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Abstract

The combination of high optical nonlinearity in the electromagnetically induced transparency

(EIT) effect and strong electric dipole-dipole interaction (DDI) among the Rydberg-state atoms can

lead to important applications in quantum information processing and many-body physics. One

can utilize the Rydberg-EIT system in the strongly-interacting regime to mediate photon-photon

interaction or qubit-qubit operation. One can also employ the Rydberg-EIT system in the weakly-

interacting regime to study the Bose-Einstein condensation of Rydberg polaritons. Most of the

present theoretical models dealt with the strongly-interacting cases. Here, we consider the weakly-

interacting regime and develop a mean field model based on the nearest-neighbor distribution.

Using the mean field model, we further derive the analytical formulas for the attenuation coefficient

and phase shift of the output probe field. The predictions from the formulas are consistent with

the experimental data in the weakly-interacting regime, verifying the validity of our model. As the

DDI-induced phase shift and attenuation can be seen as the consequences of elastic and inelastic

collisions among particles, this work provides a very useful tool for conceiving ideas relevant to the

EIT system of weakly-interacting Rydberg polaritons, and for evaluating experimental feasibility.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The effect of electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT) involving Rydberg-state

atoms is of great interest currently. The Rydberg-state atoms exhibit the strong electric

dipole-dipole interaction (DDI) among each other [1–5]. On the other hand, the EIT effect

not only provides high optical nonlinearity for the atom-light interaction, but also gives

rise to slow, stored, and stationary light for long interaction time [6–14]. Thus, the combi-

nation of the strong DDI of Rydberg atoms and the high optical nonlinearity of EIT can

efficiently mediate the interaction between photons via Rydberg polaritons in the dipole

blockade regime, where the Rydberg polariton is the collective excitation involving the light

and the atomic coherence between the ground and Rydberg states [15, 16]. The Rydberg-

EIT mechanism can lead to the applications of quantum optics and quantum information

processing [17–32].

To our knowledge, most of the present theoretical models dealt with the Rydberg-EIT

system in the strongly-interacting regime, i.e., r3B is comparable to r3a, where rB is the

blockade radius and ra is the half mean distance between Rydberg polaritons. In Ref. [17],

J. D. Pritchard et al. utilized the N -atom model to analyze experiment phenomena of the

optical nonlinearity and attenuation in the Rydberg-EIT system. In Ref. [18], D. Petrosyan

et al. modeled the propagation of light field in strongly-interacting Rydberg-EIT media by

considering the superatoms with the volume of the blockade sphere. In Ref. [19], A. V.

Gorshkov et al. proposed a theory for the propagation of few-photon pulses in the system

of strongly-interacting Rydberg polaritons. In Ref. [24], M. Moos et al. utilized a one-

dimensional model to describe the time evolution of Rydberg polaritons and analyze many-

body phenomena in the strongly-interacting regime. In Ref. [28], J. Ruseckas et al. proposed

a method to create two-photon states by making pairs of Rydberg atoms entangled during

the storage.

In this article, we considered the weakly-interacting Rydberg-EIT system, and developed

a mean field model to describe the attenuation and phase shift of the output probe field

induced by the DDI effect. The Rydberg-EIT system is depicted in Fig. 1(a), and the weakly-

interacting condition requires r3B � r3a [see Fig. 1(b)]. Under such condition, the system of

Rydberg polaritons can be considered as nearly the ideal gas. Thus, the nearest-neighbor

distribution (NND) shown by Ref. [33] is utilized in our model. The DDI-induced frequency
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FIG. 1: (a) Transition diagram of the Rydberg-EIT system. |1〉, |2〉, and |3〉 represent the ground,

Rydberg, and intermediate states. The weak probe and strong coupling fields form the ladder-

type EIT configuration. (b) Top and bottom figures depict the systems of strongly- and weakly-

interacting Rydberg polaritons. Red and blue balls represent atoms with and without Rydberg

excitations; dashed circles indicate the blockade spheres. The strong- and weak-interaction systems

are characterized by r3B/r
3
a → 1 and r3B/r

3
a � 1, respectively, where rB is the blockade radius and

ra is the half mean distance between Rydberg excitations or polaritons. As an example, let us

consider 8 photons in both systems. There are 8 Rydberg excitations in the weak-interaction

system, but only 4 in the strong-interaction system due to the dipole blockade effect.

shift between nonuniformly-distributed Rydberg excitations results in the effective phase

shift and attenuation of light field. With the probability function of NND and the atom-

light coupling equations of EIT system, we calculated the mean field results of transmission

and phase shift spectra, and further derived the analytical formulas of the DDI-induced

attenuation coefficient and phase shift. The theoretical predictions from the formulas are in

good agreement with the experimental data in Ref. [34]. In the experiment of Ref. [34], we

utilized the Rydberg state of a low principal number, the laser-cooled ensemble of a moderate

atomic density, and the weak probe field of a low photon flux to make the mean number of

Rydberg polaritons within the blockade sphere lower than 0.1. The good agreement verifies

our model.

Rydberg polaritons are regarded as bosonic quasi-particles, and the DDI-induced phase

shift and attenuation coefficient can infer the elastic and inelastic collision rates in the

ensemble of these particles [35]. Weakly-interacting Rydberg polaritons assisted by a long

interaction time of the EIT effect can be employed in the study of many-body physics such

as the Bose-Einstein condensation of polaritons [35–38]. The mean field theory developed in
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this work provides a useful tool to conceive ideas relevant to weakly-interacting EIT-based

Rydberg polaritons and to evaluate feasibilities of experiments.

We organize the article as follows. In Sec. II, the theoretical model based on the probabil-

ity function of NND, the atom-light coupling equations of the EIT system, and the ensemble

average of the DDI-induced frequency shift are introduced. We obtain the mean field results

of the real and imaginary parts of the steady-state absorption cross section of the probe

field. In Sec. III, we numerically evaluate the integrals corresponding to the mean field re-

sults and present the spectra of transmission and phase shift of the output probe field. The

DDI-induced phenomena observed from the spectra are discussed and explained. In Sec. IV,

we derive the analytical formulas of the DDI-induced attenuation coefficient and phase shift.

From the formulas, one can see how the DDI effects depend on the system parameters such

as the optical depth, coupling and probe Rabi frequencies, coupling detuning, two-photon

detuning, and decoherence rate. It is interesting to note that the DDI effects exhibit the

asymmetric behavior with respect to the coupling detuning. In Sec. V, we briefly describe

the experimental condition and data in Ref. [34], and calculate the predictions correspond-

ing to the experimental condition from the analytical formulas. The predictions are in good

agreement with the data. Finally, we give a summary in Sec. VI.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

In the system of Rydberg polaritons, the DDI induces a frequency shift of the Rydberg

state. Since Rydberg excitations are nonuniformly distributed, the Rydberg-state frequency

shift is not a constant in the medium. The system of low-density Rydberg excitations can

be considered as nearly the ideal gas, in which the nearest-neighbor distribution (NND) is

given by [33]

P (r) =
3r2

r3a
e−r

3/r3a , (1)

where P (r) is the probability density, i.e., P (r)dr is the probability of finding a particle’s

nearest neighbor locating at the distant between r and r + dr, and ra is the half mean

distance between particles. The definition of ra is

ra ≡
(

3

4πnR

)1/3

, (2)

where nR is the Rydberg-polariton density. Figure 2(a) shows P (r) as a function of r.
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The NND is the consequence of each particle being randomly distributed. In Appendix

VII of Ref. [33], Eqs. (669)-(671) and the relating descriptions explain how the NND is

derived. The derivation is summarized in the following: The probability P (r)dr satisfies the

equation of P (r)dr = [(4πr2dr)nR]×
[
1−

∫ r

0
P (r′)dr′

]
, where (4πr2dr)nR is the probability

of finding one particle within the volume of 4πr2dr under the particle’s density nR, and

1−
∫ r

0
P (r′)dr′ is that of all the remaining particles locating outside a sphere of the radius

r. By eliminating dr and taking the derivative on both sides of the equation, we obtain

(d/dr) [P (r)/(4πr2nR)] = −P (r). The solution of this differential equation gives Eq. (1).

Thus, as long as the interaction between the Rydberg excitations is weak enough to maintain

the nature of random distribution, Eq. (1) is valid for the Rydberg-EIT system.

The frequency shift of a Rydberg state induced by the DDI is C6/r
6, where C6 is the

van der Waals coefficient [39] and r represents the distance between two particles. In the

ensemble of Rydberg excitations, the Rydberg-state frequency shift consists of two parts.

The first part is C6/r
6 contributed from the nearest-neighbor Rydberg excitation at the

distance r, and the second part is nR

∫∞
r

(C6/r
′6)4πr′2dr′ contributed from all the other

Rydberg excitations outside the sphere of the radius r. Here, we consider the particles in

the second part are uniformly distributed. Thus, the Rydberg-state frequency shift is the

following:

ω =
C6

r6
+

C6

r3ar
3
. (3)

Using Eqs. (1) and (3), we can obtain frequency shift distribution P (ω), i.e., P (ω)dω is the

probability of finding the Rydberg-state frequency shifted by the amount between ω and

ω + dω, given by

P (ω) =
1

ωa

[
1 +

√
1 + 4(ω/ωa)

]2
4(ω/ωa)2

√
1 + 4(ω/ωa)

exp

[
−

1 +
√

1 + 4(ω/ωa)

2(ω/ωa)

]
, (4)

where

ωa ≡ |C6|/r6a. (5)

Since the value of distance, r, is always positive, only ω ≥ 0 is valid in P (ω). Figure 2(b)

shows P (ω) as a function of ω.

In the EIT system shown in Fig. 1(a), the weak probe field drives the transition between

the ground state |1〉 and the intermediate state |3〉, and the strong coupling field drives that

between |3〉 and the Rydberg state |2〉. We consider the steady-state continuous-wave case
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FIG. 2: (a) Probability density P (r) as a function of distance r in the nearest-neighbor distribution.

Units of ra defined by Eq. (2) is the half mean distance between particles. (b) Probability density

P (ω) as a function of frequency shift ω. Units of ωa defined by Eq. (5) is the frequency shift

corresponding to ra.

in this work. As the system reaches its steady state, a given amount of Rydberg excitations

with the density nR are produced and distributed according to Eq. (1). The weak probe field

propagates through the system consisting of the atoms with their Rydberg-state levels shifted

by the existing Rydberg excitations via the DDI [40]. We will first use the optical Bloch

equation (OBE) to calculate the optical coherence of the probe transition, which determines

the susceptibility of the probe field. Then, the susceptibility will be averaged over the

frequency shift ω according to the distribution function in Eq. (4), producing a factor of nR

in the averaged susceptibility. Because nR is proportional to the square of the probe-field

amplitude or Rabi frequency, this gives rise to the nonlinearity in the system. Finally, we will

employ the averaged susceptibility in the Maxwell-Schrödinger equation (MSE) to obtain

the attenuation and phase shift of the probe field caused by the DDI-shifted Rydberg-state

levels.

We utilize the OBE of the atomic density matrix and the MSE of the probe field of

the EIT system in the theory. The complete OBE and MSE are shown below, but their

time-derivative terms are dropped in the calculation because we consider the steady-state
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case.

∂

∂t
ρ21 =

i

2
Ωcρ31 + iδρ21 −

(
γ0 +

Γ2

2

)
ρ21, (6)

∂

∂t
ρ31 =

i

2
Ωp +

i

2
Ωcρ21 + i∆pρ31 −

Γ

2
ρ31, (7)

∂

∂t
ρ22 =

i

2
Ωcρ32 −

i

2
Ωcρ

∗
32 − Γ2ρ22, (8)

∂

∂t
ρ32 =

i

2
Ωpρ

∗
21 +

i

2
Ωc(ρ22 − ρ33)−

(
Γ2 + Γ

2
+ i∆c

)
ρ32, (9)

∂

∂t
ρ33 = − i

2
Ω∗pρ31 +

i

2
Ωpρ

∗
31 −

i

2
Ωcρ32 +

i

2
Ωcρ

∗
32 − Γρ33, (10)

1

c

∂

∂t
Ωp +

∂

∂z
Ωp = i

αΓ

2L
ρ31, (11)

where ρij is the density matrix element between states |i〉 and |j〉, Ωp and Ωc represent the

probe and coupling Rabi frequencies, ∆p and ∆c are the one-photon detunings of the probe

and coupling transitions, δ = ∆p + ∆c is the two-photon detuning, γ0 is the decoherence or

dephasing rate of the Rydberg coherence ρ21, Γ is the spontaneous decay rate of |3〉 which is

2π×6 MHz in our case of the state |5P3/2〉 of 87Rb atoms, Γ2 is the spontaneous decay rate

of |2〉 which is 2π×5.4 kHz in our case of the state |32D5/2〉, and α and L are the optical

depth (OD) and the length of the medium. Since Ωp � Ωc and Ωp � Γ in this work, we

treat the probe field as a perturbation and keep only the terms of the lowest order of Ωp in

each equation. The value of Γ2 is small and, thus, we set it to zero throughout this work.

We will determine the optical coherence, ρ31, which is responsible for the attenuation

coefficient and phase shift of the probe field. Equations (6) and (7) without the time-

derivative terms are used to obtain the steady-state solution of ρ31 given by

ρ31(∆p,∆c) =
∆p + ∆c + iγ0

Ω2
c/2− 2(∆p + iΓ/2)(∆p + ∆c + iγ0)

Ωp. (12)

With above ρ31, we solve Eq. (11) and find the ratio of output to input probe Rabi frequencies

as the following:
Ωp(L)

Ωp(0)
= exp(iφ− β/2), (13)

where β and φ represent the attenuation coefficient and phase shift of the probe field at the

output, and the probe transmission is exp(−β). We use β0 and φ0 to denote the attenuation

coefficient and phase shift without the DDI effect. The optical coherence of the probe field
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determines β0 and φ0 as the followings:

β0(∆p,∆c) = αΓ Im

[
ρ31(∆p,∆c)

Ωp

]
, (14)

φ0(∆p,∆c) =
αΓ

2
Re

[
ρ31(∆p,∆c)

Ωp

]
. (15)

The effect of DDI on the attenuation coefficient and phase shift of the probe field will be

derived below. Due to the DDI-induced frequency shift of the Rydberg state, the one-photon

detuning of the coupling field transition is shifted by the amount of ω, i.e.,

∆c → ∆c ± ω.

Because ω ≥ 0, the positive or negative sign in the above corresponds to negative or positive

C6, respectively, and we use +ω which corresponds to negative C6 in the following. Under

the DDI, the probe field propagates through the atoms with different DDI-induced frequency

shifts, where the probability density P (ω) of the frequency shift distribution has been shown

in Eq. (4). We obtain the values of β and φ by averaging ρ31 over the frequency distribution

as shown below.

β(∆p,∆c) = αΓ

∫ ∞
0

dωP (ω) Im

[
ρ31(∆p,∆c + ω)

Ωp

]
, (16)

φ(∆p,∆c) =
αΓ

2

∫ ∞
0

dωP (ω) Re

[
ρ31(∆p,∆c + ω)

Ωp

]
. (17)

To show the effect of the frequency shift, we plot the imaginary and real parts of (ρ31/Ωp)Γ

against ω at the condition of the two-photon resonance, i.e., ∆p + ∆c = 0, in Fig. 3. Please

note that the integrals in Eqs. (16) and (17) are carried out from ω = 0 to ∞, and thus the

integration results of positive and negative one-photon detunings are rather different.

The dipole blockade effect is that an atom inside the blockade sphere cannot be excited

to the Rydberg state, where the blockade sphere centering with a Rydberg excitation has

the radius rB ≡ (2C6Γ/Ω
2
c)

1/6 [20]. This effect has already been included in the integrals

of Eqs. (16) and (17). In the weakly-interacting system considered here, i.e., r3B � r3a, the

average number of Rydberg excitations per volume of the blockade sphere is far less than

one, and thus the dipole blockade appears rarely.

To evaluate Eqs. (16) and (17), one needs to know the value of ωa in P (ω). Accord-

ing to the definition of ωa in Eq. (5) and that of ra in Eq. (2), we can relate ωa to

the Rydberg-polariton density, nR, as ωa = |C6|[(4π/3)nR]2. The product of the atomic

8
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FIG. 3: Imaginary and real parts of (ρ31/Ωp)Γ as functions of the frequency shift ω at the two-

photon resonance. We calculate the spectra by making the substitutions of first ∆c → ∆c +ω and

then ∆p → −∆c in Eq. (12) with Ωc = 1.0Γ, γ0 = 0, and ∆c = 1.0Γ in (a,d), 0 in (b,e), and −1.0Γ

in (c,f).

density, natom, and the average Rydberg-state population, ρ̄22, gives nR, and therefore

ωa = |C6|[(4π/3)natomρ̄22]
2. The DDI-induced nonlinear and many-body effects make ρ̄22

no longer be the steady-state solution of the OBE shown in Eqs. (6)-(10). Nevertheless,

one can phenomenologically associate ρ̄22 to the steady-state solution of Rydberg-state pop-

ulation at the input, ρ22,in, by introducing a parameter ε. Substituting ερ22,in for ρ̄22, we

obtain

ωa = |C6| [(4π/3)natomερ22,in]2 , (18)

where ε is the phenomenological parameter representing the average value of entire ensemble.

III. PREDICTIONS OF TRANSMISSION AND PHASE-SHIFT SPECTRA

The spectra of probe transmission and phase shift under the DDI effect are obtained

by numerically evaluating the integrals of Eqs. (16) and (17) with the value of ωa given

by Eq. (18). Figures 4(a)-4(c) show the probe transmission versus the probe detuning at

the coupling detunings of +1Γ, 0, and −1Γ; similarly, Figs 4(d)-4(e) show the probe phase

shift. The spectra without and with the DDI are calculated with Eq. (14) [or Eq. (15)] and

Eq. (16) [or Eq. (17)], respectively.
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The DDI-induced phenomena exhibited in the transmission and phase shift spectra are

summarized as follows: (1) A larger probe intensity results in a smaller transmission or larger

attenuation. (2) A larger probe intensity results in a larger phase shift. (3) With the same

probe intensity, the EIT peak transmission at a positive coupling detuning (e.g., ∆c = +1Γ)

is larger than that at a negative coupling detuning (e.g., ∆c = −1Γ), where the positive

and negative detunings have the same magnitude. (4) With the same probe intensity, the

phase shift of a positive coupling detuning (e.g., ∆c = +1Γ) is larger than that of a negative

coupling detuning (e.g., ∆c = −1Γ), where the positive and negative detunings have the

same magnitude. (5) The position of the EIT peak transmission at ∆c = +1Γ changes very

little and locates around δ = 0; that at ∆c = −1Γ shifts away from δ = 0 significantly and

a larger probe intensity induces a greater shift. We will explain the five phenomena below.

First of all, the peak transmission decreases against the probe Rabi frequency [see

Figs. 4(a), 4(b), and 4(c)]. This is expected, because the Rydberg-state population is propor-

tional to the probe intensity or Rabi frequency square. A larger Rydberg-state population

or Rydberg-polariton density makes ωa larger as shown by Eq. (18). The probability density

P (ω) with the larger ωa has a broader width and a longer tail as demonstrated by Fig. 2(b).

Under the broader P (ω), more atoms have the Rydberg-state frequency shifted away from

the EIT resonance condition, reducing the peak transmission more. Secondly, the phase shift

increases against the probe Rabi frequency [see Figs. 4(d), 4(e), and 4(f)]. The explanation

is similar to that in the first phenomenon.

The third phenomenon observed in the spectra is the asymmetry in the peak transmissions

of Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(c). With the same value of Ω2
p,in, the DDI-induced reduction of the

peak transmission at ∆c = +1Γ is less than that at ∆c = −1Γ. This can be explained

with the help of Figs. 3(a) and 3(c), which show Im[ρ31/Ωp] as functions of ω at the two-

photon resonance for ∆c = +1Γ and −1Γ, respectively. To obtain the probe transmission,

the integration of Eq. (16) is performed only for the region of ω > 0. In Fig. 3(a), the

large sharp absorption peak, corresponding to the two-photon transition, in the spectrum of

Im[ρ31/Ωp] locates at the left to ω < 0 and plays no role in the DDI-induced effect. The value

of Im[ρ31/Ωp] is always small for ω > 0, producing a smaller value of
∫∞
0
dωP (ω)Im[ρ31/Ωp],

i.e., a higher probe transmission. On the other hand, in Fig. 3(c), the large sharp absorption

peak locates at the right to ω. This peak produces a larger value of
∫∞
0
dωP (ω)Im[ρ31/Ωp],

and reduces the transmission significantly. Thus, the location of the two-photon-transition

10
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FIG. 4: (a-c) Transmissions of the probe field as functions of the probe detuning, ∆p. (d-f)

Phase shifts of the probe field as functions of ∆p. The left two, middle two, and right two figures

correspond to the coupling detunings, ∆c, of +1.0Γ, 0, and −1.0Γ, respectively. The vertical axes

of the top three figures have the same scale, and those of the bottom three figures also have the

same scale. Black lines represent predictions without DDI. Red, green, and blue lines represent

predictions with DDI at Ωp,in = 0.05Γ, 0.1Γ, and 0.2Γ. All the predictions are calculated with α

= 81, Ωc = 1.0Γ, and γ0 = 0 in Eqs. (16) and (17), and |C6|[(4π/3)natomε]
2 = 0.35Γ in Eq. (18).

peak with respect to ω = 0 in the spectrum of Im[ρ31(ω)/Ωp] is responsible for the asymmetry

that at the same probe Rabi frequency the peak transmission in Fig. 4(a) is larger than that

in Fig. 4(c).

The fourth phenomenon observed in the spectra is that the probe intensity or Ω2
p,in has a

much larger effect on the phase shift of δ = 0 at ∆c = 1Γ as shown by Fig. 4(d) than that at

∆c = −1Γ as shown by Fig. 4(f). This can be explained with the help of Figs. 3(d) and 3(f),

which show Re[ρ31/Ωp] at ∆c = 1Γ and −1Γ, respectively. To obtain the phase shift, the

integration of Eq. (17) is performed only for the region of ω > 0. In Fig. 3(d), the value of

Re[ρ31/Ωp] is always positive for ω > 0, resulting in a larger value of
∫∞
0
dωP (ω)Re[ρ31/Ωp],

i.e., a larger phase shift. On the other hand, in Fig. 3(f), Re[ρ31/Ωp] has both positive

and negative values for ω > 0, because the resonance of the two-photon transition locates

at ω > 0. The cancellation between positive and negative values of the integrand makes

11



∫∞
0
dωP (ω)Re[ρ31/Ωp] nearly zero, i.e., almost no phase shift. Therefore, with the same

value of Ωp,in, the phase shift at ∆c = 1Γ shown by Fig. 4(d) is significant, and that at ∆c =

−1Γ shown by Fig. 4(f) is little.

The fifth phenomenon is that at ∆c = +1Γ the EIT peak positions of different Ωp are all

very close to δ = 0 as shown in Fig. 4(a), and at ∆c = −1Γ those of Ωp = 0.1Γ and 0.2Γ

shift away from δ = 0 significantly as shown in Fig. 4(c). Furthermore, in Fig. 4(c) a larger

value of Ωp results in a larger shift. Because of C6 < 0, all the shifts should be negative as

expected. Please refer to Figs. 3(a) and 3(c) plotted at ∆c = +1Γ and −1Γ, respectively.

In each of the two plots, a negative shift (or a smaller value of ∆p) makes the entire solid

line move to the right. In Fig. 3(a), the magnitude of the shift can only be small, otherwise

the big sharp absorption peak moves toward ω = 0, and the result of the integration from

ω = 0 to ∞ becomes larger, i.e., the probe transmission decreases. On the other hand,

in Fig. 3(c) the magnitude of the shift can be large such that the big sharp absorption

peak moves further away from ω = 0, and the result of the integration becomes smaller,

i.e., the probe transmission increases. Thus, the magnitude of the shift is asymmetric with

respect to the one-photon detuning. In the Appendix, we will derive an analytical formula

to quantitatively predict the DDI-induced frequency shift of the EIT peak.

IV. ANALYTICAL FORMULAS OF THE DDI-INDUCED ATTENUATION CO-

EFFICIENT AND PHASE SHIFT

We now derive the analytical formulas for the DDI-induced attenuation coefficient, ∆β,

and phase shift, ∆φ, at the condition of γ0 = 0 and δ = 0 (or ∆p = −∆c). Here, ∆β (or

∆φ) is defined as the difference between the values of β (or φ) with and without the DDI

effect, i.e., ∆β ≡ β − β0 and ∆φ ≡ φ− φ0.

At γ0 = 0 and δ = 0, Eq. (12) gives β0 = 0 and φ0 = 0, and thus ∆β = β and ∆φ =

φ. Replacing ∆p by −∆c in β of Eq. (16) and in φ of Eq. (17), we obtain ∆β and ∆φ as

follows:

∆β = αΓ

∫ ∞
0

dωP (ω)
4ω2Γ

4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2
, (19)

∆φ =
αΓ

2

∫ ∞
0

dωP (ω)
8ω2∆c + 2ωΩ2

c

4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2
. (20)

In the weakly-interacting or low-density system, the region of ω being the order of ωa is

12



very near the center of the EIT window, in which Im[ρ31/Ωp] and Re[ρ31/Ωp] are nearly

zero and contribute to the above two integrals very little. On the other hand, the region

of ω � ωa is away from the center of the EIT window, and contributes to the above two

integrals predominately. Under ω � ωa, in the integrands of Eqs. (19) and (20) we can

make the approximation of P (ω) as

P (ω) ≈
√
ωa

2ω3/2
≡ P ′(ω), (21)

where ωa is given by Eq. (18). In Eq. (18), the steady-state solution of ρ22,in is

ρ22,in =
Ω2

p,inΩ2
c

4δ2Γ2 + (Ω2
c − 4δ∆p)2

≈
Ω2

p,in

Ω2
c

, (22)

where δΓ, δ∆p � Ω2
c is the typical condition in most of the EIT experiments. Without any

other approximation, we use P ′(ω) in Eqs. (19) and (20) and replace ρ22,in in ωa by Ω2
p,in/Ω

2
c

to obtain

∆β = 2SDDI

√
Wc − 2∆c

W 2
c

Ω2
p,in, (23)

∆φ = SDDI

√
Wc + 2∆c

W 2
c

Ω2
p,in, (24)

where

SDDI ≡
π2αΓ

√
|C6|natomε

3Ω3
c

, (25)

Wc ≡
√

Γ2 + 4∆2
c . (26)

The above results being good approximations imposes the condition that ωa is much smaller

than the EIT linewidth, ∆ωEIT, where ∆ωEIT = Ω2
c

√
Γ2 + 8∆2

c/(Γ
2 + 4∆2

c) derived from the

spectrum of Im[ρ31(ω)] at δ = 0. More precisely, the accuracy of the analytical formula of

∆β requires (ωa/∆ωEIT)3/2 � 1, and that of ∆φ requires (ωa/∆ωEIT)1/2 � 1.

In Fig. 5, we compare the results of the above two analytical formulas with those of

the numerical integrations of Eqs. (19) and (20) without the approximation of P (ω). The

agreement between the results of the analytical formulas and numerical integrations is sat-

isfactory except the line of ∆φ at Ωc = 1.0Γ in the region of Ω2
p,in > 0.02Γ2. In this region,

(ωa/∆ωEIT)1/2 � 1 is no longer well satisfied, and the deviation between the analytical

formula and the numerical integration becomes observable. Figures 5(a) and 5(c) demon-

strate that both of ∆β and ∆φ are proportional to Ω2
p,in/Ω

3
c . Figure 5(b) [or 5(d)] shows the

13
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FIG. 5: (a,c) The DDI-induced attenuation coefficient ∆β and phase shift ∆φ as functions of

Ω2
p,in under ∆p = ∆c = 0. (b,d) ∆β and ∆φ as functions of ∆c under δ = 0 and Ωp,in = 0.1Γ.

The horizontal axes of the left two figures have the same scale, so do those of the right two

figures. Red, cyan, and green solid lines represent the numerical evaluations of the integrals in

Eqs. (19) and (20) at Ωc = 1.0Γ, 1.4Γ, and 2.0Γ. Dashed lines are the results of the analytical

formulas given by Eqs. (23) and (24). All the predictions are calculated with α = 81, γ0 = 0, and

|C6|[(4π/3)natomε]
2 = 0.35Γ.

asymmetric phenomenon that the value of ∆β (or ∆φ) at the coupling detuning of |∆c| is

smaller (or larger) than that at the coupling detuning of −|∆c|.

In reality, there exist a nonzero decoherence rate γ0 and the two-photon detuning δ in the

system. We need to consider the corrections of γ0 and δ to the analytical formulas. Under

the condition of Ω2
c � γ0Γ, δΓ, the attenuation coefficient and phase shift without the DDI

effect, β0 and φ0, are approximately given by

β0 ≈
2αγ0Γ

Ω2
c

− 16αγ0δ∆cΓ

Ω4
c

, (27)

φ0 ≈
αΓδ

Ω2
c

− 4αγ0δΓ
2

Ω4
c

+
4α(γ20 − δ2)∆cΓ

Ω4
c

. (28)

To derive the DDI-induced attenuation coefficient, ∆β, and phase shift, ∆φ, we first use

the replacement of ∆c → ∆c + ω, substitute δ for ∆p + ∆c, and approximate ∆p to −∆c

in ρ31/Ωp shown by Eq. (12). Then, we expand ρ31/Ωp with respect to γ0 and δ under the

14



assumption of Ω2
c/Γ� γ0, δ to obtain

Im

[
ρ31
Ωp

]
= A0 + A1γ0 + A2δ + · · · , (29)

Re

[
ρ31
Ωp

]
= B0 +B1γ0 +B2δ + · · · , (30)

where

A0 =
4ω2Γ

4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2
, (31a)

A1 =
2Ω2

c [(4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2 − 4ω2Γ2]

[4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2]2
, (31b)

A2 =
8ωΓΩ2

c(4∆cω + Ω2
c)

[4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2]2
, (31c)

and

B0 =
8∆cω

2 + 2ωΩ2
c

4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2
, (32a)

B1 = − 8ωΓΩ2
c(4∆cω + Ω2

c)

[4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2]2
, (32b)

B2 =
2Ω2

c [(4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2 − 4ω2Γ2]

[4ω2Γ2 + (4ω∆c + Ω2
c)

2]2
. (32c)

Next, we evaluate the two integrals of Eqs. (16) and (17) by substituting Eqs. (29) and

(30) for Im[ρ31/Ωp] and Re[ρ31/Ωp] in the integrands. Since ωa is much less than the EIT

linewidth, P ′(ω) shown in Eq. (21) can be employed in Eqs. (16) and (17) to replace P (ω).

The results of the two integrals give β and φ. Finally, the analytical formulas of ∆β(= β−β0)

and ∆φ(= φ− φ0), including the corrections of γ0 and δ are given by

∆β = 2SDDI

(√
Wc − 2∆c

W 2
c

− 3γ0
√
Wc + 2∆c

Ω2
c

+
3δ
√
Wc − 2∆c

Ω2
c

)
Ω2

p,in, (33)

∆φ = SDDI

(√
Wc + 2∆c

W 2
c

− 3γ0
√
Wc − 2∆c

Ω2
c

− 3δ
√
Wc + 2∆c

Ω2
c

)
Ω2

p,in, (34)

Because ∆p is approximated as −∆c in the derivation, it is more precise that ∆c in Eqs. (33)

and (34) is replaced by −∆p (i.e., ∆c − δ). The above two formulas are for C6 < 0. We can

make the substitutions of ∆φ→ −∆φ, ∆c → −∆c, and δ → −δ to obtain the formulas for

C6 > 0. Regarding ∆β as a function of Ω2
p,in in Fig. 5(a), the slope will decrease a little due

to γ0, and become a little larger (or smaller) due to positive (or negative) δ. Regarding ∆φ

as a function of Ω2
p,in in Fig. 5(c), the slope will decrease a little due to γ0, and become a
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little smaller (or larger) due to positive (or negative) δ. When we consider β and φ instead

of ∆β and ∆φ in Figs. 5(a) and 5(c), β0 and φ0 make nonzero vertical-axis interceptions of

those lines.

V. SIMULATION OF THE EXPERIMENTAL DATA

To verify the mean field theory developed in this work, we systematically measured the

attenuation coefficient, β, and phase shift, φ, of the output probe field as shown in Fig. 2

of Ref. [34]. The experiment was carried out in cold 87Rb atoms with the temperature of

350 µK. The ground state |1〉, Rydberg state |2〉, and excited state |3〉 in the EIT system

here correspond to |5S1/2, F = 2,mF = 2〉, |32D5/2,mJ = 5/2〉, and |5P3/2, F = 3,mF = 3〉

in the experiment. We set Ωc = 1.0Γ and the Rydberg state has C6 = −2π×260 MHz·µm6.

The values of Ωc and C6 result in r3B ≈ 9.3µm3. Furthermore, the atomic density natom

was about 0.05 µm−3 and Ωp,in ≤ 0.2Γ. The values of natom, Ωc, and Ωp,in give r3a ≥ 120

µm3. Thus, r3B/r
3
a ≤ 0.08, showing that the Rydberg polaritons are weakly-interacting in

the experiment. With a given Rydberg state, a low value of natomΩ2
p,in/Ω

3
c make Rydberg

polaritons weakly interacting. Nevertheless, to observe the DDI effect in the weak-interaction

regime, a high OD is the necessary condition. The OD of the cold atom cloud was about 81

in the experiment. Other experimental details can be found in Ref. [34].

In Fig. 6, we made the predictions with Eqs. (27), (28), (33), and (34) for the comparison

with the experimental data in Fig. 2 of Ref. [34]. The calculation parameters of OD, coupling

Rabi frequency, two-photon detuning, and decoherence rate were determined experimentally.

As for the value of
√
|C6|natomε used in the calculation, natom mentioned above is estimated

from the experimental condition, and ε is determined by fitting the experimental data of

the slopes of β and φ versus ∆c. In the fitting, ε is the only fitting parameter and the

best fits give ε = 0.43. Figures 6(a) and 6(c) show the attenuation coefficient, β, and

phase shift, φ, of the output probe field as functions of Ω2
p,in, where Ωp,in (and also Ωc) is

the Rabi frequency at the center of the input Gaussian beam in the experiment. In the

derivation of Eqs. (33) and (34), we do not consider the Gaussian intensity profiles of the

probe and coupling fields. Nevertheless, as shown in Eqs. (18) and (22) the phenomenological

parameter ε relates the average Rydberg-state population ρ̄22 in the medium to the value of

Ω2
p,in/Ω

2
c . The parameter ε can account for the correction factor for the effect of nonuniform
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FIG. 6: Simulation of the experimental data shown in Fig. 2 of Ref. [34]. In the simulation, α =

81, Ωc = 1.0Γ, δ = 0, γ0 = 0.012Γ, and |C6|[(4π/3)natomε]
2 = 0.35Γ. (a,c) Attenuation coefficient

β and phase shift φ as functions of Ω2
p,in at ∆c = −2Γ (black), −1Γ (red), 0 (blue), 1Γ (magenta),

and 2Γ (olive). (b,d) Slope of β versus Ω2
p,in and that of φ versus Ω2

p,in as functions of ∆c.

intensity profiles of the light fields and that of decay of the probe field in the medium.

Figure 6(b) [or 6(d)] shows the slope of the straight line of β (or φ) versus Ω2
p,in as a function

of ∆c. Note that the decoherence rate, γ0, of 0.012Γ makes the y-axis interception, i.e., β0

or φ0, becomes nonzero according to Eqs. (27) and (28), and changes the slopes very little

according to Eqs. (33) and (34).

In Fig. 2 of Ref. [34], the circles are the experimental data and the lines are their best

fits. One can clearly observe the important characteristics of asymmetry in the data of

slope versus ∆c. The consistency between the theoretical predictions in Fig. 6 here and

the experimental data in Fig. 2 of Ref. [34] is satisfactory. The discrepancies in the y-axis

interceptions of straight lines between the predictions and best fits are minor, and can be

explained by the uncertainties or fluctuations of δ and γ0 in the experiment. Therefore, the

mean field theory developed in this work is confirmed by the experimental data.
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VI. CONCLUSION

In summary, a mean field theory based on the nearest-neighbor distribution is developed

to describe the DDI effect in the system of weakly-interacting EIT-Rydberg polaritons. We

deal with the steady-state continuous-wave case in this work. As the system driven by

the probe and coupling fields reaches its steady state, Rydberg excitations or polaritons

of a given density are produced and locate randomly as described by the nearest-neighbor

distribution in Eq. (1). The probe field propagates through the system consisting of the

atoms with their Rydberg-state levels shifted by the already existing Rydberg excitations

via the DDI. We calculate the optical coherence ρ31 of the probe transition, and average ρ31

over the frequency shift ω according to the probability density function of ω in Eq. (4). The

averaged ρ31 determines the attenuation and phase shift of the probe field caused by the

shifted Rydberg-state levels. The numerically-calculated spectra of probe transmission and

phase shift are shown in Fig. 4. We explain the DDI-induced phenomena observed from the

spectra. To make the theory convenient for predicting experimental outcomes and evaluating

experimental feasibility, analytical formulas of the DDI-induced attenuation coefficient, ∆β,

and phase shift, ∆φ, are derived. As long as ωa is much smaller than the EIT linewidth, the

results of analytical formulas are in good agreement with those of numerical calculations.

According to the formulas, ∆β and ∆φ are linearly proportional to Ω2
p,in as demonstrated in

Fig. 5(a) and 5(c), and ∆β and ∆φ as functions of ∆c are asymmetric with respect to ∆c = 0

as demonstrated in Fig. 5(b) and 5(d). We further consider the existences of nonzero but

small decoherence rate and two-photon detuning in the system, and make corrections to the

formulas of ∆β and ∆φ as shown in Eqs. (33) and (34). Finally, we make the predictions with

the parameters determined experimentally and compare them with the experimental data in

Ref. [34]. The good agreement between the predictions and data demonstrates the validity

of our theory. Here the steady-state density of Rydberg polaritons is given in the present

method, and we have not investigated the transient evolution of Rydberg-polariton density.

The theoretical method for the study of nonlinear dynamics of Rydberg polaritons, such as

transient behavior and pulse propagation, can be referred to Ref. [41]. Rydberg polaritons

are regarded as bosonic quasi-particles, and the DDI is the origin of the interaction between

the particles. Thus, the DDI-induced phase shift and attenuation coefficient can infer the

elastic and inelastic collision rates in the ensemble of these bosonic particles. Our mean
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field theory provides a useful tool for conceiving ideas relevant to the EIT system of weakly-

interacting Rydberg polaritons, and for evaluating experimental feasibility.

Appendix

The DDI effect shifts the position of the EIT peak in the transmission spectrum a little

at ∆c = +1Γ as shown by Fig. 4(a) and significantly at ∆c = −1Γ as shown by Fig. 4(c).

We will derive an analytical formula to quantitatively predict the DDI-induced frequency

shift of the EIT peak in this Appendix.

We start with ρ31/Ωp in Eq. (12). Since we are interested in the EIT peak position but

not transmission, γ0 = 0 is used in the derivation for simplicity and without sacrificing the

generality. The DDI-induced frequency shift of a Rydberg state results in the replacement

of ∆c → ∆c + ω in Eq. (12). The spectra in Fig. 4 are obtained by sweeping the probe

frequency at a given coupling detuning. Thus, ∆p is expressed by −∆c + δ in Eq. (12),

and ∆c is treated as a fixed parameter. Under the condition of δ � ∆ωEIT, we expand

Im[ρ31/Ωp] with respect to δ as the followings:

Im

[
ρ31
Ωp

]
≈ C0 + C1δ + C2δ

2, (35)

where

C0 =
4ω2Γ

4ω2Γ2 + (Ω2
c + 4∆cω)2

, (36a)

C1 =
8Γ(16ω4∆c + 4ω3Ω2

c + 4ω2∆cΩ
2
c + ωΩ4

c)

[4ω2Γ2 + (Ω2
c + 4∆cω)2]2

, (36b)

C2 =
4Γ

Ω4
c

[1 + ξ(ω,∆c,Ωc)], (36c)

where ξ is a complicate function of ω, ∆c, and Ωc. Because (ωa/∆ωEIT)1/2 � 1 is satis-

fied in the weak-interaction regime, the contribution of ξ to the integration
∫
dωP (ω)C2 is

negligible, and we can drop ξ from the derivation of the analytical formula of δshift for simplic-

ity. Next, we average Im[ρ31/Ωp] over ω with the NND and obtain
∫
dωP (ω)Im [ρ31/Ωp] ≈[∫

dωP (ω)C0

]
+
[∫
dωP (ω)C1

]
δ +

[∫
dωP (ω)C2

]
δ2. With the DDI effect, the EIT peak

position shifts to δshift, which minimizes
∫
dωP (ω)Im [ρ31/Ωp]. Since

∫
dωP (ω)Im [ρ31/Ωp]

is a quadratic function of δ, its minimum locates at

δshift = −
∫
dωP (ω)C1

2
∫
dωP (ω)C2

. (37)
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FIG. 7: (a) Magnitude of the DDI-induced EIT peak shift, δshift, as a function of ∆c. Solid lines are

the predictions of Eq. (38), and circles are those obtained from the spectra numerically calculated

by sweeping the probe frequency. (b) Magnitude of δshift as a function of ∆p. Solid lines are the

predictions of Eq. (39), and circles are those obtained from the spectra numerically calculated by

sweeping the coupling frequency. In (a) and (b), Ωp = 0.2Γ, and Ωc = 1.0Γ (red), 1.4Γ (cyan), and

2.0Γ (green). All the predictions are calculated with γ0 = 0 and |C6|[(4π/3)natomε]
2 = 0.35Γ.

Because C2 is independent of ω after ξ is dropped, the evaluation of
∫
dωP (ω)C2 gives C2.

In the evaluation of
∫
dωP (ω)C1, we approximate P (ω) as P ′(ω) of Eq. (21) to obtain an

analytical expression. Finally, the frequency shift of the EIT peak is given by

δshift = −
π2
√
|C6|natomε

12ΓΩc

[
3
√
Wc − 2∆c +

(
2∆c

√
Wc − 2∆c + Γ

√
Wc + 2∆c

) Ω2
c

W 3
c

]
Ω2

p,in.

(38)

As expected, the frequency shift of the EIT peak is always negative due to C6 < 0. We can

make the substitutions of δshift → −δshift and ∆c → −∆c to obtain the formula for C6 > 0.

It can be seen from Eq. (38) that the magnitude of δshift is linearly proportional to Ω2
p,in

and independent of the optical depth α. Since Wc ≡
√

Γ2 + 4∆2
c , the result of δshift as a

function of ∆c shows the magnitude of δshift at +|∆c| is less than that at −|∆c| as long

as |∆c| ≥ Ωc/2. This is consistent with the phenomena shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(c) that

the frequency shift of the EIT peak at ∆c = +1.0Γ is a little and that at ∆c = −1.0Γ is

significant. Figure 7(a) compares |δshift| predicted by Eq. (38) with that determined from the

numerically-calculated spectrum. As long as the condition of |δshift| � ∆ωEIT is satisfied,

the analytical formula is in the good agreement with the numerical result.

The Rydberg-EIT spectra can also be obtained by sweeping the coupling frequency at a

given probe detuning. An analytical formula for the DDI-induced EIT peak shift in such

spectra is useful. We derive the formula by using ρ31/Ωp of Eq. (12) again. In Eq. (12),

20



∆c is expressed by −∆p + δ and ∆p is treated as a fixed parameter. We expand Im[ρ31/Ωp]

with respect to δ, and follow the similar procedure in the paragraph consisting of Eq. (38).

Finally, the frequency shift of the EIT peak is given by

δshift = −
π2
√
|C6|natomε

4ΓΩc

√
Wp + 2∆p Ω2

p,in, (39)

Wp ≡
√

Γ2 + 4∆2
p. (40)

The behavior of Eq. (39) is similar to that of Eq. (38), except that the dependence of ∆p

in Eq. (39) quantitatively differs from that of ∆c in Eq. (38). Figure 7(b) compares |δshift|

predicted by Eq. (39) with that determined from the numerically-calculated spectra. Degrees

of consistency between the analytical predictions and the numerical results in Fig. 7(b) are

similar to those in Fig. 7(a).
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[30] F. Ripka, H. Kübler, R. Löw, and T. Pfau, “A room-temperature single-photon source based

on strongly interacting Rydberg atoms,” Science 362, 446-449 (2018).

[31] H. Levine, A. Keesling, G. Semeghini, A. Omran, T. T. Wang, S. Ebadi, H. Bernien, M.
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