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We theoretically demonstrate the possibility to tune the temporal waveform of optical unipolar
pulses upon their coherent interaction with a multi-level resonant medium. This is achieved through
the coherent control of the response of a multi-level resonant medium by means of half-cycle unipolar
or quasi-unipolar pulses. We show that despite the ultrabroad spectrum of half-cycle pulses one
can efficiently steer the induced medium polarization through the proper choice of the parameters
of the excitation pulses. As the result, producing of unipolar optical pulses of varying profile,
like rectangular or triangular ones, from an extended layer of a multi-layer medium was obtained
when excited by a pair of half-cycle pulses. Besides, we find out that the response of a multi-level
medium for the amplitude of the driving pulses below a certain threshold can be quantitatively well
approximated by the two-level model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over recent years significant progress has been
achieved in generation of ultra-short pulses up to few-
cycle and subcycle duration in the optical range [1–8].
As the result, the possibilities to observe and even con-
trol different ultrafast processes in matter has become
available [9–13].

When dealing with subcycle pulses, the following phys-
ical quantity known as the electric pulse area turns out
to be of crucial importance [14, 15]:

~SE(~r) =

∫ +∞

−∞
~E(~r, t)dt, (1)

with the electric field vector ~E(~r, t). The pulses with

the non-zero values of the electric pulse area ~SE(~r) are
called unipolar ones. The most prominent property of
unipolar pulses is the transfer of mechanical momentum
to charged particles and thus their strong acceleration
[14, 16]. This property naturally play a key role when
driving free charges, but can be also expected to strongly
influence the interaction of unipolar pulses with bound
charges in resonant media.

It is commonly believed that subcycle pulses can not be
applied to efficiently control the resonant media because
of their extremely broad spectrum. Instead, a relatively
long multi-cycle pulse is thought to be needed to excite
the medium transition, so that the pulse carrier frequency
is equal or at least close to the transition frequency. The
ultra-broad spectrum of subcycle pulses indeed makes the
interaction with resonant media strongly non-resonant.

However, when the driving pulse duration is reduced
to be less than the periods of the resonant transitions
in the medium the key features of the light-matter in-
teraction get completely altered [14, 16]. In particular,
the efficiency of the medium excitation in this case is pri-
marily determined by the value of the electric pulse area
Eq. (1) [17–19]. This electric area also has a character-
istic ”scale”, which determines the efficiency of subcycle
pulse impact on various quantum systems [20, 21]. As

the result, unipolar pulses turn out to excite either elec-
tronic levels in different quantum systems [19, 21] or rovi-
brational states in polar molecules [22, 23] much better
than bipolar pulses. Still these earlier studies were only
done for certain simplified models of resonant media and
have not addressed the propagation issues.

So far most studies of the propagation of pulses up to
subcycle duration were performed using standard two-
level approximation [24–33]. At the same time the va-
lidity of the two-level model clearly becomes in question
when dealing with subcycle pulses. Therefore more de-
tailed investigation is needed to find out the applicability
limits of few-level models to correctly describe the sub-
cycle pulse interaction with real-world media.

Some works have addressed the interaction and prop-
agation dynamics of subcycle and particularly unipolar
pulses with more general multi-layer resonant media. For
example, the propagation of subcycle pulses in a system
of multi-level atoms with a fast irreversible relaxation
of the induced dipole moment, but a slow relaxation
of the populations of quantum states was considered in
Ref. [34]. Under these assumptions, the formation of
soliton-like unipolar objects in a non-equilibrium multi-
level medium was predicted. Another case, when a stable
unipolar solitons arise in a multi-level medium with one
common level, was shown in Ref. [35]. In Ref. [36] the for-
mation of robust breather-type solutions was numerically
obtained in a multi-level medium with several indepen-
dent transitions. However, the studies on the interaction
of subcycle pulses with resonant media are still poor and
the understanding of the respective features still needs to
be improved.

In this paper we investigate the interaction of half-cycle
unipolar or quasi-unipolar pulses with a multi-level res-
onant medium, namely an alkali metal (sodium). We
demonstrate that half-cycle pulses shorter in duration
than the periods of the medium resonant transitions can
still efficiently control the induced medium polarization.
Using such coherent control, we demonstrate how the
field emitted by a medium layer can be tailored to yield
unipolar pulses of variable temporal profile. Specifically,
we obtain unipolar optical pulses of different unusual
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waveforms, like rectangular- or triangular-shaped, when
a thick medium layer possesses an inhomogeneous spa-
tial density distribution. Besides, we examine in detail
the contribution of the higher levels into the pulse-matter
interaction and show that for the driving pulse strength
below a certain threshold the two-level model can well de-
scribe the response of a multi-level medium when driven
by half-cycle pulses.

It is important to emphasize that, to the best of our
knowledge, there has been a lack of methods suggested
so far for the generation of unipolar and quasi-unipolar
subcycle pulses of tunable waveform in the optical range.
Earlier studies were mainly concerned with the genera-
tion of half-cycle unipolar terahertz pulses, e.g. via op-
tical rectification [37], the transition radiation of a laser-
produced relativistic electron bunch from a thin high-
conductivity metal foil [38] or through the amplification
of an initially bipolar single-cycle THz pulse in a non-
equilibrium plasma channel [39–41]. The unipolar THz
electromagnetic precursors of plateau-like shape were ex-
perimentally observed in an electro-optical GaP crystal
[42–44]. Unipolar THz pulses of more complex wave-
shapes were obtained upon coherent control of a Raman-
active medium in Ref. [45]. Experimental determina-
tion of the unipolarity of THz pulses was performed in
Ref. [46].

However, the works on the waveform control of optical
unipolar pulses are still lacking and were only focused
on the production of half-cycle attosecond unipolar or
quasi-unipolar pulses, e.g. through the optical attosec-
ond pulse synthesis [11], excitation of a foil target by
intense femtosecond pulses [47–51] or the cascaded pro-
cesses in plasma [52]. Meanwhile, subcycle pulses of dif-
ferent non-harmonic shapes in the optical range can be
in high demand, e.g., for the coherent control of various
ultrafast processes in matter, implementing logical oper-
ations or ultrafast controlling qubit states [53, 54].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
present our numerical model and describe the considered
multi-level resonant medium, namely the alkali metal
(sodium). In Section III we investigate the coherent
control of a single multi-level atom by a sequence of
subcycle unipolar and bipolar pulses and show how the
efficient control of the medium response can be imple-
mented. In Section IV we consider the response of a thick
medium layer driven by subcycle pulses and demonstrate
the emission of both isolated unipolar half-cycle pulses
in the optical range and unipolar pulses of more complex
non-harmonic waveforms. Finally, we provide concluding
remarks and paper summary in Section V.

II. MODEL

To describe the optical response of a multi-level res-
onant medium, we numerically solve dynamic equations
for the expansion amplitudes ak(t) of the wave function
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The energy level diagram of a sodium
atom (Na) truncated to the lowest 5 levels (multiplets); ar-
rows indicate all allowed transitions, while numbers provide
the respective transition wavelengths [56].

ψ(~r, t) of the medium over the eigen functions ψk(~r):

ψ(~r, t) =

N ′∑
k=1

ak(t)ψk(~r)e−
iEkt

~ ,

which are given as follows [55]:

ȧk(t) =
i

~

N ′∑
m=1

dkm am(t) E(t) eiωkmt,

ωkm =
Ek − Em

~
, (2)

where N ′ is the total number of levels, dkm is the tran-
sition dipole moment between levels k and m, ωkm is
the frequency of the corresponding transition and Ek is
the energy value in the respective eigenstate. Since we
are dealing with subcycle pulses, we fully neglect the re-
laxation terms in Eq. (2), as the typical lifetimes of the
excited states are many orders of magnitude larger than
the oscillations periods in the optical range.

We consider the excitation of the resonant medium
Eq. (2) by a pair of half-cycle pulses, having for sim-
plicity the Gaussian profile:

E(t) = E0e
−t2/τ2

p + E0e
−(t−∆)2/τ2

p , (3)

where τp is the duration of excitation pulses, E0 is the
electric field amplitude and ∆ is the pulse-to-pulse delay.
Since the medium coherence only exists over the time slot
limited by the coherence relaxation time T2, the coherent
control can only be realized if:

∆, τp � T2, (4)

since otherwise the medium coherence would be damped
down before the arrival of the second pulse.
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We assume linearly polarized excitation pulses which
are normally incident on the medium layer, so that we
end up with a one-dimensional problem. The interac-
tion of the pulses Eq. (3) with the medium layer can be
therefore described by the scalar one-dimensional wave
equation:

∂2E(z, t)

∂z2
− 1

c2
∂2E(z, t)

∂t2
=

4π

c2
∂2P (z, t)

∂t2
. (5)

Besides, the one-dimensional wave equation was shown
to be applicable for the propagation of ultra-short pulses,
including subcycle and unipolar ones, in coaxial waveg-
uides [57]. To complete the numerical model one has
to couple the wave equation Eq. (5) with the equations
Eq. (2) through an explicit expression for the induced
medium polarization. The corresponding expression is
given as:

P (z, t) = N(z)

N ′∑
k=1

N ′∑
m=1

dkm ak(z, t) a∗m(z, t) eiωkmt

+ c.c. (6)

with the density of resonant centers N(z), which can in
general be spatially-varying.

One-dimensional wave equation Eq. (5) has the follow-
ing exact solution for the emitted field [58]:

Eemit(z, t) = −2π

c

∫ L

0

∂P
(
z′, t− |z−z

′|
c

)
∂t

dz′. (7)

As Eq. (7) states, the emitted field from a plane medium
layer is determined by the first-order temporal deriva-
tive of the induced medium polarization, unlike three-
dimensional problems with the emitted field driven by the
second-order temporal derivative of the induced medium
polarization [59]. This fact is caused by the specifics of
the interference of the emitted waves from different parts
of a layer across its transverse dimensions.

The expression Eq. (7) therefore forces to focus on the
behaviour of the temporal derivative of the medium po-
larization. Since the induced polarization of a multi-level
medium Eq. (6) contains contributions from all allowed
transitions, the medium polarization should represent the
superposition of multiple harmonic terms with different
oscillation frequencies ωkm. As long as we take subcy-
cle excitation pulses with their ultra-broad spectrum and
strongly non-resonant interaction with media, the rela-
tive contributions of different polarization component in
Eq. (6) have to be examined in details.

It seems reasonable, however, to expect the transition
to the first excited state to provide the major contri-
bution to the induced medium polarization. Therefore,
as our starting point, we select the time delay between
pulses ∆ to equal:

∆ =
T21

2
=

π

ω21
, (8)

i.e. half of the period of the resonant medium oscillations
at the main transition 1→ 2 [60]. This value is selected

in such a way, that the second excitation pulse can fully
stop the harmonic oscillations of the polarization at the
frequency ω21 caused by the first pulse, similar to the
idea described in Refs. [61, 62]. If the pulse-to-pulse delay
differs from the value given by Eq. (8), the second pulse
would either speed up the polarization oscillations at the
frequency ω21, or just partially suppress them. Thus, if
one needs to obtain an isolated pulse in the medium re-
sponse, the equality Eq. (8) has to be inevitably obeyed.

The frequency spectrum of an exciting subcycle pulse
Eq. (3) can be easily found as:

F (ω) ∼
∫ +∞

−∞
E(t)eiωtdt =

√
πE0τp e

−ω2τ2
p/4, (9)

i.e. steadily decreases right from the maximum at the
zero frequency. According to Eq. (8), it must be that:

τp � T21,

since both driving pulses in Eq. (3) should not overlap.
Assuming that all transition frequencies in the medium
are of the same order of magnitude, the exponential fac-
tor in Eq. (9) yields:

ωkmτp � 1.

The pulse spectrum Eq. (9) is therefore indeed so broad
that covers the whole spectrum of the medium emis-
sion and undergoes just slight changing across it. Still
the light-medium interaction in this case is strongly non-
resonant, as the pulse spectrum Eq. (9) does not exhibit
any features associated with any of the frequencies in the
optical range.

dij , D 3S 3P 4S 3D 4P

3S 0 9.06 0 0 0.82

3P 9.06 0 8.89 17.05 0

4S 0 8.89 0 0 20.60

3D 0 17.05 0 0 27.49

4P 0.82 0 20.60 27.49 0

TABLE I. The transition dipole moments for the 5 lowest
levels of a sodium atom. All values are expressed in Debays
(D).

As a specific example of a multi-level medium we find
it convenient to take an alkali metal vapour because of
their relatively simple energy level structure. This level
structure basically represents a noble gas structure plus
only one external electron. As a result, it is well justified
to neglect all electron-electron correlations and use the
single active electron approximation. Besides, the values
of the coherence relaxation times in alkali metal vapours
are in the nanosecond range, what ensures the condition
Eq. (4) for optical transitions.

Specifically, we take here the sodium atom (Na), since
it has much weaker spit-orbit splitting as compared to
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The induced polarization per a single
atom (dash-dotted green curve) together with its temporal
derivative (magenta solid curve); blue dashed line depicts the
electric field of the excitation pulses of the amplitude E0 =
104 ESU and the duration τp = 200 as; the time delay between
the excitation pulses is ∆ = 0.98 fs, as given by Eq. (8). All
quantities are plotted in dimensionless units.

heavier alkali-metal atoms, and this may potentially al-
low to avoid additional complexity in the medium re-
sponse. We consider below 5 lowest energy levels of a
sodium atom, while neglecting for the sake of simplicity
the fine structure of levels. Namely, we focus on the fol-
lowing energy terms: 3S (ground state), 3P, 4S, 3D and
4P, see Fig. 1. The P- and D-levels, which represent mul-
tiplets due to the spin-orbit splitting (e.g., the well known
D-line for the transition 3S→ 3P), we treat as single de-
generate levels using standard summation rules for the
respective line strengths [63]. Besides, we also scale the
tabulated values of the transition dipole moments taken
from Ref. [56] by the factor

√
3, since we assume here lin-

early polarized driving pulses, while the tabulated values
were calculated for a non-polarized light. The result-
ing transition dipole moments for the considered sodium
atom are listed in Table I. In the next section the interac-
tion of such a sodium atom with a sequence of subcycle
unipolar pulses Eq. (3) will be addressed.

III. COHERENT CONTROL OF A THIN SLICE
OF MULTI-LEVEL ATOMS

We begin with the excitation of an optically thin layer
of the considered multi-level sodium atoms. According
to Eq. (7) the emitted field in this case up to a constant
factor is given by the temporal derivative of the induced
polarization. Thanks to the small layer thickness, we can
neglect the transformations of the excitation pulses upon
their propagation across the medium layer. That is why
this problem simply reduces to the response of a single
multi-level sodium atom. We proceed therefore in this
section with solving the equations Eq. (2) with subcy-
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The induced polarization per a single
atom upon the excitation by unipolar pulses Eq. (3) (yellow
solid curve) and bipolar pulses Eq. (10) with different carrier
frequencies; the pulse duration was fixed to τp = 200 as; all
other parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

cle driving pulses for one atom and omitting the wave
equation Eq. (5) because of the negligible propagation
effects.

Fig. 2 illustrates the obtained response of a single reso-
nant atom upon excitation by a pair of subcycle unipolar
pulses given by Eq. (3). Particularly, we depict in Fig. 2
both the induced dipole moment of a single atom p(t) as
well as its temporal derivative. The pulse duration was
taken τp = 200 as, what is below the period of all reso-
nant transitions, and the pulse amplitude was first taken
as strong as E0 = 104 ESU. One can see that the induced
dipole moment to a high accuracy represents a half-sine
wave, i.e. the first driving subcycle pulse induces the
oscillations of the dipole moment and the second driv-
ing pulse almost completely stops the oscillations. Some
residual low-amplitude oscillations of the dipole moment
visible in Fig. 2 are caused by the contributions of other
excited levels in the medium. The derivative of the in-
duced dipole moment, i.e the emitted electric field ac-
cording to Eq. (7), forms a single sign-changing oscilla-
tion, meaning that the medium slice is to emit an almost
isolated single-cycle pulse.

It is interesting to find out the role of the electric pulse
area Eq. (1) in the medium excitation. Therefore we
also examine the case, when the same multi-level sodium
atom is driven by a pair of bipolar pulses, i.e. with ex-
actly zero electric pulse area, in the form:

E(t) = E0e
−t2/τ2

p sinωct+

E0e
−(t−∆)2/τ2

p sinωc(t−∆), (10)

where ωc is the carrier frequency. Fig. 3 demonstrates the
induced dipole moment of a single atom when excited by
unipolar pulses Eq. (3) and bipolar pulses Eq. (10) with
different carrier frequencies ωc. The amplitude and the
duration of the driving pulses were assumed constant.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The induced polarization per a single
atom (dash-dotted green curve) together with its temporal
derivative (magenta solid curve) upon the excitation by quasi-
unipolar pulses Eq. (11); blue dashed line depicts the electric
field of the excitation pulses of the amplitude E0 = 104 ESU,
the duration τp = 200 as and the tail width τ1 = 20τp; the
time delay between the excitation pulses is ∆ = 0.98 fs, as
given by Eq. (8). All quantities are plotted in dimensionless
units.

Fig. 3 yields that unipolar subcycle pulses much more
efficiently induce the medium polarization as compared
to bipolar pulses. As the carrier frequency in Fig. 3 in-
creases, the excitation pulses gradually transform from
subcycle to single-cycle and then to few-cycle ones. At
the same time, the more optical cycles the driving pulses
contain, the weaker medium response we obtain. The
seeming exception for ωc = 1015 s−1 and ωc = 1016

s−1 is attributed to the fact that pulses Eq. (10) stay
single-cycle for carrier frequencies up to ∼ 1016 s−1. It is
worth noting that for few-cycle driving pulses the tem-
poral derivative of the induced polarization in Fig. 3, i.e.
the emitted field, represents also a few-cycle pulse instead
of a single-cycle one in Fig. 2.

The results seen in Fig. 3 well correlate with earlier
studies of the excitation of several model media by unipo-
lar pulses [19, 21–23]. In these works it was found that
for pulse durations shorter than the resonant transition
periods the electric pulse area drives the medium excita-
tion. Hence, unipolar pulses provide more efficient non-
resonant excitation than bipolar ones. We can state that
this result stays valid for the excitation of more complex
multi-level media and holds not only for the level popu-
lations, but also for the induced medium polarization.

Finally, it seems important to address the condition
on the exact value of the electric pulse area Eq. (1) of
the exciting pulses. In fact, obtaining exactly unipo-
lar half-cycle pulses like Eq. (3) in experiments could be
quite tricky. Instead, it is usually much easier to pro-
duce so-called quasi-unipolar or quasi-half-cycle pulses,
containing an intense half-cycle burst of one polarity and
a long weak tail of opposite polarity. As the result, the
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The populations of atom’s levels vs.
time; all parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

total electric pulse area Eq. (1) equals zero, what allows
to avoid a number of complex issues related to dealing
with near-zero-frequency spectral components. That is
why we are specifically interested to consider the medium
excitation by quasi-unipolar pulses and compare the re-
sponse with the one shown in Figs. 2-3.

For this end instead of Eq. (3) we take each driving
pulse in the following form:

E(t) = E0

(
e−t

2/τ2
p − κ(t− τp) e−(t−τp)2/τ2

1 Θ[t− τp]
)
,

(11)

with the Heaviside step function Θ and the tail temporal
width τ1. With this specific choice of the temporal profile
Eq. (11) it is easy to calculate the electric pulse area
Eq. (1) as:

SE = E0

(
τp
√
π − κ

2
τ2
1

)
.

Fixing the pulse parameters to obey the equality:

κ =
2
√
πτp
τ2
1

(12)

we end up with the exactly zero electric pulse area. In
the case of τ1 � τp we get a proper analytical approxi-
mation of a quasi-unipolar half-cycle pulse possessing a
long low-amplitude tail. We have performed the solu-
tion of the medium equations Eq. (2) driven by a pair of
quasi-half-cycle pulses Eq. (11) with the delay given by
Eq. (8). Our calculations show that if the tail width τ1
at least by an order of magnitude exceeds the duration of
the main half-cycle burst τp, the medium response turns
out to be close to the one for exactly unipolar half-cycle
pulses in Fig. 2. An example is shown in Fig. 4 for the
values τ1 = 20τp and the parameter κ from Eq. (12).
One can see that despite the presence of the long tail
of the pulses the emission of a thin medium layer still
represents a single-cycle pulse like in Fig. 2, while the
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tail only causes the slight oscillations at the trailing edge
of the medium emission. Hence, based on the Figs. 3-4,
we proceed below with the medium excitation by unipo-
lar pulses, as provided by Eq. (3), keeping in mind that
quasi-unipolar pulses would lead to basically the same
medium response.

In Fig. 5 we show the time trace of the populations of
all medium levels for the case from Fig. 2. It is well seen
that only the first excited level (3P) gets noticeably pop-
ulated by the first driving pulse, while the populations
of higher levels stay negligibly small. After the action of
the second driving pulse, though, the first excited level
becomes almost completely depopulated and the largest
residual population remains at the fifth level (4P), but
still low enough to be disregarded (around 10−5).

One can therefore see that despite the ultrabroad spec-
trum of driving unipolar pulses the multi-level medium
behaves pretty much like a two-level medium. To get a
closer look at the dynamics of the induced medium po-
larization we plot in Fig. 6 separately contributions of
different transitions into the induced dipole moment of a
single sodium atom according to Eq. (6), so that:

pkm = dkmaka
∗
m eiωkmt + c.c. (13)

Only the largest polarization components are displayed in
Fig. 6, while the rest ones are much smaller in amplitude.
As can be seen from Fig. 6, the contribution of the main
transition p12 for at least two orders of magnitude exceeds
those for all other possible transitions. That is why the
medium response in Fig. 2 closely follows the behaviour
predicted for a two-level medium.

However, when further increasing the field strength of
the driving pulses the contributions of higher excited
states become more pronounced and the discrepancy
from the two-level medium’s dynamics starts growing.
In Fig. 7 we demonstrate the response of a single atom
similar to shown in Fig. 2, but with the pulse amplitude
increased to E0 = 105 ESU. It is evident that the residual
field oscillations now become comparable in amplitude to
the leading peak. They arise because the second excita-
tion pulse can not anymore stop the polarization oscil-
lations initiated by the first pulse due to the significant
contribution of higher levels. As the result, the polariza-
tion profile in Fig. 7 can not be treated as a half-sine,
but rather has a pronounced oscillating tail.

Fig. 8 shows the contributions of different transitions
into the induced dipole moment of a single atom for the
parameters of Fig. 7. It is well seen that not only the
contributions of other transitions become larger, but also
the component p12 exhibits residual oscillations thanks
to the stronger interplay between all considered excited
levels.

Let us try to analytically calculate the threshold pulse
amplitude for the applicability of the two-level approx-
imation. For this end we make use of the perturbation
theory. The perturbation theory implies the small pop-
ulations of the excited states (much less than unity) and
the population of the ground state to stay close to unity.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The strongest polarization components
of a single atom vs. time; all parameters are the same as in
Fig. 2.

We therefore assume in the equations Eq. (2) a1(t) ≈ 1
and obtain:

ak(t) ≈ id1k

~

∫ t

−∞
E(t′)eiωk1t

′
dt′, k > 1. (14)

If the driving pulse duration is chosen well below the
resonant transition periods in the medium:

ωkmτp � 1

for any k,m, then we can take under the integral sign
eiωk1t

′ ≈ 1 and reduce Eq. (14) to:

ak(t) ≈ id1k

~

∫ t

−∞
E(t′)dt′, k > 1. (15)

The expansion amplitudes ak(t) right after the passage
of the first driving pulse are thus given as:

a
(1)
k ≈

id1k

~
SE , k > 1, (16)

i.e. are fully determined by the electric pulse area Eq. (1).
In between two driving pulses according to Eq. (2) the
amplitudes ak(t) stay constant. The polarization compo-
nents p1k at the same time change harmonically accord-
ing to Eq. (13) as:

p1k = pk1 =
2d2

1k

~
SE cosωk1t. (17)

After the passage of the second driving pulse we find in
a similar way:

a
(2)
k ≈

id1k

~
SE

(
1 + eiωk1∆

)
=
id1k

~
SE

(
1 + eiπ

ωk1
ω21

)
, k > 1. (18)

In particular, we see that due to the choice of the pulse-
to-pulse delay in Eq. (8):

a
(2)
2 ≈ 0, (19)
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FIG. 7. (Color online) The induced polarization per a single
atom (dashed green curve) together with its temporal deriva-
tive (magenta solid curve) and the electric field of the excita-
tion pulses (black solid line); the pulse amplitude E0 = 105

ESU, all other parameters are the same as in Fig. 2. All
quantities are plotted in dimensionless units.

i.e. the first excited level gets fully depleted by the second
driving pulse. In other excited states, however, there are
some small residual populations in Eq. (18) since ωk1 6=
ω21.

Typically in different resonant media the transition
dipole moment between the ground and the first excited
states d12 for orders of magnitude exceeds those for all
other excited states. This is also true for alkali metals
and specifically for sodium, as can be seen from Table I
and in Ref. [56] for higher levels. Since the contributions
of the polarization components p1k according to Eq. (17)
are proportional to the squared dipole moments ∼ d2

1k,
the contribution of the main transition 1 → 2 into the
induced medium polarization has to be prevailing within
the perturbation theory. The validity of the perturba-
tion theory Eq. (14) therefore assures the validity of the
two-level description.

The expressions Eqs. (14)-(19) are valid only as long
as:

1− |a1(t)| � 1,

|ak(t)| � 1, for k > 1. (20)

When the inequalities Eq. (20) become invalid, higher-
order correction terms of the perturbation theory have to
be added. In order to calculate the second-order terms
one has to insert the first-order solutions Eq. (14) into the
right-hand side of the equations Eq. (2). For instance, for
the ground state we can find:

a1(t) = 1− 1

~2

N ′∑
m=2

d2
1m

∫ t

−∞
E(t′)dt′

∫ t′

−∞
E(t′′)dt′′.

(21)

Similarly, the expression Eq. (14) for the amplitudes of
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The polarization components of a sin-
gle atom vs. time for the parameters from Fig. 7.

the excited levels transforms into:

ak(t) =
id1k

~

∫ t

−∞
E(t′)eiωk1t

′
dt′ −

1

~2

N ′∑
m=2

dkmd1m

∫ t

−∞
E(t′)dt′

∫ t′

−∞
E(t′′)dt′′.

(22)

One can see from the expressions Eqs. (21)-(22) above
that the second-order correction terms by the order of
magnitude are:

∼
d2

1kE
2
0τ

2
p

~2
.

The two-level approximation then ceases to describe the
medium response, when these second-order correction
terms Eqs. (21)-(22) become comparable to the first-
order terms Eq. (14). It seems reasonable to fix the cor-
responding threshold value of the electric field strength
of the exciting pulses Ethr to the following relation:

maxkd1k
Ethrτp

~
∼ 0.1. (23)

Taking here d1k ∼ 10 D, τp ∼ 0.1 fs, we get the following
estimate for the threshold value of the field strength:

Ethr ∼ 105 ESU. (24)

The obtained value Eq. (24) thus provides the thresh-
old value of the amplitude of the driving pulses in Eq. (3).
For the field strength well below this threshold the two-
level approximation can be reliably used and the effect
of higher excited levels can be safely neglected. On the
other hand, for the pulse amplitude well above the thresh-
old the contributions of higher excited levels play impor-
tant role in the medium response and have to be taken
into account. It is interesting to note that the prod-
uct Ethrτp in Eq. (23) matches the respective pulse area
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FIG. 9. (Color online) The induced polarization per a single
atom (dashed green curve) together with its temporal deriva-
tive (magenta solid curve) and the electric field of the excita-
tion pulses (black solid line); the pulse amplitude E0 = 106

ESU, all other parameters are the same as in Fig. 2. All
quantities are plotted in dimensionless units.
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FIG. 10. (Color online) The populations of atom’s levels vs.
time; all parameters are the same as in Fig. 9.

Eq. (1) up to a constant factor, while the ratio ~/d1k rep-
resents the so-called atomic sale of the electric pulse area
introduced in Ref. [20]. This atomic scale refers to the
characteristic value of the electric pulse area needed to
excite an atomic system by a driving unipolar pulse. The
criterion Eq. (23) can be therefore interpreted in such a
way, that the two-level description stays valid until the
electric area of the driving pulses becomes comparable to
its atomic scale for the respective multi-level atom.

The estimated value in Eq. (24) appears to coincide
with the pulse amplitude in Fig. 7. The case shown in
Figs. 7-8 therefore refers to the intermediate case in terms
of the applicability of the two-level treatment, what is
indeed in good agreement with the behaviour seen in
Figs. 7-8.
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FIG. 11. (Color online) The strongest polarization compo-
nents of a single atom vs. time; all parameters are the same
as in Fig. 9.

Further increasing the amplitude of the driving pulses
Eq. (3) beyond the threshold value Eq. (24) leads to
the even larger contribution of other polarization compo-
nents beyond the main one p12 and respectively stronger
residual field oscillations. As the result, the emission of
the atom has already nothing to do with a single-cycle
pulse shown in Fig. 2, but rather takes the form of a com-
plex non-structured field oscillations without any charac-
teristic subcycle parts.

An example of such emission is shown in Fig. 9, where
the pulse amplitude was increased to E0 = 106 ESU as
compared to Fig. 7. The respective dynamics of the level
populations in Fig. 10 exhibits now strong depletion of
the ground state after the action of both pulses Eq. (3).
The high residual populations of excited levels are also
to be noted, which result from the complex dynamics of
transitions between levels in so intense fields. In partic-
ularly, the level 3 (4S) becomes the most populated after
the passage of driving pulses with the residual popula-
tion several times larger than in the ground state. The
separate contributions of strongest polarization compo-
nents are plotted in Fig. 11. First of all, one can see
that the polarization component of the main transition
p12 indeed ceases to be the strongest one and other com-
ponents, such as p23 and p24, start to dominate in the
medium response. Besides, the strong interplay of all ex-
cited levels leads to large residual oscillating tails even at
the main component p12. This fact means that the sec-
ond subcycle pulse in Eq. (3) can not be anymore used
to stop the induced medium oscillations, so that the co-
herent control of multi-level atoms turns out unfeasible.

In the case of such an intense driving field the atom
emission can no longer be even qualitatively described
using the two-level approximation. Hence, one can con-
clude that the optical response of a multi-level medium
driven by subcycle pulses, including unipolar ones, can
be well modelled within the two-level model, but just for
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FIG. 12. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer; the density of the resonant atoms
N = 3 · 1018 cm−3, the layer thickness L = 5 µm, the ex-
citation pulses have the amplitude E0 = 104 ESU and the
duration τp = 200 as.

excitation amplitudes much less a certain threshold. As
long as such inequality does not hold anymore, the higher
energy levels have to be taken into account as well.

These findings, however, can appear to confront the
common thinking that the two-level model is only valid,
when a long multi-cycle exciting pulse with near-resonant
carrier frequency is used. It is therefore worth noting
that the treatment above was based on the assumption
of the duration of driving pulses less than the medium’s
transition periods. It is thus only this limiting case, when
the coherent control of the multi-level medium response
can be efficiently implemented and the abovesaid validity
of the two-level approximation can be justified. In the
opposite limiting case of relatively long driving pulses the
medium response can be indeed described by the two-
level model just as long as the pulse carrier frequency
coincides with the frequency of the respective transition.

IV. TAILORING THE RESPONSE OF A THICK
MEDIUM LAYER

Let us now consider the response of an extended layer
of a multi-level resonant medium. Namely, we assume
a layer thickness to largely exceed the wavelengths of
the resonant transitions in the medium. In this case
we have to solve the equations Eq. (2) coupled to the
wave equation Eq. (5) through the expression Eq. (6).
The wave equation Eq. (5) was solved using the finite-
difference time-domain method (FDTD), while for the
equations Eq. (2) we applied the 4-th order Runge-Kutta
scheme. The rectangular numerical grid with the spa-
tial grid spacing ∆x = 3 nm and the temporal spacing
∆t = ∆x/c = 0.01 fs was used. We imposed transparent
boundary conditions for the electric field at the bound-
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FIG. 13. (Color online) The instantaneous spatial distribu-
tion of the induced medium polarization inside an extended
layer of the multi-level medium of the thickness L = 5 µm
(blue solid line) for the case of Fig. 12, together with the dis-
tribution of the electric field (red dashed line). The plotted
distributions correspond to a time point when both excita-
tion pulses Eq. (3) are propagating inside the medium layer.
The shaded area indicates the medium layer. All parame-
ters are the same as in Fig. 12. Both the electric field and
the medium polarization are properly rescaled and plotted in
dimensionless units.

aries of the computational domain. The field emitted by
the medium layer in reflection was recorded at the left
boundary of the computational area 1 µm away from the
left edge of the medium layer.

Fig. 12 shows the emitted field in reflection from a low-
pressure layer of sodium atoms of the thickness 5 µm,
when excited by two unipolar pulses Eq. (3). The pulse
amplitude equals E0 = 104 ESU, what corresponds to
the response of a single atom shown in Fig. 2. We delib-
erately pick the the density of the resonant atoms N to
be low enough, so that the excitation pulses Eq. (3) expe-
rience negligible transformation upon their propagation
through the layer. Otherwise the second excitation pulse
would not be able to stop the induced polarization oscil-
lations like in Fig. 2 and we would end up with strong and
irregular residual field oscillations in the emitted field.

The obtained field in Fig. 12 yields two unipolar pulses
of opposite polarity and the duration π/ω12 separated by
the long plateau with the near-zero electric field. Such
sort of emission arises due to the interference of the
single-cycle pulses like in Fig. 2 produced by different
slices along the layer. As the result, such single-cycle
pulses fully compensate each other leading to the near-
zero field except for the very leading and the very trailing
edges of the layer response, where the constructive inter-
ference of the half-cycles of the same polarity takes place
[45]. The time delay between both unipolar bursts is
proportional to the thickness of the medium layer. Note
that a similar response was recently obtained from an
extended layer of a simplest two-level medium excited by
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FIG. 14. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer; the excitation pulses have the ampli-
tude E0 = 105 ESU, all other parameters are the same as in
Fig. 12.

a pair of unipolar pulses in Ref. [62].

Fig. 13 illustrates the respective spatial distribution
of the induced medium polarization inside the layer for
the parameters from Fig. 12. One can see in Fig. 13
exactly the same half-cycle burst of the medium polar-
ization, as the one in Fig. 2 for a single atom. In the case
of an extended medium layer, however, this polarization
burst propagates along the medium layer, while being
”sandwiched” in between two half-cycle driving pulses
Eq. (3). The underlying dynamics of the medium re-
sponse is completely identical to those shown in Fig. 2,
i.e. the first driving pulse induces the medium polar-
ization oscillations mainly at the frequency ω21, and the
second driving pulse almost fully stops these oscillations,
resulting in an isolated polarization burst. The half-cycle
burst of the medium polarization in Fig. 13 arises over
the time slot, when the first one of the driving pulses
Eq. (3) has entered the medium but the second one has
not yet. In this time the first unipolar half-cycle pulse
in Fig. 12 gets emitted. Then, as both half-cycle driving
pulses propagate inside the layer with the polarization
burst in between them like shown in Fig. 13, almost no
emission appears (this corresponds to the interval in be-
tween both half-cycle pulses in Fig. 12). Finally, while
the first driving pulse has exited the medium but the sec-
ond one is still inside, the half-cycle burst of the medium
polarization in Fig. 13 gradually vanishes, what results
in the emission of the second unipolar half-cycle pulse in
Fig. 12.

With increasing the pulse peak amplitude the residual
oscillations become stronger and distort the above de-
scribed medium response. An example plot in Fig. 14
gives the layer emission when the peak amplitude of the
driving pulses was E0 = 105 ESU. The respective re-
sponse of a single atom is demonstrated in Fig. 7. The
unipolar bursts are still well pronounced in Fig. 14, but
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FIG. 15. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer; the parameters are the same as in
Fig. 12, but the exciting unipolar pulses are taken of different
polarity.

the field oscillations both in between the unipolar half-
sines and after the second unipolar burst are now much
more intense and comparable in amplitude to the main
unipolar peaks.

Fig. 15 illustrates another case, when the excitation
pulses have opposite polarity, i.e. instead of Eq. (3) we
take:

E(t) = E0e
−t2/τ2

p − E0e
−(t−∆)2/τ2

p .

In this case, however, the value of the pulse-to-pulse de-
lay provided by Eq. (8) is no more applicable, since the
second pulse of opposite polarity would now just speed
up the polarization oscillations instead of stopping them.
The time delay between pulses ∆ must be rather taken
as:

∆ = T12 =
2π

ω12
,

i.e. the full period of the resonant medium oscillations at
the frequency of the main transition. As one can see in
Fig. 15 the field interference leads to a pair of single-cycle
pulses in the layer emission, which are separated again
by the time interval with almost no field.

Next, following the findings of Ref. [45] for Raman-
active media, we are interested to consider the emitted
field from an extended layer with a spatially inhomoge-
neous density distribution along the layer thickness. This
could be achieved, e.g. by cooling or heating of a gas cell
from one side. We begin with a linearly varying spa-
tial density profile. Specifically, we take a trapezoidal-
shaped density, which linearly grows near the left side
of the layer, stays constant at the central part and then
linearly decreases again near the right side of the layer.
The respective simulation results are depicted in Fig. 16.
Here one see besides the unipolar bursts also rectangular-
shaped unipolar pulses placed right next to the stronger
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FIG. 16. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer with the non-homogeneous trapezoidal-
shaped spatial density profile; the density of the resonant
atoms N(z) linearly grows from 1 · 1018 cm−3 till 3 · 1018

cm−3 across the left-side part of the layer of the thickness 1
µm, stays constant and equal to 3 · 1018 cm−3 in the central
part of the layer of the thickness 3 µm, and then linearly de-
creases from 3·1018 cm−3 till 1·1018 cm−3 across the right-side
part of the layer of the thickness 1 µm (shown in the inset);
other parameters are the same as in Fig. 12.

half-sine peaks. While the half-wave bursts arise due to
the discontinuity of the spatial density at the edges of
the layer, the rectangular unipolar parts arise thanks to
the interference of the emitted fields like in Fig. 2 within
the linearly varying density profile.

The exact shape of the medium response can be an-
alytically calculated using the approach from Ref. [45],
where unipolar pulses of various waveforms were obtained
from an optically thick layer of a Raman-active medium
excited by a pair of multi-cycle bipolar pulses. The ba-
sic idea is to approximate the emitted field from a thin
medium slice in Fig. 2 as a single period of the harmonic
function of the frequency ω21 and to sum up such emit-
ted waves across the whole layer. We then end up with
the expression for the layer emission of the form:

E(t) ∼
∫ L

0

N(z) sinω21

(
t− 2z +D

c

)
·[

Θ
(
t− 2z +D

c

)
−Θ

(
t− 2z +D

c
− T12

)]
dz,

(25)

with the spatial density N(z), the Heaviside step func-
tion Θ and the distance D from the layer to the detec-
tor. According to the findings in Ref. [45], the power-law
function N(z) ∼ zn leads to the emitted field in Eq. (25)
with the power-law temporal dependence E(t) ∼ tn−1.
That is why the linearly increasing or decreasing spatial
density results in the rectangular unipolar emitted field,
like in Fig. 16.

To further illustrate this finding, we move next to an-
other spatial density profile and take a flat-top profile
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FIG. 17. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer with the non-homogeneous parabolic
flat-top spatial density profile; the density of the resonant
atoms N(z) quadratically grows from 1 ·1018 cm−3 till 3 ·1018

cm−3 across the left-side part of the layer of the thickness 1
µm, stays constant and equal to 3 · 1018 cm−3 in the central
part of the layer of the thickness 3 µm, and then quadrati-
cally decreases from 3 · 1018 cm−3 till 1 · 1018 cm−3 across the
right-side part of the layer of the thickness 1 µm (shown in
the inset); other parameters are the same as in Fig. 12.

with the parabolic dependence at the edges instead of
the linear one in Fig. 16. The simulation result for this
profile is plotted in Fig. 17. One can see two triangular-
shaped unipolar pulses of opposite polarity in the layer
emission. The time delay between both triangular parts
is again like in Fig. 12 proportional to the thickness of
the medium layer. Next to the triangular pulses we get
also the half-cycle unipolar peaks because of the jumps in
the spatial density distribution at the layer edges. These
half-cycle unipolar bursts can be fully eliminated, when
assuming the spatial density N(z) to be equal zero at the
layer edges and quadratically growing towards the layer
center.

Similar case is shown in Fig. 18, where we take again
the flat-top trapezoidal density profile as in Fig. 16, but
now assume the spatial density N(z) to be equal zero at
the layer edges and linearly growing towards the central
section of the layer. Such type of the density profile with
the density dropping to zero at the edges could be cre-
ated, e.g. upon the flow of a gas through a finite-size
nozzle. As can be seen from Fig. 18, we indeed get rid of
the half-cycle unipolar bursts at the edges of the medium
emission, since the medium density now changes contin-
uously across the layer borders. Thereby we end up with
almost exactly rectangular unipolar pulses of several fs
in duration. Finally, Fig. 19 corresponds to the flat-top
profile with the parabolic dependence near the edges as in
Fig. 17, but with the density dropping exactly to zero at
the edges. Here one can see a pair of triangular unipolar
optical pulses of opposite polarity, similar to the emitted
field in Fig. 17 but without half-cycle bursts.
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FIG. 18. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer with the non-homogeneous trapezoidal-
shaped spatial density profile; the density of the resonant
atoms N(z) linearly grows from 0 till 3 · 1018 cm−3 across
the left-side part of the layer of the thickness 1 µm, stays
constant and equal to 3 · 1018 cm−3 in the central part of the
layer of the thickness 3 µm, and then linearly decreases from
3 · 1018 cm−3 till 0 across the right-side part of the layer of
the thickness 1 µm (shown in the inset); other parameters are
the same as in Fig. 12.

Lastly, we would like to show that the obtained above
waveforms can be also produced, when using more feasi-
ble quasi-half-cycle driving pulses Eq. (11) as in Fig. 4.
An example of the calculated medium emission is plot-
ted in Fig. 20 for the same trapezoidal-shaped spatial
density profile as in Fig. 18 and the same quasi-unipolar
driving pulses as in Fig. 4. One can see again a pair
of rectangular-shaped unipolar pulses similar to those in
Fig. 18, although some discrepancies from the perfect
rectangular profiles are visible caused by the presence of
the long tails of the exciting pulses.

It should be emphasized that the medium emission in
Figs. 12, 16-20 consists of 2 unipolar parts of identical
shape but opposite polarity. Thus, the total electric pulse
area Eq. (1) of the emitted field equals zero. This means
that the medium emission does not comprise the zero-
frequency spectral component. At the same time these
unipolar parts can be well separated in time in order to
be used in possible applications.

In general, more complex waveshapes of the emitted
field can be produced by proper adjusting the density
profile N(z). Similar to the findings of the previous sec-
tion, this result only holds for the driving pulse ampli-
tudes below a certain threshold. For more intense ex-
citation pulses each medium slice instead of an isolated
single-cycle wave emits some irregular and slowly decay-
ing field oscillations, as shown in Fig. 9. Besides that,
the density values of the resonant atoms N(z) have to
be kept low enough to prevent the significant transfor-
mation of the driving pulses upon their propagation in
the resonant medium, which would also cause the intense
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FIG. 19. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer with the non-homogeneous parabolic
flat-top spatial density profile; the density of the resonant
atoms N(z) quadratically grows from 0 till 3·1018 cm−3 across
the left-side part of the layer of the thickness 1 µm, stays con-
stant and equal to 3·1018 cm−3 in the central part of the layer
of the thickness 3 µm, and then quadratically decreases from
3 · 1018 cm−3 till 0 across the right-side part of the layer of
the thickness 1 µm (shown in the inset); other parameters are
the same as in Fig. 12.
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FIG. 20. (Color online) Reflected electric field from an ex-
tended medium layer with the same trapezoidal-shaped spa-
tial density profile as in Fig. 18, but excited by a pair of
quasi-unipolar half-cycle pulses Eq. (11); the parameters of
the driving pulses are the same as in Fig. 4.

oscillating tails in the emitted field.

V. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated that despite the common belief
subcycle unipolar or quasi-unipolar pulses can be used
to coherently control the induced polarization of a multi-
level resonant medium. As a specific medium we consid-
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ered sodium atoms (Na) and focused on 5 lowest energy
levels (multiplets), namely 3S, 3P, 4S, 3D and 4P states.
Under these conditions the half-cycle pulses shorter than
the medium’s transition periods are shown to both ef-
ficiently induce the medium polarization and to shut it
down. The medium in this case emits an isolated pulse
containing a few or even only one field oscillations de-
pending on the geometry of the problem. We have also
found out that for relatively weak driving pulses the re-
sponse of the considered multi-level resonant medium can
be well described using the two-level approximation with
the ground and first excited states.

Additional degrees of freedom to tune the medium re-
sponse can be provided when assuming an optically thick
medium layer with a non-homogeneous spatial density
distribution along the layer. As the result, both isolated
half-cycle and some unusual unipolar pulses in the opti-
cal range, like rectangular- or triangular-shaped, can be
produced from a medium layer. It is worth noting that
the shaping of optical subcycle unipolar pulses represents

a challenging issue in ultrafast optics and the paper find-
ings can be expected to bring a considerable contribution
in this area.

The obtained results make use of the control of the
medium coherence (polarization) by the driving subcy-
cle pulses, so that the coherence relaxation time T2 has
to largely exceed the overall duration of the excitation
process. This condition can typically be readily obeyed
in gaseous media, e.g. in alkali metal vapours. We thus
believe that the paper findings could be experimentally
validated using, for instance, plane gas jets or gas-filled
hollow-core photonic-crystal fibers, in which the effec-
tively one-dimensional propagation of ultra-short pulses
can be achieved [57].
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