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We present a Hamiltonian-based, 3D theory in paraxial approximation for X-ray amplified spon-
taneous emission (or superfluorescence) pumped by X-ray free-electron laser. The seed field is
included. The ensemble-averaged Heisenberg equations become Maxwell-Bloch equations if factor-
ization of operator products is assumed and are adequate when the stimulated emission is dominant.
The spontaneous emission is accounted for by adding a random noise term to the atomic coherence,
the magnitude of which is uniquely determined from the fact that the expectation value of the
normally-ordered product electric field operators associated with an atom does not factorize. The
modified Maxwell-Bloch equation we developed reproduces the results of the previous 1D theory
based on correlation functions.

Successful observations of transient gain in atomic me-
dia via inner-shell photo-ionization [1–4] and pumped by
powerful X-ray free electron lasers [5–7] have shown that
X-ray lasers may be possible using the physical process
variously referred to as superradiance [8], superfluores-
cence [9, 10], or amplified spontaneous emission (ASE)
[11]. The coherence and stability of an ASE-based X-ray
laser can be improved in an X-ray laser oscillator (XLO)
[12] by employing an X-ray cavity as suggested for the
X-ray FEL oscillator (XFELO) [13, 14].

ASE in the optical regime has been studied using
Maxwell-Bloch equations (MBEs) that incorporate spon-
taneous emission in various ad hoc manners–see [15] for
a review. They have been used also in the X-ray regime
[3, 16–24]. However, since the time-scale for emission is
comparable to that of the loss and decay processes at
X-ray wavelengths, a more accurate treatment of spon-
taneous emission is needed.

In [25], a 1D quantum theory for ASE was developed
in which the 3D effects are parameterized by a small solid
angle characterizing the pencil-shaped interaction region.
Starting from the Heisenberg equations of motions for the
field and atomic operators, a closed set of equations for
the two-point correlation functions were derived in the
absence of a seed field by assuming that the expectation
value of products of operators from different atoms could
be factorized. The theory incorporates spontaneous as
well as stimulated emission.

This letter presents a Hamiltonian-based, 3D theory of
ASE including the seed field. By employing the paraxial
approximation, the Heisenberg equations of motion are
reduced to a form similar in structure to the 1D equa-
tions in [25]. The ensemble-averaged operator equations
then are reduced to the MBEs [15] by enforcing factor-
ization of operator products. However, the MBEs so ob-
tained cannot be complete since products of two opera-
tors from the same atom do not factorize. This problem
is resolved by adding a random phase term to the atomic

coherence, the magnitude of which is determined by con-
sidering the average of the photo-current operator. The
modified MBEs include spontaneous emission and result
in two point correlation functions that agree with those
of [25] in 1D limit. The modified MBEs also predict the
correct time behavior of the spontaneous emission, i.e.,
the exponential decay.

Let Ω be the angular frequency corresponding to the
energy difference between the ground |g〉 and excited |e〉
states of each atom, while a†k,s and ak,s are the creation
and annihilation operators, respectively, of photons with
wave vector k, frequency ωk = ck, and polarization index
s. We introduce atomic operators

σ+ = |e〉〈g|, σ− = |g〉〈e|, σz = |e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g|, (1)

which satisfy the commutation relations
[
σ

(a)
+ , σ

(b)
−

]
=

δabσz,
[
σ

(a)
z , σ

(b)
±

]
= ±2δabσ±. We assume the electric-

dipole transition matrix element to be in the x-direction
and is real with magnitude µ. The positive-electric field
operator in the x-direction at the location of atom a and
its conjugate are

E
(a)
+ (t) =

∑
k,s

cosϑk,sEke
ik·raak,s(t), E

(a)
− (t) = E

(a)†
+ (t),

(2)
where ϑk,s is the angle between the x direction and the

s−polarization, Ek =
√

~ωk

2ε0V
, V is the quantization vol-

ume, and ra the position of atom a. The notations of [26]
and the SI units are used throughout this Letter. Solving
the Heisenberg equation of motion for ak,s and inserting
to Eq. (2) results in

E
(a)
+ (t) =

i~
2µ

Γspσ
(a)
− (t) + E

′(a)
+ (t). (3)

Here Γsp = |µ|2
3πε0~

(
Ω
c

)3
is the spontaneous emission rate

and
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2

E
′(a)
+ (t) =

∑
k,s

cosϑk,s

Ekak,s(0)e−iωkt+ik·ra + i
ωkµ

2ε0V
cosϑk,s

∫ t

0

dt′
∑
b6=a

e−iωk(t−t′)+ik·(ra−rb)σ
(b)
− (t′)

 . (4)

The first term in Eq. (3) arises from the omitted term
b = a in Eq. (4) evaluated using the Weisskopf-Wigner
approximation [26]. The Heisenberg equations of motion
for the σ operators are

dσ
(a)
−
dt

=−
(
iΩ +

Γsp

2

)
σ

(a)
− (t)− iµ

~
σ(a)
z (t)E

′(a)
+ (t), (5)

dσ
(a)
z

dt
=− 2Γspσ

(a)
+ (t)σ

(a)
− (t)

+
2iµ

~

[
σ

(a)
+ (t)E

′(a)
+ (t)− E′(a)

− (t)σ
(a)
− (t)

]
.

(6)

We consider the case where the atomic system is
pumped by XFEL radiation of narrow divergence which
thereby defines a “thin-pencil” interaction volume of
length L and radius R, with R � L. We define z to
be the coordinate along the pencil axis with x = (x, y)
the transverse coordinates, so that the the position vector
r = (x, z). We then introduce kΩ = Ω/c and λΩ = 2π/kΩ

under the assumption that λΩ � R � L, and approx-
imate the discrete sum over k in Eq. (4) using the in-
tegral V

8π3

∫
d3k. We will evaluate the latter in terms

of the magnitude k = ωk/c and the transverse angles
φ = (φx, φy). The old and new variables are related by
k = k

(
φ, 1− φ2/2

)
in the paraxial approximation for

which |φ| � 1. The exponential factor in the second,
inhomogeneous term of (4) becomes

eiΦ+i∆Φ+ik[(za−zb)−c(t−t′)], (7)

where

Φ = kΩ

[
φ · (xa − xb)−

φ2

2
(za − zb)

]
, (8)

∆Φ = ∆k

[
φ · (xa − xb)−

φ2

2
(za − zb)

]
, (9)

and ∆k = k − kΩ.
Since the interactions occur near the atomic transi-

tion frequency Ω, the main contribution to the k-integral
comes from the region ∆k � kΩ. We therefore neglect
∆Φ and replace k → kΩ in all other places in the inte-
grand. The main contribution of the φ-integral would
come from the region where |Φ| . π. In view of Eq. (8)
this corresponds to |φ| . λΩ/2R and |φ| .

√
λΩ/L;

from geometry we also have |φ| . R/L.
For X-ray ASE under consideration here, all the three

limits of the angle are much less than unity, validating
the paraxial approximation. It then follows that∫

d3k ≈
∫
d2φ

∫ ∞
0

k2dk ≈
∫
d2φ

∫ ∞
−∞

k2
Ωd∆k. (10)

Here, we have neglected the wave propagating opposite
to the pump wave, namely, along the positive z-direction.

The polarization vectors for s = 1, 2 can be taken
approximately parallel to x, y, respectively. Thus,
ϑk,1 ≈ 0 and ϑk,2 ≈ π/2 and the ∆k−integral becomes
δ (za − zb − c (t− t′)), rendering the t′-integral trivial.
Finally, we follow [25] and introduce the retarded time
τ = t−zb/c associated with the atomic location b, so that

the slowly varying part Ẽ
(a)
+ (τ) = eiΩτE

′(a)
+ becomes

Ẽ
(a)
+ (τ) = Ẽ

(a)
+,in(τ) +

3i~Γsp

8πµ

∑
zb<za

G(ra − rb)σ̃
(b)
− (τ).

(11)
Here,

G(r) =

∫ ∞
−∞

d2φe
iΩ
c

(
φ·x−φ2

2 z
)

=
λΩ

iz
e
i πx2

λΩz (12)

is the paraxial approximation of the far-field Green func-

tion [27]. The operator Ẽ
(a)
+,in(τ) is the envelope of the

incoming paraxial seed field evaluated at the atomic lo-
cation a, and corresponds to the term containing the op-
erator ak,s(0) in Eq. (4). The seed field is essential when
studying multi-pass lasers such as the XLO.

We can reduce Eq. (11) to the 1D equations used in
[25] by averaging G(ra−rb) over the transverse positions
of atoms a and b. We obtain this limit by setting ra =
(x, L), rb = (y, L−∆z), and assuming that the transverse
density profile of the pumped region is Gaussian with the
RMS size σx = R/

√
2:

Gav(∆z) =
1

(πR2)
2

∫
dxdye−

x2+y2

R2 G (x− y,∆z)

=
λ2

Ω

2πR2 + i∆zλΩ
. (13)

In [25], the quantity 2Gav was chosen to be the constant
solid angle ∆o [28]. We will find that the important
region is ∆z � ∆zch ≡ 2πR2/λΩ, leading to the identi-
fication ∆o ≈ ∆o3d = λ2

Ω/πR
2. Geometry also suggests

the possible constant ∆o = ∆og ≡ πR2/L2 [25]. We will
compare our 3D theory with 1D approximations using
these constants later.

The slowly-varying version of Eqs. (5) and (6) are

dσ̃
(a)
−
dτ

=− Γsp

2
σ̃

(a)
− (τ)− iµ

~
σ(a)
z (τ)Ẽ

(a)
+ (τ), (14)

dσ
(a)
z

dτ
=− 2Γspσ̃

(a)
+ (τ)σ̃

(a)
− (τ)

+
2iµ

~

[
σ̃

(a)
+ (τ)Ẽ

(a)
+ (τ)− Ẽ(a)

− (τ)σ̃
(a)
− (τ)

]
.

(15)
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Note σz is a slowly varying quantity and does not need
the tilde notation. Equations (11), (14), and (15) are
the 3D generalization of the corresponding 1D equations
derived in [25]. Due to the particular way the paraxial
approximation was applied, the dependence on the lon-
gitudinal variable τ is factored out which results in the
3D equations having the same structure as those in 1D.

We now consider the ensemble average of operators
indicated by angular brackets. We begin with the electric
field Eq. (11)

E(a)
+ (τ) ≡

〈
Ẽ

(a)
+ (τ)

〉
= E(a)

+,in(τ) +
3i~Γsp

8πµ

∑
zb<za

G(ra − rb)ρ
(b)
eg (τ), (16)

where E(a)
+,in(τ) = 〈E(a)

+,in(τ)〉 gives the spatio-temporal
profile of the incoming seed field, and

ρ(a)
eg =

〈
σ̃

(a)
−

〉
= Tr

(
σ̃

(a)
− ρ(a)

)
(17)

with ρ
(a)
ij the (i, j) element of the atomic density matrix

ρ(a). If we adopt a continuous description by replacing
discrete atomic labels by their average positions r, the
field E+(r, τ) obtained from Eq.(16) satisfies the paraxial
Maxwell equation in differential form given by [15, 29].

In taking the average of Eqs. (14) and (15), we make
a crucial assumption necessary to obtain a finite, closed
system of equations: we assume that averages of products
of operators factorize. Thus, for a 6= b〈

σ(a)
z (τ)σ̃

(b)
− (τ)

〉
≈
〈
σ(a)
z (τ)

〉〈
σ̃

(b)
− (τ)

〉
, (18)〈

σ̃
(a)
+ (τ)σ̃

(b)
− (τ)

〉
≈
〈
σ̃

(a)
+ (τ)

〉〈
σ̃

(b)
− (τ)

〉
, (19)

and we thereby obtain

dρ
(a)
ge

dτ
= −Γ(a)

2
ρ(a)
ge (τ)− iµ

~
ρ

(a)
inv(τ)E(a)

+ (τ). (20)

Here, ρ
(a)
inv ≡

〈
σ

(a)
z (τ)

〉
= ρ

(a)
ee (τ) − ρ

(a)
gg (τ) and E(a)

+ is

given by (16). Similarly, it follows from Eq. (15) that

dρ
(a)
ee

dτ
=r(a)

e (τ)− Γ(a)
ee (τ)ρ(a)

ee (τ)

+
iµ

~

[
E(a)

+ (τ)ρ(a)
ge (τ)− E(a)

− (τ)ρ(a)
eg (τ)

]
,

(21)

dρ
(a)
gg

dτ
=r(a)

g (τ) + (Γsp + γn) ρ(a)
ee (τ)− γ(a)

g (τ)ρ(a)
gg (τ)

− iµ

~

[
E(a)

+ (τ)ρ(a)
ge (τ)− E(a)

− (τ)ρ(a)
eg (τ)

]
.

(22)

In the above, we have introduced additional incoherent
processes using the Lindblad superoperator method fol-
lowing [25], and introduced various rates as follows:

Γ(a)(τ) ≡ Γ(a)
ee (τ) + γ(a)

g (τ) + q(a)(τ),

Γ(a)
ee (τ) ≡ Γsp + γ(a)

e (τ) + γn.
(23)

Here γn is the non-radiative decay rate, q is the rate for
atoms’ decoherence, re and rg are pumping rates for the
excited state and ground state respectively, and γe and
γg are depletion rates for the excited and ground states,
respectively, that are mainly due to auger decay.

Equations (16), (20), (21), and (22) form a closed
set of MBEs. Gain and saturation in a pencil shaped
medium can be computed from these equations; see [15]
for a review. However, the MBEs cannot serve as a gen-
uine model for ASE since they do not capture sponta-
neous emission. To remedy this, we begin by noting that
the positive frequency part of the electric field originat-
ing from atom a is, in view of the discussion leading to

Eq. (11), proportional to Ẽ+(τ) ∝ σ̃(a)
− (τ). The intensity

of the associated photo-current is [27]〈
Ẽ−(τ)Ẽ+(τ)

〉
∝
〈
σ̃

(a)
+ (τ)σ̃

(a)
− (τ)

〉
= ρ(a)

ee (τ) =
∣∣∣ρ(a)
ge (τ)

∣∣∣2 +

(
ρ(a)
ee (τ)−

∣∣∣ρ(a)
ge (τ)

∣∣∣2) . (24)

The term ρgeρeg = |ρeg|2 is what we would get if we
assume the factorization used in Eq. (19). This, however,
is not valid since a = b, and the term in parentheses is the
necessary correction that we identify with spontaneous
emission. We do this by adding a random noise amplitude

ξ(a) to ρ
(a)
eg as follows:

ρ(a)
ge (τ)→ ρ̂(a)

ge (τ) ≡ ρ(a)
ge (τ) + ξ(a)(τ). (25)

The noise amplitude ξ(a)(τ) has the properties〈
ξ(a)(τ)

〉
en

= 0,〈
ξ(a)(τ1)ξ∗(b)(τ2)

〉
en

=

(
ρ(a)
ee (τ1)−

∣∣∣ρ(a)
ge (τ1)

∣∣∣2) δabδτ1τ2 ,
(26)

where 〈...〉en indicates taking the ensemble average. The

modified MBEs in which ρ
(a)
ge (τ) is replaced by ρ̂

(a)
ge (τ)

correctly account for spontaneous emission and thus can
be used to model X-ray ASE.

The contribution of spontaneous emission to the dy-
namics of ASE was found in [25] by computing the deriva-

tive of the two point correlation function d
〈
σ

(a)
+ σ

(b)
−
〉
/dτ

for a 6= b. Using the Heisenberg equations, this quan-
tity can be expressed as a sum of the average of operator
products. Imposing the factorization of Eqs. (18) and

(19), even for a term proportional to
〈
σ

(c)
+ σ

(c)
−

〉
= ρ

(c)
ee

that cannot be factorized in principle, results in the
MBEs (namely, Eq. (20) and its conjugate). Ref. [25]
identified this term as what accounts for spontaneous
emission, and we have shown that their result can be

obtained from the usual MBEs by replacing ρ
(c)
ge (τ) with

ρ̂
(c)
ge (τ).
Since the noise amplitude changes abruptly from one

instant to the next, care must be exercised in numerically
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integrating the modified MBE equations. Introducing
index (n) for discrete time steps τn = n∆τ , we proceed

as follows: Let ρ
(a)
ee(n), ρ

(a)
gg(n), and ρ

(a)
eg(n) be given. Then

we write

ρ̂
(a)
ge(n) = ρ

(a)
ge(n) + ξ

(a)
(n), (27)

where

ξ
(a)
(n) =

√
ρ

(a)
ee(n) −

∣∣∣ρ(a)
ge(n)

∣∣∣2eiΦ(a)

(n) . (28)

Here Φ
(a)
(n) is the random phase with the property:〈

e
i
(

Φ
(a)

(n)
−Φ

(b)

(m)

)〉
en

= δabδnm. (29)

The nth step is complete with

Ê(a)
+(n) = E(a)

+,in(n) + i
3~

8πµ
Γsp

∑
zb<za

G(ra − rb)ρ̂
(b)
eg(n). (30)

We are ready for the next time step beginning with the
quantities

ρ
(a)
ee(n+1) = ρ

(a)
ee(n) +

[
r

(a)
e(n) − Γ

(a)
ee(n)ρ

(a)
ee(n) +

iµ

~

[
Ê(a)

+(n)ρ̂
(a)
ge(n) − Ê

(a)
−(n)ρ̂

(a)
eg(n)

]]
∆τ,

ρ
(a)
gg(n+1) = ρ

(a)
gg(n) +

[
r

(a)
g(n) + (Γsp + γn) ρ

(a)
ee(n) − γ

(a)
g(n)ρ

(a)
gg(n) −

iµ

~

[
Ê(a)

+(n)ρ̂
(a)
ge(n) − Ê

(a)
−(n)ρ̂

(a)
eg(n)

]]
∆τ,

ρ
(a)
ge(n+1) = ρ̂

(a)
ge(n) +

−Γ
(a)
(n)

2
ρ̂

(a)
ge(n) +

iµ

~
ρ

(a)
inv(n)Ê

(a)
−(n)

∆τ,

(31)

and computing ρ̂
(a)
ge(n+1) and Ê(a)

+(n+1) by substituting n→
n+ 1 in Eqs. (27) and (30).

To test the above recipe for numerical integration, we
apply it to the case of spontaneous emission of a single
atom a. We assume no incoherent process other than
the pumping to the excited state, i.e., Γee = Γsp, γn =
γg = rg = 0, where for simplicity we have suppressed
the atomic label. Since no other atoms are present, the
electric field Ê− vanishes assuming no incoming field, and〈
|ρ̂ge(n)|2

〉
en

= ρee(n)

= Xnρee(0) +

n∑
m=1

Xn−mre(m)∆τ.
(32)

Here X = 1 − Γsp∆τ , so that for a small time step,
∆τ � Γ−1

sp , we have Xm = e−Γspτm . Both the atomic
excitation and the intensity of the spontaneous emission
decay exponentially with with the e-folding length of Γ−1

sp .
The excitation is replenished by re(m) due to pumping
at τm but it also decays exponentially. By computing the
far-field electric field [27] and Poynting vector, one can
check that the number of photons emitted is equal to the
initial excitation ρee(0) in the absence of pumping.

Spontaneous emission has been often modeled by
adding a random phase term to the time derivative of ρge
[17, 30–32] rather than to ρge itself as we do in Eq. (27).
In that case the early-time dynamics resembles Brownian
motion and the intensity grows linearly in time. When
combined with spontaneous emission decay the intensity
evolution then behaves as Γspτe

−Γspτ and exhibits an in-
correct, time-delayed peak, as noted in [25].

Further details of the simulation program and cal-
culation of XLO performance both in low- and high-
gain regimes will be presented in a later publication
[33]. Here we give some simulation results using param-
eters corresponding to the experiment described in [1];
λΩ = 1.46 nm, Γ−1

sp = 160 fs, γ−1
e = 2.4 fs, R = 2 µm,

L = 15 mm, atomic volume density nv = 1.6×1025 m−3,
rg = γg = q = γn = 0, photoionization cross section
of pumping to the excited state σabs = 0.3 Mb, 880 eV
XFEL pump pulse containing Nph,pump = 2× 1012 pho-
tons within 40 fs FWHM Gaussian temporal profile [25].
A flat-top transverse profile is used for the pump in
our modified 3D MBEs, and ∆o = ∆og ≡ πR2/L2 =
0.56 × 10−7 or ∆o = ∆o3d ≡ λ2

Ω/πR
2 = 1.70 × 10−7 for

1D simulation. For the parameters used in these simula-
tion, ∆zch ∼ 17 mm.

Figure 1 shows the profile of normalized radiation in-
tensity in τ − z space computed with our modified MBE;
panel (a) and (b) for 1D using ∆o = ∆og and ∆o = ∆o3d,
which is about three times larger than ∆og, respectively,
and panel (c) for 3D. The fluctuating feature prominent
for z . 2 mm for panel (a) is due to the random noise
terms. After averaging over 104 samples, the profile be-
comes smooth (not shown) and becomes identical to that
of obtained by the method of 1D two-point correlation
function method shown in Fig. 3a in [25]. The profile
obtained from our modified 3D MBEs, shown in panel
(c), is quite different; The noisy region is confined to
much smaller z and occupies a broader region in τ at a
fixed z. The smoother 3D profile is partially due to the
fact that the computation involves much more random
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FIG. 1: Radiation intensity profile from (a) modified 1D MBEs with ∆og, (b) modified 1D MBEs with ∆o3d, and
(c) modified 3D MBEs, normalized at each value of z.
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FIG. 2: Comparison between photon number predicted
by modified 3D MBEs and modified 1D MBEs with ∆og
and ∆o3d for Nph,pump of (a) 2× 1012 and (b) 1× 1011.

number calls than 1D case. Note the profile in panel (b)
is closer than panel (a) to that in the panel (c).

The plot of the total number of photons, n(z) =∫
dτI(z, τ), is shown in Fig. 2 (a), in which the red

curve corresponds to Fig. 1 (c) while green curve to Fig.
1 (a) and blue curve to Fig. 1 (b). We see that the start-
up photon number, which is due to spontaneous emis-
sion, is much larger for the 3D than the 1D case. This
is probably due to the fact that the angular spread of
spontaneous emission is large. Indeed, Eq. (12) becomes
large as z becomes small. The exponential growth is also
much steeper for 3D than the 1D case–the gain is non-
linear. The blue curve is a much better approximation
than the green curve to the red curve from 3D calcula-
tion. We also conjecture that higher gain is responsible
for τ -broadening apparent in Fig. 1 (c), since photons can
be held longer against the decay/loss mechanism. When
the pump intensity is reduced by a factor of 20 the pho-
ton numbers at saturation is reduced by a factor of 106

as shown in Fig. 2 (b). The differences between the red,
blue, and green curves become more pronounced.

We presented a new Hamiltonian-based theory for X-
ray ASE in paraxial approximation, extending the pre-

vious 1D analysis to include the diffraction effect in
paraxial approximation and incorporating the sponta-
neous emission by adding a random noise term to MBEs.
The theory also includes the seed field and can serve as
a practical tool to accurately model an X-ray ASE and
XLO in either low or high-gain regime.
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