arXiv:quant-ph/0308153v1 28 Aug 2003

Aprill7, 2024

Lim it to non-destructive optical detection of atom s
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A Il optical techniques used to probe the properties of B oseE instein condensates have been based
on dispersion and absorption that can be described by a two-Jlevel atom . Both phenom ena lad to
soontaneous em ission that is destructive. R ecently, both were shown to lead to the sam e lin it to
the signal to noise ratio for a given destruction. W e generalise this result to show that no single-
pass optical technigque using classical light, based on any num ber of lasers or coherences betw een

any num ber of levels, can exceed the lin it In posed by the two-level atom .

This puts signi cant

restrictions on potential non-destructive m easurem ent schem es.

PACS numbers: 03.75Kk, 32.80P j, 4250Ct

Introduction — The advent of m odem cooling tech—
nigques has led to the creation of ultra-cold atom ic sam —
ples in which the recoilofa single photon hasa signi cant
e ect on them otionalstate ofthe system . Laser cooling,
and m ore recently evaporative cooling, have allowed the
creation of a BoseE instein condensate BEC ) of weakly
Interacting gases, in which a Jarge num ber ofatom s enter
the ground state of the system , form ing a large, coherent
m atterwave i_]:]. 0 bservation and controlofthem otional
states of these atom s requires a detection m ethod that
does not involve spontaneous photon recoil.

P reviously all ground state BEC s have been detected
via opticalm ethods, w ith photon absorption providing a
sim ple, though clearly destructive, m easure ofthe atom ic
density and the phase shift of a laser beam providing a
Iess destructive m easure under som e circum stances i_zl].
B oth m ethods are based on physics that can be described
by the two—Jevelatom . It was recently shown in the lim it
ofoptically thin sam ples, that absorption and phase shift
m easuram ents have equal sensitivity for a given level of
destruction, and that the signal to noise ratio (SNR) in
this lim i is a function ofdestruction (spontaneous em is—
sion rate) and bandw idth only E]. In this way, there is
a hard lim it on the SNR achievabl from any singlepass
technique based on the two levelatom and classical light
beam s.

Tt is known that in threeJevel system s in the presence
of a strong second laser, it is possible for a weak probe
beam to experience a non-zero phase shift w ithout any
absorption, suggesting that m anipulation of coherences
In a threelevel system m ight provide a less destructive
detection m ethod [, 4]. In this Letterwe show thisisnot
the case and, further, that no singlepass optical detec—
tion m ethod can beat the lin it In posed by the two-level
atom . The only solution is to m ultipass the beam wih
a cavity or to use non-classical light.

T he phase shift of a fardetuned laser beam passing
through a gas of two-level atom s is inversely propor—
tionalto the detuning. T he excited state population and
accom panying spontaneous em ission is inversely propor-

tionalto the square ofthe detuning. A s a consequence it
m ight be thought that detuning further from resonance
w il provide in proved sensitivity fora given excited state
population. Carefiil analysis show s, however, that the
SNR for the shot noise 1m ited m easurem ent of a phase
shift is also proportional to the electric eld am plitude
of the beam . Consequently, the SNR is proportional to
the square root of the excited state population w ith no
free param eters that can In prove the perform ance of the
system . In the lm it of an optically thin sam ple, the
prefactors are In fact identical to that of an absorption
m easuram ent. T here are three ways ofbeating this lim i
w ih two level atom s, but they have either lim ited ap-—
plication or im pose signi cant technical di culties for

m oderate gains using current technology. M easuring the
resonance uorescence can provide a xed in provem ent
In the ultra-thin lin i where both the SNR and the exci-
tation go to zero. U sing resonant interferom etry provides
a factor of the square root of the nesse of the system

1. Using squeezed light in proves the SNR by a factor
of the squeezing. T hese technically challenging m ethods
provide techniques by which the SNR can be enhanced
Ef], but would not be worth pursuing unlss the lim it
In posed by the two—Jevel atom were findam ental to all
sihglepass opticaldetection schem esusing classical light.

The properties of dark states allided to earlier
(@bsorption—-free phase shift of a probe) suggest that a
three-level system could provide a less destructive detec—
tion m ethod. The correct m easure of destructiveness is
not, however, the total absorption of the probe beam ,
but the total spontaneous em ission rate due to all lJaser
beam s or, succinctly, the excited state population. For
the threeJlevel lam bda system , there is a dark state that
has exactly no excited state population, but it also gives
no phase shift to the lJaserbeam s. To determm ine whether
the two-level lim it can be beaten by such a scheme, we
m ust calculate both the phase shift on the probe and the
excited state populations for all states. T he relationship
betw een the phase shift on any laserbeam in amuliple
laser, multiple evel system and the excited state popula—
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FIG .1: Exam ples of lasers and atom ic energy lvel schem es
that are allowable In our analysis. (@) shows the two-Jlevel
atom . This can be connected only by a single laser, or else
i would be possbl to retum to the ground state w ithout
retuming to the originalm om entum state. (©) shows a Ra—
m an transition wih two laser elds. Each laser still causes
only one transition, but the excited state for each of those
transitions is identical, so in our notation Y111  Po1i. (©)
show s a m ore exotic system where each laser causesm ultiple
transitionsbut the atom sw ill still retum to the starting state
without m om entum di usion. In this exam ple, all four states
aremuliply de ned in the JJ41i; I 411 notation.

tion can be determm ined in various lim its, but in order to
determ ine whether there is any non-destructive schem e
thism ust be calculated w thout resorting to linearisation
of the susceptibility or other perturbative m ethods.

N on-perturative phase shift in mulikevel system s.{
T he phase shift on a laser beam can be determ ined us-
Ing a sam iclassical analysis and the wave equation, but
this has a tendency to becom e extrem ely com plicated in
the presence of non-lnear susceptibilities and multiple
transitions. T he fully quantum m ethod described In this
Letter isa surprisingly e cient com putation ofthe phase
shift where the non-lineardynam ics isentirely included in
the calculation ofthe dressed state energies ofthe atom s.
T he phase shift on a lJaser beam interacting with a com —
plicated system is easiest to calculate by identifying is
origin In the level shifts of the dressed states of the sys—
tem . Let usdescribe the initialatom ic state as jli, which
w illbe connected to a series of other atom ic states 7ji by
optical eldsthat are each in a coherent state j 1.

W hile we do not wish to m ake assum ptions as to the
nature of the system we are investigating, our analysis
is sin pli ed in that we are looking for a non-destructive
detection schem e, and we can In m ediately rule out com —
binations of lasers and lvel system s that lead to a net
change in the atom ic electronic state or m om entum af-
ter the interaction w ith the lasers. T he com bined system
of atom s and lasers m ust therefore reduce to a series of
m anifolds in which each atom ic level is associated w ith

a de nie number of photons in each optical m ode, or
else the atom s w ill experience m om entum di usion dur-
ing their interaction w ith the lasers. For a two-Jevel sys—
tem , forexam ple, only one laser can couple the states Jli
and PRi. D uring the interaction, the totalquantum state
w il reduce to a set of non-interacting m anifolds of pairs
of states fil;ni; ;n 1lig, where Jj;ni is the state with
the atom in electronic state j w ith n photons in the laser
beam fj]. A threelevelsystem in a lambda con guration
where lower energy states jli and Bi are each coupled
to the excited state Pi by a separate laser m ode is an—
other exam ple. In this case the independent m anifolds
are fi;n;mi; ;n 1L;mi; B;n L;m + lig.

In general, the closed m anifolds can be indexed by
the atom ic state alone, although the fill quantum state
w ill include the num ber of photons in each opticalm ode,
fiin1 + brying + byy; MiH hu xig, where by are the
elem ents of an Integer+valued, constant m atrix.

T he Interaction picture H am iltonian for such a system
wih N atom ic levelsand M di erent lasers can be w rit—
ten, after the rotating wave approxin ation, as
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where ~ , isthe energy ofatom ic leveln, &; isthe anni-
hilation operator forthe opticalm ode ofthe jJCh laser,m
is the num ber of transitions caused by the jJCh laser, Ls51d
and JJs1i are the lower and upper atom ic energy levels
respectively of the appropriate laser transition, and gj;1
is its dipole coupling strength . E xam ples of system sw ith
di erent num bers of atom ic Jevels and lasers are shown
n Fig.@).

T he requirem ent that the atom sbe left in their starting
electronic state can be solved eitherby requiring that the
lasersperform amultidevelequivalentofa 2 pulse, orby
assum Ing that the atom s adiabatically follow the dressed
states. Fora pulsed system , the phase shift vanishes. For
the second case, we have found an e cient m ethod of
calculating the phase shift fora system w ih an arbitrary
num ber of atom ic levels and incident lasers.

If the atom s adiabatically ollow the dressed state and
the photon number of each laser is conserved, the -
nal state can di er at m ost by a phase factor that is
the product of the eigenvalue of the relevant dressed
state, HH i(nq; vs;y and the tine of the interac—

tion. If this total phase factor is linear in each pho—
ton number, fj;n; + byj;ne + by; puint Byl !
Tina + brying + bey; witk by de s M) the

total state is trivially separable into the outer product of
coherent states each w ith an associated phase shift = 5.
T his is true for the twoJlevelatom interacting w ith a sin—
gl laser, but will not be true in general. The e ect of
an atom icm edium on the light elds can be m ore com —
plicated than a sin ple phase shift on each beam , even in



the absence of absorption or spontaneous em ission. Las—
Ing m odes have relatively well de ned photon num ber
and linearisation of the dressed state eigenvalie around
those photon num bers yields a reasonable approxin ation
ofthe nalstate. To the extent that the laser eldshave
som ething as sin ple as a phase shift, it is given by:
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w here nj is the average photon num ber in the jth laser,
listhe length ofthe interacting region and c is the soeed
of light.

W ithin each m anifbld, the H am iltonian is an N
m atrix:

N
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where ~ 5,1 = 2gj;lp ny+ 1+ byg,, is a shorthand for
the resultant coupling term that can be identi ed as the
resonant R abi frequency of the transition, m aking a sim -
ple connection w ith the sam iclassicalpicture. T he phase
shift per atom on each laserbeam is:
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M ultiplying by the total num ber of atom s in the quanti-
sation volum e, we nd the totalphase shift on the laser:
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where nr is the colum n density oftheatoms, 1= 6 =k§
is the single atom cross—section, and 5; is the spon-—
taneous am ission rate of the excited state jJ5;i. The
derivative of the dressed state eigenvalue can be found
from rst order perturbation theory using the Hellm an—
Feynm an theorem E]. A s the H am iltonian is Inearw ith
J:eqaect to 31
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and we can w rite the totalphase shift In term softhe real
parts of the o -diagonaldensity m atrix elem ents:
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A m easurem ent of this phase is therefore a m easure—
m ent of colum n density. For a purely shotnoise 1im ited
m easuram ent w ithout using squeezing or a resonant cav—
iy, them aximn um achievable SNR is lim ited by the tem —
poraland spatialbandw idth, detector e ciency and the

i

strength of the electric eld in the interferom eter:
s
Py
B ~ !j

SNRy = SEs

where P is the power in the jJCh lasermode, is the
quantum e ciency ofthe detectorand B is the tem poral
bandw idth of the m easurem ent. T he square root of the
power and the inverse R abi frequency in the phase shift
have opposite dependence on the ekctric eld, and we
obtain a SNR that dependsonly on xed atom ic param —
eters and the o -diagonalelem ents of the density m atrix
of the relevant dressed state.
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where A is the area of the atom s that was sampled —
essentially the spatialbandw idth of the m easurem ent.

U sing basic properties of the density m atrix we can
Inm ediately w rite this as an nequality:
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where ja1= 31 uv,u, I5the spontaneousem ission rate
per atom due to the population U4 In the upper state
of the I transition due to that laser. This new result
show s that there is a fundam ental Iim it to the sensitiviy
for any ooherent optical detection m ethod for a given
¥vel of disruption of that state.

Relationship to other theorem s~ It is in portant to put
this work in perspective w ith other general theorem s in
optics. The Kram ersK ronig KK ) relations relate the
In aghhary part of the refractive index of a gas at a par-
ticular frequency to the integral of its real part over all
frequencies, and vice versa i_SS]. In contrast, equation él;l:)
addressesthe achievable SNR in a quantum noise-lim ited
m easurem ent for xed total absorption at a particular
frequency. A though super cially related, the two are
quite di erent. The KK relations relate purely classical
aspects of the elds In a way that is not applicabl to
the question of shotnoise lin ited signalto noise at xed
destruction. In their sin ple orm , KK relations assum e
a linear response to the driving elds. Equation (-'14') in-
cludes allnon-linear tem s, assum ing only that the atom
retums to is origihalstate affer an adiabatic interaction
w ith the driving elds, a necessary condition if we are
to investigate m inin ally destructive processes. In our
analysis, the non-linearities m anifest them selves in the
dressed state energies.

E quation @'), and its extension to a cavity containing
a gas of two level atom s, predicts that the caviy based
m easuram ent is enhanced over the single-pass m easure-
m ent by the square root ofthe nesse or xed destruc—
tion in the quantum noise lim i ). This enhacem ent in



signalto noise is obtained form easurem ents ofthe trans-
m itted or re ected beam s for In pedancem atched, under—
coupled and over-coupled cavities. KK relationsbetween
am plitude and phase (as opposed to real and in aginary
com ponents) exist for re ection from under-coupled and
In pedancem atched cavities, but do not exist for light
re ected from an over-coupled cavity, and do not exist
for tranam itted light in any case f_l-C_i] T he existence of
the KK relations for a system that does not obey our
theorem show s that the 1im it expressed in @.') cannot be
derived from them . Conversely, the KK relations cannot
be generated by integrating our resul over all frequen-—
cles.

The relationship of the present work to the optical
theorem also warrants consideration. The optical the—
oram relates the in aginary part of the forward scatter—
Ing am plitude of a plane wave to the total absorption
cross—section. It can be applied to any wavelke scat—
tering from a sihgle scattering centre, whether they be
electrom agnetic w aves, m atter w aves, acoustic waves or
gravitational waves. The scattering event causing the
decreased ux can be elastic or inelastic. For the scatter—
Ing ofelectrom agnetic radiation from an extended sam ple
of scatterers, integration of the optical theoram yields a
phase shift proportional to the real part of the forward
scattering am plitude i_E’., :_fl:] This quantity cannot be
related to the total cross section. The absorption—free
dispersion associated w ith a dark state that m otivated
this work is not predicted by the optical theorem . It is
correctly described by equation ('_]:) which predicts that
there is no sensitivity advantage to such a schem e.

Conclisions~— For a two level atom , the SNR for a
quantum noise lin ited m easurem ent of the colum n den—
sity, either via absorption orphase shift in the thin cloud
lim i, depends only on destruction (spontaneous em is—
sion rate) and bandw idth. W e have shown that the use
of coherent dark states or any other com bination of co-
herences between lkvels In a multilevel atom using any
num ber of lasers will not In prove the SNR for such a
m easuram ent. D ark states can exhibit phase shifts that
change very quickly with detuning, but any large phase
shift on either laser isalw aysassociated w ith a large total
excited state population and accom panying spontaneous
em ission. A ccording to the theorem derived in this Let-
ter, any attem pt to search for a superior schem e using a

m ore com plicated level structure w ill not be successfiil.

A Yhough squeezed states of light or m ultipass inter—
ferom etry are experin entally challenging for (at present)
m oderate gains in the SNR, they are the only wayswe
have found to in prove on the singlepass lim it in posed
by the two-level atom using classical light. A s a conse-
quence, it is in portant that both technigues be devel-
oped. The only altemative is to investigate non-optical
detection . Sensitive cryogenic detectors such asSQU ID S
m ake this an Interesting possibility forany atom ic species
w ith non-zero spin In a cryogenic environm ent, such as
atom ic hydrogen.
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