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Spontaneous em ission of an atom in front ofa m irror
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M otivated by a recent experim ent [J. Eschner et al,, Nature 413, 495 (2001)], we now present a
theoretical study on the uorescence of an atom in front of a m irror. O n the assum ption that the
presence of the distant m irror and a lens im poses boundary conditions on the electric eld in a
plane close to the atom , we derive the intensities of the em itted light as a function of an e ective
atom -m irror distance. T he resuls obtained are In good agreem ent w ith the experin ental ndings.
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I. NTRODUCTION

O ne ofthe findam ental sub fcts In quantum optics is
descrbing the uorescence from single atom sources. D if-
ferent scenarios have been considered, the sin plest one
referring to an atom In free space [L]. The uorescence
of an atom can be altered for exam ple by the presence
of other atom s inducing dipole-dipole interactions R], by
the presence ofam irror B{6]orby the singlem ode ofthe
electrom agnetic eld inside a cavity [7,8]. To investigate
experim entally these phenom ena ion trapping technology
hasbeen em ployed and good agreem ent w ith theoretical
predictions has been found.

T heoreticalm odels have been developed starting from
the Ham iltonian that describes the atom , the free ra-—
diation eld and their nteraction. To predict the tin e
evolution of an ensam ble of atom s, m aster equations can
be derived by tracing over all possible photon states.
A tematively, i can be assum ed that the environm ent
perform s continuous m easurem ents on the free radiation

eld. This leads to a quantum tra fctory description ]
w hich is especially appropriate for analysing experin ents
w ih sihgle atom s. Exam ples are experim ents m easur-
Ing the statistics of m acroscopic light and dark periods
[10,11] and the spectrum of the light from a threedevel
atom with a metastable state [12,13]. A quantum jmp
approach was also applied to calculate the spatial inter—
ference pattem of the photons spontaneously em itted by
two atom s [14] which was observed experin entally by
E ichm ann et al [15].

R ecently, an experim ent was conducted by E schner et
al [16,17] to m easure the uorescence of a single three—
levelbariim ion kept at a xed distance from a m irror.
Qualitative explanations were given for m ost of the ef-
fects observed. A recent theoretical study by D omer and
Zoller [18] provides a detailed description of the exper-
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In ental setup considering a two-level atom and a one—
din ensionalm odel of the free radiation eld. Specialat-
tention ispaid to a regin e of lJarge atom -m irror distances
w here Intrinsic m em ory e ects cannot be neglected any-—
more. In contrast to this we present here an altemative
study w ith a full three-din ensional treatm ent of the free
radiation eld where delay tin e e ects are considered
negligble. Nevertheless, sam e qualitative e ects result—
Ing from the presence of the m irror as in [18] are pre—
dicted and good quantitative agreem ent w ith the experi-
mental ndings [L6,17]isachieved. A n earlierexperim ent
by D rexhage [19] in 1974 observed the uorescence from
m olecules deposited on m irrors.

FIG.1. Atom ic level scheme. Two lasers with Rabi fre—
quency 1 and ; and detunings 1 and , drive the two
transitions iIn the system . The free-gpace spontaneous de—
cay rates of the upper kevelare ; and 3.

In experin ent [16], the atom is driven by two detuned
laser elds and em is photons along two transitions that
com prisea system (seeFigure l). In the follow ing, the
R abifrequency and the detuning ofthe laser eld driving
the 3-j transition (j = 1;2) are denoted by 3 and 4,
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regpoectively, whilke ; and , are the free-space sponta—
neous decay rates of the upper level. D etectors m easure
the Intensities ofthe spontaneously em itted photons from

the two transitions (see F igure 2). O ne detector is only
sensitive to photons with frequency !3; and the mea-—
sured intensity show s a strong sinusoidal dependence on
the atom -m irror distance r with maximum visbility of
72% . The other detector, m easuring the photons w ith
frequency !3;, which are nota ected by the m irror, sees
an intensity that depends only weakly on r and has a
visbility of about 1% . The m axin a of the two light in—
tensities are shifted w ith respect to each other.

L asersl
r
f«—

___‘___._

A tom

! 32 detector ! 51 detector
M irror

FIG .2. Experin ental setup of an atom placed at a xed
distance r from a m irror and em itting photonsw ith frequen—
cies !'31 and !32 . Them irror isonly sensitive to photonsw ith
frequency !31 and two detectors m easure light intensities.

Here it is assum ed that the lns placed between the
atom and the m irror n experim ent [16] progcts the
boundary conditions in posed by the m irror on the free
radiation eld onto a plane close to the atom . As the
atom was located near the focus point of the lens, the
experin ent can be descrbed by the setup in Figure 2
w ith an e ective atom -m irror distance of the order ofthe
wavelength 31. The ain of this paper is to explain the
experim ent w ith a quantum m echanicalapproach. Q ual-
Tative and quantitative agreem ent w ith the experin ental
resuls is obtained.

T he paper is organised as follow s. Section IT presents
a quantum jim p description ofan atom in front ofam ir-
ror. T he spatial-dependent decay rates and level shifts of
the atom are calculated and m aster equations are derived
to nd the steady state of the laserdriven atom . These
are the Ingredients necessary to calculate the intensities
of the em itted photons. In Section ITT we apply our re—
sults to the experim ent by E schner et al,, while Section
IV show s that m any aspects of the experin ent can also
be predicted by m eans of a m irroratom m odel resulting
from a com parison of the setup w ih a classical analog.
Forexam pl, the e ect ofthem irror, m odifying the over—
all decay rate of the upper atom ic level and introducing
an r-dependent level shift, can be understood as subra-—
diance between the atom and ism irrvor im age. F inally,
an overview ofthe paper is presented in the conclusions.

II.QUANTUM MECHANICALDESCRIPTION

In this section the atom in front of the m irror is de—
scribed by the quantum Jum p approach [©]. The latter
consists of two m ain parts; on the one hand, i gives the
tin e evolution of the atom when no photons are em it
ted, and on the other, it gives the spatial distrbution of
the em itted photons depending on the particular state
of the atom at the tin e of the em ission. Let us see how
this can be obtained from the Schrodinger equation. T he
corresponding H am iltonian is of the form

H=Hatom * H cdat Hiaser + Hint : 1)

The rstthreetem sarethe interaction—free H am iltonian
ofthe atom , the free radiation eld and the classical laser
eld, while the last tem

Hpe=eD E () @)
describes the interaction of the atom w ith the quantised

electric eld in the dipolk approxin ation. Here D is the

atom dipole operator D = D 3; Bihlj+ D 3, PiRj+ hc.

and E (r) is the ocbservabl of the firee radiation eld at

the position r of the atom m odi ed by the presence of
the m irror. Choosing the coordinate system such that

the m irror surface corresponds to the x = 0 plane, leads

to the classical constraint that, at x = 0, the com ponent

of the ekectric eld parallel to the m irror surface has to

vanish, ie.

Ey&®:x=10)=0; 3)

for all frequencies that see them irror. T his classicalcon—
straint gives at the quantum levela m odi cation on the
electric eld observable restricting the expectation valie
of its parallel com ponent to zero on the surface of the
m irror R0]. Consider the case where due to the m ir-
ror the radiation from the 3-1 transition gets re ected
and hence satis es the constraint (3), while the m irror is
transparent for photons from the 32 transition. To take
this nto acocount a cuto frequency !, is ntroduced
that lies between the typical frequencies !3; and !3; of
the system . Them irror is assum ed to be transparent
for all frequencies below !, , and perfectly re ective for
frequencies above it. As i is seen later the results de—
rived in this section are independent of the exact value
ofthe chosen cuto frequency. At an arbirary position
(%;v;z) In the right half space of the m irror (see
Figure 2) and with k = ky K, + ke % the ekctric eld
observable can then be w ritten as @]

X =

X N 1=2
'k

ik x
k a €
2"0V

1=2h
ig2 Kk, shkexax:

"OV



i

] N . i
ikeKy sinkex ayx, ex *

1
+ E kkg CDSkXX

+hce. @)

where ax; and ax, are the annihilation operators for
photons wih polarisation ;3 = R ﬁk and y, =
(ky R kxﬁk)=k, respectively, and wave vectork.
From (2) and (4) thee ect ofthem irror on the atom ic
uorescence can be calculated. A ssum e that the initial
state of the atom is known and equals j i whilk the
free radiation eld is in the vacuum state Pyni. This
is an allowed physical state that develops according to
the Ham iltonian (1) for a certain tine t. If level 3 is
populated, this tin e evolution leads to population of all
possible onephoton states P]. Consider now a detector
placed In a certain direction K aw ay from the atom that
m easures single photons resulting from the 3—j transition
[L4]. To detem ine the state of the system iIn case ofa
click at this detector one hasto apply either the pro fctor

Pﬁ = jlkk\ lhlkk\ j; ©)
k iy la
if = 1, or the pro Ector
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if § = 2. W hen a click is registered at a detector, the
photon is absorbed and the free radiation eld changes
to its ground state Ppni.

T he probability density fora click can be obtained from
the nom of the unnom alised state of the system after
an em ission and equals

19()= m = POU(E0Pmisic: O
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Ifthe coupling constants ofthe atom to the free radiation
eld are introduced as

Iy e(lx="0~V)' D3

Iy e (1x=2"0~V)"?D 3 ®)

and the dipol moment D 3; is taken for convenience
R1] to be parallel to the m irror surface, the interac-
tion Ham iltonian can, with respect to the interaction-
free Ham iltonian and w ithin the rotating wave approxi-
m ation, be w ritten as
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Usihg rst-orderperturbation theory and the approxin a—
tions usually applied n quantum optics, (7) leads to

3 ~ .
Iﬁ(l)()=4—l 1 Pa KF P3() si’kair
(10)
for the photons that are a ected by the m irror and
@) 32 S
L0()=5- 1 P kF Pa() an

otherw ise. Here 5 is the spontaneous anm ission rate of
the atom in free space through the 3—j channel, whik
P3( )= 137 if denotesthe mitialpopulation in the ex—
cited state. T his show s that the em ission intensity ofthe
3-1 transition strongly depends on the atom -m irror dis—
tance through its proportionality to the factor sin® k31x Ly
while IE(Z) () isnot a function ofr.

Tt has hitherto been assum ed that the atom ic state § 1
is always the sam e by the tine of an am ission. This is
not the case for the experim ental setup in Figure 2, in
which the atom is continuously driven by a laser eld.
To apply our results to this situation, the atom hasto be
described by the steady—state m atrix °° and P3 ( ) has
to be replaced by P3 ( %) = h3j % Bi. To calculate the
stationary state m aster equations are em ployed. They
are In general of the form

i

_= — Hcona HY +R(): 12)

cond
Here H ong is the non-Hem itian Ham itonian that de-
scribes the tin e evolution of the atom under the condi-
tion of no photon em ission, while R ( ) gives is unnor-
m alised state after an em ission. For the atom in front of
am irror, R () isgiven by

X

R ()=
Jj=1;2
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where ; and , are the modi ed overall decay rates.
They are obtained by integrating Iﬁ(j) () over all direc—
tions, which givesby de nition ;P3( ). This leads for
the dipole m om ent D 3; ordented parallel to the m irror,
asin @], to

_ 3 s:i112k31r 0052k31r sin 2](31]5’
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(14)
and , = ;. Asexpected, the decay rate ; is altered

by the m irror and (14) is In perfect agreem ent w ith the
general case presented in [6].

To derive the conditional Ham iltonian H .onq We pro—
ceed as above and assum e that the e ect of the environ—
m ent and the detectors is the sam e asthe e ect ofcontin—
uous m easuram ents on the free radiation eld [9,14]. In
case no photon is found after the tin e t, the profctor



onto the eld vacuum Py M0, jhas to be applied to the
state of the system . Thuswe obtain

:Dphj-hophjJ (50D phij i :DphiUcond( t0)j i:

1s)

U sing second-order perturbation theory and the sam e ap—
proxim ations as above, the no-photon tim e evolution is
summ arised w ithin the Ham ittonian H cong, which is, In
the Schrodinger picture, given by

X (! 1 —
H cong (©) = 1~ 45t YT HimBg+ he:
j=1;2
|
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where the notation 4 i has been introduced.
This result show s that the stationary state of the atom
is iIndeed a ected by the presence of the m irror because
of its dependence on the decay rate ; and the lkevelshift

. Hence, both intensities T [ ( **) and ") ( **) show
spatialm odulations origihating from the boundary con-
dition applied on the electric eld observable E .

III.COM PARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENTAL
RESULTS

In the experin ent by E schneretal. [16],a lenswasem —
ployed to enhance the e ect of the m irror in the neigh—
borhood of the atom which was placed near the focus
point F . The lens creates an in age of the m irror near
the atom , e ectively changing the atom -m irror distance.
W ih the sam e notation as In Figure 3 and classical op—
tics considerations, it is seen that the distance between
the m irror in age and F is x = f?=R . Considering the
distances used in the experiment, where £ = 125mm
andR = 25an ,weocbtain x = 625 m . Since the atom is
located close to F' it is also located very near the m irror
In age. A fematively, one m ight consider the geom etri-
cally equivalent m odel where the atom is profcted by
the lens into the neighborhood of the m irror w ith an ef-
fective distance r from it which can bem ade to be ofthe
order of the wavelength 31 = 493nm [R2].

+~ BB F~( 1+ ) BiBI;  (16)
w here
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is, In agreem ent with [6], the level shift of the excied
atom ic state Pi resulting from the m odi cation of the
free radiation eld due to the presence of the m irror.

From (12), (13) and (16) and the condition %% = 0 the
expression for the steady-state population of the excited
state, P53 ( %), is cbtained:
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FIG .3. The m irror and is im age due to the presence of
the Jens. Here R is the distance of the m irror from the lens,
f the distance from the lens to the focus point F, while x is
the distance of F from the m irror im age.

Boundary condition (3) also applies to the m irror in —
age. In particular, the con guration of the electrom ag—
netic eld in the neighborhood close to the m irror sur-
face is m apped on the neighborhood around the atom .
For suitable positions of the atom near the m irror in —
age and on them irror-lens axis, the electrom agnetic eld
observable in is surrounding is faithfilly given by ).
N ote that this consideration is also e ective even when
the s0lid angle w ith which the atom sees the lens isonly
4% as in experim entalsetup [L6]. Hence, the theoretical
m odel considered in Section IT should give the m easured
Intensities assum ing that the dipole m om ent of the atom



w as ordented parallel to the m irror surface.

Figure 4 show s the intensities Iﬁ(l) ( %) and Iﬁm (%) as
a function of r where the relevant param eters have been
taken from [L6]. A s expected, the photons which see the
m Irror show a very strong shusoidal rdependence. If
the e ective atom -m irrvor distance r is of the order of
the wavelength 31, then the intensity m easured by a
detector behind the m irror also show s an r-dependence.
N evertheless, this dependence is m uch weaker and van—
ishes for large r. T he relative order of m agnitude of the
Intensities presented n Figure 4, assamingr 5 31, s
In agreem ent w ith the experim ental ndings (see F igure
3in [16]).
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FIG . 4. The itensities, I, (*) @ and 17 (*) ®)

as a function of the e ective atom -m irror distance for
1 = ZMHZ, 2 = 0, 1 = lOMHZ, 2 = 5MHZ,
1= 15dMHzand ;= 54M H z. The vertical axis is given
in units of 10 2 M H z for both plots.

In addition, Figure 4 show s that the two Intensities
can be anticorrelated, having a phase di erence close to

. Thise ect isdue to their di erence In nature and can
vary for di erent values of the ; and ; param eters.
T he origin of the pattem In Figure 4 (@) is the sin® kyr
factor In Iﬁ(l) ( %), while the rdependence of the popula—
tion P3 ( %) is In this case insigni cant. In contrast, the
pattem shown in Figure 4 (o) is only due to the P3 ( %°)-
dependence of Iﬁm ( ®%). Tts spatial con guration is dic-
tated by 1, which lncludes the dom inant term sin 2k3; ¥,
and by , which includes the dom nant term cos2k 33 r.

Hence, the rstplot isa consequence ofthem odi cation
of the electrom agnetic eld observable in the neighbor-
hood ofthe atom , while the second plot is a consequence
of the m odi cation of the spontaneous em ission rate 1
and the level shift of the excited atom ic kevel. From
this we can deduce that the anticorrelation of the In—
tensities takes place only for certain valies of the Rabi
frequencies and detunings.
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FIG.5. Steady state population of the excied state,
P3 ( °°), as a function of the Rabi frequency 1 (in M Hz)
and the atom -m irror distance r or 1 = 0, , = 01MHz
and , = 10MHz. For 1 = , the spatial m odulations
disappear (see dotted line). The phase change is apparent
above and below this value.

Tt is instructive to have a closer look at the m odula—
tion ofP3 ( *°) as a function of the R abi frequencies and
laser detunings. For exam pl, for detunings 1 and
much snaller than the Rabi frequencies of the driving
laser elds relation (18) sinpli esto
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T he second factor gives the m ain m odulation of the In—
tensity with respect to the Rabi frequencies, while the
third factor gives the distance-dependent oscillations ob—
served In Figure 4 ). T he Jatterm odulation m ay change
phaseby iftheratio 1= , changes from sm aller than
one to larger than one, as can be predicted by (19) and
Figure 5. In particular, f ; = ; then the modula—
tions w ith r vanish. On the other hand, the m axin um
am plitude of the fringes appears for laser intensities for
which also Iﬁm ( °°) becomesmaxinal. For ;= 5, the
population P3 ( °°) vanishes as a dark state is generated
between the levels 1 and 2. Trapping of the population
to a single ground state also occurswhen one ofthe Rabi
frequencies becom esm uch larger than the other.



Taking Into account that experin entally a m axin um
visbility of 72% has been fund br Iﬁ(l) ( %), one can
predict the reduction of the visbilty V for increasing
Rabi frequencies from Figure 5. In Eschner et al. it
was argued that the reduction of the m aximum visbik
ity from uniy is mainly due to them alm otion of the
jon, non-optim al cooling conditions, uctuations of the
atom -m irror distance and in perfect m apping of the m ir—
ror neighborhood to the neighborhood of the atom by
the lens. In addition, it was observed that the visbility
was greater than 50% forRabifrequencies ; below sat-
uration, while i reduced to below 10% when the Rabi
frequency increased to 3-fold saturation. Indeed, from a

gure sin ilar to Figure 5, but for IMHz, we see
that at 3-fold saturation the population of level 3 and
hence the am plitude of the oscillations of the intensity
Iﬁ(l) ( %) reduce by about 30 tin es from their value at
the saturation point. This can explain the ;-dependent
reduction of the visbility observed experin entally.
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FIG. 6. Steady state population of the excied state,
P3 ( *°), as a function of the detuning 1 (in M Hz) and
the atom -m irror distance r or , = 0, 1 = 1MHz and

2 = 10M H z.

In Figures 6 we see the continuous phase change of
them axin a ofthe population P3 ( °°) when the detuning

1 Is varying. In particular, if we take the detunings
much larger than the R abi frequencies and decay rates,
we obtain

1
P3(%®) <= ? 20)

4
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that gives an indication of the maih tem s which
contrbute to the continuous phase change of the r—
dependent oscillationsw hen one of the detunings is vary—
ng. Summ arising this, by scanning di erent Rabi fre-
quencies and detunings it should be possbl to observe

the variations in the am plitude of the population of level
3 aswellas the discrete  change or continuous change
In the phase of the spatialm odulations. In this way one
could further verify our description ofexperin entalsetup
fLel.

Iv.THE M IRROR-ATOM M ODEL

D escrbing the setup in Figure 2 in a classical m an—
ner, one assum es that the atom is a point-lke source
w ith dipole characteristics. A s it is classically possble
to replace the m irror by a m irror-source at the distance
2r, i could be assum ed that the radiation properties of
the atom can be predicted by replacing the m irror in the
quantum setup by a m irroratom . Indeed, both descrip—
tions lead to the sam e dependence of the light intensity

on the source-m irrordistance as found for Iﬁ(l) ()nn (10).

The m irroratom m odel #] can even be used to predict
further aspects ofexperin ent [16]. Ifthe atom is initially
prepared In the excited state Bione hasPs3( ) = 1 and
(14) gives the probability density for a photon em ission.
The quantum theory of dipol-interacting atom s is well
known and a com parison w ith R] reveals that (14) coin—
cides exactly w ith the decay rate oftw o dipole-interacting
atom s prepared in the antisym m etric D icke state oftwo
two—Jevel atom s at a distance 2r. In addition, the level
shift of Bi given In (17) equals the kevel shift of the an—
tisym m etric state resulting from the dipole-dipole inter-
action.

N evertheless, the m irroratom m odel can no longer be
used w hen the state ofthe atom by the tin e ofthe em is—
sion has no sin pl classical analog. It is not possbl to
take Into account the driving of the two atom ic transi-
tions by a laser eld. D pole-interacting atom s have a
richer structure of Intemal states and hence they cannot
give com pletely equivalent results w ith the atom -m irror
system .

V.CONCLUSION S

T his paper presents a full quantum m echanical study
ofthe uorescence ofan atom in front ofa m irror, based
on the assum ption that the m irror im poses boundary
conditions on the electric eld observable. In this way,
the presence of the m irror a ects the interaction of the
atom with the free radiation eld. This leads to a sinu—
soidal dependence of the intensities of the em itted light
on the atom -m irror distance r. In addition, the overall
decay rate of the atom becom es a function of r and an
r-dependent level shift is induced if r is of com parable
size to the wavelength ofthe em itted photons { an e ect
w hich can be Interpreted in tem s of subradiance due to
dipole-dipole nteraction between the atom and itsm irror
In age.



In the actual experin ent by E schner et al. [16], the
25an distance between the atom and the m irror was
much larger than the wavelength of the em ited photons
and a lens was placed near the atom to enhance the ef-
fect of the m irror. M otivated by this, a recent paper by
D omer and Zoller [18] took Into acocount tin e-of- ight
e ectsusing a one-din ensionaldescription ofthe free ra—
diation eld. Atom -m irrordistancesm uch largerthan an
opticalw avelength were considered and delay di erential
equationswere derived. Sin ilare ects resulting from the
presence of the m irror have been predicted, ie. a sinu-
soidaldependence of the spontaneous decay rate and the
Jevel shift of the upper atom ic level on the atom -m irror
distance. In contrast to the results presented here those
m odi cations are persisting for large distances due to the
one-din ensional character of theirm odelm aking i di —
cul to derive quantitative predictions com parable to the
experim ental ndings.

In this paper it was assum ed that the lens pro gcts the
m irror surface close to the atom so that the atom -m irror
distance e ectively becom esofsim ilar size asthe relevant
wavelength . For the sin pli ed setup, ncluding only the
atom and them irror, a full three-dim ensionaldescription
was given. G ood qualitative and quantitative agreem ent
was found w ith respect to di erent aspects of the exper-
Inent. Delay-tin e e ects were neglected assum ing that
the relevant tin e scale Por the progction of the m irror
to the other side of the lens is In the experin ent w ith
about 1:7ns [16] su ciently an aller than the tin e scale
on which the detector perform s m easurem ents on the
free radiation eld. This tin e scale has been denoted

t in Section IT and is restricted from above only by the
Inverse decay rate of the relevant atom ic transition [9]
which equals1= ; = 416ns.
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