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Atomic-motion-induced spectroscopic effects nonlinear in atomic density in a gas
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The interatomic dipole-dipole interaction is commonly thought to be the main physical reason
for spectroscopic effects nonlinear in atomic density. However, we have found that the free motion
of atoms can lead to other effects nonlinear in atomic density n, using a previously unknown self-
consistent solution of the Maxwell-Bloch equations in the mean-field approximation for a gas of two-
level atoms with an optical transition at unperturbed frequency wqy. These effects distort the Doppler
lineshape (shift, asymmetry, broadening), but are not associated with an atom-atom interaction.
In particular, in the case of nka3 < 1 (where ky = wy/c) and significant Doppler broadening (with
respect to collisional broadening), atomic-motion-induced nonlinear effects significantly exceed the
well-known influence of the dipole-dipole interatomic interaction (e.g., Lorentz-Lorenz shift) by more
than one order of magnitude. Moreover, under some conditions a frequency interval appears in which
a non-trivial self-consistent solution of the Maxwell-Bloch equations is absent due to atomic motion
effects. Thus, the existing physical picture of spectroscopic effects nonlinear in atomic density in a

gas medium should be substantially revised.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Collective effects are one of the most interesting and
important issues in fundamental physics. With regard
to laser spectroscopy of resonant gas media and high-
precision atomic clocks, collective effects, such as the in-
teratomic dipole-dipole interaction, distort the resonance
lineshape (shift, broadening, asymmetry) [1-43]. The
need to use a quantum mechanical many particle formal-
ism (for example, a many-atomic density matrix), sig-
nificantly complicates the theoretical description of such
effects. In this case, most theoretical papers investigate
the limit where the collisional broadening of the line ex-
ceeds the inhomogeneous Doppler broadening caused by
the free motion of atoms as this somewhat simplifies the
mathematical calculations. In real experiments, this con-
dition is satisfied either for strongly heated atomic cells
or for an ensemble of laser-cooled atoms. However, the
opposite case of significant Doppler broadening is studied
quite rarely as atomic density effects are assumed to be
small.

As is well-known [3], in an ensemble of two-level atoms
with an unperturbed frequency w, for a closed optical
transition |g) — |e) (see Fig. ), the scale of the dipole-
dipole interaction is determined by the value of Lorentz-
Lorenz shift A;; = —mnk;>y,, where n is the atomic
density (number of atoms per unit volume), k, = w,/c
is the wave number (c is the speed of light in vacuum),
7o is the spontaneous decay rate of the upper level (see
Fig.[d). In particular, for an ensemble of atoms confined
within a layer of thickness £, the total redshift induced
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by dipole-dipole interaction is (see Ref. [1])

sm2k0£> <0, (1)
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where the second term is the collective Lamb shift. For
a thick layer (koL > 1), the redshift () is equal to

1 _
Agq = ZALL ~ —0.79nk; >, . (2)

However, when accounting for atomic motion in a gas,
the results may differ substantially from Eq. (). For
example, numerical calculations for large inhomogeneous
broadening in Ref. |17] show that the shift of Doppler
lineshape significantly differs from the dependence ()
(see Fig. 2 (right panel) in Ref. [17]). In the context
of quantum microscopic theory, the interatomic dipole-
dipole interaction is the result of the exchange of reso-
nant photons (e.g., see Ref. [15]). Therefore, atomic mo-
tion modifies the dipole-dipole interaction, since a photon
emitted by one atom becomes non-resonant for an atom
moving at a different velocity.

In addition to fundamental interest, effects nonlinear in
atomic density are of great applied importance for high-
precision laser spectroscopy and atomic clocks. In par-
ticular, the dependence of a reference resonance shift on
atomic density n determines the inaccuracy and long-
term instability of atomic clocks due to the temperature
variations, since the value of n depends on the vapor cell
temperature 7.

In this paper, we describe spectroscopic effects nonlin-
ear in the atomic density due to atomic motion, which fol-
low from a self-consistent solution of the Maxwell-Bloch
equations for atomic gases. These effects can significantly
exceed the contribution of the interatomic dipole-dipole
interaction to the distortion of the spectroscopic line-
shape. In particular, the frequency shift of the Doppler
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FIG. 1: Two-level atom.

lineshape for a monochromatic plane wave has an oppo-
site sign and is more than one order of magnitude larger
than the estimate ([2). We emphasize that our results
are obtained in the standard mean-field approximation
without taking into account atom-atom interactions. The
presented atomic-motion-induced effects have not previ-
ously been discussed in the scientific literature, as far as
we know. Moreover, these effects cannot be described
with a stochastic model of motionless atoms, in which
inhomogeneous Doppler broadening is introduced by as-
signing to each atom a shift of the resonance frequency
drawn at random from a Gaussian distribution.

II. BASIC FORMALISM

Let us consider propagation along the z axis of a plane
monochromatic wave with a real electric field E(t,z)
in a homogeneous gas medium of free-moving two-level
atoms (see Fig. [[). The atom-field interaction is de-
scribed by the electro-dipole interaction operator —dE.
Our analysis is carried out within the framework of a
self-consistent solution of the well-known Maxwell-Bloch

equations, which include the wave equation for the field
(in the CGS system):
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where P(t,z) is the mean-field polarization of the
medium. The atomic gas is described by the one-atomic
density matrix p(v) (v is the velocity of the atom) with
the components p,,(v) = (j[p(v)[l) (where j,1 = {e, g}).
In a linear approximation of the electric field F (i.e., in

the small saturation limit corresponding to the condition
ey E/7eyl? < 1), we have the following Bloch equations:

1 92 47 O?
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where 7., is the optical coherence relaxation rate, d,, =

(e|d|g) = d;. is the matrix element of the dipole moment
operator, and the function f(v) describes the velocity
distribution of atoms. The operator v(9/0%) in the left-
hand side of Eq. () is a one-dimensional version (for the
plane wave case) of the scalar operator (v - V) for free-
moving atoms in a gas, which is a fundamental differ-
ence from Bloch equations for an ensemble of motionless
atoms where this operator is absent (e.g., for impurity
resonant atoms in a solid). The polarization of a gas
medium is defined as:

P(t,z) (D), , (5)
/ D(v D(v) = dyepeq(v) + cc.,
where (D), is the velocity-averaged dipole moment of

the atom. Eqgs. (B)-() constitute the Maxwell-Bloch sys-
tem of equations in our case. Note also that we set the
condition for the thickness of the gas medium £ > A
to exclude the significant influence of various boundary
effects 44, 45).

In the case of a monochromatic plane wave traveling in
a gas medium, the density matrix equations () typically
use E(t,z) = [Ep exp{—i(wt — kz)} + c.c.] (where w = w,
the light frequency, k¥ = w/c = 27/\ is the wave num-
ber in vacuum, A is the wavelength in vacuum), which
leads to the standard expression for the Doppler line-
shape. However, it is more correct to define the function
E(t,z) as a self-consistent solution of the equations sys-
tem (B)-(@), which we will seek in the form:

E(t,z) = Ege K= L cc. (6)
where K is an unknown complex number. Substituting
the expression (@) into right-hand side of Eq. (@), we find
in the rotating wave approximation,

idy f(v)/h

E —iwt+ Kz 7
Veg — 10 + Kv 0¢ ’ (™)

Peg(V) =

where § = w — wy, is the frequency detuning of the laser
field (@) in the laboratory reference frame. Then, using
Egs. (@) and (B), we obtain from Eq. (@) the following
equation with respect to the unknown K:

idnk?n|d,,|? fv) g
h Veg — 10 + Kv U’ ®)

where (...), denotes an integral over the velocity,
fj;o...dv. Note that Eq. (8) is obtained within the
framework of a canonical approach. However, this equa-
tion and its solution have not been presented in scientific
literature.

For the convenience in further analysis, we will make
two transformations:

First, we represent the value of K as follows

K+ =—

K= (i+a)k, (9)



where the dimensionless a describes the contribution of
the gas medium. In this case, the correct (physical) so-
lution must satisfy the condition Re[a] < 0, which corre-
sponds to the attenuation of the wave during propagation
along the positive direction of the z axis.

Second, wusing the well-known expression 7, =
4kg|d,4|?/(3h) for the spontaneous decay rate of the up-
per level |e) (see Fig.[dl), we can represent Eq. [8) as an
equation with respect to the unknown a:

2 . : -3 f(w)

(10)
where we also introduced the parameter ¥ characterizing
the width of the velocity distribution f(v). For example,
in the case of the Maxwellian distribution, we have

f0) = fu(o) = f@@v/m) 0=\ 2ksT/m,
(11)
where kp is the Boltzmann constant, 7" is the tempera-
ture of the gas, m is the mass of the atom.

Since we are interested in the behavior of the lineshape
under conditions close to the optical resonance (w ~ wy)
in the range of several gigahertz, the magnitude of the
relative change in the wave vector Ak/ky is less than
10~%. Thus, we can safely use

kv~ kgt = Qp (12)

in the right-hand side of Eq. (I0) to obtain the final equa-
tion

o? + 2ia = (13)

» L fM(U)
13mnky "y, <”Yeg — 0+ (i + )Qpv/0

> , Rela] <0,
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which we will use to determine the frequency de-
pendence «(d) for each set of the fixed parameters
{nky > 70, Veq, 2p}. 1t should be emphasized that al-
though Eq. ([3]) was obtained in the framework of a one-
atomic density matrix, there is the parameter nky 370,
which plays a key role in the theory of dipole-dipole in-
teratomic interaction (i.e., in the case of many-atomic
formalism).

III. ATOMIC-MOTION-INDUCED EFFECTS

Note that if we remove the a? contribution in the left-
hand side of Eq. (I3)), the remaining equation

fu(v) >
Yeg — 10+ (i +a)Qpv/v/ 7

a = =@/t {

(14)
corresponds to the case when the reduced Maxwell equa-
tion is used instead of the full wave equation (@). If we
put a = 0 in the right-hand side denominator of the re-
duced equation (Id]), we get the well-known expression
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FIG. 2: Spectroscopic dependence «(d) as a solution of
Eq. [@3):

(a) the absorption coefficient Re[a(d)] (red solid line); the
bottom panel clearly shows the frequency shift dg, in com-
parison to the standard Voigt profile ([I3]) (see dashed line);
(b) the correction to the dispersion law Im[a(d)] (green solid
line); the bottom panel shows the frequency shift &y, of the
dispersion curve in comparison to the standard Voigt profile
(I35 (see dashed line).

The calculations are done with the following parameters:

nka3 =0.1; Yeg /70 = 1/2; Qp /v = 50.

for the Doppler-broadened lineshape,

a(8) = _(3/2)7m/€6370 <”Y _ iSMLQ;)QDv/17> -9

described by the standard Voigt profile, which is linearly
proportional to the parameter nky 370. However, as fol-
lows from the basic equation (I3), «(d) should have a
more complex nonlinear dependence on nk; 370. More-
over, the presence of a nonlinear dependence on nk; 370
follows even from the reduced equation (4.

Let us numerically investigate the solution of Eq. (I3)).
Fig. 2(a) shows the dependence of the absorption coef-
ficient 47Rela(d)], where we use the factor 4m because
the spatial dependence of the intensity I(z,8) (I o |E|?)
during propagation in a medium has the form,

1(27 5) — Ioe4ﬂ'Re[O((5)]Z/)\' (16)

As can be seen from Fig. 2la) (bottom panel), there is a
positive shift 5RC for the top of the Doppler absorption
lineshape. Our calculations show that under the con-
ditions 7.,/ < 1 and nky® < 0.5 this shift is well
described by the formula

Ore = 18.7nky - (17)

In the Fig. 2(b), we see the correction to the dispersion
law Im[a(d)], which is shifted by

S~ 11 kg 3y, . (18)

Comparing ([I7) and ([I8) with the estimate (), we can
assert that in the case of 7.,/ < 1 and nky® < 0.5



atomic-motion-induced effects are more than one order of
magnitude greater than effects due to the dipole-dipole
interaction. Moreover, shifts (I7)-({I8) have a positive
sign (blueshifts), unlike the redshift (2I).

Note that in Eq. ([I3]), there are two sources of nonlin-
earity on the density parameter nky * for a(d):
1) the quadratic contribution a? in the left-hand side of
Eq. [@3), which is not related to atomic motion;
2) the term af2v/v in the right-hand side denominator
caused by the free motion of atoms in a gas.
In order to understand which of these factors is more
significant, we use the reduced equation (I4)), where the
quadratic contribution a2 in the left-hand side is absent.
In this case, we get the following results:

Ore = 14nky 2y, Opn = T.5n0ky 2, - (19)

In addition, to clarify the role of atomic motion, consider
the other equation

far(v)
Veg — 10 + iQDv/6>U > (20)

o + 2ia = —i37rnk63’yo <

obtained by ejecting « from the denominator in the right-
hand side of Eq. (I3). The physical solution of the
quadratic equation (20) has the form

P R T MO R
ao) =t ! Yeg — 10 +iQpv/0/ ’

(21)
which gives us the following result:

Ope & B1ky 3y, O & Bnky >y, . (22)
Comparing this with (I7)-([I8), we can assert that the
atomic motion contribution [see the term aQ,v/v in
the right hand side denominator in Eq. (EE%)] to nonlin-
ear effects is dominate in the case of nky® < 0.5 and
Yeg/S2p < 1. However, it is interesting to note that even
the shift ([22)), caused only by the quadratic contribution
a? in the left-hand side of Eq. (I3)), is six times greater
than the value ().

Note that a simple two-level system in Fig. () cor-
responds to the transition J, = 0 — J, = 1, where J,
and J, are angular momenta in the ground and excited
states, respectively. In the general case of an arbitrary
closed transition J, — J,, the following equation should
be used:

a? + 2ia = (23)
_i2Je+17T’nk_3”y fM(v)
2J,+1 0 O\, —ib+(i+a)Qpu/v/ ]

instead of Eq. (I3).
In the case of atoms with hyperfine structure, there are

several closely lying transitions with resonance frequen-

(q)

cies wy’ (¢ = 1,2,...), which result in a more general
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FIG. 3: Frequency dependence of the absorption coefficient
Re[a(d)] for the 3"Rb D1 line in the region of hyperfine tran-
sitions F;, =1 - F, =1l and F; =1 - F, = 2 (J is the
detuning from the transition F; =1 — F, = 2):

(a) lineshape for nky® = 0.5 and v.,/70 = 1/2;

(b) lineshape for nky® = 3 and 7.,/7 = 1/2, where there
are two frequency intervals Apyeak, within which there is no
solution of Eq. (24));

(c) lineshape for nk,® = 3 and broadening coefficient A = 7
[see Eq. (28)], where the AMCMBE-catastrophe disappears.
All calculations are done for Qp /v, = 60.

equation:

o? + 2ia = (24)

C v
—iﬂ'nko_3”Yoz<7( o S v) > ;

Z\D — 6, + (i + )Qpu/

where 6, = w—w,SQ). The weight coefficients C, are deter-
mined by the quantum numbers of the corresponding hy-
perfine levels (total angular momentum F', electronic an-
gular momentum J, nuclear spin S,,) using the quantum
theory of angular momentum. As an example of solving
the equation (24)), Fig. Bla) shows the spectroscopic de-
pendencies of Re[a(d)] for the D1 line in a gas of 8’Rb
atoms (A = 795 nm; 7,/27 = 5.75 MHz) when scanning
the laser frequency w in the region of hyperfine transi-
tions I, =1 = F, =1land F, =1 — F, = 2 (where F,
and F, are the total angular momenta of hyperfine levels
in the ground and excited states, respectively). In this
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FIG. 4: Spectroscopic dependence «(d) in the case where
there is a frequency interval Apreak, within which there is
no solution of Eq. (I3): (a) Doppler absorption lineshape
Re[a(d)]; (b) correction to the dispersion law Im[a(d)]; (c)
frequency dependence £() [see Eq. ([Z1)].

The calculations correspond to the following parameters:
nky® = 0.25; veq /70 = 1/2; Qp /70 = 50.

case, we have the weight factors C; = 1/16 for the tran-
sition F; =1 — F, = 1 and C, = 5/16 for the transition
F,=1=F, =2

IV. THE ATOMIC-MOTION-CONDITIONED
CATASTROPHE FOR THE MAXWELL-BLOCH
EQUATIONS

In addition to the above, we have found an extremely
unexpected result, where there exists no solution to
Eq. (I3) within a frequency interval Ap,cax starting from
some value nkj 3 [i.e., only the trivial solution E = 0
takes place for the Maxwell-Bloch equations (B])-(E)].
This is clearly seen in Figs. B(a) and (b), as a discon-
tinuity in the functional dependence «(d). Numerical
analysis shows that when ~,,/Q, <1 such a frequency
interval exists (i.e., Apreak 7 0) under the condition

nky® > 0.277,,/7% - (25)

In the case of purely spontaneous relaxation (7., =

Y0/2), this corresponds to nky® > 0.135. Note also that
the absence of a solution of Eq. (I3]) is due only to the

atomic motion, because the solution (21) for the simpli-
fied equation (20) exists for any set of values {nk; 3 Yo
FYegv 55 QD}

The possibility of discontinuities in «(d) is mathemat-
ically substantiated in Appendix A. In particular, under
the condition

3mnky
2T o <1, (26)

Qp
the existence of the solution for Eq. (I3]) additionally
requires the inequality

g:m{%}d). (27)

Moreover, at the points of discontinuity, £ = 0. Since
Re[a(d)] < 0, the inequality (21) always holds for § < 0.
Therefore, in the case of the condition (Af]), the location
of the interval Ap eak should be expected in the opposite
area, i.e. for § > 0.

Figure @ shows numerical calculations that confirm the
above reasoning. As seen in Fig.[(c), in the region where
the solution of Eq. (I3) exists, the condition £ < 0 is sat-
isfied [see Eq. ([Z1)], while at the boundaries of Ap;cak
we have £ = 0. Moreover, we have verified that these
results hold for other velocity distributions f(v) (e.g., for
the stepwise and Lorentzian). Note also that the absence
of a solution of Eq. (I3]) cannot be explaned by the lin-
ear approximation in the electric field F for the Bloch
equations (@), while the nonlinear contributions (in E)
will solve this problem. Indeed, we can always choose
the initial amplitude E|, small enough that the linear ap-
proximation in the field F for the Bloch equations () is
quite correct.

As follows from Fig.Bb), in the general case of hyper-
fine structure, there may be several frequency intervals
Apreax for which there is no solution of Eq. (24]). Note
that due to the presence of several resonant terms on the
right-hand side of Eq. (24]), the condition for the existence
of a solution will differ from Eq. 27)).

Logically, the absence of a solution to Eq. (I3]) can be
interpreted in two ways. One, if we assume that this fact
has a physical meaning, then we can expect to experi-
mentally observe some features in the frequency interval
0 € Apreak, When only the trivial self-consistent solution
to the Maxwell-Bloch equations exists, £ = 0. In this
case, the situation looks like that the atomic medium
“does not let in” light, which may be manifested as a
total reflection of light from the boundary of the atomic
cell.

Two, if the absence of the solution of Eq. (I3) has
no physical meaning, then this is a serious mathemati-
cal problem, where for a certain range of parameters the
Maxwell-Bloch equations system (B])-(@) has no solution
at all. In this case, we call this problem the atomic-
motion-conditioned catastrophe for Maxwell-Bloch equa-
tions (AMCMBE-catastrophe). Alternatively, the prob-
lem may be related to the mean-field approximation,
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FIG. 5: Spectroscopic dependence «(d) in the presence of
broadening (28) with proportionality coefficient A = 5.5 for
different atomic densities n:

(a) Doppler absorption Re[a(8)] for nkg® = 0.3 at A = 5.5
(solid red line) and at A = 0 (dashed black line, where a break
in the dependence is seen in the region § > 0);

(b) frequency dependencies Re[a(d)], Im[e(d)], £() in the
case of nk:a3 = 3 and A = 5.5, where there is a frequency
interval Apreak, within which there is no solution of Eq. ([I3)).
All calculations are done for Qp /vy = 50.

which we call the atomic-motion-conditioned catastrophe
of the mean-field approximation (AMCMF-catastrophe).
In any case, this mathematical problem concerns the ba-
sic principles of the theoretical description of light prop-
agation in a gas and requires further research.

In particular, if the mean free path of an atom is much
larger than the wavelength A, we can combine (at least
phenomenologically) our approach with collective effects
due to the interatomic dipole-dipole interaction using the

following replacement in Eqs. (I3), (23) and @24):
’Yag = 70/2 + A”kag% ’ §—6— Bnk(;B’YO ’ (28)

where Anky>y, and Bnk,®y, are the broadening and

shift (both induced by the dipole-dipole interaction), re-
spectively. The proportionality coefficients A and B are
determined theoretically or experimentally. In this case,
the total shift of the Doppler lineshape is the sum of
the shift due to atomic-motion-induced effects [i.e., as a
result of the solution of Egs. (I3), 23), @4))] and the
value Bnk, 370. Note that for a more detailed theory, we
can also assume a velocity dependence for the coefficients
A(v) and B(v) in Eq. @8) (e.g., A(v), B(v) x f,(v) in
the case of 7,,/Qp < 1).

Using above approach, we have found that the homo-
geneous broadening Ank; 370 in Eq. [28) can noticeably
affect the Doppler lineshape and the regime where there
is no solution to Egs. (I3),23), @) [e.g., see Fig. Bla)].
For example, if we use the known values A = m and
A = /2 for the D1 and D2 lines of alkali atoms (see in
Ref. [2]), respectively, then from numerical calculations
we see that the AMCMBE-catastrophe problem disap-
pears [e.g., see Fig.Bl¢)] (i.e., the solution of Eq. ([24]) ex-
ists for any value of nky 3). Some difficulty remains only
for a simple two-level atom, because the value A = 5.4-5.7
(see Refs. [2, 4, 15]) is not enough to completely exclude
the AMCMBE-catastrophe regime [see Fig.[Bl(b)]. In the
case of transition J, = 0 — J, = 1, our calculations
show total disappearance of AMCMBE-catastrophe only
for A > 6.9. A possible solution of this “conundrum”
is to take into account the reabsorption of spontaneously
emitted photons [§], which can make an additional contri-
bution to the broadening coefficient A such that A > 6.9.
Thus, the use of Eq. (28) is one of possible methods to
solve the AMCMBE-catastrophe problem. However, as
of now we still cannot completely exclude the presence
of the physical meaning for the AMCMBE-catastrophe
regime [46].

In addition, our calculations show that taking into ac-
count the homogeneous broadening Ank; 370 in Eq. (2])
has small effect on the magnitudes of the shifts SRe
and d;,, in Eqs. (IT)-(I8) (at the percentages level for
A =5.7) in the case of nkgg < 1 and significant Doppler
broadening (Qp, > 7,,)-

V. CONCLUSION

We have developed a theory of the Doppler-broadened
lineshape in an atomic gas, based on the previously
unknown self-consistent solution to the Maxwell-Bloch
equations in the mean-field approximation and one-
atomic density matrix. The effects nonlinear in the
atomic density caused by the free motion of atoms were
found, which affect the lineshape (shift, asymmetry,
broadening). It was shown that in the regime of sig-
nificant Doppler broadening, these effects can exceed by
more than one order of magnitude the contribution of in-
teratomic dipole-dipole interactions (e.g., Lorentz-Lorenz
shift). Moreover, in certain area of parameters, we have
found that there exists a frequency interval A ., with
only the trivial self-consistent solution to the Maxwell-



Bloch equations (i.e., only E = 0). This problem (called
by us AMCMBE- or AMCMF-catastrophe) concerns the
basic theoretical description of light propagation in a gas
and, therefore, requires further research. In particular,
we have shown that this problem disappears when we
take into account the homogeneous broadening due to
atom-atom interaction.

Note that in numerical simulations, inhomogeneous
Doppler broadening is often described using a stochas-
tic model of motionless atoms, where the resonance fre-
quency of each atom in an ensemble is shifted by a
Gaussian-distributed random variable with zero mean
and the rms value Q. However, it should be emphasized
that in this model the above-described atomic-motion-
induced effects cannot be taken into account, because
these effects are rigorously based on the presence of the
differential operator (v-V) in the Bloch equations for the
density matrix of moving atoms.

Thus, in a resonant gas medium, the physical picture of
spectroscopic effects nonlinear in atomic density is a com-
plicated mixture of both effects due to the interatomic
interaction and atomic motion. The obtained results are
important for laser spectroscopy, atomic clocks and fun-
damental physics.

The possibilities of experimental verification of the pre-
sented results are discussed in Appendix B, where we es-
timate the conditions for observing the central part of
the lineshape in a wide range of atomic density param-
eter nky? for a transmission signal (4, £) through an
atomic cell of length L.

We thank I. M. Sokolov, V. L. Velichansky, and J. W.
Pollock for useful discussions and comments.

Appendix A

We will consider the basic equation (I3). From a math-
ematical viewpoint, it is possible to assume the existence
of discontinuity points in the analytical dependence a(4)
from the following considerations. Let us represent the
integral in the right-hand side of Eq. (I3) as follows:

<%g — i fﬁ?amv/v > -

1 fM(U)
(i+a)Qp \ Jea™® | /o

(i+a)QD

(A1)

v

In this case, the fraction in the integrand can be rewritten
in the form

1 1 ¢ 0
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FIG. 6: The dependence of the absolute value |F'(z +iy)| on
the complex variable o = = + 4y in the plane (z,y):

(a) the case when a point for which |F(z + iy)] = 0 exists,
{nky® =0.1; Qp /70 = 50; Yeg /70 = 0.5; /70 = 20};

(b) the case when a point for which |F'(z + iy)| = 0 does not
exist, {nky® = 0.2; Qp/v0 = 50; Yoy /Y0 = 0.5; /70 = 20}.

Then, in the case of £ — 0 for Eq. (A2]), we have

§

oo (a4)

— 7 sign[€] dpirac(9) ,

where pirac(...) denotes the Dirac §-function. Therefore,
in principle, one can expect a violation of the analyticity
(for example, a discontinuity) of the function a(¢) at the
points where £ = 0 (due to the non-analyticity of the
function sign[€] at the point £ = 0).

Let us show that if the following condition

3mnky 3y,

<1 (A5)

is satisfied [see Eq. (26) in the main text], the presence
of a root of the equation (I3]) must be accompanied by
the inequality

Veg — 10
) <O

Indeed, using the expressions (AI) and (A2]), we can
rewrite Eq. (I3) in the following form:

(A6)
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Obviously, if the condition Eq. (AH]) holds, || < 1 holds
also. Then, discarding the small terms o and o2 in the

right-hand side of Eq. (A7), we obtain an approximate
equation
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_i3mnky v <fM(v)> ’ (A8)

Q, i€ +0



whence follows

3mnk. >
SRR LT NN

(A9)

Because in our case the wave propagates from left to
right, the physical solution must satisfy the condition
Rela] < 0, i.e., & < 0. Thus, Eq. (A9) leads to the
inequality (A6), which corresponds to Eq. 7)) in the
main text.

Note that it is possible to easily check the pres-
ence/absence of a solution for Eq. (I3) using a graphical
method. To do this, we define the complex function F'(«)
as follows:

F(a)=a2+2ia+i< 3712kg "0/ (1) > .

Veg — 10 + (i + )Qpv/v

(A10)
Now you can build a three-dimensional graph of the de-
pendence of the absolute value |F(z+iy)| on the complex
variable @ = x + 4y in the plane (z,y) for fixed values
{nkyy0; Qps Yegs 0} In this case, the existence of a so-
lution to the equation ([I3]) corresponds to the presence
of a point for which |F(x + iy)| = 0. Indeed, Fig. [6(a)
shows the dependence |F(z + iy)| in the case when such
a point exists. However, if we take another set of pa-
rameters {nko_‘n’ﬂyo; Qp; Vegs 0}, for which the solution of
the equation (I3]) is absent, then the strict inequality
|F(z +1iy)| > 0 always holds, as can be seen in Fig. Bl(b).

Appendix B

Let us consider experimental verification of the results
obtained above when scanning the frequency inside the
Doppler absorption line, |§| < 28, in the transmission
signal. First of all, the initial amplitude of the field E|
at the entrance to the medium should be small enough to
satisfy the linear approximation for the Bloch equations
[see Eq. (4) in the main text], i.e., small saturation limit.
In the case of the transition J, = 0 — J, = 1, which
exactly corresponds to the two-level atom, this requires
the following condition:

2
@ <1. (B1)
’Yeg
For an optical dipole transition (v, /27 ~ 1-10 MHz), this
approximately corresponds to the initial intensity I, <
0.1-1 mW/cm?, and the diameter of the light beam can
be arbitrary. Considering the high level of the absorption
coefficient Re[a(d)] (see Figs. 2-5 and Eq. (16) in the
main text), we can estimate the thickness of the atomic
cell £ < 10 pum (depending on the wavelength \), which
allows study of the Doppler lineshape in the transmission
signal right up to nko_3 ~ 1.
An additional difficulty lies in choosing of suitable
atom with an isolated transition J, = 0 — J, = 1.

g
The even isotopes (with zero nuclear spin) of alkaline

18, L)1,

/ 3o
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FIG. 7:  Frequency dependence of the normalised transmit-
ted intensity I(d,L)/I through atomic cells of length £=5X
and £=10 for various atomic densities (from top to bottom):
(a) nkgs = 0.01; 0.03; 0.05; 0.1; 0.15; 0.2; 0.3; 0.5 for two-
level atom with coefficient of the homogeneous broadening
A = 5.7 (see Eq. (28) in the main text);

(b) nky® = 0.1; 0.3; 0.5; 1.0; 3.0; 10.0 for the "Rb D1 line
in the region of hyperfine transitions F, = 1 — F, = 1 and
Fy, =1— F, = 2 with coefficient of the homogeneous broad-
ening A = 7 (see Eq. (28) in the main text).

The calculations correspond to the value Qp/v9 = 60.

earth atoms (e.g., Mg, Ca, Sr, Yb), which have a closed
1Sy—!P; transition in the optical range, formally seem
most convenient. However, the melting point for these
elements is very high (~ 1000 K), which makes it diffi-
cult to use an atomic vapor-cell. Nevertheless, for even
isotopes of calcium atoms (*°Ca) vapor-cell spectroscopy
is possible [A. S. Zibrov, et al., Appl. Phys. B, 59, 327
(1994)]. Also it is possible to use even isotopes **Hg-
204Hg of the mercury atom (melting point 234 K) with a
convenient for our purposes intercombination transition
1So—3P1 (A = 253.7 nm, ~, /27 = 1.3 MHz).

As for alkali metal atoms (e.g., Rb, Cs), which are most
often used in laser spectroscopy of atomic media, there
always are several hyperfine degenerated states (i.e., with
Zeeman sublevels). This leads to a complicated lineshape
due to several closely lying Doppler absorption lines, and
a redistribution of populations over the lower hyperfine
states and Zeeman sublevels due to spontaneous tran-
sitions. As a result, the general condition for the linear
regime of atom-light interaction has a form different from

(EBD):

_|de EO|2 . —
707'7,“;2 <1 if (y7) > 1, (B2)
eg
d., Ey|?
%«1 if (7)) <1,
’}/eg

where 7 is the flight average time of atoms through the
light beam. If the beam diameter d, is much less than
the cell thickness £, then 7 ~ d,/v. And vice versa,
if d, > L, then 7 ~ L£/0. Thus, for D1 and D2 lines



of alkali metal atoms, the condition (B2) is satisfied for
the initial intensity I, < 0.1-1 mW/cm?, if the beam
diameter d; ~ 1-10 mm and cell thickness £ < 10 ym
li.e., £L < d, and (v,7) < 1]. Similar estimates are also
valid for molecular gases with hyperfine and vibrational-
rotational structures of energy levels.

To illustrate our estimates, Fig. [ shows the depen-
dences of the transmitted intensity described by the

Eq. (I6):
1(6, E) — Ioe471-Ro[ac(6)]£/>\7 (B3)

for the transition J, = 0 — J, = 1 [see Fig. [(a)] and
the D1 line of 8"Rb [see Fig. [(b)] for various values of

atomic density at atomic cell thicknesses of £ = 5\ and
L =10\

In the case of large detunings |§| > , the linear
regime of atom-light interaction is essentially simplified
in relation to (BI)-(B2), that allows the use of thick
atomic cells (£ ~ 1-10 mm) and significantly higher
light intensities. However, in our opinion, the informa-
tion on possible quasi-collective effects will be noticeably
leveled out in this case. In particular, the frequency in-
terval Apreak, within which the solution of Eq. (I3]) [or
Egs. (23),(24)] may be absent, will be outside of the in-
vestigated frequency range.
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