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Intensity correlations and m esoscopic uctuations ofdi�using photons in cold atom s
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W estudy theangularcorrelation function ofspecklepatternsthatresultfrom m ultiplescattering

ofphotonsby cold atom ic clouds. W e show thatthiscorrelation function becom eslargerthan the

value given by Rayleigh law forclassicalscatterers. These large intensity uctuationsconstitute a

new m esoscopicinterferencee�ectspeci�ctoatom -photon interactions,thatcould notbeobserved in

othersystem ssuch asweakly disordered m etals.W eprovidea com pletedescription ofthisbehavior

and expressionsthatallow fora quantitative com parison with experim ents.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.10.H f,71.27.+ a

A wave propagating in a random m edium undergoes

m ultiple scattering and the intensity pattern resulting

from interferencesofthescattered waveswith each other

is known as a speckle pattern. The angular and tim e

dependentpropertiesofthese patternshavebeen exten-

sively studied [1,2,3].They exhibitcoherentm esoscopic

e� ectsand provideasensitiveprobetoscatteringproper-

tiesofdi� usive m edia. Q uasi-resonantelastic scattering

ofphotonsby cold atom icgasesrepresentsin thiscontext

an im portantissue,sinceitprovidesa new toolto study

propertiesofcold atom icgasessuch asatom icdynam ics.

Photon propagation in atom icgasesdi� ersfrom thecase

ofelectronsin disordered m etals[4]orofelectrom agnetic

wavesin suspensionsofclassicalscatterers,duetotheex-

istence ofatom ic internaldegreesoffreedom coupled to

the photon polarization. Som e e� ects ofa Zeem an de-

generacy on thecoherentbackscattering [2,5]havebeen

recently investigated in the weak scattering lim it [6]in

term sofphasecoherencetim es[7].

The purpose ofthis work isto study the static angu-

lar correlation function ofphotons perform ing coherent

m ultiple scattering in a cold atom icgas.Thephoton in-

tensity correlation function between angular scattering

channelsisde� ned using the transm ission coe� cientTab
by

Caba0b0 =
�Tab�Ta0b0

T abT a0b0

: (1)

Here,� � � denotesa con� guration average overboth the

position ofatom s and their internaldegrees offreedom

(seebelow)and �Tab � Tab� Tab.Forclassicalscatterers,

intensity  uctuations obey the Rayleigh law Cabab = 1.

In the presence ofa Zeem an degeneracy,angularcorre-

lationsofspecklepatternsand intensity  uctuationsbe-

com e largerthan one. Thisisa new and genuine m eso-

scopice� ectspeci� cto m ultiplescattering ofphotonsby

atom s and directly related to interference between am -

plitudesassociated to di� erentatom icquantum states.

Atom sarem odeled asdegeneratetwo-levelsystem sde-

noted by jjgm giforthe ground state and jjem eiforthe

excited state,wherejisthetotalangularm om entum and

m isitsprojection on a quantization axis.Thelevelsare

degeneratewith jm gj� jg and jm ej� je.

W e referto the following possible experim entalsetup

(Fig.1). A light pulse is incident along a direction ŝa

onto a dense enough atom ic gas con� ned in a slab ge-

om etry.Thispulse isdetected along a direction ŝb after

being m ultiply scattered (ab channel). A tim e � later,

a second pulse that corresponds to the a0b0 channel,is

detected.W e assum e thatthe tim e � isshortenough so

thattheatom sstay atrestbetween thetwo pulses.The

sam e m easurem entisrepeated aftera tim e T � �,dur-

ing which the scatterersm ove. The averaging overspa-

tialdisorderresultsfrom this m otion. Thisisa Young-

like experim ent. Thus,although a pulse containsm any

photons,thetransm itted intensity Tab isproportionalto

the probability ofone \representative" photon incom ing

along ŝa,to em ergealong ŝb.

��
T

scatterer  n

mfmi

scatterer  n

m'f m'i

�sa

T

T

T

T

r'
1 r'

2

r
2

r
3

r'
4

r
4

r'
3

r
1

�sa'
�sa

�sa'

�sb

�sb'

FIG . 1: Photons in each pair of pulses are scattered by

atom s atidenticalpositions ri butwith distinctand uncorre-

lated quantum num bers (m i;m f)and (m
0

i;m
0

f). After a tim e

T � �, a new m easurem ent is perform ed after the atom s

m oved to new positions r
0

i.

Theaveragetransm ission coe� cientT ab isobtained by

sum m ing allthe possiblescattering am plitudes,A
fR ;m g
n ,

correspondingtoagiven con� guration fR;m g.HerefRg

accounts for the spatialpositions ofallscatterers,and

fm g isa notation fortheirinternalZeem an statesboth

before and after scattering. The index n denotes one

possible m ultiple scattering path. Squaring the sum of

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610804v1
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am plitudeswehave[8]

T ab = j
X

n

A
fR ;m g
n j2 =

X

nn0

A
fR ;m g
n A

fR ;m g�

n0 (2)

where� � � denotesacon� guration average,overboth fRg

and fm g. W hen averaging over fRg, all cross term s

n 6= n0vanish becauseoflarge uctuatingphaseshifts,so

thatT ab =
P

n
jA

fm g
n j2. Thisexpression,known asthe

intensity Di�uson,is the leading approxim ation in the

weak disorderlim itk0l� 1,where k0 and lare respec-

tively the wave num ber and the elastic m ean free path

ofphotons. The (ab)pulse containsm any photons,and

each ofthem m ay change the internalstate ofatom s.

Therefore, if fm g (resp. fm 0g) is the atom ic internal

con� guration seen by a \representative" photon ofthe

ab(resp.a0b0)pulse,then wecan assum ethatthereisno

correlation between fm g and fm 0g.

Sim ilarly to the average intensity (2),the correlation

ofthe transm ission coe� cientis

TabTa0b0 = T
fR ;m g

ab
T
fR ;m 0g

a0b0

=
X

ijkl

A
fR ;m g

i A
fR ;m g�

j A
fR ;m 0g

k
A
fR ;m 0g�

l
(3)

since,asbefore,theaveragingoverfRg leavesonly pairs

ofam plitudes having exactly opposite phase shifts. To

leading order in the weak disorder lim it,the only non

vanishing contributions involve two Di�usons,i.e. two

possiblepairingsofam plitudes,eitheri= j;k = l,which

givesT abT a0b0,ori= l;j= k so that

�Tab�Ta0b0 =
X

ij

A
fm g

i A
fm 0g�

i A
fm 0g

j A
fm g�

j : (4)

Thecorrelation function thusappearsasproductsoftwo

am plitudes, that correspond to di� erent internal con-

� gurations fm g and fm0g,but to the sam e scattering

path i(or j). M ost ofm ultiple scattering paths i and

j do not share com m on scatterers so that we can aver-

ageA
fm g

i A
fm

0
g�

i and A
fm

0
g

j A
fm g�

j separately,sincethese

averagesaretaken upon di� erentatom s,and � nally,

�Tab�Ta0b0 =

�
�
�
X

i

A
fm g

i A
fm 0g�

i

�
�
�
2

(5)

In thetheoryofm ultiplescatteringitishelpfultousea

continuousdescription [2].In thisfram ework,onede� nes

two Di�uson functionsD (i;c) by [8]

T ab =

Z

drdr
0D (i)(r;r0) (6)

and

�Tab�Ta0b0 =

�
�
�

Z

drdr
0
e
ik0[� ŝa :r�� ŝb:r

0
]D (c)(r;r0)

�
�
�
2

(7)

where � ŝa;b = ŝa;b � ŝa0;b0. The intensity Di�uson

D (i)(r;r0) is the sum of the term s jA
fm g
n (r;r0)j2 be-

tween endpoints r and r0. O n the other hand, the

correlation Di�uson D (c)(r;r0) is the sum ofthe term s

A
fm g

i (r;r0)A
fm 0g�

i (r;r0), i.e., that involve uncorrelated

con� gurationsfm g and fm0g.

The two functions D (i;c) are obtained from the itera-

tion ofa properelem entary vertex V(i;c),thatdescribes

them icroscopicdetailsofthescattering process.Theit-

eration ofthe elem entary vertex iswritten sym bolically

(eitherforD (i;c),V(i;c) weshalldenoteby D ,V)as

D = V + VW V + � � � = V + D W V : (8)

The term V accounts for a single scattering and D W V

represents its iteration. The quantity W describes the

propagation ofthe photon intensity between successive

scattering eventsand itwillbe described lateron.

The elem entary vertex is obtained by the pairing of

two scattering am plitudesofa photon by an atom .Itis

given by [9]

V =
4�=l

2jg + 1

X

m i

hjgm 2jV (̂"1;̂"2)jjgm 1ihjgm 4jV (̂"3;"̂4)jjgm 3i
�

(9)

wheretheoperatorV (̂"0;̂")=
P

m e
"̂0�� djjem eihjem ejd� "̂

resultsfrom thedipolarinteraction energy� d:E between

atom sand photons,d being the atom ic dipole operator

and E the electric � eld operator. In the case ofV(c),

each oneofthetwo coupled scattering am plitudesin (9)

m ight belong to a distinct atom ic con� guration,m ean-

ing thatwe m ustconsidertwo distinctcouplesofinitial

(jjgm 1i;jjgm 3i)and � nal(jjgm 2i;jjgm 4i)atom icstates,

as wellas two initial (̂"1;̂"3) and � nal (̂"2;"̂4) photon

polarization states. The sum m ations overthe quantum

num bers m i result from averaging over initial atom ic

statesand from non detected � nalstates.ThusV(c) cor-

respondstothem ostgeneralcaseregardingthem iquan-

tum num bers.In contrast,V(i) correspondsto thedi� er-

entialscatteringcross-section,forwhich wesetm 1 = m 3,

m 2 = m 4,"̂1 = "̂3 and "̂2 = "̂4 in (9).Thisisbecausethe

intensity Di� uson isbuiltoutoftwo coupled am plitudes

that m ust belong to the sam e scattering process. This

distinction between V(i) and V(c),and thereforebetween

D (i) and D (c),occursonly forjg > 0and itisatthebasis

ofthe new resultswe obtain hereform esoscopicspeckle

correlations.

Theiteration (8)isim plem ented using thedecom posi-

tion ofthevariousterm sintostandard basiscom ponents,

thusleading to thede� nition ofrank fourtensorssuch as

V =
X

���

(̂"1)�� (̂"2)
�
 (̂"3)

�
�� (̂"4)� V��;� (10)

Likewise,theiteration equation (8)fortheDi� usonsac-
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quiresa tensorialstructure,which reads

D ��;� = V��;� + W
X

����

D ��;�� b��;�� V��;� : (11)

HereW = W b,the function W describesthe scalarpart

ofthe photon intensity propagatorand b,de� ned by

b��;� = h(�� � (� )ŝ� ŝ� )
�
��� � (� )� ŝ�� ŝ�

�
i; (12)

accounts for the polarization dependent part. This ex-

pression followsatonceby noticingthatafterbeing scat-

tered by an atom ,the two outgoing photon am plitudes

propagatewith a wavevectorŝ= k=k0,random in direc-

tion but identicalfor both,and with two di� erent po-

larization com ponents. Since ŝ israndom ,the intensity

propagation is averaged h� � � i over photon wavevectors

direction.Theterm ��� � (� )�ŝ� ŝ�� expressestransver-

sality.

Toproceed further,weusetheW igner-Eckarttheorem

to rewrite the tensorV��;� in term sofa sum m ation of

productof3j-sym bols,

V��;� = 3(2je + 1)ajgje

X

m im em
0

e

�
je 1 jg

� me � m 1

�

�

�

�
je 1 jg

� me  m 2

� �
je 1 jg

� m0e � m 4

� �
je 1 jg

� m0e � m 3

�

(13)

where ajgje = (2je + 1)=3(2jg + 1). The two tensors

b��;� and V��;� can be written in the form ofa 9� 9

m atrix. According to the spectraldecom position theo-

rem ,they can be decom posed using an orthonorm alset

of(generally)nineprojectorsT (K ) [10].Looking at(11),

we wish to � nd the spectraldecom position ofD using

the spectraldecom position ofV and bV.Theproblem is

that they do not share the sam e projectors set in their

spectraldecom position.W e arethusled to de� ne a new

tensor U by D = U V. It obeys the iteration equation

U = 1 + W U Vb and it involves only the spectralde-

com position of V(i;c)b =
P 8

K = 0
u
(i;c)

K
T (K ). This leads

im m ediately to

D
(i;c)

��;�
=
X

K

U
(i;c)

K

�

V
(i;c)

K

�

��;�
(14)

with V
(i;c)

K
= T (K )V(i;c) and

U
(i;c)

K
=

4�=l

1� W (q)u
(i;c)

K

’
8�c

3l2
ajgje

1=u
(i;c)

K

1

�
(i;c)

K

+ D q2
(15)

whereq (with q= jqj)istheFouriervariableofthedi� er-

enceR = r0� r between thetwo endpointsofa m ultiple

scattering sequence.The r.h.sin (15)isobtained by us-

ing the di� usion approxim ation (i.e. ql � 1),so that

W (q)’ 3

2ajg je
(1� q2l2=3),where D = cl=3 is the pho-

ton di� usion coe� cient[2]and c the speed oflight. W e

identify the setofcharacteristictim es

�
(i;c)

K
=

�
l

c

�
u
(i;c)

K

2

3
ajgje � u

(i;c)

K

: (16)

ForV(i) (m 1 = m 3,m 2 = m 4 in (13)),itisstraightfor-

ward to check that(V(i)b)��;� adm itsa spectraldecom -

position over 3 projectorsT (K ) only [2,6,12]. In con-

trast,forV(c) thereareno constrainton them i quantum

num bers,so thatthetotalangularm om entum needsnot

to be conserved,and the corresponding spectraldecom -

position involves usually m ore than 3 projectors T (K ).

Fora non degenerate ground state level(jg = 0),angu-

lar m om entum is autom atically conserved and the two

verticesbecom e identical,V(c) = V(i).

The poles that occur in (15) correspond to di� usive

m odes oflifetim e �
(i;c)

K
. This shows up when rewriting

(14),with the help of(10),in realspace

D (i;c)(r;r0)=
X

K

Y
(i;c)

K

u
(i;c)

K

Z 1

0

dtD (r;r0;t)e�t=�
(i;c)

K (17)

where

Y
(c)

K
=

X

���

(̂"a)�� (̂"b)
�
(̂"a0)

�
�� (̂"b0)�

�

V
(c)

K

�

��;�
(18)

and a corresponding expression forY
(i)

K
obtained by set-

ting a0 = a,b0 = b and V(i) in the previous relation.

The scalarDi� uson propagatorD (r;r0;t)obeysa di� u-

sion equation whosesolution fora slab ofwidth L iswell

known [2,10]and leadsfor(6)and (7)to

T ab =

2X

K = 0

Y
(i)

K

u
(i)

K

D

�

Q
(i)

K
(0)

�

(19)

and

�Tab�Ta0b0 = �� ŝa ;� ŝb

h 8X

K = 0

Y
(c)

K

u
(c)

K

D

�

Q
(c)

K
(qp)

� i2
: (20)

W e have de� ned the quantitiesqp = k0� ŝa,Q
(i;c)

K
(x)=

q

x2 + (1=D �
(i;c)

K
)and D (x)= sinh

2
(xl)=(xlsinh(xL)).

W enow analyzeexpressions(19)and (20),which con-

stitute the m ain results ofthis paper. First, consider

the m odes ofthe average intensity D (i). It is easy to

check that �
(i)

0
is in� nite as a result ofthe W ard iden-

tity u
(i)

0
= 2

3
ajgje (see (16)). The corresponding G old-

stone m ode U
(i)

0
/ 1=D q2 expressesenergy conservation

and long-rangepropagation oftheaverageintensity.The

two otherm odesU
(i)

K
areexponentially dam ped with the

tim es�
(i)

K
(see (17)). Thisexpressesphoton depolariza-

tion in m ultiple scattering [2,6,7,11].
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The spectraldecom position ofD (c) gives rise to nine

m odes and their corresponding tim es �
(c)

K
. Such tim es

are well-known to occurin quantum m esoscopic physics

e.g. in conductance  uctuationsofdisordered m etalsin

the presence ofm agnetic im purities [2,13]. The tim es

�
(c)

K
describe how underlying interferencesbetween m ul-

tiply scattered waves(electronsin m etals,photonsin the

present case) are washed out in the presence of other

degrees offreedom . The surprising and new feature of

the atom -photon scattering,isthe occurrenceofa m ode

(K = 0)with anegative�
(c)

0
.Accordingto(17),thiscor-

respondstoan am pli� ed m odethatenhancestheangular

correlation function. Thisam pli� ed m ode ispresentfor

a degenerate atom ic transition (jg;je > 0)and vanishes

otherwise. Its origin can be traced out from the vertex

(9)which can be written asa sum ofan incoherentcon-

tribution (i.e., a sum ofprobabilities) present both in

V(i) and V(c),and a coherent contribution (i.e.,a sum

ofproducts ofquantum am plitudes associated to inter-

ferencesbetween di� erentZeem an states).Thecoherent

contribution enhances V(c) with respect to V(i) and its

iteration gives rise to the am pli� ed m ode characterized

by �
(c)

0
. Expressions (19) and (20) lead to an expres-

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
ql

1

2

Caba' b'

5 10 15 20
L\l

1
2
3
4

Cabab

FIG .2:Angularcorrelation function C aba0b0 plotted asa func-

tion ofq = k0� ŝa for an atom ic transition between non de-

generate (jg = 0,je = 1,dashed line) and degenerate energy

levels (jg = 1,je = 2, solid line). The non degenerate case

describes the clasicalRayleigh scattering ofa polarized wave.

These curves correspond to L = 7le . The insetgives the de-

pendence ofintensity uctuationsC abab upon thewidth L (the

dashed line isthe Rayleigh law).

sion ofCaba0b0 plotted in Fig.2.Thisexpression allowsto

recoverthelim iting caseofascalarclassicalwave[1]cor-

responding to Y (c) = Y (i) = 1 and to a singlem odewith

in� nite�
(i;c)

0
.Italso providesa sim pleexpression foran-

gularspecklecorrelationsofclassicalRayleigh scattering

ofa polarized wave [10,14]. For atom ic transitionsbe-

tween degeneratelevels,Caba0b0 exhibitsa steep decrease

and large intensity  uctuations(see Fig.2)ascom pared

to the case ofnon degenerate atom ic levels. Intensity

 uctuationsm easured by Cabab becom e largerthan one,

unlike Rayleigh law,Cabab = 1,well-obeyed by classi-

calscatterers. Large intensity  uctuations result from

the am pli� ed m ode �
(c)

0
which leads to a divergence of

the integralin (17). This divergence is cuto� by other

dephasing m echanism s,such as Doppler shift,inelastic

scattering or� nite size ofthe atom ic trap. Denoting by

� thisuppercuto� ,and assum ingthatthedom inantcon-

tributions to T ab and to �T 2

ab
are given respectively by

theG oldstoneand the am pli� ed m odes,wededuce from

(17)that

Cabab =
�T 2

ab

T
2

ab

’ A�
4

 

eX �D =L
2

� 1

X

! 2

(21)

where X � (L=L
(c)

0
)2 � �2 involvesthe di� usion length

L
(c)

0
�

q

D j�
(c)

0
jand A is a constant equalto one for

a non degenerate ground state. This approxim ate ex-

pression reproduces the m ain features ofCabab plotted

in the inset ofFig.2,nam ely that it can be largerthan

the Rayleigh term and thatitispeaked ata value ofL

thatdependson the cuto� � . W hen L
(c)

0
and � are in-

� nite,Cabab becom es independent ofL and is given by

the Rayleigh law.Relative  uctuationsasgiven by (21)

thusprovide a directprobe ofdephasing m echanism sin

cold atom icgases.
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