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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 oflight 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. Ifthe atom s are in each other’s near-�eld and

the saturation ofthe atom sishigh enough,the two approachesyield di�erentresults.

PACS num bers:42.50.-p,42.50.Fx

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Applications ofm ultiple scattering oflight by point-

scatterers are often based on the assum ption that the

scatterers under consideration scatter light indepen-

dently from oneanother.Allthescattering propertiesof

each individualscatterercan then beexpressed by a sin-

gle m athem aticalobject called the scatterer’sT-m atrix

[1,2]. Thissingle-scattererT-m atrix isused asa build-

ing block in m ultiple-scattering theories [3]which can

accurately describe m any interesting phenom ena [4,5].

However,the use ofT-m atricesusually im pliesthatone

considersonlyelasticscattering.Although therestriction

ofscattering eventsto the pure elasticonesisjusti�able

in som e cases,itisnotnecessarily correctfor,e.g.,scat-

tering ofhigh-intensity incidentlight�elds[6].

In this paper,we willconsider scattering oflight by

two atom s. The \atom s" could be im plem ented as any

type ofsub-wavelength quantum objects, for exam ple:

trapped atom s, quantum dots [7], trapped ions [8] or

dye m olecules. Ifwe m odelthe atom s as point-dipoles,

we can use the T-m atrix form alism to describe scatter-

ing ofincident light. Alternatively,we can m odelthe

atom sastwo-levelsystem s,in which case m ultiple scat-

tering oflight can be studied using a m aster equation

[9,10,11].Thesystem isthen characterized by a density

m atrix,representing the coherences and populations of

theatom iclevels.Scattering ofincidentlightthen deter-

m ines the evolution ofthe density m atrix,while taking

into account allorders ofm ultiple scattering as wellas

inelasticscattering oflight.

The goalofthis paper is to com pare the scattering

properties of two atom s as described by a sim ple T-

m atrix approach and a (com putationally m uch m ore in-

volved) m aster equation approach. W e willshow that

a saturable single-frequency elastic T-m atrix approach

agreesrem arkably wellwith a m aster equation descrip-

tion in theregim eofunsaturated atom sorforlargesep-

aration between the atom s.
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FIG .1: Thesystem underconsideration:twoidenticalatom s

1 and 2 are positioned in free space at a distance r12 from

each other. Both atom s have a two-levelinternalstructure.

Theupperlevelhasa lifetim e �
�1
ba
.Both atom sinteractwith

an incident �eld;this interaction is depicted by the dashed

arrows.

The new aspectofthiswork isthe com parison oftwo

approacheswhich seem com pletely di�erentat�rstbut

arein factclosely connected.W estressthatthetwo ap-

proaches them selves,reviewed for clarity in sections II

and IIIofourpaper,have been extensively studied pre-

viously (see,e.g.,[1,9])

This paper is organized as follows. W e start in Sec-

tion IIby describing the system we are considering. A

m aster equation approach allows us to calculate how a

near-resonantm onochrom aticincident�eld isscattered.

In Section III,weconsiderthesam esystem ,and useaT-

m atrix approach to determ ine the scattering properties

ofthe system .In Section IV wecom pareboth m ethods.

In Section V,�nally,we discussthe applicability ofour

resultsto otheratom icsystem s.

II. T H E D EN SIT Y M A T R IX A P P R O A C H T O

SC A T T ER IN G O F LIG H T

W e start by considering the system shown in Figure

1. Two identical atom s are positioned in free space,

separated by a distance r12 = jr12j. Both atom s are

m odelled as a two-levelsystem with upper levelb and

lower levela, separated by an energy di�erence ~!ba.

Decay between both levelsoccursaccording to thedecay
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rate �ba. A transition dipole m om ent diab,i2 f1;2g is

associated with both b! a transitions. Both transition

dipole m om ents are chosen to be equal in m agnitude

and orientation:

d
i
ab � dab�; j�j= 1; i2 f1;2g: (1)

An incidentm onochrom atic�eld E 0 with wavevector

k0 interactswith both atom s.The frequency !0 = jk0jc

of the incident �eld is tunable and chosen near the

b! a resonance(cisthe velocity oflightin free space).

For sim plicity, we have taken the wave vector k0 of

the incident �eld perpendicular to r12. This choice

of k0 ensures that both atom s always feel the sam e

phaseofthe incident�eld,which m akesthe calculations

som ewhateasier without a�ecting the generality ofour

results.

W ewillnow derivethem asterequation ofthesystem ;

the following derivation closely follows [12]. The total

Ham iltonian Ĥ 0 describing the energies ofthe system s,

theelectrom agnetic�eld and interactionsis,in thestan-

dard electric dipole and rotating wave approxim ation,

given by

Ĥ 0 � Ĥ D + Ĥ F + Ĥ D L + Ĥ D F : (2)

TheHam iltonian ofboth individualatom sisgiven by

Ĥ D � ~!ba(Ŝ
+

1 Ŝ
�
1 + Ŝ

+

2 Ŝ
�
2 ); (3)

with Ŝ
�
i

the dipole raising and lowering operators of

atom i.Both atom sarecoupled tothethree-dim ensional

m ultim ode electrom agnetic�eld with Ham iltonian

Ĥ F �
X

k�

~!k�

�

â
y

k�
âk� +

1

2

�

; (4)

wheretheoperatorsâ
y

k�
and âk� respectively createand

annihilatea photon in dem ode(k;�).Them odesofthe

electrom agnetic �eld are taken to be in a vacuum state.

Both atom salso interactthrough the Ham iltonian

Ĥ D L �
1

2
~


�

(Ŝ
+

1 + Ŝ
+

2 )e
i!0t+ H.c.

�

; (5)

with an incident �eld E 0 with frequency !0,where the

Rabifrequency is given by 
 � jdab � E0j=~. Finally,

the atom s interact with the m ultim ode vacuum �eld

through the Ham iltonian

Ĥ D F �
X

k�

�

� � (gk�(r1)Ŝ
+

1 + gk�(r2)Ŝ
+

2 )+ H.c.

�

; (6)

wherethe m ode function gk� isgiven by

gk�(r)�

r
~!k�

2"0L
3
e
ik� r

"k�; (7)

with L3 thequantization volum e,"0 thevacuum perm it-

tivity and "k� the unit polarization vector ofthe �eld

m ode(k;�).

The dynam ics of the totalsystem can be expressed

in term s ofthe M aster equation for the density m atrix

�̂. The M aster equation is,in the standard Born and

M arkov approxim ation, written in the Lindblad form ,

given by [12,13]

d

dt
�̂ = L̂�̂

= L̂nd�̂ + L̂d�̂: (8)

The non-dissipative part ofthe Lindblad operator can

be written as

L̂nd�̂ � �
i

~

[Ĥ C + Ĥ 0;̂�]; (9)

with coupling Ham iltonian

Ĥ C � ~�
(12)

�

Ŝ
+

1
Ŝ
�
2
+ Ŝ

+

2
Ŝ
�
1

�

; (10)

whilethedissipativepartoftheM asterequation isgiven

by

L̂d�̂ � �
�ba

2

�

Ŝ
+

1 Ŝ
�
1 �̂ � Ŝ

�
1 �̂Ŝ

+

1 + Ŝ
+

2 Ŝ
�
2 �̂ � Ŝ

�
2 �̂Ŝ

+

2

�

�
�(12)

2

�

Ŝ
+

1 Ŝ
�
2 �̂ + �̂Ŝ

+

1 Ŝ
�
2 � 2̂S

�
2 �̂Ŝ

+

1

�

+ H.c.

(11)

Itisclearfrom equations(10)and (11)thatthevacuum

induces coupling between both atom s [14, 15, 16, 17].

The param eters �(12) and �(12) are not associated with

individualsystem s,butwith thetotalsystem asa whole.

The cross-dam ping �(12) representsincoherentcoupling

between both atom sthrough spontaneousem ission

�(12) =
2�

~
2

X

k�

�

d � gk�(r1)

��

d � gk�(r2)

�

�(!ba � !):

(12)

The param eter �(12) represents coherent coupling



through the vacuum ,expressed by the frequency shift

�
(12) = �

c

4�
P

Z + 1

� 1

!3

!3
ba

�(12)(
1

! � !ba
+

1

! + !ba
)d!;

(13)

whereP standsforCauchy’sPrincipalValueoftheinte-

gral.Usingstandard evaluatingtechniquesand replacing

X

k�

!
X

�

L3

8�3

Z + 1

0

k
2
dk

Z 2�

0

d�

Z �

0

sin(�)d�; (14)

we�nd,in accordance[28]with [14]

�
(12) =

3

4
�ba

�

�
1

x
cos(x)+

1

x2
sin(x)+

1

x3
cos(x)

�

;

�(12) =
3

2
�ba

�
1

x
sin(x)+

1

x2
cos(x)�

1

x3
sin(x)

�

; (15)

where we de�ned the dim ensionless param eter

x � !bar12=c, and where we used the fact that

�? r12. Both couplings�(12) and �(12) depend strongly

on the distance between the atom s and the orientation

of� and r12. In Figure 2 we show how �(12) and �(12)

evolveasa function ofx.Forlargeseparations(x � 1),

the two couplings �(12) and �(12) vanish, independent

of the orientation of the dipole m om ents. However,

for sm allseparations (x � 1), �(12) and �(12) exhibit

a di�erent behavior: while �(12) diverges for sm all

separations,�(12) reducesto the single-atom decay rate

�.

The standard m ethod ofsolving the M asterequation

(8) is to calculate equations ofm otion for the density

m atrix elem ents and solve them by direct integration

[18, 19]. This procedure m eans a set of 16 linear

di�erential equations has to be solved. Using the

resulting density m atrix, we will calculate the total

�eld,resulting from the scattering ofE 0. 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, it is easier to connect both m ethods

described in this paper if we calculate the total �eld

in the far-�eld zone, i.e., jrj � r12;(!ba=c)
� 1. W e

stress, however, that our conclusions are also valid

for observation points r in the near-�eld zone. The

totalelectric�eld operatorisgiven in thefar-�eld by [10]
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0.8
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FIG .2: The coherent coupling (Figure a) and the incoher-

ent coupling (Figure b) (in units of�) as a function ofthe

dim ensionless param eter x � !bar12=c. W e have chosen �

perpendicularto r12,which isthe case in the system studied

in thispaper.

Ê(r;t)� Ê
+ (r;t)+ Ê

� (r;t)

=

"

1

4�"0

�
!ba

c

�2 X

i= 1;2

1

jr� rij
(dab � Ri

(R i� dab)

R 2
i

)�

Ŝ
�
i (t� jr� rij=c)

#

+ H.c.;

(16)

wheretheshorthand notation R i � r� ri hasbeen used.

Taking the expectation value and Fourier transform ing

yields



D

Ê[r;!]

E

=

Z + 1

� 1

dt

D

Ê(r;t)

E

e
i!t

=

�
!ba

c

�2 X

i= 1;2

1

jr� rij
(dab � Ri

(R i� dab)

R 2
i

)�

ei
!

c
jr� rij

4�"0

Z + 1

� 1

dte
i!t
�D

Ŝ
�
i (t)

E

+ H.c.

�

:

(17)

Ifwe now write (using the G reen’s funtion
 !
G 0 de�ned

as(23))

(dab � Ri

(R i� dab)

R 2
i

)= � 4�jrjdabe
� i!

c
jrj !
G 0(r� ri;!)� �;

(18)

then

D

Ê[r;!]

E

= �
dab

"0

�
!ba

c

�2 X

i= 1;2

(
 !
G 0(r� ri;!)� �)�

Z + 1

� 1

dte
i!t
�D

Ŝ
�
i (t)

E

+ H.c.

�

: (19)

In thesteady-stateregim e,the coherencesin the system

(theo�-diagonalelem entsofthedensity m atrix)oscillate

in phase with the incident �eld. W e can easily study

the behavior ofthe coherences by transform ing to the

interaction picture

Ŝ
+

i � e
� i!0tŜ

+

i ;

Ŝ
�
i � e

+ i!0tŜ
�
i ; i2 f1;2g; (20)

such that the expectation values

D

Ŝ
�
i

E

are tim e-

independent in the steady-state regim e (see, e.g., [9]).

The �eld com ponent at ! = !0 (the frequency ofthe

incident�eld)isthen given by

E[r;!0]�

D

Ê[r;!0]

E

= �
dab

"0

�
!ba

c

�2 X

i= 1;2

(
 !
G 0(r� ri;!)� �)

D

Ŝ
�
i

E

:

(21)

Expression (21)expressesthe total�eld E on resonance

as a function ofthe scattering properties ofthe atom s,

withoutm aking any assum ptionsregarding theindepen-

dence ofboth scatterers.

III. T H E T -M A T R IX A P P R O A C H T O

SC A T T ER IN G O F LIG H T

W e now reconsiderthe system shown in Figure1.W e

m odelboth atom saspoint-dipoleswith dipolem om ents

given by (1), and study the dynam ics of the system

using a T-m atrix approach instead ofa density m atrix

approach. The total �eld E at any position in the

three-dim ensional coordinate space can be written as

the sum ofthe incident �eld and the �eld scattered by

both atom s[20]:

E [!;r]= E 0[!;r]

+

Z Z

G
$

0(!;r � s)T
$

(!;s;u)E 0[!;u]dsdu;

(22)

wheretheintegrationsareoverthefullthree-dim ensional

coordinate space. The 3 � 3 dyadic G reen’s function

G
$

0(!;r)hasasrepresentation in coordinatespace[21]:

G
$

0(!;r)

= � (I(3)+
1

!2=c2
r 
 r )

ei
!

c
r

4�r

= �
ei

!

c
r

4�r

�

P (i
!

c
r)I(3) + ~P(i

!

c
r)r 
 r=r

2

�

; (23)

with

P (z)= 1�
1

z
+

1

z2
and ~P (z)= � 1+

3

z
�

3

z2
;

(24)

where 
 denotes the tensor product. The 3 � 3 unit

tensor is denoted as I(3). W e note that the G reen’s

(23) function is related through (24) to the coherent

coupling �(12) and incoherentcoupling �(12) which arise

in a m asterequation approach (see expressions(15))by

� � G
$

0(!;r1 � r2)� � �
1

6�

!ba=c

�ba

�

2�(12)� i�(12)
�

;

(25)

indicating that coupling through the vacuum is inti-

m ately connected to ordinary free-space propagation.

TheT-m atrix T
$

ofthetotalscatteringsystem isgiven by

T
$

(!;r;r0)� hrjT
$

(!)jr0i

= � 
 � t(!)
X

i;j= 1;2

�(r � ri)�(r
0
� rj)�

([I(2)�
$

D (!;r1;r2)t(!)]
� 1)ij; (26)



where the delta-functions clearly depict the localchar-

acter ofboth scatterers. The the 2 � 2 unit tensor is

denoted by I(2).The 2� 2 m atrix
$

D isgiven by

$

D (!;r1;r2)� � � G
$

0(!;r1;r2)� �

�
0 1

1 0

�

: (27)

Each atom has a T-m atrix elem ent t(!) describing its

scattering properties. In the system we are considering

the T-m atrix elem entsofboth atom sare equalbecause

the atom s are identical. In the lim it of low-intensity

incident�elds,theT-m atrix elem entt(!)isgiven by the

well-known expression for the dynam ic polarizability of

a two-levelatom [22]

t(!)=
3�

!ba=c

�ba
�

! � !ba + i
�ba

2

�: (28)

Forincidentwavesofhigherintensities,both atom swill

show saturation e�ects. The extension of expression

(28)beyond the low-intensity lim itisgiven by [23,24]

t(!)=
3�

!ba=c

�ba
�

! � !ba + i
�ba

2

�
1

1+ s
; (29)

which takesintoaccountthelossofphotonsatfrequency

! due to inelastic scattering;the inelastically scattered

photons at frequencies !0 6= ! are not described. The

saturation param eters isde�ned as(see,e.g.,[9])

s�

2=2

(!ba � !)2 + �2=4
; (30)

with the Rabifrequency 
 � jdab � E0j=~. W ith the

T-m atrix elem ent(28)wecan rewritethetotal�eld (22)

as

E [!;r]=E 0[!;r]+
t(!)

1� t(!)� � G
$

0(!;r1;r2)� �
�

X

i;j= 1;2

G
$

0(!;r� ri)� � 
 � � E0[!;rj]: (31)

Equation (31)istheresultofa T-m atrix calculation,ex-

pressingthetotal�eldE asafunction oftheincident�eld

E 0 and thescatteringpropertiesofboth atom s,explicitly

assum ing thatthey areindependentfrom oneanother.

IV . C O M PA R ISO N O F B O T H M ET H O D S A N D

D ISC U SSIO N

W enow com pareexpressions(21)and (31)and discuss

theirdiscrepancies.W e considerthreeregim es.

A . Low -saturation incident �eld

Ifthe saturation is very sm all(s � 1),the steady-

state value of the density m atrix can be calculated

analytically. The resulting steady-state expectation

value

D

Ŝ
�
i

E

, i 2 f1;2g is, using the linear expression

(28),

lim

 ! 0

1




D

Ŝ
�
i

E

=
!ba=c

6��ba

t(!)

1� t(!)� � G
$

0(!;r1;r2)� �
;

(32)

which yields,ifsubstituted in (21),the sam e expression

(31)asgiven by aT-m atrix approach,herebyprovingthe

validity oftheT-m atrix form alism forlow-intensity inci-

dent�eldsforarbitrary separation between both atom s.

B . A tom s in each other’s far-�eld: r12 � (!ba=c)
�1

In the lim it oflarge separation between both atom s

r12 � (!ba=c)
� 1,both the coherent coupling �(12) and

the incoherent coupling �(12) reduce to zero. In this

regim e,the density m atrix �̂ obeys

Tr1(̂�)= Tr2(̂�)= �0; (33)

where�0 isthe(2� 2)density m atrix correspondingto a

singletwo-levelsystem (see,e.g.,[9]),and Tri standsfor

the traceoveratom i.In otherwords,ifboth atom sare

in each other’s far-�eld,the single-atom density m atrix

factorizesoutin two single-atom density m atrices. This

resultcorrespondswith theintuitiveexpectation thatthe

independent scattering approxim ation (31) is valid for

largeseparation.

C . A rbitrary separation and incident �eld in the

saturated regim e

Ifthesaturation param etersisoforder1orlargerand

the separation between the atom s is ofthe orderof(or

sm allerthan)(!ba=c)
� 1,no easy analyticexpressionsfor

the density m atrix exist. However,the density m atrix

and the total �eld can still be evaluated num erically.

In Figure 3 - 6, we have calculated � � E [!0;r]using

expressions (21) and (31). O bviously, the num erical

valueofthetotal�eld com ponent� � E [!0;r]dependson

num erousparam eterssuch astheincident�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

(!ba � !0;r;r12;
) param eter space. W e only want to

point out that di�erences between both m ethods do

arise,and explain why.



C Arbitrary separation and incident�eld in the saturated regim e
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(b)r12 = 0:8(!ba=c)
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FIG .3:Therealpartofthe�eld com ponent� � E [!0]=E
(0) on

resonance,evaluated attheperpendicularbisectorofr12.The

Rabifrequency ofthe incident�eld is chosen 
=� = 1. The

�eld hasbeen calculated using both the T-m atrix form alism

(solid line) and the density m atrix form alism (dotted line).

The�eld hasbeen plotted asa function ofthedetuning �,for

(a)atom sin each other’sfar-�eld,and for(b)atom sin each

other’snear-�eld.

As an exam ple, the �eld has been evaluated at the

perpendicularbisectorofr12.The�eld isshown in units

of

E
(0)

�
6�

!ba=c
� �

�

G
$

0(r � r1)+ G
$

0(r � r2)

�

� �:(34)

Figure3 and 4 show the�eld asa function ofthedetun-

ing � � 2(!ba � !0). Figure 5 and 6 show the �eld asa

function ofthe Rabifrequency 
,expressing the inten-

sity oftheincident�eld.Itisclearthatifboth atom sare

in each other’sfar-�eld (r12 � (!ba=c)
� 1),orifthesatu-

ration param eterisvery sm all(s� 1),thepredictionsof

theT-m atrix approach and thedensity m atrix approach

coincide,as explained above. However,we see that for

atom s in each other’s near-�eld (r12 � (!ba=c)
� 1),the

predictionsofboth approachesdeviateforincreasingsat-
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(a)r12 = 100(!ba=c)
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(b) r12 = 0:8(!ba=c)
�1

FIG . 4: The im aginary part of the �eld com ponent � �
E [!0]=E

(0) on resonance,evaluated atthe perpendicular bi-

sector of r12. The Rabi frequency of the incident �eld is

chosen 
=� = 1. The �eld has been calculated using both

the T-m atrix form alism (solid line) and the density m atrix

form alism (dotted line).The�eld hasbeen plotted asa func-

tion ofthe detuning �,for(a)atom sin each other’sfar-�eld,

and for(b)atom sin each other’snear-�eld.

uration param eteroftheincident�eld.Atvery high sat-

uration (s � 1),both approachesagain yield the sam e

results.

W ecan explain thedi�erencebetween both approaches

asfollows. Forlow-intensity incident�elds,both atom s

scatter light purely elastically. At higher intensities,

m ore light is scattered inelastically (and less light elas-

tically). In a T-m atrix approach,the coupling ofboth

atom swith inelastically scattered lightisnottaken into

account.Thisexplainswhy,in the case ofa single scat-

terer,the T-m atrix approach is exact,why for m ultiple

scatterers, problem s can arise when using T-m atrices.

The reason for this is that in the regim e where the T-

m atrix approach breaksdown,itis im possible to quan-

tify the incident light on each scatterer,since the inci-

dentlightto acertain extend consistsofincoherentlight,

generated by m ultiple inelastic scattering between both



C Arbitrary separation and incident�eld in the saturated regim e
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FIG .5: The realpartofthe �eld com ponent� � E [!0]=E
(0)

on resonance,evaluated atthe perpendicularbisectorofr12.

The detuning ofthe incident�eld ischosen � = 0. The �eld

hasbeen calculated using both theT-m atrix form alism (solid

line) and the density m atrix form alism (dotted line). The

�eld hasbeen plotted asa function ofthe Rabifrequency 
,

for (a) atom s in each other’s far-�eld,and for (b) atom s in

each other’snear-�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 inelas-

tically scattered light. Finally,at very high intensities

ofthe incident�eld,both atom swillbe com pletely sat-

urated,regardlessofthe approach one usesto calculate

the �eld. This saturation explains why for large s,the

resultsproduced by both m ethodsagain coincide.

V . EX T EN SIO N

W e stress that the breakdown of the independent

scattering approxim ation we describe here applies to

m any other system s. In general,allsystem s where the

contribution of incoherent light is not negligible will
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FIG . 6: The im aginary part of the �eld com ponent � �
E [!0]=E

(0) on resonance,evaluated atthe perpendicular bi-

sector of r12. The detuning of the incident �eld is chosen

�= 0.The�eld hasbeen calculated using both theT-m atrix

form alism (solid line)and thedensity m atrix form alism (dot-

ted line).The�eld hasbeen plotted asa function oftheRabi

frequency 
,for (a) atom s in each other’s far-�eld,and for

(b)atom sin each other’snear-�eld.

experience a breakdown of the independent scattering

approxim ation. If,for exam ple,one wishes to describe

atom ic system swith gain [23]orthe e�ectofsaturation

on coherentbackscattering[25,26,27]usingindependent

atom s,one is lim ited to large separations between the

atom s.Ifonewishesto describethesesystem sforatom s

in each other’s near-�eld, then the atom s cannot be

described (from a light scattering point of view) as

individual entities; they are to be considered as one

large indivisible system . O nly a description taking into

account allself-induced internalcoherences, such as a

density-m atrixdescription,then producescorrectresults.



V I. SU M M A R Y

In thispaper,westudied thescattering propertiesofa

system consistingoftwoatom sin freespace.Thescatter-

ing ofincidentm onochrom aticlighthasbeen considered,

using both a saturable single-frequency elastic T-m atrix

approach and a density m atrix approach. The form er

m ethod assum esboth atom stobeindependent,whilethe

latterm ethod doesnotm akesuch initialassum ption.W e

found thatin theregim eoflow saturation param eters,or

forlarge distance between both atom s,both approaches

yield the sam e predictions. However,ifthe atom s are

in each other’s near-�eld and the saturation param eter

ishigh enough,thetwo approachesproducedi�erentre-

sults.Thisdiscrepancyisdueinelasticscatteringoflight,

which isnottaken into accountin a T-m atrix approach.
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