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Abstract:The density matrix equations of motion in near-degenerate three-level V-type closed-
loop atomic system are calculated numerically in Floquet frame. The dynamical behavior of
atom- photon entanglement between the dressed atom and its spontaneous emission is studied in
semi classical approach beyond the two-photon resonance condition in such a system. The
quantum entropy of these two subsystems is investigated by using the von Neumann entropy. It
is shown that, the degree of entanglement measure (DEM) can be controlled via the intensity and
the detuning of coupling optical field and quantum interference induced by spontaneous
emission. Moreover in the absence of quantum interference the steady state behavior of DEM
can be achieved even in beyond the two- photon resonance condition. Furthermore in the
absence of quantum interference for special parameters of Rabi frequency and detuning of
driving laser field disentanglement can be occurred. Also the electromagnetically induced

transparency condition can be obtained when the system is disentangled.
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Introduction

Quantum entanglement is a profound concept in quantum mechanics. For first the time, Einstein,
Podolsky and Rosen in their elegant paper [1] introduced this mysterious and bizarre
characteristic of nature. “Einstein hoped to show that quantum theory could not describe certain
intuitive "elements of reality” and thus was either incomplete”. Schrddinger described this
feature as "entangled” (verschrankt) for two electrons at their first measurement [2].
Entanglement has been appeared as a nonlocal property of nature. “Einstein argued that the

probability wave could not act simultaneously at different places without violating the theory of



relativity”[3]. So far physicists have shown all physics is compatible with Einstein’s relativity
and quantum mechanics is complete. Beyond the philosophical aspects of quantum entanglement

we would like to work on many applications of this interesting concept.

Mathematically, the quantum state of an entangled system cannot be described as a tensor
product of the quantum states of the subsystems [4]. In fact when two subsystems are entangled,
the measuring on first one tells us about the information of second one. Working with a
computer that operates according to quantum mechanics, will be a great achievement in science
[5]. Entanglement plays an important role in quantum computer processing and quantum
communication[6,7] quantum teleportation and entanglement swapping [8,9], quantum super
dense coding [10], quantum error correction [11,12], quantum cryptography [13-

15],entanglement distillation[16] and quantum computing [17- 25].

Quantum entanglement can be generated due to the interaction between different parts of a
system consisting of atoms, photons or a mixture of atoms and photons. Much effort has
been devoted to investigate the interaction between light and ensemble of ultracold atoms [26].
“The fragile nature of ultracold quantum ensembles limits one to dispersive light-matter
interactions excluding near resonant excitations followed by spontaneous emission.”’[27-29].
Furthermore entanglement between light and atomic ensembles has been extensively investigated
[30,31].

In this study we would like to focus on quantum interference. In fact quantum interference
induced by spontaneous emission plays a key role to control the entanglement between the
atomic ensemble and spontaneous emission. Quantum interference between coupled transitions
has this potential to trapping of the population in one of the atomic excited levels, thereby

eliminating the population in the other levels [32, 33].

The effect of quantum interference on optical bistability in the three-level V-type atomic system
in two-photon resonance condition and beyond it has been studied[34,35]. Also Entanglement
between atom and its spontaneous emission field in a A type atomic system has been
investigated [36, 37]. The effect of quantum interference on the behavior of entanglement
between three- level V-type atomic system and its spontaneous emission has been studied in two-

photon resonance condition [38, 39]. Furthermore, it has been illustrated that, in the absence of



quantum interference the atom-photon entanglement in closed-loop quantum systems can be
controlled via the relative phase of driving optical fields [40, 41]. Here we discuss the dynamical
and stationery behavior of atom- photon entanglement in a closed loop three- level V-type
atomic system beyond the two-photon resonance condition. The light propagation through
closed-loop atomic media beyond the multi-photon resonance condition has been investigated
[42]. We show that, the time evolution of DEM has the oscillatory behavior beyond the two-
photon resonance condition. We used the Floquet decomposition [43] to solve the stationary
solution of density matrix equations of motion and to investigate DEM behavior versus the
detuning of coupling beam and probe beam. It is demonstrated that the steady state DEM can be
controlled via intensity or detuning of the coupling fields. In fact by considering the Floquet
method we could investigate the portion of coupling and probe beam to create entanglement
between the atomic ensemble and its spontaneous emission. It is obvious that, the DEM is so
sensitive to the Rabi frequency and detuning of the coupling field. Moreover quantum
interference is another parameter which could control the DEM in such a system. The physics
behind of atom-photon entanglement behavior can be understood via population distribution of
the dressed states [38].

We have shown that, the DEM can be happened due to the strong coupling between light and
matter. When atoms and photons are partially entangled the information of the position of the
atoms among the levels is not achievable which means atom and photon not as separate entities
While in electromagnetically induced transparency condition the system will be disentangled
because of coherent population trapping [44-47]. Under disentanglement situation the atoms and
the photons are separated and all of the atoms are in a dressed state as a dark state.

Model and equations

We consider a pump-probe V-type three-level atomic system, containing single ground state |1>
and two closely excited states |2) and|3), which is driven by a coupling laser field and one probe

field as depicted in fig. 1. This type of atomic system can be prepared in D, transitions of cesium

vapor at room temperature [48]. The transition |1)—|2) is excited by a probe laser field with



frequency », and the transition |1)—|3) is excited by a coupling field with frequency o,. The
spontaneous emissions from the upper levels |2) and |3) to the ground level |1) are denoted by

2y, and 2y;respectively. The semi classical Hamiltonian in interaction picture under dipole and

rotating-wave approximation is

H = -hQ,e""| 2)(1] - r ™

3)(1+HC, M

where Q| :Ep.alzlh and Q. :Ec.alslh are the Rabi frequencies for the probe and coupling

fields respectively. d;,andd,, stand for dipole moment of two transitions. The detuning of the
probe and coupling fields with respect to the corresponding transition frequencies are defined by

A, =, —w,and A, =, — o, respectively. The total electromagnetic field can be described as
E=E,ep(-iot)+E exp(-iat) +cc. (2)
The density matrix equations of motion can be driven from the Liouville equation as follows
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where the probe- coupling detuning is denoted by 6 =@, —®, . Since the upper states are
considered degenerate we assume @, = @,;, SO in consequenceo =A, —A,.. It is assumed that

the two excited states are coupled to the lower level with a common vacuum mode, so the

vacuum induced coherence generate interference in the spontaneous emission of the excited



levels. Such effect is included in equation (3) via the terms corresponding to7,/y,y, where
n= d_>12-ale./(|d'12 ”613 ).

In two-photon resonance condition, i.e. §=A;=A_ =0, and for a weak probe field the simple

analytical relation for the probe coherence p,, is given by
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The first term in equation (4) shows the scattering of the coupling field into the probe field via
vacuum induced coherence which it depends on the relative phase of the applied field. These

terms can be generated even in the absence of the probe field. The second term, proportional to

Q,, is the direct response of the medium to the probe field which does not depend on the

relative phase. The third one proportional to Qp*, shows a counter-rotating contribution. To

interpretation the physical processes, we are going to describe the quantum paths involved in the
creation of the probe coherence p,,. In Fig. 2, we show the different paths to generate the probe

coherence in which the figures 2(a)-2(d) show the paths to establish the different terms in
numerator of first term of equation (4). Figures 2(e)-2(g) are related to various terms in
numerator of the second term of equation (4). We display the corresponding transitions in table
(1). Note that the vacuum induced coherence has a major role in establishing the all contributions

of the transition paths.
Beyond two-photon resonance condition

The density matrix equations of motion for the mentioned system are solved numerically beyond
multi- photon resonance condition using the Floquet frame. “The Floquet theorem and the time-

independent Floquet Hamiltonian method are powerful theoretical framework for the study of



bound-bound multiphoton transitions driven by periodically time-dependent fields” [49]. In

equations (3), we define a vector R involving all density matrix elements,

Table 1.The transitions path of Fig. 2(a)-2(g).
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The equations of motion (3) can be rewritten compactly in matrix form as follows:

Ry -MR, (%)
ot

where
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Note that p,, is eliminated because of trace condition Tr(p)=1 which is the reason for
appearance of the constant term X in equation (5). [50].

Both the Matrix M and the X can be separated into the terms with different time dependencies
as written below [51].

S=3, 4 QT QLT e, (6)
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whereM, and %, (k € {~1,0,1}) are time- independent. By substituting the relations (6) and (7)

into equation(5) we have




R+Z,+Q 2™ +Q % &% =(My+Q Me™ +Q'M )R, (8)

According to Floquet decomposition [43] which is quite helpful to understand the higher order
nonlinearity effects in optical medium. The stationary solution R to Eq. (8) will have only terms
at the harmonics of the detuning o [46]. By expanding R to the first order probe field Rabi

frequency we obtain:
R=R,+Q e "R +Qe"R, 9)

The coefficients can be driven from equations (5)-(9) as follows

R, = M;'%, (10)
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By using this method we could gain an idea of how sensitive DEM must be the portion effect of
probe field and coupling field. Moreover we predict that the oscillatory behavior of DEM beyond
two-photon resonance condition can be related to the scattering of the coupling field into the

probe field mode at a frequency different from the probe field frequency [42].

On the other hand the reduced entropy provides one tool which can be used to quantify
entanglement, although other entanglement measures exist [52]. Mathematically, the bipartite
quantum system is called entangled, when its density operator cannot be written as a simple

product of the density operator of subsystem, i.e. [5].

Pus 7 Pr® Py - (13)

The atomic system and the vacuum fields are initially in a disentangled pure state which means
(o1, =1) and the excited states are empty of population. Reduced entropy of each subsystem will

be changed all the while of the interaction between light and atomic ensemble. If the overall

system is pure, the entropy of one subsystem can be used to measure its degree of entanglement



with the other subsystems. For bipartite pure states, the von Neumann entropy of reduced states

is a good measure of entanglement [53, 54]. The quantum mechanical entropy can be defined as:

S(p)=—Trplnp (14)
which is associated with p .

The reduced density operator of the atoms as a first subsystem, (A), is defined as:
pa=trs{om} (15)
The reduced density operator of the spontaneous emission, (B), is described by:

ps =t {0}, (16)

where p 5 is density operator of pure state for two subsystems A, B .Therefore the von Neumann

entropy of entanglement is derived as [4]:
S(pA) ::S(pB) = _tr(pAInpA) :_tr(pB Ian)- (17)

For atom-photon disentanglement, the reduced entropy should be equal to zero, and for

maximally entangled states for N state particle is log, N [4].

Also the triangle inequality relation which it has been presented by Araki and Lieb [53-55]
should be satisfied:

A_gB|.gMB ~gA B
\s S \_s <S*4+S 18)

In fact the generated light is entangled when it pass through aforementioned atomic system.



Results and discussions

The density matrix equations of motion in a three-level V- type closed- loop atomic system are
calculated numerically in two-photon resonance condition and beyond it. For simplicity, it is
supposed that7 =1. Let us explain our results by interpreting the physical meaning of each plot.
All of the parameters in computer’s codes are reduced to dimensionless units through scaling by

7, =7, =y =1 and all plots are sketched in the unit of . We are interested in investigating the

dynamical behavior of DEM beyond the two-photon resonance condition (TPR).

Figure 3 shows the dynamical behavior of DEM beyond the TPR condition for different
parameters of quantum interference »=0.0 (solid), 0.5 (dashed) 0.99 (dotted).Other selected

parameters are y, =y, =y =1, A, =10y, A, =0.0y, 6§ =-10y, Q =3y, Q, =0.1y It is shown
that, the steady state solution can be achieved for the time evolution of the atom-photon
entanglement in such a system in multi —photon resonance condition [38]. Here as it can be seen
in Fig. 3, DEM has oscillatory behavior versus the time and the stationary solution cannot occur

anymore. We predict this behavior can be related to the scattering of the coupling field in probe

field mode at a frequency different than the probe frequency.

For understanding the physics behind of this behavior we increase the intensity of coupling field
and dynamical behavior of DEM beyond the two-photon resonance condition for Q. =20y, are
shown in Fig. 4 for different values of quantum interference parameters » =0.0 (solid), 0.5

(dashed) 0.99 (dotted). Other parameters are same as in Fig. 3. It is obvious that, DEM increases
by increasing the Rabi frequency of coupling field. Moreover, the amplitude of oscillation
becomes smaller in comparing with the total DEM. Our calculation shows that the contribution
of the direct response of the medium to the probe field in DEM is negligible in comparing with

the contribution of the scattering of the coupling field in the probe field.

The steady state behavior of DEM versus Rabi frequency Q. and quantum interference #in the
TPR condition is shown in Fig. 5. Used parameters are 6 =0.0y, A, =0.0y, A, =0.0y, =05.

Other parameters are same as in Fig. 3. It is clearly seen that, DEM can be controlled by either
the intensity of coupling field or quantum interference. It is realized that, DEM is much more



sensitive towards the Rabi frequency of coupling field in comparison with the quantum
interference. The effect of the Rabi frequency of the probe and coupling fields on the DEM is
shown in Fig. 6 in the TPR condition. Used parameters are same as in Fig. 5. As it is illustrated
in Fig. 6, for getting higher value for DEM, the intensity of driving fields should be increased.

Let us turn our attention to the behavior of DEM beyond the TPR condition. In Fig. 7 we display
the couple beam portion of DEM behavior versus the detuning of the probe field beyond the TPR

condition in different values of quantum interference parameter = 0.0 (solid), 0.5 (dashed) 0.99
(dotted) .The selected parameters are A, =0.0y, o =A . Other parameters are same as in Fig. 3.

It is shown that, the maximum DEM is obtained at TPR condition and it grows by increasing the

quantum interference parameter.

In Fig. 8 by using Floquet decomposition we have chosen the portion of couple beam light to
investigate the DEM behavior versus the detuning of coupling field beyond the two- photon
resonance condition in different values of quantum interference »=0.99 (dashed), 0.5 (solid) 0.0
(dotted). Other parameters are same as in Fig. 3. In fact DEM can be controlled by intensity of

the coupling field. The DEM peak located at the A, = 0.0y is established due to the two-photon

transition via a counter-rotating contribution of Eq. (4). In the absence of the vacuum induced
coherence, only the phase conjugation of the probe field contributes in preparing of the probe

coherence. The second peak located at A, =10.0yis due to the transition |2)-|3) via vacuum

induced coherence. It is obvious that, in the absence of quantum interference by increasing the
detuning of coupling field the disentanglement can be happened. Our investigations showed that,
the detuning of the coupling field is important controllable parameter for DEM. Note that the
scattering of the coupling field into the probe field via vacuum induced coherence (Fig. 2(a-d))
has a major contribution in establishing of the entanglement in the weak probe field

approximation.

10



Conclusion

We studied the atom- photon entanglement in a three- level V-type closed-loop atomic system
beyond the two- photon resonance condition. The dynamical behavior of atom- photon
entanglement between the dressed atom and its spontaneous emission is studied in semi classical
approach beyond the two-photon resonance condition in such a system. The quantum entropy of
these two subsystems is investigated by using the von Neumann entropy. It is shown that, the
degree of entanglement measure (DEM) can be controlled by the intensity and the detuning of
coupling optical field and quantum interference induced by spontaneous emission. Furthermore
In the absence of quantum interference for special parameters of Rabi frequency and detuning of
driving laser field disentanglement can be occurred. Also the electromagnetically induced

transparency condition can be obtained when the system is disentangled.

11



References

[1] Einstein, A., Podolsky, B., Rosen, N.: Can quantum-mechanical description of physical
reality be considered complete?.Phys. Rev. 47, 777 (1935).

[2] Schrodinger E, “Die gegenwirtige Situation in der Quantenmechanik”

Die Naturwissenschaften, 23, (1935), 807-812; 823-828; 844-849

[3] http://www.informationphilosopher.com/solutions/experiments/EPR/

[4] Bennett, C. H., DiVincenzo, D. P., Smolin, J.A., Wootters, W. K.: Mixed-state entanglement
and quantum error correction. Phys. Rev. A 54, 3824-3851 (1996)

[5] Nielsen M.A., and Chuang I.L.: Quantum Computation and Quantum Information.Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge, England, (2000).

[6]Burgarth, D. K.,Facchi, P.,Giovannetti, V.,Nakazato,H.,Pascazio,S., Yuasa, K.:Exponential rise
of dynamical complexity in quantum computing through projections, Nature Communication5, 5173, (
2014).

[7] BartlettS. D., Rudolph T., Spekkens R. W.: Classical and quantum communication without a
shared reference frame, Phys. Rev. Lett91 (2), 027901.

[8] Zukowski, M., Zeilinger, A., Horne, M. A., Ekert, A. K.. Event-ready-detectors Bell
experiment via entanglement swapping. Phys. Rev. Lett. 71, 4287-4290 (1993).

[9] Berry, D. W., Sanders, B.C.: Quantum teleportation and entanglement swapping for spin
systems, New J. Phys. 4, 8, (2002).

[10] Bennett , C. H., Wiesner, S. J.. Communication via one- and two-particle operators on
Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen states. Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2881-2884 (1992).

[11] Laflamme, R., Miquel, C., Paz, J. P., Zurek, W. H.: Perfect quantum error correction code.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 198-201 (1996).

[12] Plenio, M. B., Vedral, V., Knight, P. L.: Quantum error correction in the presence of
spontaneous emission. Phys. Rev. A 55, 67-71 (1997)

12


http://www.informationphilosopher.com/solutions/experiments/EPR/
http://www.nature.com/ncomms/2014/141010/ncomms6173/full/ncomms6173.html#auth-1
http://www.nature.com/ncomms/2014/141010/ncomms6173/full/ncomms6173.html#auth-2
http://www.nature.com/ncomms/2014/141010/ncomms6173/full/ncomms6173.html#auth-3
http://www.nature.com/ncomms/2014/141010/ncomms6173/full/ncomms6173.html#auth-4
http://www.nature.com/ncomms/2014/141010/ncomms6173/full/ncomms6173.html#auth-5
http://www.nature.com/ncomms/2014/141010/ncomms6173/full/ncomms6173.html#auth-6
http://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=Y8cRR70AAAAJ&citation_for_view=Y8cRR70AAAAJ:M3ejUd6NZC8C
http://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=Y8cRR70AAAAJ&citation_for_view=Y8cRR70AAAAJ:M3ejUd6NZC8C
http://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=s75l9WwAAAAJ&cstart=100&citation_for_view=s75l9WwAAAAJ:4OULZ7Gr8RgC
http://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=s75l9WwAAAAJ&cstart=100&citation_for_view=s75l9WwAAAAJ:4OULZ7Gr8RgC

[13] Ekert, A. K.: Quantum cryptography based on Bell’s theorem. Phys. Rev. Lett.67, 661-663
(1991).

[14] Marcikic 1., De Riedmatten H., Tittel W., Zbinden H., Legr M. and Gisin N.: Distribution of
Time-Bin Entangled Qubits over 50 km of Optical Fiber. Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 180502 (2004).

[15] Ursin R., Tiefenbacher F., Schmitt-Manderbach T., Weier H., Scheidl T., Lindenthal M.,
Blauensteiner B., Jennewein T., Perdigues J., TrojekP, Omer B., First M., Meyenburg M., Rarity
J., Sodnik Z., Barbieri C., Weinfurter H. and Zeilinger A.: Entanglement-based quantum
communication over 144 km. Nature Phys. 3, 481-486 (2007).

[16] Braunstein,S. L., and van Loock,P.: Quantum information with continuous variables, Rev.
Mod. Phys.77, 513 -577 (2005).

[17] Ladd T. D, Jelezko F., Laflamme R., Nakamura Y., Monroe C., O’Brien J. L.: Quantum
computers. Nature 464, 45-53 (2010).

[18] Walther, P., Resch, K. J., Rudolph, T., Schenck, E., Weinfurter, H., Vedral, V., Aspelmeyer,
M. and Zeilinger, A.: Experimental one-way quantum computing. Nature 434, 169-176 (2005).

[19] Ekert, A. &Josza, R. Quantum algorithms: entanglement enhanced information processing.
Phil.Trans. R. Soc. Lond. A 356, 1769-1782 (1998).

[20]Gottesman, D. & Chuang, I. L. Demonstrating the viability of universal quantum

computation using teleportation and single-qubit operations. Nature 402, 390-393 (1999).

[21] Knill, E., Laflamme, R. & Milburn, G. J.: A scheme for efficient quantum computation with
linear optics.Nature 409, 46-52 (2001).

[22] Linden,N. &Popescu, S.: Good dynamics versus bad kinematics: Is entanglement needed for
guantum computation? Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 047901 (2001).

[23] Josza, R. & Linden, N.: On the role of the entanglement in quantum computational speed-
up. Proc.R. Soc. Lond. A. 459, 2011-2032 (2003).

13



[24] Nielsen, M. A.: Quantum computation by measurement and quantum memory. Phys. Lett.
A. 308, 96-100 (2003).

[25] Biham, E., Brassard, G., Kenigsberg, D. &Mor, T.. Quantumcomputing without
entanglement. Theor.Comput. Sci. 320, 15-33 (2004).

[26] Gorniaczyk, H., Tresp, C., Schmidt, J., Fedder, H., Hofferberth, S.: Single-photon transistor
mediated by interstate Rydberg interactions. Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (5), 053601, (2014).

[27]  http://photon.physnet.uni-hamburg.de/ilp/hemmerich/research/cavity-qed-with-ultracold-

atomic-ensembles/

[28] Keller, H., Klinder, J., Wolke, M., and Hemmerich, A.. Optomechanical atom-cavity
interaction in the sub-recoil regime, New J. Phys.16 053008 (2014).

[29] Sherson, J.F., Krauter, H., Olsson, R.K., Julsgaard, B., Hammerer, Cirac, K. I., and Polzik,
E.S.: Quantum teleportation between light and matter. Nature, 443 (7111):557, (2006).

[30] Chen, S., Chen, Y. A., Zhao, B., Yuan, Z.S., Schmiedmayer, J., and Pan, J. W.:
Demonstration of a stable atom-photon entanglement source for quantum repeaters. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 99, 180505 , (2007).

[31] Li, L., Dudin, Y. O., and Kuzmich, A.: Entanglement between light and an optical atomic
excitation, Nature 498, 466- 469 (2013).

[32] Ficek, Z., Rudolph, T.:Quantum interference in a driven two-level atom, Phys. Rev. A. 60
(6), R4245 (1999).

[33] Agarwal, G. S.: in Quantum Statistical Theories of Spontaneous Emission and their Relation
to Other Approaches, edited by G. Hohler, Springer Tracts in Modern Physics Vol. 70 (Springer,
Berlin, 1974).

[34] Joshi, A., Yang, W., and Xiao, M.: Effect of quantum interference on optical bistability in
the three- level V-type atomic system, Phys. Rev. A. 68 015806 (2003).

14


https://scholar.google.de/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=AUNlcrIAAAAJ&cstart=20&citation_for_view=AUNlcrIAAAAJ:Wp0gIr-vW9MC
https://scholar.google.de/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=AUNlcrIAAAAJ&cstart=20&citation_for_view=AUNlcrIAAAAJ:Wp0gIr-vW9MC
http://photon.physnet.uni-hamburg.de/ilp/hemmerich/research/cavity-qed-with-ultracold-atomic-ensembles/
http://photon.physnet.uni-hamburg.de/ilp/hemmerich/research/cavity-qed-with-ultracold-atomic-ensembles/
http://iopscience.iop.org/1367-2630/16/5/053008
http://iopscience.iop.org/1367-2630/16/5/053008
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v498/n7455/full/nature12227.html
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v498/n7455/full/nature12227.html
http://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=Y8cRR70AAAAJ&cstart=20&citation_for_view=Y8cRR70AAAAJ:HDshCWvjkbEC

[35] Mousavi, S. M., Safari, L., Mahmoudi, M., and Sahrai, M.: Effect of quantum interference
on the optical properties of a three-level V-type atomic system beyond the two-photon resonance
condition. J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 43 165501 (2010).

[36] Fang, M. F., and Zhu, S.Y.: Entanglement between a A- type three-level atom and its
spontaneous emission fields. Physica A 369, 475-483 (2006).

[37] Sahrai M., Noshad H. and Mahmoudi M.: Entanglement of an atom and its spontaneous
emission fields via spontaneously generated coherence. J. Sciences, Islamic Republic of Iran 22,
171-176 (2011).

[38] Abazari M., Mortezapour A., Mahmoudi M. and Sahrai M.: Phase-controlled atom-photon
entanglement in a three-level V-type atomic system via spontaneously generated coherence.
Entropy 13, 1541-1554 (2011).

[39] RoshanEntezar, S.: Disentanglement of atom-photon via quantum interference in driven
three- level atoms, Opt. Comm. 282, 1171-1174 (2009).

[40] Mortezapour A., Kordi Z., and Mahmoudi M.: Phase-controlled atom-photon entanglement
in a three-level A -type closed-loop atomic system. Chin. Phys. B 22, 060310 (2013).

[41] Kordi, Z., Ghanbari, S., and Mahmoudi, M.: Maximal Atom-Photon Entanglement in a
Double-A Quantum System, Quan. Inf. Proc, (2015).

[42] Mahmoudi M., and Evers J.: Light propagation through closed-loop atomic media beyond
the multiphoton resonance condition.Phys.Rev. A 74, 063827 (2006).

[43] Floquet, M. G.: Sur les équationsdifférentielleslinéaires a coefficients périodiques, Ann. Sci.
Ec. Normale Super. 12, 47 (1883).

[44] Karimi, E., and Boyd, R. W.: TEN YEARS OF NATURE PHYSICS; Slowly but surely,
Nature Physics, 11, (2015).

15


http://archive.numdam.org/ARCHIVE/ASENS/ASENS_1883_2_12_/ASENS_1883_2_12__47_0/ASENS_1883_2_12__47_0.pdf

[45] Fleischhauer, M., and Lukin, M. D.: Dark-state polaritons in Electromagnetically induced
transparency, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 5094 (2000).

[46] Wong, V. , Boyd, R. W., Stroud, C. R., Ryan, Jr., Bennink, S., and Aronstein, D. L.:
Absorptionless self-phase-modulation via dark-state electromagnetically induced transparency,
Phys. Rev. A, 65, 013810 (2001).

[47] Kaltenhauser, B., Kubler, H., Chromik, A., Stuhler, J.,, Pfau, T., and
Imamoglu,A.:Electromagnetically Induced Transparencyin optically trapped rubidium atoms,J.
Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 40 1907, (2007).

[48] Zhao,J.,Wang, L. Xiao,L., Zhao,Y., YinW., JiaS.. Experimental measurement of
absorption and dispersion in V-type cesium atom, Opt. Comm.206 341-345(2002).

[49] Chu,S.1., Telnov,D. A.: Beyond the Floguet theorem: generalized Floquet formalisms and
quasienergy methods for atomic and molecular multiphoton processes in intense laser fields,
Physics Reports 390 1-131(2004).

[50] Jungnitsch,B.,andEvers).: Parametric and nonparametric magnetic response enhancement

via electrically induced magnetic moments, Phys. Rev. A. 78, 043817 (2008).

[51] Hu, X.-m., Du, D.,. Cheng, G.-1.,Zou, J.-h., and Li, X.: Switching from positive to negative
dispersion in a three-level V system driven by a single coherent field, J. Phys. B, 38, 827 (2005).

[52] Vedral V., and Plenio M. B.: Entanglement measures and purification procedures.Phys.Rev.
A 57, 1619-1633 (1998).

[53] Araki H., and Lieb E.: Entropy inequalities. Commun.Math.Phys.18, 160-170 (1970).

[54] Phoenix S. J. D., and Knight P. L.: Fluctuation and entropy in models of quantum optical
resonance.Ann.Phys. 186, 381- 407 (1988).

[55] Loss M., Ruskai M. B.: Inequalities: Selecta of Elliott H. Lieb. Springer Berlin Heidelberg
(2002).

16



Figure Caption

Figure 1.Schematic diagram of the three-level V-type atomic system. The system is driven by

two optical laser fields, the laser field which is coupled on the transition 1) —|2) is the probe
(weak) field. The spontaneous decays are denoted by the wiggly red lines.

Figure 2. Schematic diagram for showing the different paths to generate the probe coherence in

the system.
Figure 3.Time evolution of DEM beyond the two- photon resonance condition for different
values of quantum interference parameters » =0.0 (solid), 0.5(dashed) 0.99(dotted). The other

selected parameters are y, =y, =y =1 A, =10y,A, =0.0y, 6 =-10y, Q =3y, Q, =0.1y.

Figure 4. Dynamical behavior of DEM beyond the multiphoton resonance condition for

Q. =20y for different parameters of quantum interference »=0.0 (solid), 0.5 (dashed) 0.99

(dotted). Other parameters are same as in Fig. 3.
Figure 5. Steady state behavior of DEM versus Rabi frequency Q. and quantum

interference n . The using parameters are y, =y, =y =1, Q,=01y, §=00y, A, =30y,

A, =3.0y.

Figure 6.Steady state behavior of DEM versus Rabi frequencies of driving fields Q and Q,, .

Used parameters are y; =7, =y =1 6 =0.0y, A, =0.0y, A, =0.0y, =0.5.

Figure 7.Couple beam portion of DEM behavior versus the detuning of probe field beyond the

multiphoton resonance condition in different values of quantum interference 7 = 0.0 (solid), 0.5

(dashed) 0.99 (dotted), A, = 0.0y and the other parameters are same as in Fig. 3.

Figure 8.The portion of couple beam light for DEM behavior versus the detuning of coupling

field beyond the multiphoton resonance condition in different values of quantum interference

7 =0.0 (solid), 0.5 (dashed) 0.99 (dotted), A, =0.0y,and the other parameters are same as in

Fig. 3.
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