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Abstract

We study from a critical perspective several quantum-electrodynamic phenomena commonly re-
lated to vacuum electromagnetic (EM) fluctuations in complex media. We compute the resonance-
shift, the spontaneous emission rate, the local density of states and the van-der-Waals-Casimir
pressure in a dielectric medium using a microscopic diagrammatic approach. We find, in agree-
ment with some recent works, that these effects cannot be attributed to variations on the energy
of the EM vacuum but to variations of the dielectric self-energy. This energy is the result of the
interaction of the bare polarizability of the dielectric constituents with the EM fluctuations of an
actually polarized vacuum. We have found an exact expression for the spectrum of these fluctua-
tions in a statistically homogeneous dielectric. Those fluctuations turn out to be different to the
ones of normal radiative modes. It is the latter that carry the zero-point-energy (ZPE). Concern-
ing spontaneous emission, we clarify the nature of the radiation and the origin of the so-called
local field factors. Essential discrepancies are found with respect to previous works. We perform
a detailed analysis of the phenomenon of radiative and non-radiative energy transfer. Analytical
formulae are given for the decay rate of an interstitial impurity in a Maxwell-Garnett dielectric and
for the decay rate of a substantial impurity sited in a large cavity. The construction of the effective
dielectric constant is found to be a self-consistency problem. The van-der-Waals pressure in a com-
plex medium is computed in terms of variations of the dielectric self-energy at zero-temperature.

An additional radiative pressure appears associated to variations of the EM vacuum energy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The concepts of radiative fluctuations and virtual particles are inherent to the nature
of quantum mechanical processes in the framework of Quantum Field Theory (QFT). The
actual existence of fluctuations is however questionable as the manner they enter quantum
phenomena depends on the formalism employed. For instance, one can say that radiative
corrections renormalize the ’bare’ mass of a free electron as long as one can postulate the
existence of a 'bare’ electron in absence of coupling to the electromagnetic (EM) field. Like-
wise, one can say that zero-point quantum fluctuations of the EM field give rise to a shift
on the energy of stationary atomic states provided that the actual existence of those states
could be postulated in the absence of coupling to radiation. However, quantum fields couple
to each other and such a coupling cannot be switched off. Bare masses and stationary energy
states are actually unobservable. In addition, if the electromagnetic field appears coupled to
a stochastic system, eg. a thermal reservoir or a gas of (actual) charged particles randomly
distributed, additional fluctuations appear and add up to the once previously considered.
The crucial difference of these with respect to the zero-point fluctuations is that they can
be modified or even switched off by tuning some external parameter. It is implicit in this
picture that the spectrum of fluctuations can be expanded as a power series in the free-
space electromagnetic propagator and the coupling to actual charges, in application of the
Lippman-Schwinger equation. Many electromagnetic phenomena are explained appealing
to the actual existence of zero-point fluctuations using quantum or semiclassical approaches
[46]. That is the case of the Casimir-Polder effect, the Lamb shift, the van der Waals
forces and the spontaneous decay of excited atoms. Recently [2], it has been pointed out
that the Casimir effect as formulated in Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) is not actually a
manifestation of the zero-point vacuum fluctuations of quantum fields but the result of the
interaction between actual charges and currents —see also [3].

In this paper, we are concerned with all the above phenomena in the context of random
media. We will show that they all can be addressed employing a unified formalism. Our
study includes the computation of the modified decay rate of an excited emitter and the
calculation of the dielectric constant of a homogeneous medium. Closely related, we will
compute the local density of states and the EM energy density of a dielectric. Van-der-

Waals-Casimir forces and radiative pressure manifest as a response to virtual variations on



the total EM energy density due to changes in the spacial distribution of dipoles. To explain
all these phenomena we will make use of both Classical Optics and QFT formalisms.

To what Optics concerns, it is a general issue the characterization of a material system
which couples to radiation by means of its coherent transport properties and the study of the
decay of unstable local states. With respect to the latter, it is known since the work of Purcell
[4] that the spontaneous emission rate of an atom, I', in a dielectric host medium depends on
the interaction of the emitter with the material environment. This is so because the medium
determines the spectrum of the EM fluctuations which mediate the atom self-interactions
and hence, its self-energy. In the first place the host medium modifies the density of channels
into which the atom can radiate —i.e. the Local Density of States (LDOS)— and hence the
value of I'. Second, the integration of the associated self-energy gives rise to a shift in the
resonance frequency of the atom. Third, the dipole-transition-amplitude gets also modified.
As a result, the medium is said to renormalize the polarizability of the emitter.

In addition and complementarily, the medium polarizes the EM vacuum. This reflects in
the fact that the dispersion relations that EM normal modes satisfy are determined by the
effective susceptibility of the medium. Complementarity can be seen in that LDOS and I’
depend as well on those parameters which determine the coherent transport features of the
medium. That is, on the refractive index and the mean free path. As a matter of fact, both
null transmittance and inhibition of spontaneous emission are expected to occur in photonic
band gap materials [5].

For practical purposes, the understanding of life-times in random media is relevant in the
context of fluorescence biological imaging [6] and nano-antennas [7]. Also, understanding of
unconventional coherent transport properties is essential in engineering metamaterials for
electromagnetic and acoustic waves [8].

To what QFT concerns, we will postulate the existence of two distinguishable EM vacua
attending to the the existence of two different spectra of fluctuations. These are, a source-
less vacuum in which normal modes propagate and a self-polarization vacuum in which both
the radiative emission and the photons mediating the self-polarization of the emitter prop-
agate. While the fluctuations which carry the divergent ZPE live on the former vacuum,
those which gives rise to the van-der-Waals-Casimir forces live in the latter. In addition, a
coherent-vacuum in which coherent emission propagates will be identified.

The paper is organized as follows,



In Section II we first analyze the role of electromagnetic fluctuations in the paradigmatic
quantum process of spontaneous dipole emission. That section serves also to describe the
features of the framework in which our approach fits.

Next, we develop our approach in several steps. It is based on a microscopical diagram-
matic treatment which explodes the seminal works carried out by Foldy [9], Lax [10], Frisch
[11], Bullough and Hynne [12-14] and Felderhof et al. [15, 16]. Our main goal will be to
develop a general formalism suitable for treating in the same footing any emission-related
process in any particular scenario within the framework of linear random media. Thus, the
next sections are organized in a manner that allows us to address systematically and sepa-
rately each of the features which characterize a given scenario and a given process. These
features are,

A) The nature of the emission. That is, it can be spontaneous emission from an iso-
lated atom; stimulated emission by an external exciting field on a polarizable particle; a
combination of both the spontaneous emission of an atom and the emission induced on the
polarizable molecule which hosts the atom. This matter is addressed in Section III.

B) The nature of the embedding of the emitter in the host medium. When the emitter is
itself a host particle or it resides in a host particle we talk of virtual cavity as the medium is
in fact unaltered by the presence of the emitter. In any other case, the emitter sites within
a real cavity of radius R. This matter is addressed in Sections IV and V.

C) The nature of the host medium. For the sake of simplicity, we will restrict ourselves
to statistically homogeneous and isotropic three dimensional host media. Further classifi-
cations are made attending to the relation between the wavelength of the radiation, A, the
correlation length between the host medium constituents, &, and, if it applies, the radius of
the emitter cavity, R. In the virtual cavity scenario, ¢ = R and the topology is refereed to
as cermet topology as the medium is composed by disconnected point dipoles. An effective
dielectric medium can be defined as long as A > &. In the latter case the propagation of
coherent radiation is fully characterized by an effective dielectric constant, e.fr. On the
contrary, any real cavity breaks manifestly translation invariance and no effective medium
can be defined generally. Nevertheless, if R > £, the cavity is said large and the medium is
seen by the emitter as a continuum. Further, if A > £, the medium behaves as an almost-
effective one w.r.t. the propagation of the coherent radiation emitted from the center of the

cavity. It is in that case that the topology is that of a simply-connected-non-contractible



manifold in which the emitter is placed at the center of a cavity of radius R surrounded by
a continuous effective medium. All these matters are addressed in Sections V and VIB 3.

D) The nature of the radiation. In the first place, radiation can be either transverse or
longitudinal attending to its direction with respect to the propagation wave vector. Second,
radiation can be coherent and incoherent. The coherent part has two contributions. The
first one is that emitted directly by the source dipole into the host medium. The second
one comes from the coherent interference of the latter with the radiation induced in the sur-
rounding dipoles. Coherent radiation propagates through a coherent-vacuum. Incoherent
radiation is that which gets dispersed or absorbed. These matters are addressed in Section
VI together with a study of the process of radiative/non-radiative energy transfer.

Equipped with the above detailed analysis, we address explicit computations which can be
performed analytically. In Section VII we concentrate on the virtual cavity scenario. First,
in Section VII A we compute the spontaneous decay rate of a weakly-polarizable intersti-
tial impurity within a Maxwell-Garnett dielectric. In Section VIIB we compute formally
the dielectric constant of a Maxwell-Garnett atomic gas for the case that the single-atom-
polarizabilities are known in free space and non-radiative effects can be ignored. We analyze
old experiments and propose suitable modifications in order to test our approach.

We address the real cavity scenario in Section VIII. There, we compute the spontaneous
decay rate of a weakly-polarizable substantial impurity placed in a large real cavity.

In Section IX we compare our results with previous ones. Several arguments are given
to explain why those fail. In particular, we concentrate on explaining why of the erroneous
use of the so-called local field factors.

Finally, we explain in Section X the computation of the zero-temperature EM pressure
in a gas. Both a contribution coming from variations on the matter self-energy and another
one coming from normal mode fluctuations are found. Only the former is identified with the
van-der-Waals pressure in agreement with recent interpretations of van-der-Waals-Casimir
forces.

We summarize our results in the Conclusions, Section XI.



II. THE SPONTANEOUS EMISSION PROCESS IN A DIELECTRIC MEDIUM.
THE ROLE OF THE ELECTROMAGNETIC VACUUM FLUCTUATIONS

This section has a double purpose. On the one hand, it offers a comprehensive overview
of the features which characterize the physical scenarios to which the approach developed in
the next sections applies. We will clarify to which extend our approach is really microscopical
and to which extend quantization is taken into account. On the other hand, it describes
qualitatively some of the subtle points related to the role of the EM vacuum fluctuations. To
these aims, we analyze qualitatively the phenomenon of spontaneous emission which, since
the pioneering work by Einstein [17], has been considered paradigmatic in the understanding
of the EM quantum vacuum. Elements of both Quantum Field Theory and Classical Optics
will be used. There is little new in this section and our arguments base on well-known results
of standard textbooks —eg. [18]. Nevertheless, we feel it is necessary in order to appreciate
the subtle points of the next sections. Reference will be made, with no further explanation

at this stage, to concepts and results which will appear later.

A. Fermi’s golden rule

The formula for T' is given by Fermi’s golden rule. According to it, in second order
of perturbation theory an excited state of matter localized at 7 decays via electric dipole

transition with a rate given by
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where the dipole approximation has been taken in Eq.(2). |A) is the initial state in which
the emitter is in an excited atomic stationary state of energy hw, with wave function ¥4 (x)
and the electromagnetic field is in its ground state in which there are no actual photons.
{11, Vw; )} is the set of intermediate states in which the emitter is in a lower energy stationary
state of wave function ¢;(x) after the release of a quantum of EM energy, which equals
hwra = h(wa — wy) according to the delta function of energy conservation. In free space,
7w,.) is & transverse photon. /i is the transition dipole operator and B (7,t) is the electric

field operator in the Schrodinger picture. Following the introduction by Barnett et al. in



[19], by Fourier-transforming the time dependence of E(7,t) into E,, (), decomposing the
latter in terms of creation/annihilation operators and using the completeness of the space

of EM states, we can eliminate the time dependence in Eq.(2) in favor of w;4 and arrive at
2 S 28 z
== > Bl QU B, (7) - El,, (M|9)r (3)
I

where t denotes hermitian conjugate and |2)*? is the self-polarization vacuum state which
is left for a more precise definition. From now on we will simplify matters assuming the
emitter is a two-level atom —with state labels A, B— with a unique transition dipole matrix
clement jiap = (A|fi|B) = [ &2 a(2) (7)1 (7). It is important to bear in mind that the
stationary atomic states so far considered are bound states of actual charges. Those are,
the atomic nuclei and the atomic electrons. Therefore, they are eigenstates of some effective
Hamiltonian which already contain electromagnetic interactions as a result of the partial
integration of 'virtual’ photons. No actual photons (i.e. propagating photons) are involved
in those atomic states and the interaction integrated is essentially electrostatic. Hence, the
resultant [i4p is directly related to the so-called electrostatic polarizability —see Section 111 B.
Therefore, once knowing 4 the problem becomes one of computing the radiative vacuum
fluctuations of energy hAw,p which couple to the otherwise stationary dipole.

Applying next the fluctuation-dissipation theorem [20] we can express the electric field
fluctuations of frequency wy4 in terms of the imaginary part of a Green’s tensor,

QB (M) L. ( _ n A GG ). (4)

6002

G (7,7 wap) is the Green’s tensor which propagates the electric field from the point dipole
source which oscillates with frequency wap at 7 back to itself. That field mediates the in-
teraction of the dipole with itself. That is, it is the self-polarization field which propagates
in |Q)*P. Alternatively, G is interpreted as the propagator of virtual photons which are
emitted and reabsorbed at the dipole source.

Up to know, we have followed a quite standard procedure. Alternatively, other micro-
scopical approaches base on generalized optical Bloch equations in the context of second-
quantization formalism [21-23]. Throughout this paper we will stick to a Green’s function

based formalism.
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FIG. 1: (a) Feynman rules of the QED field theory. The wavy line denotes the propagator of trans-
verse (A ) and longitudinal (A ) photons. The thick dashed line denotes the propagator of charged
particles. On the right hand side, tree level interaction diagram from Dirac’s lagrangian [29]. (b)
One-loop mass renormalization diagram for charged particles. (¢) One-loop vertex renormalization

diagram. (d) One-loop polarized photon propagator.
B. Zero-point and in-free-space vacuum fluctuations

We give here a non-rigorous overview on the derivation of Eqgs.(1-3) in free space in terms
of the interaction between actual charges and EM fluctuations.

At zero temperature, with no actual charges at all and disregarding virtual ones, photons
are non-interacting species. They are radiative and hence transverse. Virtual photons are
depicted as closed wavy lines which stand for frequency modes of the propagator of A,
with origin and end at the same point. The ’bare’ EM vacuum of sourceless modes at zero
temperature will be denoted by |0). As noted in [24], the propagator of A¥ equals that for E*
modulo a prefactor (w/c)~2. Hence, E = %ff In application of the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem we can write,

(OB (7 ES (7]0) = 50147 (7) A21(7)|0) and 5)
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(Ol E(7) E'(7)|0) = / (01 (7) BT (7)[0) dw

= - hQ/wz%{G(f)(F,F,w)}dwzih ﬁ/dww3. (6)
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Only sourceless fluctuations satisfying the transversality condition V - A = 0 contribute in
the above equations. Thus, the Coulomb gauge V - A = 0 is a natural choice in this context.
Longitudinal photons cannot propagate energy as such propagation needs of charged matter
support. The Green’s function in Eq.(6) is that which propagates the electric field of an
isolated oscillating stationary dipole,
- S w27
[v XV x =51 GO 7, w) = 00 (7 - 7). (7)
The left hand side of Eq.(7) is also the Maxwell’s equation for the w-mode of the electric
field in free space. Although the real part of GO (7, w) diverges for ¥ — 7, its imaginary
part yields the desired result in Eq.(6) [13].
Further, %{G(f) (7,7, w)} relates to the LDOS of the electric field which propagate in the
bare vacuum through [25, 26]
LDOSY|? = —QLTr{%{GP(ﬁ 7, w)}}. 8)

™

Same expression holds for the LDOS of the electromagnetic field A, LDOS? [24]. Tt follows
that the spectrum of fluctuations of E* and LDOS? are proportional,

€nC i»w =
LDOS), = Zo—Tr{(0|E2 (M EY(7)]0)}, (9)

and the total EM energy of the bare vacuum per unit volume reads

E = ! / fiw LDOS? dw

_ € S o Pt _ A 3
= 2 [ OB B o)) o = s [ dwe® (10)

The above integral has no cut-off and diverges as ~ w?*. That is the so-called zero-point-
energy (ZPE) and the corresponding fluctuations are referred to as zero-point vacuum fluc-
tuations.

When the electromagnetic interaction turns on (i.e. e # 0), the theory is that of QED.

The Feynman rules are the tree-level diagrams in Fig.1(a). Loop corrections give rise to

11



fermion mass renormalization, interaction vertex renormalization and electric charge renor-
malization — Figs.1(b, ¢, d) respectively. The latter is also responsible for the (virtual) polar-
ization of the EM vacuum due to charged-field fluctuations. In Fig.2 we depict a number of
diagrams contributing to the ZPE of QED. The diagrams in Fig.2(a) and Fig.2(d) refer to
the zero-point fluctuations of the non-interacting fields. In the rest, vacuum fluctuations of
both fields combine. Diagrams (b) and (c) refer to fluctuations in a polarized EM vacuum.
The fermionic loop of Fig.1(d) enters the diagrams of the upper row as a one-loop polariza-
tion function. The pairs of diagrams (b) and (e), (¢) and (f) are actually identical. That
is, from the point of view of the EM field, fermionic loops polarize the EM vacuum. From
the point of view of charged fields, radiative corrections renormalize their charge. In any
case, the inclusion of these fluctuations does not make any better the convergence of the
ZPE. In addition, at finite temperature, the spectrum of thermal fluctuations is Planck’s
and additional photon interaction vertices show up —see [27].

Next, let us introduce actual charges. Let us consider an isolated atomic dipole source
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FIG. 2: QED vacuum diagrams contributing to the ZPE. Diagrams (a) and (d) refer to the non-
interacting theory. The diagrams (b) and (e), (¢) and (f) are topologically identical. They give
rise to a polarization of the EM vacuum as seen by photons (upper row) or to a renormalization

of the electric charge e? as seen by charged fields (lower row).

made of a positively charged heavy nucleus and a number of negatively charged electrons in
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motion around it. In this scenario longitudinal photons are also relevant for they mediate the
electrostatic interaction between charges. The primitive stationary atomic states incorporate
actual charges and longitudinal photons. They are eigenstates of the Hamiltonian

—Z—\pz\2 > — ZFTQ (1)

i>j ‘7"2 7]
where Z is the atomic number; () is the total charge of the nucleus placed at the center of
the atom; the subscripts 7, 7 label each electron with renormalized mass and charge m,. and
e respectively; and ﬁ;(aji,t) is the ordinary linear momentum operator of the i** electron.
The radiative interactions which are not yet integrated in stationary states (i.e. transverse
photons) enter the (non-relativistic) Hamiltonian of interaction [18],

~ ~ ~9 ~ ~

= A (& = =

I:Iint:z_ - AL (rit) - pi(ri t) + sAL(ri, t) - Ap(rist), (12)

MeC 2mec
where the magnetic interaction due to spin coupling has been neglected. The dominant
interaction is given by the first term on the 7.h.s. At leading order in €, the representation
of the self-energy of state A is the second diagram on the [Lh.s. of the approx. symbol in
Fig.5(dy). The dotted line between the points of emission and reabsorbtion there depicts
the virtual transition state B. For typical frequency transition energies, the wavelength of
the emitted photons is much longer than the radius of the atoms. In such a case, the first
term in Eq.(12) reduces to

~ ~

(& jaN =

A (23,1) - piit) = —€T - B\ (23,1) = —fii - B (23, 1), (13)

MeC
where ,l:fl is the electrostatic dipole moment operator associated to the i’ electron. This is
the electric dipole approximation, restricted to transverse modes in free space, that is used
in Eq.(2). This way, the propagator of virtual photons in the self-energy diagrams can be
reduced to the electric field propagator. That propagator is also the scattering amplitude,
computed at second-order of perturbation theory in QED), of the process through which an
excited two-level point dipole transfers a quantum of energy (not necessarily by means of
radiation) to a non-excited dipole. One can verify for instance in [28] that such a scattering

amplitude equals the Green’s function of Eq.(7),

B)
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where H,,; is given by Eq.(13), R is the distance between the dipoles and the sum runs over
all possible values of the momentum ¢ and polarization states x of the only photon in the
intermediate states, |vz.) ® |4, A) and |vz.) ® | B, B).

In application of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem in-free-space we can write

27T — S.p. :’w = w S.p.
[y = 60—h|,UAB|2 b (QUET (7) - EF* (7)Q)15

2(1{)2 ~ — —
= -3 2?2WAB\Z%{TI_{G(LO)(T,F’;wAB)}}, |7 — 7| < a,
0

where [Q)]7 stands for the EM self-polarization vacuum seen from the unique dipole in-free-

space. Because G(f) (7, 7;wap) above equals that in Eq.(7) for photons propagating through
the bare zero-point vacuum, we conclude that the spectrum of fluctuations of |2)]5 forms
part of the spectrum of fluctuations of |0).

In a sense, it can be interpreted that zero-point EM fluctuations interact with the dipole
to make it emit a photon. However, there is no 'borrowing’ of vacuum energy as suggested
in the literature (eg. [28]). The zero-point EM fluctuations and hence the associated ZPE
remain as depicted in Figs.5(c1,d;). Polarized fluctuations add up on top of those which
yield the ZPE. On the one hand, fluctuations of the self-polarization vacuum ’interact’ with
the actual dipole making it fluctuate and acquire an additional self-energy. Reciprocally, the
dipole randomly localized yields an additional effective vertex of interaction which enters
polarizing the EM fluctuations of the sourceless vacuum |2)$%. In Fourier space, the vertex
read —(w/c)?V " ap, where ay is the electrostatic bare polarizability of the dipole and V the
total volume of the sample (eventually infinite). Its diagrammatic representation is that in
Fig.3(a). The reason why we depict the bare dipole there as a closed loop is that it is a
bound state. Momentum and energy can only leak out of it through the coupling to EM
modes. It behaves w.r.t. the EM fluctuations in [Q)55 as one of the loops of fermionic
fluctuations. In the process of joining the external fermionic legs of the QED diagrams of
Fig.3(a) in order to get an ¢ loop there is an implicit integration of high frequency degrees
of freedom. Those are, all the electrostatic interactions which yield the stationary atomic
state plus high frequency transverse modes. This implies that there is a frequency cut-off
in all the processes in which o plays the role of an effective vertex. If the radius of the
dipole is a, the cut-off must be of the order of ¢/a to preserve consistency with the dipole
approximation. An analogous reasoning may apply to restrict the interval of frequencies

which are integrated in the Casimir energy of a system formed by two perfectly conducting
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parallel plates. In that case, the restriction is imposed to preserve consistency with the
perfect conductivity approximation [1, 30].

So far, we have distinguished between the EM vacuum seen by sourceless photons (i.e.
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FIG. 3: (a) Formal integration of electrostatic and rest of high frequency modes in the stationary
atomic state A and bare electrostatic polarizability ap. (b) Effective interaction vertex in the
dipole approximation after integration of high frequency modes. (¢) Vacuum polarization diagram

in presence of a unique dipole.

normal EM modes), |Q)55, and that seen by the photons whose source is the dipole, |Q)7".
This distinction is based on the double role played by loops of actual charged-fields and
loops of virtual photons. Those are, the renormalization of the bare polarizability and the
polarization of the EM vacuum. The same as shown in Fig.2 for the ZP QED vacuum, both
effects are complementary. The EM vacuum seen from the emitter was identified above,
at least partially, with the bare zero-point vacuum. That is, the radiation emitted by the
dipole sees empty space in its way. Likewise, self-polarization photons see empty space from
and back to the dipole. However, the restrictions w < ¢/a must apply in order to consider
the emitter as a point dipole. Hence, the equivalence = 7" implicit in Eqgs.(5-10) has been
substituted by the limit |7 — 7| < a in Eq.(15) to set explicitly the limitation in spatial
resolution. Therefore we will write [Q)]] = |0)|w<c/o- The associated LDOS is

(.U2

LDOSigission ~

© 4r2c? w<c/a.

(15)

In an analogous manner that fermionic loops renormalize the fine-structure constant ~ e?

in QED through its coupling to radiation, the ag-loop renormalizes the value of «yq itself.

This self-polarization effect is diagrammatically given by the geometric series in Fig.6. It

15



yields the renormalized polarizability « in free space. Note that the photon loops in Fig.6(c)
denote G¥(7,7) which equals GO (7,7 w) in free space, where 7 is the position vector of the
dipole.

On the contrary, the vacuum that sourceless normal modes see, |Q)$5, is polarized by
the presence of the dipole. In other words, radiation traveling from infinity and normal
modes can meet a randomly distributed scatterer in their way. Its EM fluctuations are
made of two additive contributions. The first one yields the divergent ZPE. The second one
is depicted by those diagrams in which virtual photons of frequency less than c¢/a scatter
with the dipole of 'dressed’ polarizability a —see Fig.4. Note the difference with respect to
those in Fig.6(c). In the diagrams of the polarized sourceless EM vacuum two propagators
C_J(f) attach to the dipole from below. That is so because the whole series in Fig.4 denote
the bulk loop-propagator, S{G, (¥,7)}, where 7 is any point. In contrast, the loops in
Fig.6(c) stand for S{G(7,7)} = S{GO(¥,7)} for 7 being the position vector of the dipole.
The physical distinction between G and G will be explained in due course. The LDOS for
sourceless-normal modes reads

R{a} w?
2V 4m2c? w<c/a.

LDOS;37"** ~ LDOS, + (16)

Note that, because o depends on the fluctuations of |Q)]5, LDOSA 5" is implicitly ac-

wwﬁm®®@

LDOS' LDO™ polarized states
FIG. 4: Diagrammatical representation of LDOSf%”CEleSS. The two terms on the r.h.s. correspond

to the integrands of the two terms on the r.h.s. of Eq.(16) respectively. The geometrical series of

the second term stand for the states multiply-polarized by the presence of the unique dipole.

counted for in the second term on the r.h.s of Eq.(16).

At leading order, the counterpart of the addition of the diagrams of Figs.2(a), (b) of the
virtually polarized vacuum is the sum on the r.h.s of the approx. symbol in Fig.5(d;) of
the actually polarized vacuum. Likewise, the counterpart of the addition of the diagrams

in Figs.2(d), (e) for the renormalization of the fine structure constant, is the sum of the
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(d)) Leading order vacuum polarization diagrams for sourceless states = EM vacuum energy
(d,) Polarizability renormalization at first order in radiative corrections = dipole self-energy

FIG. 5: Interpretation of the 'recombination’ process between a point dipole and zero-point EM
vacuum fluctuations. (a) Zero-point vacuum fluctuation loop of the electromagnetic field. The
equivalence in Eq.(5) has been depicted. (b) Feynman diagrams contributing to a stationary atomic
state and its equivalence after integration of high frequency modes as in Fig.3. (¢1) Microscopic
representation of the recombination process leading to polarized EM vacuum fluctuations in the
presence of an actual dipole. (cg) Microscopic representation of the recombination process leading
to an actual fluctuating dipole. Equivalent interpretation: renormalization of the dipole polariz-
ability through radiative corrections. In (dj2), same phenomena as in (dj2) using the effective

nomenclature of Fig3.

diagrams on the r.h.s of the approx. symbol in Fig.5(dy) for the renormalization of the
polarizability. However, the equivalence between the last diagram on Fig.5(d;) and the last
diagram on Fig.5(dy) does not hold because the 'fermionic loop” in Figs.2(d), (e) turn into
an actual dipole in Fig.5. Although both sourceless and sourced photons see statistically

homogeneous vacua, |Q)*?- is attached to actual dipoles while |Q)*! is translation invariant.
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As a matter of fact, the series in Fig.5(dy) stands for the self-energy of the actual dipole.
We next overview the renormalization of the polarizability in-free-space. As mentioned
above, the imaginary part of GO (7, 7) yields the right result consistent with the quantum
radiative corrections which dress up the electrostatic polarizability [13]. However, it contains
both longitudinal and real transverse parts which diverge. The phenomenological regular-
ization scheme that we use in Section IIIB follows that of [35]. It allows us to attribute
a physical interpretation to the divergences. The longitudinal divergence is associated to
the longitudinal modes which are integrated out in the original stationary state. Therefore,
it relates to pap and wap. The associated electrostatic polarizability oy is proportional to
p4p in a two-level atom. The real transverse divergence is interpreted in terms of a shift

in the transition energy with respect to the stationary original state. That gives rise to a

Wi ap being real. The shift in energy is the

static shifted polarizability, ozgmt_ (w) = ag PR

analog to the Lamb shift in the Hydrogen atom. That scheme of renormalization yields the
Lorentzian-type polarizability in free space a(w) =~ #gﬁzro There have been proposed
however several schemes to accomplish the computation of « in-free-space for idealized two
and three-level atoms. We refer to the reader to the works of Berman, Boyd and Milonni [31]
for a computation based on Heisenberg and Schrodinger’s pictures; to that of Barnett and
Loudon [32] for a Green function approach; and to that of Bialynicki-Birula and Sowinski for
an approach based on Feynman diagrams [33]. Even in the latter work, the authors begin
with a priori modeled electronic bound states and perform a dimensional reduction from
three to zero spatial dimensions. It has been pointed out in [31] that a Lorentzian profile
is an approximation not fully justified and it has been found in [34] that other more com-
plicated form can be more suitable. We will not attempt here to analyze those approaches
and we will stick to the phenomenological Lorentzian profile. Also, we will adapt in Section
IIT a phenomenological treatment appealing to the existence of a classical effective dielec-

tric constant within the scatterers. That procedure is in all equivalent to the actual QED

treatment once divergences in G (7, w) are conveniently regularized.

C. In-random-medium vacuum fluctuations

In a random medium, on top of the in-free-space fluctuations, additional fluctuations are

induced by the multiple scattering of light with the host scatterers and the stochasticity of
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FIG. 6: Diagrammatical representation of the geometrical series which give rise to the radiative
renormalization of the electrostatic polarizability of a two-level atom in free space. In (a,b) it is
written as a succession of coupled virtual states. In (c), the effective rules in Fig.3 are used. In

(b, ¢), the dipole approximation is implicit.

the medium itself. The additional fluctuations affect both the polarization of the sourceless
EM vacuum and the self-energy of matter.

The ondulatory nature of light implies that fluctuations appear as considering the in-
terference between all the different paths that a virtual photon can follow in its way. The
particularity of a random medium with respect to the free space is that the different paths
are not statistically equivalent as a result of the spatial correlations between host scatterers.
Therefore, each path has a statistical weight and fluctuations are affected by the randomness
of the ensemble of scatterer configurations. In turn, this gives rise to a stochastic equation
whose Green function incorporates the EM fluctuations we seek for. Purely thermal fluc-
tuations of the electromagnetic field will not be considered in this paper. However, it can
be intended that the fluctuations induced by spatial correlations have an indirect thermal
origin. That is, it is the classical degrees of freedom which characterize the configuration
of host scatterers, vector positions, velocities and angular momenta, that obey a thermal
distribution. In our approach, atomic orbitals do not overlap and the separation between the
emitter and the host scatterers and the separation between host scatterers themselves are
determined by the range and strength of the cohesive forces —but for the dipole interaction-

as well as the temperature. In fluids such atomic gases, one can think of that force as the
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short-ranged repulsive force between the external electrons of the atoms. In experiments,
the range of this force can be tuned by ionazing the atoms or molecules [71]. For practical
uses, throughout this paper we will consider an effective rigid exclusion volume around both
the emitter and the host scatterers. In the construction of the dielectric constant in Section
VII B we will only assume knowledge of the in-free-space polarizabilities of the atomic spaces
considered as isolated. In crystals and tight-binding models in general, atomic orbitals nat-
urally overlap and the electronic band structure of the system is completely different to
that of the atomic species. The assignment of a 'new’ single polarizability to each atomic
site might be still possible provided that the only remaining interaction between individual
atoms is effectively dipole-like. Nevertheless, for the case that the emitter is a distinguish-
able dipole, the only relevant information for studying the influence of the medium in its
decay rate is that of the spatial embedding of the emitter into the medium provided the
medium is correctly described by an effective dielectric constant —see Section IV B.

We summarize here the basis of our approach. In the process of dressing up the elec-
trostatic polarizability «q, all the virtual photons running inside each dipole are assumed
integrated out. The interaction between atoms is dipole-like provided atomic orbitals do not
overlap. The ’bare’ propagator of such an interaction is the one given by Eq.(14) and the
‘bare’ interaction vertex is given by the strength coupling —kZpay. This way, in-free-space
radiative fluctuations and those induced by the host medium can be incorporated in the same
footing. Quantization enters at the level of atomic polarizabilities, dipole-dipole interaction
and EM fluctuations. In our approach, matter fluctuations enter classically through the
implementation of the correlation functions between scatterers. These correlation functions
are affected neither by the dipole-dipole nor by the radiation-dipole interaction. Thus, the
coupling between matter and radiation is assumed weak unless specified otherwise. Explicit
treatment of quantum long wavelength excitons, typical of tight-binding models, is disre-
garded. The reader is referred to the pioneer works by Fano and Hopfield [36, 37] for more
convenient approaches to highly ordered systems. As long as collective quantum excitons
can be neglected, and in the weak-coupling regime between medium and radiation, there
is no need to develop any further macroscopic quantization scheme. In particular, there is
no need to postulate any additional noise polarization operator —compare with [38]. Only
for the case that the emitter is a substantial impurity we will assume any other fluctuation

incorporated in the given dielectric function of the host medium without further explicit
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computations —see Sections V,VIII. Additional non-radiative effects, such as collisional ef-
fects, can be incorporated through convenient renormalization of the vertex —k2pay.

Next, let us consider formally the host medium as an stochastic configuration of dipoles,
where stochasticity concerns the classical variables which determine the configuration. In
order to treat the EM fluctuations induced by the classical matter fluctuations in the same
footing as the rest, it is necessary for them to fulfill some conditions. The Green’s func-
tion which appears in the fluctuation-dissipation theorem of Eq.(4) refers to an effective
and stationary configuration. That implies conditions over the dynamics of the ensemble of
scatterers with respect to that of the emission process and photon propagation. In the first
place the host medium must pass through all the accessible configurations in a time scale
much less than I'"!. That is, the relaxation time of the ensemble, 7, satisfies 7 < I'"!. This
guarantees that the degrees of freedom of the host medium are the fast variables which can
be integrated out. Second, stationarity demands that 7 > w™!. In addition, it is implicit in
the derivation of Fermi’s Golden rule that I'"! > w™!, which is a weak-coupling condition
on the coupling radiation-emitter. That way, the spontaneous emission process in such a
random medium adjusts to the Born-Markov approximation [39]. We can also appeal to
the ergodic character of the electric field so that ensemble averages are equivalent to time
averages [40, 41].

We follow next a similar treatment to that of [41] in the introduction of the matrix den-
sity operator. [€2)*? is not |0)|,<c/e any more as the surrounding dipoles polarize |2)**
too. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between the spatial configurations of scatter-
ers and the corresponding polarized vacuum states. Let us denote those vacuum states by
{|¢m)*?}. The density matrix operator M is a diagonal matrix whose entries M,,, are the
statistical weights of the vacuum states,

M =" Myl )™ *P(dnl, Mo X S (17)
In the simplest case, M,,, is a Boltzmann weight. Application of the fluctuation-dissipation

theorem over each EM vacuum yields

.5 2, hiw? _
by | MLE=A5 (7) E251 (7)) = —ABG(B, (7, 7 wap) } Mo, (18)

€2

— —

where the Green function &,,, (7,7} wap) corresponds to that of the self-polarization field of

a point dipole sited at 7 surrounded by the m!* configuration of scatterers. As the medium
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is stochastic and statistically homogeneous and isotropic, the final expression for the decay
rate so obtained reads

2
2wip

r=—
3eghc?

|NAB|2%{Tr{an®mn(F>EWAB)}}> (19)

where Tr denotes the trace operator. The action of Tr must be intended not only over the
spatial indices of the tensor propagator, but also over those indices corresponding to the
space of EM vacuum configurations. The EM vacuum |Q2)*?- is this way a superposition of
states. Following [41], each of those vacuum states |¢,,)*? is weighted by the root-squared
of the coefficients of the density matrix, [Q)5P =" /My |dm)*?. In terms of it, we can
write

S (G| VB2 (F) B (7] g, )7 = “7(QE“a» (R E“» (M), (20)

m,n

Summing over the indices denoting the vacuum space configurations we obtain

Q(ﬁ TiwaAB) = Z ngn(ﬁ 75 waB) M. (21)
Note that in the above development we are implicitly employing a picture in which the
electric field operator remains unperturbed under changes in the host medium while it is
the vacuum state that changes.

Alternatively, G(7,7;wap) is the Green function of the stochastic equation for the self-
polarization field of a point dipole surrounded by a stochastic configuration of host scatterers.
In turn, G is determined by a stochastic kernel that relates to the electric susceptibility
tensor, i, which characterizes the medium. Finally, we can write i - G(7,7;wap) - ji =

s|uPTr_{G(7,7,wap)}, where now the trace operator Tr_ only acts over spatial indices and

the factor 1/3 amounts to averaging over the three equivalent directions so that

2wip 2 5 (7
D= = s %{Tr_{g(r,r;wAB)}}, (22)
and correspondingly, LDOSgmssion — —%S{TL{Q(F, T w)}} (23)
e

In summary, during a time of the order of I'"!, self-polarizing photons of frequency wap
explore all the accessible states compatible with both energy conservation requirements and
environmental constraints. To each configuration of the environment corresponds a different
set of possible photonic paths. They all add up, interfere, and give rise to a spectrum of

fluctuations ~ %{Tr_{g (7,7 w)}} which obey certain stochastic equation.
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The propagator G(7, 7;w) must not be confused with the Green’s function of the normal
modes which propagate in |[Q)%". The latter is denoted throughout this paper by G and
is referred to as Dyson or bulk propagator. The LDOS associated to G is LDQSsourceless,

These matters will be addressed in detail in the next Section.

D. Longitudinal vs. transverse emission

As mentioned in Subsection II B, it is only in free-space that G (7, 7; w) equals the propaga-
tor of Maxwell’s equation for the electric field in free space, GO (7,7 w). G (7 w) consists

of an electrostatic (Coulombian) dipole field propagator,

_ -1
a0 = [ gve V() (24)
plus a radiation field propagator,
i kor i kor
=(0) (& 1= —- € —1
_ - - 2
Grad. (T) —d7r [k(% V V} —Arnr ’ ( 5)

with kg = w/c. In reciprocal space and for isotropic systems, any tensor can be decomposed
into a longitudinal and a transverse part with respect to the propagation direction of the
wave vector k. That is, G(k) = G, (k)1 — k@ k) + Q”(k)/% ® k, where k is the unitary vector

parallel to k. Tn free space,
GO = / &Br FFGO () = / By kT [@QEL M- O-kok)+G9, (r) -k k]
= GV ()T —kek) +G" (ke k, (26)
with

1

W®) = G =7 (27)

While the radiative component is fully transverse, the electrostatic one is fully longitudinal.
In most of this work we will deal with the Fourier transform of G(©). The reason being that
it is easier to keep track of the longitudinal and transverse contributions to the emission by
direct computation of

G 7) = %Tr_{gmm}ﬂz i { [ g}

Mmoo
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where the factor 2 in front of G, (k) comes from Tr_{I — k ® k} and stands for the two
transverse modes.

In a generic medium, there does not exist direct identification between radiative and
transverse emission and neither does it between electrostatic and longitudinal emission, but
for in free space. In free space the whole radiation consists of transverse modes which are all
coherent propagating modes as they satisfy the free-space (on-shell) dispersion relation k? =
k3. That is, they are poles of G(f)(k). Because Gﬁo) does not contain poles and longitudinal
modes do not couple to transverse radiative ones in free space, the above identifications
are possible. On the contrary, the presence of a polarizable environment gives rise to non-
coherent radiation as well as absorbtion which contain both longitudinal and transverse
modes. Unless a very specific configuration of scatterers holds —eg. a dipole chain [42]— the
coherent propagation is entirely transverse and corresponds to the far-field coherent signal
which would be received by a distant antenna in the medium. The incoherent radiation is the
noise signal received by that antenna. It has its origin in the coupling of 'bare’ radiative-
transverse modes to ’bare’ electrostatic-longitudinal modes and contains both transverse
and longitudinal effective modes. The coupling takes place both at the host dipoles and
the cavity surface. Note also that, differently to the self-polarization field in free space that
appears in Eq.(15) which is purely transverse, the one in Eq.(20) and thereafter contains
both transverse and longitudinal modes. The reason being that while all the longitudinal
modes have been integrated out in the bare polarizability of the unique dipole in free space,
still long wavelength longitudinal modes mediate the interaction (i.e. the induction) between
distant dipoles in a random medium. Nevertheless, the fact that the emission be longitudinal
does not imply that it is not radiative as erroneously interpreted in some works.

In free space,
ST 4G e = S{T (GO (7}
- 2%{ / é:;ﬁ} — ko2, (29)

the emission is entirely radiative and, in application of Eq.(15), we can write 'y =

3
37:3%3 | A 3\2 where the 0 script refers to the use of in-free-space parameters. The real parts

of both fy = (dgk 2 G ) and fy = (g% G| (k) diverge and are needed of regulariza-

tion. Because they are the zero-order terms of the perturbative expansion of Tr{G, (7, 7)},
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we can write

G} - | %wm + [ (d G0 (30)
= 297 + 7% = 290 + () + 271+, (31)

where 27, and ) are the divergenceless pieces. Physically, the y-factors account for the
dipole self-energy associated to intermediate EM states of frequency w. The self-polarization
field propagated with G, is also referred to as local field. The imaginary part of the y-factors
relates to LDOS ™5 through

emission W
LDOS™*" = — 2= ${2(7” + 1) +7}- (32)

It is also possible to relate I' with the power emitted in the decay process. That is,
because such power is due to the self-interaction of the dipole with its own field, we can

write

WT’GS res * — = —%
WH = 7%{ emc} - 202 (\{ gwres( ) M }

= PTG, (7 f)}} (3)

where in the second equality the exciting field E?,. has been identified with the self-

e

polarization field, cges g;;m( 7) - ii*. The values of w,.s and [i are those of the resonance
frequency and the transition dipole in the medium (which may differ from the in-free-space
values, wap, fiap). Comparing Eq.(23) with Eq.(33) we can write I', wthH

III. SPONTANEOUS VS. STIMULATED EMISSION

A. Stimulated emission, W,

Let us considered first that the emitter is a dipole stimulated by an stationary external
field. The exciting field, Eq,.(7) = E¥(7), oscillates in time with frequency w far from any
resonance frequency of the dipole. In this case, the processes of absorbtion and emission
of radiation by the emitter become stationary after a relaxation time of the order of I'"*,
which is supposed much greater than the relaxation time of the host medium. Therefore,
the process through which the absorbtion and emission become stationary is Markovian

with respect to the dynamics of the host medium. The stochastic computation of G is so
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justified as in the spontaneous emission process. In order to regularize the divergences in
G we consider the dipole as a spherical scatterer of radius a and relative dielectric constant
€.. This model implies a classical regularization scheme. Again, the dipole approximation

requires a < kg ', with kg = w/c, A = 27 /ky. Formally, the emitted power reads,

l\DIE

{/d%@ r— Q)i (F) - B (7)), (34)

where p*(r) is the density of dipole moment induced, which is proportional to Eg’ (7) in
our linear and small particle approximation and is affected by self-polarization effects. We
introduce the self-polarizing field through the insertion of appropriate Green’s functions in

the above expression,

P = [ arer - aax. [EGET) GO B 69

W, = g%{/d?’r Xe@(r—a)/dgr’d?’r"Gw(ﬁ )

GOV (7, 7) - By () - By (7)) (36)

—

In these expressions, x. = (. — 1) is the relative electrostatic susceptibility of the emitter

—not to be confused with the susceptibility of the random medium— and

G.(7) ~ G F)Z[ . [ e - add]” (37)

is the propagator which makes account of the infinite number of self-polarization cycles which
give rise to radiative corrections. G, (7—7") propagates virtual photons from a point 7 inside
the emitter back to another point 7 also within the emitter. All the equations above become
simple in the small particle limit, a < k; ', for the electric field is nearly uniform within the
emitter and so are the density of dipole moment and the propagator G, (7, 7). The n-points
irreducible diagrams which enter the computation of G, () can be approximated by the
series of Fig.7(b) in which the two-point correlation functions ©(r —a) appear consecutively
as factors of a product. That way the corresponding integrals appear disentangled and the
corresponding series becomes geometrical. The underlying approximation is [ d*ro(r —
a)G.(r) ~ Fa*G,(0) = 4Fa? [27(0) + 7|(|0) + 2y, + 7”} . We already mentioned that 2
and fyﬁo) are divergent. Those divergences are cured in our classical model by the presence

of the finite radius a. Since the limit of the integral Lim{ [ d*r O(r — a)é(o) (n}= %I[ as

stat
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koa — 0 is conditionally convergent, it is the Heviside function ©(r — a) of the integrand
which we used to model the spherical shape of the dipole which yields the finite value ﬁl[
[43]. Any other geometry would give a different numerical value. By equating that result
with %a?’vﬁo)%ﬁ (leaving R{27\"} still free) we obtain 7|(|0) = (%a®k3)™'. The net effect
of this regularization procedure is the dressing up of the single particle susceptibility with
all the in-free-space electrostatic corrections. This procedure is depicted in Fig.7(c). Its
quantum counterpart is the integration of the electrostatic interactions which give rise to

an atomic bound state in a two-level atom. That way we can define y, = ﬁ X and obtain

3ee—1

«—- We emphasize that it is the electrostatic

the bare electrostatic polarizability oy = 4ma
polarizability «g which really has physical meaning regardless of the regularization scheme
applied in its computation. We refer to section III of [35] for a comprehensive summary

of regularization methods. With the above definitions we can rewrite Eq.(36) in terms of

Py PR eT T 2T o7 AN -1
—o= + o o T o o ot 6 & e o +...=7[ 1+ 1/3TI‘.': . }]
AN = ke, - 1) O-a) ®)
— 2% sy 2™ o e Na e Py T -l
@ - a, S L e S 14 15Te HIR
o—eo=C ()
= =g(*0") 2 " Tr{e™s)
——=G ! k, a, [2}) .t ZyJ_+ y”]= r{.._.
-1 = G(O)
— G(O)i n Gw)H ()
—=0
(@)

FIG. 7: (a) Feynman’s rules for the classical regularization scheme of Section IITA. (b) Dia-
grammatic representation of Eq.(37). (¢) Diagrammatic representation of the dressing up of x.
leading to «g. Approximation symbols denote that the field within the emitter is taken uniform.
(d) Diagrammatic representation of a the action of a self-polarization cycle on the electrostatic

polarizability.

electrostatically renormalized operators,

W, = ?3{/&37" Xe O(r — a)/d?’r/d?’r”@w(ﬁ )

GO, - By () - By ()}, (38)
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where
o0

Gul(7,7) = GO 7)Y (—kiaoy"s ™ (29 + 271+ )

m=0
Note that longitudinal and transverse modes couple to each other in the series of Eq.(39)
as scattering takes place off the dipole surface. This is the classic phenomenological analog
to the quantum coupling of longitudinal and transverse modes of the diagrams of Fig.5(cs).

Finally, in function of the y-factors the power emitted and absorbed by the induced dipole

reads
W, = @s{ - - }|Eg|2 (39)
2 1+ zkdao[2y) + 2y + ]
—w3e apl?
_ 0{ - ‘ 0)| \S{Q’}/TOt _I_,yﬁl“ot.} (40)
11+ k3201 + 291 + )2
3 o} "
- W}\EOP. (41)

k(Q) 11+ %kgozo[?yf) + 271+

The term in Eq.(41) corresponds to the power absorbed within the emitter. The term in
Eq.(40) corresponds to the power radiated into the medium. The former is non-zero only
if €. contains an imaginary part [96]. We can write Eq.(39) in terms of a renormalized
polarizability & as W, = “2S{aEy - (E5)*} = “0| By [>${a} with

(&%)

=7 : (42)
1+ koao’h skgao[2yL + ]
so that Eqs.(40,41) can be written also as
3 Cx
W, = W 60 |OéEw| [\S{Q’YTOt + ,yﬁ“ot.} - ‘Y{QO} (43)
kg laol?

B. Relation between induced and spontaneous emission for the Lorentz dipole

model, ',

The expression for & still contains a divergent term in the denominator, koaw 1. While
its imaginary part is convergent and gives rise to the usual radiative corrections for an off-
resonance point dipole in vacuum, « ~ ag[l — Giﬂk:g’ozo]_l, its real part diverges and needs of
regularization. Following the regularization scheme of [35] we can take advantage of this and
incorporate the divergence into a resonance in «. The procedure must be compatible with the

regularization scheme used for o and it is our choice that it reproduces the phenomenological
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Lorentzian model (L) for the polarizability of a two-level atom,

an(k) = Qogk? [k, — k2 — iTak®/(ck2,)] 7, (44)

TES res Tes

where k., is the resonance wave number and ay is the ‘renormalized’ value of the electrostatic
polarizability of the emitter, both evaluated within the medium. We proceed by equating
Eq.(42) and Eq.(44) in absence of absorbtion within the emitter and with all the parameters

evaluated in free-space — which is denoted with script 0,

. B 1 B B 7.3
Laok?’ + —a0k2§fﬁ{2”yf)}]_1 = apll — K*/k§ — ZTO%]_I-
0

67 3 (4)

Oéo[l —

From Eq.(45) we identify ®{27\”} = 22 and Ty = capk? /6. We refer to al,, = ag|l —

k;(z) @0 sta

k2 /k2)7" as the 'shifted’ electrostatic polarizability at frequency w = ck. By consistency

with the decay rate of a dipole with transition amplitude pg in free-space according to

k
3eo

‘ih|,uo|2, we find the relation ay = % The latter can

be found in textbooks (eg. [44, 45]). It is important to emphasize that, although the

Fermi’s Golden rule, I'y =

parametrization of « in Eq.(44) is phenomenological and questionable on the basis of some
two-level atom quantum models [34], the renormalization procedure after regularization of
divergences is independent of such parametrization. Our renormalization scheme bases on
the renormalization of the photon propagator in which, after regularization, — k2 pal, . enters
as a point vertex. Hence, although the computed values of all the renormalized parameters
depend on the functional form attributed to the in-free-space polarizability, the local density
of states computed through Eq.(23) is independent of such arbitrary choice provided that
the value of a2, , is the correct one.

In the host medium, the values of I', k,.; and o get renormalized according to the

equations,

C—~ ot. ot.
Lo = =300k {201 +9" Hicy,..
2

= —I'h—
0]{78

ES{27 T + 9 i (46)
where k.., is a real non-negative root of the equation

(/o) =1 = 300k R(271 + 1}l (47)

and  ap = ag(ko/kres)*. (48)
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Eq.(47) is the Lamb-shift of the resonance frequency, which is as a result of the variation
of the real part of the dipole self-energy [47]. In addition, Eqs.(46-48) together with the
requirement of consistency with Fermi’s Golden rule imply that p gets renormalized with

respect to pg.

C. Combination of spontaneous and induced emission, I'j

Finally, consider the spontaneous emission of a point dipole like that in Eq.(22), but
now with an additional bare electrostatic polarizability «y. The situation is analogous to
that of a fluorescent atom with transition dipole amplitude g within a complex molecule.
Let us assume that the value of u is fixed so that u gets effectively regularized only by the
self-polarization cycles due to the presence of polarizable atoms within the host molecule,
being oy the total bare polarizability of the molecule. The net effect is that the spontaneous
field emitted by the atom in the decay process gives rise to an induced dipole moment in the
molecule which modifies the decay rate. If there existed other kinds of interactions between
the fluorescent atom and the host particle, 4 and k., might be modified by additional non-
radiative effects. In the following, we will refer to the atom as emitter, to the molecule
of polarizability o as host particle and to the surrounding medium as host-medium. The
dipole moment of the system emitter-host-particle reads p'= i + “;—;dgw(ﬁ 7)ii, & being the
renormalized polarizbility of the host particle. The perturbative series in Fig.8 allows us to
build up the analytical expression for I'} straight away from that of W,,. The integration of
the electrostatic part which yields the term proportional to ol must be removed with respect
to the series in Fig.8(a) for in the present case the source is the spontaneous emitter with
transition amplitude p. The rest of the terms remain unaltered but for the substitution of
the induced non-radiative dipole moments eoaoﬁg’ and eoaoﬁ*: by the fixed dipole moments

i1 and [i* at the emission and reception sites respectively,

I = — S{ e [ : — }}
—2w” Il [o Tot Tot
= ; SL297 %" + A 49
3€OC2h |1 — él{?gao + %]{780[0[2’)/J_ + 7||]|2 { gat fy” } ( )
k2 k
— 2{ao} —is= + 2y, + 7|||2} ; (50)
3 27
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We recognize again the power absorbed within the host particle in the last term and the
power radiated into the medium in the remaining. Because any possible resonance of the

host particle is assumed far from that of the emitter, we have ignored the regularization of

R{27"}.

- 0l ot 0 B "
)
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FIG. 8 (a) Diagrammatic representation of Eq.(39). (b) Diagrammatic representation of

Eqs.(49,50).

IV. THE VIRTUAL CAVITY SCENARIO

A. Virtual cavity vs. real cavity

The ~v-factors are the traces of the solution of the Lippmann-Schwinger stochastic equa-

tion for the propagator of the self-polarization field of a point source, G (7, 7 ),

|Gni(r7). 1)

7

677 = G 027) = [ @GR [(n(Fi — ) — )
See [97] for an explanation about the notation. The brackets of the stochastic kernel
[<ekm(ﬂ —7) — 5mj> ’ H’] denote average taking over all possible configurations of the sur-
rounding host scattere?sr and both 7 and 7 are inside the emitter such that |7 —7] < a < kg *.
In turn, the distinction between 7~ and 7 is just formal as it cannot be resolved. The explicit
dependence of €(7; — 7) on the emitter position 7 and the restriction symbolized by |7
signal the fact that 7,7 are kept fixed inside the emitter as performing the average over all
possible configurations of host scatterers. This way, any scattering process of the virtual
photons in their way from and towards the emitter correlates to the emitter position. In
case the emitter is in all equivalent to the rest of host scatterers within the host medium,

such a correlation is the same as that among the host scatterers themselves. It is in this

sense that translation invariance is only virtually broken and the exclusion volume around

31



the dipole emitter is referred to as virtual cavity. In case the emitter is distinguishable w.r.t.
any other scatterer, that correlation differs. Hence, translation invariance is actually broken
and the cavity is not virtual but a real cavity. The break of translation invariance, either
virtually or actually, makes the computation of G(7,7") different to that of the ordinary
Dyson propagator. This is the reason why the propagator appearing in Eq.(22) for Fermi’s
Golden rule is not Dyson propagator as erroneously suggested in [35, 49]. In any case, it is
important to emphasize that a translation invariant Dyson propagator does exist for normal
modes in the virtual cavity scenario. In contrast, a strictly translation invariant propagator
for normal modes does not exist in the real cavity scenario.

This section and the next one are devoted to the computation of G and the y-factors in
both the virtual cavity (VC) and the real cavity (RC) scenarios. Notice that not only the
equivalence /inequivalence of the spatial correlation of the emitter matters in order to define
each scenario but also the equivalence/inequivalence of the polarizability of the emitter w.r.t.
that of the host scatterers. That is so because the y-factors also depend on the polarizability

of the emitter. In particular, the VC scenario requires that the dipole transition amplitude

2|po?

of the emitter satisfies the relation, ay = ek

ag being the electrostatic bare polarizability
of the host particles. As pointed out in [50], the bare polarizability of a two-level excited
emitter has the opposite sign with respect to that of the same particle in its ground state
[44]. More importantly, the polarizability during the decay process is undefined. Therefore,
stricto sensu only in the case of induced emission with all the scatterers of the medium in
their ground state and for the case of a fixed dipole on top of a ground state host parti-
cle, emission in a virtual cavity scenario holds. Hence, it is only in these scenarios that a
translation-invariant actually polarized sourceless vacuum can be defined.

The case of emission from a real cavity is much more generic and its treatment, at least
formally, more complicated. There are nevertheless two situations where calculations sim-
plify. These are, in the first case the excited emitter is weakly-polarizable and occupies an
interstitial position in the host medium. In the second case, the interaction emitter-host
medium is such that the emitter expels the surrounding host particles at a distance R much

greater than the the typical distance between scatterers.
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B. Computation of the virtual-cavity ~y-factors

Rather than solving the stochastic integral equation Eq.(51) directly, we will compute

first the translation invariant bulk propagator G(# — ) which obey the Dyson equation,
Gy(F =) = G () — K / @G 7) [ (e (= 7) = Oy )| Gons (7,7 (52)

In contrast to Eq.(51), the average has no-constraint in this case. Hence, G(7—7) is a func-
tion of ¥—7" for any two given points in the bulk. The field so propagated is the propagating
coherent field or Dyson field, E p(7). That is, the field obtained by averaging point-wise the
value of the classical Maxwell electric field £ Maz.(7) in the ensemble of spatial host scatterers
configurations, Ep(F) = <{Eﬂax‘(ﬁ}>ensembze —see Section VIB1 too. The photons which
propagate with G(7, ") are said on-shell or normal modes as they obey certain dispersion
relations —see below. Because the set of fields {E™ (7)} are in one-to-one correspondence
with the set of scatterer configurations and since each one obeys a linear Maxwell equation
with certain dielectric function &, (r) specific of each particular configuration, Ep(7) obeys
the same functional equation but with an averaged dielectric function <{€m(r)}>msemble.
Hence, Eq.(52) [11]. There exists a relation between the propagators G of Eq.(52) and G of
Eq.(51) which we proceed to find out.

In Fourier space, isotropy allows to split the Dyson equation for G (k) in two uncoupled

and mutually orthogonal algebraic equations,

GL(k) = GD(k) — Kk G (k) x1(k) GL(k), (53)
Gi(k) = G (k) = k5 G (k) x (k) Gy (), (54)

where C_J(f)(k) and Gﬁo)(k‘) are given in Eq.(27) and (k) is the electric susceptibility tensor
such that é(k) = I+ x(k) is the effective dielectric tensor. Statistical isotropy allows to
decompose € and Y in longitudinal and transverse components, €, j(k), x, (k). For a
medium made of a collection of disconnected dipoles, x| (k) can be expanded as a series of

one-particle-irreducible (1PI) multiple-scattering terms of order n,

Xig(k) =S X (k)pmam. (55)

n=1
The functions x| are named 1PI as they contain integrals over undefined photon mo-

menta which cannot be disentangled [11, 29]. In the above formula, p is the average
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numerical volume density of scatterers and & is the renormalized polarizability of single

scatterers. The functions X

J_”(]{?) incorporate the spatial dispersion due to the spatial

correlation within clusters of n scatterers. In particular, Xil) = Xﬁl) = 1 incorporates
all the self-correlation factors. In field theory terminology, X  are proportional to the
photon self-energy functions, ZL”(E) = —kgxl,”(lg) -not to be confused with the dipole
self-energy. Alternatively, Eqs.(53,54) can be written in terms of the so-called T-matrix,

TJ_7||(]€) = EJ_JI(]{;) + EJ_M(]{;)GJ_M(]{;)EJ_M(k), as
Gy (k) = G (k) + GP) (k) Ty (k) GT) (). (56)

Two remarks are in order at this point. The first one concerns the topology of the host
medium. Because the emitter is treated as a point emitter and it is equivalent to the host
scatterers, a cermet topology is inherent to the virtual cavity scenario. In the expression of
Eq.(55), spatial dispersion in y cannot be disregarded as there must be at least a minimum
distance £ between scatterers which determines their exclusion volume. Hence, this distance
is the virtual cavity radius. For the sake of consistency with the linear medium approxi-
mation, £ must be greater than the dipole radius to avoid overlapping between orbitals and
so that the dipole approximation be valid. Second, in view of Eqs.(53,54), longitudinal and
transverse modes of the Dyson field do not couple to each other as traveling throughout a
random medium the same as it occurs with photons in free space. Eqgs.(53,54) can be solved

independently yielding the Dyson propagator components,

1
R T ()
1
Gy (k) = EIESk (57)

In terms of free propagators and self-energy functions they can be depicted perturbatively as
in Fig.9. A more detailed examen in Section VI will show that longitudinal and transverse
bare photons —i.e., the ones with propagator G(°)— do couple necessarily when they experience
multiple scattering processes. In Eqgs.(53,54), longitudinal and transverse bare photons enter
both x (k) and x|/(k) by means of the spatial correlations among scatterers.

Getting back to the computation of G and the y-factors, we first observe that 2y, and ol
are made of 1PI diagrams in which the starting and ending points coincide at the emitter
location. Those diagrams belong to x(k) and amount to the so-called recurrent scattering.

As a matter of fact, the emitter itself enters the bulk propagator of Eq.(57) as an ordinary

34



sl = (3 Dyson propagator
— 12
> ko)( self-energy

——— =G" free propagator

FIG. 9: Diagrammatic representation of the Dyson propagator G.

scatterer in the VC scenario. The second observation is that, as the averaging process in
Eq.(51) is subject to the fixed location of the emitter, every scattering event in the 1PI
diagrams contributing to v is correlated to the emitter either at the near end or at the
rare end of each diagram, indistinguishably. This is a consequence of reciprocity. Taking
advantage of this feature in every multiple-scattering diagram like that in Fig.10(b), we
can attribute all the irreducible correlations of the intermediate scattering events to the
emitter on the left. By so proceeding, we end up with an effective separation of all those
pieces irreducibly correlated to the emitter on the left completely disentangled from those
non irreducibly correlated which form non-1PI pieces on the right. The sum of the 1PI
pieces on the left amounts to y/p&, where the factor 1/pa stands for amputation of the the
first random scatter which enters the diagrams of y in favor of the "virtually’ fixed emitter
location. The sum of the non-1PI pieces on the right amounts to the bulk propagator G.
Therefore, we end up with the formulae [48] —Figs.10(c, d),

L) = Pid XL (k) Gulh) = % kgl +>§<i((kk))] — k%’ (58)
_ 1 1 X (k)
G (k) = P x| (k) Gy (k) = pé B+ (F)] (59)

The above expressions contain both G(f) and Gﬁo) which carry divergences. The expressions

ve _ d’k 2xL(k)/(par) (0)

21 = [ ooy e o = ~ 260 ) o
ve _ [ @k 11 xk) 0)

1 = [ oo G~ ) o

are however fully convergent. We emphasize that the above expressions for the virtual-

cavity ~-factors are exact under the assumption that the emitter can be treated as a point
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FIG. 10: (a) Feynman rules. Only two-point irreducible correlation functions have been used
for the sake of simplicity. (b) Diagrammatic representation of the equivalence between multiple-
scattering processes amounting to G. (c),(d) Diagrammatic representations of Eq.(60) and Eq.(61)

respectively.

dipole equivalent in all to the rest of host scatterers. The explicit inclusion of & —as given
by Eq.(42)- in the computation of Qlfﬁ through Eqgs.(58,59) makes it depend implicitly on
their integral quantities v, | given in Eqs.(60,61). Later on we will see that the form of the
above expressions for 27/¢ and vﬁ/c will allow us to classify the nature of the emission in a
transparent manner.

Alternatively, we can write GV¢(k) in other forms making use of Dyson’s equation. In

function of the bulk propagator of Eqgs.(53,54) it reads

1 G1
veoy Lo G
gJ_,H (k) = k‘%pd [1 GSE))”} . (62)
In function of the T-matrix of Eq.(56) it reads
—1
VC 1y — (0)
gJ_,H (k) - k‘gpd TJ_,||(]{5) GLH(k)- (63>

Finally, we write the Lippmann-Schwinger equation of Eq.(51) for the self-polarization

local field propagator in Fourier space,

Veik) = GV k) + GP (k) EYC (k) GYC k), (64)
GIC(k) = GV(k) + G (k) E[°(k) G} (k). (65)
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where

VO pa ~xuk) )
=) XL (k) GO, (k) : i KoxL (k) GL’”(k)] (66)

is the stochastic kernel expressed as a function of y, G® and pa.

Because the transference matriz (t-matrix in brief) formalism is profusely used in nu-
merical simulations which involve discrete configurations of point dipoles (see eg.[51, 52)),
we will next show that analogous formulae to the ones above are obtained for a fixed con-
figuration of point dipoles. Let us take the m' configuration of the statistical ensemble
described in Section IIC. Its corresponding self-polarization vacuum state there was de-
noted by |¢,,)*P. Let us assume the configuration consists of N + 1 host scatterers with
fixed position vectors denoted by {7;} with i = 0, ..., N. We then decide to excite the dipole
at 7o with an external monochromatic field of frequency w = kgc such that EEIC(F) = ES’
iff 7= 7y and EEIC(F) = 0 otherwise, as in Section III A. All the dipoles are equivalent and

have renormalized polarizability &. Therefore, the dipole moment of the emitter reads

The total field at the emitter location is the sum of the exciting field plus the self-polarization

field which the dipole moment (7)) itself creates at 7. That is,
— _'w k(2] >/ — — — —
E(ro) = Eg +—G(ro. 7o) - p(70)
0
= Ef + kag(m, 7o) - Ey. (68)

The second term on the r.h.s. of Eq.(68) is the field which propagates freely in space from
all the induced dipoles to 7,

kg&g(Fo,To w = 0 ZG TOaTz ) ( 2) (69)
{7’1}

Except for the emitter, all the rest dipoles are only induced by their mutual interactions.
The t-matrix, with components (7, 7;), in the same spirit as that in Eq.(56), yields the
dipole induced at some point 7; as a result of its interaction with the dipole excited by an
external source at some other point 7. That is,

w0 = (52) 7S i 7 - Bl (70)

“©°r
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Analogously to the susceptibility function in Eq.(55), #™ (7}, 7;) can be expanded in powers
of —k}a, t(F;,7) = >
n — 1 tensors GO (7, 7)) which propagate the field though all possible paths connecting the

oy T (7%, 7). Each term in the sum contains n factors —kZa and

points 7; and 7. As an example,
(7, 7) = (=kpa)* > GO, ) - GO, 1) - GO, 7). (71)
{7,7m}
where restrictions apply over the indices of the sums to incorporate correlations. The analog

to the T'(k) matrix of Eq.(55) is just

T(E, E’) _ Z i(r, 7)el (k-7 =k 7] (72)
{FivFj}
-1_ .
Because in our case the only externally excited dipole is that at 7, p; = — <IZ—§> t(7, 70)- By .

Inserting this formula into Eq.(69) we obtain
= L 1 _ o =
Q(To, 7”0) = ? Z G(O)(Tm Ti) : t(ﬁ‘, 7"0)7 (73)

which is the analogous expression to that in Eq.(63) but for a fixed configuration of scatterers.

V. THE REAL-CAVITY SCENARIO

The computation of the y-factors in the real cavity scenario is generally quite more com-
plicated as an effective medium cannot be strictly speaking defined and translation invariant
bulk propagator and suceptibility tensors do not exist. There are two main differences with
respect to the virtual cavity scenario. The first one is that the emitter does not behave
as an ordinary scatterer of the host medium regarding photon propagation. The second is
that the presence of the cavity induces additional correlations among the scattering events
experienced by photons near the cavity surface. That is, because scattering events are corre-
lated to the emitter through the stochastic kernel of Eq.(51), they indirectly correlate among
themselves beside the inherent spatial correlation of scatterers in absence of cavity.

There are nevertheless two situations in which approximate solutions can be found. The
first one corresponds to the case in which the emitter hardly alters the host medium. For this
to be the case, the polarizability of the emitter must be much weaker than that of the host

scatterers and its cavity radius R much less than the typical distance between scatterers,
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R < p~'/3. In his situation the foreign emitter is said weakly polarizable and interstitial.
The second situation which can be treated analytically is that in which the cavity is large,
R > p~'/3. The density function of host scatterers is altered in a large patch but remains
unaltered locally within distances of the order of & where correlations matter. In this case,

the foreign emitter is said to be substantial.

A. Interstitial weakly-polarizable impurity within a small cavity

The two-point correlation of the host scatterers to the foreign emitter reflects in this
case on a slight modification of their average density function in the neighborhood of the

impurity. The radial distribution density function with respect to the emitter site reads
plri) =pll =O(ri = R)], R<p™'7, (74)

where 7; is the position vector of a generic scatterer with origin at the emitter location
and p is the 'would-be’ uniform numerical density of host scatterers in absence of emitter.
As an example, we depict in Fig.11(a) the diagrammatic representation of the scattering
amplitude for the process in which a photon emitted by the foreign emitter is scattered by

a host scatterer and absorbed by another one, F®)(k),
FOE) = p(pa)? / EBrid®ry 72 | TH{GO (7)) - GO (7 — 7))
X [1=0(r; — R)][1 —O(ry — R)|[1 — h(|72 — 71])|, (75)

where h(]ry —7]) is the two-point correlation function between host scatterers with support
within a correlation volume ~ &3. Tt is clear from Fig.11(a) that in general it is not possible
to disentangle the correlation of the emitter to each scatterer event. However, for the case
that ko < 1, kgR < 1, one can apply the overlap approximation [15] for those modes
k< ¢, R™. This is so because those modes cannot distinguish between the exclusion
volume of the host scatterers and the real cavity. That is what Fig.11(b) depicts. In principle,
the overlap approximation in this scenario demands that the only relevant correlation in the
medium be given by the Heviside function of exclusion volume. This is clearly the case
of a weakly correlated host medium (eg. a diluted gas like that of Fig.12(a)) for which
h(|fy — 7|) = —O(|fy — 7| — &) with € < p~'/3. For a highly correlated medium with
£ ~ p71/3 (eg. a solid like that of Fig.12(b)) a term proportional to §!)(r — &) amounting
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for first neighbors must be included in h(|7y — 7 |). Nevertheless, for ko < 1 that term is
irrelevant in comparison to the exclusion volume function and the overlap approximation
for k < ¢! is equally valid. Therefore, the condition koé < 1 is generally sufficient for
application of the overlap approximation. In addition, this situation corresponds to that
in which an effective medium exists with x.rs the constant effective susceptibility valid for
those k-modes with k¢ < 1. The contribution of transverse modes with k¢ < 1 to LDOS,
'y and W, is well approximated by the formulae of the VC scenario which we will compute
in Section VIB 3. The corresponding v-factor will be found to be
3
291 [k ko1 = 2/%%Giﬁ(@- (76)
For those modes k 2> ¢!, the equivalence with the virtual cavity formulae Eqgs.(60,61) is
only possible for the case that R =~ £ —see Fig.11(c). This is only applicable to a weakly-
correlated host medium as otherwise R would not satisfy the interstitial condition R < p~!.
That is the case of the Maxwell-Garnett dielectric which will be studied in Section VII A.
This has the nice implication that, if the impurity is an excited host scatterer of a diluted gas,
the vV¢ factors computed in Section IV B are applicable in good approximation provided
that the polarizability of the excited atom during its decay process is weak in comparison

to that of the rest of scatterers.

B. Substantial impurity within a large cavity

As mentioned above, the presence of an emitter which substitutes one or several host
scatterers can modify sensitively the homogeneity of the host medium. In particular, this
is the case of a host scatterer which is promoted to an excited atomic state in a strongly
correlated medium. In comparison to the scenario of the previous Subsection, this is the
same situation but with ¢ ~ p~/3. Because the polarizability of the excited scatterer is
different to that of the rest, namely ..., it behaves as a foreign emitter which occupies an
effective volume of the order of p=!. Thus, the approximate average polarizability density at
a point 7 away from the emitter is given by pa[l — O (1 — p~/3)] + peee.O(r — p~1/3). This

makes the electrical susceptibility to be clearly not a homogeneous function. For instance,
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FIG. 11: (a) Diagrammatic representation of Eq.(75). (b) Overlap approximation restricted to
those modes k < ¢! subject to kg& < 1. (c) Overlap approximation for shorter wavelengths valid

only for R =~ €.

the two-scattering term would read

X0 T) ~ 07 [5‘[1 —O(r = p™ )] 4 pteae O(r1 — p_l/?’)}

x (a1 = 602 = p™)] + paea O(rz — o) | GO = )(17 — 7 )).(77)

That implies that the susceptibility function evaluated at 77,75 close to the emitter can be
very different to that at 77, 75 far from it.

However, whatever the nature of the foreign emitter is, if the cavity radius is large in
comparison to the mean distance between scatterers, R > p~ /3, the medium will look
statistically homogeneous at scales of the order of p='/3 as seen from the emitter. This
is so because the electric field which propagates from the emitter is statistically uniform
within the interval [R, R + p~/3] for R > p~'/3. Thus, the average value of the numerical
density of host scatterers at a point r; away from the emitter reads in good approximation,
p(7;) =~ p[l — O(r; — R)]. Because the typical correlation length between host scatterers is
¢ < p~Y? <« R, the cavity exclusion volume factor —O(r — R) is common to all the scatterers

which are correlated among themselves and enter the susceptibility function. This has the
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nice implication that solids with well-defined susceptibility function (k) can be treated
this way with no-need to know the individual polarizabilities of their constituents. Any
fluctuation not yet considered for the case of point-host-dipoles (eg. excitons) is assumed
integrated out in x(k), provided that the wavelength of those fluctuations is much shorter
than R. In the following we develop a formalism which bases on the definition of quantities
analogous to (k) and G(k) but for a non-translation invariant medium.

Let us formulate mathematically the above approximation. Let g(r) be the full two-point

-1/3
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FIG. 12: Two dimensional sketch of the real cavity scenarios which can be treated analytically in
some approximation. (a) Weakly correlated host medium (eg. gas) with an interstitial impurity
w. (b) Strongly correlated host medium (eg. glass) with an interstitial impurity. (¢) Large cavity

enclosing a substantial impurity.

correlation function of the emitter with the host scatterers,
g(r) =1+ he(r), (78)

where he(r) is the irreducible piece. In general, because the cavity is macroscopical, it can
distort the homogenous distribution of host scatterers in the surrounding medium. In such
a case ho(r) must contain a maximum at r ~ £ that makes account of the overdensity of
first neighbors. For the sake of simplicity, we will restrict he to a step function which stands

for the cavity exclusion volume, he(r) & —O(r — R). The Fourier transform of g(r) reads
g(k) = (2m)°6@) (k) + he (k). (79)

Because he(r) has support in r < R, it is therefore expected that its Fourier transform gets

support in k£ < 1/R. On the other hand, in case that spatial dispersion in €(k) be relevant,
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such a dispersion must be of the order of 1/¢. Therefore, any convolution of g(|k — ¥'|) with

the self-energy operator ¥ (k') and any generic function f(k’) can be approximated by

_ , Br -

d3k / Mts o ) AR ' TNF
/(2ﬂ)3g(|k ENE(k) - (k) ~ S(K) /(2ﬂ)3g(|k k) f (k). (80)

In Eq.(80), the difference between k and ¥ is negligible in comparison to 1 /€ in the range
of momenta where he(|k — k'|) takes nearly constant value and $(k) is not zero. In turn,
that implies that the correlation of the emitter with any 1PI (multiple)scattering process
can be approximated by the correlation of the emitter to any of the scatterers involved in
such a process. In particular, things get mathematically simpler if the correlation functions
connect the impurity either to the first or to the last scatterers within the 1PI diagrams of
Y (k). This allows to write the series for the RC propagator, GFC as two apparently different
expansions, (a) and (b), as depicted in Figs.13(a, b) respectively. The corresponding series

read

fC’ _ Zga(n ’ Zga(n : (81)

fc _ + Z gb(n : RC + Z gb(n . (82)

In each series, the n'" terms read respectively,

FIG. 13: Diagrammatic representation of the self-polarization propagator G according to

Eqgs.(81,83,84) —series (a)—- and Eqs.(82,85,86)) —series (b)— in the large cavity scenario.

k) = w7 (k)SLR)GY k), (83)
G (k) = ™ (k)2 (k)G (k) (84)
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and

k) = kYRS LR)GY (B)S L (k)R D (), (85)

G (k) = K" (k) (RG] (BT (k)] (k). (56)

The recurrent formulae for the partial pseudo-susceptibilities /»z(f)” —the reason for this nomen-

clature will get clear later on— read

K (k) = %/é:;;g(u%"—E|)[(1+cos29)

x kUKL (KYGY (K

+ sm2emﬁ"‘”(k’)zn(k;')GﬁO’(k')} for n > 1, (87)
. SR
K (k) = /(%)gg(w—kn[ms?e
xRS ()G (k)
+ sin29/f(f_l)(k’)ZL(k’)Gf)(k’)} forn > 1, (88)
and k(") (k) = —k*S, (k)™ = 1/x.(k) for n=0. (89)

In Eqs.(87,88), ¥, (k") can be factored out of the integrals as ¥, (k) in application of the

approximation in Eq.(80). Therefore, the building blocks of the series are G(f)”(/f) and the

irreducible pieces of /-@ih(k). Hereafter we will refer to the 1PI parts of /@(ll?||(k) as cavity

factors,

1

Ci(k) == /dgr eiE'ic(r)Tr{G_Y(o) ("I -k ® K]}

2
1 [ A3 S o ,
= 5 [ GeheF =R [6Pw)

+ GO cos§ + G () sin® e], (90)

Cy(k) = / &r e he (1) Tr{GO () [k ® E]}
d*k S

= [ el i)

X [Gﬁo)(k") cos® 0 + G(f)(k') sin? 4|, (91)
and so 1) (k) = —kZ[G7) (k) + CL (k).

Also, Eqgs.(85,86) resemble the formulae of the y-factors for the virtual cavity scenario

~Eqs.(58,59). That is, if we define the total pseudo-susceptibility as k1 (k) =), _, /-c(f)”(k)
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we can write

Bk = ki(k)x.(k) GV k), (92)
G (k) = ry(k)x)(k) G| (k). (93)

However, the above equations are not yet quite similar to those for the VC scenario. In
particular, the propagator on the r.h.s. of Eqs.(92,93) is that in free-space whereas it is
the bulk propagator in the virtual cavity formulae. The reason being that x, (k) contain
both 1PI and non-1PI processes. We can separate x (k) into 1PI and non-1PI (N1PI)

1PI N1PI

pieces, r1 (k) = k][ (k) + r] ) " (k) according to the following decomposition in partial

pseudo-susceptibility functions,

WO k) = 8O REL RGO R, 021,

KJlPI(n)(k) _ I{T)”(k‘) _ KNlPI(n)(k)’ n>1,

L L
RO = Rk, RO =0, )

Using this decomposition, we can write Eqgs.(92,93) in the form,

BOk) = KEPT(k)x L (k) G (k), (95)
GRC(k) = P (k)x) (k) Gy (k), (96)

where G| (k) is the Dyson propagator given by Egs.(53,54) for a "would-be’ homogeneous
medium in absence of the real cavity. As a matter of fact, in passing from Eqgs.(92,93) to
Eqs.(95,96) one can use the same arguments as those employed in the virtual cavity scenario
to push the effective bulk propagator to the right as in the diagrams of Fig.10(b). Thus,

the above equations resemble those expressions for the VC scenario in Eqs.(58,59) with the

XLH 1PI

by KL (k)x 1, (k). Therefore, the relation between the propagators

replacement of
gh N @ (k) and GY N <k ) k) for two identical random media which differ just by the presence/absence

of a real cavity enclosing the emitter is given by

gl II( ) 1PI
= pari (k). (97)
gy ||( ) .
Finally, we write the Lippmann-Schwinger equations for the large real cavity scenario,
1) = V) + GV EE() 61, (98)
G (k) = G"(k) + G| (k) 2 (k) G (k), (99)
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where the stochastic kernel is

1
kYL (k) x 1 (k) GO (k)

=G (k) = 1 — w3 (k) xLg(k) + Kixwy (k) GT) (k)| (100)

VI. THE NATURE OF DIPOLE EMISSION AND THE COHERENT VACUUM

In this section we first study a simple model in which dipole emission can be studied
microscopically in full detail. We compare the results with the usual Lorentz-Lorenz (LL)
and Onsager-Bottcher (OB) formulae and other more recent works. Next, the same decom-
position is performed over the general formulae of the previous sections. Our microscopical
approach allows us to distinguish between the transverse and the longitudinal, the coher-
ent and the incoherent, the direct-coherent and the induced-coherent, and the dispersed-
incoherent and the absorptive components of the dipole emission. Special attention is paid
to the phenomenon of radiative/non-radiative energy transfer. Our study reveals why the
nature of dipole emission was erroneously interpreted in previous works.

In connection with QFT formalism, we define a coherent vacuum associated to coherent
emission. We find its relation to the sourceless vacuum in a random medium, which is itself

associated to direct emission.

A. Decomposition of dipole emission in the single scattering approximation

Our simplified model consists of a stimulated emitter embedded in a diluted host medium
made of spherical inclusions of electrostatic bare polarizability «g. The scatterers present a
minimum spherical exclusion volume of radius € and density p < £73. The emitter is excited
by an external field Eg’ whose frequency, w = ckq is such that k¢ < 1. A similar model
was studied in [23, 53, 54]. The single scattering approximation implies that virtual photons
experience, at the most, a single scattering event with the scatterers in the host medium.
This way, the only relevant correlation is that given by the two-point function h(r) = —O(r—
R). If the cavity radius R satisfies R = & and the electrostatic polarizability of the emitter
is the same as that of the host scatters, aq, this set-up corresponds to the VC scenario. It
corresponds to the RC scenario otherwise. Let us assume without loss of generality that
R = £ and let us take a, as the electrostatic polarizability of the emitter which, eventually,

can be taken equal to ay. This implies that, in the single scattering approximation both
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FIG. 14: (a) Feynman’s rules . (b) Diagrammatic representation of WU, The first three diagrams
stand for those terms in Eq.(103). The next three diagrams take account of the self-polarization

terms of Egs.(119,120).

scenarios are equivalent with just exchanging the cavity factors appearing in the RC scenario
of Section VB with the two-scattering term of the susceptibility in the VC scenario, Y.
They relate through X(f)” = —k3(pa)*C| || r=¢, where & is given by Eq.(42) and C (k) are

given in Eqgs.(90,91). The susceptibility of this model reads Xhll(k:) = pa + Xfﬁi(/{:) In the
following, the superscript [1] will denote single-scattering approximation.
The quantity to compute is
—w3eg e |2 Tot | _Tot\|w|2
W, = {21+ “HEG I (101)

6c® |14 Lkdae 2y + 20 +l?
Pictorially, 4" is given by the second and third diagrams of Fig.14(b). It reads,
P = TT{/d37’1 GO (—kgpa) GO () [1 — O(r1 — f)]}- (102)

Let us disregard for now self-polarization cycles on the emitter. In doing so, the emitter

cavity is said empty. In the limit ko < 1, up to O(0) terms in k& we get

emp 7 5 Xd na 1 1
plhemp ~ py0 { L+ §R{pa} + ${pd} s + 1o } (103)
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where W0 = 2289 fw|2 ig the power emitted in free space. The O(0) terms of Eq.(103)

1273
equal the usual Lorentz-Lorenz (LL) and Onsager-Bottcher (OB) formulae in absence of
back-reaction effects [55-57] with ¢ =1 4 pa,

WLL_WO(%{E }”) R{Vel},  wllemr _ WO(%) R{VeT}, (104)

Wi = W™ = w21+ - %ﬂwb (105)

Same results as those in Eqgs.(102-105) were obtained by the authors in [23] using a Quantum

Optics formalism. The factors (%) and <2gi{fi1> are referred to in the literature

as virtual cavity and empty cavity local field factors respectively. The factor /R{e} is

sometimes refereed to as bulk factor. Both Wy, and W53 are commonly attributed in the
literature to transverse emission. Our next task is to clarify the actual nature of the terms
in Eqgs.(102,103) through a rigorous microscopical analysis. In Fourier space, Eq.(102) can

be decomposed into transverse and longitudinal parts,

O L e ey g
X[G@@gan@-éxﬁkm (106)
+ SGOW MR ~ RN+ co? )GV (k) Hon
b L6 - ) st 6604 o

= a | = o +aiw]alm = | (gjr];?’/ éjg‘“’

(2m)?
X [Gﬁ°>(k’)5<3>(/? ~BG" (k) (109)
+ GI" (KK — K]) cos®0 G| () (110)
+ GO(K)h(|F — E]) sin?6 fo’(k;)} , (111)

where h(q) = Z;—’E\f[sin (g€) — g€ cos (¢€)] and we can write,

2mce 2re

Wil = Wil - sy, Wit = WIS s ) (112)

In the integrals of Eqs.(106-111), the only imaginary pieces are those associated to the
poles of G(f)(k:) factors. Therefore, S{v[j}”} is composed of terms of the form R{pa} times
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residues computed at k = ko plus terms of the form S{pa} times the real part of the

integrals. Alternatively, we can write 27&1} and fyl[ll} in terms of spatial integrals,

2 = gt [ G 0)+ G )]G 1 — 00—} =g [

x T GO, () - GO (1) (113)
— G (r) - Gl (NO(r — &) (114)
— GO )-GO mer -}, (115)

Af = pam{ / (Gl (r) + G (1) G (1) [L = B(r = )]} = pa / d*r

< T{ GO, () G () (116)
— G ) G (B - €) (117)
= GO -G e )} (118)

The correspondence between the integrals in Fourier space and those in spatial space is
obvious. However, such an obvious correspondence is only possible in the single scattering
approximation. This is so because the bulk propagator is identical to that in free space
but for the substitution k2 — €l!! k2 so that it does not present spatial dispersion and
there exists a direct identification between the radiative and electrostatic bulk propagators
in spatial space and transverse and longitudinal propagators in Fourier space respectively.
Note also that, in absence of the correlation function, there is no coupling between radiative
(transverse) and electrostatic (longitudinal) modes.

Next, we search for the terms in Eqs.(106-118) which amount to those of Eq.(105). The
free space term 27@ together with that in Eq.(106) (or Eq.(113)) yield W2(1 + iR{pa}),
which corresponds to the bulk factor W2R{ VelI}. This is the emission directly radiated by
the dipole into the medium —see Fig.16(a). Eq.(106) (or Eq.(113)) corresponds also to the
diagram of Fig.5(ds), which explains why of the two transverse propagators there. Eq.(107)
(or Eq.(114)) yields higher order terms. The common terms to 27&” and yﬁl] are those in
Eq.(108) (or Eq.(115)) and Eq.(111) (or Eq.(118)) which amount to WJ3R{pa} each. They
equal one local field factor each, (%) or (%ﬂl}ﬁl). The first thing we learn from
this analysis is that, contrarily to the common assumption, one of the local field factors is

associated to longitudinal emission while the other one together with the bulk factor belong

to transverse emission. The latter is associated to the poles of the bulk transverse propagator
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of the general expression in Eq.(58) and form part of the coherent radiative emission —see
next subsection. On the contrary, the former is associated to the imaginary part of x| which
contains a transverse bare propagator (see Eq.(91)). It is part of the incoherent emission
which is dispersed. The existence of the common term in Eqgs.(108,111) is a consequence
of reciprocity. However, while it gives rise to coherent emission when the coupling reads
G| — G, it gives rise to dispersion as read in opposite direction as in Fig.15(b).

Regarding the {-dependent terms of Eq.(103), they both are proportional to S{pa}. The

Lo

, h(r) = -0(r-¢) hia h
=i :n(mL.T—k'» L.T—k»
,0 Tl AN M T Skt
=¥z - 1)0(-a) ®) ©
(@) h

Ix

pr/Q"\: 1 Rk . ]’€‘|
(d)

FIG. 15: (a) Feynman’s rules. (b) Common vertex derived from Egs.(108,111) which couples
longitudinal to transverse modes, with |k x k’| = sinf. (¢) Longitudinal-longitudinal vertex from
Eq.(110), with |k - k’| = cosf. (d) Diagrammatic representation of the origin of the coupling of

single scattering radiative corrections to longitudinal external modes.

leading order one, %, is given by Eq.(109) plus Eq.(110) (or Eq.(116) plus Eq.(117)) and

is associated to the imaginary parts of both the longitudinal bulk propagator —Eq.(109)— and

the longitudinal susceptibility —Eq.(110). The term %?} has two identical contributions
of value %%Igg ?} coming from the common term to 27&” and yﬁl] in Eq.(108) and Eq.(111)

respectively. They are associated to the imaginary parts of x (k) and xj(k) respectively.

All these terms proportional to S{a} are related to absorbtion in the host scatterers.
Finally we consider the back-reaction of the host medium on the emitter with electrostatic

polarizability a.. To this aim and at first order in p we have to compute the self-polarization

diagrams in the second row of Fig.14(b). For the sake of simplicity, in the following we
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disregard absorbtion and radiative corrections in & and keep leading order terms in o and

ko&. That is, el ~ 1 + pay is fully real and

n . ko i 1 0 ko 5i
~— ~— —. 11
N =g Paolg + (k:g)] 2yp = 5 —li+ pao] (119)
Plugging Eq.(119) into Eq.(101), we obtain
em 4
WIhselde o W ILemPIy 4 =2 g, (120)

9 Ve

where V¢ is the volume of the cavity. One can verify the agreement of the above expression

with the OB formula which incorporate self—polarization terms at leading order in «y,

(1],self 3R{e /
[14 57] WO]B P = W0(2Re{e[1]}+1 2{0‘52}26{6 ) éR{ 6[1}

B. General decomposition of dipole emission

Next, we go beyond the single scattering approximation. Again, let us consider Eq.(101)
in absence of absorbtion in the emitter. In order to examine the nature of the emission, it
is convenient to write the y-factors in terms of the propagators of both the virtual and the

real cavity scenarios using Eqs.(58-59) and Eqs.(95-96) respectively,

oo ox (k) g X1 (F)
WY o / Br 302 S Gy + (L Gy (k3. (121)
WA o / (;’;3 |S{2R1P XL (R) GL(R)} + SR (k) Gy (k)Y (122)

From now on, we will just work with W.V¢ bearing in mind that the computations are in
all equivalent to those for W2 but for the replacement y, ; — pd/{flf XL,|- For the sake of
simplicity we will drop the scripts V' C' and w and we will denote the proportionality constant
omitted in the above equations by W,.

The first obvious decomposition is that between transverse, 2W, ; and longitudinal emis-

sion, W),

oW, = W, / (k)Gl(k)} (123)

Wi =w, [ “{X“ g 6\ (124
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1.  Coherent and incoherent emission; direct and induced coherent emission

Coherent emission is that associated to the coherent propagating field. That is, the
emission whose modes satisfy the same dispersion relations as the normal modes which

propagate through the bulk [12, 36, 37],

kiey (k) — k2|k:szw =0 for transverse modes (125)

and e||(k)|k:kﬁrop =0 for longitudinal modes. (126)

These are the poles of G (k) and G| in the integrands of Eqs.(127,129). Therefore, we
identify from Egs.(121,122),

AW = 0, / il )}c{cu B, (127)

oWt — / 2@{“ UCNERC) (128)

wie = w, [ S aq6mp, (129

Incoh. __ d3 o~ XH( )
Wit = W, [ 5 LRG0, (130)

Because longitudinal normal modes need of material support to propagate and are subject
to very specific arrangements of scatterers [42], W|00h can be ignored for practical purposes.
Let us examine firstly W in the framework of Classical Optics. It is given by

WCoh. _ —Ww
6¢2¢

/ d3r’Tr_{§R{>‘<(F— )/ pa} - S{G(T, 7. w)}}, (131)

where both Yy and G are written in the spatial space representation for convenience and
Py = eaL¥ () is the dipole moment induced by the external field E¥(7) on the emitter.

Considering the fields classically, the fluctuation-dissipation relation reads

S{Gu (7,7} = — 5 (ER () B (7)), (132)

where E%(F) is the w-mode of the coherent-Dyson field and the script D stands both
for Dyson and for direct emission. Using Eq.(132) and writing R{x (7 —7")/pa}

[(R{x(7—7)/pa} — §® (7 — ] + 6@ (7 — )1 in Eq.(131), we separate explicitly the field
emitted directly by the source dipole from that which is emitted by the induced surrounding
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dipoles,
W = SR P(E(F) - () (133)
+ TRRPTE{ [ d (RO - 7o) - 60~ 10 - By () By (1) Jas)

The term in Eq.(133) is the coherent power carried by the field directly emitted by the
source dipole into the bulk as if it were an external source. In Eq.(134) we can identify the
field emitted at 7 by the induced dipoles sited around the source which propagates towards

the source located at 77,
E7(r) = /dgr'[%{X(F— )/ pa} — 6@ (7= 1) - BB (), (135)
where the subscript I stands for either induced or indirect. Therefore, we can write
WOk = Wk Wk = TR [(B ) + RUEKD) - By (130

As expected, the first term is the coherent power emitted directly by the dipole source while
the second term is the coherent power associated to the interference of the field emitted by
the source and that emitted by the induced dipoles.

WIM’COh' in the single-scattering model of Section VIA.

As an example, let us consider
It is given by Eq.(115) —modulo the appropriate prefactors— and its diagram is that of
Fig.16(b). Making the identification [R{x (¥ — 7)/pa} — 6 (7 — )] ~ k2 paoO (|7 — 7| —
)?R{Gstat (7" —7")}, and applying the fluctuation-dissipation relation, it reads
wie — WoRE el [ @G0, (7~ 7) - (007~ 7| - Srapool B (IES ()}, (137
where the Dyson field is fully transverse. The quantity within square brackets is the
polarization density induced by the coherent field on the surrounding host scatterers,
() = O(|F — 7| — E)eopaoE% (7). The electrostatic components of the fields emitted
by the induced dipoles within the sphere of radius £ add up at the emitter location, 7, in

the form of and induced effective field,
[ w k2 3./ >\ ==
EI (F) = g dr Gstat (T r ) P (T ) (138>

It is the transverse component of the above field that interferes with £ (7),

sl UG (139)

23



Because E“(7) has its source in () and this is excited by E%(), the interference is
coherent.

In experiments, it is possible in principle to measure both the total and the coherent
intensity. One can think for instance of a medium made of dipole antennas in which one
of them is excited by some external fixed field of frequency w = ckqy. Part of the power
supplied is absorbed directly by the source antenna located at 7, which is given by the term
of Eq.(41). The rest is radiated. Again, part of the radiation will be extinguished, but
WEh () as given in Eq.(131) will propagate coherently through the medium and can be
collected, eventually, by some distant receiver. If the medium can be treated as an effective

medium, the coherent intensity collected by a receiver located at 7 will be given by
W17 = 71) = WO (7) exp [ 2ol = 71, (140)

where K = %{\/m is the extinction coefficient which contains both dispersion and ab-
sorbtion by the host scatterers.

It is also instructive to compute W for the stimulated emission of one of the atoms of a
monoatomic dielectric close to the resonance. Let us assume the polarizability of the atoms
adjusts to the Lorentzian function of Eq.(44). Using Eq.(40), we can write the coherent
power emitted by the stimulated atom sited at 7 as

Coh. P60 |~ 712 w2 5 1 sag X7 T) S =
Wk = —estla@PI B P { [ @ R sew Rl
Close to the resonance, &(k,es) & i ckyestp/I" is nearly pure imaginary and the total power

supplied reads
Wres€0

2

Wres€o

Ewres
I :

Wrei: = S{alkres)} = B *]al. (142)

We can write S{G(7, 7 w)} in terms of E% using the fluctuation-dissipation relation of
Eq.(132) and, making use of the constitutive relation for coherent fields, write the polariza-

tion vector as

P(7) = ¢ / &' X (7, ) - B (). (143)

Finally, by inserting the above results into Eq.(141) we obtain the more familiar expression
o m w 1 _»*Wr-es = _»wres

W = Wi SLC P () - By (7). (144)

where %]3*“"65 (7) is the average molecular dipole moment. Therefore, we see that in the VC

scenario there is a well defined ratio between the coherent emission of a stimulated dipole

o4



close to resonance and the total power supplied. That ratio being given as a function of

coherent fields.

2. The coherent vacuum and the additional polarization of the sourceless vacuum

In the following we interpret the coherent emission in QFT terms. From Eqs.(132,136), we
conclude that the states accessible to direct coherent emission are the normal modes which
satisfy Eqs.(125,126). Therefore, in an effective manner, the vacuum though which these
modes propagate is the sourceless vacuum, |[Q)*%. This effective equivalence is analogous to
that found in Section II between |Q);7 and |0) for a unique dipole in free space. |Q)*! is
made of the superposition of EM vacua, {|¢,,)*"}, in which the normal modes of Maxwell’s
equations with permitivities {e,,(7)} propagate. Following the formalism of Section ITC,
the m' pair of vacuum state |@,,)*" and dielectric permitivity e,,(7) is associated in a

one-to-one correspondence to the m" configuration of host scatterers such that |Q)%! =

> VMo )T

S (G () E (7)) = “H(QIE*(7) B (7)] )

m,n

2
— WA A
= hemrc? S{G (7,7 w)} (145)

On the other hand, it is plain from Eqs.(127,129) that the modes which contribute to
W are the same as those which propagate in |Q)%". However, the amplitude of the
spectrum of fluctuations which enter W¢h- differs w.r.t. that of the fluctuations in |Q2)*

by a multiplicative factor R{x/pa}. In other words, the EM vacuum in which coherent

Coh " is additionally polarized w.r.t. |Q)*!. The renormalization

X1,
pee
closest scatters surrounding the emitter. We will see later on that Zi” is the so-called local

emission propagates, |{2)
function is given by Zf’” = §R{ }, which takes account of the polarization due to the
field factor in the theory of the effective medium. In the framework of QFT, ZY | can be
interpreted as the field-strength renormalization factors. In a scalar QFT it is the analytical
structure of G(k) together with Z in the complex plane that determine the amplitude of
the vacuum fluctuations and the mass spectrum of the particles propagating in space-time
[29]. Correspondingly, it is the analytical structure of G| (k) together with %{x%y(k)} that

determine the amplitude of the EM vacuum fluctuations and the k‘zfﬁp —spectrum of the
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coherent photons propagating in a random medium. Following up the QFT interpretation,
Zi”(k) yields the probability density for creating a photon of frequency w from vacuum at
the emitter site, Z“(k) = |“°"(Q|E | (7)|7¢)|%. Out of those photons, the coherent ones are
selected and propagated through the bulk by GY. Also, the electric field gets renormalized

_1/2E_’i”. This leads

and the field so renormalized is nothing but the Dyson field, E"ﬁ| =4 Ll

to the equivalence relation,
OB B (7)) = CMOIES (1) Byl (7]2) "
2
S{G (7 75 w)}. (146)

— _pY

€2

Thus, in passing from Ef) to Ew, any correlation function between vacuum states picks up
a factor [Z¢]'/2 per field operator.

All this suggests that an effective electromagnetic theory in random media can be formu-
lated in terms of the renormalized quantities —see eg. Ch.7-10 of [29]. The host scatterers
play the role of bare vertices of photon interactions as depicted in the diagrams of Fig.15.
The correlations, depicted by dashed lines in our diagrams, play an analogous role to that
of the gauge fields which mediate interactions between charged fields in QFTs. If corre-
lations are assumed not to have dynamics in accordance to the weak-coupling-Markovian

approximation, they must be intended as a back-ground field.

3. Radiation in an effective medium

In this section we deal with the effective medium theory, which is implicitly used in the
majority of works on dipole emission. In this context, and only in this context, an analog
contribution to the radiative emission in free space can be defined.

The effective medium theory is defined such that, for some range of frequencies and for
k¢ < 1, an effective homogeneous complex dielectric constant can be defined as €.;f =
Lim. {e, (k)} as k& — 0, so that the Dyson propagator G| (k) can be approximated by the

effective propagator Gif f (k) for some range of frequencies,

1
Eeff]fg — ]{32’

1
cerrks

G (k) = G (k) = (147)
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The field with propagator G.;; will be referred to as Dyson-effective field or macroscopic
field, E;f ! Correspondingly, the field with propagators

eff (1) = Xeff 1 I (k _ Xeff 1 148

will be referred to as local-effective field Efojif . Further on, in order for Gef (k) to be the
Green function of a propagating field of wave number k it is required k/ky 2 1 at the same
time that k¢ < 1, which implies koé < 1 as well.

To what computation of power emission is concerned, the use of macroscopic fields implies
the neglect in the integrals of Eqgs.(127-130) of the poles of order 2 1/¢. The neglected
modes correspond to the near field dispersion and absorbtion carried out by the scatterers

surrounding the source —see Fig.16 and also [15]. In turn, this implies the neglect of all

longitudinal emission and the restriction of the integration domain in Eq.(123) for transverse

emission,
eff — kot<l Xeff 1
AW = 2w S ~ 21, / pa - k2} (149)
. k
— 27, d{ﬁéf«/—eeﬁ} Wy = =W, (150)

eff‘C’oh

The coherent component of the above formula, 2W can be written in an analogous

manner to the radiative emission in free space,

e oh. T XE
oyyel | Con: — 2W0§R{ péf}%{ﬁ/—eeﬁ}. (151)

2W /7 |Coh can be given in closed form for a Maxwell-Garnett (MG) fluid. In such a fluid
the only relevant correlation between host particles is the negative correlation due to the
exclusion volume ~ (47/3)&3 which prevents scatterers from overlap. Provided koé < 1,
€eff obeys the MG formula [58], p& = (6:;;% It was firstly proved in [15] and then in
[59] following a diagrammatic approach that the MG formula is correct at all orders in pa.

Note however that the usage of the renormalized polarizability & incorporates in our case

the effects of recurrent scattering. Using the MG formula, Eq.(150) reads
2y MG Coh. _ 2W03%{€eff+ bR{ ). (152)

It is in order to make a couple of comments regarding the use of effective fields in the
computation of LDOS, W and T". First, in Eq.(149) the symbol ~ stands for the approxi-

mation f0<k<A,1§ . Sikg ~ fk>0 o 3 under the assumption (ko&)™ > A > 1. That implies
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that the integral of Eq.(149), which is the inverse Fourier transform of G¥// (k) evaluated at
r = 0, does not actually carry information about the fluctuations of the microscopical local
self-polarization field evaluated around the emitter location, r < &. Instead, the fluctuations
there are those of the field Efoéf , which is the local field spatially-averaged in volumes of
the order of £* over which also the spatial average of €(r) is performed in order to get €.fy.
Therefore, because the contribution to W comes from high frequency modes in the range
k = 1/&, it is not possible to take the effective dielectric constant limit k¢ < 1 for its
evaluation and it is in general unavoidable to incorporate the spatial dispersion in (k).
Differently to normal propagating modes, the electric field of the source dipole is not ap-
proximately uniform within a cavity volume of the order of ~ ¢* and the emitted photons
do not see an effective (uniform) dielectric constant there. In the real large-cavity scenario
however, it might still happen that the field at distances 1/R is approximately the same as
that at 1/(R+ &), € being the typical dispersion length scale of y in the host medium. It is
only in that case and for k£ < 1 that it is possible to consider y uniform outside the real
cavity.

Second, let us assume for a moment that the effective field approximation is good enough.
It is known long ago that the effective field which appears in Fermi’s Golden rule in the form
of the equal-point correlation functional, (E(r)E(r)), is not E&(7) but ES// (7). Further
on, assuming the medium is passive, emission restricts to 2ij f |“° " In application of the

fluctuation-dissipation theorem,

2Weff|Coh. - W / 4’k %{Xeff}g{Geff(k)}
L ) @2n)>3 " pa L
—T€Q

Xeff e e
— RWRCL) B (0 B (). (155)

Notice that it contains just a factor %{%}, which equals a Lorentz-Lorentz local field

eeff+2
3

think that £, should appear as squared in front of (E4 (r)E//(r)) in Fermi’s Golden rule.

factor for the case that MG formula applies, £, = R{ }. It is a common mistake to
The reason being that while the propagator of E&/Y(r) is that of E¢//(r) multiplied by £,
Gerr ~ LrrGesr, the fluctuation-dissipation theorem applied over G.s yields a contribution
quadratic in ED but linear in L. This contradicts the paradigm which states that the
effect of a dielectric host is to multiply each occurrence of the dipole moment of a a two-level

atom by a local-field factor [22] —see Section IX for further discussion.
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4. On the radiative and non-radiative energy transfer

Taking advantage of the above study, we can interpret the radiative and non-radiative
nature of the processes involved in the dipole emission of the single scattering model. Let
us consider the diagrams in Fig.16. They represent either the stimulated emission or the
spontaneous emission of an emitter in the single-scattering approximation —Eq.(103). In the
case of stimulated emission, u? stands for the polarizability assigned to the emitter. The
propagators on the right hand side of the emitter are part of the bulk propagator G. Actual
emission is denoted by wavy lines while induction is mediated by propagators depicted by
solid lines. Curved propagators on the left hand side of the emitter indicate being con-
strained by spatial correlations within y. Emission with origin at the emitter is direct. It is
induced emission otherwise.

Since the work of Andrews [28, 60], it is well appreciated that the radiative and non-
radiative energy transfer between a donor and an acceptor correspond to a unique quantum
mechanical process. When no induction exists, the emission is direct and there is no trans-
fer of energy. It corresponds to the diagrams (a), for in-free-space emission; and (b), which
stands for single scattering in the bulk —Eq.(113).

Induced emission processes, either coherent or incoherent, are characterized by two fea-
tures. First, there exists some correlation between the donor and the acceptor. Second, it
is one of the transverse virtual photons of frequency w,.s which mediated the interaction
donor-acceptor, that is made actual when satisfying the dispersion relation of Eq.(125). The
pair donor-acceptor behaves as an effective dipole. That in diagram (c) is coherent and so
is its (transverse) radiation, as correlations apply to the electrostatic induction —Eq.(115).
On the contrary, that in diagram (d) is incoherent, as correlations apply over the transverse
induction whose photon is the one becoming actual —Eq.(118). As explained above, the
processes in (¢), (d) carry one local field factor each in the single scattering approximation.
They are the processes which can be considered to amount to radiative transfer.

The non-radiative transfer processes are those in diagrams (e, f,g). They are character-
ized by two features. First, the actual photons have their origin either in radiative correc-
tions over the acceptor bare polarizability or on the imaginary part of the bare polarizability.
Hence, the corresponding terms are all proportional to S{a}. Only radiative corrections are

depicted in Fig.16. Second, the transference of energy takes place through either purely
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—diagrams in (e)— or partially —diagrams (f, g)— longitudinal loops which remain closed
during the re-emission process. In general the spectrum of energy levels of the acceptor
presents a number of channels into which the quantum of energy absorbed, hw,.s, can be
re-emitted. Therefore, re-emission takes place in a variety of frequencies and the associated
decay rate is said non-radiative. Note however that this implies a slight inconsistency in
the case that donor and acceptor be identical two-level atoms. That is so because in such
a case the acceptor can only re-emit in the same frequency as that of the direct radiation.
Nevertheless, because two-level dipoles are unrealistic idealizations, we will consider those
processes as non-radiative without loss of generality. The diagrams in (e) stand for the
terms in Eqs.(116,117). They would diverge if considered separately. They represent the
phenomenon commonly referred to as Foster Resonant Energy Transfer (FRET) [61]. The
diagrams (f) and (g) correspond to the absorptive longitudinal and transverse terms of

Eq.(118) and Eq.(115) respectively.

VII. ANALYTICAL CALCULATIONS IN MAXWELL-GARNETT DI-
ELECTRICS

An MG dielectric is one made of point dipoles with well defined single particle polarizabili-
ties. The correlation length & among dipoles satisfies ko& < 1 for the frequencies of interest.
Under these conditions, the only relevant correlation function between its constituents is
given by an exclusion volume correlation function. In such a medium, an effective dielectric
constant can be defined and adjusts to the MG formula,

- Ceff — 1
= . 154
per (€crr+2)/3 (154)

Hereafter we will denote €.¢; with €/ instead. In this scenario it is possible to obtain ana-
lytical formulae for the virtual cavity vy-factors. We apply those formulae to two situations of
experimental interest. In the first one, we compute the decay rate of an excited atom which
can be either an interstitial optical center or one of the molecules of the dielectric itself. In
the second situation, we compute the effective dielectric constant for an MG dielectric close

to the resonance frequency.
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FIG. 16: (a) Diagrammatic representation of the stimulated emission/spontaneous emission of an

emitter in the single-scattering approximation —Eq.(103). Explanation is given within the text.

A. Spontaneous decay rate of a weakly-polarizable excited atom

Let us consider the explicit computation of I' for an excited atom. This can be either a
foreign ion placed within one of the molecules of the dielectric or a molecule of the dielectric
itself. In the former case, the manner the emission rate of an optic center gets modified when
placed within the ligand is a difficult issue as, in general, one should consider the internal
atomic structure of the host molecule [62-64]. To simplify matters, we assume here that the
bare dipole transition amplitude of the ion and its resonance frequency get renormalized to
known values p, w,.s as a result of the interactions with other atoms within the ligand. This
scenario is that of Section III C. The electrostatic polarizability of the doped molecule, «y,
is carried out by some other polarizable atoms, being a equivalent to the bare polarizability

of the rest of the host scatterers. The total dipole moment associated to the particle which
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hosts the ion is the combination of a fixed and an induced dipole, phost = fi + ‘Z—;&Gw (7, 7) i,
& being the renormalized polarizbility of the host particle.

The case of an excited host particle can be treated in the same fashion provided that
the additional condition & < p~'/? is satisfied and the effective polarizability of the excited
molecule is negligible —see Section V A. That corresponds to the setup of Section III C with
ap = 0 and assuming previous knowledge of 1 and w,s.

In this scenario, the only correlation function which matters is the two-point function
which amounts to the exclusion volume of each atom, h(r) = —O(r — ). For higher corre-
lation orders and following [15] we will make use of the overlap approximation. Ultimately,
because Eq.(154) establishes a relationship between y ;¢ and &, and the 7-factors can be
expressed as power series of pa, a relationship can be given between I, LDOS and the ef-
fective parameters which determine the transport of coherent light. Those are the index of

refraction, n, and the extinction mean free path, [.,;, which relate to x /¢ through

a=RV1+ ), L= 2%%{\/1 el (155)

First, we compute G, . In the overlap approximation,

Xi(k) = ~ (156)

where at resonance,

YD) = ’; / R TGO ()T — e @ K]}
PR oo
+ G(f)(k:)cos 0 + Gﬁo( ) sin? 9] (157)

For an MG dielectric, h(Q) = —47&351(Q)/Q = 4w53w with Q = |k'—k|¢ and j; the
spherical Bessel function of first order. Applying next Eq.(58) at the resonance frequency,
we find
-1
G (k) = G (k) [1+ palk2, GV (k) = P (k) (p)2)] (158)
From the above expression it is not straightforward to differentiate between the coherent

and the incoherent components of 2I"; as given in Eqgs.(127,128) for the power emission.

However, it is possible to go around this problem by first computing Eq.(158) order by order
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in ¢ = ks and then find out the origin of those terms in view of Eqs.(127,128). First, we

write 2779 a

2o = & / B L S P RN Y1 N IE D

n=0

where @@ = k€. Careful examination of the integrand of Eq.(159) yields the following de-

composition which includes all the terms up to O(0) in (,

ot. kres = ~\n Q <2 n
7l = e | a0z plat g -1 (160)
= (e [ aclh@yQry (161)
n=1
— 2/7T0tA Q,VJ'I:Ot.B' (162)

The integrand of Eq.(160) contains the poles of G| which satisfy the dispersion relations of
coherent modes. Eq.(161) carries those very high frequency modes, k > k,.s, which contain
the near field contribution. By taking the limit ¢ — 0, it is immediate to identify in Eq.(160)
the factor —1/3 (p&)? with the zero mode of —X(f)(k:). In the overlap approximation, that
leads to the MG formula for the effective susceptibility. Hence, it is X(f)(k =0) =1/3(pa)?
that enters in the place of X(f)(/f) in Bq.(158) for G/, We take advantage of this to arrange
the leading order terms of Eq.(160) (which are those of O(0) in ¢). We obtain,

ord = or,3{— 27?“*}
- k3
r

_Vres | |2

6egmh

~ 2fo§R{ EMG; 2 eMg}, (163)

1 —2
1-— 6—7Tk8’a0 + §k§a0[27l + 7”]’ , (164)

where T, contains the y-dependent factor which renormalizes |u|? due to the polarization

of the host particle. It is also immediate to verify that the coherent contribution of 2I'! is

Fﬂ\_JG‘C’oh.

precisely 2 as given in Eq.(152) (modulo prefactors),

ema + 2

QF,i,coh. — o MG|Coh. 21%0%{ }gyg{\/—} (165)

while
eva + 2

opA-dneoh: _ _op C‘{ }d{\/— 1. (166)

Therefore, at leading order in { = k,.,£, we conclude that the coherent emission —and only!

the coherent emission— can be computed in the framework of the effective dielectric constant
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approximation.

On the contrary, incoherent emission does not only contains the term QFf’I”COh', but also
the terms in 2I'7 which are proportional to {2718} given in Eq.(161). 2718 takes
account of those non-radiative high frequency modes which scale as 1/¢. Eq.(161) contains

terms of the form

[T sin(pQ) .
If) = /0 AQ “mr Withp<2¢+1, 20 <p < 3n, (167)
1@ = [T ag P i <90 2m<p<3 (168)
pa = W with p q, Zn S p < on.

With increasing value of n > 1 it is easy to verify that the above integrals converge quickly

to zero. Hence,

) m (=)

I = -~ 2= 169

P2 (29) (169)
—1)4p2a-1

o - T (170)

P 2 (2¢—1)!
Therefore, for any finite value of p&, the corresponding series in equation Eq.(161) is rapidly
convergent. We give below the first five terms of that series,

—kpes 171 2 47 334 ., 6891623

or 1270 5P g ) — 31955 )+ Sseamies

248 — (pd)5+...]. (171)

Let us consider next the computation of . The Green function for longitudinal modes

reads
1 xy(k) 1
k)= —=—"-—[1 k 172
Gy (k) R [+ (R)], (172)
where in the overlap approximation,
pa
X (k) = —, (173)

with
0 =~ [ @ F TGO k0 )

= ~(ap?} [ G~ )

X [Gﬁo)(k") cos® 0 + G(f)(k:’) sin? 4| . (174)

The above equation can be computed in closed form,

1 (@)
Q

XP(@Q) = (pal 1+ === F(Q, f(Q) =2i (i + ). (175)
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Likewise, it is possible to give a closed expression for G(Q) using the MG relationship for

ey in function of pa,

1 [1+6€MG_1j1(Q)
k?es eva+2 Q

The use of this expression in the computation of I') implies the computation of an infinite

g1(Q) = [ (176)

series of roots of 14 6”’25 Q) [15]. Instead of that, we rather expand Eq.(172) in powers

of pa as this allows to keep control over the convergence of the series,

G1(Q) = = Do (1) (O @/ (77)
Finally, we arrive at
res 1 - n+1 > 27 n
= wc_; o [ aeem@ir (78)

Note the similarity between the above equation and that for 2y7°# in Eq.(161). This is at
the root of the coincidence of the terms of order pa/( in the single-scattering model studied
previously. The convergence the series in Eq.(178) can be verified using similar arguments
to those employed for Eq.(161). - contains however additional terms of order 1/¢* and
order zero in ( as a result of exponenzing the function f(¢) in Eq.(175). We give below the
first five terms of the orders O(¢™3), O(¢™1) and O(¢?),

ksl . 2. L, 5, ., 272 40949
N = @[PQ + g(ﬂa)z + ﬂ(ﬂa)s + @(POM + 870912(ﬂa)5 +..] (179)
kres11 . 2., 5 544, ., 204745 .
_ Dre 1l 4 2 d il 2 (180
or (P T3P +16(p )+ 5g35 (P + 17pigea (P8 1 (180)
sl . 4, 5 1088 ., 204745
- o+ - 2 -0 attetiiiel Loast

For an MG dielectric, it is possible to distinguish between dispersion and absorbtion in the
same manner we did for the simple single-scattering model in Section VIB4. In particular,
the terms in Eq.(179) are the analog of a FRET process for the case that the transfer of
energy takes place between the emitter and an MG dielectric. Below, we write the complete

formulae for the different contributions to the decay rate (up to renormalization prefactors)
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in function of the effective dielectric constant,

rSoh — 2f0§re{€MG+2}§R{¢—} (182)

isper. - 1
plBisper QFO%{—XMG + X3 — 0.051 x5, + 0.055 X3, — 0.015 X536 + ...} (183)

3
. 2
FAbsorb. _ _21—10(\{€MG + }\3‘{\/—} (184)
2f‘0cx 1 2 3 4 5
+ < {56 + 5Xhia — 0076 X + 0.083 xirg — 0.022 xirq + .} (185)
oT, 1 1
+ S{xure + gXire — gXire +0.073 Xiig — 0.028 X3 + -} (186)

Note however that when multiple-scattering processes are involved, it might well be that
part of the decay attributed to absorbtion is actually due to dispersion by clusters of cor-
related host dipoles. A microscopical analysis of the origin of S{xa/¢} would be needed to
discriminate between both extinction processes.

At this point, it is interesting to compare the order O(¢°) term of I'™¢ to that usually
employed in the literature which includes the square of the Lorentz-Lorenz local field factor,
Iy, =2l (EMG”) Ve In our computation, TM¢ — 1¢eh 4 ThPisper - Thege terms are
the relevant ones for emission in absence of absorbtion, 3{ey ¢} < R{ene}. Expanding in

powers of xya = € — 1, we obtain up to order five,

. 7 3

rMe — 2m%{1 + GG + gx?\m —0.030 X3¢ + 0.037 X3, — 0.0007 x5, + ...}(187)
. 7 23

Lo = 20R{1+ X6+ 2 + 0035 X — 0.0 Xhig + 0.008 e + -}ass)

Therefore, in absence of extinction, the agreement is almost perfect up to order x%,,. As
we will argue in the next section, this agreement is just accidental. Therefore, in order
to differentiate between both formulae in non-absorptive media, it is necessary that higher
order terms be relevant. That is, the index of refraction has to satisfy n 2 V2. Never-
theless, we must point out that it has been assumed implicitly in Eqs.(187,188), by using
a unique value for I',, that the renormalization factor which accompanies i is the same in
both equations. For the decay of a weakly-polarizable host molecule this is not a problem.
However, for the decay of a foreign particle within a host molecule this might not be so.
Even for a non-dissipative medium the terms of orders O(¢3) and O(¢™!) are relevant (see
Eq.(49)) and they do not appear in the Lorentz-Lorenz approach. Therefore, any try to

differentiate between both approaches must necessarily assume some ad hoc common value
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for the renormalization factor. We give below the -factors which enter the renormalization
factor in Eq.(164) bearing in mind that such a renormalization factor must be set to 1 for

the case of a weakly-polarizable excited host molecule,

29L ) = v + e+ s (189)
-kres 7 3
= —i [gxMG + gxﬁm —0.030 X3¢ + 0.037 X35 — 0.0007 x5, + ---J(190)
kres 1 1
— 5 Z[XMG + gxﬁm +0.105 X3, — 0.027 Xbo + 0.006 x50 +...]  (191)
kpes 1 1, 1, . .

The above formulae are thought to fit the experimental results analyzed quantitatively in
[65]. There, Ce™ ions of low polarizability replace low-polarizability cations of several host
media. The life-time of the transition 5d — 4f is measured in several hosts and the data
are fitted in [64] to the usual VC and RC formulae. The authors find 'relative’ agreement
with the VC model. However, in their fits they leave the value of u to be fitted as well,
introducing this way an additional degree of freedom which improves artificially the fits.

Therefore, their results are far from conclusive.

B. The dielectric constant of a Maxwell-Garnett dielectric

The problem in this case is one of self-consistency. On the one hand, we must compute
the renormalized single-particle polarizability of the molecules, &, due to their embedding in
the dielectric. On the other hand, the renormalization of & gives rise to a renormalization of
the dielectric constant itself with respect to the MG formula involving in-free-space polariz-
abilities. Following the renormalization scheme developed in Section III B, beside the value

of ag and the in-free-space resonance wave number, kg, knowledge of the exclusion volume

2

(i.e. the correlation length &) and of non-radiative effects (i.e. the collisional shift AkZ

and collisional line broadening I'.,;.) are needed. While the latter effect are thought to be
relevant at high temperature, radiative effects are expected to dominate at low temperature
and for frequencies close to the resonance.

A possible setup which adjusts to this scenario corresponds to that in the experiment
carried out in [66]. There, selective-reflection techniques are employed to measure the fre-

quency shift in a high temperature potassium gas. At the frequencies of interest, the bare
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2 = 2.82 10" %m is the

electrostatic polarizability reads o = f 47r.ky? where r, = pr——

electron radius, the resonance wavelength is \g = 27k; ' = 770.1nm and the strength factor
is f = 0.339 for the transition 4 ?S;,, &= 4 2Py, [67]. The range of atomic densities in
the experiment is 10%m=3 < p < 2-10*m=3. We can keep the renormalization scheme of
Section III B by just replacing ag with a renormalized static polarizability which includes

both the regularization of 2%{7@} and collision factors,

sy (k) = aokg kg + AkZy — i Cenck — k171 (193)

coll.

This leads to the Lorentzian renormalized single-particle polarizability,

-1

- - . 1 -
a(k) = aoky |k3 + Ak, — i Teop.ck — k* + gaok;gk?(z‘s{m(f)} + 2y +y)i| - (194)

coll.

Next, in application of MG formula, the effective dielectric constant reads

Ena(k) = 1+ % =1+ yuc(k) =1 (195)

: - =y 1 oy 1 -1
+ paoks [kg + AK2, — i ek /c— k> + gaok‘gkz(zg{Qv(f)} + 27+ )i — gaok‘gp] :

The ~-factors are those of Eqgs.(189-192). Because they depend on yjsq, the problem be-
comes one of self-consistency. Self-consistency can be seen also as a consequence of including
recurrent scattering in the derivation of the MG formula. In physical grounds, it reflects the
complementarity of the double role played by the actual dipoles. That is, on the one hand
they polarize the sourceless EM vacuum characterized by €p;g. On the other hand, they
renormalize their own polarizability, a.

Once the self-consistency problem has been solved in terms of ya, the y-factors can
be computed and the renormalized values of I', w,.s and «q follow the equations of Section
ITTB. Note that the resonance frequency of €, differs w.r.t. to that of & in the so-called
Lorentz-shift, Ak} = —aokp.

The authors of [66] however did not include all the possible radiative effects in their anal-
ysis. They restricted themselves to the Lorentz-shift, Ak?. Because Ak? does not depend
on Xugq, no self-consistency was demanded. In the experimental setup of [66] no further
radiative effects are relevant despite the fact that the medium is highly opaque. The reason

being that collisional effects dominate. A detailed analysis of the problem —see [68]- reveals

that this is the case. The main reason is that those ( dependent terms in Eqs.(191,192),
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which would be expected to become large for |xyq| ~ 1, ko < 1, turn out to be irrelevant
in comparison to the collisional contributions. For a cold gas of potassium, a estimate for
¢ would be the van-der-Waals radius of K atoms, which is roughly 0.5nm. However, at
high temperature £ is rather determined by the collision cross section between atoms, which
turns out to be much greater. It would still be possible to increase the relative weight of the
radiative terms with respect to the collisional ones by lowering the atomic density. However,
for a precise calculation we would still need a good estimation for &.

To the opposite extreme belongs the scenario in which the medium is an atomic glass. In
such a case, there is the advantage that £ can be accurately determined. In fact, £ ~ p=1/3.
However, as pointed out in Section IIC, atomic orbitals overlap in such a way that the
electronic band configurations can be very different to those of the individual atoms iso-
lated. On top of that, there might be contributions of free electrons, which introduce an
additional source of uncertainty in computing that component of the susceptibility due to
plasma oscillations [69].

In view of the difficulties that high temperature atomic gases and solids present in evalu-
ating the radiative contributions to the renormalization of the dielectric constant, we propose
alternative setups. They must be such that undesired dynamical and collisional effects be
reduced to a minimum. In addition, the electronic structure of the dipole-constituents must
be hardly altered by their cohesive interactions. A cold atomic gas offers a scenario which
adjusts to these requirements [70]. The other possibility is the preparation of colloidal lig-
uids [71]. There, particles of well defined polarizability are in suspension on a background
solvent. The particles are ionized in such a way that the spatial correlation among them
is determined by the Coulombian long-ranged mutual repulsion and crystallization is sup-
pressed. The degree of order and the value of £ can be tuned to satisfy the conditions of an

MG dielectric.

VIII. SPONTANEOUS DECAY OF A LOW-POLARIZABILITY SUBSTANTIAL
IMPURITY

In this section we compute the decay rate, I', of a fluorescent weakly-polarizable emitter
with transition dipole moment p and resonance frequency w,.s = ckg. The emitter locates

at the center of a large cavity of radius R much larger than the correlation length £ among
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(a) (0)

FIG. 17: (a) Cermet topology scenario. The emitter with polarizability «q is surrounded by a
disconnected net of scatterers with correlation length £. (b) Simply-connected-non-contractible
topology in which the emitter is placed at the center of a cavity of radius R surrounded by a

continuous medium of dielectric constant e.

host scatterers. The polarizability of the emitter is low in comparison to that of the host
scatterers. The long-wavelength limit applies on the host medium, ko < 1, such that it
behaves locally as an effective medium of uniform dielectric constant ¢ = 1 4+ x. The setup
corresponds to that of Section V B. The topology associated to the embedding of the emitter
is that of a simply-connected-non-contractible manifold —see Fig.17(b). Its experimental

counter part corresponds to that of Fu*" ions in random media [72]. Our master formula is

2w7“68
I'= WWP%{Q’YEC +77°}, (196)

where the 7-factors are those of the RC scenario given by Egs.(81-96). Following those
equations, we will compute the ~-factors as power series of x. Our computation is exact
up to order two in y. In order to compare with the conventional empty-cavity model
formulation, we will restrict ourselves to the case kgR < 1, although exact formulae at all

the orders in kgR can be obtained beyond this approximation.
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The ~-factors are given by

- ke, [Pk

210(F) = —igt —2 [ slCL+ GG )
T4 &’k (0)72 2

+ 2 [ GlC+ GYPCLAK), (197)

7?0(%) = —%2/%[0” +G|(|0)]XHG|(‘O)(]€)
e / %[CH +GOPGpE (), (198)

where the cavity factors are those of Eqs.(90,91). Considering that the polarizability of the
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FIG. 18: (a) Feynman'’s rules . (b) Diagrammatic representation of the transverse and longitudinal

~-factors, 27{50 and vﬁc, as given by Eqgs.(197,198).

emitter is negligible and that the interaction of the emitter with the surrounding particles

does not modify its energy levels, neither changes on p nor in the resonance frequency hold.
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That way, we can perform the substitution of & with k in the above formulae. Up to zero

order in ko R we obtain,

291+ = - ik‘ [(6+2> f——( 1)2}

€
ko 1 1 e+ 2
O ) [(e—1 | 199
o [((koR)?’ * kOR) (=1 =] (199)
Normalizing by the in-free-space decay rate, I'g = 37:f) e u|?, T reads
€+2

) VA -t =1y (200
2e— )2 (-1 (201)

r =T, [9%{(

- (rr 2035

(koR)? k:oR
The terms in Eq.(201) are associated to absorbtion in the host medium [73]. We recognize
in the first term of the r.h.s of Eq.(200) the usual bulk term corrected by Lorentz-Lorenz
(LL) local field factors, X2 = Ty R{ (%)2\/@ The second term there includes corrections
of order > y2. It is also remarkable that if the empty—cavity Onsager—Bottcher (OB) local
field factors are used instead, I'yy =T 09‘%{( ) e} does agree with the two radiative

2e+1
terms of Eq.(200) up to order 2,

o 71
Foy = To(l+5x = 2x" + ). (202)

Our computation is in fact exact up to O(2). However, the nature of the emission associated
to the terms of Eq.(200) is different to the one attributed in the conventional empty-cavity
model. In the latter, '3} is considered as fully transverse. We show next that transverse-
coherent emission is just part of it, being the rest incoherent longitudinal emission associated

to dispersion. We can read the contribution of coherent emission from the diagrams in Fig.18,

pCoh. _ro—d{zy - rokio”[ / (¢, (k)L

Pk

, N 4’k

SHRUCL () [ 6 s

—I—ngéﬁ{[xcj_(\/gko)P}/g{GJ-(k)}(gﬂljs
_4]{:4%{XCJ_(\/EI{:O)}/S{GJ_(/€)} a7 ] (203)

; 2mp )

where the first term on the r.h.s of Eq.(203) corresponds to direct-coherent emission —

transverse components of diagrams (by), (ba), (bs) in Fig.18. In the above expressions,
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C'1 (Veko) stands for C' (k)|p= /e, T can be written in a more compact form as

[Coh. _ Fo [23?{[ — k3xC (Veko)] }/\S{GJ_ (27:;3 (204)
4 2R{K2C L (Veko)) / (G (37:;3], (205)

which immediately leads to

réeh — 1, [9%{\/}9%{ (6 i 2) } - %%{e - 1}], (206)

at leading order in kgR. For the dispersive and absorptive terms we get,

™" = FO%{#}’ (207)
Félgorb. — T, [\s{\/—}\s{<e+2) } (208)
- ((kolR)3 i k0R>%{ (63_61)2 — (e~ 1)}] (209)

Once more, the same reserves after Eq.(185) about the distinction between absorbtion and

dispersion apply.

IX. COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS APPROACHES

We have proved that our computation of LDOS™s5" of Eq.(32) with the ~-factors
given by Eqs.(60,61) is exact for a microscopically linear and statistically homogeneous
dielectric in which the electrical susceptibility tensor can be expanded as in Eq.(55). Here
we review on previous works, compare them with ours and emphasize where the errors in
those approaches are. Because the literature about complex media concentrates in setups
where an effective medium can be defined, we will restrict ourselves to such a particular

scenario. Our analytical study of an MG dielectric of Section VII belongs to that kind.

A. The erroneous inclusion of local field factors

The majority of approaches on non-dissipative media agree in giving an effective density
of states of the form

€gC

LDOsemission _
« 2hw

<Efoc (F) Efic (F)> ~ |k<<f 1£f n LDOSO? (210)
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where Ly is a local field factor. The approximation symbol denotes the restriction to long-
wavelength modes with k& < ¢! which is implicit in the use of the effective medium
theory. (EY, (7)) is interpreted as the electric field felt by the emitter located at 7 and
(B¢, (FEYT (7)) is the spectrum of its vacuum fluctuations. As pointed out in Section
VIB 3, because modes with & > £~! are not included in Eq.(210), such a field is actually
not microscopic but assumed uniform within the cavity of radius £&. Hereafter we use the
nomenclature of Section VIB3 where EX/(7) stands for EY%. () in the effective medium
theory. Likewise, E < (7) denotes the macroscopic field in the bulk. The usual procedure
in the literature is to compute E cff 7(7) classically by imposing boundary conditions at the
cavity surface. Those boundary conditions depend on whether the medium inside the cavity
is equivalent or not to the medium in the bulk. In both cases, effective media are assumed to
exist on both sides and the local and macroscopic fields are related via the induced polariza-

tion field [74] —see also [14] for a microscopic rigorous approach. In either case one obtains

Eeff

e, = L fE /7 in the small cavity limit. In the case the emitter is a dipole equivalent to

all the rest, the cavity is virtual and Ly = L1 = is the Lorentz-Lorenz local field

w
factor [55]. For the case that the cavity contains an emitter of much weaker polarizability
than that of the host scatterers, the cavity is assumed to be empty and L; = L, = %frl
[56]. Same approach is followed in more complicated dielectric configurations [75].

It is obvious that the above procedure cannot be the correct one as it ignores the modes
k > ¢! and hence the (-dependent terms in LDOS™#s"  Nevertheless, let us assume
for the moment that the above procedure is legitimum. The first erroneous assumption
which appears implicitly in Eq.(210) is that ...the local field factor appears squared, as " (or
LDOS) can be expressed in terms of and expectation value of the product of the two electric
field operators (Epee.) [76] — also in [22, 50, 77, 78]. The point being that the fact that the
classical values of Efj;f and Ele)f I are related by a constant of proportion L, does not imply

by any means that there is a constant of proportion E?c between their quadratic fluctuations

in vacuum,

Eg!(7) = LeEF () # (B (7) - EQINR) = 23 (EF(7) - EYTI ). (211)

loc loc loc

The proof of Eq.(211) was given in Section VIB3. We found there that the propagator of

EST reads
X!
Gir! (k) = Lim.{Gy1 Hieo = — 2-Gil (B), (212)
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i Lff — — eMG+2 : eff : : seff ~
with e Lrr &=, while G°/’ defined in Eq.(147) is the propagator of E57. Ne

glecting extinction, S{eyc} < R{emc}, and in application of the fluctuation-dissipation

theorem,
= = hw? 4’k
eff eff1 — eff
<Eloc (f) ) Eloc (f>> - _607T02 L / (27_(_)3%{GJ_ (k)}
= Lo (EFN @) - EYTNP) o Lop 7, (213)

which is proportional to the MG coherent emission computed in Eq.(152) instead. An alter-
native manner to understand where the confusion resides consists of interpreting the macro-
scopic vector fields as operators acting on the coherent vacuum defined in Section VIB 1. In
that framework, two factors Z%/? = E}-ff appear in the two-field vacuum expectation value

in passing from (ES7(7) - EZTT(7) to (ES(7) - ESTT(7)). That is,

loc loc
(Bt (7)- Bl (7)) = OMQUER! () B35 )yt = XeLL w0 ()37 (7) - 441 ()0

= Lo (B () - EdT(7). (214)

The non-necessary implication expressed in Eq.(211) was first appreciated by the authors of
[38]. The key argument given there being the lack of noise polarization. The authors of that
work introduced an operator to account for such an effect and then required consistency.
In our approach, we compute exactly the Green’s function of the self-polarization field.
Application of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem takes care of the polarization noise in an
exact manner.

In some old works it is claimed that it is only the bulk density of states, ~ n, the one
responsible for the spontaneous decay which enters Fermi’s Golden rule. That is based on the
macroscopic quantization carried out for the first time in [79]. Such interpretation has been
modified since then as further studies on the role and origin of the local field factors have been
performed. However, still recent works [35, 49, 80] appeal to the erroneous interpretation
that the density of states accessible to the photons emitted according to Fermi’s Golden
rule is just given by the bulk term. The latter corresponds to density of bulk normal modes
instead which we have denoted by LDOS#oureeless The relation between the coherent (and

only coherent!) emission spectrum and LDOS:%re¢’®ss was made clear in Section VIB2.
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B. The actual nature of radiation and the need to go beyond the effective medium

approximation

It is a common error in the literature to identify the total radiative emission with trans-
verse emission. As a matter of fact, the expression in Eq.(210) is intended as proportional
to transverse spontaneous emission, eg. [19, 38, 81]. This error is related to the use of
macroscopic fields and so to the neglect of short-wavelengths.

In the first place there is a problem in imposing continuity conditions at the cavity sur-
face. This is particularly problematic in the VC scenario. On the one hand, one assumes
that an effective medium exists on both sides of the cavity, which implies some length scale
over which the susceptibility is averaged in space. On the other hand, by imposing some
‘matching’ conditions at the cavity surface one is assuming that the width of the surface
is negligible in comparison to the length scale over which the spatial average has been per-
formed on each side. However, that width cannot be less than the typical correlation length
between the scatterers, £. That is precisely the radius of the inner cavity in which the spa-
tial average is performed. Therefore, matching conditions are expected to fail in general but
for those coherent modes which propagate in the ’effective’ medium. Those are, the ones
in W& and T'7" on Eqgs.(165,152). Because the rest of the transverse emission contains
(-dependent terms, it is clear that Eq.(210) cannot be fully transverse. However, we have
seen in Section VII'A that Eq.(210) yields almost the right result for the (-independent
total decay rate up to order two in y —Eqs.(187,188). This accidental coincidence is due the
addition of the longitudinal dispersive terms of Eq.(183). We showed in the single-scattering
model that, at leading order, the (-independent longitudinal term equals the contribution
of a local field factor. The resultant radiation was proved to be incoherent —see Section VI.
Nevertheless, it is still possible to distinguish between ours and the usual formula without
going to higher orders in x. If instead of using an integration sphere to collect the total
radiation in far field the coherent field were measured, the difference could be verified either
in experiments or in numerical simulations.

One possible way to go around the problem with the boundary conditions would be to
impose them not over the classical fields but over the Green’s functions. In the VC model
this is not a solution as one would face again the problem with the length scales. In the

RC model things can be more promising provided R > £. However, one has still to assume
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some form for the Green’s functions on both sides as done in [82]. Unfortunately, in doing so
all the intermediate correlations between the emitter and the medium are neglected. Only
the first scattering after the emission of a virtual photon and the last scattering before its
absorbtion get correlated to the emitter this way.

It is also an error to attribute to the whole absorptive (-dependent decay rate a longitu-
dinal nature. This was already noticed in [82]. In the overlap approximation, some of the

absorptive terms of Eq.(185) correspond to the transverse y-factor of Eq.(171).

C. Why the approach of [57] is not microscopic enough

We comment on the approach of [57] specifically because it is referred by some authors as
a microscopical proof of the usual formulae of the RC and VC models based on Eq.(210). In
the following and for the sake of brevity we will not write all the equations in [57] but only
those essential for our arguments. To avoid confusion, we will quote them within double
brackets.

The same as ours, the approach there bases on the computation of the Green function
of a system which consists of an impurity placed within a host medium. They calculate the
renormalized polarizability of the impurity following a similar procedure to that we used
in Section IIIB. The host medium considered in [57] is a cubic lattice with lattice spacing
€ ~ p~ /3. The medium is therefore strongly correlated. However, because for the frequen-
cies of interest ky§ < 1, an effective medium can be defined with x.rs ~ X for the reasons
argued in Section V A. This is used by the authors to extrapolate their results to random
media. The propagator of the local field is denoted by G,, in Eq.[(13)]. The authors first
compute a transference matrix and a propagator denoted by G, in the long-wavelength limit
k¢ < 1. The resultant propagator G (ﬁ, R ) of Eq.[(11)] links any two distant lattice sites
and contains only long-wavelength modes. Afterwards, the authors proceed to compute the
t-matrices of impurities which are embedded in the host medium. To do so, they calculate
G (Tomy T ), where 7, denotes the position vector of the impurity. In that calculation, the
propagator of Eq.[(11)] is attached to the impurities in two different manners, depending
on whether the impurity occupies a lattice site —in which case it is said substantial, with
subscript s— or not —in which case it is said interstitial, with subscript . That is done in

Eqgs.[(16,17)] through the computation of the 7,,-matrices.
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In the first place, the approach is not microscopical enough as the propagator in Eq.[(11)]
does not contain the necessary resolution to probe distances shorter than &, and the distance
from either an interstitial or substantial impurity to the first neighbors in the lattice is < &.
Therefore, only transverse long-wavelength modes can be accurately accounted for.

Nevertheless, for the case of an interstitial impurity their approach may be a good approx-
imation under some conditions, as the impurity is connected through free space propagators
to the T-matrix of the lattice and in the resultant function G;(7;, 7;), 7 is not a lattice vector.
However, the correlation of the impurity to the lattice that way reduces to the correlation to
the nearest lattice scatterers (the ones at the extremes of the T-matrix). An exact treatment
would require the implementation of additional correlations as we did in Section V B.

The situation is worse for the case of a substantial impurity. This can be seen by com-
parison with the exact result we obtained in the virtual cavity scenario. That is, for the
case that the polarizability of the substantial ”impurity” is equivalent to that of the rest
of particles of the lattice, the resultant setup would correspond to the strict virtual cavity
scenario. Therefore, in the long-wave length limit, one would expect to obtain a result pro-
portional to Eq.(152) for the renormalized long-wavelength decay rate —which is identified
in [57] with the radiative decay rate after Eq.[(15)]. Instead, they obtain an additional local
field factor which supports the erroneous introduction of one local field factor per electric
field operator. The reason for the mistake is that the authors make an erroneous usage of the
T-matrix and the propagator g(é, R") of Eq.[(11)]. The T-matrix in Eq.[(6)] just includes
terms which link any two dipoles in the lattice. However, if one is to compute G (ﬁ, ﬁ) out
of it, self-correlations must be explicitly considered. That is, negative correlations are cor-
rectly implemented in Eq.[(6)] by excluding the vector R = 0 in all the summations, which
leads to the equivalence with the overlap approximation in a random medium. However,
when distant scatterers are also correlated —eg. through self-correlations— such an addi-
tional correlation must be incorporated as conditions over the lattice vectors of the sums.
The translation invariance assumed in the sums gets 'virtually’ broken when introducing
self-correlation. That is the information which is missing in the approach of [57]. As a
consequence, the evaluation of G (ﬁ, R ) at R = R does not incorporate self-correlation in
the right manner and its use in Eqs.[(14,16)] is incorrect.

In the following, we analyze the formulae of [57], compare them with ours and spot the

errors. We have illustrated the failure in Fig.19. Eq.[(6)] with the approximation of Eq.[(7)]
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FIG. 19: (a) Diagrammatic representation of the T-matrix as computed in [57], Eq.[(6)], in the
long-wavelength limit of Eq.[(7)], k{ < 1. That limit is effectively equivalent to taking the overlap
approximation. (b) Diagrammatic representation of two ’apparently’ different diagrams in G(7,7).
They come to be equivalent when self-correlations are implemented. In the overlap approximation
of (a), because the 1PI piece underlined on the 7.h.s. is not included in the effective self-energy
function under the overlap approximation, such an equivalence disappears in the approach of [57].

(¢) Feynman rules.

is equivalent to
_ _ _ —1
T(ké — 0) = —k2a |1+ k2pa[GO (k) + O (ke — 0)]] , (215)

where C' (k€ — 0) is the cavity tensor with components given in Eqgs.(90,91). In the long-
wavelength limit, C'(k& — 0) = —% I a=ap[l+ i%ao] is the in-free-space radiatively
corrected single particle polarizability —the authors of [57] denote it by & instead. Only
the two-point correlation function, heo(r) = —O(r — &) with £ ~ p~1/3 enters the cavity
factors. That implies that, effectively, the same negative correlation function which enters
the computation of ;¢ in a random medium does so for the computation of the T-matrix in
a cubic lattice in the limit k¢ < 1. Expanding next the denominator of T as a perturbative
series in kZpa[GO (k) + C(k& — 0)], it is easy to verify that the overlap approximation
is implicit in this expansion such that the susceptibility there is that of MG in the limit
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k& — 0. Thus, To.pp(k) = T(k)|ge<1 reads,

Toss(k) = p~ xXme + XuaG (k) xal, (216)

where G.ff(k) is given in Eq.(147) and is denoted by G in [57]. Hence, for any two distant
lattice points B # R/, Eq.[(11)] can be otained in the long-wavelength limit by removing the
bare vertices ag, payg attached to the extremes of Eq.(216),
Gl (R R = (a/00)’L] 1 Gaie (R, ). (217)
If one is to compute G¢// (R, R) using the general expression Eq.[(4)], the T-matrix there is
not that in Eq.[(6)], which corresponds to the one which enters the Dyson equation Eq.(56)
for a cubic lattice. The point being that that in Eq.[(6)] was computed without considering
the possibility that the first and the last dipoles in the diagrams were the same. As a matter
of fact, application of the overlap approximation from the very beginning prevents from
correlating two distant scattering events —see Fig.19— and hence the diagrammatic 'trick’ we
used in Section IV B to deduce the exact formulae turns inapplicable. Hence, if one aims to
write the equation for G(R, R) in the form of Eq.[(4)], one should use a modified T-matrix
whose form derives from our Eq.(63),
Tig(h) = =[GV 1+ T (218)
Because a lattice is a strong correlated system, the exact formulation of the problem in
terms of the -matrix is more convenient as the correlation length can be extended eventually

further than ¢. The formula to compute the propagator G (ﬁ, ﬁ) is that in Eq.(73),
R | _ B
G(R.R)= 5= > GO - (7)), (219)

Note also that, for the sake of consistency, the fully renormalized & polarizabilities enter
this formula, and neither the in-free-space radiatively corrected one, «, nor the static one,

ag. The components of Ty of Eq.[(6)] in [57] relate to #(7;) in our nomenclature through

T; = > H(r e,

_ _ P | ~ ~ ~ N

T = —k;gd[]l + k2 G<0>(me““‘i] . {7y =€(@i+bj+ck), abeeZ, 74D
{ri}

(220)
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Writing the f-matrix in the alternative form, T'(7) = > (7 t(7)8@(F — 73), Eq.(219) reads

G(R, )= =2 / &r GO(F) - T(F) = —= / (3371; GO(k) - T. (221)

kia kia
For the long-wavelength modes, the same result as in an MG dielectric holds at leading order

in kogv

5/ 3 B —iko_ €mc + 2
G(R. R)liecr = — 15— ewe. (222)

For higher frequency modes, it is unavoidable to compute the first terms of T 2

X. THE ZERO-TEMPERATURE ELECTROMAGNETIC PRESSURE

The role of the zero-point-energy (ZPE) in a variety of physical phenomena has received
renewal attention in the last years. In particular, a strong motivation is to estimate its
contribution to the cosmological constant, A, in connection with the possibility of being
measured in the laboratory. The need for the existence of the cosmological constant is itself
a controversial matter which is out of the scope of this paper —see eg. [83-85]. Standard
cosmology predicts a small value for the current A, which needs of an apparently unnatural
fine-tuning. Leaving aside some exotic contributions to dark energy, at least two main
contributions to A must be considered. The first one comes from the Standard Model
of particles in the form of condensates of quarks and gluons and the Higgs itself. The
second one comes from the ZPE of quantum fields. Eventually, these energies give rise to
negative pressure which sources the repulsive gravity force that leads the expansion of the
universe. The main difficulty in dealing with ZPE computations is that the integrals involve
ultraviolate divergences. One could think of the need of being regulated by some physical cut-
off. However, this is not yet fully justified [86, 87]. Nevertheless, it is customary —as quoted
in [2]- to present genuine quantum electromagnetic effects like the Casimir effect, the van der
Waals forces, the Lamb-shift, etc. as evidences of the existence of the ZPE fluctuations of the
EM field. Further on, some papers have suggested the possibility of measuring the ZPE of the
electromagnetic field in Josephson junctions [88]. As pointed out by Jetzer and Straumann
(89, 90], the only physical observable which can be measured in absence of coupling to gravity
is the variation on the vacuum energy as a response to external couplings. Any physical
observable measured this way remains invariable to any prescription on the normalization

or regularization of the vacuum energy. Hence, the scheme we followed to regularize the

81



shifted-electrostatic polarizability, aY,,, was merely phenomenological. Infinite quantities

were swept under the carpet and remained unaffected by the rest of the renormalization
procedure. That regularization scheme only served to us to accommodate in the same
footing further finite contributions. It is analogous to the regularization of the divergences
in the electron self-energy which appear in QED in computing the experimental mass of the
electron [29, 30]. Figs.5(a, b, ¢z, ds) depicts how, after formal integration of those EM modes
which give rise to the bound atomic state A, one can interpret that the 'remaining’ vacuum
fluctuations which amount to the electromagnetic ZPE interact with such a state giving rise
to radiative corrections. However, this is just a result of the order in which fluctuations are
integrated out. It is plain that there is no transfer of energy from the ZPE into the dipoles
self-energy.

Jaffe pointed out in [2] that the Casimir force can be computed out of the derivation of the
density of electromagnetic states with respect to some parameter on which the background of
matter fields depend. In the case of the force between two metallic plates, the background
fields are the electric currents confined on the plates separated by some distance. The
diagrams involved contain external legs representing the fields on the plates —those are
the current loops depicted on the left plate of Fig.20(¢). This way, the diagrams with
photons attached to the plates cannot be interpreted as vacuum-diagrams. An alternative
interpretation is given by Milton et al. in [91]. The authors identify the interaction energy
between the plates with the self-energy which renormalizes their (divergent) bare masses. In
Fig.20(c) the photon propagators carry the radiative corrections which give rise to the plates
self-energy. In the interpretation of [2], it is the variation of the density of those photon
states which yield the Casimir force. In addition, in the context of Lifschitz formalism [92]
Milton identifies [1, 93] a bulk energy which depends on the dielectric medium between the
plates and is proportional to the volume.

We proceed next to describe where energies and forces reside in our formalism. It was
emphasized throughout Section II that actual dipoles play a double role as polarizing the
EM vacuum and renormalizing their own polarizability. In energetic terms, this gives rise
to a change on the energy carried out by the fluctuations of sourceless EM modes and to a
shift on the resonance frequency of the dipoles. The former is the analog of the bulk energy
of [93] while the latter is the analog of the self-energy of the metallic plates of [91]. We will
denote the energy density on sourceless EM modes by F,.s and that stored in the dipoles
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by Fat- The corresponding bare energy densities are the divergent ZPE of Eq.(10) and
Fo = phw, for dipoles in the atomic state A. While the latter, associated to actual matter,
can be detected in EM phenomena, the former eventually needs of coupling to gravity to be
detected [94].

Once the dipoles are considered bound states, statistical translation invariance holds
at length scales greater than a. It is in this sense that we can talk of a proper vacuum,
|Q)%! in contrast to the scenario of the parallel metallic plates. As it was illustrated in
Section IIB, the diagrams contributing to the energy of the polarized EM vacuum are
topologically identical to those contributing to the dipole self-energy. The only difference
being a change on the reference frame. Fig.20(a) shows a typical diagram of both F,.q
and F,,q. It contributes to F,.q when all the points on the diagram are equivalent. It
contributes to F,,, when the origin and end of the diagram is chosen to be a point scatterer
as in Fig.20(b). The main difference between F, .4 and F,,,; is that while the former can be
computed at zero-order in perturbation theory together with Fy, the remaining of F,,,; is a

second-order contribution. That is,
N ~
Fraa+ Fo = (2304 \V‘l/ d*r LUEE) + V" Ho() }ZW 7.0)  (223)
j=1

€ [N -
= 3 HQUEPPI) + Fo = —5— / W?Tr{ S{GL(T,F)}}dw + Fy(224)

_ C_l/hw LDOSZourcelessdw + JT_'O’ (225)

where Hy is given in Eq.(11) and V is the volume occupied by the dielectric and N is
the number of dipoles. The atomic wave functions of the dipoles in state A have been
explicitly separated so that their contributions to Fy are additive. The radiative term on
Eq.(224) assumes knowledge of x4 for any frequency. However, we have already argued that
our approach has a natural frequency cut-off at ¢/a. Also, in general, the dipoles contain a
number of atomic resonances so that Jy should contain a sum over those resonances instead.
For the sake of simplicity and in order to give a closed formula, we will restrict ourselves
to the computation of F,.,q up to frequencies where an effective medium exists, w < ¢/&,

yielding,

h
~ €0
Fradlocese = €+ s [ dwufo) - 1), (226)
where 7i(w) = R{, /¢Z;;}. LDOS in Eq.(225) is referred to in some papers as radiative density

of states [35, 49]. However, as stressed in the previous section, it must not be confused with
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that entering Fermi’s Golden rule. The second term in Eq.(226) is only non-zero within the
volume occupied by the dielectric. Hereafter we will denote it by Fdd = F,,; — E°.
For the computation of the remaining F,,,; we have to go to second-order in perturbation

theory to calculate the real part of the self-energy of each dipole. Formally, it reads

Fomat — Fo = V™ /d3 3 §R<QZ¢A

{5} {w;}

X <Z¢I F) fywj
= pzﬁfﬁ{ AP H it (7, 0101 (7)) (01 (7)o Hime (7 ) [0 (), €2)°

\wa (M) (227)

Hi(71) Z AGEONI | ﬂ Peoa — ooy, — hea] '} (228)
=1

X [hwa — hwp — hw] ™ }, (229)

where H,,,, is given by Eq.(13). We will simplify matters by considering just two-level dipoles
so that [; in the previous equations can take only the values A or B, with wy = wa — wp
the resonance frequency and p the transition dipole amplitude. Next, we make use of the

renormalization scheme developed in Section III B and identify
2p ~ ; ;
fmat - FO = phC Akres = 3—€0|M|2k2%{2’7ﬁ_ + 7|l|€}|l~c:kres‘ (230)

Akyes and ks deduce from Eq.(47). Our renormalization procedure takes care of possible
divergences in the computation of Eq.(229). Hereafter, we will denote the dielectric self-
energy by Fooy WE = Fow — Fo. At leading order in pag, the van-der-Waals energy FUW
between two random dipoles in an MG gas is given by Eq.(230) replacing §R{27ﬁ + 7{% Hizp ..
with the leading order term of %{%['”(l;:)} given by Eqs.(116,117). That energy corresponds

to the electrostatic interaction between two fluctuating random dipoles,
2 - -
F = PR (k)
360
-1
= p3—luffao /& = —p— agp/€. (231)
T€Q

The mutual induction is given by the 2"¢ and 3"¢ diagrams of Fig.14(b) with the propagators
carrying only longitudinal photons.

The dielectric and the corresponding polarized vacuum are characterized in our case by
the density of dipoles and a typical correlation length £ between them. The former plays an

analogous role to that of the separation between the metallic plates in the Casimir setup.
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In a van-der-Waals gas, ¢ is the van-der-Waals radius. Therefore, internal forces between
dipoles originate as a response to variations in both/either p and/or £. In high correlated

systems they both are related. For a gas, £ is fixed and the pressure reads,

0
Piot = ——{V( ﬁwl‘l’fgfle)}
af‘dzel 8;;6le w
= [p arp ‘Frc’l;fll] [p ap - ‘chi{E] = Prad + Pmat- (232)

Because the medium is statistically isotropic and homogeneous, the pressure is a scalar which
tends to expand or contract isotropically the distance between particles. Note that only P,
is considered when introducing van-der-Waals-Casimir forces in the free energy of a complex
medium. No reference is made to the electromagnetic pressure, P,qq. Praq is interpreted as
the pressure exerted over the dipoles by the vacuum fluctuations of the normal EM modes.
The fact that I'; Ak,.s and P, are all proportional to y-factors and their derivatives implies
that none of them can be attributed to transference of energy from EM vacuum fluctuations.
They are rather associated to changes in the self-energy of material degrees of freedom.

It is now straightforward to compute the zero temperature pressure of a van-der-Waals

PW = —d/p?, where a’' parametrizes the dipole-dipole

gas. That is usually written as [20]
interaction. Applying Eq.(232) to Eq.(231),

_ hwo ao

vdW __
P o 53 ,

(233)

we identify o’ = %2a3/¢3. Should we introduce the higher order terms in p of Eq.(179) we
would be performing the virial expansion of P2 restricted to van-der-Waals short-ranged
forces going like ~ 1/r7.

For the sake of completeness we compute in the same approximation P,.q. We will restrict
ourselves to the simplified case in which the dielectric possesses a unique resonance with not

too much loss of generality. Making use of Eq.(226) together with Eq.(195), we obtain

diel
F ad —

T

(Fo + AT (ko + Akyes + Akp), (234)

6472
where only finite p-dependent contributions have been considered in the range of validity of

Eq.(195). Next, using the values of the y!-factors computed in Section VIA,

7 1
ATH ~ gpaorm Ak, =~ ozgp/g?’, Akp = —gkoaopa (235)
. ie 5 Qo
we obtain, dicl 128 3k0a0p 1+ pao(g — 67r—£3>] (236)
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Applying Eq.(232), we get at leading order in pay,

5 «
kgagp2 (6 - 67T2-3

[1] -~ ch
rad = 19873

). (237)

For realistic values of & and «g, P,qq is positive except for extremely long-wavelength res-
onances of the order of 10°nm. This means that the contribution of the individual self-
energies of the dipoles in P,El]d is negligible in comparison to that coming from the additional
decay rate, AT and the Lorentz-shift, Aky. The latter being just proper of the effective
medium. Because Ak; enters with opposite sign w.r.t. that of AT its net effect is to
subtract from AT the longitudinal contribution of a local field factor at leading order in
pog, AT + Akp = AF[E. The ratio between Eq.(237) and Eq.(233) is,

Pl 5

Do = T3g.2 ko€’ S —10712, (238)

for realistic values of ag. Therefore, we find that P, is negligible for a van-der-Waals gas
in comparison to Pp,.:.

We finalize this Section speculating about possible observational effects of the above forces
at cosmological scales. It is known that the magnetic dipole associated to rotating galaxies
is strong. Therefore, the interactions between distant galaxies or clusters of these which are
not gravitationally bounded might be predominantly electromagnetic. As long as galaxies
can be treated as point dipoles, we can model the universe as a cold van-der-Waals gas. Its
pressure, disregarding the coupling to Hubble’s flow, would be determined by the van-der-
Waals-Casimir forces and the vacuum radiative pressure. However, we must emphasize that

this does not imply by any means that the associated energy ]ifféf Ey Fdie must be of any

gravitational relevance. Said this, it results tentative to associate the negative pressure Py
—which however only in flat space and ignoring retardation effects has been proved here to
be negative- with a cosmological constant. Nevertheless, P, might generate a red/blue-
shift of similar characteristics to the cosmological one at scales where the distribution of
galaxies is really isotropic and homogeneous. Otherwise, it would yield small variations on
top of the cosmological red-shift, due to the generation of peculiar velocities. Evidently,
curvature, causality, magnetic effects and retardation effects, so far ignored in the present
work, should be considered. Also, we would like to stress that, although we have showed

that ordinary QED effects are explained without reference at all to the ZPE, this does

not imply that current investigations on more exotic Casimir-like effects are meaningless.
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Note that our derivation of the total pressure in Eq.(232) considers only variations on the
configuration of actual dipoles, which does not affect to either F, or £°. However, other
kinds of variations may be thought of which so do. Hence, in the so-called Casimir effect in
compact dimensions and the dynamical Casimir effect in a manifold with moving boundaries,
the resultant pressure is associated to variations on the geometry of the space-time manifold.
That gives rise to the aperture/clousure of channels for the normal modes of quantum fields
and hence to variations on £°. The fact that the ’ordinary’ Casimir effect between parallel
plates can be explained effectively in similar terms is just due to the fact that the interaction
between perfectly metallic plates can be well approximated by boundary conditions over
the mediating EM field which 'mimic’ the effect of a compact space [2]. However, those
conditions are imposed over G and hence give rise to changes on the self-energy of the plates
[91] and not over £°. In this sense, P for a gas of galaxies is the actual cosmological

analog to the ordinary Casimir’s force.

XI. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the phenomenon of electric dipole emission in statistically homogeneous
complex media. Based on the computation of the spectrum of sourceless normal modes and
the spectrum of the EM fluctuations which yield the self-energy of the dielectric matter,
we postulate the distinction between a sourceless vacuum, [Q)*" and a self-polarization
vacuum, |Q)*P-. The former is a proper vacuum as it is translation-invariant. The latter
is defined upon each dipole. In physical grounds, the distinction bases on the observation
that the constituents of a dielectric play a double role. In the first place, they polarize the
zero-point vacuum, |0). Complementarily, they renormalize their own polarizability, aq, for
the multiple-dipole interactions generate a self-energy. The EM energy in |Q)*! is computed
non-perturbatively. The dielectric self-energy enters at second-order of perturbation theory
following Fermi’s Golden rule.

In application of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, the spectrum of EM fluctuations of
|Q)*! is determined by he Dyson propagator, G. The spectrum of fluctuations of the self-
polarization field in |Q)*? is determined by G. The latter satisfies a Lippmann-Schwinger
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FIG. 20: (a) Typical 1PI diagram contributing to both F%¢ and fzfé{ E Tt presents a characteristic
fractal structure. (b) Diagrammatic representation of LDOSS™#5" - Translation invariance around
the loop is broken at the position of the emitter. (¢) Sketch of the Casimir self-energy which
renormalizes the mass of two perfect conducting plates. On the Lh.s., current-loops are depicted.

On the 7.h.s. the representation mimics the formalism we used for the radiative corrections which

renormalize the bare polarizability of small dipoles.

equation with a stochastic kernel. In a homogeneous dielectric the kernel is given by

—ve pa X (k) 9 ©
=Ljk) =~ 1 — 22+ kox (k) Gy ()|
XL (k) G(f,)u(k) ”

As a result,

W) = L) Guhy =

G (k) = pi& (k) Gylk) = — X%

The above equation is exact in the strictly virtual cavity scenario (VC). For the self-

polarization of an impurity, the computation of G is model-dependent. The model is gener-
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ically referred to as real-cavity model (RC). It is possible to compute the kernel of the
equation for G in closed form for the case the impurity is placed in a large cavity with

R>¢,

1
RC 1PI 2 G(O)
| Iilpll (]{Z) X 7||(]{7) G(O?”(]{Z [ | 0 L ]

where #17/(k) is derived formally in Section VB. For a medium in which dipoles remain

fixed G can be expressed in function of the transference matrix as,

G (70, 70) k;gd Z GO 7, 7o)

The local density of EM states in |[Q)*P- is denoted by LDOSE™%" for it corresponds
to the density of channels accessible to the emitted photons. The power emission, W, the
decay rate, I' and LDOS™s50" are decomposed according to their transverse/longitudinal

and coherent /incoherent nature as,

mwm=w%/d%2mmwﬁwawm

et = w, [ o5 20 Wymiu ),

Wi = w, [ 28 %M“PWU}

et — Wo/ (gﬁ):)) %{Xi(&)}%{G”(k)}’

where W, must be substituted by the appropriate constants in the case of I' and

>Coh’ is

LDOSemsssion - We found that the vacuum in which coherent emission propagates, |2

additionally polarized w.r.t. that of bulk normal modes, |Q2)*". The renormalization func-

tion being, Z, || = %{%} In a Maxwell-Garnett dielectric, it equals a local field factor.
We have computed the decay rate of a weakly-polarizable interstitial atom in an MG

dielectric. The results are meant to fit the experimental data on the life-time of Ce™? ions.
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We obtained,

TSoh = 2f0§re{€MG+2}§R{¢—}

isper. - 1
rlBisper QFO%{—XMG + =Xire — 0.051 X3, + 0.055 x5, — 0.015 x5,6 + -}

3
~ 2
FAbsorb. _ _21—10(\{€MG + }\5‘{\/—}
2f‘0(\ 1 2 3 4 5
+ C \9{§XMG + §XMG —0.076 Xy + 0.083 X3 — 0.022 X3y + -}
oT, 1 1
+ 3 S{xme + gX?wG - gX?wG +0.073 Xy — 0.028 X3y + -},

where T, contains the renormalization of (. In the single-scattering approximation, a clas-
sification of the decay rate in terms of radiative and non-radiative energy transfer has been
given —see Fig.16.

The computation of the dielectric constant of an MG dielectric is a problem of self-
consistency due the double polarization role played by point dipoles.

We have computed the decay rate of a low-polarizable substantial impurity within a
large cavity. The results are meant to fit the experimental data on the life-time of Eut3

ions. Formulae are exact up to order O(x?),

rie = nfatvan{ (52} - -]
Fu%gisper. R { (;E— 2)* }

pabsorb. _ —FO{J{J}J{CH) }
+ ((kolR>3 * ij)g{ (63_61)2 ~ (-1

In comparison to previous works, we have found that the usual formulae for the decay

rate in the virtual and the real cavity models are erroneous in physical grounds. The main
reason being that the inclusion of one local field factor per field operator entering Fermi’s
Golden rule is an erroneous assumption. Also, only coherent emission can be accurately
computed using macroscopic fields and incoherent radiative emission is longitudinal.

The total EM energy density is the sum of the energy of the EM fluctuations in |Q2)**,
Frad = QWCQ i szr{\s{G 1 (7 )}}dw plus the total self-energy stored in the dielectric,

Fonat = Fo + 350 2| u|2k2R{27% +7|’|“}|k ). It is the variation of the latter w.r.t. external

parameters, ¢ and p, that gives rise to generalized van-der-Waals-Casimir forces in a
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complex media. Neither zero-point EM vacuum energy nor JF; contribute. The variation
of Fraa + Fmar W.r.t p yields an isotropic pressure. The zero-temperature pressure of a
vadW _ _ hwo

= 002 p?/€3. Higher order terms of the virial

van-der-Waals gas is found to be s

expansion have been found together with additional contributions from long-ranged forces.
The radiative pressure at zero temperature is estimated to be at least twelve orders of
magnitude weaker at leading order in p.

We have argued on the possibility of testing our formulae for e.ff, I' and resonance
shifts in experimental setups. Cold atoms and colloidal liquids are suggested to be suitable
candidates. In order to distinguish ours from the usual formulae of the virtual cavity and
the real cavity models, it has been argued that either high refractive index or optically thick
media are needed. Alternatively, measuring the coherent radiation instead of integrating
the total one may do.

The detection of the zero-temperature radiative pressure, which is estimated inviable
in gasses, might be possible in highly correlated cold fluids which present structural
resonances. However, we need a more precise dielectric function than that for the two-level
mono-atomic dielectric used in the derivation of Eq.(237). The dielectric constant should
be valid for a much wider range of frequencies. To this respect, Kramers-Kronig relations
[95] might help in performing the integration of F&¢. More investigation is needed on this

point. Finally, predictions at cosmological scales need of the introduction in the present

formalism of curvature, retardation and magnetic effects. Work on this matter is in progress.
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