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1. Introduction

T he Interaction of radiation with a m edium of atom s is an in portant problem w ith
m any applications, in particular to the propagation of optical pulses and to lasers. W hen
studying resonance phenom enon it is natural to approxin ate the atom s as two—level sys—
tem s, resulting in opticalB loch equations. Fora single atom in an externalclassicalelectric

eld, thisproblem was solved by Rabifli]. A collection of atom s coupled to radiation is de-
scribed by the so-called M axw ell-B loch equations. P ropagation e ects in the latterm odel,
were studied by M «Call and Hahn[]. There, a sem iclassical approxin ation was m ade
wherein the electrom agnetic eld was purely classical. W ith som e additional approxin a—
tions (see below) it was shown that the equations of m otion reduce to the wellknown
sineG ordon equation, and the optical soliton solutions were observed experin entally also
in B]. The problem ofm any-atom spontaneous em ission was studied in a sin pli ed m odel
by D icke[3], which does involve quantized electric elds. W e refer the reader to {4] or an
excellent account of optical resonance phenom ena.

In this paper we study the fully quantum system of radiation In Interaction wih a
continuous distrdbution of atom s iIn a ber geom etry. Two di erent m odels are studied,
one follow ing from taking the nteraction ham ittonian tobe & E,which we refer to asthe
turrent-m odel/, the other follow Ing from them inin alcouplingprescriptionp ! p & and
referred to asthe thargem odel’. W e develop perturbation theory using the current algebra
satis ed by the atom ic operators. This allow s us to easily detem ine the dependence of
various physical quantities on the number of atom s N . In particular by com puting the
photon selfenergy we detemm ine the rst quantum corrections to the polariton dispersion
relation and dielectric constant.

In the current m odel, we show how the quantum corrections In ply a renom alization
group equation for the twoJlevelenergy splitting, this splitting becom ing screened at higher
energies.

In the last sections of the paper we com pare our results w ith known resuls cbtained
under various approxin ations, nam ely the slow ly-varying envelope and rotating wave ap-—
proxin ations. W e also argue that the quantum sineG ordon theory has som e validity as
an e ective quantum eld theory.

The two-dim ensional quantum eld theories we study are interesting In their own
right. The m ore interesting of the two m odels we study (the current-m odel) is de ned by

the ham iltonian
Z
|
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where H ; is a free ham iltonian for a scalar eld , S3;S satisfy a current algebra (see
equation 2 29), ! isthe twolevel splitting ofthe atom s, and  is a dim ensionless coupling
that depends on the strength ofthe dijpole transition. T he renom alization group equation
for the radiative level shifts is a consequence ofthe beta-function for ! ¢, which we com pute
to lowest order. T o the best of our know ledge, thism odel is not integrable, though various
approxin ations to it are Integrable (see below ).

2. Two M odels for the Quantum M axwellB loch T heory

T here are two related m odels describbing the coupling of tw o-Jevel atom s to quantized
electrom agnetic elds. One follow s from taking the interaction ham iltonian tobe d E
w here d isthe dipolem om ent operator and E the electric eld. T he other follow s from the
usualm inin al coupling prescription, p! p & where p is the m om entum operator and
K the vector potential. W e w ill refer to these as the turrent-m odel’ and thargem odel/
respectively. In this section we describe the reduction ofboth these m odels to one spacial
dinension. W e will rst consider the case of a single atom , and then extend this to a
continuous distrdbution of atoms. We set c= 1 .n most places, but kesp h € 1 in some
form ulas to clarify certain points. Al formulasw ith ¢6 1 have both c and h restored.

For both cases, we m odel a single unperturbed atom as a single electron which has
two eigenstates P1i;jli, w ith energy di erence h! . Letting H #*™ denote the unperturbed

atom ic ham iltonian, one has
h! h!
R B 70311; HEO" pi= 4+ 7032i: @:1)
In the basis (Ri;jli),

h! 1 O
HE™" = — 5 5= : e2)



2.1 CurrentM odel

O ne can couple the 2-level atom s to the electrom agnetic eld starting from the energy
of an electron In an extemalelectric eld. Let the single atom be centered at xg, and let
d = ex denote the electric dipole m om ent operator. T he com plete ham iltonian is

H=H,"9+H™ 4 E®&); @2:3)

where H ,* is the free M axwell ham ilronian, and x is the position of the electron. Let us
further assum e that the electric eld does not vary signi cantly over the region where the

atom ic wavefunction is non—zero, ie.
il E ®)PL E @o)afdpi; @:4)

for p;bi unperturbed atom ic eigenstates.
T he m atrix elem ents of @ have the follow Ing general form

nfdi= RERi= 0

. , 2:5)
Rfji= de' b; hlfRi= de ’ b;

where d isa realparam eter and b is a unit vector that speci es the ordentation ofthe atom
In space. mPhi= 0 ra= b since d is a vector operator w ith odd parity and the states
piare assum ed to have de nite parity.

Letting ®=FE h,onethen has

A E@®=dPe) ¢ T+et ; 216)
w here
L_ 01 _ 0o
o o0 ' 1 0

W e w ill Jater need the algebra ofthe -operators:
37 = 2 ; ; = 3 (2 :7)

N ote that the phase €' can be rem oved by letting e ? w ithout a ecting the
algebra; we henceforth set this phase to one.

Consider a brillar geom etry, where the atom can be viewed as an In purity in an
optical ber of length L. and cross—sectional area A , where L pX.Onecanpeﬁbnn a
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reduction to this essentially one-din ensional theory as follow s. The free M axw ell action
which detem ines H ,* is

1 z 1
sMaxweﬂ=4— S xdt ZF F ; 2 B8)

where F = @A @A . Let k denote the direction along the ber, and ;b the
directions transverse to it. One can rst consistently sst Ay = 0. W e also require the
energy ux to be along the ber, so that the Pointing vector is in the k direction. This
requiresA, = 0 and @,A, = @,A, = 0. Thus, we only have to dealw ith the com ponents
of A transverse to the direction ofthe ber. O fthess, only =1 b couples to the atom .
Assume 2 is Independent ofy;z, and ]etR dydz = A . Onehas

Z
A 1
SM axwell = 4_ dthE @t@@t@ &A)@XA) : (2:9)

One can altematively understand the appearance of the crosssectional area A by

considering the m ode expansion ofa free scalar eld in nite volumeV,

X 1 1 . .
@) = p—ag—— a®e ¥ *+ a¥®)e™ * : 2:10)
\Y4 .
% 2XK7

In the brillar geometry, V = AL and pK isvery smallocompared to L. AsL ! 1,
the m odes In the k-direction are nearly continuous. The transverse m odes in the ;b
directions have a m axinum wavelength on the order ofp A and are thus very energetic
in com parison to the low energy m odes in the L-direction. T hus, we are assum ing these
high energy transverse m odes are negligbly excited, which is reasonable if l=p A 'o.
In general A should be replaced by A . , which is the e ective cross—sectional area of the
ber as a waveguide.

Rescale 2: r

= : :11)

N
oy

o
o

T hen 7
Swawel L goael @ o6 @ 6 ) 2:12)
h 2
The eld isa dimensionlss scalar eld. In the quantum theory it satis es the comm u-—
tation relations

[ ;0);0 ®%D]=1 & H): 2:13)



U sing ®= Q@, and dividing by h to give the ham iltonian units of 1=tin ¢, we obtain
the com plete ham ilttonian of the current-m odel:

H =H,+HZ®" + g o=, (2:14)

int

where H 2" isde ned in ©J),

Z
1 2 1 2
Hy= dx-@ )X+ =@ ) 2:15)
2 2
(current) +
H e =2 @ (o) + ; 2 :16)
and r
16
- d: @2417)
hd .

T he tem inology turrent-m odel’ refers to the fact that the soin operators couple to @
which is the spacial com ponent of the conserved topological current @ ,where is
the antisym m etric tensor.

Theparam eter isthe in portant dim ensionless coupling constant ofthem odel. Since

d  eRytom r Where R jron 1S an atom ic dim ension,

_2 2 e_2 Rfltom 2 Rgtom: (2:18)
8 hce Ag 137 A

Thus, generally, ?=8 isvery amn all. An idealized upper lin it would correspond to a chain
of atom s In a waveguide that is one atom in thickness, so that RZ___ A, . This is
perhaps nearly realizable w ith a polym er waveguide. In this situation 2=4 1=137.W e
w ill refer to this hypothetical 1im iting case where the quantum e ects are strongest as the
quantum optical chain.

The param eter ?=8 determ es the spontaneous decay rate 1= of a single excited
atom . F irst order perturbation theory gives

2
Yo

| .
e ) 2:19)

1k pif =

where J;ki= Jlijton *i and ki is a onephoton state w ith wavewvector k. This leads
to z

1
Z = dkhkRiFT R (o k) P= —lo: 220)

2
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2.2 ChargeM odel

For the chargem odelwe begin w ith the standard way to couple particles to electro—
m agnetic elds and consider a single electron ham ittonian

2

H = P & +V (); (221)

2m ¢

where p is the m om entum operator and V is the atom ic potential. Again, we m ake a
2-%vel approxin ation for H ™" = p?=2m . + V, and consider states jl;2iasin @.1).As

for the current-m odel, we assum e the analog of £.4). U sing

m
p= af x;H 0" 2 22)

one has '
I hajpjbirﬁ' Ep Ea)E &) edbi; 223)

e
where E , is the energy of the state pi, and & is again the electric dipolk operator d= ex.
U sing the param eterization ({2.5) for the d m atrix elem ents, and rescaling ® as i

2.11), one cbtains a ham iltonian of the om {2.14), where now

Z
H ax T el o+ 25 2 @24)
= Z - ) s .
0 2 t 2 b4 meAe 0/r
and the Interaction tem is:
1
H j;c:arge) — .~; (Xo) + . 2 25)
W e refer to this as the thargem odel sihce (1) ( 1) isthe charge associated to the

topological current @
T he spontaneous decay rate to lowest order for the chargem odel is the sam e as for
the current-m odel € 20).

2.3 Continuous D istribution of Atom s

Considernow a collection ofatom s, w ith theN atom spositioned atx = x;,1i= 1;:5N .
Also,letd;= e =x),];2i; and (i) denote the djpolem om ent, 2-level states, and Pauli
m atrix operators for the th atom . Since ;hl§{;jli; = ;2§ Ji; = 0, and ;hlRi; = 0, the
m atrix elem ents of &; don’t depend on x;. However, in general the atom s have varable
orientations in space and ;2 ;jli; = de' b;, where b; can vary from atom to atom . To



sim plify the situation, we assum e that all the atom s are som ehow aligned, for exam ple by
som e extemal electric eld or by being em bedded in a crystal. T hen,

2L = det b;  hlfiRi = de * b: 226)
For the current-m odel, the interaction becom es

(current) S + g .
He = - @ (xy) @ + @ 2 27)
i=1

Introduce space-tin e dependent spin operators as follow s:

S% ) = D & H): (228)

i=1

T hese operators satisfy a current algebra

Ss x;1);S &%) 2S ;0 ® R
229)

ST x;t);Ss ®%t) = S3xit) xR

T he ham iltonian forboth the current and charge m odels takes the form @.14), w here now

7
|
H§™" = 70 dx S; (x); 2.330)
and 7
ijfmnt) =3 dx @ &;t) ST ®;©)+ S Xt
Z 2:31)
(charge) .!0 +
H e = &;t) ST (x;t) S (x;1)

For the chargem odel, the additional term in {224) leads to a m ass tem for the scalar
eld: 7, . )

H, = dx =@ >2+3<@x Y+ — ‘&) 2:32)
0 2 2 2
w ith
e? N
2_ 4 & . 2:33)
me LA

In working w ith the above form ulation, onem ust in pose a further condition that there

isa singk electron bound to each atom . Forthe oneatom operators, this ism anifest in the
tw o-din ensional representation ofthe ’s, which hasthe additional relations ( @)= 0,
(3@)? = 1.Note from the de nition € 28) that

S x;t) ~6 0: 2 34)

T hese issues are m ore easily resolved In a ferm ionic description, which we tum to next.



2.4 Femn ionic D escription

Consider st the oneatom case. In a second quantized description, one introduces a
ferm ion wavefunction j i:

ji=biji+ bPi; h j= HP + RP; (2:35)
w here the b's are fermm ion operators satisfying
oy ;g = flop ;g = 1: (2:36)

The operatorb] (o)) creates an electron in the lowest (highest) level. The operators then
have the follow ing well-know n representation:

"= vb; = bby; ;=B Bb; 2:37)

and the algebra @.}) is a consequence of ©.36). Since each atom has a single electron, one
m ust in pose the constraint

B, + bl = 1: 2:38)

T his additional algebraic relation Jeads to the 2-devel relations ()2 = 0; ( 3)% = 1.

In the multi-atom case, one can de ne

ST &)= b &b x); S ®)=D &b &)

(2:39)
S3 &)= b &) &) B&Db ):
The algebra {2.29) is then a consequence of the anti-com m utation relations:
fb x);0] ®K)g= flp ®);b) k)g= & R): (2:40)
D e ne the num ber operator:
Z
W= dx b&bx+DE ®b K : 2:41)

The operatorﬂP com m utes w ith the ham iltonian and corresponds to the num ber of atom s
in the sam ple. W e therefore in pose the constraint

W =N: 2:42)



In evaluating quantum transition am plitudes, one doesn’t have to take special account of
this constraint as long as one dealsw ith initialand nalstates that satisfy the constraint,
since W ;H ]= 0. Note that

Z Z
dxSsx)= W+ 2 dxb &b x): (2:43)

In the sequel, we w illwork w ith the perturbative vacuum :
ji= :Diphoton J#itom 7 (2:44)

where j#1i denotes the atom ic state w ith allN atom s In their lowest energy state, and Pi
is the state w ith no photons. T his vacuum state satis es

b x)ji=S &)Jji= 0; (2:45)
and
N !
H 3™ 5 4= 5 ° 5 i (2 46)
From (.43), one has 7
dx S3(x) ji= N ji: 2:47)

A ssum ing spacialtranslation invariance of j i (we are ignoring boundary e ects for L very
large), €.47) inplies

N
S3x)ji= fjiz (2:48)

W e ram ark that j i is not the exact ground state of the theory; see section 5.

3. Perturbation T heory

In this section, we study the perturbative expansion for the general correlation finc—

tions of the eld , which are sinply related to electric eld correlators via £.11). For

convenience of notation, in the chargem odelwem ake the rede nition S ! i s ,which
does not a ect the com m utation relations 229). The interaction ham iltonian for both
m odels can then be w ritten as

7
Hipr=9g dxO &;t) ST &;0)+ S (x;1) (3:1)



w here for

current model: g=—; O =@

2 62)
charge model: g=%; 0 =

W e begin with the partition function, de ned as the vacuum to vacuum transition
am plitude. In the Interaction picture,

Zz=hya; 1)ji 3:3)
w here Z
U@l; 1)=Texp ig dxdtO ;)T + s ) (3:4)
1
P
T he correlator h# $3? @ j$is- o isonly non—zero when ;a; = 0, thus,
2 Z Z
z=  ( F&" dxa 1 dx ditzs 1 B (n i X2n) 106 Pig- o
n=0 ton > >t
X
h# B9 (Ron iton) 8t ) JHig= 0
a1 ;i@zn =
(3:5)
T he tim e dependence of the S-correlators is sim ple, since the ham ittonian at g = 0
In plies
S ;)= -e Hotg x;0): (3:6)
T hus,
ll‘?n #
bt B2 Koniten) M EBT)IHig-0 = €50 b B (0070) 7 66;0)THig-0:
i=1
(3:7)

It will be helpfiil to pass to m om entum space. Our conventions are K = (! ;k),

&’k =d!dk,k*=1? K,andk x=!t kx.Dene
Z

PR, PRy T

0D (tonixon) 10t Pig- o = 2 ) z )2 e B 2 @B g iRk
=1

Substituting this into B.5), one can perform the tin e integrals using

dat’e = e MF; (3:9)
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where here and below  is in nitesim ally sm alland positive. One nds
| |

X 2 o ex, Pry T X
7 = gt dxg on dx z )12 z 2)2 efxi 2 L @8 Ry ko)
n=0 =1 i
X
fioman, (P1iu5 o0 1) h# 72" (24 ;0) % (8;0)I#ig- 05
aij:id@zn =
(3:10)
w ih
ZY 1 1
fal;:::;azn (Ya;u5tm 1) = P 1 (341)

=1 j=l(!j aj!O)"'i.
The in nite volum e singularities in the sum @.10) must be regulated in order to obtain
som ething m eaningfuil. H ow ever, the correlation fiinctions, which are obtained by dividing
by Z , are wellde ned order by order in perturbation theory.

Let 1; 5;::denote some local elds. The sam e analysis as above leads to

7 !

o 32K S G AN SR
h (&) n (20))ji= z )12 (2ET;‘2 e & & &™) ®;%0; kY );
=1
(3:12)
where
| |
Z Z :
1 % Px,  Pr, ¥ X
™) ®; k)= = " dx L dx = ) 'y
)ik ) = - if v o wm G i

X
hi#f $%2" (x25;0) @ (8,;0)I#ig= 07
reer n (3:13)
and @ézmm ! is the Fourier transform of
RO (1 @e)) n @2)0 (1;t1) 20t ) Pig=o: (3:14)

Forn= 0in B.13) the iisom itted.)

The integrands in @.13) are sinple to evaluate. The free G reen’s functions &, are
products of free eld propagators for the eld . The S-correlation functions can be
evaluated using the algebra £29) and {£.48). A s usual, dividing by Z serves to rem ove
Vacuum bubbles’. W e w ill illustrate the m ain features by com puting the 2-point function
to order “ in the next section.
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4. Photon SelfEnergy and the D ielectric C onstant

4.1 ChargeM odelC om putations

D ue to the overallm om entum conservation, one can w rite

, o d! dk
hj &t 0)Ji= 7z k)i 4:1)
w here 7
RO
(! ;k) = BT &% ®;%%; 42)

). O n general grounds, one expects to take the form

i
12 R W ;k)

2

12 g 1z R oz @

In quantum electrodynam ics, iscalled the photon selfenergy. T he dispersion relation is

12 ¥ = 0: (4 :4)
In ourm odels, isonly a fiilnction of ! , so the dielectric constant, de ned as" (! ) = k 2=!2,
is given by
|
"ly=1 (’): @4:5)

1 2
The free eld correlators appearing in 3.13) are products of propagators, which
follow from the two point function. For the charge m odel,

Z
h0j x;t) O)Pig-o =

&xr i
@ )2 12 K 2 +

j_exp( ¥  =x): (4:6)

T hus, (?ézM 2) ®;%%%,; 5%, ) is a product of factors (?éz) w here

P ik = 2 )2 PR+ Ry)———— @)
K? 2+ 1

For the order 2 contribution one needs

M &%k k) = €Y ®ikIEP ®yk)+ € ®ix)EP ®%GR)+ P ®ikED ®OKy):
(4:8)
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In the sum over a;, only a; = +j;a; = give a non—zero contribution, and from :__.:2_9),

©.48) one has
N
ht $ (x2;0)S” (x1;0)j#i= T e oA

O ne sees that the S-correlation function here gives rise to an e ective 2-point interaction of
the photons, sim ilarto amasstem . The rsttem in @.8) gives rise to a vacuum bubble
which is subtracted. For the other two temm s in 4.8), one nds that all the integrals are

saturated w ith -functions, and one simn ply nds

(1K) = - 4 o) (4:10)
12 B 2+1i (12 B 2+1ip
w here
2N 13
2(!)=?f!2 !(2): (4:11)

Theorder ? com putation can be carried out explicitly. T he two S-operator correlators
that contribute to the sum are
+ + sy N
h B (x470)S" (x370)S (x2;0)S" (x1;0)j#i= T %1) (43) 4:12)
+ + sy N
P (x4;0)S (3;0)S7 (x2;0)S" (x1;0)j#i= T Ges) Gq1) +  (13)  (42))

N
2f 23) (1) 1)

(4:13)
where )= & %), etc. D oing the x integrals one obtains
(05K) o = ity 12 d?r° &2k, d?%, 2 b+t 1)E® ®KGE s muEy)
- 7K)J e 7 2 @ )2 @ )2 2 )2 -1 .. <4 0 AN AN ATZ !
2
N 2
T oo (Uit !13)@2 ) (g2) (sa)+ £44 (P1512513)
nw #
2
N ) N
T @2 ) ( ksz) ks)t (ez) (kg)) 4f ke + ko + k3 + kyg)
(4:14)
k1o = k1 + ky etc.) The free G reen’s function one needs is
& ®iR%% K iKsiKe) = €0 ®KY) & ®1ik)E Y ®siRa) + 2 pem :
(4:15)

+ P ®ix)EP ®%%)EY ®3i%y) + 11 perm :
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A diagram m atic technique can be developed for organizing the com putation. One

2n+ 2
" ), where each

rst draws a diagram wih n + 1 unconnected lines representing @é
line is a propagator assigned the value i= (&2 2+ i), and one repeats this diagram
for each possible assignm ent ®;K%%y; 5K, ) of the ends of the propagators. O ne then
linksthem according to the -functions in the interactions generated by the S-correlations,
and integrates over all ram aining m om enta including the factors £ (! ). The S-correlation
finctions are such that they generate new kinds of Interactions at each order, so we refrain
from outlining a com plete set of rules here.

For exam ple, the tetm proportionalto (q,) (sq) leads to the diagram in gure 1,

which equals

Z
, o~ ¢ 1 dr, 1
1 — - :
2 L (0 +1)® 22 2i(, +i)k l+i)¢i ¥ 2+1)
(4:106)
The labels 1;2:: in gure 1 refer to !1; !, and the structure of the diagram im plies
'y = 1;l= l;!3=1;this leads to the integrand @.16). The !, integral is easily
P -
done. There are poles at ! i,} i, and (k2 + 2 i&¢ ). Closing the contour

P
in the upper halfplane, one only picks up the pok at !, = k?+ 2. The expression
(416) becom es

I T \ B 1 1
1 — - P P—— Pp—
2 L 2K+ 2 @2 R 2P0+ 10)(+ K+ )+ K+ 2
4:17)

T here are a totalof 24 tem s of this type (after subtracting vacuum bubbles) in (4.14), all
proportionalto (1-)*.

.

w,k 1.2 4 3 -w,-k

Figure 1. D iagram m atic representation of 6'_42-L_é,) .

The term In (14) proportionalto (g + ky + k3 + ky) is a new e ective 4-point
interaction ofthe photons. In the diagram m atic schem e described above, one contribution

forexam ple is shown in gure 2. This has the value

z
1N (1o 1 d?K; 1
~ 2 (1,

. (418
8 L )2!o<!+!o)<!2 K© SN RN & 24405 o+ i) @:19)
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Figure 2. D iagram m atic representation of (4.18).

There are a totalof 12 tem s of this kind.

Upon sum m ing these contribbutions, one nds

i

(k)30 = 15 2)3(2(!>>2+('2 e oz 4 ) (4:19)
w here

. Z
L) = iN a3 dédR 1 1
. : 2 . 2 2 :

4 L (2') 82 R2 243 (! B)ye o+ 1y 420)

-0
(12 122 @  lh+i)

The rsttem in (4.19) arises from the sum of alldiagram s of the kind shown In gure 1,
whereas 4 isthe sum ofthe diagram softhekind shown in gure 2. Thuswe have veri ed
to furth order the structure anticipated in @.3),with = 24+ ,+ 4+ O ( ©).

In theories wih m ore conventional perturbative expansions, the selfenergy is the
sum of oneparticle irreducible 2-point diagram s. O neparticle irreducibility is likkely to be
m ore transparent In a perturbative expansion based on the by;, ferm ion elds rather than
directly on the S operators, but we don’t develop this here.

The left-over Integrals In 4 identify it as a one-doop contribution. The nal resul

for the selfenergy of the charge-m odel is the follow ing:

y= “?+ _2N_|78 1_|__2 2!8 B 2!8
' 2 L1212 g8 1z 2 Tz 2
e ! ! @21)
312 12 22 o 12 2 i
20 2\ 1 2 log ° >y
(o 12) (12 2) 2



T he size of the one-loop corrections is detem ined by the din ensionless param eter 2=8
T he expression @ 21) is the m ain result of this section. W e rem ark that setting to zero
leads to infra-red divergences.

T he selfenergy depends on N only through the combination 2N !o=L w ih units of

m ass’ . This has a universalm eaning in tem s of the volum e density ~ of atom s:

2 v, N o & 422)
m ——lyg= ——= lo— :
g L ° L C’
wih = AN? . In the lim iting case of the quantum optical chain discussed above,
m? = Lo i 423)
137~ 7

where is density per unit length of atom ic In purities. To obtain an idea of orders of

m agniude, rh!y = lev,one ndsm = lev Hr = 10°=am .

4.2 CurrentM odel C om putations

Consider next the current-m odel. T he photon selfenergy should now be de ned as

follow s: 7
d2 12

hR: ;D0 O)ji= 1 2 )2 exp( X W (424)

The general expressions for the chargem odel we obtained in this section still apply,

exoept that now @én) Kq1;::5Ky) is the Fourder transform of the correlation fiinction

R (2;) ¢ 08 )Pig 0. In particular, @.1) is replaced by
@) il?

€ Rk = 2 ) PR+ Ky)——: (425)
K2+ 1

R epeating the above com putations, one nds

Z
(1= N 15!2 iN 5, dédg &? 1
’ 2L 12 2 41 % @2 )%er g4 (12 D)@ Lt iy
21,
+ :
(12 12)2@¢ g+ i)

(426)
One can perform the Integrals as before. An im portant di erence from the charge—
m odel is that here the oneJoop integrals are ultraviolet divergent. T here is a naturaluwv.
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cuto in the m odel since it is im plicit in @.4) that the wavelengths of the photons are
large com pared to the size of the atom s. W e Introduce a uv. cuto as follow s:
z z
dal ! d!: 427)

The nalresul is

14 +0(°):
(428)
Here, the In aginary part arises from choosing a positive argum ent ofthe log, ie. 2 > ! (2),
w hich isphysically sensible if resonant photons (w ith energy ! o) have a longer w avelength
than the size of atom s. Note however that ITn ( ) = O when Z < !7.Aswe show belw,
the occurrence of this in aginary part is related to the spontaneous decay lifetin e of the

atom s.

5. Polaritons and Spontaneous D ecay

O ne sees from the selfenergy that the spectrum consists oftwo Yolariton’ branches.

To lowest order In 2, the dispersion relation for the current-m odel reads

a

1
1?2 = = 5 (124 X%+ 4m ?) (12 ®  4m?)2+ 16m2!2 (5:1)

! 2

These two branches are plotted In gure 3.Asm ! 0, the two branchesbecome ! ? = !g
and !? = k?, ie. optical phonon-like and photon-like respectively. For nitem , the !,

branch is phonon-like for sm all kjbut photon-lke for large kJj and visa versa for the
! branch. In general one has quasiparticles w ith both atom ic and photon degrees of
freedom . Onehas !, k= 0) b+ 2m?=!y,and ! k= 1) . Thus there is a gap
between the two branches w ith

B N g (52)
gap o 4 L ’
For the idealized quantum optical chain wih 2=4 1=137, if N=L = 10=an, then

E gap = 2Zev.
T he analagous form ula for the chargem odel is

q
1
T A e (R O G L P (5:3)
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For Z2=!7; m?=!2 1, the gap between the two branches isthe ssme as in 6J). The
m ain di erence between the charge and current m odels is for the ! branch neark = 0.
One nds!? k= 0) 2 4m?.For 2= 4m?,! = kjbrk 0, and the digpersion

relations (6.3) and (5.1) are actually identical. In ] the analagousproblem w ith ham onic
oscillator defects rather than two-level atom s is studied, and there it is shown that the
analog of the cancelation 2 = 4m ? occurs. This jisti esenforcing 2 = 4m ? in order to
obtain a physical photon dispersion relation neark = 0.

Figure 3. T he digpersion relation ! versesk forthe current-m odel. For!g = 1,
m = 5.

D ue to the In agihary part of , and consequently the In aginary part of the dielectric
constant, there is attenuation of plane waves in the m edium . T he origin of this in aginary
part is the nite lifetin e under spontaneous decay of single excited atom ic states. To see
this, note that for a am all shift of !

2 2

1o + o Yo lg 12+ !O
12 ] 1 2 12 12 1+ | 1 2 2t 54)
. (‘o + o) . 0 .0 - 0
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Comparing thisw ith (4 2§), one sees that the im agihary part of for the current-m odel
can be Interpreted as a an all In agihary shift to !g:

This Jeads to the decay of single atom set' ot | e''ofe & ,with given n £ 20).
T he attenuation constant is de ned such that the intensity of radiation decays as
e *.In tem s ofthe dielectric constant,

ﬁ-n"
= | % : 50)
e
For the current-m odel, one nds,
2 |2 + | 2
4’ — e 5:7)
8 (12 15)2

6. Renomn alization G roup for the 2-Level Splitting

W e have seen that in the current-m odel the photon selfenergy depends on an ulra—
viokt cuto . A basic idea of the renom alization group is that couplings also depend on
the scale in such a way that physical quantities are independent of . The resul 428)
has precisely a form that allow s us to consider ! as a function of , since

! 12412
Q, = 0. 6:1)

The -independence of am ounts to the renom alization group equation

d
- = £+ glo e = 0; 62)
d @ @ @ly
or equivalently
FiloC2)i 2)= (iltoC1); 1) (6:3)
To order 2, (6J) leads to the beta-fiinction:
@ 2
— o= —1lp: 64
a O 4 0 (6:4)
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Since (62) could be satis ed assum ing no dependence of on we conclide that up to
order %, isunrenom alized.

T hebeta-function (6.4) m eansthat the param eter ! ¢, which hasengineering din ension
1=tin e, has an additional anom alous dim ension of  ?=4 . Integrating 6-4),

|
-0(2)= 1 65)

Yo (1) 2

Thus, as increases, ! decreases, reaching an ultraviolet xed pointat !y = O.
O ne can derive a relation which describes the behavior of as one scales the din en—

sionfiill param eters ! ;! ¢;L . O rdinary din ensional analysis in plies

| |
(ilo();L; )= 2¢€ 4;'0();L ; (6:6)

where € is a function of din ensionless param eters. R escaling all dim ensionflil param eters
by a dim ensionless param eter s, and using the renom alization group equation §.3), one

has 000
s! s! s! s!
2e L. o ( );L = = Ce —0;70( ) ;L %=s (6:7)

0

Taking "= s , one obtains the scaling equation

s!';s! o( );L=s; )=15" (1;!o(s );L; ): (6:8)

Thism eansthat at higherenergies s! , the twoJdevel solitting ! ( ) isscreened to g (s ) =

7. Com parison w ith the Reduced M axwell-B loch T heory

T wo approxin ationscom m only m ade in the quantum optics literature are the so—called
slow ly varying envelope and rotating w ave approxim ations. In this section we com pare the
above results w ith the analagous results obtained in these approxin ations.

6.1 De nition of the M odel
T he slow Iy varying envelope approxin ation is suitable for dealing w ith near resonant

phenom ena. C onsider the m ode expansion of the free scalar photon eld:

dk 1 K = ik x
2 2K]
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where K = (k3k). The photon creation operators satisfy
Bk &K)]1= & B); (72)
which implies £.13). W e suppose that near resonant photons are m ost in portant, and let
k= lo+ kej (7:3)
w here k. denotes an Envelope’ wave vector. Letting kj !y, one has

x;t) e ol® X pepy 4 gHo® XY rapy. (7:4)

where
1 dke ike x
x;0) = P? 192: bke)e
l'oz o (75)
Y ®;0)= p== p== B ke *¥;
21, 2
and
bBke)=a(lg+ ke): (7:6)

T he operators b;BY satisfy the sam e com m utations as (7 4).
In classicaltheory, and Y are referred to asthe slow ly varying envelopes jfki iy
which in plies
B I3 'edF 0 Ee I ol F (7:7)

N ote that In expanding the eld asin (74), we are quantizing about a right-m oving
plane wave. O ne can also begin w ith envelopes of left-m oving waves ssparately; how ever
we w ill not consider Interactions between the left and right m oving envelopes.

Using (7.4, one nds

Z 1 Z
dxdtz (@ ¥ @ ) 24y dxdt Y@+ @) : (78)

W ithout any additional interactions w ith atom s, the equation ofm otion is @4 + Q) =
0, which m eans that the envelope also consists of right-m oving excitations only at zero
coupling. T he canonical com m utation relation which ollow from (7.8) are

&ty Y% = = ® B); (7:9)
21,

and is com patble w ith (7.5).
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The interaction @.31) contains tem s with both photon creation operators a¥ and
S* operators which excite the atom s. Such tem s lead to vacuum uctuations wherein
both photons and atom s are sin ultaneously excited, and also to real processes where
eg. an Incom ing photon excites the atom and em erges as two photons. The rotating
wave approxin ation sets such processes to zero. For the charge-m odel, the rotating wave
approxin ation, com bined w ith the slow Iy varying envelope approxin ation lads to
Lo g ilgt X))o+t y
S

Hype= i— e

> etot ®g (7:10)

N ote that the phasese *°% in {7.10) cancel the tin e dependence {3:6) of S which com es
from the ham iltonian H 3™ . Thus we can replace e Y0 ® ¥ with new operators &
and set the H §*™ piece of the ham iltonian to zero. Thus we consider the m odel de ned
by the com plete ham ittonian:
Z Z
H = 2ily dx Y& — dx ST Ys (7:11)

The rst tem fllows from (7.8) and we relabeled the ® operators back to S . The
algebra satis ed by the S’s is the sam e as before. In the classical context, the equations of

m otion forthem odel {7.171) is som etin es referred to as the reduced M axwell-B loch theory.
T he sam e approxin ations as above applied to the current-m odel leads to the sam e
reduced M axwellB loch theory (7.10), since @ ( e *'°%) iy e ot

6.2 Exact O ne-P olariton States

O ne can construct the onepolariton state exactly for the above m odel. Let us de ne

m om entum space S-operators as ollow s:

Z

& k)= p—dx_e kxg  (x;0)
7 2
& k) = pdjz e **35; x;0) (7:12)
T he ham iltonian now reads
Z r '—Z
H = dke ke BY (ke)b (ke) 35 ?O dk bk)S" k) HKS k) : (7:13)



The state j i, de ned in (2.44), isnow, in contrast to before, the exact ground state:

Hji= 0: (7:14)

By dropping H %"

in (7.13), we have m erely shifted the ground state energy by N ! ;=2.
Below, wewillneed §; k)j i. From (7.12) and (248), one has

. NP _— .
S k)ji= T 2 1 K)IL (7:15)
where ; isadelta function dk ; k)= 1, and
0 1
w 201 (7:16)
L! 1 L 2
In thisway,
p—! N !
HEPM §i= 2 7°§3 0)3 i %51

747
> (7:17)

U nderstanding that the polariton quasiparticle is a com bination ofphoton and atom ic
degrees of freedom , ket us take as an ansatz for the onepolariton states:

kei= B ke) 1 &)§ ko) Ji; (7:18)
where is som e function ofk.. One has
r ——
Hib' () = ke B ke) & '?°§+ ke)
H;8 ko) i 4—0 &k’B kK98 k° k)
T his gives
r r
iz ket = 20 k) Bk & 08 () §i: (720)
S S 2 2 L S 2 2 S] j .
Thus, ke1 is an exact eigenstate ofH ,
H keli= !c ke) kel (721)
W]ﬂ] r
= ol (722)
e 2 2 14



if ke satis es

ke= — — = — (723)

One can thusview asa spectralparam eter, param eterizing the envelope energy and
mom entum !;ke. Elin Inating one nds the dispersion relation

12 lke=m?; (724)

wherem ? isde ned in @23). The above digpersion relation is exact; thus one sees that
there are no oneloop corrections of the kind com puted in section 4. This also m eans that
the reduced M axwellB loch theory does not incorporate spontaneous em ission e ects.
The result (724) can now be com pared with the result (425) cbtained to lowest
order in perturbation theory. Recalling that !. and ke denote envelope quantities, we let
= 1o+ le, k= !+ ke and substitute in (4 25). O ne obtains
12

. 12 I = 2 o0, ;
210 e+ 12 2Lk, ¥ =4m TR (725)

U sing the slow ly varying envelope inequalities,
120z K2 (7:26)

one obtains precisely (7.24).

Rem arkably, it is known that them odel {7.11) is integrable. T he H eisenberg operator

equations of m otion are

@+ Q) = -5 ; @+ Q) Y= ZS+
@S5 = v Ys + st (727)
| |
st = 2% vgy; s = —2 ss:
@c > 3 @c > 3

T hese equations of m otion have a zero—curvature representation

Qe+ Agj@x + Ax]= 0; (728)

where A, ;A are auxiliary 2 2 m atrices of quantum operators:

st 1 2! 1 ! v
B m bs;/bZ B e o P 3 T
(729)
ao o0 ¥ 1 19 1 0
2 0 6 0 1



Above, isan arbitrary spectral param eter, and requiring {7 28) to be valid for all is
equivalent to (/.27).

T he zero-curvature representation allow s the m odel to be solved by the Q uantum In-—
verse Scattering M ethod [], as was carried out by Rupasov [1]. T he integrability leadsto a
B etheansatz construction of the m ultiparticle states that generalizes the above construc—
tion for the onepolariton states.

8. Sem i< lassical A nalysis

T he reduced M axwellB loch equations 7 27) have been extensively studied In a sem i~
classical approxin ation. See eg. BI]and [B]. T he nature of this sem iclassical approxi-

m ation is the ollow ing. C onsider the expectation of the equations (7.27) in the state j i.
Let us assum e that the atom ic and photon correlators are approxin ately decoupled:

h s*i h is"i; 8:1)

where lDi= h P ji. In this sam iclassical approxin ation h i is now interpreted as a
classical electrom agnetic eld. De ne

=g* S : 82)

Im posing a reality condition h i= h ¥Yi, one obtains the c-nhum ber equations

@th * i= !o h ]llg:;l
QhSsi= o h ih Ti 8:3)
@th i= 0:

Sinceh (= 0)i= 0, the last equation above allowsusto iInposseh i= 0 foralltimes.
A sa consequence of S? being a Casin ir orsu ), hiSi i is a constant of them otion.
Having set h i to zero, this im plies

.2 + .2 N
hS3i" + h " i = constant = f : 8:4)
T his constraint can be param eterized by introducing an angle function (x;t):

N N
hS; x;Di= fcos( x;9); h " &;t)i= fsﬁn( x;9): (8:)
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T he equations (8.3) then mply
@ = !oh 1i: (8:6)

Tnserting this into {727) one gets the sine<G ordon like equation:

2 m?N
@+ @@y = —fsm( ): 8:7)

T he classical soliton solutions to this equation were observed som e tine ago by M «Call
and H ahn 1.

T he sineG ordon (SG ) equation is easily seen to be consistent w ith the onepolariton
dispersion relation obtained above in perturbation theory. Taking to be very am all, and
expanding the sin () lads to the linear equation

Q2+ @0 = m? ; 8:8)

w ith a dispersion relation that is precisely 7.24).

T he classical SG equation has a rich spectrum of solutions consisting of solitons and
breathers. The lowest energy breather solution can be identi ed with the polariton, as
B.8) shows. The existence of these solutions suggests that the quantum M axwellB loch
theory m ay have a rich spectrum ofbound states in addition to the polariton. In the next
section we attem pt to study this question by considering the quantum version of the SG

theory.

9. Quantum Sine-G ordon as an E ective T heory

In the last section we saw how the classical sineG ordon equation em erged from the
reduced M axwellB Ioch theory in a sam iclassical approxin ation wherein the electrom ag—
netic eld was treated classically. Suppose one attem pts to requantize the sam iclassical
treatm ent by quantizing the sineG ordon theory in the canonical m anner. W hat such
a quantum theory has to do w ith the fully quantum M axwellB loch theory is a delicate
question. O ne can hope that an intricate m anifestation of the correspondence principle in
the end w ill save the day. In this section we explore these issues and conclude that the
quantum sineG ordon theory has som e validity.

In ordertom ake use ofthe standard quantization of sineG ordon, ket usm ake a change
of variables

BR=2xX t; E=t; 941)
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such that

e+ @@, =@ €: 92)

T he action which leads to the equations ofm otion (8.7) is
Z

1 2
S = de&d= 5@

m

e T —zoos(C ) ;

@ @

e - e

Q 9:3)

e

where is an arbitrary constant. In the classical theory the constant is irrelevant, ie.
the classical equations ofm otion are independent of . In the quantum theory however,
determ ines the findam ental com m utation relations:

® 90, %) = - & &); ©:4)

and is thusm eaningfil.
Topromote to an operator and in pose the com m utation relation (9.4) ispotentially
perilous given the origin of , ie. asa way of solving the cnum ber constraint (8 4). Let us

try and interpret the quantization of by replacing §.5), (8.6) with operator equations:

S al () ’ ¥ () (95)
= —oos( ); = —sh :
’ L L

@G =1lo = (9:6)
The S-comm utation relations @29), after setting = 0, inply B3 x;0); © ®%5)1= 0.
T his is consistent since [ &;t); & %t)]= 0.

In B], we argued that to connect w ith the quantum M axwellB loch theory, one m ust
take = 1:1*I . Let us repeat a version of this argum ent here. F irst, note that the opera-
tor equation (9.6) combined with the comm utation relation {.9) does not by itself give
a commutation relation of the kind (3:4). In a sense, one must go to next to leading
order in the slow ly varying envelope approxin ation in order to cbtain (9.4), as ollows.
Recalling the reality condition im posed in the previous section h i= h ¥i, let us In pose

this classically. Then = 2 oos(!o @ x)). Sihce @ 2h sn(lg x)),we have
Q. 2@ sin(! ot x)). The term in the action {2.12) for that detem ines the
com m utation relations is
Z 1 Z
dxdt —@c @ 4 dxdt@ Q¢ sh?(lot x)): 9:7)

! The discrepancy of4 between equation 3.4 of [§] and equation .17) isbecause H eaviside-

Lorentz units were not used throughout in [§]; in particular the 4 in {€.8) was om itted in {],
which am ounts to a rede nition ofe. A 1l form ulas in this paper are In the esu system ofunits.
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Averaging over the rapid oscillations let us replace sin? (! ot x)) by 1=2. Then the
com m utation relations which ollow from ©.1) are

[ %;0);Q: O;t)]=§l ® P 9:8)

Shee (x R =2 ® #B) atequaltine, O8) isprecisely (94) with = 1.
Further evidence for the relevance of the quantum SG theory de ned by (9.3) with
= 1 comes from the perturbative com putations in section 6, In particular the beta—
function {6.4). From the 2-point finction

1

hj & © O0)Pi,_, = 4—109[(@2 £); 9:9)

one has
. . 1
e ®Fet ©Opi = : (9:10)
lm—O (@2 §) 2=4

This in plies that the cos( ) operator in (9.3} has anom alous m ass dinension ~ ?=4
Since the action S is dim ensionless, m 2 has a din ension of 2 2=4 ., Sthcem? / g,

then this precisely corregponds to the beta—function .4).

O ne does not expect of course that the quantum SG theory precisely reproduces the
quantum ocorrections com puted in section 4 for the fully quantum M axwellB loch theory.
One can study this explicitly by com puting one loop corrections in the SG m odel. Ex-

panding out the cos( ), the lagrangian is

L= %@ € = (9:11)

2 " 24
The one loop contribution to the photon selfenergy can be com puted using standard
perturbation theory. In the conventional coordinates &;€, the frequency and wave-vector
& ;R are related to the envelope quantitiesby ¢ = !, k=2, 8 = k=2, so that ¢ 8% =
! i l.ke . Introducing a uv. cutto e as in section 4, one nds the dispersion relation:

2 0 . \, 13
2 e e?
12 ke m?41 —Clg —+ — 1 iAS5 = 0: (9:12)
8 m m
T his should be com pared to the dispersion relation !'? K = 0 for the current-m odel
near resonance, ie.wih ! = g+ !, k= !g+ !.. Using the slow Iy varying inequalities

(726), and the expression @ .28), one obtains:

2 2
2 2 : — . K
12tk w1+ — T 1 i =o0: (9:13)
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T he expressions (9.13) and (9.179), including the in aginary parts, agree w hen both cuto s
are large and when ! o7 how ever this contradicts the slow Iy varying inequalities.

T he conclusion of the above analysis is that the quantum SG theory captures som e
agoects ofthe fully quantum M axwellB loch theory, in particular the current-m odelde ned
in section 2, and does incorporate spontaneous em ission, but is not equivalent to it even
in the slow Iy varying envelope approxin ation.

A s a step toward understanding the spectrum of the quantum M axwellB loch theory,
one can assum e the approxin ate validity of the quantum SG description. T he quantum
SG spectrum is known to consist ofbreathers, the lowest m ass breather being the particle
associated w ith the SG  eld  itself, and a pair of solitons. See eg. [E0]. Them ass of the
n-th breather is given by

8 2

. n
m, = 2m g sin 1Ie ; n=1;2;::< —; = T g : (9:14)
where m 4 is the m ass of the soliton. As ! 0, the m ass of the lowest breather m 4

approachesm thus the polariton is identi ed as the lowest breather. T he higher breathers
are polariton bound states. As ! 0,mg 8m = 2, thus for very anall , themass of
the soliton can be very large com pared w ith the polaritons. In the quantum theory, the
polariton can actually be viewed as a bound state of two solitons.

Tt would be very interesting to understand whether aspects of this spectrum can be
seen In the m odels de ned in section 2.

10. Conclusions

W e have de ned som e m odels which describe quantized radiation in interaction w ith
a medium of two-level atom s arranged in a ber geom etry. Our m ain com putational
results are the photon selfenergy @21) and @28), which detem ine the rst quantum
corrections to the polariton dispersion relation. W e also com pared our results w ith know n
sam iclassical results in the slow Iy-varying envelope and rotating-w ave approxin ations, and
argued for the approxin ate validity of the quantum siheG ordon theory. W e found that
them odelwhich ollow s from an interaction ham iltonian & E (current-m odel) is better
behaved than the m odelwhich follow s from them Inimalcouplingp ! p &, the latter
su ering from infrared divergences. In the current m odel we derived a renom alization
group equation for the energy splitting of the two—Jdevel atom swhich ollow s from the beta
function {64), and show s that the splitting is screened at higher energies.
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T hough the quantum corrections are generically an all, we hope that the trend toward
fabricating am aller opticaldevices w illeventually lead to the observation ofthese quantum
e ects.

Them odelsde ned in section 2 deserve further theoretical study, in particular it would
be interesting to detem ine whether they have a bound state spectrum that resem bles the
soectrum of the quantum sineG ordon theory.
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