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T he independent scattering approxim ation in the saturated regim e
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W e show that a saturable single—frequency elastic T -m atrix approach to scattering of light by
atom s agrees rem arkably well with a m aster equation description in the regim e of unsaturated
atom s, or for large separation between the atom s. If the atom s are In each other’s near- eld and
the saturation of the atom s is high enough, the two approaches yield di erent resuls.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Applications of m ultiple scattering of light by point-
scatterers are often based on the assum ption that the
scatterers under consideration scatter light indepen-—
dently from one another. A 1l the scattering properties of
each Individual scatterer can then be expressed by a sin—
gl m athem atical ob fct called the scatterer’s T -m atrix
tl,[d1. This shgle-scatterer T -m atrix is used as a buid-
Ing block In multiple-scattering theories E] which can
accurately descrbbe m any interesting phenom ena E, E].
However, the use of T -m atrices usually in plies that one
considersonly elastic scattering. A hough the restriction
of scattering events to the pure elastic ones is justi abl
In som e cases, i is not necessarily correct for, eg., scat—
tering of high-intensity incident light elds ].

In this paper, we will consider scattering of light by
two atom s. The \atom s" could be in plem ented as any
type of sub-wavelength quantum ob fcts, for exam ple:
trapped atom s, quantum dots ﬂ], trapped ions E] or
dye m okecules. If we m odel the atom s as point-dipoles,
we can use the T -m atrix form alism to describe scatter—
Ing of incident light. A tematively, we can m odel the
atom s as two—Jevel system s, In which case muliple scat—
tering of light can be studied usihg a m aster equation
E,lﬁ,lﬂ]. T he systam isthen characterized by a density
m atrix, representing the coherences and populations of
the atom ic levels. Scattering of incident light then deter—
m Ines the evolution of the density m atrix, while taking
Into account all orders of m ultiple scattering as well as
nelastic scattering of light.

The goal of this paper is to com pare the scattering
properties of two atom s as descrbbed by a sinple T-
m atrix approach and a (com putationally m uch m ore In—
volved) m aster equation approach. W e will show that
a saturable shgle-frequency elastic T -m atrix approach
agrees ram arkably wellw ith a m aster equation descrip—
tion in the regim e of unsaturated atom s or for large sep—
aration between the atom s.
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FIG .1l: Thesystem under consideration: two identicalatom s
1 and 2 are positioned in free space at a distance r;, from
each other. Both atom s have a two-level intemal structure.
The upper kvelhasa lifttine . . Both atom s interact w ith
an incident eld; this interaction is depicted by the dashed
arrow s.

The new aspect of this work is the com parison oftwo
approaches which seem com pltely di erent at rst but
are in fact closely connected. W e stress that the two ap—
proaches them selves, reviewed for clarity in sections IT
and IIT of our paper, have been extensively studied pre—
viously (see, eg., 0,9)

T his paper is organized as follows. W e start in Sec—
tion IT by describing the system we are considering. A
m aster equation approach allow s us to calculate how a
near-resonant m onochrom atic incident eld is scattered.
In Section ITT, we consider the sam e system ,and usea T —
m atrix approach to detem ine the scattering properties
of the system . In Section IV we com pare both m ethods.
In Section V, nally, we discuss the applicability of our
resuls to other atom ic system s.

II. THE DENSITY MATRIX APPROACH TO
SCATTERING OF LIGHT

W e start by considering the system shown in Figure
1. Two Identical atom s are positioned In free space,
separated by a distance 11, = Fi1,J. Both atom s are
m odelled as a two-level system with upper level b and
Iower kevel a, separated by an energy di erence ~!p,.
D ecay between both levels occurs according to the decay
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rate . A transition dipokmoment di,, i2 £1;2g is
associated with both b ! a transitions. Both transition
dipole moments are chosen to be equal in m agnitude
and orientation:

di, do ; j =1 i2 f1;2g: )

An incident m onochrom atic eld E ; w ith wave vector
ko Interactsw ith both atom s. The frequency !¢ = ko
of the incident eld is tunabl and chosen near the
b! a resonance (c is the velocity of Iight In free space).
For sin plicity, we have taken the wave vector ko of
the incident eld perpendicular to rij;. This choice
of ko ensures that both atom s always feel the same
phase of the incident eld, which m akes the calculations
som ew hat easier w ithout a ecting the generality of our
resuls.

W e willnow derive the m aster equation of the system ;
the ©llow ng derivation closely llow s [14]. The total
Ham iltonian H descrbing the energies of the system s,
the electrom agnetic eld and interactions is, in the stan—
dard electric dipole and rotating wave approxin ation,
given by

Ho Hp +Hp +Hpp + Hpp: @)
T he Ham iltonian ofboth individual atom s is given by
S +858,); @)

w ih §i the dipole raisihg and lowering operators of
atom i. Both atom sare coupled to the three-din ensional
m ultin ode electrom agnetic eld with Ham itonian

X

A

Hpg ~!x
X

al a +}- @)
k <k 2!

w here the operators aﬁ and 8y respectively create and
annihilate a photon in dem ode (k; ). Them odes ofthe
electrom agnetic eld are taken to be in a vacuum state.
Both atom s also Interact through the H am iltonian

Hor S~ St +85)e" " +He. ; G)

with an ncident eld E wih frequency !, where the
Rabi frequency is given by Tap BF¥~. Fially,
the atom s Interact wih the mulin ode vacuum eld
through the H am ittonian

X

Hpr g (J:;L)SAIr + gk (r2)SA§)+ Hc.; ©)

w here the m ode function gx is given by
r
G ) gk m @)
2"OL3 4

with L3 the quantization volum e, "y the vacuum pem i-
tivity and "y the unit polarization vector of the eld
mode k; ).

The dynam ics of the total system can be expressed
In tem s of the M aster equation for the density m atrix
~. The M aster equation is, In the standard Bom and
M arkov approxin ation, written in the Lindblad fomm ,
given by [12,113]

= Tha+ L™ @®)

T he non-dissipative part of the Lindblad operator can
be w ritten as

He ~® 818 +87¢8 @0

by

I ;’a 58~ & &4 88~ 8,08
(12) aS S N N
3 §78,~+8/S8, X, +Hc
1)

It is clear from equations [[0) and [l that the vacuum
induces coupling between both atom s [14, [13, 16, [17].
The param eters “?) and ®?) are not associated w ith
Individualsystem s, but w ith the totalsystem asa whole.
The crossdam ping *?) represents incoherent coupling
betw een both atom s through spontaneous em ission

d @) d g @) (g 1):

1z)

12)

The param eter represents ooherent coupling



through the vacuum , expressed by the frequency shift

Z +1 3
a2) _ iP '_3 a2 1 N 1 b ;
4 T U b U+ I
3)

where P stands for C auchy’s P rincipalValie of the inte-
gral. U sing standard evaliating techniques and replacing

sin()d ; (14)

we nd, In accordance R8]with [14]

12) 3 1 1 1
= — pa — cosX) + — sin X) + — cosx) ;
4 x x2 x3
12) 3 . 1 1
= - pa TS+ s oosk) —sh) ; (15)
2 X X X

where we de ned the dinensionless param eter
X hariz=c, and where we used the fact that

? r1,. Both couplings @2’ and @2 depend strongly
on the distance between the atom s and the ordentation
of and ri,. n Figuredwe show how ®? and @2

evolve as a function of x. For large separations (x 1),

the two couplings @2 and @2’ vanish, independent
of the ordentation of the dipole moments. However,
r sm all separations (x 1), @2 and @2 exhbi

a di erent behavior: while @2’ diverges for small
separations, ®?) reduces to the single-atom decay rate

T he standard m ethod of solving the M aster equation
[) is to calculate equations of m otion for the density
m atrix elem ents and solve them by direct integration
[18, 19]. This procedure means a set of 16 linear
di erential equations has to be solved. Using the
resulting densiy matrix, we will calculate the total

eld, resulting from the scattering ofE (. W e therefore
need to establish a relation between the total eld
and the calculated density m atrix ~ (t). Before estab—
lishing such connection, we note that from a didactic
point of view, i is easier to connect both m ethods
described in this paper if we calculate the total eld
in the far- ed zone, ie., I rz;i(lpa=c) . We
stress, however, that our conclusions are also vald
for observation points r in the near- eld zone. The
totalelectric eld operator is given in the far- eld by [L(]

5(12)/r
14
12

0.8
0.6
04
0.2

@)

rer

1
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2 N
2 v g 0

-0.2

)

FIG . 2: The coherent coupling F igure a) and the incoher-
ent coupling (Figure b) (In units of ) as a function of the
din ensionless param eter x bariz=c. W e have chosen
perpendicular to riz, which is the case in the system studied
in this paper.
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w here the shorthand notation R ; r rhasbeen used.
Taking the expectation valuie and Fourier transform ing
yields
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Ifwe now write (ushg the G reen’s fiintion G ¢ de ned
as 23))
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i
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In the steady-state regim e, the coherences in the system
(the o diagonalelem ents ofthe density m atrix) oscillate
In phase wih the ncident eld. W e can easily study
the behavior of the coherences by transform ing to the
Interaction picture

SAI e i otsAI ;
S, MRS i2 fl;2g; 0)
D E

such that the expectation values ) are time-

1

Independent In the steady-state regine (see, eg., 0O)).
The eld component at ! = !y (the frequency of the
Incident eld) is then given by

D E
Efilo]l Eby!ol
| 2 X | D E
= c?‘,abﬁ (Gol m;!) )S,
0 c .
i=1;2
(21)

Expression [ZIl) expresses the total eld E on resonance
as a function of the scattering properties of the atom s,
w ithout m aking any assum ptions regarding the indepen—
dence ofboth scatterers.

III. THE TMATRIX APPROACH TO
SCATTERING OF LIGHT

W e now reconsider the system shown in Figure[ll. W e
m odelboth atom s as point-dipoles w ith dipole m om ents
given by [I), and study the dynam ics of the system
using a T -m atrix approach instead of a density m atrix
approach. The total eld E at any position in the
three-din ensional coordinate space can be writen as
the sum of the incident eld and the eld scattered by
both atom s 20]:

E[l;jrl=Eq[l;r]
Z 7 . s
+ Go(';r S)T(!;s;u)Eo[! juldsdu;

@2)

w here the Integrations are over the full three-din ensional
coordinate space. The 3 3 dyadic G reen’s function

Gy (! ;r) has as representation In coordinate space 21]:

$
Go(!;r)
™ + r r )_ei';r
12=2 4 r
eter ! !
= PA—nI®+P@E-nr r=F ; @3)
4 r c C
w ith
1 1 3 3
P(Z):l —+—2 and F(Z): 1+ — —2;
Z Z z z
(24)
w here denotes the tensor product. The 3 3 unit

tensor is denoted as I®. W e note that the G reen’s
[23) function is related through B4) to the coherent
coupling “?) and incoherent coupling @2 which arise
in a m aster equation approach (see expressions [[3)) by

$ 1 !'ya=c
i 2 (12) 3 42

4

@35)
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Indicating that ocoupling through the vacuum is inti-
m ately oonnegted to ordinary free-space propagation.
TheT-matrix T ofthe totalscattering system is given by

s o s o
T(;r;r) hejy(d)ri
X

(D:(Z)



w here the delta-finctions clearly depict the local char-
acter of both scatterers. The the$2 2 unit tensor is
denoted by I® . The2 2matrixD isgiven by

= O

$
D (!;ri;r2) & jri;r2) @7)

Each atom has a T-matrix element t(!) descrbing is
scattering properties. In the system we are considering
the T m atrix elem ents of both atom s are equalbecause
the atom s are dentical. In the lin i of low -intensity
Incident elds, the T-m atrix elem ent t(! ) is given by the
wellknown expression for the dynam ic polarizability of
a two-Jlevelatom [R2]

3
t(1) = —— = : 28)
aTC L 4 e

For Incident w aves of higher intensities, both atom s will
show saturation e ects. The extension of expression
28) beyond the low -intensity lim it is given by R23,124]

3 1
t(l) = —— = i @9)
cpba=—C ! !ba + i ;a 1+ s

w hich takes into account the loss of photons at frequency

! due to inelastic scattering; the inelastically scattered
photons at frequencies ! 6 ! are not described. The
saturation param eter s is de ned as (see, eg., [@])

2=2
(lpa P+

24’ 30)

w ih the Rabi frequency Tap BF~. W ith the

T -m atrix elem ent [28) we can rew rite the total eld [2J)
as

t(!)

1 () & jriirs)

oE;ry]: (B1)
i;3=1;2

Equation [3) is the result ofa T -m atrix calculation, ex—
pressing thetotal eldE asa function ofthe lncident eld
E ¢ and the scattering properties ofboth atom s, explicitly
assum Ing that they are independent from one another.

Iv. COMPARISON OF BOTH METHODS AND
D ISCUSSION

W enow com pare expressions [21l) and [B1l) and discuss
their discrepancies. W e consider three regin es.

A . Low -saturation incident eld

If the saturation is very anall (s 1), the steady-
state value of the density matrix can be calculated
analytically. The resulting steady-state expectation
value §i , 12 f1;2g is, using the linear expression

E3),

, !baZC £(!)
]J'mo_ Si = 6 v ’
! ral t(!) & ;ri5r2)

(32)

which yields, if substituted in [ZIl), the sam e expression
[Z1) as given by a T -m atrix approach, hereby proving the
validity ofthe T -m atrix form alism for low -intensity inci-
dent elds for arbitrary separation between both atom s.

B. Atom s in each other’s far- eld: ri» (!pa=c) *

In the lin i of large separation between both atom s
1o ('pa=c) !, both the coherent coupling 2 and
the incoherent coupling ®?) reduce to zero. In this
regin e, the density m atrix ~ obeys

Tn (M) =T )= o; 33)

where ( isthe 2 2) density m atrix corresponding to a
single two-level system (see, eg., [9]), and Ty stands for
the trace over atom i. In other words, if both atom s are
In each other’s far- eld, the singleatom density m atrix
factorizes out In two singleatom density m atrices. This
result correspondsw ith the ntuitive expectation that the
independent scattering approxin ation [Bl) is valid for
large separation.

C . A rbitrary separation and incident eld in the
saturated regim e

Ifthe saturation param eter s isoforder 1 or larger and
the separation between the atom s is of the order of (or
sm aller than) (!pa=c) !, no easy analytic expressions or
the density m atrix exist. However, the density m atrix
and the total eld can still be evaliated num erically.
I Figure[d -[@, we have calculated E §;r] using
expressions [ZIl) and (). Obviously, the num erical
value ofthe total eld com ponent E [;r]dependson
num erous param eters such asthe ncident eld strength,
the distance between both atom s, the evaluation point
r and the frequency of the incident eld. It is not
our intention, however, to fully explore the entire
(! pa loiririz; ) param eter space. W e only want to
point out that di erences between both methods do
arise, and explain why.



C Arbitrary separation and incident eld in the saturated regine
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FIG .3: The realpart ofthe eld com ponent EBEE @ on
resonance, evaluated at the perpendicularbisectorofri, . The
Rabi frequency of the ncident eld is chosen = = 1. The

eld has been calculated using both the T -m atrix form alisn

(solid line) and the density m atrix form alism (dotted line).
The eld hasbeen plotted as a function ofthe detuning , for
(@) atom s in each other’s far- eld, and for (o) atom s in each
other’s near- eld.

As an example, the eld has been evaluated at the
perpendicularbisector ofri, . The eld isshown in units
of

6 $ $

E © Golr 1)+Gol B) : (34)

! ba=C

Figure[d and[@ show the eld asa finction of the detun-
ing 2 (La 10). Figure[d and[@ show the eld asa
function of the Rabi frequency , expressing the inten—
sity ofthe iIncident eld. It is clearthat ifboth atom sare
in each other’s ar- eld (ry, ('pa=c) 1), or ifthe satu-
ration param eter isvery an all (s 1), the predictions of
the T -m atrix approach and the density m atrix approach
coincide, as explained above. However, we see that for
atom s in each other’s near- eld (r;» (‘ba=c) 1), the
predictions ofboth approaches deviate for increasing sat-
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FIG. 4: The inagihary part of the eld com ponent
EloEE © on resonance, evaluated at the perpendicular bi-
sector of ri2. The Rabi frequency of the ncident eld is
chosen = = 1. The eld has been calculated using both
the T-m atrix form alisn (solid line) and the density m atrix
form alisn (dotted line). The eld hasbeen plotted asa func—
tion of the detuning , or (@) atom s In each other’s far- ed,
and for (o) atom s in each other’s near- eld.

uration param eter of the ncident eld. Atvery high sat-
uration (s 1), both approaches again yield the same
resuls.

W e can explain the di erence betw een both approaches
as follow s. For low -intensity incident elds, both atom s
scatter light purely elastically. At higher intensities,
m ore Iight is scattered inelastically (@nd less light elas-
tically). In a T -m atrix approach, the coupling of both
atom s w ith inelastically scattered light is not taken into
acoount. This explains why, In the case of a sihgle scat—
terer, the T -m atrix approach is exact, why formultiple
scatterers, problem s can arise when using T -m atrices.
The reason for this is that in the regin e where the T -
m atrix approach breaks down, it is in possble to quan-
tify the incident light on each scatterer, since the inci-
dent Iight to a certain extend consists of incoherent light,
generated by m ultiple inelastic scattering between both



C Arbitrary separation and incident
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FIG .5: The realpart of the eld com ponent E BEE ©

on resonance, evaluated at the perpendicular bisector of ri; .
The detuning of the Incident eld ischosen = 0. The eld
hasbeen calculated using both the T -m atrix formm alism (solid
line) and the density m atrix form alism (dotted line). The

eld has been plotted as a function of the R abi frequency ,
for (@) atom s In each other’s far- eld, and for (o) atom s In
each other’s near- eld.

atom s. It is then no longer possible to de ne a single—
scatterer scattering property, since coherences arise be—
tween di erent scatterers, which are induced by nelas-
tically scattered light. Finally, at very high intensities
of the Incident eld, both atom s w illbe com pletely sat—
urated, regardless of the approach one uses to calculate
the eld. This saturation explains why for large s, the
resuls produced by both m ethods again coincide.

V. EXTENSION

W e stress that the breakdown of the independent
scattering approxin ation we describe here applies to
m any other system s. In general, all system s where the
contrbution of incoherent light is not negligble will
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FIG. 6: The imnagihary part of the eld com ponent
EloEE © on resonance, evaluated at the perpendicular bi-
sector of r12. The detuning of the incident eld is chosen

= 0. The eld hasbeen calculated using both the T -m atrix
form alisn (solid line) and the density m atrix form alism (dot—
ted line). The eld hasbeen plotted as a function oftheRabi
frequency , for (@) atom s In each other’s far- eld, and for
(o) atom s in each other’s near- eld.

experience a breakdown of the independent scattering
approxin ation. If, for exam ple, one w ishes to describe
atom ic system sw ith gain R3] or the e ect of saturation
on coherent backscattering 25,126,127] using independent
atom s, one is lim ited to large separations between the
atom s. If one w ishes to describe these systam s for atom s
in each other’s near- eld, then the atom s cannot be
descrbbed (from a light scattering point of view) as
Individual entities; they are to be considered as one
large indivisble system . Only a description taking into
account all selfinduced intemal coherences, such as a
density-m atrix description, then produces correct results.



VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we studied the scattering properties ofa
system consisting oftwo atom s in free space. T he scatter—
ing of incident m onochrom atic light hasbeen considered,
using both a saturable sihgle-frequency elastic T -m atrix
approach and a densiy m atrix approach. The fom er
m ethod assum esboth atom sto be Independent, while the
latterm ethod doesnotm ake such initialassum ption. W e
found that in the regim e of low saturation param eters, or
for Jarge distance between both atom s, both approaches
yield the sam e predictions. However, if the atom s are
In each other’s near- eld and the saturation param eter

is high enough, the two approaches produce di erent re—
suls. T his discrepancy is due inelastic scattering of Iight,
which isnot taken into account in a T -m atrix approach.
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