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Local field induced phase modulation of a weak pulse using
electromagnetically induced transparency in a dense medium
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We analyze the influence of dipole-dipole interactions in an electromagnetically induced trans-
parency setup at high density. We show both analytically and numerically that the polarization
contribution to the local field strongly modulates the phase of a weak pulse. We give an intuitive
explanation for this local field induced phase modulation and show that it distinctively differs from
the nonlinear self-phase modulation a strong pulse experiences in a Kerr medium.
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INTRODUCTION

Electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT)
stands out as one of the most useful coherence and
interference phenomena (see [1, 2] an references therein).
Current research focuses on dilute samples, in which
the number of atoms per wave length cubed is much
smaller than one. Then, the atoms act independently,
as dipole fields originating from neighboring polarized
atoms are small compared to externally applied fields.
On the other hand, recent theoretical proposals suggest
that at sufficiently high density, atomic gases could
exhibit a negative index of refraction [3, |4, |5, 16, [7].
This alone makes high densities attractive, but also
several aspects of EIT itself suggest advancing to higher
densities with more than one atom per wave length
cubed. For example, the group velocity reduction in
EIT and the related spatial compression of the pulse
are directly proportional to the density [2]. Also, the
time delay bandwidth product, a figure of merit for the
overall performance of a slow light system, depends on
density [g].

At higher density, the microscopic field F,,;. driving
the individual atom is not only given by the externally
applied field E.;;, but has to be corrected by contribu-
tions originating from neighboring polarized atoms. This
local field correction (LFC) is expressed via the mean po-
larization P of the medium in the well known Lorentz-
Lorenz relation,

Emic = Eezt + P/(360) 3 (1)

where € is the permeability of free space. Eq. [0l) was
originally derived for the static case in a cubic lattice,
but is also valid for time-varying fields in isotropic ho-
mogeneous media like atomic gases [9].

Using Eq. (@), LFC effects have been studied in a num-
ber of systems. For example, generalized Maxwell-Bloch
equations for two-level atoms were derived [10] where
the LFC gives rise to excitation dependent frequency
shifts. In the same framework, LFC was included in stud-

ies of self-induced transparency [11], coherent population
trapping [12], lasing without inversion [13], and similar
works |14, |15, [16, [17]. But surprisingly, dense gas ef-
fects in EIT have received only little attention. In [18],
the propagation of two non-adiabatic propagating pulses
is considered instead of the usual configuration with a
strong continuous wave control field. Some effects such
as a modification of the group velocity and a phase modu-
lation are reported, but only numerical results are given
without any interpretation of the results [19]. In more
recent works, LFC was studied in the context of media
with a negative refractive index, but restricted to single
atom analysis without considering the actual propaga-
tion. LFC effects have also been exploited to spectro-
scopically resolve the hyperfine structure of the Rb Dy
line in a dense gas [20].

An important reason for the restriction to low densi-
ties is detrimental decoherence. Decoherence is mainly
induced by atom collisions, which increase with den-
sity. At higher density, it is further enhanced due
to radiation trapping of spontaneously emitted pho-
tons. This density restriction applies in particular to
hot atomic vapors |21, [22] where it leads to strong ab-
sorption and also limits pulse storage times. Much more
promising in this respect are setups relying on ultra-
cold gases [23, 124, 125, 126, 127, [28]. Here, recent exper-
iments are advancing into a regime of densities up to
10'% atoms/cm?® with a linear extend of the gas in the
pm range [30, 131, [32]. In such ultra cold gases, atomic
collisions are much less frequent, which leads to greatly
improved coherence properties. Thus, dense gas light
propagation experiments seem within reach, and in view
of the promising applications, more insight in light prop-
agation at high density is desirable.

Therefore, in this Letter, we study light propagation
in an EIT medium at high density, and reveal and in-
terpret the underlying physical mechanisms. We show
that the LFC effects lead to a phase modulation of a
probe pulse already at densities of few particles per wave
length cubed. This phase modulation is distinctively dif-
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ferent from nonlinear self phase modulation, as it leads
to a linear frequency chirp across the whole probe pulse,
and does not require high probe intensity. We derive an-
alytic solutions for the propagation dynamics of a slow
light pulse and the medium polarization in a dense gas,
which enable us to provide an intuitive explanation of
the phase modulation in terms of the energy exchange
with neighboring atoms. All analytical results are veri-
fied with full numerical solutions of the nonlinear pulse
propagation.

We start from the well-known equations of motion
(EOM) for EIT |2]. In these equations, we replace the
microscopic probe and control fields by their macroscopic
counterparts using Eq. (). Since the mean medium po-
larization P can be expressed in terms of a density ma-
trix element, this leads to nonlinear EOM. Expanding the
nonlinear EOM up to linear order in the external probe
field leaves us with just two EOM, one for the probe field
coherence p, and one for the Raman coherence p;,

atpp =—Tppp + §Qp + §L’7ppp + EQCPT ) (23)
oy
Orpr = —L'vpr + ggcpp- (2b)

Here, T') = v/2 — i, Ty = Ygee — 1A, A = A, — A,
and v = v, + 7. is the overall decay rate of the exited
state. Ygec is the ground state decoherence, and €2, A,
Tp, S, A¢, e are the Rabi frequency, the detuning, and
the decay rate of the probe and control field transition.
Due to the LFC, a new term arises in Eq. (Za) as com-
pared to the low-density case which is proportional to
the dimensionless parameter L = NX3/(47?). L is a
measure for the strength of LFC and is given by the
number of atoms per transition wave length A cubed,
with N as the atom number density. The prefactor en-
sures that L. = 1 corresponds to a density where the
LFC induced frequency shift in a two-level atom is equal
to half the natural linewidth. Formally, the new term
can be interpreted as a frequency shift in the EIT sys-
tem which can be included into the probe field detuning
A, = A, + L~,/2. However, this frequency shift does
not influence the two-photon detuning A. Solving for
the steady state of Egs. (2) leads to the susceptibility x,

o BLE(A + 1) "
%Wdec - A;DA + ‘QZ‘Z - Z'(Ap’ydec + A%)

From Eq. (B) we can easily understand the effect of
LFC in the susceptibility. It results in a reshaping of the
EIT transparency window. While the two-photon res-
onance frequency remains unchanged, the transparency
window becomes more and more asymmetric with in-
creasing medium density [12].

To verify these results obtained from a single atom
steady state linear susceptibility analysis, we also numer-
ically integrated the full set of nonlinear EOM together

with the wave equation. The susceptibility is obtained
from the attenuation and phase shift of a weak continu-
ous wave probe field at the medium exit, and fully con-
firms our analytical results.

We now turn to our main interest, the propagation
dynamics of a light pulse in the presence of LFC. For this,
we expand the susceptibility Eq. ([B]) around the center of
the transparency window. From k(w) = w[l + x(w)]2 /e,
we find the frequency dependent wave number k(w) up
to second order in the probe field detuning. The solution
for the positively rotating component of the probe field
in Fourier space then follows as

EM)(z,0) = EF(0,w)e™), (4)
where E(*)(0,w) is given by the initial condition and

ec A .
k(w) = ko + z% + =+ ko(iB1 + B2) A} + O[A]].

’ (5)

We neglected terms suppressed by a factor of yygec/Q2,
since YYgee K Qg is required for low absorption. Each
term in Eq. () can be clearly interpreted. kg is the wave
number of the undisturbed carrier wave. The second
term describes the decay due to the ground state decoher-
ence vgec where ng, = 3Ly,wo/Q? is the group index and
wp is the probe field transition frequency. The third term
leads to the reduced group velocity vy = ¢/(1+4ng4). The
fourth term is quadratic in A, and thus associated with a
change of width in the Fourier transformation of a Gaus-
sian. The imaginary part proportional to 31 = 6Ly, /Q2
leads to a broadening of the temporal width due to the fi-
nite spectral width of the transparency window. Finally,
the real part proportional to

Ba = 6L,/ (6)

results from LFC. Formally, it leads to an imaginary part
in the temporal width which corresponds to a phase mod-
ulation of the pulse.

To better understand this result, we assume a Gaussian
pulse shape as the initial condition. Then, the solution in
the time domain can be obtained from Eq. ) by Fourier
transformation. Considering only the envelope defined by
E(z,t) = $&(2,t) expli(koz — wot)] + c.c., we find

E(z,t) = Eo%exp [—Wdecv—i - (t - U—i) /(252)] - (7)

& and o are the initial amplitude and temporal width.
The LFC modified width with phase modulation after
propagating a distance z is

o= \/0’2 + 2k02(ﬁ1 - 262) . (8)

To give a concrete example, we assume a medium with
density N ~ 3 x 10cm™2 and length of 2z = 6.3um.




Then, L = 4 (A = 795nm), and with a control field
Q. = 27, a probe pulse with initial width of o = 20/~
propagates a distance of z = 50v,/y. These medium
parameters are consistent with recent ultra cold gas se-
tups [30, 131], 132]. The probe pulse is attenuated mainly
by the ground state decoherence 74... In addition to
collisional dephasing and experimental issues like inho-
mogeneous magnetic field, 7v4ec is enhanced by radia-
tion trapping. Due to the high density, incoherently
scattered photons can be reabsorbed and lead to fur-
ther ground state decoherence |21, 22]. Experimentally,
an anisotropic (e.g., pencil shaped) sample geometry as
well as a small photon scattering rate help to reduce
the decoherence rate. We estimate 4., from results
of a recent experiment with Rubidium atoms of den-
sity N ~ 2 x 10"cm™3 in an anisotropic trap to about
10° Hz [30]. This would attenuate the initial amplitude
to about 85% over the chosen propagation distance. A
larger v4e. would lead to more attenuation, but not to a
reduction of the phase modulation discussed below.

In Fig. a) we show the propagated pulse together
with the LFC induced phase modulation ¢(t) and the
corresponding instantaneous frequency defined by

w(t) =wo — 0o(t) . (9)

As before, we compared our analytical results with the
full numerical solution for the pulse propagation dynam-
ics. The two results are virtually indistinguishable which
suggests that our approximations are well justified.

We now analyze the physical origin of the LFC in-
duced phase modulation. For this, we explicitly cal-
culate the polarization using the relation P*)(z,w) =
eoX(w)E™)(z,w). Considering only the real part of x up
to quadratic order in A, and Fourier transforming it into
the time domain, we can distinguish two contributions,

€oNg

P (z,t) = [0, (2, )] expli(koz — wot)],  (10a)

wo
PG (2,1) = € [i202€ (2, 1)) expli(koz — wot)] . (10b)

The first contribution stems from the part linear in A,
and leads to the change of group velocity. The second
contribution is due to the part quadratic in A, which
is related to the LFC induced phase modulation. In
Fig.I(b) we show the pulse together with these two con-
tributions. In the first half of the pulse, E(t) is ahead
in phase by 7/2 compared to Py(t), which indicates that
energy is transferred from the pulse to the polarization
Py(t). In the second half, the pulse is delayed by 7/2, and
energy is transferred back from the polarization Py(t) to
the pulse. This energy exchange effectively reduces the
group velocity of the pulse. Similarly, we can understand
how the interaction of atoms with the collective dipole
field of their neighbors proportional to Py(t) induces an
additional polarization P pc(t). Before t = —o, the po-
larization component Py(t) is 7/2 ahead in phase com-
pared to Pprc(t), whereas at —o < t < 0, it is delayed
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FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) Real part (blue dashed line) and
imaginary part (red solid line) of a Gaussian pulse with LFC
induced phase modulation. Both parts are scaled to arbitrary
but equal units. The parabola (black dash-dotted line) shows
the time dependent phase shift in radian measure and the
dashed straight line is the corresponding instantaneous fre-
quency. It exhibits a linear frequency chirp with slope arrc
over the total extend of the pulse. (b) Envelope and carrier
wave of the pulse (black upper line), the polarization induced
directly by the pulse (blue middle line), and the additional
polarization induced by dipole-dipole interactions (red lower
line). The amplitudes are not drawn to scale and the carrier
wave length has been strongly exaggerated to make phase
relations clearly visible. (c) The nonlinear self-phase mod-
ulation (black dash-dotted line) of a Gaussian pulse. The
approximately linear (black dashed straight line) frequency
chirp in the pulse center has slope answm.

by 7/2, again leading to an energy exchange. The same
exchange takes place again for 0 < t < o and t > 0. It
is interesting to note that the phase of P, pc(t) is contin-
uous at ¢ = 0 despite the apparent phase jump of Py(t)



by 7 at that time. It arises from the (not depicted) en-
ergy exchange of the system with the control field and
the Raman coherence. The polarization Py(t) vanishes
at t = 0 because the energy is transferred into the Ra-
man coherence. Then, after ¢ = 0, the polarization is
build up again from the coherence.

It remains to analyze the back action of the LFC po-
larization Py rc(t) on the probe pulse. At t < —o and
t > o, Prc(t) and E(t) have opposite phase. This op-
posite phase has a dragging effect on E(t), and reduces
its phase. In the central part of the pulse (—o < t < o),
P.rc(t) is in phase with E(¢). This has a pushing effect
on E(t), and increases the phase of the pulse. This in-
terpretation agrees with the phase modulation obtained
from the calculation as shown in Fig. [[{a). The phase
modulation can be well approximated by the parabola

Grrc(t) = BQk;OZ [1 — M] ) (11)

g

We thus conclude that energy is exchanged between
the atomic dipoles and the field of neighboring dipoles
in exactly the same way as between the atomic dipoles
and the external field E(t). But the two polarization
components act differently on the probe pulse, leading
to the group velocity change and the phase modulation,
respectively.

Finally, we compare the LFC induced phase modu-
lation with nonlinear self-phase modulation (NSM) in
a medium with an intensity dependent refraction. The
NSM modulation is

D (t) = no I(t) ko 2, (12)

where no is the intensity dependent index of refraction,
1(t) the time dependent intensity profile, and ko the wave
number corresponding to the carrier frequency wp of the
pulse. In Fig. [l(c) we show @ynsm(t) together with the
corresponding instantaneous frequency for the case of a
Gaussian pulse. We see that the front of the pulse expe-
riences a red shift whereas the back experiences a blue
shift with an approximately linear frequency chirp in the
center. Comparing the two chirps,

Qrrc = 252]€02/U4 ) (13)

we find that in the LFC case, naly is replaced by B2/0?,
where (35 is defined in Eq. (@). Thus, the LFC modulation
does not require a large intensity, and is approximately
linear over the total extend of the pulse since it depends
on the strength of the dipole-dipole interaction. This
strength is given by (2 in an EIT system and can be
influenced by the density and the control field strength
Q..

In summary, we studied light propagation in an EIT
system at high densities such that dipole-dipole interac-
tions within the medium become relevant. We found a

2
Onsm = 27121014302/0 )

local field induced phase modulation that is distinctively
different from non-linear self phase modulation, as it is
linear across the whole pulse, and does not depend on
the pulse intensity. The combination of analytical and
numerical results enabled us to interpret the underly-
ing physical mechanisms of the propagation dynamics in
dense gases.
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