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Abstract:  We investigate the optical Kerr nonlinearities of an ensemb
of cold Rydberg atoms under the condition of electromagaé#yi induced
transparency (EIT). By using an approach beyond mean-fieddry, we
show that the system possesses not only enhanced thirdrandlnear op-
tical susceptibility, but also giant fifth-order nonlinegptical susceptibility,
which has a cubic dependence on atomic density. Our reseit®dstrate
that both the third-order and the fifth-order nonlinear cgtsusceptibilities
consist of two parts, contributed respectively by phottorrainteraction
and Rydberg-Rydberg interaction. The Kerr nonlinearitgiuiced by the
Rydberg-Rydberg interaction plays a leading role at higmat density. We
find that the fifth-order nonlinear optical susceptibilitythe Rydberg-EIT
system may be five orders of magnitude larger than that adxdaim tradi-
tional EIT systems. The results obtained may have promigpmications
in light and quantum information processing and transroisai weak-light
level.
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1. Intruduction

The study of optical Kerr effect, i.e. nonlinear responseptical materials to applied light
field, is one of main topics in nonlinear optics because itsiseatial for the realization of
most nonlinear optical processgs [1]. Optical Kerr effext Also found many new applications,
including nonlinear and quantum controls of light fieldsagtum nondemolition measurement,
all-optical deterministic quantum logic, single-photoaivitches and transistors, and so [on [2,
[3]. However, Kerr effect is usually produced in passiveeadtmedia such as glass-based optical
fibers, in which far-off resonance excitation schemes arpleyed to avoid serious optical
absorption. As a result, the Kerr nonlinearity in passivéaap media is weak and hence to
obtain a significant Kerr effect a long propagation distamce high light intensity is required.
In recent years, many efforts have focused on the study ofrelmagnetically induced trans-
parency (EIT)[[4,5]. Light propagation in EIT media posssssiany striking features, includ-
ing the suppression of optical absorption, the reductiogrofip velocity, and an enhance-
ment of Kerr nonlinearity([446], by which many important dipations (e.g. quantum mem-
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ory, highly efficient four-wave mixing, optical clocks, astbw-light solitons, etc.) are possi-
ble [4+13]. However, the largest Kerr nonlinearity, ob&alnn conventional EIT mediafl4], is
still too small for nonlinear optics at single-photon lefE3].

Recently, much attention has been paid to the investigafi@old Rydberg gases [1517],
i.e. highly excited atoms with very large principal quantaomber. Due to their long lifetime
and large electric dipole moment, Rydberg atoms have mamgtipal applicationd [18]. Es-
pecially, the strong and controllable atom-atom intetactn Rydberg gases (called Rydberg-
Rydberg interaction for shoft[17=19]) brings many intilggiaspects that can be used to design
qguantum gates and simulate strongly correlated quantuny-ady systems, etc [15-20].

Since the first experiment reported in 2007/[21], considerabhievements have been made
on the EIT in cold Rydberg gases. Experimerital [22—-27] ardrtical [28=35] works showed
that EIT can be used not only for coherent optical detectidRyalberg atoms, but also for ob-
taining giant Kerr nonlinearity [36]. Different from conwgonal EIT media, the giant Kerr
nonlinearity in Rydberg-EIT systems comes from the strogdhbRrg-Rydberg interaction be-
tween atoms, which can be many orders of magnitude largerttiose obtained before. These
studies([21=35,35] opened a new and important avenue foicthiinear optics at single-photon
level [3/37(38].

However, all studies up to now on the Kerr nonlinearity in Bgth-EIT systems are limited
to the third-order one. Because of the requirement of mapiiegtions in quantum and nonlin-
ear optics, such as highly efficient six-wave mixingl[39,4btee-photon phase gatésl[41, 42],
multi-photon entangled states and Schrodinger cat stditight [43,44], and stabilization of
spatial optical solitons [6,45], it is necessary to find angizigh-order Kerr nonlinearity that
can be realized at very weak light level[46].

In this article, we make a systematic theoretical invesitigaon the optical Kerr effect
in a cold Rydberg atomic system via EIT. By using an approagyobd mean-field the-
ory [30,/35[47] on the correlators of one-body, two-body] #wee-body based on a second-
order ladder approximation, we show that the system possewst only an enhanced third-
order nonlinear optical susceptibility, but also a gianhfibrder nonlinear optical susceptibility,
which has a cubic dependence on atomic density and can bedat the order of magnitude
10 m*V—4. Our results demonstrate that both the third-order and ftredider nonlinear
optical susceptibilities consist of two parts. One partostdbuted by photon-atom interaction
and another part comes from the Rydberg-Rydberg interactioe Kerr nonlinearity induced
by the Rydberg-Rydberg interaction plays a leading roleigh htomic density. We find that
the fifth-order nonlinear optical susceptibility in the Ryatg-EIT system may be five orders
of magnitude larger than that obtained in traditional EI$teyns, which may have promising
applications in light and quantum information processind ansmission at weak-light level.

Before preceding, we note that third-order Kerr nonlintyasias considered ir [30, 85,147]
where nonlinearity is estimated by using the approach betyoean-field theory, and in [47]
where a second-order ladder approximation is adopted &siigate coherent population trap-
ping in Rydberg atoms. Furthermore, the interaction betwRgdberg atoms via EIT was
also suggested in_[31, 32]. However, our work is differemnfr [30--32[ 35, 47]. First, no
fifth-order Kerr nonlinearity was considered [n [80+32,8%) (see also recent review [15]).
Second, our study (see below) shows that both the photon-ateraction and the Rydberg-
Rydberg interaction have significant contributions to threrrkhonlinearities (including third-
order and fifth-order ones), but the contribution of the phe&tom interaction was overlooked
in [30H32[35,477].

The remainder of the article is arranged as follows. In Sk¢h@ physical model of the
Rydberg-EIT system under study is described. In Bkc. 3, tanbation expansion is used to
solve the equations of motion of many-body correlators.¢n.@, explicit expressions of the
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Fig. 1. (a) Excitation scheme of the three-level ladder systemfiitvthe probe field with angular
frequencywp and half Rabi frequenc@,, couples the level$l) and|2), and the control field with
angular frequencyy. and half Rabi frequenc@. couples the level®2) and|3). A, andAz are one-
and two-photon detunings, respectivelyi (I23) is the spontaneous emission decay rate ff@m
to |1) (|3) to |2)). (b) The long-range interaction potential BRb atomsV (ri;) = Cﬁ/r” (red solid
line) as a function of;; = |r; —r |, describing the interaction between the atom aind the atom at;
(represented by yellow spheres), both of which are at théoRgristate3) = [60S; ,). (c) Schematic
of Rydberg blockade. The long-range interaction betweedbsg atoms blocks the excitation of the
atoms within blockade spheres (i.e. the ones with the bayriddicated by the yellow dashed lines)
of radiusRy. In each blocked sphere only one Rydberg atom (small yelipher®) is excited and
other atoms (small blue spheres) are prevented to be ex@iterlorange (blue) arrow indicates the
propagating direction of the probe (control) field.

nonlinear optical susceptibilities are presented. Fnéile last section contains a summary of
the main results of our work.

2. Model

We consider an ensemble of lifetime-broadened three-doehic gas with a ladder-type level
configuration, shown schematically in Fig. 1(a). We assumeeatomic gas are loaded into a
magneto-optical trap and works at a ultracold temperatutéat their center-of-mass motion
is negligible. A weak probe field of angular frequenay (half Rabi frequencyp) couples to
the transition betweejl) and|2), and a strong control field of angular frequenay(half Rabi
frequencyQ.) couples to the transition betweg) and|3). The electric field of the system can
be written asE(r,t) = Ep(r,t) + Ec(r,t) with Ep(r,t) = ey &p expli(kp - r — wpt)] +c.c. and
Ec(r,t) = ec & expi(ke - r — axt)] 4 c.c., where c.c. represents complex conjugate lapicep
andéy (K, & andée) are respectively the wavevector, polarization unit veatw amplitude of
the probe field (control) field. The upper stégis chosen as a Rydberg state, which is assumed
to be|3) = |60S, ) for simplicity. The atoms in Rydberg states (i.e. Rydbeayz) have many
exaggerated properties, including long radiative lifetjfarge electric dipole moment, strong
Rydberg-Rydberg interaction, and so bnl[16].

Under electric-dipole and rotating-wave approximatioimsthe Heisenberg picture the
Hamiltonian of the atomic gas including the Rydberg-Rydtiateraction is given byn =
Jlﬁfd%%’ﬁ(r t), with .45 the atomic density an(%’ﬁ(r t) the Hamiltonian of the atom at



positionr of the form

3
(it = zﬁwaéw(r,t)_ﬁ[Qpélz(r,t)+Q;é21(r,t)+Qcé23(r,t)+§zgé32(r,t)]
a=1

i a [ S OV - 1) &sa(r ), (1)

where hw, the eignenergy of the stater), Qp = (ep- p21)ép/h and Q¢ = (e - p32)éc/h

are respectively the half Rabi frequencies of the probe anral fields with p,g the

electric dipole matrix element associated with the tramsitfrom |3) to |a), Syp =

B)(a|elkp—ka)T—(p—cu+8p-8a)ll are transition operatofsr, B = 1,2,3) satisfying the com-
mutation relation

[éaﬁ(r’t)véﬂv(r/’tﬂ = (60!Véu[3(rat) - 6uBéO(V(r/at)) 5rr/a (2)

whered, g is Kronecker symbol. The last term on the right side of Ebjigi)ie contribution of
the Rydberg-Rydberginteraction, i.e. the Rydberg atonositjonr interacts with the Rydberg
atom at positiorr’ described by the long-range interaction poterii&l’ —r). Because the
Rydberg-Rydberg interaction results in a Rydberg blocKade19], the integration region of
the radial coordinatg in the integral in the last line of EQ.]J(1) is froniRg to infinity, whereR,
is the radius of Rydberg blockade sphere [see[Fig. 1(c)].

The equations of motion for one-body density magriis given by [19, 35]

i %Pn — il 12P22 — Qpp12+ QP21 =0, (3a)
i %Pzz — il 23p33+ 1M 12022+ QpP12 — QppP21 — Qcpaz + Qeps2 =0, (3b)
i%ﬁss—i— iT 23033+ Qcp2z — QcP32 =0, (3¢)
(i % + d21> P21 — Qp(p22— p11) + QP31 =0, (3d)

.0

QE + d31> P31— QppPs2+ QcP21— */’/a/dgrlv(r/ —1)pp3zai(r’,r,t) =0, (3e)
9 )

<l it d32> P32 — Qpp31 — Qc(p33 — P22)

s [ V(= 1)ppaganlr'.t) =0, (30

wherep, g = <éa[3> [48] is the one-body density matrix elemetifg = Ag —Ag +iy,p (A1 =0;
a,=123;a#P),0 = wp— (wp — wy) andAz = wp+ e — (w3 — wy) are respectively the
one-photon and two-photon detuningsg = (Fa +p)/2+ a%' with T'g = 34l ap. Here
I3 denotes the spontaneous emission decay rate from the| Sjatie the statga) and a%'
represents the dephasing rate reflecting the loss of phhsear@e betweew) and|(3).

From the above equations we see that there are two evidelth@ancharacters in the sys-
tem: (i) There is a photon-atom interaction due to the resbeaupling between the probe field
and the atoms even when the Rydberg-Rydberg interactionsierd. (i) There is an atom-
atom interaction reflected by the last terms on the left hade ef Eq.[3(e) and Ed.J3(f),
i.e. the two-body density matrix elements (or the two-bodyrelators)ppszzq(r',r,t) =
(Saa(r’,1)Ssq (r,1)) (o = 1, 2) contributed from the Rydberg-Rydberg interaction. Juist these



two different nonlinear characters that make the Rydbdfgsiistem possess very interesting
nonlinear optical properties. Especially, two differeypes of Kerr nonlinearities (one is re-
sulted from the photon-atom interaction and another onesiglted from the Rydberg-Rydberg
interaction) occur in the system, as will be illustratedoel

Our model can be easily realized by experiment. One of caefids the laser-coolédRb
atomic gas with the atomic states shown in Elg. 1(a) assigaé¢a3, 49]

1) = 5812, F = 2), [2) = [5p?Py/,F =3),
13) = ns?Sy5), M12=2x 6 MHz, [23=27mx 3kHz,

with n principle quantum number and other parameters tak€h as2mwx 32 MHz, A, = 21T %
160 MHz. All calculations given below will be based on thesalistic physical parameters. The
long-range interaction potential between two Rydberg atbas the form a¥ (rij) = —Cﬁ/rﬁ-
[23], whererij = |ri — ] is the distance between tlih andjth Rydberg atoms, represented
by the yellow spheres in Fig] 1(b). The red solid line in Eih)lis the curve of the long-range
interaction potential—Ce/r?j as a function ofrjj for n = 60, with the dispersion parameter

Ce ~ —21Tx 140 GHzum®, adopted from([23].

Due to the Rydberg-Rydberg interaction, an atom in the $&tevould induce an energy-
shift V(R) of the state|3) of another atom separated by distafGevhich translates into an
effective two-photon detuning. Then the long-range irtéoa energy-shift will block the ex-
citation of all the atoms for whicN' (R) > & r, wheredgt is the linewidth of EIT transmis-
sion spectrum (i.e. the width of EIT transparency windovefjred byQZ/y;, for A, = 0 and
QZ/|0;| for |Az] > yi2 (we assumed-Ay/Cs > 0). Thus the blockade sphere has the radius
Ry = (|Cs/3eiT|)Y® ~ 5.29um [23/31[50]. Comparing this to the average interatomi@sep

ration obtained byR = (5/9).43 ~/> ~ 2.5um for .#; = 10%m 3, the blockade effect can
be obviously observed, as shown in Higj. 1(c). The system eadiided into many block-
ade spheres (represented by the spheres with the boundargtad by yellow dashed line in
Fig.[(c) ) and each blockade sphere contains only one Ryditem (represented by the small
yellow sphere in Fig]1(c)). Hence, the spatial coarsengmgidistance between two nearest
Rydberg atoms has siz&kg [32].

We are interested in the optical Kerr effects, especially third-order and fifth-order
nonlinear optical susceptibilities of the system. To thim,awe need the relation between
the optical susceptibility of the probe field and the densiigtrix elements. Since the total
electric polarization intensity of the system is given By= %22‘,3:1 PapPpaeXpli[(kg —
Kp) -1 — (wp — wa +2Ap — Lg)t]}, the electric polarization intensity of the probe field read
Pp = Aa{p12p21exdi(kp - 1 — wpt)] + c.c.}, by which one can obtain the optical susceptibil-
ity xp of the probe field by using the formuRy, = g xpepépexi(kp - r — wpt)] + c.c., which
yields
Na(€p-P12)P21

Soéap '

Xp= (4)

To obtain the explicit expression pb;, we must solve Eqsl_(Bd)-{3f). However, due to the
Rydberg-Rydberg interaction, we must also solve the matibaquations for the two-body



correlators/$33Ss1) and(Ss3Ss2) simultaneously
(i +contirzs-v(r' - r>) (Gron) + 0 ((Sron) + ($5800) — G
~Qp(&aer) — Sa [ 6 (Sl 0 &alr' OSn(T OV =) = O (52)
(191720 doa— V(=) ) () + e () — (G + (SenSl) — 22
O (Ssaen) — A4 [ & (Saalt” O Galr DS OV (" 1) =0, (5b)

wherer’ #£r” andéaﬁéw in the terms without integration mea§§3(r DS (r,t).

Egs. [B4) and(8b) have the following features. (i) The équatfor two-body correlators
<S33S3g> (a =1,2) involve many other two-body correlators (e<§23531) etc.). Thus one also
have to solve additional equations of other two-body catogk. An explicit list of the equations
of motion for two-body correlator@ag §“V> of the system is too long and omitted here. (ii) The
equations for the two-body correlators involve three-bodsrelators (e.g(é33§3,3§31>, etc.),
which obey the equations of motion for three-body corretafarhich are lengthy and not listed
here) and also have to be solved. Similarly, the equationmstibn of the three-body correlators
involve four-body correlators. Finally, one obtains annité hierarchy of equations of motion
for the correlators of one-body, two-bodies, three-bqdi@sl so on. Obviously, to make the
problem tractable one must truncate the hierarchy of thatémns for many-body correlators
by using an appropriate method. Here we adopt a second-ladiger approximation, such
that for moderate atomic density the three-body corretatitoms in the two-body correlator
equations are factorized in the following way [30,[35/47, 51

(Sap(r")Suv (r')Sup: (1))
= (Sup(r")) (Suv (r)Sarpr (1)) + (Sup(r")Suv (r')) (Swrp (1)),
+(Sap(r")Surpr (1)) (Suv (1)) = 2(Sap(r”)) (Suv (r)) (Swp: (), (6)

As a special case, when the atomic density is low and theaictien between atoms is weak
so that the correlation between atoms are negligible, ose($a;(r”)Suv(r')Syp(r)) —
(Sup(r”))(Suv(r'))(Sarp:(r)), corresponding to a mean-field approximation. We stredstiea
mean-field approximation is not valid for the Rydberg gasehat lower atomic density be-
cause of the strong Rydberg-Rydberg interaction. On ther dithind, to acquire a giant nonlinear
optical effect, a higher atomic density is usually neededi lrence one must adopt a method
beyond the mean-field approximation [52]. The factorizatieethod stated above is an effec-
tive approach for dealing with interacting multi-body pleins and has been widely adopted
in nonlinear laser spectroscopy [51] and Bose-condenssegesd&3], by which the equations
of motion for one-body and two-body correlators are closadifzence can be solved by using
some suitable techniques.

3. Solutions based on perturbation expansion

Although by using the factorization method stated abovestheations of motion for one-body
and two-body correlations can be made to be closed and theiber becomes finite, they are
still nonlinear due to the coupling with the applied laseldfi€ortunately, since the probe field
in the EIT-based experimen{s [211-27] is weak we hence careragberturbation expansion
of the correlators in the powers of the Rabi frequency of préield Q, [35] to solve these

nonlinear equations in a systematic way. In fact, when EBtesys are weakly driven, the half



Rabi frequencyQ, is a natural expansion parameter for investigating manykwemlinear
phenomena, including ultraslow and weak-light solitonkif-based systems [11-13].

To investigate the optical Kerr effects in the present RyglelT system, we make the

perturbation expansion [ [B5)q1 = sz|:0pézll+1)|9p|2', P32 = z|:1p§§'>|§2p|2', Ppg =

2|:0p§;)|§2p|2' with pgg = 0p10p1(a = 2,3;3 = 1,2,3). Substituting this expansion into the
Eq. (3) for the one-body density matrix elements and compgatie expansion parameter of
each poweK),, we obtain a set of approximated equationspﬁgg , which are listed in Ap-
pendix[A. The approximated equations for the two-body dgmeatrix (correlator) elements
ppgglw after using the factorization formul@l (6) can also be oladjrwhich are listed in Ap-
pendix(B. In order to acquire third-order and fifth-order foear optical susceptibilities, we
must solve the expansion equations from the first order tdiffeorder. Although these ex-
pansion equations are lengthy and complicated, they betinger after the above expansion
and thus can be solved analytically order by order in a syatieal and clear way. Notice that
in this work we are interested in static (or instantaneouosjinear optical susceptibilities, both
the probe and control fields are assumed to be continuouswakes the operatat/Jt in all
equations of the correlators can be put into zero.

At the first order [ = 1), we obtain the solutiom)é? = d31/D and pé? = —Q/D, with
D = |Q¢|? — dp1d31. For the second ordef £ 2), one obtains the solution

i 2 i 1Qc|? Q|2
@) [iT23—2[Qc|*M]N —il 12 (D*dgz - Ddsz)

= - , 7a
P11 —[1ol 23— |I'12|Qc|2M ( )
@_ 1 (y_ir. @
P =i (N iT 12057 ) , (7b)
1 Q
P = P <— —D° +20cp83 + Qcpﬁ)) ; (7¢)

whereM = 1/d3; — 1/d3,, N = d3,/D* — d31/D. At the third order (= 3), the solution reads
PR = a) + A andpfd) = o) + Az, with

@ Qupld +dn(20l? +p3)

P = |Qcl? — dp1da1 ’ (82)
b — Q: fd3r’pp§g?3l(r’— NV (r' — r)7 )
|Qc|2 — d21d31
o _ (2000 +p53) Qe+ oy -
|Qc|2 — da1ds1
b® _ J“d‘q’f/PPég,)gl(f/ — V(' =r)dz; (8d)
3 |Qc|? — d21d31 ’

where a general expressionquéggl is given in AppendiXB [see EJ._(IL8) ]. Because we have
assumed the probe field to be weak, the Rydberg-Rydbergatien gives the contribution to
the solution starting only from the third order approxirati

At the fourth orderl(= 4), the solution is given bpﬁ) = 51(141> +/l/alb(1‘11>, pég) = agg +</Vabgg,



andpé? = ag;) + %bg‘g, with

A4 _ [iM 23— 2|Qc2M] (a5 Y — aly)) +1Qcds, T 1285y — iQdsAT 1285

e —T 12l 23— 1712 Qc[?M 52)
@) _ [IT23—21Qc2M](b3” — b)) +iQcdsy ' 10b5” — iQ5da T 1205 (o)
1 —T 12l 23— 1M 12| Qc[*M

. g 4
+/ & 1M 12Qcd3, pp3332(r —r)V(r’—r)—|F12§2Cd321pp§3?32(r’—r)V(r’—r)
—T 12l 23— 1712/ Qc[*M ’

agg = _ia21 /T 12— all |a21/r127 (9¢)

b$y = —ibyY /F1a— by +ib5) /T 1z, (9d)

alf = o (a) + 200 +0:aly). (%)
(r'—r)V(r'—r)

@
1 PP
by = o (57 + 206085 + 2y} b [ (9f)

d32

With the above solutions, we go to the fifth ordee(5). The solution at this order reads
Y= aésl) + f/’/é\b(z? + f/VaZC(z? andppég))ﬂ = """"éss),e.l+ f/’/abb(353),31 with

) _ Qzaly +day(2al) +aly)

= 10
Pt |Qc|? — do1d31 (10a)
. 5

o6 _ Qa5+ dn(abf) +bf) | Q¢S drass oV

2t |QC|2 - d21d31 |Qc|2 — d21d31 ’

* [ 5

5 chd3r/bbé?331(r’ —\V(r' —r) (100

3t |Q¢|? — d1d31 ’

where the expressions pto3332, aa3331 and bb3331 in Egs. [9) and[(10) have been given in
AppendiXB [see Eqs[{20). (?4), aid (25)].
4. Giant third-order and fifth-order nonlinear optical susc eptibilities

Collectmg the f|rst order to the fifth-order solutionsmf obtained in the last section, we obtain

p21_p21 Qp+p21 |$’2p|2$’2p+p21 1Qp*Qp+ ... wherep21 (j =1,3,5,...) are independent of
Qp and their explicit expressions have been given in the pusvaection. Using the formula
(@) and the definitio, = (ep - p21)&p/h, we have

Xo = X857 + X5 16012 4+ X5 60l (11)

wherex,gl), xff), andx,(f’) are respectively the first-order (linear), the third-orded the fifth-
order (nonlinear) optical susceptibilities of the probédfielefined by

X Aalp12l® ds1
P Soﬁ D’

Xo = Xt + Xog» (12b)
X0 = X5+ X2 (12c)

(12a)



with

3 Nalpaa* 17,
Xl(31> = Z. R D [Qcpsz +d31(2911 +P33 )} (13a)
JV Q¢
XS) = |p;2| /d3r/pp3331( —r)\V(r'=r), (13b)
Eoﬁ
5 Nalp1al® 17,
xS = ED |QzalY) + dsa(2a] +aF)] (13c)
(5 allpial® Qabg + dau(2bi] + bGY)
p2 8055 D
Ny Q¢
+ 8(1251,2' /d3r/aa3331(r —r)\V(r'=r)
3
L Lalpral gl';;z' 2 / b, (1 — V(' =), (13d)

wherexﬁ) and xésl) are the third-order and the fifth-order nonlinear opticacayptibilities
arising from the interaction between the probe field and tbma (i.e. by the photon-atom in-

teraction),xé?é) andxf)? are third-order and fifth-order nonlinear optical susdaifitiies arising
from the Rydberg-Rydberg interaction (i.e. by the atomyatoteraction). From the expres-

sions [(13k) and (1Bc), we see thaﬁ) andxff’l) have a linear dependence on the atomic density
N3, Differently, from the expressiong (113b) arid (1.3d) we obsdhat xé‘;’) has a quadratic

dependence on the atomic density (i.e. %) andxl()‘? has not only quadratic but also cubic

dependence on the atomic density (i.e.¢ff and.#;3), which implies that the nonlinear op-
tical susceptibilities in the Rydberg-EIT system are vergsstive to the change of the atomic
density.45.

Table 1. Real part Rqég) and imaginary part Im(é,jo?) (j = 3,5; a = 1,2) of the third-
order and the fifth-order optical susceptibilities of thedBgrg-EIT system obtained for the
realistic system parameters given in the text.

Real part Imaginary part Contributed by
Xési) —44x 101 miv—2 —13x1018m?v—2 photon-atom interaction
Xg? —21x108m?v—2 —1.14x 10 10m2v—2 Rydberg-Rydberg interaction
X,({? 26x10715miv—4 7.75x 107 ¥ miv— photon-atom interaction
xég) 2.13x 10 2 miv—4 2.09x 10 ¥4 miv—4 Rydberg-Rydberg interaction

We now calculate the numerical values of the third-ordertaedifth-order nonlinear optical
susceptibilities in the system based on the experimentahpaters as given above. The other
system parameters are selectedhas 60, .43 = 3 x 101%cm 3 andA; = 2rrx 0.8 MHz. By
using the solutions presented in Selc. 3 and the susceptititimulas given in Eq.[{13), we

obtain the third-order nonlinear optical susceptibiﬁt)'g,‘)s) = Re(x,(f&)) + ilm(x,g?[,)) (a=12)
and the fifth-order nonlinear optical susceptibilit'peg,) = Re(x,()%,)) + ilm(x,gsa)) (a=1,2) of
the system, which are listed in Table I. Note that the valuthatsecond row and the second
column in the table is the real partpg (i.e. Re(xpl) —4.4x 10 "m?V—2), and the value

at the second row and the third column is the imaginary pay(tp@f(i.e. Im(xpl)) =-13x
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Fig. 2.(a) Reo(ﬁ)) (dashed-dotted line) and Bﬁ@) (red solid line) as functions of atomic density
Na. (b) Re(xﬁ)) (dashed-dotted line) and aé,@) (red solid line) as functions of atomic density.

(c) Total nonlinear optical susceptibility Rey) = Re(xf)s)lo@plz +x;<)5)|@@p\4) as a function ofi&p|.
Lines from 1 to 3 correspond ta3= 4 x 100 cm=3, 2 x 101° cm2 and 1x 10'° cm3, respectively.

10713m?V—?), etc. In the last column of Table I, the physical origins afivus nonlinear
optical susceptibilities of the system are given.

From Table I, we can obtain the following conclusions: (iTonlinear optical susceptibil-
ities in the present Rydberg-EIT system are much largertthase obtained with conventional
optical media such as optical fibers. They are also larger that obtained by using conven-
tional EIT [14]. (ii) For the given atomic density (i.e4a = 3 x 101°cm™3), the nonlinear
optical susceptibilities contributed by the Rydberg-Renpinteraction (i.exég) andxl()‘?) are
three orders of magnitude greater than those contributetidophoton-atom interaction (i.e.
ij) andxl()‘?). Thus at this atomic density the Rydberg-Rydberg intévagblays a leading
role for the contribution of the nonlinear optical suschilities in the system. In particular,
the fifth-order nonlinear optical susceptibility origiimeg from the Rydberg-Rydberg interac-
tion can reach the order of magnitude of #®m?*v—4. (iii) The imaginary parts of the all
nonlinear optical susceptibilities are much smaller tHairtcorresponding real parts, which
means that the nonlinear absorption can be suppressednomlfiaear optical processes of the
system. The physical reason for such suppression of théneanlabsorption is the quantum
interference effect induced by the control field (i.e. Elfeef) and also the introduction of the
larger one-photon detuninp, which makes the system have the giant optical nonlineafity
dispersive type [36].

The most interesting property of the nonlinear optical spsibilities in the system is their
dependence on the atomic density and the probe-field iyemken the other physical param-
eters are fixed [23]. Fifl] 2(a) shows the real part of the tbidker nonlinear optical susceptibil-

ities ReQ(l():?) (black dashed-dotted line) and Ré?) (red solid line) as functions off;. When
plotting the figure, the parameters used are the same asubeddor getting the results in the
Table | except fortg, which is now taken as a variable. From the figure we see thathé
Kerr nonlinearities contributed by the photon-atom intéicn and the Rydberg-Rydberg in-
teraction are comparable with atomic densitg around 18 cm=3, and both of them are in-
creasing functions of#4. (i) For .43 less than ® x 10° cm™3, the Kerr nonlinearity by the
Rydberg-Rydberg interaction is smaller than that by the@i@tom interaction. However, the

both Kerr nonlinearities arrive at the same valueg)F@) = Re(X,()?) =-13x108Bm?v—2

at A, = 0.9 x 108cm3. (iii) When _#; is larger than ® x 108 cm~2 the Kerr nonlinearity
by the Rydberg-Rydberg interaction surpasses that by tbeopkatom interaction and grows



rapidly as.#; increases.

Shown in Fig[2(b) are the real parts of the fifth-order nogdinoptical susceptibilities
Re(x\;) (black dashed-dotted line) and Rg}) (red solid line) as functions off4, which
originate respectively from the photon-atom and the RygHieydberg interactions. We ob-

serve that both Rg@) and Ref(ff’z)) are comparable, and they are decreasing functions of

Na. Furthermore, for#; less than 186 x 108cm~3, the fifth-order nonlinear optical suscep-
tibility by the Rydberg-Rydberg interaction is larger thtiat by the photon-atom interaction.
At ;3 = 1.86x 108cm3, the both optical susceptibilities become equal to havevtiee

Re(X,({?) = Re(Xg)) =1.67x10"18m*v—* When.4; is larger than 86 x 108cm~3 Re(X,({?)

becomes to be smaller than (Ré?).

From the above results, we see that there exist variousrggteoptical nonlinearities in
the Rydberg-EIT system. Due to thé?- and. #;3-dependence, the nonlinear optical suscepti-
bilities contributed by the Rydberg-Rydberg interactioa sensitive to the atomic density and
hence they can exceed the optical nonlinearities conatbiy the photon-atom interaction for

large #5. From Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b) we also see that the signé&f is opposite to that of
X,‘f} (a=1,2) andxf)%,) grows faster thao(,()?, which means that there exists a competition

betweerp(,g?[,) and X,‘f} when.#; becomes larger.

Different from Fig[2(a) and Fid.12(b), where the dependesifdke third-order and the fifth-
order nonlinear optical susceptibilities on the atomicdign 4; are illustrated, in Fig. 2(c) we
show Réxn) = Re(x,gs))|£’p|2+ Re(XgS))|éop|4, i.e. the real part of the total nonlinear optical
susceptibility of the probe field, as a function|6}| (&, is the envelope of the probe field) for
several different atomic density. Lines from 1 to 3 in the fgare for. #; taken to be 6< 10t°
cm3, 4x 101° cm~3, and 3x 10'° cm~3, respectively. We observe that, for alt;, Re(xn)
grows fast initially, then arrives a peak value, and finallgases g, increases. We also
observe that the higher the atomic density, the fastéifearrives to its peak value, which
is due to the effect coming from the fifth-order nonlinearcatibilities. We stress that the
maximum value of the probe field used in Hig). 2(c)dBmax = 120 V/m, which is within the
validity domain of the perturbation theory used above beef®pmax/Qc| ~ 0.1.

For comparison, in Fig.13(a) (Fifl 3(b)) we show the thirder(fifth-order) nonlinear op-
tical susceptibility obtained for several typical physisgstems, including optical fibers [64],
conventional EIT system [14], active Raman gain (ARG) sysf5/56], and the present Ryd-
berg EIT system, with the value qifas) (ans)) indicated by the yellow solid circle, green solid
circle, blue solid circle, and red solid circle, respedtiv&he black vertical line at each solid
circle indicates the range of the nonlinear optical susbgipt for the atomic density varying
from 1P cm 3 to 6x 101°cm3. The Grey shaded area in the lower part of the figure sym-
bolizes the range of the nonlinear optical susceptibdifier optical fibers. We see that the
third-order and the fifth-order nonlinear optical susdafities obtained by using the present
Rydberg EIT system have the highest values in comparisdnthét other systems [14,54-156].
Especially, the third-order nonlinear optical susceptibs in the present Rydberg EIT system
can reach the order of magnitude of T&n?V —2 for atomic density 45 = 6 x 10°cm~2, which
agrees fairly with reported experimental and theoretieallts [57]. If the atomic density in-
creases tofz = 5.0 x 1012 cm2 (used in [14]), we obtairy) = 4.6 x 10-3 m2V 2. Thus
the third-order nonlinear optical susceptibility in thepent Rydberg-EIT system is five orders
of magnitude larger than that obtained in the conventiotifilsgstem, where(é,3> =7x108
m2V 2 [14]. Furthermore, The fifth-order nonlinear optical sysslities in the present Ry-
dberg EIT system can reach the order of magnitude off1i®*Vv 4, which is five orders of
magnitude larger than that of the conventional EIT systethtbe ARG systems for the peak
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Fig. 3. (a) ((b)) Third-order (Fifth-order) nonlinear optical segtibility x5 (x5 for optical
fibers [54] (yellow solid circle), conventional EIT[14] @en solid circle), ARG systern [65.56] (blue
solid circle), and the present Rydberg-EIT system (reddsgilicle), respectively. The black vertical
line at each solid circle indicates the range of the nontilogéical susceptibility for the atomic density
varying from 10 cm 3 to 6x 101°cm~3. The Grey shaded area symbolizes the range of the nonlinear

optical susceptibilities for optical fibers.

atomic density 43 = 6 x 101%cm 3. The physical reasons for such giant third-order and fifth-
order optical Kerr effects obtained in the present Rydhgiifsystem are the cooperative re-
sponse of a large number of atoms, the quantum interferemtgloution from the EIT, and the
Rydberg-Rydberg interaction in the system. Such giantitbinder and the fifth-order optical
nonlinearities are very promising for the investigatiomainy nonlinear optical processes not
possible by using conventional optical media up to now.
Note that when takind\; <« M1, we can also gain another type of optical nonlinear-
ity of the system. For instance, if we choost; = 3 x 101%cm™3, Q. = 21 x 16 MHz,
A, = 1 kHz andAz = 0 (the blockade sphere radil® = 3.26um) and the other param-
eters the same as those given above we obtgth= (—7.07+i3.4) x 10-2°m?V—2 and
xés) = (2.0340.8) x 107 *m*V 4. In this situation, imaginary parts qféf” andxé‘r’) have the
same orders of magnitude as their corresponding real partthe system displays an optical
nonlinearity of dissipative type. The large imaginary pao(é,?’) andxés) will result inevitably
in high photon loss for the nonlinear behavior in the systiiotice that the dissipative-type
third-order nonlinear optical susceptibility was consatkin [30], in which the photon-atom
interaction has negligible contribution to optical suddafities. The reasons are the following.
(i) The Rydberg state has a long lifetime (ileg is very small); (ii) The two-photon detuning
Az was taken to be zero. As a result,in][30] only the Rydbergkieyd interaction contributes
to the nonlinear optical susceptibilities. In our work, thdohe third-order and the fifth-order
nonlinear optical susceptibilities have been consideyedking a non-zerdz, and hence both
the photon-atom interaction and the Rydberg-Rydbergactarn play significant roles for the

optical nonlinearity of the system.

5. Summary
In this article, we have investigated the optical Kerr effea an ensemble of cold Rydberg
atoms via EIT. By using an approach beyond mean-field appration, we have proved that
the system can possess not only an enhanced third-ordén@anbptical susceptibility, which
has a #;2-dependence, but also a giant fifth-order nonlinear optinateptibility, which has



N;2- and.#;3-dependence. We have demonstrated that both the third-andethe fifth-order
nonlinear optical susceptibilities consist of two parthjei are contributed respectively by the
photon-atom interaction and the strong Rydberg-Rydbeaergaetion. The Kerr nonlinearity
induced by the Rydberg-Rydberg interaction plays a leatiteyfor high atomic density. We
have found that the fifth-order nonlinear susceptibilitytie present Rydberg-EIT system may
be five orders of magnitude larger than that obtained inticawil EIT systems, which may have
promising applications in light and quantum informatiolgessing and transmission at few
photon level. The theoretical method proposed here is sygie and can be used to calculate
other high-order (e.g. the seventh-order, ninth-order) abnlinear optical susceptibilities 58],
and for other Rydberg states (erdp states for which the dipole-dipole interaction is angular
dependent’ [59, 60]). It can be also generalized to investigan-instantaneous optical Kerr
effects in cold, interacting Rydberg systems.

Appendix

A. Expansion of the one-body density matrix equation

Under the perturbation expansipg; = sz|:0pézl'+l>|§2p|2', P32 = 2|:1p§§'>|§2p|2', Ppp =

S1-0 pézﬁ';)|Qp|2' with P;(;(E = 0p10p1(a = 2,3;3 = 1,2,3), the one-body density matrix equation
(3) becomes

<i% + d21) pa +1+Q05) = AV, (14a)
(i% + dSl) pyi +Qepyy =B, (14b)
2ol +imn (ol + 089) = ol ¥ —ply ¥, (140)
i% pl) +ir a0l + Qeplld — Qipl) =0, (14d)
(i +cez) 5 - Ou(20 + oLt . (14¢)
Here AD = A2 = BW = B® =c® =0, AV = —20!' Y 4 oY (1 = 34,5), B =

—p% P A BV (1) ppYay(rr.t) (I = 3,4,5),C) = pif), C1® = p?, andch) =
S+ A [ BV —1)pplgy(r' T 1) (| = 4,5).

B. Expansion of the equations of the two-body correlators

By a simple inspection on the order of magnitude for the twdybdensity matrix (correlator)
elementsS;pSuv) = PPqp,uv based on the weak driven EIT condition (i.e. the probe-field i

weak), we have the expansipmyg ,, = ppézg WQ%+ppg2leﬁ|Qp|z +---. By a detailed
and careful calculation, we obtain the following equatiohmotion for the two-body correla-

tors from second-order to fifth-order approximations:
(i) Second-order approximation (I = 2). For the two-body correlators, the lowest-order ap-



proximation starts frong?-order. We obtain the equations
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(ii) Third-order approximation (I = 3). At this order, we have the equations
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whereMzy = il12 +d21, M3z = il 12+ d31, M3z = il23+ 021, Mag = d31 + il 23—V, M3s =
d32 + dp1, M3g = doz+ do1, M37 = d3p+ d31 — V andMgg = da3+ d31. The general expression
of ppég?:ﬂ reads

Po+PV(r' —r) +PV(r' —r)2
Qo+ QuV(r'—r)+QaV(r'—r)2+QaV(r' —r)%’

Ppég,)sl = (18)



HereR, andQn (n=0,1,2,3) are functions of the spontaneous emission decayyatede-
tuningsA, and half Rabi frequenc@c. The third-order nonlinear susceptibili%? can be

obtained by integratingpég?31 (see Eq.[(B)).
(iii) Fourth-order approximation (I = 4). At this order, one has the equations
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whereMgz = il 12+l 23, Mag = daz+ il 12, Mas = 2d32 — V, Mag = d32+ d23, Ma7 = il 23+
d32—V, Myg = doz+1il 12, Mgg = il 23+ o3+ V, Myo = 2023+ V. A general expression for the
radial dependence qxfpég?sz is given by

 TaoKaV(r'=r)"
C ShodV (=)

Ppég?sz (20)
wherekK, andJ, are functions of the spontaneous emission decayyatedetuningsh, and
half Rabi frequency.. The fourth order of atomic populaticpﬁ),(a =1,2,3) can be calcu-
lated by integrating;péggz.



Another part of equations at the fourth-order reads
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The solution of the Eqs[(21) anf{22) is given bpf;‘l)m = ﬁer%bbffim, and

(4)

ppéfl)m =43,y Jrf/Vbbo{1 16(0' B = 2,3). The explicit expressions da?  aa?

alp1’ allp’
bbgiﬁl and bbgz 1 can be easily obtained by using Crarfsemle, which are lengthy and
omitted here for saving space.



(i) Fifth-order approximation (I = 5). An this order, we have the equations
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where Nz = [ &% (pp33310%5 + PP3321P53 — PP523ae/D + P3P Qe/DIV (1" 1),
Nig = fds //(ZPpsgslpsé - PPségch/D + Pgé 933, QC/D) (r" =), Nis =
S //(Ppsz 1933 + 93321932 + P93332d31/D - Pss Psz dSl/D) (r" =), N =
%(2)
Jdr"(p 92321933 + Ppsszlpsé + PP3332d31/D Pss Psz dSl/D) (r" =), N7z =
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The solution of Eq.[{23) is given bgpaa pL=

JVabbézm

(5
aa Bl+ %bbfm B1 pps(’Z al —

andppé,l‘23 = aag,51)‘23+ f/l/abbgsl‘zs(a, B = 2,3). General expressions for the radial

(5)
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dependence (1?&';1&53{31 andbb(3‘r’3)’31 are given as:

O WV (r —1)n

(5
aa - ’ 24
s ISV @
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bb(5) X0+X1V(r r) (25)

BT ZoXZVI )+ ZNV (T —1)2

wereWh, Yn, Xn andZ, are functions of the spontaneous emission decayyatedetunings
Ay and half Rabi frequenc@c. The fifth-order nonlinear susceptibiliwég) can be obtained

by integrating these general forms analytically. The expéxpressions oaaf;ﬁl, aaé?al,

5 pp®

8,1 53 bDyy g1 bb(;gal andbbé,‘r’l)‘23 are omitted here.
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