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Spontaneous em ission ofan atom in front ofa m irror

Alm utBeige�,JiannisPachos,and HerbertW alther

M ax-Planck-Institutf�ur Q uantenoptik,D-85748 G arching,G erm any

(M arch 31,2022)

M otivated by a recent experim ent [J.Eschner etal.,Nature 413,495 (2001)],we now present a

theoreticalstudy on the uorescence ofan atom in frontofa m irror. O n the assum ption thatthe

presence ofthe 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 ofthe em itted lightasa function ofan e�ective

atom -m irrordistance.The resultsobtained are in good agreem entwith the experim ental�ndings.

PACS:42.50.Lc,03.65.Yz,42.50.Ct

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

O ne ofthe fundam entalsubjectsin quantum opticsis

describingtheuorescencefrom singleatom sources.Dif-

ferent scenarios have been considered,the sim plest one

referring to an atom in free space [1]. The uorescence

ofan atom can be altered for exam ple by the presence

ofotheratom sinducing dipole-dipoleinteractions[2],by

thepresenceofam irror[3{6]orby thesinglem odeofthe

electrom agnetic�eld inside a cavity [7,8].To investigate

experim entallythesephenom enaion trappingtechnology

hasbeen em ployed and good agreem entwith theoretical

predictionshasbeen found.

Theoreticalm odelshavebeen developed starting from

the Ham iltonian that describes the atom , the free ra-

diation �eld and their interaction. To predict the tim e

evolution ofan ensem bleofatom s,m asterequationscan

be derived by tracing over all possible photon states.

Alternatively,it can be assum ed that the environm ent

perform scontinuousm easurem entson thefreeradiation

�eld.Thisleadsto a quantum trajectory description [9]

which isespecially appropriateforanalysingexperim ents

with single atom s. Exam ples are experim ents m easur-

ing the statistics ofm acroscopic light and dark periods

[10,11]and the spectrum ofthe lightfrom a three-level

atom with a m etastable state [12,13]. A quantum jum p

approach wasalso applied to calculate the spatialinter-

ferencepattern ofthephotonsspontaneously em itted by

two atom s [14]which was observed experim entally by

Eichm ann etal.[15].

Recently,an experim entwasconducted by Eschneret

al.[16,17]to m easure the uorescence ofa single three-

levelbarium ion keptata �xed distance from a m irror.

Q ualitative explanations were given for m ost ofthe ef-

fectsobserved.A recenttheoreticalstudy by Dornerand

Zoller [18]provides a detailed description ofthe exper-

im entalsetup considering a two-levelatom and a one-

dim ensionalm odelofthefreeradiation �eld.Specialat-

tention ispaid to aregim eoflargeatom -m irrordistances

whereintrinsic m em ory e�ectscannotbe neglected any-

m ore.In contrastto thiswe presenthere an alternative

study with a fullthree-dim ensionaltreatm entofthefree

radiation �eld where delay tim e e�ects are considered

negligible. Nevertheless,sam e qualitative e�ects result-

ing from the presence ofthe m irror as in [18]are pre-

dicted and good quantitativeagreem entwith theexperi-

m ental�ndings[16,17]isachieved.An earlierexperim ent

by Drexhage[19]in 1974 observed theuorescencefrom

m oleculesdeposited on m irrors.
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FIG .1. Atom ic levelschem e. Two lasers with Rabifre-

quency 
 1 and 
 2 and detunings � 1 and � 2 drive the two

transitionsin the � system . The free-space spontaneousde-

cay ratesofthe upperlevelare �1 and �2.

In experim ent[16],theatom isdriven by two detuned

laser�eldsand em itsphotonsalong two transitionsthat

com prisea � system (seeFigure1).In thefollowing,the

Rabifrequency and thedetuningofthelaser�eld driving

the 3-j transition (j = 1;2)are denoted by 
j and � j,
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respectively,while �1 and �2 are the free-space sponta-

neousdecay ratesofthe upperlevel.Detectorsm easure

theintensitiesofthespontaneouslyem itted photonsfrom

the two transitions(see Figure 2). O ne detectorisonly

sensitive to photons with frequency !31 and the m ea-

sured intensity showsa strong sinusoidaldependence on

the atom -m irror distance r with m axim um visibility of

72% . The other detector,m easuring the photons with

frequency !32,which arenota�ected by them irror,sees

an intensity that depends only weakly on r and has a

visibility ofabout1% .The m axim a ofthe two lightin-

tensitiesareshifted with respectto each other.
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FIG .2. Experim entalsetup ofan atom placed at a �xed

distance r from a m irrorand em itting photonswith frequen-

cies!31 and !32.Them irrorisonly sensitivetophotonswith

frequency !31 and two detectorsm easure lightintensities.

Here it is assum ed that the lens placed between the

atom and the m irror in experim ent [16] projects the

boundary conditions im posed by the m irroron the free

radiation �eld onto a plane close to the atom . As the

atom was located near the focus point ofthe lens,the

experim ent can be described by the setup in Figure 2

with an e�ectiveatom -m irrordistanceoftheorderofthe

wavelength �31. The aim ofthispaperisto explain the

experim entwith a quantum m echanicalapproach.Q ual-

itativeand quantitativeagreem entwith theexperim ental

resultsisobtained.

The paperisorganised asfollows. Section IIpresents

aquantum jum p description ofan atom in frontofam ir-

ror.Thespatial-dependentdecay ratesand levelshiftsof

theatom arecalculated and m asterequationsarederived

to �nd the steady state ofthe laser-driven atom . These

are the ingredientsnecessary to calculate the intensities

ofthe em itted photons. In Section IIIwe apply ourre-

sultsto the experim entby Eschneretal.,while Section

IV showsthatm any aspectsofthe experim entcan also

be predicted by m eansofa m irror-atom m odelresulting

from a com parison ofthe setup with a classicalanalog.

Forexam ple,thee�ectofthem irror,m odifyingtheover-

alldecay rate ofthe upperatom ic leveland introducing

an r-dependent levelshift,can be understood as subra-

diance between the atom and itsm irrorim age. Finally,

an overview ofthepaperispresented in theconclusions.

II.Q U A N T U M M EC H A N IC A L D ESC R IP T IO N

In this section the atom in front ofthe m irror is de-

scribed by the quantum jum p approach [9]. The latter

consistsoftwo m ain parts;on the onehand,itgivesthe

tim e evolution ofthe atom when no photons are em it-

ted,and on the other,itgivesthe spatialdistribution of

the em itted photons depending on the particular state

ofthe atom atthe tim e ofthe em ission.Letussee how

thiscan beobtained from theSchr�odingerequation.The

corresponding Ham iltonian isofthe form

H = H atom + H �eld + H laser+ H int : (1)

The�rstthreeterm saretheinteraction-freeHam iltonian

oftheatom ,thefreeradiation �eld and theclassicallaser

�eld,while thelastterm

H int = eD � E(r) (2)

describesthe interaction ofthe atom with the quantised

electric �eld in the dipole approxim ation.Here D isthe

atom dipole operator D = D 31j3ih1j+ D 32j3ih2j+ h.c.

and E(r) is the observable ofthe free radiation �eld at

the position r ofthe atom m odi�ed by the presence of

the m irror. Choosing the coordinate system such that

the m irrorsurface correspondsto the x = 0 plane,leads

to the classicalconstraintthat,atx = 0,thecom ponent

ofthe electric �eld parallelto the m irrorsurface hasto

vanish,i.e.

E k(x :x = 0)= 0 ; (3)

forallfrequenciesthatseethem irror.Thisclassicalcon-

straintgivesatthe quantum levela m odi�cation on the

electric�eld observablerestricting theexpectation value

ofits parallelcom ponent to zero on the surface ofthe

m irror [20]. Consider the case where due to the m ir-

ror the radiation from the 3-1 transition gets reected

and hencesatis�estheconstraint(3),whilethem irroris

transparentforphotonsfrom the3-2 transition.To take

this into account a cut-o� frequency !m is introduced

thatliesbetween the typicalfrequencies!31 and !32 of

the � system . The m irrorisassum ed to be transparent

forallfrequenciesbelow !m ,and perfectly reective for

frequencies above it. As it is seen later the results de-

rived in this section are independent ofthe exactvalue

ofthe chosen cut-o� frequency.Atan arbitrary position

x = (x;y;z) in the right halfspace ofthe m irror (see

Figure 2) and with k = kk k̂k + kx x̂ the electric �eld

observablecan then be written as[4]

E(x)= i
X

k�:!k < !m

�
~!k

2"0V

� 1=2

�k� ak� e
ik� x

+ i
X

k:!k � !m

�
~!k

"0V

� 1=2 h

i
�

x̂ � k̂k

�

sinkxxak1

2



+
1

k

�

kkx̂coskxx � ikxk̂k sinkxx
�

ak2

i

e
ikk� x

+ h.c. (4)

where ak1 and ak2 are the annihilation operators for

photons with polarisation �k1 = x̂ � k̂k and �k2 =

(kkx̂ � kxk̂k)=k,respectively,and wavevectork.

From (2)and (4)thee�ectofthem irroron theatom ic

uorescence can be calculated. Assum e that the initial

state of the atom is known and equals j i while the

free radiation �eld is in the vacuum state j0phi. This

is an allowed physicalstate that develops according to

the Ham iltonian (1) for a certain tim e �t. Iflevel3 is

populated,thistim e evolution leadsto population ofall

possible one-photon states[9]. Considernow a detector

placed in a certain direction k̂ away from the atom that

m easuressinglephotonsresulting from the3-jtransition

[14]. To determ ine the state ofthe system in case ofa

clickatthisdetectoronehastoapplyeithertheprojector

IP
(1)

k̂
=

X

k�:!k � !m

j1
kk̂�

ih1
kk̂�

j; (5)

ifj= 1,orthe projector

IP
(2)

k̂
=

X

k�:!k < !m

j1
kk̂�

ih1
kk̂�

j; (6)

ifj = 2. W hen a click is registered at a detector,the

photon is absorbed and the free radiation �eld changes

to itsground statej0phi.

Theprobabilitydensityforaclickcanbeobtainedfrom

the norm ofthe unnorm alised state ofthe system after

an em ission and equals

I
(j)

k̂
( )= lim

�t! 0

1

�t


IP

(j)

k̂
U (�t;0)j0 phij i



2
: (7)

Ifthecouplingconstantsoftheatom tothefreeradiation

�eld areintroduced as

g
(1)

k�
� � e(!k="0~V )

1=2
D 31 � �k�

g
(2)

k�
� ie(!k=2"0~V )

1=2
D 32 � �k� (8)

and the dipole m om ent D 31 is taken for convenience

[21] to be parallel to the m irror surface, the interac-

tion Ham iltonian can, with respect to the interaction-

free Ham iltonian and within the rotating wave approxi-

m ation,be written as

H
(I)

int = ~

X

k�:!k < !m

g
(2)

k�
ak� e

ik� r
e
i(!32� !k )tj3ih2j

+ ~
X

k�:!k � !m

g
(1)

k�
ak� e

ikk� re
i(!31� !k )tj3ih1jsinkxr

+ h.c. (9)

Using�rst-orderperturbation theoryand theapproxim a-

tionsusually applied in quantum optics,(7)leadsto

I
(1)

k̂
( )=

3�1

4�

�

1� ĵD 31 �k̂j
2
�

P3( )sin
2
k31xr

(10)

forthe photonsthatarea�ected by the m irrorand

I
(2)

k̂
( )=

3�2

8�

�

1� ĵD 32 �k̂j
2
�

P3( ) (11)

otherwise. Here �j is the spontaneous em ission rate of

the atom in free space through the 3-j channel,while

P3( )= jh3j ij2 denotestheinitialpopulation in theex-

cited state.Thisshowsthattheem ission intensity ofthe

3-1 transition strongly depends on the atom -m irrordis-

tancethrough itsproportionality to thefactorsin
2
k31xr,

while I
(2)

k̂
( )isnota function ofr.

Ithashitherto been assum ed thattheatom icstatej i

is alwaysthe sam e by the tim e ofan em ission. This is

not the case for the experim entalsetup in Figure 2,in

which the atom is continuously driven by a laser �eld.

To apply ourresultsto thissituation,theatom hasto be

described by the steady-state m atrix �ss and P3( ) has

to be replaced by P3(�
ss) = h3j�ssj3i. To calculate the

stationary state m aster equations are em ployed. They

arein generalofthe form

_� = �
i

~

�

H cond �� �H
y

cond

�

+ R (�): (12)

Here H cond is the non-Herm itian Ham iltonian that de-

scribesthe tim e evolution ofthe atom underthe condi-

tion ofno photon em ission,while R (�) givesits unnor-

m alised stateafteran em ission.Fortheatom in frontof

a m irror,R (�)isgiven by

R (�)=
X

j= 1;2

��jjjih3j�j3ihjj; (13)

where ��1 and ��2 are the m odi�ed overalldecay rates.

They are obtained by integrating I
(j)

k̂
( ) overalldirec-

tions,which givesby de�nition ��jP3( ). Thisleadsfor

the dipole m om ent D 31 oriented parallelto the m irror,

asin [4],to

��1 = �1

�

1�
3

2

�
sin2k31r

2k31r
+
cos2k31r

(2k31r)
2
�
sin2k31r

(2k31r)
3

��

(14)

and ��2 = �2. Asexpected,the decay rate ��1 isaltered

by the m irrorand (14)isin perfectagreem entwith the

generalcasepresented in [6].

To derive the conditionalHam iltonian H cond we pro-

ceed asaboveand assum ethatthe e�ectofthe environ-

m entand thedetectorsisthesam easthee�ectofcontin-

uousm easurem entson the free radiation �eld [9,14]. In

caseno photon isfound afterthe tim e �t,the projector

3



onto the�eld vacuum j0phih0phjhasto beapplied to the

stateofthe system .Thusweobtain

j0phih0phjU (�t;0)j0 phij i� j0phiUcond(�t;0)j i:

(15)

Usingsecond-orderperturbation theoryand thesam eap-

proxim ationsas above,the no-photon tim e evolution is

sum m arised within the Ham iltonian H cond,which is,in

the Schr�odingerpicture,given by

H cond(t)=
X

j= 1;2

1

2
~
je

i(!3� !j� � j)t=~ jjih3j+ h:c:

+ ~�j3ih3j� i

2
~(��1 + ��2)j3ih3j; (16)

where

� =
3�1

4

�
cos2k31r

2k31r
�
sin2k31r

(2k31r)
2
�
cos2k31r

(2k31r)
3

�

(17)

is,in agreem ent with [6],the levelshift ofthe excited

atom ic state j3i resulting from the m odi�cation ofthe

freeradiation �eld due to the presenceofthe m irror.

From (12),(13)and (16)and thecondition _�ss = 0 the

expression forthe steady-statepopulation oftheexcited

state,P3(�
ss),isobtained:

P3(�
ss
)= 4(�� 1 � �� 2)

2
(��1 + ��2)


2
1


2
2

�

n�

(

2
1 + 


2
2)
2
+ 8(�� 1 � �� 2)

2��1��2
�

(��1

2
2 +

��2

2
1)+ 4(�� 1 � �� 2)

2��1��2(��1

2
1 +

��2

2
2)

+ 4(�� 1 � �� 2)
2
�
��
3
1


2
2 + 2(��1 + ��2)


2
1


2
2 +

��
3
2


2
1

�

� 8(�� 1 � �� 2)(�� 1
��1


4
2 �

�� 2
��2


4
1)

+ 16(�� 1 � �� 2)
2
�
��
2
1
��1


2
2 +

��
2
2
��2


2
1

�o� 1

; (18)

where the notation �� j � � j � � has been introduced.

This resultshowsthatthe stationary state ofthe atom

isindeed a�ected by the presence ofthe m irrorbecause

ofitsdependenceon thedecay rate ��1 and thelevelshift

�. Hence,both intensities I
(1)

k̂
(�ss) and I

(2)

k̂
(�ss) show

spatialm odulationsoriginating from the boundary con-

dition applied on the electric�eld observableE.

III.C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX P ER IM EN TA L

R ESU LT S

In theexperim entby Eschneretal.[16],alenswasem -

ployed to enhance the e�ectofthe m irrorin the neigh-

borhood ofthe atom which was placed near the focus

point F . The lens creates an im age ofthe m irror near

theatom ,e�ectively changing theatom -m irrordistance.

W ith the sam e notation asin Figure 3 and classicalop-

tics considerations,it is seen thatthe distance between

the m irror im age and F is x = f2=R. Considering the

distances used in the experim ent,where f = 12:5m m

and R = 25cm ,weobtain x = 625�m .Sincetheatom is

located closeto F itisalso located very nearthe m irror

im age. Alternatively,one m ight consider the geom etri-

cally equivalent m odelwhere the atom is projected by

the lensinto the neighborhood ofthe m irrorwith an ef-

fectivedistancerfrom itwhich can bem adeto beofthe

orderofthe wavelength �31 = 493nm [22].

F

M irror
im age

Lens

R f x
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���

���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���
���

��

FIG .3. The m irror and its im age due to the presence of

the lens. Here R isthe distance ofthe m irrorfrom the lens,

f the distance from the lensto the focuspointF ,while x is

the distance ofF from the m irrorim age.

Boundary condition (3)also appliesto the m irrorim -

age. In particular,the con�guration ofthe 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 ofthe atom near the m irror im -

ageand on them irror-lensaxis,theelectrom agnetic�eld

observable in its surrounding is faithfully given by (4).

Note that this consideration is also e�ective even when

thesolid anglewith which theatom seesthelensisonly

4% asin experim entalsetup [16].Hence,thetheoretical

m odelconsidered in Section IIshould givethem easured

intensitiesassum ing thatthedipolem om entoftheatom
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wasoriented parallelto the m irrorsurface.

Figure4 showstheintensitiesI
(1)

k̂
(�ss)and I

(2)

k̂
(�ss)as

a function ofr wherethe relevantparam etershavebeen

taken from [16].Asexpected,thephotonswhich seethe

m irror show a very strong sinusoidalr-dependence. If

the e�ective atom -m irror distance r is of the order of

the wavelength �31, then the intensity m easured by a

detectorbehind the m irroralso showsan r-dependence.

Nevertheless,this dependence is m uch weakerand van-

ishesforlarger. The relativeorderofm agnitude ofthe

intensitiespresented in Figure 4,assum ing r � 5�31,is

in agreem entwith the experim ental�ndings(see Figure

3 in [16]).

(a)

(b)

k31r

0

1

2

3

26 28 30 32 34

3.72

3.74

3.76

26 28 30 32 34

FIG .4. The intensities, I
(1)

k̂
(�ss) (a) and I

(2)

k̂
(�ss) (b)

as a function of the e�ective atom -m irror distance for

� 1 = 2M Hz, � 2 = 0, 
 1 = 10M Hz, 
 2 = 5M Hz,

�1 = 15:1M Hz and �2 = 5:4M Hz.The verticalaxisisgiven

in unitsof10
�2

M Hz forboth plots.

In addition, Figure 4 shows that the two intensities

can be anticorrelated,having a phase di�erence close to

�.Thise�ectisdueto theirdi�erencein natureand can

vary for di�erent values ofthe 
 i and � i param eters.

The origin ofthe pattern in Figure 4(a) is the sin
2
kxr

factorin I
(1)

k̂
(�ss),whilether-dependenceofthepopula-

tion P3(�
ss)isin thiscaseinsigni�cant.In contrast,the

pattern shown in Figure 4(b)isonly due to the P3(�
ss)-

dependence ofI
(2)

k̂
(�ss). Itsspatialcon�guration is dic-

tated by ��1,which includesthedom inantterm sin2k31r,

and by �,which includesthe dom inantterm cos2k 31r.

Hence,the�rstplotisa consequenceofthem odi�cation

ofthe electrom agnetic �eld observable in the neighbor-

hood oftheatom ,whilethesecond plotisa consequence

ofthe m odi�cation ofthe spontaneousem ission rate ��1

and the levelshift � ofthe excited atom ic level. From

this we can deduce that the anticorrelation of the in-

tensities takes place only for certain values ofthe Rabi

frequenciesand detunings.

104P3

k31r
1
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FIG .5. Steady state population of the excited state,

P3(�
ss
), as a function of the Rabifrequency 
 1 (in M Hz)

and the atom -m irror distance r for � 1 = 0,� 2 = 0:1M Hz

and 
 2 = 10M Hz. For 
 1 = 
 2 the spatialm odulations

disappear(see dotted line).The � phase change isapparent

above and below thisvalue.

It is instructive to have a closer look at the m odula-

tion ofP3(�
ss)asa function ofthe Rabifrequenciesand

laserdetunings. Forexam ple,fordetunings� 1 and � 2

m uch sm aller than the Rabifrequencies ofthe driving

laser�eldsrelation (18)sim pli�esto

P3(�
ss
)� 4(� 1 � � 2)

2 
2
1


2
2

(
2
1 + 
2

2)
2

��1 + ��2
��1


2
2 +

��2

2
1

: (19)

The second factorgivesthe m ain m odulation ofthe in-

tensity with respect to the Rabifrequencies,while the

third factorgivesthedistance-dependentoscillationsob-

served in Figure4(b).Thelatterm odulation m aychange

phaseby � iftheratio 
 1=
2 changesfrom sm allerthan

one to largerthan one,ascan be predicted by (19)and

Figure 5. In particular,if
1 = 
2 then the m odula-

tions with r vanish. O n the other hand,the m axim um

am plitude ofthe fringesappearsforlaserintensitiesfor

which alsoI
(2)

k̂
(�ss)becom esm axim al.For� 1 = � 2,the

population P3(�
ss)vanishesasa dark state isgenerated

between the levels1 and 2. Trapping ofthe population

to a singleground statealsooccurswhen oneoftheRabi

frequenciesbecom esm uch largerthan the other.
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Taking into account that experim entally a m axim um

visibility of72% has been found for I
(1)

k̂
(�ss),one can

predict the reduction ofthe visibility V for increasing

Rabifrequencies from Figure 5. In Eschner et al. it

was argued that the reduction ofthe m axim um visibil-

ity from unity is m ainly due to therm alm otion ofthe

ion,non-optim alcooling conditions,uctuations ofthe

atom -m irrordistanceand im perfectm apping ofthem ir-

ror neighborhood to the neighborhood ofthe atom by

the lens. In addition,itwasobserved thatthe visibility

wasgreaterthan 50% forRabifrequencies
1 below sat-

uration,while it reduced to below 10% when the Rabi

frequency increased to 3-fold saturation.Indeed,from a

�gure sim ilar to Figure 5,but for 
 2 � 1M Hz,we see

that at 3-fold saturation the population oflevel3 and

hence the am plitude ofthe oscillations ofthe intensity

I
(1)

k̂
(�ss) reduce by about 30 tim es from their value at

thesaturation point.Thiscan explain the
1-dependent

reduction ofthe visibility observed experim entally.
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FIG .6. Steady state population of the excited state,

P3(�
ss
), as a function of the detuning � 1 (in M Hz) and

the atom -m irror distance r for � 2 = 0, 
 1 = 1M Hz and


 2 = 10M Hz.

In Figures 6 we see the continuous phase change of

them axim a ofthepopulation P3(�
ss)when thedetuning

� 1 is varying. In particular,ifwe take the detunings

m uch largerthan the Rabifrequenciesand decay rates,

weobtain

P3(�
ss
)�

1

4


2
1


2
2

��1 + ��2
�� 2
1
��1


2
2 +

�� 2
2
��2


2
1

; (20)

that gives an indication of the m ain term s which

contribute to the continuous phase change of the r-

dependentoscillationswhen oneofthedetuningsisvary-

ing. Sum m arising this,by scanning di�erent Rabifre-

quenciesand detunings itshould be possible to observe

thevariationsin theam plitudeofthepopulation oflevel

3 aswellasthe discrete � change orcontinuouschange

in the phaseofthe spatialm odulations.In thisway one

could furtherverifyourdescription ofexperim entalsetup

[16].

IV .T H E M IR R O R -A T O M M O D EL

Describing the setup in Figure 2 in a classicalm an-

ner, one assum es that the atom is a point-like source

with dipole characteristics. As it is classically possible

to replace the m irrorby a m irror-sourceatthe distance

2r,itcould be assum ed thatthe radiation propertiesof

theatom can bepredicted by replacing them irrorin the

quantum setup by a m irror-atom .Indeed,both descrip-

tionslead to the sam e dependence ofthe lightintensity

on thesource-m irrordistanceasfound forI
(1)

k̂
( )in (10).

The m irror-atom m odel[4]can even be used to predict

furtheraspectsofexperim ent[16].Iftheatom isinitially

prepared in the excited state j3ione hasP3( )= 1 and

(14)givesthe probability density fora photon em ission.

The quantum theory ofdipole-interacting atom sis well

known and a com parison with [2]revealsthat(14)coin-

cidesexactlywith thedecayrateoftwodipole-interacting

atom sprepared in the antisym m etric Dicke state oftwo

two-levelatom s ata distance 2r. In addition,the level

shiftofj3igiven in (17)equalsthe levelshiftofthe an-

tisym m etric state resulting from the dipole-dipole inter-

action.

Nevertheless,them irror-atom m odelcan no longerbe

used when thestateoftheatom by thetim eoftheem is-

sion hasno sim ple classicalanalog. Itisnotpossible to

take into account the driving ofthe two atom ic transi-

tions by a laser �eld. Dipole-interacting atom s have a

richerstructureofinternalstatesand hencethey cannot

give com pletely equivalentresultswith the atom -m irror

system .

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

Thispaperpresentsa fullquantum m echanicalstudy

oftheuorescenceofan atom in frontofa 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 ofthe m irrora�ects the interaction ofthe

atom with the free radiation �eld. Thisleadsto a sinu-

soidaldependence ofthe intensitiesofthe em itted light

on the atom -m irrordistance r. In addition,the overall

decay rate ofthe atom becom es a function ofr and an

r-dependent levelshift is induced ifr is ofcom parable

sizeto thewavelength oftheem itted photons{ an e�ect

which can be interpreted in term sofsubradiance due to

dipole-dipoleinteraction between theatom and itsm irror

im age.

6



In the actualexperim ent by Eschner et al.[16],the

25cm distance between the atom and the m irror was

m uch largerthan thewavelength oftheem itted photons

and a lenswasplaced nearthe atom to enhance the ef-

fectofthe m irror.M otivated by this,a recentpaperby

Dorner and Zoller [18]took into account tim e-of-ight

e�ectsusing a one-dim ensionaldescription ofthefreera-

diation �eld.Atom -m irrordistancesm uch largerthan an

opticalwavelength wereconsidered and delay di�erential

equationswerederived.Sim ilare�ectsresultingfrom the

presence ofthe m irrorhave been predicted,i.e. a sinu-

soidaldependenceofthespontaneousdecay rateand the

levelshiftofthe upperatom ic levelon the atom -m irror

distance.In contrastto the resultspresented here those

m odi�cationsarepersistingforlargedistancesduetothe

one-dim ensionalcharacteroftheirm odelm aking itdi�-

cultto derivequantitativepredictionscom parableto the

experim ental�ndings.

In thispaperitwasassum ed thatthelensprojectsthe

m irrorsurfacecloseto theatom so thattheatom -m irror

distancee�ectivelybecom esofsim ilarsizeastherelevant

wavelength.Forthe sim pli�ed setup,including only the

atom and them irror,afullthree-dim ensionaldescription

wasgiven.G ood qualitativeand quantitativeagreem ent

wasfound with respectto di�erentaspectsoftheexper-

im ent. Delay-tim e e�ects were neglected assum ing that

the relevant tim e scale for the projection ofthe m irror

to the other side ofthe lens is in the experim ent with

about1:7ns[16]su�ciently sm allerthan the tim e scale

on which the detector perform s m easurem ents on the

free radiation �eld. This tim e scale has been denoted

�tin Section IIand isrestricted from aboveonly by the

inverse decay rate ofthe relevant atom ic transition [9]

which equals1=�1 = 416ns.
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