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N onperturbative C oherent Population Trapping: A n A nalytic M odel
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Coherentpopulation trappingisshown tooccurin adriven

sym m etric double-well potential in the strong-�eld regim e.

The system param eters have been chosen to reproduce the

0
�
$ 3

+
transition ofthe inversion m ode ofthe am m onia

m olecule. For a m olecule initially prepared in its lower dou-

blet we �nd that,under certain circum stances,the 3
+
level

rem ainsunpopulated,and thisoccursin spiteofthefactthat

the laser �eld is resonant with the 0
�
$ 3

+
transition and

intense enough so as to strongly m ix the 0
+
and 0

�
ground

states. This counterintuitive result constitutes a coherent

population trapping phenom enon of nonperturbative origin

which cannot be accounted for with the usualm odels. W e

propose an analytic nonperturbative m odelwhich accounts

correctly forthe observed phenom enon.
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Q uantum dynam ics in sym m etric double-wellpoten-

tialsisim portantto understand num erousphysicaland

chem icalprocesses. A typicalexam ple is the tunneling

dynam icsofthehydrogen atom sin theinversion m odeof

theam m onia m olecule,which isresponsibleforthesplit-

ting ofthevibrationallevels[1].O therexam plesinclude

electron tunneling in quantum sem iconductorstructures

[2]orinterm olecularproton transferprocesses[3].

In recent years there has been increasing interest in

quantum coherencephenom ena displayed by atom icand

m olecularsystem sirradiated with strong laser�elds[4].

Coherentexternal�eldsinduce quantum interferenceef-

fects such as coherent population trapping [5],electro-

m agnetically induced transparency [6]orlasing without

inversion [7]. In particular,in connection with the tim e

evolution ofa quantum system in a sym m etric double-

wellpotentialithasbeen shown thatundercertain cir-

cum stancesanintenselaser�eld can inducecoherenttun-

neling suppression [8]. In thisLetterwe show thatsuch

a system can also exhibitcoherentpopulation trapping.

This population trapping phenom enon is nonperturba-

tivein natureand cannotbeaccounted forwith theusual

m odels. W e propose an analytically solvable nonpertur-

bative m odelwhich accounts correctly for the essential

featuresofthe observed phenom enon.

Speci�cally,we consider a sym m etric quartic double-

wellpotentialstronglydriven byalinearlypolarized laser

�eld.Afterappropriatescalingthecorrespondingdim en-

sionlessHam iltonian reads

H =
P 2

2
�
X 2

4
+

X 4

64�
� �X cos(�); (1)

where the coupling constant � is proportional to the

laser�eld am plitude E 0 and � = !Ltwith !L being the

laser frequency. The dim ensionless param eter �,which

gives approxim ately the num ber ofdoublets below the

barrier top, has been chosen to be 1:735: This value

reproduces,to a good approxim ation,the e�ective po-

tentialinvolved in the inversion m ode ofthe am m onia

m olecule. The laser frequency has been tuned to the

0� $ 3+ vibrationaltransition and itsintensity satis�es

�h0+ jX j0� i= E 0�12 = 0:35�!L where�12 isthedipole

m atrix elem entbetween theground statesj0+ iand j0� i,

and allquantitiesareassum ed to be dim ensionless.

Transitions0+ $ 0� and 0� $ 3+ aredipole allowed

whereasthe0+ $ 3+ transition isforbidden.Therefore,

in the weak-�eld regim e (E 0�12=!L; � 0=!L � 1 with

� 0 being the energy splitting ofthe lowerdoublet)and

for a laser �eld tuned to the 0� $ 3+ transition,one

expectstheupperleveltobepopulated ornotdepending

on whetherthe m oleculeisinitially prepared in thej0� i

orj0+ istate,respectively.Thelaserintensity considered

above,however,corresponds to the strong-�eld regim e

(E 0�12 � !L).Underthese circum stancesthe two lower

levelsbecom estrongly m ixed and thej0� istatebecom es

highly populated.O nethen would expecttheupperlevel

to bepopulated irrespectiveofthefactthatthem olecule

be initially prepared in the j0� iorj0+ istate.

Fig. 1a showsthe evolution ofthe populationsforan

am m onia m olecule initially prepared in itsground state

j0+ i. These results have been obtained num erically by

directintegration ofthe Schr�odingerequation.W e have

included the20lowest-lyinglevels,which guaranteescon-

vergence.Asisapparentfrom the�gure,theupperlevel

j3+ irem ainsalwaysunpopulated [curve(3)],and thisoc-

cursdespite the factthatthe j0� istate becom eshighly

populated [curve(2)]and thelaser�eld directly connects

this latter state with the upper level. This �gure also

showsthatthe totalpopulation in the lowerdoubletre-

m ainsalwayscloseto unity [curve(1)].Thus,underthe

action ofthedriving �eld theinitialpopulation oscillates

rapidly between j0+ iand j0� iwhile itrem ainstrapped

in the lower doublet. This counterintuitive result rep-

resents a coherent population trapping phenom enon of

nonperturbative nature which cannot be accounted for

with the usualm odels.

The case ofan am m onia m olecule prepared initially

in j0� i is considered in Fig. 1b. This �gure shows the

tim e evolution ofboth the population ofthe upperlevel

j3+ i [curve (3)]and the totalpopulation of the lower

doublet[curve (1)]. Asbefore the initialpopulation os-
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cillates very rapidly between j0� i and j0+ i (not shown

forclarity).Now,however,aperiodicpopulation transfer

between thelowerdoubletand theupperleveltakesplace

on a di�erenttim escale.In fact,apartfrom therapid os-

cillationsoftheupperlevelpopulation (which originates

from population transfersto levelsadjacentto j3+ i,asa

detailed num ericalanalysis reveals)the behavior ofthe

system in thisnonperturbative regim e resem blesthatof

the corresponding weak-�eld regim e.
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FIG .1. Populationsvs.� = !Ltforan am m onia m olecule

initially prepared in:(a)thej0
+
istate;and (b)thej0

�
istate.

Curves (1) give the total population of the lower doublet;

curve (2) gives the population ofthe j0
�
i state;and curves

(3)give the population ofthe upperlevelj3
+
i.

The above results pose two intriguing questions: i)

W hy does the population becom e trapped when the

m olecule is initially prepared in its ground state? and

ii) W hy does the system behave essentially in a sim ilar

way both in thenonperturbativestrong-�eld regim eand

in the weak-�eld regim e? In what follows,we propose

an analyticnonperturbativethree-levelm odelwhich can

givean answerto thesequestions.

Them ostdirectly involved states,j0+ i,j0� iand j3+ i,

willbedenoted j1i,j2iand j3i,respectively.Theenergy

splitting ofthe lowerdoubletis� 0,and !3 denotesthe

energy ofthe upperlevel.The system Ham iltonian is

H =
� 0

2
(�22 � �11)+ !3�33 � 
12 cos(�)(�12 + �21)

� 
23 cos(�)(�23 + �32); (2)

where~ � 1;�ij � jiihjj;and 
ij � E0�ij with �ij being

the dipole m atrix elem entsbetween jiiand jji.

Them ostrapidly oscillating term scan beabsorbed by

perform ing the unitary transform ation

U (�)= exp

�

� i

12

!L
(�12 + �21)sin(�)+ i�33�

�

; (3)

which leadsto the transform ed Ham iltonian

H
0
= (� 0=2)fcos[2�(�)](�22 � �11)

+ isin[2�(�)](�21 � �12)g+ (!3 � !L)�33

� 
23 cos(�)
�

e
�i�

(cos[�(�)]�23

� isin[�(�)]�13)+ h:c:g; (4)

with �(�)= (
12=!L)sin(�).Next,we expand the tim e

dependent coe�cients ofH 0 in Fourier series,which al-

lows us to separate the Ham iltonian into a dom inant

constant contribution H 0

0 and a tim e-dependent part

�H 0(�).Then,substitution ofH 0 into theevolution op-

erator ofthe system shows that when the driving �eld

is quasiresonantwith the j2i$ j3itransition and both

theenergy di�erence� 0 and theRabifrequency 
23 are

sm allin com parison with the laser frequency, �H 0(�)

becom es a sm all,rapidly oscillating perturbation which

can besafely neglected.M oregenerally,itcan beshown

that in the strong-�eld regim e (
 12=!L & 1) and for

a quasiresonant laser �eld, �H 0(�) becom es negligible

whenever � 0=!L; 
23=!L �
p


12=!L. (In our case,

� 0=!L = 3:28 � 10�4 ;
23=!L = 0:23,and 
12=!L =

1:10.) Underthese circum stances,the dynam icalevolu-

tion ofthe system isgoverned by the Ham iltonian

H
0�

� R
0

2
(�22 � �11)+ (!3 � !L)�33 �


R
23

2
(�23 + �32);

(5)

where the renorm alized energy di�erence � R
0 and

Rabi frequency 
R
23 are �eld-dependent quantities

de�ned as � R
0 = � 0J0 (2
12=!L) and 
R

23 =

2!L(
23=
12)J1 (
12=!L),with Jn being the nth-order

Besselfunction. The Schr�odinger equation associated

with the above Ham iltonian can be readily solved an-

alytically,and after transform ing back one obtains the

following nonperturbativegeneralsolution

j	(�)i= C 1(�)j1i+ C2(�)j2i+ C3(�)j3i (6)

where

C1(�)= C
0

1(�)cos�(�)+ iC
0

2(�)sin�(�) (7a)

C2(�)= C
0

2(�)cos�(�)+ iC
0

1(�)sin�(�) (7b)
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C3(�)= C
0

3(�)e
�i�

(7c)

and the C 0

i(�),which are the probability am plitudesas-

sociated with the Ham iltonian (5),aregiven by

C
0

1(�)= C
0

1(0)e
i
�
R

0

2!
L

�
(8a)

C
0

2(�)=

�

C
0

2(0)cos

�

R

2!L
�

�

+
i


R

�

C
0

2(0)�
R

+ C
0

3(0)

R

23

�

sin

�

R

2!L
�

��

e
�

i

2!
L
(�R + � R

0 )� (8b)

C
0

3(�)=

�

C
0

3(0)cos

�

R

2!L
�

�

�
i


R

�

C
0

3(0)�
R

� C
0

2(0)

R

23

�

sin

�

R

2!L
�

��

e
i

2!
L
[�R �2(! 3�! L )]�

(8c)

where �R = !3 � �R0 =2 � !L is the renorm alized de-

tuning and 
R =

q
�


R
23

�2
+ (�R )

2
is the renorm alized

generalized-Rabi-frequency. The physicalcontentofthe

abovesolution becom esm oretransparentby considering

theextended Hilbertspaceof�-periodicstatevectors[9].

In fact,the basisfji0(�)ig with ji0(�)i� U+ (�)jiiturns

outto be the naturalbasisto expressj	(�)i

j	(�)i= C
0

1(�)j1
0
(�)i+ C

0

2(�)j2
0
(�)i+ C

0

3(�)j3
0
(�)i (9)

As this expression reects, the dynam icalevolution of

the probability am plitudes corresponding to the renor-

m alized fji0(�)ig states is governed by the Ham iltonian

H 0 ofEq. (5). Such Ham iltonian hasthe sam e form as

the originalHam iltonian (2) in the lim it 
12 ! 0 (in

therotating waveapproxim ation and in thefram erotat-

ing with the laser frequency). Therefore,the theory is

renorm alizablein thesensethatwhen analyzed in term s

ofthe fji0(�)ig states,the nonperturbativee�ectsofthe

radiation �eld on the dynam icalevolution ofthe system

can be absorbed into the renorm alized splitting � R
0 and

Rabifrequency
R
23,in such awaythatthesystem evolves

obeying the sam e Ham iltonian asthatofthe weak-�eld

regim e in the rotating wave approxim ation. In fact,the

generalsolution (9) is valid both in the (perturbative)

weak-�eld regim e(
 12=!L;� 0=!L � 1)and in the(non-

perturbative)strong-�eld regim e(
 12=!L & 1).

As Eq. (8a) shows, under the action of the coher-

entexternal�eld,the j10(�)istate decouplesand allthe

population thatisinitially in state j1ibecom estrapped

in j10(�)i. Fora system prepared initially in itsground

state thisim plies,in particular,thatthe upperlevelj3i

rem ainsalwaysunpopulated.Thisoccursin spiteofthe

factthattheinitialpopulation oscillatesvery rapidly be-

tween the j1i and j2i levels, and the latter is directly

coupled to j3ivia a laser�eld tuned to the2$ 3 transi-

tion.Thisisacoherentpopulation trappingphenom enon

ofnonperturbativeorigin.
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FIG .2. Theoreticalpredictionsforthesam esituationscon-

sidered in Fig. 1. For com parison purposes,along with the

analyticalresults(solid lines)thecorresponding exactnum er-

icalresultshave been plotted again (dotted lines).

O n the otherhand,when the m olecule isprepared in

� = 0 in the statej2i,the population di�erencebetween

the upper leveland the lowerdoubletoscillatesin tim e

as

W (�)= � cos

�

R

!L
�

�

� 2

�
�R


R

� 2

sin
2

�

R

2!L
�

�

(10)

Fig. 2 showsthe theoreticalpredictionsofourm odel

for the sam e situations considered in Fig. 1. Fig. 2a

corresponds to an am m onia m olecule prepared initially

in its ground state. In this case,the populations �ii(�)

ofthe m olecularstatesfjiig arepredicted to be

�22(�)= sin
2

�

12

!L
sin�

�

; �33(�)= 0 (11)

and �11(�) = 1 � �22(�). Thus,the population ofthe

lowerdoublet,which underthesecircum stancescoincides

with that ofthe renorm alized state j10(�)i,rem ains al-

waysequalto one[curve(1)]and theupperlevelrem ains

unpopulated [curve(3)],in good agreem entwith thenu-

m ericalresults(dotted lines).Fig.2a also com paresthe

analyticalresultforthepopulation oflevelj2i[curve(2)]

with the corresponding exactnum ericalresult.
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O n theotherhand,Fig.2b showstheevolution ofthe

populationsforam oleculeprepared at� = 0 in statej2i.

In thiscasethepopulation ofthelowerdoubletcoincides

with thatoftherenorm alized statej20(�)iand,according

to ourm odel,oscillatesin tim e as[curve(1)]

�11(�)+ �22(�)= cos
2

�

R

2!L
�

�

+

�
�R


R

� 2

sin
2

�

R

2!L
�

�

;

(12)

while the population of the upper level behaves as

�33(�) = 1� �11(�)� �22(�) [curve (3)]. These results

arein good qualitativeagreem entwith thecorresponding

num ericalresults. The m ain discrepancy between Figs.

2b and 1b com es from the rapid oscillatory behaviorof

theupperlevelpopulation.Asalready m entioned,itcan

be shown that this discrepancy,which decreases as the

laserintensity does,originatesfrom population transfers

to levelsadjacentto the3+ level,which now havea m ore

signi�cantcontribution.In fact,ifthenum ericalproblem

isrestrictedtothethreelevelsm ostdirectlyinvolvedthen

num ericaland analyticalresults becom e indistinguish-

able on the scale ofthe �gures. O ur three-levelm odel

already capturestheessentialfeaturesofthesystem and

enables us to understand the dom inant behavior ofthe

populationsin term sofa nonperturbativecoherentpop-

ulation trapping phenom enon. The upper levelrem ains

unpopulated when the m olecule is initially prepared in

itsground state because such con�guration corresponds

to an initialpreparation in the trapping state j10(�)i.

Next,we willanalyze the inuence ofdissipation on

thecoherentpopulation trappingphenom enon previously

found.Spontaneousem ission e�ectscan beconveniently

incorporated by assum ing that the upper leveldecays

radiatively into state j2i with an e�ective spontaneous

em ission rate�.The dynam icsofthe system isnow de-

scribed in term softhedensity operator�(t)which obeys

the usualm aster equation (in which we have retained

nonsecularterm s). By perform ing the unitary transfor-

m ation (3) one obtains a transform ed m aster equation

for the density operator �0(t) = U (t)�(t)U+ (t),which,

within the range ofvalidity ofour m odel,leads to the

following equationsofm otion governing the tim e evolu-

tion ofpopulationsand coherences:

_�
0

11 =
�

2
(1� �0)�

0

33 (13a)

_�
0

22 = i

R

23 (�
0

32 � �
0

23)+
�

2
(1+ �0)�

0

33 (13b)

_�
0

12 = i�
R

0 �
0

12 � i

R

23�
0

13 (13c)

_�
0

13 = i
�

�
R
+ �

R

0

�

�
0

13 � i

R

23�
0

12 �
�

2

�

�
0

13 �
1

2
�2�

0

31

�

(13d)

_�
0

23 = i�
R
�
0

23 � i

R

23 (�
0

22 � �
0

33)�
�

2

�

�
0

23 �
1

2
�2�

0

32

�

(13e)

with �n � Jn (2
12=!L)(n = 0;2);�0ij = hij�0(t)jji=

hi0(t)j�(t)jj0(t)i;and �0ji = �0�ij.

AsEq.(13a)reects,whenevertheRabifrequency
 12

coupling thetwo lower-lying statesisnonzero,theupper

statej3irem ainsunpopulated in thesteady stateregard-

lessofthe initialpreparation. Asa consequence,in the

steady state the m olecularpopulation becom estrapped

in the lowerdoubletand the uorescence from levelj3i

vanishes.Thisbehavior,which isin sharp contrastwith

the well-known behavior ofthe system in the 
12 = 0

lim it,is typicalofsystem s exhibiting coherent popula-

tion trapping and hasitsorigin in quantum interferences

involving the two lower-lying levels[5].

Itisnothard to seefrom theaboveequationsthat,for

arbitrary external�elds(such that
 R
23 6= 0),thesteady-

statepopulation ofj20(t)ialso vanishesso thatallofthe

population becom estrapped in thesteady statein j10(t)i

irrespectiveofthe initialpreparation.

In conclusion,we have shown that coherent popula-

tion trapping can occur in the nonperturbative regim e

and have proposed an analytically solvable nonpertur-

bativethree-levelm odelwhich enablesusto understand

the observed phenom enon. Although we have presented

results for only one �eld intensity,essentially the sam e

behavior,in good agreem ent with our analytic m odel,

occursin the param eterrange0:1� . 
12=!L . 0:5�.A

detailed accountofthe m odelwillbe given elsewhere.
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