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Abstract

Theories which have been used to describe the quantized elec-
tromagnetic field interacting with a nonlinear dielectric medium are
either phenomenological or derived by quantizing the macroscopic
Maxwell equations. Here we take a different approach and derive a
Hamiltonian describing interacting fields from from one which contains
both field and matter degrees of freedom. The medium is modelled
as a collection of two-level atoms, and these interact with the elec-
tromagnetic field. The atoms are grouped into effective spins and the
the Holstein-Primakoff representation of the spin operators is used to
expand them in inverse powers of the total spin. When the lowest
order term of the interaction is combined with the free atomic and
field Hamiltonians, a Hamiltonian describing a theory of noninter-
acting polaritons results. When higher order terms are expressed in
terms of polariton operators standard nonlinear optical interactions
emerge. These are then compared to the results of phenomenological
and macroscopic theories. The theory is also used to derive an effec-

tive Hamiltonian describing counterpropagating modes in a nonlinear



medium.



1 Introduction

The study of the propagation of quantized electromagnetic fields in nonlinear
dielectric media is an area in which there is presently considerable theoretical
and experimental activity [1,2]. This interest is being driven by both funda-
mental and practical considerations. On a fundamental level nonlinear optics
provides an example of an experimentally accessible nonlinear quantum field
theory, and the light which is produced can exhibit distinctly quantum effects
such as squeezing and quantum phase diffusion [3-7]. The practical interest
comes from the proposed use of optical solitons in fibers for long- distance
communication [8]. This has made necessary a better understanding of the
role of quantum noise in such systems.

The first step which must be taken in these problems is the quantization
of the electromagnetic field in the presence of a nonlinear dielectric. This can
be done in two ways which we shall call the macroscopic and microscopic ap-
proaches. In the first, the macroscopic approach, the medium is completely
described by its linear and nonlinear susceptibilities. No matter degrees of
freedom appear explicitly in this treatment. One then finds a Lagrangian
which produces the macroscopic Maxwell equations for the field in a nonlin-

ear medium. From it one finds the canonical momenta and the Hamiltonian.



Quantization is accomplished by imposing the standard equal-time commu-
tation relations. We explored this approach was in a previous paper [9]. In
the second approach, the microscopic, a model for the medium is constructed,
and both the field and matter degrees of freedom appear in the theory. Both
are quantized. This is what we shall explore here. As we shall see, the result
is a theory of mixed matter-field modes which are coupled by a nonlinear
interaction.

A number of problems arise in the quantized macroscopic theory which
lead us to examine a microscopic one. The first is the difficulty in including
dispersion. Dispersion is a result of the fact that the medium is nonlocal
in time, i. e. the polarization at a given time depends not only on the
electric field at that time but also on the field at earlier times. It is not
clear whether nonlocal theories can be encompassed within the canonical
formalism. (Drummond has shown how it can be done if one is considering
a narrow frequency interval [10]. He then showed that additional intervals
could be considered at the expense of introducing additional fields.) Another
issue is operator ordering. Because the vacuum state of the theory now
includes the effects of the medium, it is no longer clear that normal ordering

is the appropriate form to use. Finally, it is expected that the inclusion of



losses in the theory will be most easily accomplished at the microscopic level
[11].

The macroscopic and microscopic approaches are complementary; each
has its own range of application and illuminates the other. The microscopic
theory we present here, being more fundamental, is more appropriate for
addressing basic problems such as dispersion and operator ordering. It is,
however, at the moment restricted to rather simple models of the medium.
Real media are more easily described by the macroscopic theory in that the
medium is characterized by only a few parameters. It has been used, for
example, by Drummond and Carter to study the propagation of quantized
fields in silica fibers [4].

While Drummond and Carter have developed the macroscopic theory
into a useful tool, much of the work done so far on the nonlinear optics of
quantized fields has used a phenomenological approach. One assumes that
the field in a x©® medium is described by the nonlinear Schroedinger equation
and the theory is quantized by imposing equal-space, rather than equal-time,
commutation relations [5]. A study of the use of equal-space commutations
has been made by Deutsch [12]. He concluded that for linear theories they

lead to the same results as the more standard equal-time relations, but for



nonlinear theories it is expected that for some quantities this will no longer
be the case. These issues are in need of further clarification.

We shall consider a medium consisting of two-level atoms. This is a model
which we treated before, but in that case the field was restricted to a single
mode [13]. This did not allow the inclusion of propagation. We now extend
that work to include an arbitrary number of modes. This extension is not
straightforward, because in the single-mode case all of the two-level atoms
can be treated as one large spin. This is no longer possible when more than
one mode is present. This necessitates modification of the methods used in
our first paper. To accomplish this, we divide the medium into little boxes
whose dimensions are smaller than the shortest wavelength which appears in
the theory. The atoms in each of these boxes can be treated as a large spin
and the Holstein- Primakoff representation of the resulting spin operators can
then be used. This allows us to make a 1/N expansion of the Hamiltonian
where N is the number of atoms in a box [14]. A continuum version of the
theory is obtained by letting the box size go to zero.

What results is a Hamiltonian containing electromagnetic and matter
fields. The linear part of the Hamiltonian is essentially the same as that

obtained by Hopfield in his treatment of linear dielectric media [15]. It can



be diagonalized by transforming from the matter and field modes to mixed
matter-field modes, known as polaritons. When the nonlinear part of the
Hamiltonian is expressed in terms of polariton operators the result consists
of interaction terms which are similar to those which are familiar from non-
linear optics, i. e. terms describing an intensity-dependent index of refraction
and third harmonic generation. The effects of dispersion are automatically
included because the polaritons have a dispersion relation which differs from
that of photons. The operator ordering in the Hamiltonian is also dictated by
the theory. The end result is a microscopic theory to which the macroscopic
and phenonenological theories can be compared. The microscopic theory is
derived in Sections II-IV and the comparisons with other theories are made

in Section V.

2 Hamiltonian for a Medium of Two-Level

Atoms

Let us consider a large number, N, of atoms distributed uniformly throughout
a volume V. These atoms interact with the radiation field whose quantization

volume is also taken to be V. For simplicity we shall assume that each atom



has a single optically active electron. The Hamiltonian describing this system
is
N1 - - 1 2 .
-3 5+ A @) + V(T — By + 5 [ A+ (v x AP ()
Here Z; and p; are the position and momentum of the electron on the jth
atom which is located at ﬁj. The potential energy of the electron in the jth
atom is V(&; — é]) The charge on the electron is —e where e > 0. Finally,
we are assuming that we are in the Coulomb gauge so that V - A=0.
We now make two approximations. First we wish to specialize to the
case where only two levels for each atom are included; an upper level |a)

with energy Ey/2 and a lower level |b) with energy —FEy/2. The projection

operator onto the two-state space is

N
H |a;)(a;] + 1b5) (b;1), (2)
and the effective Hamiltonian for the two-level atoms is obtained by applying

it to both sides of Eq.(1). Our Hamiltonian now becomes
N

H = P{ZEEOU(?’)—FTA ] /d3 A +( A)]}P

J=1

P |5 AE)| P 3

Because we are dealing with optical wavelengths we are also in a position to

make the dipole approximation and replace Z;, the electron coordinate, by
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éj, the position vector of the atom, in the argument of A. This yields
N 1 (3) 62 - = 1 2 -,
H = P{Y|SBe0 + AR + §/d3r[A L (vx AP

P. (4)

Let us now examine the last term of the above equation which represents
the dipole interaction between the atoms and the field. As a first step we

expand the vector potential in plane wave modes

(B 1 ik-R —ik-R\> (1
)= 30\ e af e e ), 6
where w;, = \/Z| and the polarization vectors, é,\(lg), where A = 1,2, satisfy

k- é\(k) = 0 and are real. We also adopt the convention

If we now define

Eyl

i () = —(alplt) - &x(k) = ieEo(al[b) - &x(R). (7)

then the interaction term becomes

°y PIA(R))-p)P = P 3 ! L R
Ejz—:l = Jz_:l ) 2ka(aE)‘e +a;.e )
= =1
i(ua(R)o$ — s (B)ol )P (8)



At this point we shall make a number of simplifications. First, we shall
not write the projection operators explicitly and shall assume that all matter
operators act only on the two levels, |a) and |b), of each atom. We shall also
assume that the phases of the atomic wave functions have been chosen so that
,LL)\(E) is real. Finally, we shall look at the case when only one polarization
of the field is significantly populated so that the polarization index,\, will be
dropped. The remaining polarization will be assumed to obey Eq. (6) with
A=2.

We now wish to rephrase the theory in terms of effective spins. To this
end we divide the total volume, V', into blocks of volume AV. The center
of the Ith block is located at the position 7;. We suppose that there are ng
atoms in each block, where nyg >> 1, and that the dimensions of each block
are much smaller than an optical wavelength. This means that if we are
looking at optical phenomena all of the atoms in the /th block can be treated
as if they are at 7. The atoms can then be treated as a spin s = ng/2 object
located at 7. Expressing the Hamiltonian in terms of the block variables we
have

€ Ny

Ny 2 Ny
3 -
H = ;EOSI( ) —+ ZW]CCL;%CLE + —2m ;A(TDQ 4 Hint, (9)
= k =
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where

=

zz e+ e Fip) (s = 57). (10)

We have designated the z component of the spin at 77 by Sl(g) and the raising
and lowering operators by Sl(+) and Sl(_), respectively. Ny, which is equal to
V/AV , is the total number of blocks.

We can further simplify the A? term in the Hamiltonian. If we multiply

and divide the sum by AV we have

1
‘ o
A
<Y
w
3
s
~~
=y
~—
[\

g (a7 3

1%

+ala; +ala . (11)

We have denoted by p the density of atoms which is equal to either N/V or
ng/AV.

We now have our Hamiltonian in the desired form. The medium is de-
scribed by spin variables and the field by creation and annihilation operators.
The next step is to expand it so that we can extract the linear interaction
and the different orders of nonlinear interaction. We accomplish this with a

semiclassical, or 1/s, expansion.
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3 Expansion and Continuum Limit

Before proceeding to the actual expansion we must restrict the k summa-
tions by imposing a high-frequency cutoff. This is necessary so that the
wavelengths in the theory do not become so small that they violate the con-
ditions under which the macroscopic theory is valid. In particular, we have
assumed that the mean spacing between atoms is much less than any wave-
length in the theory. Therefore, we shall restrict |E | to be less than k, where
k., corresponds to a wavelength shorter than those in the optical regime but
considerably larger than the interatomic separation.

We would expect that the ground state of the field-atom system would
be the state in which all of the spins are down, corresponding to all of the
atoms in their ground states, and no photons present. This is actually the
case in the semiclassical approximation. A derivation of this fact is presented
in Appendix A. Here we shall assume this to be the case and shall expand
our Hamiltonian about the no-photon, all-spin-down state.

In the case of the spin operators this expansion is implemented by means
of the Holstein-Primakoff representation [16] in which the spin s operators

S S and S are represented in terms of boson creation and annihila-

13



tion operators, ¢ and ( as

$) = (25 = (1% $ = (25 = Q"

SO = —s +(T¢, (12)

where [¢,(T] = 1. Our convention for the square roots is that when the
argument is positive so is the square root, and when the argument is negative,
the square root is 7 times a positive number. Eqgs. (12) then give us the proper

commutation relations for the spin operators, i. e.
[5(3)’ S(i)] = 49 [S(+), S(—)] —9953) (13)

The excitation number for the boson operators, i. e. the eigenvalue of (¢,
corresponds to s; + s where s3 is the eigenvalue of S®). Therefore, the boson
vacuum state is the spin state with the spin pointing down. If we are only
considering states whose excitation number is small then we can expand the

square roots
1 1
S = /25 (1 — ZSCTC) ¢ S = V2s¢T (1 - 4—SCTC> - (14)

In our model of a nonlinear medium the fraction of atoms in a block which
is excited will be small because we are off resonance. This corresponds to
small excitation numbers. Therefore, the use of the expansions in Eq. (14)

14



is justified. With these approximations our Hamiltonian becomes
H=Hy+H{) + HY), (15)

where

|| <kw
) -0y Y —onE)(age™ T +ale (G - ) (17)
I= 1|k|<k
Hl(jz = ——lz; > ” V (az e“;'ﬁjtage_“;'ﬁ)
1B <k
(i) (18)

and [, Cl,] = Oy. mt represents the linear part of the interaction between
the atoms and the field while HW represents the nonlinear interaction.

We now want to go to a continuum representation of the matter operators.
Instead of the operators ¢; and ¢/ we wish to employ operators, ¢(7) and ¢'(7)
which are functions of a continuous position variable and whose commutation

relations are
(7)., ¢T(F)) = 6° (7 = 7). (19)
Note that the operators (;/v/AV and ¢} /v/AV have the commutation rela-

tions

1 1
[\/W \/—sz] N o (20)
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which in the limit AV — 0 limit goes to Eq. (19). This gives us the

identification

1
— (7). 21
This relation can be used to find the continuum representation of the

different terms in the Hamiltonian. For example, the CITQ term becomes

3003 aediaay > [ e, e

which, after noting that N = 2sN,, gives us

1
Hy, = —§NE0+E0/ d?’rCT (M) C(r) + Z wkaqak
k| <ku
e*p 1 gt gt
R W) D s—laga_g +agap +azap +aga’ o). (23)

Similarly, for Hmt and Hl(m we find

O = o [ @rlae b ake g () <) (20

|’f|<ku

H(22 _ zkr —ikF t
o= WWE |, rlage’™ + ale™ gl (7 (7)

SHGEG! (25)

(k) p/ 2wy

=
=
@
=
@
o
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B
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4 Diagonalization of the Quadratic Part

So far we have derived a Hamiltonian which contains two interacting fields,
the electromagnetic field and the matter field. These fields have both linear
and nonlinear interactions with each other. We have yet to see an interaction
of the type found in nonlinear optics, that of a field interacting nonlinearly
with itself. For example, it is not immediately clear how something that
looks like the usual description of self-phase modulation would be described
by our Hamiltonian.

Something which does look more like the usual theory emerges if we diag-
onalize the quadratic part of the Hamiltonian, i. e. Hy + Hl(iz What results
is a description in terms of mixed matter-field modes, or polaritons [15]. If
Hi(zz is expressed in terms of polariton operators, it describes a nonlinear in-
teraction between polaritons. Therefore, instead of a Hamiltonian describing
the interaction of a photon field with itself, which phenomenological effective
Hamiltonians in nonlinear optics do, we have a Hamiltonian which describes

the interaction of a polariton field with itself.

In order to diagonalize Hy + Hl(iz we introduce the operators

1 2
G= " |, @reFem, (26)
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which implies that
1 P
)= —=Y " 27
URE NG 27)
These operators have the comutation relations

In terms of these operators Hy + Hl(iz become

1
HO = —§NE0—|—E0 Z C%CE"— Z wkaj;a,;
k| <ku k| <ku
e’p 1 oot f ot
+% Z Q—[aEa_EjLaEanLaEanLaEa_E] (29)
k| <ku
and

1 .

HY =i Y gilap(¢h— ) +al(¢! . — ¢l (30)

|| <ku

We first note that only the modes k and —Fk are coupled to each other.
Therefore, we can diagonalize Hy + Hl(it) by considering modes a pair at a
time and adding up the results. Let H} be the part of Hy + Hi(l) containing

nt

operators for the modes k and —k. It can be expressed as

H:=v'By, (31)
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where

ag
Gk
v= (32)
ol
¢ty
and
e? . e? .
Wet S TUWE G R
ig,; E() z'g,; 0
B = (33)
e2 - e? -
2m£k U9k Wk + 2m£k 9%
—ig,; 0 —ig,; EO

In arriving at Eq.(31) we have dropped all constants, such as those arising
from commutation relations, from the Hamiltonian, and used the fact that
for our choice of polarization, g_; = gj.

Following Hopfield we want to introduce operators which are linear com-
binations of the components of v. We shall let a; and §; be these new

operators where we require

and

[, B = [ag, B = 0. (35)
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Defining the vector

ag

Bz
v=1| ", (36)

aT_E

i
bz
we have that

v=Muv, (37)

where M is a 4x4 matrix yet to be determined. The commutation relations

obeyed by the elements of v and v imply that M has the property that
M~ =GM'G, (38)

where the matrix G has the elements G;; = d;; if 7,5 = 1,2, and G;; = —0;;
if 4,7 = 3,4, with all other matrix elements being zero. From Eq. (38) we
see immediately that M is not unitary.

Returning to Hj we have that
He=v" (M) BM o, (39)
which we want to be diagonal. This implies that

(M—H'BM™ =D (40)
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where D is a diagonal matrix, or, making use of Eq. (38) and the fact that
G? =1,

M(GB)M™' =GD. (41)
Noting that if D is diagonal so is GD we see that M must diagonalize the
matrix GB.

We can reduce finding M to finding the eigenvectors of GB. Let us denote
the eigenvectors of GB by 7;, where ¢ = 1,...,4, and the unit vector whose
only nonzero component is the ith by c(i), i. e. ¢(i); = d;;. If M satisfies the
equation

Mn; = (i), (42)

then we find that
(c(@)M(GB)M ™ e(j)) = Xidij, (43)
where ); is the eigenvalue of GB corresponding to ;. Therefore, if M satisfies
Eq. (42) it will diagonalize GB. This equation also gives us immediately an

explicit representation for M !
4
M7= ) {e(i)] (44)
i=1
It is then possible to use Eq. (38) to find M
4
M =GMIG =G |e(0) (mlG (45)
i=1
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Finally, let us note that Eq. (38) imposes a condition on the eigenvectors 7;.

We have from this equation that
(M—YHGM™ = G. (46)
Substitution of Eq.(42) into this result gives us that
(nj|Glm:) = Gij. (47)

For ¢ # j this condition is automatically satisfied because 7; and 7n; are
eigenvalues of GB corresponding to different eigenvalues. For ¢ = j it can be
imposed as a normalization condition.

The only task remaining is to find the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of
G B. Explicit expressions are given in Appendix B along with those for the
matrix elements of M. Those results along with Eqs. (31) and (37) imply

that

Hj; = Ey(k)olog + Ex(k)BLB; + Ev(k)o' ca_p+ Ex(k)B' 85 (48)

where

By(k) = %([Eﬁ + wn(wp + 2C0)]
+ [[EZ — wi(wi +2C0))? + 16E0wkg%]1/2)1/2 (49)
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By(k) = %([ngk(wkmco)]

— [[Es — wi(wy +2C0)]* + 16 Eqwrg?]/?)'/2, (50)

with Cy = (e?p)/(2mwy). All of the square roots in the above equations are
taken to be positive. The energies F;(k) and Es(k) are just the two branches
of the polariton energy curve. For large values of wy we find that E;(k) — wy

and Fy(k) — Ep. Aswy, — 0 we find that F; (k) goes to a value slightly larger

than Ej
2
Wrqg=
Ev(k) = Eo + 22_%, (51)
0
and Es(k) goes to
_ gz N
EQ(]{Z) = 2wk00 E _'_(Uk . (52)
0

It should be noted that w,Cy and wkg% are independent of wy, and that
wigr << E§ and wyCy << Ej. In Hopfield’s analysis the small constant
term inside the parentheses vanished due to an atomic sum rule. This tells
us that keeping only one excited atomic level is not a good approximation
near w, = 0. Because we are interested in optical phenomena this does not
present a problem.

We can finally express Hj + Hl(iz in terms of the polariton operators.

23



Dropping constant terms we have

Ho+ Hfy) = Y (Er(k)alog + Ea(k)BL5p). (53)

k
|k|<ku

The effect of the medium appears in two ways in this Hamiltonian. First,
the operators are mixed matter-field operators, i. e. polariton, not photon,
operators. Second, the effects of dispersion appear through the energies F; (k)
and Esy(k) which are not of photon form. Therefore, by including the matter
degrees of freedom in the theory dispersion emerges naturally, and we avoid

the problems of trying to quantize a theory which is nonlocal in time.

5 Nonlinear Interaction

We now turn our attention to the nonlinear part of the Hamiltonian, Hi(iz,
which can be interpreted as describing an interaction between polaritons.
With the interaction expressed as in Eq. (25), however, this interpretation
is not obvious. In order to bring it out we begin by expressing it in terms of
the operators (

b

2 _ Al
Hi”t o 2pV ﬂz T HZ gE(6E+ES,E1+E2 a’;cl% Cl%é <133
|k|<kuw |k3| <k

T TAt A1
= Ok Ry in i WECE, SRSl T O R S, O S
ot
— Ok o+ 0, G S ) (54)
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The next step is to express the photon and atomic operators in terms of
polariton operators. This leads to a great many terms so it is perhaps best
to consider a specific physical process and then to select the terms which are
relevant to it.

Let us first consider the situation when a single polariton mode, for exam-
ple, the one corresponding to the operator ay, in the regime where wy, > Ly,
is highly excited. The dominant terms in Hi(sz, at least for times which are
not too long, will be those in which each of the four operators refers to the
excited mode. The other terms will have a smaller effect on the time evolu-
tion because they contain at least one operator for a mode which is initially

in the vacuum state. Examining the operator transformations in Eq. (37)

we see that if we only keep the polariton operators aj and ajgo, then

ar, — An(ko)ag, Ay — Agl(/zo)a,go

Cro — Az (ko)oy, I A:tl(/%’o)a;ﬂ. (55)
where have set A = M~!. In the regime we have chosen, wy, > FEy on the
« branch, we find that All(lgo) is of order one, Agl(EQ) and A41(Eo) are of
order gz /Ey, and A31(l§0) is of order Cy/Ey which is considerably smaller
than gz /Ey. Therefore, we shall drop terms containing As1 (o). Keeping
this in mind and making the substitutions indicated in Eq. (55) in Eq. (54)

25



we find

dom qu *
H™ = —QP@AM[2|A21|2A21(Q,T;O)2(0%0)2

+ 2| Aul’ A5 0l ag ol ag + (|40 A3 — | Anl?Af)ag, (ol Yoy,

.I.

+ (|A21|2A41 — |A41|2A21)a£»0(a,—50)2a£»0 + 2|A21|2A41QEOO££»0(IEO(IEO

+ 2\A41\2A41(04;;0)2(0‘,Tg )2, (56)

0
where all of the matrix elements are evaluated at lgo, and we have made use
of the fact that A;; (ko) is real and both As; (ko) and Ay (ko) are imaginary.

Let us note several things about this expression. First, it looks similar to
what we would expect an interaction which describes self-phase modulation
to look like. Therefore, by going to a description in terms of polariton op-
erators we have recovered a familiar nonlinear optical interaction. Second,
it is not normally ordered. If we use commutators to bring it into normal
order we will pick up terms proportional to O‘iTQOO‘Eo' These represent small

shifts to the polariton frequency and can be neglected in most applications.

Neglecting them gives us

dom) ~o
Hi™ = x(al a2, (57)
where
195 .
X = == An[2(| Ao |? + 2| Au ) A3y + 2(JAur|* + 2| A ) Aui). (58)

2pV
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The effect of self-phase modulation on a single mode is often described
by the Hamiltonian

Hip = Ma")2ad?. (59)

which is superficially similar to Eq. (57). Hoever, in most treatments the
operators appearing in Eq. (59) are assumed to be photon creation and
annihilation operators. As is shown by Eq. (57), they should be interpreted
as polariton operators instead.

Now let us consider a more complicated situation. Suppose we initially
have a pulse which is made up of modes on the a branch with wave vectors
near /;0. In particular, let us assume that all of the wave vectors of the modes
present in the pulse lie in a small region S about Ko. Keeping only terms in
HZ(SZ which contain four excited modes (after transforming to polariton oper-
ators) we obtain a rather complicated interaction. Each term in it contains
two creation and two annihilation operators, and four elements of the matrix
A(E), each evaluated at a different wave vector. The interaction simplifies
considerably if we make two approximations. First, we ignore operator or-
dering, which, as we saw, is tantamount to neglecting small frequency shifts.

Second, we approximate each matrix element of A by its value at /ZO. Because

the spread in wave vectors is small this is a good approximation. With these
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approximations we find

(dom) ~ To1
Hint =X Z Z 5k+k1,k2+k3aEaE1 ak2ak3 ' (6O>
€S k€S kaeS kzeS

o

This situation is often treated by using a phenomenological Hamiltonian

which describes pulse propagation in a x® medium [5]. The Hamiltonian is
0o' 0
i fan| 550 o), (61)

where the field ¢(z,t) is the field envelope of the pulse in a frame moving at

the group velocity of the pulse, and it obeys the commutation relations

[p(x, 1), ¢'(2',1)] = 6(x — 2'). (62)

The equation of motion for the field operator ¢(x, t) resulting from this theory
is the nonlinear Schroedinger equation. It can also be expressed in terms of

creation and annihilation operators. Defining the annhilation operator

a(B,1) = / dac™ (. 1), (63)

we find for the equation of motion [5]

da(f,t)
ot

= 5a(B,1) + 2 [ dpy [ Al (B1,0a(B2, (B + i — By t). (64)

It should be pointed out that the ¢ in these equations is not really time
and the z is not really space. The above formalism is derived by an analogy to
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the classical theory which describes the propagation of a pulse in a nonlinear
dispersive medium. The pulse is assumed to be propagating in the z direction.
The variable x is vyt — 2, where v, is the group velocity, and ¢ is proportional
to z. This means that what look like equal-time commutation relations in Eq.
(62) are actually equal-space commutation relations. The question of when
a theory using equal-space commutation relations gives the same results as
a canonically quantized theory has not been fully answered. Deutsch has
done a preliminary investigation and found that for a linear theory they are
equivalent [12]. However, for a nonlinear theory he found indications that
field correlation functions in which the fields are evaluated at different spatial
points will not be the same in the two theories. Because of the different
commutation relations, it is rather difficult to directly compare Eq. (64) to
an equation of motion derived from our interacting polariton theory.
Instead we shall compare it to one due to Carter and Drummond who
derived it by quantizing the macroscopic theory [2]. Their theory describes a
pulse, consisting of modes with wave numbers centered about k. and frequen-
cies centered about w,, propagating in a medium of length L in the positive

z direction. The basic field in this theory is

1

i} Z,t — e—ikcz—i-iwct
(2.1 .

S

Z e*zay(t), (65)
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which, because of the initial exponential factor, is slowly varying in space
and time. The annihilation operators are defined in terms, not of the vector
potnetial and the electric field, but in terms of the dual potential and the
displacement field [2,13]. They, therefore, implicitly contain matter degrees
of freedom and are, in a sense, polariton operators. The field W(z,t) obeys

the equal-time comutation relations
[(U(2, 1), U, )] = 6(z — 7). (66)

Like ours, the Carter-Drummond theory describes the pulse in the lab
frame, i. e. the frame in which the medium is at rest. This removes one
of the difficulties we had in trying to compare our theory with the phe-
nomenological nonlinear-Schroedinger equation theory which is formulated
in a moving frame. Carter and Drummond also reformulate their theory
in a moving frame in order to make a comparison to the phenomenological
theory, but we shall use their original lab frame results. In this frame their
Hamiltonian is

H = %/(]Ldz lw (a@_q:@ - @TZ—D
,OUT OU

+w Ea — ’U2XE(\I]T)2\I]2‘| s (67)

where v is the group velocity of the pulse, x¥ is proportional to the third
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order nonlinear susceptibility, and w” is the second derivative of the frequency
with respect to the wave number evaluated at k.. The Hamiltonian and the

commutation relations give, for the equation of motion for the operator a(t),

day, . 1 " 2
i = [we + v(k k:c)+2w (k — ko)?ag
1
— 'U2XEZ Z Z CLJ]r€1 Qoo Aot g —ko - (68)
k1 ko

It is this equation which we wish to compare to the corresponding equation
derived from our nonlinear polariton theory.

Let us find the equation of motion for ay(t). We shall assume that we
have a pulse made up of wave vectors near EO so that the interaction is Eq.
(60) is appropriate. Because all wave vectors in the pulse are close to Eo, we

shall expand the polariton energy E; (k) about ko

. - -~ . dE; 1, - - ~ o dE;
Fi(k) = FEi{(k Ok - ko) —— + — (6K — (0k - ko)) ——
1(k) 1(ko) + ( 0) Ik +2k0( ( 0)7) Ik
1, .+ - Ld®E
+§(5k:-k:0) TR (69)

where 6k = k — Eo, ko = ko /ko, and all derivatives are evaluated at ky = \/ZO\.

Setting v = dF; /dk, we find

dag T R e R SO PSv ST g o)
i dtk = [El(k0)+vk0'5k+2—]%(5k — (0K - ko) )U+§(5k'k0) dk? Jorg
+ 2X Z Z O‘L]aﬁzal@rﬁl—ﬁz‘ (70)

El es EQES
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If the pulse is one dimensional, i. e. if ok is always parallel to ko, then Egs.
(68) and (70) have the same form. Thus we recover from the microscopic
theory an equation of motion of the same form as that which arises from the
quantized macroscopic theory. Note that extending the treatment here to
broadband pulses is straightforward for microscopic theory; one simply does
not expand the polariton energy as a function of k. This extension is more
complicated for the quantized macroscopic theory.

We can also examine the more complicated situation in which two modes
are initially highly excited. Let us look at two cases, one when the modes
are counterpropagating and one when they are not. The counterpropagating
case is the more complicated of the two so we shall consider it second.

Suppose that the two polariton modes on the a branch with wave vectors
Ea and Eb are initially highly excited. Let us assume that /Za and /Zb are
both in the z-y plane, and that both modes are polarized in the z direction.
We shall also assume that Ea #+ —Eb. Keeping only the two excited modes,
and making the substitutions in Eq. (55) for each mode, the Hamiltonian

becomes

d ~
H™ 2 xa(al P02 +xp(al a2 + xwal ol apag.  (T1)

Here x, is simply x with all of the matrix elements evaluated at Ea, with a
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similar definition for y,, and yg is given by

?

o = F—F*), 72
X = = ) (72)
where
Fo= AYg: [(JAD P+ |AD P (AS" + AK) + AT AR (A" + A
AR gz [(1AS) P + |AS 1) (A5 + AR)
+ AR A (AD" + AR (73)

In the above equation the superscript on the matrix element of A indicates
whether it is evaluated at k, or k. In Eq. (71) one has the usual terms
which describe cross- and self-phase modulation of the two modes. It should
be noted that if |k,| = |ky|, then with the above stated conditions on k, and
ky, and the polarizations, we have that A(k,) = A(k,). This in turn implies
that x. = 4x. = 4X», and that the interaction in Eq. (73) can be derived
from the kind of interaction appearing in the Hamiltonian in Eq. (61) or Eq.
(67). If |kq| # ||, then this is no longer the case, but will be approximately
true if |kq| — |ky| is small and the dependence of A(k) on |k| is weak.

Now let us look at the case of two counterpropagating modes. We shall
assume that two modes on the o branch with wave vectors Eo and —/ZO, and
with the same polarization, are initially highly excited. We again want to
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keep only these two modes in our Hamiltonian, but the situation is now
considerably more complicated than in our previous cases. This is because
each of the matter or field operators will now be replaced by a sum of two

polariton operators, e. g.

a,;o — All(EO)O‘EO_I'Al?:(EO)O‘T_EO

CEO — A21(EO)OZEO+A23(E0)QT_EO, (74)

where contributions from initially unpopulated modes have been dropped.

We find that
~ 9§
Hi) = QP@AH(AH — Ap){6An An[(af ol )2+ (ag )]

+ 3(Ag — A23)2[(a£0)2a150a,;0 + (aT_EO)za]T;Oa_,go + OzT_,;OO&;;OO‘EO

+ O%ooiﬂoa—/;o] - 2(Agl — A1 Aoz + Agg)[(a;%o)Qa%O

i
+ (a_EO

)2a2_,;0 + 4“;;0“1,;0“120“—%0}’ (75)
where all of the matrix elements are evaluated at k. In deriving Eq. (75)
we have made use of the fact that A;; and A;3 are real, that A, and Ass are
imaginary (see Appendix B), and that A;3 can be neglected in comparison to
the other three. We have also dropped terms due to commutators. These are
similar in form to the terms in Eq. (75) except that they contain only two

oy operators instead of four. They are, therefore, smaller than the terms we
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have kept by a factor of the order of the number of photons in the aj and
a_j modes. If we were to examine the population of initially unpopulated
modes by the two counterpropagating beams, these terms should be kept.
In particular, these terms would play a role in the four-wave mixing process
which is responsible for phase conjugation and squeezing.

The interaction in Eq. (75) cannot be derived from an effective Hamil-
tonian like that in Eq. (61). Eq. (75) contains terms with unequal numbers
of creation and annihilation operators while Eq. (61) does not. This means
that Eq. (61) cannot be used to treat counterpropagating pulses in a nonlin-
ear medium, but that a more complicated Hamiltonian, such as that in Eq.

(75), must be used.

6 Conclusion

The justification of the Hamiltonians which are used in the quantum theory
of nonlinear optics is an important part of placing this theory on a firmer
basis. We have presented a derivation of an effective Hamiltonian for the in-
teraction of light and a medium consisting of two-level atoms which contains

a number of the standard nonlinear optical interactions. This is accomplished
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by expanding the atomic operators in terms of boson creation and annihila-
tion operators and diagonalizing the part of the Hamiltonian which describes
linear interactions. The result is a theory of interacting polaritons which is
a nonlinear extension of Hopfield’s theory. Because the dispersion relation
for polaritons is different from that of photons, the effects of dispersion are
automatically included in this theory.

The theory presented here provides further justification for the Hamil-
tonians which emerge from the quantized macroscopic theory. In addition,
it can be used directly to provide effective Hamiltonians for more compli-
cated situations than those which have so far been considered. We saw an
example of this in the case of counterpropagating beams. The microscopic
theory serves as a useful counterpart to the quantized macroscopic theory in

providing a description of quantized fields in nonlinear dielectric media.

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by the National Science Foundation under grant
number PHY- 9403601 and a grant from the PSC-CUNY Research Award

Program. One of us (M. H.) would like to thank Peter Drummond for useful

36



conversations and for providing to us a copy of his review article with S.

Carter before publication.

Appendix A

Here we examine the ground state of the Hamiltonian in the lowest order of
the semiclassical expansion. The spin operators are replaced by the c-number

quantities

S 1(3) — scosf

Sl(+) —  se" sin g,

Sl(_) — se “sing, (76)
giving us the Hamiltonian

Ny
_ P
H, = E EoscosﬁmLﬁE Wk, Ay
I=1 || <ku,A

- Z Z(aEAelk'm + aEAe_’k'”)Dm
k| <ku, =1

e’p 1 A t
+ 9 Z 9 [(=1) apa_ gy, + ApNagy
. wy
k| <ku,\

T T
+al ag, + (=1)%ala’ -, (77)

where

Dy = sin 0, sin ¢ (k). (78)

2s
vV 2ka
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We have assumed that (k) is real which implies that Dy;, is also real. In
principle, we should diagonalize this Hamiltonian which would allow us to
determine the values of 6, and ¢; as well as the field in the ground state
to lowest order. In practice, we shall be able to obtain what we need after
completing part of the procedure, and the rest of the diagonalization can be

completed when additional terms from Hy and Hl(iz

are included.

We begin by eliminating the terms linear in the field operators. This can
be accomplished by shifting the creation and annihilation operators, i. e. by
setting

apy = by + 25 (79)

where z;, is a ¢ number, and

bix = Dy (—zp)ap Dy (—2p,) 7 (80)

The displacement operator Dy, (2) is equal to exp(za% — z*ag,). We now

Y
substitute Eq. (79) into H,. and collect the terms linear in bz, and bTI%',\‘ These

are

Z {Wk(z;‘:*)\b];)\ + Z];)\bg)\) - LEAbEA - LzAbEA

K| <ku,
ep A * t
4muwy, (=) (erab_in + 2_ianbin) + Q(ZEAbE/\ + Zﬁx\bﬁx)
Aok 1t * T
+ (—1> (ZE)\b—E)\ + Z—E)\b];))]}, (81)
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where
Lin=> "D, (82)
By grouping the terms for k and —k together we find that the expression in

Eq. (81) will vanish if

e2p e’pL%
(1 —— ) =L — (=) kA ]3
wkzk,\< + 2mw% —|-62,0 kX ( ) 2mw,§ —|—62p ( )
Making use of the fact that L* . = (=1)*Lz, this simplifies to
mL% wy
b= —RA 84
“E mwi + e2p (84)
Substitution of this result back into H,. gives us
Ny
H,, = ZEoscosﬁl — &0+ Z wkb]%/\bg/\
=1 E<ku,A
e*p 1 A t
T o > g[(—l) bpnb_y + bl
F<kar =K
T Apt gt
where
m|LE,\|2Wk
fo= ) S (86)
k<ku,\ MWy + €ep

We can find the semiclassical ground state spin configuration by mini-
mizing the sum of the first two terms in Eq. (85) with respect to ¢, and 6.

That is, we minimize the expression

Ny
Z Eyscost; — gg. (87)

=1
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We can obtain an estimate of what the minimum configuration will be by

examining the size of gqg. If g << NpsEy, then the first term will be the

dominant one, and the minimum will occur approximately at #; = m, for all

[. This we shall, in fact, find to be the case.

In order to estimate ¢y we first express it in the form

2(seFy)?
o= 220l v

E<ku,\

m|(alZ|b) - &(k)]*|cgl?

mw} + e2p

where

N,
_ ik
cp = E e sin 6, cos ¢@y.
=1

Taking k, = 27/(AV)Y/? as the momentum cut off we find that
Np
Z |c,—€-|2 = sz:sin2 0, cos® ¢y < NZ.
K<k =1
This implies that

eo < NE2|(a|Z|b)[*m.

(90)

(91)

Dividing this by EyN,s, setting the matrix element equal to the Bohr radius,

and taking Ej to be the energy of a 500 nm wavelength photon we have that

€0

~5x 1073,
EoNbS %

Therefore, the minimum should be achieved when 6, = 7.
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We can, in fact, do better. Let us set §; = m — 66, and expand the

expression in Eq. (87) in 06;,. We then have that

and

Ny E()S Ny
Z E()S COS ‘9[ = —NbE()S + T 2(591)2, (93)
=1 =1

Ny

g < E38m|<alﬂb>|2;(56’z)2
< Eps(5 x 107%) %(591)2. (94)

=1

From this equation and inequality it is clear that the minimum occurs at

00, = 0. Any deviation of 6, from zero causes a larger increase in the first

term of Eq. (87) than can be compensated for by the decrease in the second.

This also implies that the shifts z;, are zero and that the operators ay, and

bi, are the same. The lowest order ground state consists of all the spins

pointing down and the field in the vacuum state. Givien this information the

diagonalization of the rest of the Hamiltonian can proceed as in Section 4.

Appendix B

The four eigenvalues of the matrix GB are given by A, = E1(k), Ay = Ey(k),

A3 = —Ey(k), and Ay = —E,(k). The eigenvector of GB corresponding to
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the eigenvalue \; and satisfying Eq. (47) as a normalization condition is

T
T4
ny = ) (95)
Z3j
T4
where
1/2
el E-2 1Y
Y 2w MDY [(BR = N2+ dwiEog?
o 2iwggr -
Y (Bo— M) (wi + A) 7
o WA
¥ Wk + )\j 1
Ey— \;
1’4]- = —E(O)_I_)\]l’g] (96)
J
Finally, we can use Eq. (45) to give us that
Mij = GyGyj(mile(f)) = GG jas;, (97)
which, with Eq. (44), implies that

Let us examine, in particular, the matrix elements which enter into the

calculation describing two counterpropagating beams (Section 5). We assume
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that the beams both have wave vectors of magnitude ky and are on the «

branch. Defining

1/2
(B8 — EP)?

d= ,
(Eg - E12>2 + 4wkoEog%0

(99)

we have that

|wk0 +E0|d

2,/kaE1

‘Wko - E1|d

2,/wk0E1

g4 [wky
Ey— E1\ E;

ig,; d Wk
Asy = 0 —, 100
2 B+ E\ E (100)

and As; = —Ay3, Ass = —Aq1, Ay = Agz, and Ayz = Ao

Az =

A21 =
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