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We propose a scheme for attaining slow and fast light via coherent control of the hyperfine ground and excited
states of an ultracold atomic system. The proposed scheme is theoretically analyzed for the D1 transition of
ultracold 23 Na atoms. The role of field detuning and field intensity on both the population transfer and induced
polarization is investigated. It is shown that slow and fast light, with large bandwidth could be obtained in the
proposed system. It is inferred that both slow and fast light could co-propagate, pertaining to different optical
and Raman transitions. Further, it is observed that switching between the slow and the fast light is achievable
by controlling the field intensity, as well as the field detuning.

I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility to control the group velocity of light pulses
propagating through atomic medium has led to the emergence
of slow and fast light. These effects are at the forefront of
optical science research due to its promising applications in
optical telecommunication, interferometry, and laser radar [1–
6]. Apart from atomic media, slow and fast light phenomena
is a topic of intense research in a variety of media, includ-
ing optomechanics [7, 8], optical fibers [9] and photorefrac-
tive crystals [10, 11]. In fact, recently, slow and fast light is
experimentally demonstated even in a plasma medium [12].
Furthermore, storage and retrieval of optical pulse was re-
ported, and recently implemented with a nonlinear metama-
terial; where the concept of dark-state polariton, a combined
atomic and optical excitation, clarifies how the quantum state
of the probe is ‘imprinted’ in the atoms [13–17]. On the other
hand, fast light in a medium with gain doublet, dip in gain
profile, was proposed [18], then demonstrated by creating a
Raman gain doublet using a bichromatic field [19]. Moreover,
fast light was demonstrated by rendering a Raman gain peak
into a doublet using a coherent control field [20]. Slow and
fast light have been observed extensively in solid-state ma-
terials and realized in optical fibres utilizing coherent popu-
lation oscillation, stimulated Brillouin and Raman scattering
[4–6, 9, 21, 22].

Slow light, also known as subluminality, stands for light
propagation with a group velocity vg less than the velocity of
light in vacuum c, while fast light, also known as superlumi-
nality, refers to light propagation with vg > c or vg < 0. It was
thought that superluminal velocities are generally unphysical
in the sense that light wave traveling with superluminal ve-
locity does not transmit any information through the medium
otherwise the causality principle of relativity theory would be
violated [23]. Accordingly, subluminal group velocity can be
regarded as signal velocity, which is not the case for superlu-
minal group velocity [24, 25].

The group velocity for a traveling optical pulse vg = c/ng,
where the group index ng = n+ω dn

/
dω , depend on the re-

fractive index n and its dependence on frequency ω—the dis-
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persion dn
/

dω . It is well known, from Kramers–Kronig re-
lations which satisfy causality principle, that the dispersion
changes sign steeply about absorption line (or closely-spaced
absorption doublet), equivalent to dip in gain profile; where
the steep anomalous (negative) dispersion near absorption line
center results in fast light and the normal (positive) dispersion
in the wings of absorption line results in slow light; likewise,
slow light, associated with normal dispersion, is expected near
the center of gain line (or closely-spaced gain doublet), equiv-
alent to dip in absorption profile which is also known as spec-
tral hole, and fast light, associated with anomalous disper-
sion, is expected in the wings of gain line [6, 16, 24, 26–30].
The observation of electromagnetically induced transparency
(EIT) [31, 32], a quantum destructive interference effects in
which a transparency window is generated between two ab-
sorption peaks, a dip in absorption profile, opens the way
for slow light demonstration in Bose-Einstein condensate of
sodium atoms with vg = 17 m/s [33], and the observation of
vg = 90 m/s [34] and 8 m/s [35] in rubidium vapor. Despite
the near complete symmetry between slow and fast light ef-
fects, it was found that large fractional, delays is easily attain-
able than advances, on resonance. This may be attributed to
the constraints imposed by both the maximum allowable loss
or gain in a medium. The loss should not be too large, as the
transmitted pulse would be too weak to be noticeable. Again,
the gain should not also be too large at any frequency; other-
wise the process of amplified spontaneous emission may oc-
cur resulting in the depletion of gain of the material[30, 36].
Slow light of EIT medium can be switched to fast light by
driving the transition between the ground states using an ad-
ditional control field in a closed system [37], or by tuning the
phase of one of the fields in an open system [38]; conversely,
fast light of single absorption line can be switched to slow
light by controlling the coupling field intensity [39]. Coprop-
agating slow and fast light manifested by EIT-assisted non-
linear gain and absorption has been observed experimentally
[40]. In this paper, we investigate the role of field detuning
on both the population transfer and the induced polarization
for optical and Raman transitions of the system. we observe
slow and fast light, with large bandwidth at intermediate field
intensity. The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we
present the density matrix equations for the proposed four-
level atomic system driven by a single coherent laser field.
Section III contains our simulated results and discuss popu-
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lation transfer, coherence, and slow and fast light, with large
bandwidth, followed by conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. THE MODEL

We consider a four-level atomic system, where two hyper-
fine ground states, |1〉 and |2〉, are coupled by a single coher-
ent laser field of frequency ω and amplitude E to two hyper-
fine excited states, |3〉 and |4〉, as depicted in Fig. 1. This
system can be realized by the hyperfine states associated with
the D1 transition of an alkali atom with a nuclear spin quantum
number I = 3/2 (7Li, 23Na, 39,41K, and 87Rb), where the total
angular momenta of the hyperfine ground and excited states
are F = 1, 2 and F ′ = 3, 4, respectively. The electric field can
be written as: E = (ε̂Eeiωt +c.c)/2. Under the dipole and the
rotating-wave approximations, the Hamiltonian of a four-level
atomic system is given by:

H/h̄ =

 0 0 Ω13 Ω14
0 ∆g Ω23 Ω24

Ω13 Ω23 −∆ 0
Ω14 Ω24 0 ∆e−∆

 , (1)

where Ωi j = −µi jE/2h̄ is one-half Rabi frequency for the
transition with electric dipole moment µi j. ∆g = ω21 and
∆e = ω43 are ground and excited states hyperfine energy split-
tings, respectively. ∆ = ω−ω32 is the laser field detuning. It
should be noted that ωi j = ωi−ω j. The density matrix equa-
tions describing the atomic system dynamics are given by:

ρ̇11 = γ31ρ33 + γ41ρ44 + i[Ω13ρ13 +Ω14ρ14− c.c]
ρ̇22 = γ32ρ33 + γ42ρ44 + i[Ω23ρ23 +Ω24ρ24− c.c]
ρ̇33 =−(γ31 + γ32)ρ33− i[Ω13ρ13 +Ω23ρ23− c.c]
ρ̇44 =−(γ41 + γ42)ρ44− i[Ω14ρ14 +Ω24ρ24− c.c]
ρ̇31 = Γ31ρ31− i[Ω13(ρ11−ρ33)−Ω14ρ34 +Ω23ρ21]

ρ̇32 = Γ32ρ32− i[Ω13ρ12 +Ω23(ρ22−ρ33)−Ω24ρ34]

ρ̇41 = Γ41ρ41 + i[Ω13ρ43−Ω14(ρ11−ρ44)−Ω24ρ21]

ρ̇42 = Γ42ρ42− i[Ω14ρ12−Ω23ρ43 +Ω24(ρ22−ρ44)]

ρ̇21 = Γ21ρ21 + i[Ω13ρ23 +Ω14ρ24−Ω23ρ31−Ω24ρ41]

ρ̇43 = Γ43ρ43 + i[Ω13ρ41−Ω14ρ13 +Ω23ρ42−Ω24ρ23]

, (2)

with ρi j = ρ∗ji and ∑
4
i=1 ρii = 1. γi j denotes the spontaneous

decay rate from state |i〉 to | j〉. Γ21 = −i∆g, Γ31 = i(∆−
∆g)− (γ31 + γ32)/2, Γ32 = i∆− (γ31 + γ32)/2, Γ41 = i(∆−
∆g−∆e)− (γ41 + γ42)/2, Γ42 = i(∆−∆e)− (γ41 + γ42)/2 and
Γ43 =−i∆e−(γ31+γ32+γ41+γ42)/2. As we are dealing with
dense media, in which many atoms exist within a cubic reso-
nance wavelength, the near-dipole-dipole interaction (NDD)
needs to be considered by incorporating local-field correc-
tion resulting in the following relation: Ωi j = Ω− εi j Re(ρi j),

where εi j =
Nµ2

i j
3ε0h̄ provided that N is the atomic number density

and ε0 is the permittivity of free space [41, 42]. We choose the
average of ground and excited states hyperfine energy split-
tings ∆u = (∆g+∆e)/2 as a unit scale for detuning, and define

FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic of the Four-level atomic system.

a new detuning ∆c = ∆−∆u by raising the point of zero de-
tuning by ∆u.

It may be useful to be reminded that the atomic system re-
sponse to the applied fields is determined by the complex sus-
ceptibility parameter, χ = χR + iχI , which is connected to ρi j,
which is again a complex quantity, via the following relation
[43, 44]:

χi j =
Nµi j

εoE
ρi j =−

N
∣∣µi j
∣∣

εoE
ρi j . (3)

It is well known that the real part of susceptibility, i.e. χR
(which is again related to Re(ρi j)), is related to dispersion
while the imaginary one, i.e. χI (which in turn is associated to
Im(ρi j)), is related to absorption of the atomic system [43].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We solve Eqs. 2 and their complex conjugates at the steady
state to investigate the role of field detuning on both the popu-
lation transfer and the induced polarization for optical and Ra-
man transitions of the system. We consider the D1 transition
of Bose-Einstein condensate of 23Na atoms with atomic num-
ber density N of 1.5× 1020 m−3 at a temperature of 2.0 µK
[45]. Note that all hyperfine transitions have the same, spon-
taneous decay rate γ/2π of 9.76 MHz and electric dipole mo-
ment µ of 21.1165×10−30 C ·m [46–48]. The ground and ex-
cited states hyperfine energy splittings are ∆g/2π = 1771.62
and ∆e/2π = 188.88 MHz, respectively. Accordingly, the unit
scale for detuning is ∆u/2π = 980.25 MHz. Figure 2 exhibits
the role of field detuning on population transfer for four dif-
ferent field intensities, namely 0.5γ , 5γ , 20γ , and 100γ which
would be referred respectively as small, low-intermediate,
high-intermediate, and large field intensities throughout the
rest of the paper. Interestingly, we observe complete popula-
tion transfer, for Raman transition, between the two hyperfine
ground states [Fig. 2(a)] at small field intensity around the
positive and negative peaks of ∆c/∆u ≈ ±1, i.e., the field is
near resonant between |4〉 and |1〉 states, and |3〉 and |2〉 states
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respectively. As the field intensity is increased, the curve de-
picting population transfer gets flatten gradually leading to in-
significant population transfer for large field intensity. Then
the curve reverses its direction near about ∆c = 0 at high-
intermediate field intensity of 20γ . For the other Raman tran-
sition between the two hyperfine excited states [Fig. 2(b)],
partial population transfer occurs at intermediate field inten-
sities with positive and negative peaks about ∆c = 0. It can
be seen that there is insignificant population transfer for small
and large field intensities. In view of these results, it could
be concluded that population inversion for optical transitions
does not occur.

In Fig. 3, we depict the effect of field detuning on the real
and imaginary components of the induced polarization, which
are correlated to dispersion and absorption respectively, for
optical transitions, |3〉 ↔ |1〉 and |4〉 ↔ |1〉, under different
field intensities. In the rest of the manuscript, for brevity
and clarity of explanations, we refer the optical transitions,
|3〉 ↔ |1〉 and |4〉 ↔ |1〉 as optical transitions I and II respec-
tively. As could be seen from Fig.3, the spectral range of the
region of anomalous dispersion associated with the absorp-
tion line for the optical transition I and II at low-intermediate
field intensity is approximately 2 ∆u. This region of (linear)
anomalous dispersion is appropriate for realizing fast light
with large bandwidth. On the other hand, the region of normal
dispersion of the red-detuned wing of absorption line, corre-
sponding to intermediate field intensity, has a spectral range
of approximately 4.5 ∆u. This region could be split into two
sub-regions of (nearly linear) small and large normal disper-
sion. The latter sub-region is appropriate for realizing slow
light with large bandwidth. Interestingly, the large-linewidth
absorption-profile changes to gain profile, for the optical tran-
sition I [Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)] at the high-intermediate field in-
tensity. Now, the spectral range of the region of steep-normal
dispersion associated with the gain line is found to be approx-
imately 0.15 ∆u. This region of dispersion, which is nearly
linear, is appropriate for realizing slow light. It could be seen
that the red-detuned wing of the gain line, which has a spectral
range of approximately 4.9 ∆u, exhibits anomalous dispersion.
This region could be split into two sub-regions of (nearly lin-
ear) small and large normal dispersion. The latter sub-region
is appropriate for realizing fast light with large bandwidth.
Again, it could be observed that there is a steep but small
anomalous dispersion regime, near ∆c = 0 and ∆c > 0, that
could be utilized for attaining fast-light. Thus, by controlling
the field intensity or the field detuning, switching from slow
to fast light or back, is feasible.

We can carry out a similar analysis for the optical tran-
sition II. Here, we observe that the absorption profile with
large-linewidth, corresponding to intermediate field intensity,
[Figs. 3(c) and 3(d)] transforms into an absorption pro-
file with narrow-linewidth at high-intermediate field intensity.
The spectral range of the region of very steep-anomalous dis-
persion associated with the absorption line is approximately
0.15 ∆u. This linear dispersion region, near ∆c = 0 and
∆c > 0, is appropriate for realizing fast light. One could
observe a steep normal dispersion region at the other side,
i.e. near ∆c = 0 and ∆c < 0; this region could be used for

slow-light. The region of dispersion corrsponding to the red-
detuned wing of the absorption line has a spectral range of
approximately 4 ∆u. This region could be further divided into
two sub-regions of (nearly linear) small-anomalous and large-
anomalous as indicated in Fig. 3(c). The latter sub-region is
appropriate for realizing fast light with large bandwidth. Thus,
by tuning the field intensity or the frequency of the external
field, it is possible to attain switching from slow to the fast
light or back. One of the advantages of the proposed scheme
is that the switching mechanisms could be realized with large
bandwidth for both the optical transitions.

In addition to these switching behaviors from the slow to
the fast light or the reverse, it could be seen from Fig. 3 that,
at high-intermediate field intensity, the slow light associated
with optical transition I could co-propagate with the fast light
related with the optical transition II. In passing, it is worth-
while to mention that the spectra of polarization for the opti-
cal transitions, |4〉 ↔ |2〉 and |3〉 ↔ |2〉 are not depicted as we
find that these transitions are connected to optical transitions
I and II, by dint of the following empirical relations:

ρ42(±∆c)+ρ
∗
31(∓∆c) = 0

ρ32(±∆c)+ρ
∗
41(∓∆c) = 0

(4)

We can also make few observations on maximum attainable
coherences in the proposed system. It could be seen from Fig.
3(a) that for the transition I, we can obtain a coherence of ≈
0.3 (on the scale of maximum attainable coherence of 0.5) at
the low-intermediate intensity. On the other hand, the same is
feasible at low- as well as, high-intermediate intensity for the
transition II, as could seen from Fig. 3(c).

Now, as regards the Raman transitions, |2〉↔ |1〉 and |4〉↔
|3〉, are concerned, the behavior of the corresponding induced
polarizations could be predicted from the optical transitions
themselves, as follows. Let us consider the steady state so-
lutions of the induced polarization for Raman transitions by
setting ρ̇21 and ρ̇43 of Eqs. 2 to zero; this leads to the follow-
ing equations:

Γ21ρ21 =−iΩ[ρ23 +ρ24−ρ31−ρ41]

Γ43ρ43 =−iΩ[ρ41−ρ13 +ρ42−ρ23]
. (5)

Here, for simplicity we neglect the near dipole-dipole inter-
action, which may be of importance only at small field inten-
sity. Using Eqs. 4, we can express Eqs.5 as follows:

Γ21ρ21 = iΩ[ρR
31 +ρ

R
41]

Γ43ρ43 = iΩ[ρ∗R31 −ρ
R
41]

, (6)

where ρR
i j = ρi j(±∆c)+ρi j(∓∆c).

It is easy to infer directly from Eqs. 6, that the spectra of
the induced polarization for Raman transitions is symmetric
about ∆c = 0 axis, i.e. it is even function of ∆c. Bearing that
in mind, we depict the effect of field detuning on the real and
imaginary components of the induced polarization for the Ra-
man transitions under different field intensity in Fig. 4. For
brevity of explanations, we split the spectra of the induced po-
larization into two regions, 1 and 2 as shown in Fig.4. Each
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Population transfer as a function of field detuning for the Raman transition between the two hyperfine: (a) ground-, (b)
excited- states.

region has a spectral range of 5 ∆u. Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) dis-
cuss the Raman transition |2〉↔ |1〉, while Figs. 4(b) and 4(c)
consider the one with |4〉 ↔ |3〉. It could be seen from Fig.
4(a) that, at low-intermediate intensity near ∆c = 0, we have a
linear anomalous dispersion region in 1 and a normal one in 2.
These regions correspond to a broad-gain profile, as could be
observed from Fig. 4(b). Thus just by a slight change in field
detuning, one can switch from a fast to a slow light or back.
It is interesting to observe that, at high-intermediate field in-
tensity, the gain profile gets wider, and a very sharp spike ap-
pears at the gain line center. Now the corresponding disper-
sion curve exhibits, near ∆c = 0, very steep anomalous and
normal dispersion in region 1 and 2 respectively. This could
again be exploited for fast and slow light applications.Thus,
by controlling the field intensity, switching from fast to the
slow light could be achieved. However, it should be noted that
the proposed scheme is not effective at very large intensity or
at small intensity, as evident from Fig.4.

Now, as regards the Raman transition, |4〉 ↔ |3〉 is con-
cerned, one can observe steep, normal and anomalous disper-
sion in region 1 and 2 respectively at high-intermediate in-
tensity near ∆c = 0. In contrast, we can notice (near linear)
anomalous and normal dispersion at low-intermediate inten-
stity in the respective regions. It is worthwhile to note that,
here, these dispersion curves pertain to aborption lines; while
in the case of Raman transition,|2〉 ↔ |1〉, discussed earlier,
the dispersion curves are related to gain lines. Once again, we
find that either by field detuning or changing the intensity we
can switch from fast to slow light or back. One could have a
larger band-width, and lower absorption, in the case of low-
intermediate intensity compared to the high-intermediate one.
Again, for reasons raised earlier, the Raman transition involv-
ing the hyperfine ground states is preferable for exploration of
fast light phenomena over that of the excited ones. Further,
it could be observed that, at high-intermediate field intensity,
the fast (slow) light-associated with the gain line, correspond-

ing to |2〉↔ |1〉 Raman transition could co-propagate with the
slow (fast) light associated with loss-line for the Raman tran-
sition |4〉 ↔ |3〉. Finally, we observe that, while very little
coherence is possible to attain between the hyperfine excited
states, it is possible to obtain maximum coherence of ≈ 0.5
between the two hyperfine ground states, though, at large field
intensity.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have theoretically analyzed the role of
field detuning on both the population transfer and the induced
polarization for optical and Raman transitions in an ultracold
atomic system. We have observed complete population trans-
fer, for Raman transition, between the two hyperfine ground
states at small field intensity when the field is near resonant
between |4〉 and |1〉 states or |3〉 and |2〉 states. We have as-
certained that slow and fast light, with large bandwidth are
achievable at intermediate field intensity for the optical tran-
sitions, |3〉 ↔ |1〉 and |4〉 ↔ |1〉. In addition, by controlling
the field intensity, switching from the slow to the fast light,
with large bandwidth and the reverse are attainable. It is ob-
served that at high-intermediate field intensity, the slow-light
associated with gain for the optical transition |3〉 ↔ |1〉 co-
propagates with fast-light associated with loss for the optical
transition |4〉 ↔ |1〉. Similarly, we have observed that slow
and fast light, with large bandwidth are feasible at intermedi-
ate field intensities for Raman transitions of the system. One
could switch from fast to slow light, with large bandwidth, by
tuning the field intensity for the Raman transition between the
two hyperfine ground states. It is observed that the fast-light
associated with the gain for the Raman transition between the
two hyperfine ground states could co-propagate with the slow-
light associated with loss for the Raman transition between the
two hyperfine excited states. Finally, it should be noted that
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Spectra of the real and imaginary components of polarization for the optical transitions between |3〉 ↔ |1〉 [(a) and (b)]
and |4〉 ↔ |1〉 [(c) and (d)]. N and A refers to ’Normal’ and ’Anamolous’ dispersion respectively.

while our scheme is discussed in the context of the sodium D1
transition, the proposed scheme should be applicable to other
alkali atoms such as 7Li, 39,41K, and 87Rb) or other molecular
systems satisfying the required conditions.
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