximations cfzk) with k= 1,... as solutions of equations

Oy = —iolf V() e (1), nen, (14.4)
with the initial data (14.1),
¢9(0) = ¢,(0), neN. (14.5)
Here we denote
(k1)
_ 0 Wy T — — —i
o Vo= ., @), eI (@)=[Bb% V(1)L pcos e . (14.6)
o, (1) 0

To solve the Schrodinger equations (14.4), we will replace them by the corresponding averaged equations

eV(r) = -0 Ve (1), neN, (14.7)
where -
( ). (k=1)
Q, : 27r/ Q, (1)dr. (14.8)

The matrix functions Q,(f*l) (1) are sufficiently small by (12.13), so the replacement is justified by Lemma A.1.

All the matrices (14.6) and (14.8) are skewsymmetric, and hence,

(1) = UM (1)en(0), (14.9)
(k)

where U, (7) is a unitary matrix.

Remark 14.1. The last formula does not mean that the map ¢, (0) — cfzk)

generally depends on ¢, (0) as well as on all initial data (14.1).

(7) is linear since the matrix U,gk)(r)

The Maxwell amplitude. We define the approximations a¥ (t) with k = 1,... as solutions of the equations
i (1) +01a®(r)+a¥ (1) = jP(r),  jP(1):=) auIm {zn’j (r)cn’j;(f)e—if}, (14.10)

with the initial data (14.1):
a®(0)=a(0), 4% (0)=b(0). (14.11)

Let us denote » := 67 /2 ~ 10", The solution of the Maxwell equation (14.10) is given by the convolution

a® )+ / E(t—t)d7,  ao(t) == a(0)E(t) + [a(0) + 2xa(0)|E(7),  (14.12)
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where E(7) is the retarded fundamental solution,
E(t)+2xE(t)+E(1)=8(1), T€R, E(1)=0, 1<0. (14.13)

This fundamental solution is expressed as follows. Denote by A the roots of characteristic equation

AP 4254 +1=0 (14.14)
which are
Ae=—sd\/32—1=—x+i+0(). (14.15)
Thus, Re A+ = —3 < 0, and neglecting terms which are O(3c?), we obtain that the functions
A Lr_;L_ AL T AT _ AT
ay(t) = 258 — e TeosTHO(GR), w(T) = = e *Tsint+ 0(2), (14.16)
Ay —A Ay — A

are solutions of the homogeneous Maxwell equation (14.10) with initial data (1,0) and (0,1) respectively.
Finally, the fundamental solution is the real-valued function

E(1) = 0(1)ay(t) = 0(1)e *Tsint+0(s*), TER. (14.17)

14.1 The first-order approximation

The Schrodinger amplitudes. Formulas (14.6)— (14.8) with k = 1 give the averaged matrices

i ik
Q,(f))(r):( _(,)yn (’)2 ) (14.18)

1 o (1
CE; 1)(‘5) = —l%cflg(f) B
) neNn. (14.19)
1 oy (1
() = —ite,()
Its solutions are
ci(®) =dc sy”— +d.Ysin %7 c(e) = —id'!) sin 7'2 +id) co % (14.20)
where
1 1 .
d) =c,1(0),  dY = —ica2(0). (14.21)
Hence, the matrix in the formula (14.9) with n = 1 reads
cos 7’" —isin %
My
Uy /(1) = +0(%) (14.22)
—isin % cos 7’5

by Lemma A.1.
The current. Substituting (14.20) and (14.21) in the second formula of (14.10) with k = 1, we obtain
V@) = Lautm {2} (0} (x)e"
n

5

_ 7V o T G0 G T Ty () o T (1) e Ty it
= Xn:ocnlm{[dmlcos > +d, ;sin 5 —-1[—id, i si > +id, 5 cos 2] }

)

_ ;anlm{[ﬂ,ﬁlfdl —id{!)?sin 12 : £ ild )P sin 27] *’f}+0 Z(x,,

—(1 WTy
= Youre { @) — 1d!} Psin BE 4 ) 2sin ¥ e} 1 0(F e

= Y o [1m {1 (0)¢,2(0)e —"} +len2(0)2 — \c,,,l(())\z]%cos t[+0(10°17), € [0,2a], (14.23)

n
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since ¥, 00,72 ~ 10717 by (12.13).
Notation. For each number € > 0, the equality r = O(€) means that |r| < 10¢.
The Maxwell amplitude. Now (14.12) with £k = 1 becomes

T
aV (1) = ay(7) +/ JD(E(t—1)dT . (14.24)
0
Substituting here the current (14.23), we obtain

aV(t)=ao(1)+Y s, [Im {zml (0)en2(0)y (r)} + [[en2(0)* = lens (O)|2]y,,12(r)] +0(1077),  (14.25)

where we denote

T i T —sint+ et 72T
Li(t) = TE(t—1)dt = —=sint— —e * [ ] 0.
1) /o ¢ E(r—7) pSNTT e T
T , W, Lt T 1,
L(t) = A Ecoer(r—r)dT :Z[?SIHT+§COST_§SIHT]+02’

where 0, := O(5?) = O(10~!%). The details of calculation can be found in Appendix B.

14.2 The second-order approximation
The Schrodinger amplitudes. Formulas (14.6) with k = 2 give

(1)

le)(f) _ < B 0 (O

a0 (1) O(T)>, 0" (1) = [Ba (x) + pcos Tle ™. (14.26)

Let us calculate the averaged matrices fl,(f). First, (14.25) and (14.12) imply that

1 2 .
V= —/ dV(1)e " dt = v+, (14.27)
27 Jo
where
1 2T ) 1 2 . . .
o= o [T ao@e =5 [T al0)E () + [a(0) + 2xa(0) E(x) e,
27 Jo 27 Jo
. i n = / —iT 2 2 / —itT
vo= o | Y 06 |Im $ @1 (0)cn2 (0)1 () ¢ + [[en2(0)* — |1 (0) Pl by (T)eF | dT

First, let us calculate v;. Neglecting errors O(5c?) = O(10~'%), we obtain:

2 . 2 . 2 ) . 1 (2= . . .
E(t)e "dt ~ i | E(t)e "dt~ i/ e *Tsinte fdt = E/ e 7" —e e TdT
0 0 0 0

1 1 25 +2i —nm+ (27)* +0(58)

—2xr
= —|— — 1 = —
[2%+2%—|—4i](e ) w20 >
i 2 i 2 T 2
~ —[14+ —=](— ~—[1+—=|(— ~ — — . 14.2
I+ )t~ —[l+ 2 ](-mtsem) mat (5 - 7) (14.28)
Similarly, using (14.13), (14.17), and (14.28), we obtain
2T . 21 . . 2T .
/ E(t)e"dr — / (—25¢E (1) — E(T)]e dt ~ — (26 + 1) / E(t)e "dt
0 0 0

~ (25t 1)[7H—%(% ) = (—2%+i)[n+%(% 7

3
N i -2m g —in?] = im— %[7” +in?). (14.29)



As aresult,
Vi~ a(0)|4— [} +i5]] +1a(0) +2sa(0)] |4 + (4 -
~ a(0) [+ (3 -] +a(0) [+ (k- )] = v +ivio,
vVii = %0(0) + %(1 — %ﬂ)d(O),

It remains to note that

v2i= ¥t [1m {01 00en2 (011} + lena(0) e (0) Pl .

n

where J; and J, are the integrals

1

2T
Jp = — I(t)e "dt~0 I
V=g | e .

We calculate these integrals in Appendix B. As a result, the averaged matrix reads

= (1)

(SIE]

iz = 3(1—»m)a(0) —

21 .
/ B(t)e dr ~
0

1)(1) :d,(fl) cos |cb,$l) |T+dr(;,22) sin |cb,$l)

where s, =

(1) 0 ay S(1) _ T
Qn (V)—<5<1) 0 ) @y = Puv+ o

Now equation (14.7) with kK = 2 reads as the system

(@) = —ia a3
, neN
&A@ = —id, ()

Its solution reads similarly to (14.20):

Thus, (14.35) can be rewritten as

2 2 (1 )
|, Cm%(f):_ld,(, 1) 1) sm|(o,5 )|T—{—ldr(l2) T
w, o,
(2) ) @,
dn,l = cn1(0)7 dn,2 = l| ~(1)|Cn 2(0)
(1) = ca1(0)cos|@y" T isuca2(0)sin|@i" |7
(1) =~ 51 (0)sin| @4 |7+ ¢,2(0) cos | @, |z,

1)
=1 Hence, the matrix in the formula (14.9) with k = 2 reads

X cos|@)|t  —is,sin|@ |t
U (1) =
—is), sin|(Z),El)|T cos|6f);$1)|f

The current. Expanding (14.37) into the Taylor series, we obtain

) = n1(0)—icna(0)@ T+ 0(@" )

n,

(B = iens 008, v+ er2(0)+ O P)

16

(14.30)

(14.31)

(14.32)

(14.33)

(14.34)

(14.35)

(14.36)

(14.37)

(14.38)

(14.39)



17

Here the error 0(|(Z),El)|2) ~ 10~ uniformly in 7 € [0,27]. Indeed, ) = B.v + %, where v is expressed by

(14.27) and (14.30)—(14.32):

V = Vi+ivp+w
b(0 0
v o~ 29 2o o), vie~ Y Zpra)+60)) |
2 4 2 4
v, = LY, O‘n')/n[|cn,2(0)|2 - |Cn,1(0)|2]

Hence at the points (13.2), we have vi; = v, =0, so
BV =Buva=—Bul2 Y 0wt ~ 10712
n

by (12.13) and (14.32). Therefore,
ya

~107".
2

ﬁnv+_

(14.40)

(14.41)

(14.42)

Finally, substituting (14.39) into the second formula of (14.10) with £ = 2, we obtain similarly to (14.23),

i@ = Lem{eH () (x)e |

= Y aulm {1 (0)cn2(0)e 7 + i@, lena (0) ~ len1 (0) Flze ™} + 0(( @

n

The Maxwell amplitude. The last formula of (14.12) with k = 2 gives

a? (1) = +/ EQ2n—1")dt
b (1) = +/ EQ2n—1")dt

15 The Poincaré map
Let us denote

a® = a(0), b°:=a(0), 0:=c,(0);  a:=a?@@n), b:=a?2n), cp:= P (2n).
Then (14.44) gives

o(2m 4—/27r EQ2n—1')d7, b:a0(27r)+/02ﬂj(2)(r’)E(27r—r’)dr’.
Let us calculate these expressions. First, (14.12) and (14.13), (14.17) imply that
ap(2n) =d®E(2m), ap(2m) = &"EQ2r)+[b°+ 01d°)E(2n)
= —d’EQn)+°EQr) ~ b’ EQ2n) + 05,

where 0, := O(5?) ~ 107!, Second, substituting @ = B,v+ % into (14.43), we obtain

0 = Yo (e}
n

— 1
+ Zanﬁnﬂcg,zfz— \02,1\2]1{6{"73 ZT}‘FEZ%%UCSQF— ’CSJF]TCOS T.
n n

%) (14.43)

(14.44)

(15.1)

(15.2)

(15.3)

(15.4)
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Introducing this current into (15.2), we obtain the formulas for a and b expressed via the following integrals
which are calculated in Appendix B:

T

2r 2T L 2
A ::/ e TEQn—1')d7, Ag::/ Te EQn—1)d7, A; ::/ 7 cos TE(2n—1")dT =ReA,
0 0 0

. (15.5)
2T, 2 . 2T .
B :/ e TEQ2n—1')dT7, B2::/ Te "EQ2rn—1')d7, B3::/ T cosTE(2n—1")d7 =—ImB,
0 0 0
With this notation, (15.2) becomes
a = aom)+ L, eim{e A}
+Zn O‘nﬁnﬂcg,ZP - ‘cg,l \2]Re {VAZ} + %Zn O‘nYang,ZF - ‘cg,l ‘2]‘43-
(15.6)

b = do(Zﬂ') +Y, o,Im {Eglcng] }

+ X0 0uPallen o * = lh 1 PIRe {VBa} + 3 ¥, 0l o * = ey [2)Bs.

Remark 15.1. i) The Poincaré map P is given by formulas (15.6) and (14.39).

ii) The second-order approximations (15.6) are obtained solving the equation (14.10) with k = 2, initial data
(14.1), and the current (15.4). At the “ground states” (13.2), we have |c271 |?=1and |c272|2 =0, so the formula
(15.4) takes the form

j(z)(f) — _Zanﬁanm {Ve_ir} — %ZO{,,}’,,TCOS T. (15.7)

16 Synchronisation of molecular currents

The key peculiarity of the perturbative calculations is the appearance of the summation
SZZOCnﬁn (16.1)
n

in the second-order approximation of the total molecular current (15.7). This appearance is due to the Taylor
approximation (14.39). Also note that the same summation reappears in (20.15). It is of crucial importance that
all terms of the sum S are nonnegative since

P, X(x,) >0,
hic -

2c
B = —P,X(x,)

o, (16.2)

and the sum is a non-negligible positive number, see (16.6) and (16.8) below. This means the synchronisation of
all molecular currents in the total current (13.4) independently of the phase of the Maxwell field at the location
of the molecules. This synchronisation of molecular currents is provisionally in line with the superradiance
and with the role of the stimulated emission in the laser action. Note that the conjecture on appropriate kind of
synchronisation in the laser action has been put forward repeatedly, see, e.g., [30].

We will consider two cases of amorphous and crystallin medium separately. In (12.8), all the parameters
P,, X(x,), a,(x,) with n € N can be considered as independent random values on the event space {1,...,N},
and

EX(x,) = Ea,(x,) = 0. (16.3)

I. Amorphous medium. By our assumption, |P,| = |P| does not depend on n, so
(Pu-e1)*+ (Pu-er)*+ (Py-e)* = [P (16.4)

Moreover, the dipole momenta P,, are distributed uniformly over the angles, and hence,

1
E(P,-e;)* = §yP\Z. (16.5)
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By Remark 12.1, we can apply the law of large numbers for weakly dependent random values [21] (recall that
N ~ 10%), and obtain that § ~ NEa,3,. Moreover, P, and X(x,) are independent. Hence, using (5.1), we
obtain that

2 2 E|P,?
S ~ NEaan :NQ—phE(PnX(Xn))Z :NQ—M%Exz(Xn)
= — X, ) ~ x)dx = = .
Qh 3 & MT3QR |V My, 3Q,h V|’ V.|

by the normalization of X. Here the value |V,|/|V| for the integral follows from Shnirelman’s Quantum Ergodic
theorem [34, 39, 40]. Note that this value obviously holds for the eigenmodes (7.6) with sufficiently large
eigenvalues. For the case of ruby laser (12.13) we obtain d ~ 3 x 10'° and

S~ 107°. (16.7)

which is much larger than the terns |0, 3,| ~ 1072 in the summation (16.1). Moreover, S is a Gaussian random
value since o, 3, are independent and identically distributed.

II. Crystallin medium. In this case the vectors P,, = P do not depend on n. We assume additionally that the
mode X(x) is linearly polarised. Now (16.6) changes to

2 2[P|>cos? ¢ | |V,| Vol _
S~ —|PPcos’ Y X?(x,) ~ T—— 4L ~ 324102 cos? ¢ ~ 1072, 16.8
Q,,h' |*cos (p; (xn) o V] V] cos” @ (16.8)

where ¢ is the angle between P and X(x).

17 Factordynamics and the Hopf fibration

Let us denote by G = [U(1)]N the symmetry gauge group of the system (13.3). The group acts on the phase
space X = R>@ C?" by the formula

(eie] - ,eieN)(a,b, (c115¢12)s---5(en1,en2)) = (a,D, (eie‘c11,ei9‘c12), . (e"eNchl,e"eNCNvg)). 17.1)

This action commutes with the dynamics (13.3), hence the latter induces the corresponding dynamics on the
factorspace X, = X/G. This factorspace is the base of the fibration X — X/G.

The Poincaré map P commutes with the action (17.1). Moreover, this action does not change the Maxwell
field. Accordingly, the instability and the parametric resonance (1.1) must be checked for the induced factordy-
namics only. More accurate justification is given in the next section: we reduce the problem to calculation of the
differential DP,(X?), where P, denotes the action of P on the factorspace X/G, and the point X? corresponds
to X? in this factorization (see (13.1)). We show that the eigenvalues of DP(X?) and DP,(X?) coincide up to
U =1, corresponding to the action (17.1).

To calculate DP,(X?), we need suitable local coordinates on the factorspace. The charge conservation
(12.11) means that

(a1 (7),cna(1)) €S, (17.2)
where §? is the unit sphere in C2. The sphere is the Hopf fibration with fibers

F = (c1€"%,c,e?), 6 R (17.3)

and the base diffeomorphic to the unit sphere S>. Denote by (c,c3), € S? the Hopf projection of a point
(c1,¢2) € S3. We choose the following invariant coordinate on the base:

Z:=7C1Cp. (17.4)
Using (12.11), it is easy to check that

ler|+eal =V 142)z],  |ei] = Jea| = /1 -2]z]. (17.5)
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Hence,

20ct] = 142z + /1 -2[z], 2leal = /1+2]z] —/1-2[¢] (17.6)

4le1P =2424/1—4z2, 4|ex =2—24/1—4z]2. (17.7)

c1|? and |c;|* are smooth functions on the disk D := |z| < 1, and

and

In particular,
V. lei?|.=0 =0, (17.8)

where V, denotes the gradient with respect to Rez and Imz.

The coordinate z maps S> onto the closed disk D, and it is a local coordinate on the region of S> outside
the set |c1|?> = |c2|> = 1/2. However, the inverse map D — S is two-valued. Indeed, denote by (cy,c;). € S?
the Hopf projection of a point (c1,c2) € S3. One branch of the inverse map is a diffeomorphism of D onto the
neighborhood Si C 82 of the point (1,0). (where z = 0), and another branch is a diffeomorphism of D onto the
neighborhood S C S? of the point (0, 1), (where also z = 0):

lei] > Jea| for (c1,¢2)s € S%

(17.9)
le1] < |ea| for (c1,c2)s € 82
The base S? is the gluing of S along their boundaries, where |z| = 1 and |c1]> = |c2|> = 1.
18 Reduction of spectral problem by the symmetry group
We choose coordinates (17.4) on the bases of the Hopf fibration for each active molecule, and denote
=010 =Tn1(0)cn2(0),  zni=Tn1Cn2 =Cn1(2M)ca2(27). (18.1)
Let us write z, = 2,1 +i2,2,29 = ZSJ + izgg, where z,, 1 7Z’l727Z2,1 ,z2’2 € R, and
Zn,1 0 0 .0 J J J N
Z, = T, z,=(2,1:202)s = =(=5=5) neNn. 18.2
n (Zn,2> n ( n,1 n,2) az(;)l (azgl 81272) ( )
Denote
7
z=| : |, 72°=(2),...,1%). (18.3)
zy

Then the differential DP,(X?) of the Poincaré map P, on the factorspace X/G is represented by the matrix

da  da  da
da® o 9Z0

DP.(X))=| 25 b ok |. (18.4)

az oz oz
0a® 90 9Z0

The following lemma justifies the reduction to the eigenvalue problem for the factordynamics.
Lemma 18.1. The eigenvalues of DP(X?) and DP,(X?) coincide up to u = 1.

Proof. The variables a°,5°, Z° are local coordinates on the factorspace X, = X/G. this factorspace is the base
of the fiberspace cX with the fibers, isomorphic to SV, where S is the unit circle |6] = 1. Hence, in a small
neighborhood of any fixed point X° € X, these coordinates can be completed by the phases 6, of the action
(17.1). Now X = (a®,6°, 2°,@°) with an arbittrary fixed ®° € SV, and the action of the symmetry group (17.1)
becomes the shifts in ®:

(e, ..., (@ p°,2° 0% = (a° 5°,2°,6° + ©), 0= (6,...,6y) (18.5)
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for (&0,50,20,@)), close to X°, and small ®, since the Maxwell field and the variables z, are invariant with
respect to the action (17.1). Moreover, PX 0 is close to X°, and the Poincaré map P commutes with the shifts
(18.5) with small ®. Hence, the differential DP(X?) is represented by the matrix

Jda da  da  da da da da
da®  9p0 97V 0J@° da®  Jp0 970
db db db db db db db 0

. 9O W AL I o o g O DP.(X!) 0

DP(X°) = = = . (18.6)

EANT A A A EY AT A A I
da0 I IZV  I60 da0 I JZO N
90 00 90 90 20 00 90
da® o9p0  9Z0 98P ddd 90 920 N

where Iy is the identity N x N-matrix. Therefore, the eigenvalues of DP(X°) and DP,(X?) coincide up to pt = 1,
which corresponds to the action (18.5). O

19 Differential of the Poincaré map on the factorspace

It remains to calculate the differential (18.4). Using (14.39) with T = 27, we obtain that

ra e —=(1 . —(1 -
wm = (o), +1c2722nwfl ))(_102,127“051)+C272)+0(\w,(,1)!2)

—(1 ~
= 04 27i@ (|2, 2 — 10, P + o(@ )

n

= B+ 2mi(B+ 2)Ieh o 11 PT+ 0@l ). (19.1)

We must calculate the matrix (18.4) at the ground states (13.2) which correspond to the single point
X% =(0,0,0). (19.2)

The formulas (15.6) for the Poincaré map become

(

a =~ ay(2m)+Y, o, Im {zSAl}

+ X 0 Bulled o> = [e) [FIRe {VA2 } + 3 X 0 ulled o> = [e) 7143
(19.3)
b~ a0(27r)+2nanlm{2231}

+X, OC,,B,,[|C272|2 - |CS71 *|Re {VB2} + % Yn an')/n[|c9z72|2 - |CS71 *1B3

Here ag(27) and dg(27) are given by (14.12), so using (14.17) and neglecting errors O(»%) = O(10714), we
obtain

ap(2n) = a"E(27m)+ [p° +25a’|E(27) =~ a®(1 — 27 5)

(19.4)
ap(2m) = a"E(2x) +[b° 4+ 232a’|E(27) ~ —25¢a° + [0 + 25¢a°](1 — 27w ¢) =~ B0 (1 — 27 ¢)
At the point (19.2), we have by (17.8),
dJ 0 2 dJ 0 2
— =— =(0,0). 19.5
520 ool M = gy _lenal’ = (0.0) (19.5)

Differentiating the formulas (14.40) at the point (19.2), we obtain that neglecting errors O(3c?) = 0(1071%), we

have e _ PUE
v i Y P
2 L s omi - Zon—i)=i
g0~ 2 g, S =57 E i) =

av

>0 (19.6)
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Moreover, formulas (14.40) and (19.5) imply that at the point (19.2), we have
av

810 (07 0)

(19.7)

Now we can calculate the matrix (18.4) at the point (19.2). Differentiating the first formula of (19.3), and
taking into account (19.4)—(19.7), we obtain that the first row of (18.4) is

da__ da
2a® T op0

A » da
% —2(27&421 —{—A22)], a? ~ Oy (AIZaAll)a

/

A22 4

1—275%—8[7—{—2(1421—27&422)] S[ (19.8)

n

where S is the summation (16.1). Similarly, using (B.7), we obtain the second row

9b
2a0 "~

s(22

> Tl

ob By ob
+4 s wwl—zﬂ%—S[T—Z a?Nan/(BlZaBll)’ (199)

n

By —27By)] (27B21+B2)),

/

where B} =Re B, Bj; =Im By, and similarly for By and B;;. Finally, differentiating (19.1) at the point (19.2),
and using (19.5), (19.6), we get

9z, L dv . i . » .
W ~ 2%1[3”@ :2ﬂlﬁn[—5+z(1+2ﬂl)] = ﬂﬁn[l—z(zﬂf—l)]
Az, av 1 »
—= = 27WiB,=——= =27miB= ——2x—1i)] = | — —(2mi+ 1 19.1
350 i, 350 mﬁn[z 2 (2 —i)] = nP,[i 3 (2mi+1)] (19.10)
Similarly, using (19.5) and (19.7), we obtain
dzp .
@%5’“/(1’0' (19.11)
The expressions (19.10) and (19.11) can be written as vectors and matrices:
0z, 1— 1 0z, -% 0z, 1 0
da° ~ ﬂ’-ﬁn < }7( > ’ w ~ TEBn 1= )’ azgl ~ 6,,”/ 0 1 . (1912)

20 Block-matrix approximation

All calculations below essentially rely on the constants (12.13) which correspond to the ruby laser. Let us
denote the matrix

da  Jda
da¥  Jpd
M= (20.1)
9b b
dad  opY
Recall that for the typical dipole moment (11.3) we have by (16.7), (16.8) and (12.13), that
"e2x 1077, 2107, (20.2)

S=Y o, ~ 1077,

Rewrite the formulas (19.8)—(19.9) substituting the expressions (19.6), and neglecting all terms containing

%S ~ 10712 and »2 ~ 10~ 14:

da 1 da 1
—~1-2 —A —~—=A 20.
90 Wt 5AnS, o5~ —SAnS, (20.3)
db 1 db 1
—~——B — =~ 1—-27x— —B»S. 20.4
320 5828, 350 Ty — B8 (20.4)
Hence,
1 -2 — %AHS —%Aﬂs
M =M(%,S) ~ (20.5)

—1B»S

1— 275 — 3B S
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Further, denote the matrices

1 0 Al A 1—xrm —%‘
D, = ) V, = o, ) W, = nf, ) (20.6)
0 1 B, By % 1 —xm

Using (B.7) and (B.4), we obtain that

| 7.4 z
V.= ray, (20.7)
—% | 1

Now formulas (19.8), (19.9), (20.5), and (19.12) give the following block-matrix approximation for the differ-
ential (18.4):

M Vi V, V3o Wy
w, Dy 0 0 ... O
0 W, 0 D, 0O ... O
Wy 0 O O ... Dy
which is not symmetric generally.
Remark 20.1. Since o, ~ 10723, the matix is very close to its triangle approximation
M 0 0 O ... O
w, Dy 0 0 ... O
0 W, 0 D 0 ... O

Wy 0 0 O ... Dy
The corresponding eigenvalues coincide with the ones of the matrices M and D,,. In particular, for the eigen-
values of M we have |u — 1| ~ 107 by (20.5) and (16.7).

20.0.1 Reduction to polynomial equation

The spectral problem for the multipliers reads

X0

DP.(X"X =pXx, Xx=| X |, (20.10)

XN

where all x, € R? and X # 0. We will reduce the spectral problem to a polynomial equation. Namely, substi-
tuting here the approximation (20.8), we obtain the equivalent system

N
(M — )Xo+ ) Vax, =0, W,xo + (D, —1)x, =0, necN. (20.11)
1

Since we seek for eigenvalues with |u| > 1, we can write

1—xm —x/2
u—1 u—1

X, = (U —D,) " 'Wyxo ~ 7, X0, (20.12)
7/2 1—3m

pu—142myy  p—1427my;
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where xo # 0. Substituting into the first equation of (20.11), we obtain that .# (u)xo = 0, where

_ /2
N 1—xnm %t llufln- %
M) = (M—p)+7°Y | ap,
1 % l—ur #/2 I3z
2 u—122y2  u—12m2y2
1— —x/2
l—»n % uflﬂs WS
= (M—p)+n . (20.13)
_x _ N OB QB
7 l-»m Y ity (I—xm) X e
Thus, the characteristic equation for the matrix DP(X°) is equivalent to
det.Z(u) = 0. (20.14)

%

Let us consider the multipliers for which anj < 1. The existence of such multipliers is suggested by
Remark 20.1. For such multpliers, the last two sums in (20.13) can be calculated as follows. First,

N N N 2
B 1 ap, 1 , Y
Zu—1+2n2y2:u—1z 2 R —120‘"[3”(1_2” 11)
1 n 1 1427 ,u_il u 1 H

S p) S o 2 X
- = L _VYoaBpp-——— oo L (P X ()P (P (). (20.15)
P 1

p—1 (u—1)*4 p—1 (u—1)

Second, by Remark 12.1, we can apply the law of large numbers for weakly dependent random values [21],
and obtain that S ~ NEa, f3,.

N

Y (P X(x,))*(Pu-ay(x,))>=NZ,  Z:=E(PyX(xy))*(Pyap(xa)). (20.16)
1

The last expectation can be calculated using the fact that random values (P',P?,P?) =P, (X!, X?,X3) = X(x,)

and (a!,a?,a%) = ap(x,) are independent, so

3 3 3
z=EY (PX)(P'X")?=E } PPPP'XX'da"= Y EPPPPEXX]E[q"Y] (20.17)
il=1 iy 1r=1 iy 1V=1

By our assumption H4, the random vector a,(x,) is distributed uniformly on the sphere of a radius aj, so
Ela'a'] = 5"’ (20.18)

Further, let us conjecture that the distribution of the random vector X(x,) is close to the one of the eigenmodes
(7.6) of rectangular cuboid V = [0,1;] x [0,] x [0,/3]. In this case, similarly to (16.6),

611 6i" 61'1" | i|2

EX'X']| = 6"E[X|? = — Z X (xy)| ~ W X2 (x)dx = v (20.19)

where @' = af{ are the amplitudes from (7.6). Substituting (20.18) and (20.19) into (20.17), we obtain that

1 . .
=0 Jap | Z E[[P'[*|P'[?]|a’[? (20.20)
’ ‘ i,lI=1

Remark 20.2. According to Berry’s conjecture, in the case of ergodic geodesic flow, the distribution of values
of Laplacian eigenfunctions with sufficiently large eigenvalues can be Gaussian [6, 26], thus different from the
“sinusoidal distribution” of eigenmodes (7.6).
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Let us consider the following two cases separately.

L. Polycrystalline medium. Let us calculate E[|P'|?|P!|?]. By our assumption H1, the random vector (P!, P? P?)
is distributed uniformly on the sphere of radius |P|. Hence, integrating in spherical coordinates, we obtain

1 1
E[P'PP)? = <[P, E(PY)* =PI (20.21)

Hence,

Y= p|* dl>= 20.22

since a = (a',a®,a’) is the unit vector.

II. Crystalline medium. In this case the vectors P,, = P do not depend on n. Thus, (20.20) becomes
2| |2

1 3
= —la,|* Y [IP'PIP')]|a')* = PP (20.23)
oyl X ST &

In both cases, (20.14) for pt # 1 is equivalent to the algebraic equation

p(p) =0,  p(u)=det|(u—1)>(w)), (20.24)

where p(ut) is a polynomial of degree six.

Remark 20.3. i) The summation S reappears in the calculations (20.13) and (20.15).
ii) The degree six of the polynomial can be reduced to three using the approximate symmetry of type (4.7), see
Remark 4.3.

Remark 20.4. For every nonzero eigenvector (20.10), its component Xo, representing the Maxwell field, does
not vanish. Hence, if (1.1) holds, then the magnitude of the Maxwell field provisionally increases exponentially
for large (but bounded) times.

Remark 20.5. We expect that

i) all the multipliers |u| are simple with probability one;

ii) the multipliers form clusters which are close to the corresponding roots of the polynomial p(ut);
iii) the condition (1.1) holds for the roots of the polynomial p(i) when

a, >d(oy), (20.25)
where d(0o7) is the corresponding threshold, which is an increasing function of ;. Physically, the condition
(20.25) means that the amplitude of the pumping exceeds the damping losses.

A On averaging of slow rotations

Here we justify the approximation of the Schrédinger equations from (13.3) by their averaged version (14.7)
(“rotating wave approximation” [1, 3, 14, 28, 31, 33, 36, 42]). Let us show that this approximation is very
accurate for small matrices Q, (7). Namely, consider the system

¢(t) = —iQ(1)c(7), T€[0,7], (A.1)

where Q(7) is a bounded measurable 2 x 2 complex matrix-function,

€:= sup |Q(7)] < oo (A.2)
7€[0,T]
Denote the averaged matrix
~ 1 /T
= —/ Q(t)dr (A.3)
T Jo

and consider the corresponding averaged system

é(r) = —iQé(t),  telo,T). (A.4)
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Lemma A.l. For solutions of (A.1) and (A.4) with identical initial data ¢(0) = c(0) = cq, their final values

¢(T) and &é(T) are very close for small €:

Proof. Rewrite (A.1) as

¢e(T) = —ieQ (7)ce(T), t€0,T]; ce(0) = co,
where Q;(7) := 1Q(). The corresponding averaged system (A.4) now reads
be(t) = —ieQ(1)Ce(1),  TE[0,T];  &(0) = co,

~ 1 /T
where Q(7) := 7/ Q;(7)dr. It suffices to prove that
0

lce(T) —é(T)| = 0(e?), €—0.

The Taylor formula gives

ce (1) = co + €[dece (T)]|e—0 + O(€?), e (T) = co + €[0ele (T)]]e—o + O(£2).

Therefore, (A.8) will follow from the identity
[Oece(T)]|e=0 = [9eCe(T)]|e=o-

Indeed, &¢(T) = e~ #2T ¢y, so the right-hand side of (A.10) is equal to

[0 (T))|e—o = —iGTco = —i /0 " 21 (t)eodr.
It remains to calculate the left-hand side. Denote
be(T) 1= dece (7).
Differentiating equation (A.6) in €, we obtain
be(T) = —iQ(T)ce (1) — ieQ1(T)be(T), 1€[0,T];  be(0)=0.
In particular, for € = 0 we have
bo(t) = —iQ1(1)co, t€[0,T};  bo(0)=0.

Hence,
T
bo(T) = —i / Q1 (7)codr.
0
Now (A.10) is proved.

Remark A.2. Equation (A.6) can be rewritten for C¢(s) := ce(3) as

Ayie(s) = —igl(g)eg(s), s€0,eT],

where s = €7 is the ‘slow time’. Thus, Lemma A.1 is a specific version of averaging principle.

(AS)

(A.6)

(A.7)

(A.8)

(A9)

(A.10)

(A.11)

(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)



B Some integrals

2.1 Integrals (14.26)

First, (14.17) implies that

I](T)

IZ(T)

Q

Q

Q

Q

-

e i # (17 sin(t —t')dt’ = /Te_”/ [e(_%H)(T_T/) - e(_%_i)(f_rl)]dr’
0

= le(7%+i)7\/re(%*2i)f/df/ _ l.e(%i)f/r e%r/drl
! 0 2i 0

2
R D ETNY it W O Rl
2i w—2i 2i »
e it _e(f;ﬂri)r e iT _e(f;{fi)r

- 2ix+4 a 2is

i T [—Sinf—i- re”+ rze”]
A ——sinT——

2T 4 4 b

where we have neglected errors O(»?) = O(10~'#). Similarly,
2/ v cost’e " sin(t — 7)) 4/ Te 7 7) smf+sin(f—2f’)}drl
1 st [ ‘ zr T 2 /
—e smr/ drt’ +Im/ A ”dr}
4 L 0
1 - »T T T ] (—2i)T ot (207
—e 7 sinf(fe——/ ¢ ’>+Im (e”re . —e”/ ¢ . dr’)}
4 L P¥4 0o w— 2 0o »x—2i
1 ol < #T  pHT _ 1) ) e(%—Zi)‘L’ ) e(%—Zi)‘L’ —1
L (c6— _ I ( e € T 177>}
A »x ) R G T (3¢ —2i)2
L P Gl k1 VI <Te<”">’2(%+2i) _ (e(”")’—e”)(%+2i)2)]
4 » »?+4 (52 +4)?
1 r 2 T , 1 : ,
4° %f_sm(?+7)+r%1m (e (5 +20)) — gcIm|(e <%—l>f—e’f)(%+zi)2]]
1 - ’L'2 7’.3 nT
Ze‘”_sinr( 5 +%T)+TT[20051: »#8inT]
1 T T o3 .
E[( CosT —cosT)4sx —4(—e s1nf—s1nr)]]

1 2 3 1
¢ K sinf(%+%)+£[em2cosr—%sinr]—Z(e”%—l)sinr]
1y 2 1
) _sinf%+£[2cosf—%sinf]—Z(H—e_m)sinr]

Q

B —

OO | F—
r 1

2

T T 1
sinf; + 1[20051— »sint| — 4—1(2— #7T) sinT]

72 SINT+ TCOST — sinT].
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(B.1)

(B.2)



2.2 Integrals (14.32)

Calculate integrals

2r 2 2 9
/ te''dt = —2mi~—6.28i, / Tcos TdT =0, / te”tdT = —Ti,
0 0 0
2 5 ) 2r . 2
/ t7e''dT = —4mTi+i 27e""dT = —4n“i+4r,
0 0
o i 2 Y 2
/ t7e”fdt = 21 i+i/ te”'dt = -2ni+ 7,
0 0
2 ) )
/ Tsintdt = —4n°i
0

Then neglecting errors O(»?) = O(10~ %), we can rewrite (14.32) as

1 [ : 1 27 T —sint+ e 2 Ty
J = E/ I1(t)e dt ~ ﬂ/ [—%sinr—?e_”—i—%[ o 4+ ¢ L re ]] e 'fdt
0 0 l
1 20 i e T —ite " —cosT+eT +ite’™ 2te T —it?e T .
- — — T— “dt
27:/0 T2 T 4 4i JJe
1 /2 i e 2T jre 2T —cosTe T it 2t1e 2T —jrle 2T
= — — —coste ' — + Hdr
27r/() L 2 2i 4 4i
1 /2” i Te 2it N [—% +it  27e M7 - irzem]]df
= — - P
21 Jo 4 2 4 4i
. . 1, . . iAo
i T —5>+in  2mi—i(2n7i+7)
= atu el 87i J=0
1 21 . 1 27 5 I,
J = o L(t)e dt ~ E/ [‘L’ sin T+ Tcos T — sin T] e ''dr
0 0
1 2 . 1 2 . .
= E/ [rsinr +1%cos T] e fdt= ﬁ/ [— it(1—e ) +7%(1 +e’2”)] dt
0 0
1 8’ n?
\ 32n[ AR B
2.3 Integrals (15.5)
Neglecting errors O(3¢*) = O(10~'4), we obtain
2 . 2 / 67275% 2m o R -
A ~ —/ e T gintdr = ——— / e e e —e T )dT
0 2i Jo
_ _87275% /271’[6%1_, o e(%—Zi)T']drl _ _67277:% |:627U4 —1 _ esz — 1:|
2i Jo 2i » w—2i

—27x

e
2i ] ~—
(54 2i) 5

Q

e 2 {2%% + %(27‘[%)2 273
2i » 4

Q

T T
— 27 m+%7rz+%— %m—i—%nz—k%——n i
1 ) . 2. 5 . 2. 5 22 .

T T
= ﬂi+%[—ﬂ2i+§]:A11+iA12, A“:%E, A12:7C—%TE2.

[277: + 23 — %m}
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Similarly,
e "o 2m / Nl
Arr— 1,2t (=207 dt'
2 5 /0 e e ]
_ _e*”"'l [rﬁ—ﬁ—r et N et } 27f:_e*”61 {1%—16%1_1(%—21')—1 m] 2
2i x  xr 22 (x=2i)%*llo 2i 2 (5c—2i)? 0
e rte—1 . T(x—2i)—1 ~2 2
- — 2 ”T}
s e e
e "0 (o —1)e™ +1 (¢4 2i)? ,
=~ [ g% BT [(nol—4m—1)e’wl+l]]
~101 (o1 —1)(1+7wo+1(noy)> +1(wo)?)+1 oy 1
~ - [( 1= 1( 12 (7m0 g (mon)) —7ri——1+—[7r61+(—47ri—1)7r61]]
2i ()2 2 4
e ((n01)? + (w01 —1)( (701)?+ L (noy )3 o 1
T [( )"+ (7o );(4%( )7+ g(mon) )—m'— 214—1[77:014-(—47171'—])77:01]}
B 2 no
— _ezi [(4n2+(7r61—1)(27r2+§7r361)—m‘—Tl—irzGli]]
701 4 , 1 n 2 .
~ ¢ i [2712—711'4—61[5713—5—%21']}:e*’“" [n2i+§+61[§n3i—zi+7]]
[n2'+n+6[2n3' 7r.+7r2]} no [7?2'—1-76}
= i+ = —mi——i+—]|| — i+
2 7713 4 "2 ! 2
—x2i+z—6i[n—3+z]—A Vify, Ay =2 Ap=1t—0c [”—3+E] (B.5)
- ) 1 3 4 —A21 22, 21_2, 22— 1 3 4 . .
Hence,
3
Al 5
A3 =ReA, ~ 1> — o5 +7] (B.6)
Finally,
2T .
B, = —i/ e TEQn—1)dt = —iA;.
0
21 . .
B, = / [e”'" —ite T EQr —1)dT = A —iA, (B.7)
0
By = ReBy=A1+A»
References

[1] L. Allen, J.H. Eberly, Optical Resonance and Two-Level Atoms, Wiley, New York, 1975.
[2] V.I. Arnold, Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics, Springer, New York, 1989.
[3] S.H. Autler, C.H. Townes, Stark effect in rapidly varying fields, Phys. Rev. 100 (1955), no. 2, 703-722.

[4] I. Bejenaru, D. Tataru, Global wellposedness in the energy space for the Maxwell-Schrodinger system,
Commun. Math. Phys. 288 (2009), 145-198.

[5] V. Benci, D. Fortunato, An eigenvalue problem for the Schrodinger—-Maxwell equations, Topological
Methods in Nonlinear Analysis 11 (1998), 283-293.

[6] M.V. Berry, Regular and irregular semiclassical wavefunctions, J. Phys. A: Math, Gen. 10 (1977), no. 12,
2083-2091.



[7]

[8]

[9]
[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]
[21]

[22]
[23]
[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]
[29]

30

G. M. Coclite, V. Georgiev, Solitary waves for Maxwell-Schrédinger equations, Electronic Journal of
Differential Equations 94 (2004), 1-31. arXiv:math/0303142 [math.AP]

Ju.L. Daleckii, M.G. Krein, Stability of Solutions of Differential Equations in Banach Space, Amer Math-
ematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, 1974. ISBN-10. 0821832387.

R.H. Dicke, Coherence in Spontaneous Radiation Processes, Phys. Rev. 93 (1954), no. 1, 99-110.

J. Demaison, W. Hiittner, Dipole Moments and Related Constants of Diamagnetic Molecules, Springer,
Berlin, 1992.

A. Einstein, Quantentheorie der Strahlung (On the quantum theory of radiation) Phys. Z. 18 (1917), 121-
128.

B. Garraway, The Dicke model in quantum optics: Dicke model revisited, Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A 369
(2011), 1137-1155.

Y. Guo, K. Nakamitsu, W. Strauss, Global finite-energy solutions of the Maxwell-Schrodinger system,
Comm. Math. Phys. 170 (1995), no. 1, 181-196.

H. Haken, Laser Theory, Springer, Berlin, 1984.

K. Hepp, E.H. Lieb, On the superradiant phase transition for molecules in a quantised radiation field: The
Dicke Maser model, Ann. Physics 76 (1973), 360-404.

K. Hepp, E.H. Lieb, Phase transitions in reservoir-driven open systems with applications to lasers and
superconductors, Helv. Phys. Acta 46 (1973), 573-603.

K. Hepp, E.H. Lieb, Equilibrium statistical mechanics of matter interacting with the quantised radiation
field, Phys. Rev. A (3) 8 (1973), 2517-2525.

K. Hepp, E.H. Lieb, The laser: a reversible quantum dynamical system with irreversible classical macro-
scopic motion. Dynamical systems, theory and applications (Rencontres, Battelle Res. Inst., Seattle,
Wash., 1974), pp. 178-207 in: Lecture Notes in Phys., Vol. 38, Springer, Berlin, 1975.

K. Hepp, E.H. Lieb, Laser models, pp 145-234 in: E. H. Lieb, Condensed Matter Physics and Exactly
Soluble Models, Springer, Berlin, 2004.

R. D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics, Wiley, New York, 1999.

I. A. Ibragimov, Ju. V. Linnik, Independent and Stationary Sequences of Random Variables, Wolters-
Noordhoff, Groningen, 1971.

A. Komech, Quantum Mechanics: Genesis and Achievements, Springer, Dordrecht, 2013.
A.L. Komech, Lectures on Quantum Mechanics and Attractors, World Scientific, Singapore, 2022.

A.L. Komech, On quantum jumps and attractors of the Maxwell-Schrédinger equations, Annales mathe-
matiques du Quebec 46 (2022), 139-159. arXiv 1907.04297.

A. Komech, E. Kopylova, Attractors of Hamiltonian Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 2021.

T. Letendre, H. Ueberschir, Random moments for the new eigenfunctions of point scatterers on rectangu-
lar flat tori, Annales Henri Poincaré, In press, {ff10.1007/s00023-021-01032-5ff. fthal02308180v2

P. Mandel, Theoretical Problems in Cavity Nonlinear Optics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
1997.

H. Nussenzveig, Introduction to Quantum Optics, Gordon and Breach, London, 1973.

K. Petersen, J. P. Solovej, Existence of travelling wave solutions to the Maxwell-Pauli and Maxwell—
Schrodinger systems, Archive: arXiv:1402.3936 .


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0303142
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.3936

[30]

[31]
[32]
[33]
[34]
[35]
[36]
[37]
[38]

[39]
[40]

3]

A. Pikovsky, M. Rosenblum, J. Kurths, Synchronization. A Universal Concept in Nonlinear Sciences,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2001.

L.I. Rabi, Space quantization in a gyrating magnetic field, Phys. Rev. 51 (1937), 652-654.

J.J. Sakurai, Advanced Quantum Mechanics, Pearson Education, Incorporated, 2006.

M. Sargent III, M.O. Scully, W.E. Lamb Jr, Laser Physics, Addison Wesley, Reading, 1978.

P. Sarnak, Recent progress on the quantum unique ergodicity conjecture, Bull. AMS 48, no. 2, 211-228.
L.I. Schiff, Quantum Mechanics, McGraw-Hill, New York, 1955.

M. O. Scully, M. S. Zubairy, Quantum Optics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997.

W.T. Silfvast, Laser Fundamentals, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012.

A. Shimomura, Modified wave operators for Maxwell-Schrodinger equations in three space dimensions,
Ann. Henri Poincaré 4 (2003), 661-683.

AL Shnirelman, Ergodic properties of eigenfunctions, Usp. Mat. Nauk 29 (1974), no. 6, 181-182.

AL Shnirelman, On the asymptotic properties of eigenfunctions in the region of chaotic motion, adden-
dum to V.F.Lazutkin, KAM theory and semiclassical approximations to eigenfunctions, Springer 1993.

V.A. Yakubovich, V.M. Starzhinskii, Linear Differential Equations with Periodic Coefficients, Wiley &
Sons, New York, 1975.

O. Svelto, Principles of Lasers, Springer, New York, 2010.

G.K. Woodgate, Elementary Atomic Structure, Clarendon Press, Oxford, 2002.



	1 Introduction
	2 Laser equations
	3 Parametric resonance
	4 Symmetry of spectrum
	5 Dipole approximation
	6 Gauge transform
	7 Decoupled system and eigenfunction expansions
	8 Resonance condition
	9 The harmonic pumping
	10 The Maxwell–Bloch equations
	11 Molecular currents
	12 Time scaling
	13 Parametric resonance for the Maxwell–Bloch equations
	14 Successive approximations
	14.1 The first-order approximation
	14.2 The second-order approximation

	15 The Poincaré map
	16 Synchronisation of molecular currents
	17 Factordynamics and the Hopf fibration
	18 Reduction of spectral problem by the symmetry group
	19 Differential of the Poincaré map on the factorspace
	20 Block-matrix approximation
	20.0.1 Reduction to polynomial equation

	A On averaging of slow rotations
	B Some integrals
	2.1 Integrals (14.26)
	2.2 Integrals (14.32)
	2.3 Integrals (15.5)


