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We extend the theory of quantum light memory imatoensemble of\ type atoms with consideringy,,. (lower
levels coherence decay rate) and one and two-phaigtumings from resonances in low intensity andhlaatic
passage limit. We obtain that with considering ¢hparameters, that there will be a considerablayde€ probe
pulse and stored information; also, we obtain thatgroup velocity of probe (light) pulse and itaitude does
not tend to zero by turning off the control fiele propose a method to keep the probe pulse inl sialkes in
turn off time of control field and to reduce thedoof the stored probe pulse. In addition, we abtaat in the Off-
resonance case there will be a considerable dastodf the output light pulse that causes in lokshe stored
information, then we present limitations for dengs and therefore for bandwidths of practical Issaiso
limitations for maximum storage time to have neiglig distortion of stored information. We finallygsent the
numerical calculations and compare them with arytesults.
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1. Introduction and inexact. In this paper, we try to extend ttesti,
previously developed in Ref [16,17] to a more
Atomic coherence and related phenomena such ageneral and clear quantum mechanical theory for
Electromagnetically Induced Transparency (EIT) and slow light and light storage in atomic ensemblehwit
Slow Light have been studied extensively in recent considering all decay rates and detunings andas th
years [1-10]. Many application are proposed to this result, we reach to important properties about this
phenomena such as nonlinear optics (SBS, FWM andype of quantum memory.
etc.), Lasing without Inversion, Laser cooling and The organization of this paper is as follows. In
Sagnac Interferometer [11-14]. One of important and section II, quantum mechanical model to describe
promising applications in this field is light stgea  slow light and light storage is presented. In this
and quantum light memory that is investigated by section after introducing the mathematical model,
some research groups [15-26]. The most commontwo subsections including low intensity limit and
mechanism in this application is that the lightgauis slow variations and adiabatic passage limit are
trapped and stored in atomic excitations in the EIT discussed and a proposition to turning off the mint
medium by turning off the control field and thensit  field is given. The results and discussion is presen
released by turning on the control field. Mostlufg¢e  in section Ill. Also, in this section we have two
works do not present a clear and general theory tosubsections as resonance and off resonance
analyze the propagation and storage of light. In conditions. Numerically simulated results are given
addition, most of the works in EIT and slow light in section IV. Finally, the paper is ended withhars
treat the light classically that is not proper tgeed  conclusion.
to quantum memory in which quantum state of light
is to be stored. The most general theory for quantum 2. Quantum mechanical model to
memory was developed by M. Fleischhauer, et. al. describe slow light and light storage
[16,17]. They consider the light, quantum
mechanically and present an excellent theory to The atomic system that we considenisype three
describe the case. However, their work is not géner |evel atoms, which is demonstrated in Fig. (1). The
fror_n_our point of vieW., in some cases. The most probe field couples the twda) and |b) atomic
deficient aspect of their work is that they do not |eyels to each other and the respected detuning is
consider t'he decay rate of lower Ieyels coherende a defined as ay ~v, =A+A,. Also the control
the detuning from resonances, which have important . '
effects on the propagation and storage of ligthien  (COUPling) field couples the twm) and |c) levels
atomic media. It has caused their theory to belideaWith @ detuning from resonance defines
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aq —Ve =0, Wherev, are related to the probe and hv,

. : 0,.0
the control field carrier frequencies and,; are  Vacuum Rabi frequency givenby ' V20,V
h

the  resonance  frequencies of correspondinghat is related to atom-field coupling strengthan
levels. Aand A, are defined as one and two photon given interaction systerii(; is the electric dipole

detuning respectlvely moment corresponding to the two levels i and j, and
0 is the field polarization.)Q is defined as the Rabi
AT frequency of control field that is given by

Q = E/ where E, is the amplitude of the

control field. One can find equations of motion for
the atomic and field operators by substituting the
above Hamiltonian in the Heisenberg-Langevin
equations [27-30] as

|b>— Voe |C> [%m%]é (2,1) =igNGp, (2,1) (6)

Fig. (1): Schematics of\ type three level atoms
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The probe fieldE(zt) can be defined as follows Eabc(z't)‘_('AP+Vbc)ab0_'g£(z't)aa°

1ol +iQ|]E}ba + 'Ebc(zn t) (7a)
. _ 2 C(z ct) %513&(2‘0:_(i(A"'Ap)*'Vba)éba

E(zt) = \/27 (zt)xe +ig€(zt)(G,, - 5,) +iQE.,

@ +Fu(z) (7b)

In this relation £zt is the slowly varying 0 =
annihilation operator (dimensionless field operptor 9t
that corresponds to the envelope of probe figldis
the quantization volume of the field that can be
chosen equal to the volume of the memory cell. The 9
atomic operator for the j-th atom is defined as

Gl =la,XB, . ?) ~i[Q %G ~Hal+ Fa(z) (7d)
In this relation|a;) and|g;) are the Heisenberg 0 =

Picture base kets (States) for j-th atom. We can ot ~

divide the memory cell to sections in which atomic +ig[£+(2.t)3ba—H.a.]+lfb(z,t) (7e)

operator does not change and every section is , _ ) R R

characterized by coordinate z. In this way, one can—&m(z,t):ﬁriaa -y.0. +i[Q0, —H.a]

define the collective (continuum) atomic operatass 2 R

[16,27] +Fe(zt) (7f)

&aﬂ (z1) = ZU 3) The sign (F) on opgrator§ |§ the Dagger sign that

N, = correspond to Hermitian adjoint of the operatgrg.

whereN, is the number of atoms in the section z. For and y,; are the population decay rate of leveland

our purposes, it is easier to work with slowly vagy the decay rate of coherence between leweland g3
collective atomic operators that are defined as

—0Oca(zt) = _(|A+yca)aca +|Q(Ucc _Uaa)

+ig€ ()T + Fea(zt) (7¢)

o 5 aa(zt) = _Vaaaa _|g[£+(zvt)5ba -H.a]

a-bb(Zt)_ia: +yc cc

respectively. Alsok, , Fogare & correlated Langevin
Wap
L (z-a)

(zt)=6,,(z, t)e c (4) noise operators that are caused by reservoir noise
aﬁ > fluctuations (Vacuum Modes) [16,27,29]. In the
above equations we have included the
Voc, O, A pterms which are ignored in the main

reference [16]. These parameters, as we will show,
have considerable effects on the memory behavior.
. . The present equations are a set of coupled diffiefen
+hQ0, (z,1)e™) + H.a (5)  equations and it is difficult to solve them. Theref
whereH a.refers to Hermitian adjoint of the W€ USE some approximations to minimize these

integral, N is the total number of atoms in the equations.
memory cell,L is the length of the cell, and g is the

With considering these operators the interaction
Hamiltonian in interaction picture can be writtem a
[28]

H, :—NI (hgf(z )G (z,)e A2



A. Low intensity limit
For the first approximation,

intensity approximation in which the probe field is

we assume low E = costx ¥ +sin6x 3 .

~

(14b)
We now get back to Eq. (6) to derive a differahti

very weak compared to the control field. With this equation for% and® . By substituting Eq. (10a) in

approximation, one can considéras a perturbation

Eq. (6) we obtain the following equation as

in above equations and can reach to below relations[iJrci]g(Z't) =igN(—i—[(iA + W +£)
ot oz Qb P T ot

in the first order of approximation [16,29].
<0, (zt)>01

<Ga(21) <5, (21) > < G, (21) >00 ®)

<G, (zt)><0.,(zt)>20 (small)

3130 - 'Ebc]) : (15)
By substituting Eq. (14) into the Eq. (15) aruing)
some mathematical manipulation, we obtain a
differential equation in terms 6# and ® as

The Eqg. (7) can then be reduced to the following 5 .

equations as

0 2 . 2 S -
EJbC = _(IAp + Ve )Ope + IQDJba +Fye s (9a)
0 2 . 2 s
Eaba ==({(A+Ap) * Vpa)Opa + |g£
+iQa,, +F,, - (9b)
Eq. (9) can be rewritten in the following form a

S 0.2 -
Opa = _E[OA p Ve +E)ch — Fpcl (10a)
kS i 0.2
Ohe :_5('(A+Ap)+yba +E)Uba

-LE LR (30b

For

a ~ . . ~
—W4ccof —W+ (A, + p.)sin? Gx W
ot 9z ( p Vbc)
= _bé-csindcost L
0z

+(iA, + ¥, ) Sin@cosfx d —%cosé’x F. (16)

In deriving the above equation, we have assumed
Q to be real. In addition, the following assumptisn
made.
90-0=29-0
0z 0z

This assumption is reasonable because in low
intensity approximation, most of the populatiorinis
the ground state |b) and therefore, velocity of

control pulse is about the speed of light in vacuum

17)

simplicity and clarity of equations and Substituting Eq. (14) in Eqg. (10b) and using E@a(l

solutions, field-atomic operators are converted to yields to another equation Pér and & . After doing
Dark and Bright state operator equations. The Darksome manipulation we obtain the following equation

and Bright state operators are defined respectiagly
[16]

LTJ(z,t) =cogx 2’(2,'[) - JNsingx 3bc(z,t)
B(z,t) =sinx E(zt) + /N codx . (z,1)

(11)

as
&J - sin @
g°N

. 0 . 0
((8+D8 )+ oo +=(t@N BB + Yo +=-)

sing -~

(sin@x W - cosdx ) +i=—F,, " (18)
g

where®(zt) is named as the Polariton operator and Egs. (16),(18) are the two general equations to

is a superposition of field and atomic operators. A jascribe the propagation of ¥ and &

we will see, this operator defines the propagatiod
storage of Information in the mediumg@ is the
control field strength parameter and is defined as

N
tand = i . (12)
Q
Other relations fo@ can be written as
cosf = L y
VQ2+g3N
sing = ﬂ 13

JQ2 +g2N '
In the above equationg is a function of time
(6(t)). When the control field is strong enough,

tends to zero and when the control field is weaksor
turned off, 4 tends tdyz. It can be verified that

expressions foé(z,t) and ébc(z,t) , with respect for
the Dark and Bright state operators are as follows

5 =L (14a)

The = -
bc m

(sin€><l4AJ —cosf x 53) ,

in low
intensity limit.

B. Slow variations and Adiabatic passage limit

In order to achieve more simple equations, we
assume adiabatic passage limit, which means time
variations are small, so that the system have dnoug
time to set itself within Dark state. The condisdior
adiabatic passage limit is discussed so far
[5,16,31,32] and given as

VbaCl
L, >> , 19a
p ‘/ N (19a)
\
T > _yba _9 , 9

" o°N c

whereL, is the length of input probe pulse in the
medium and L is the total length of memory cé|l.

is characteristic time corresponding to duration of
turning on and off of the control fiel,is the

initial group velocity of probe pulse after enteritine
medium. Eq. (19a) corresponds to adiabatic



propagation of light pulse in the medium and it instead, its amplitude may even be increase because
means that the bandwidth of input pulse must beof presence oftangdin Eq. (22b). This result shows
small compared to the transparency window of that the corresponding result of Ref. [16] is nedlr
medium. Eq(19b) corresponds to 'adiabatic.rotatfon 0 (is an ideal result because of ignoriag and . .),

¢ (turning on and off the control field) thatis @y hore they have obtained zero value for the light
fulfilled in practical situations. In adiabatic litn field when control field is turned off.

Langevin noise operators are negligible becausg the Proposition of reducing the control field intensity

are J correlated [16]. In order to apply the adiabatic {, gnall valuesinstead of turning it to zero

passage limit to propagation equations, an ad@bati one may consider that when the control field

parameter is defined as intensity is absolutely turned to zenand term and
DEL (20) the expressions forp, £ (Egs. (21,22b)) tend to
ng infinity. The reason for this divergence in equaso

where T is a characteristic time correspondindh t s that, when we turn the control field intensity t
probe pulse duration and turn-off and turn on zero, the probe field increases and becomes
comparable and even greater than the control field,
causing the violation of the low intensity limithweh

is assumed in deriving the above equations.
Therefore, this divergence in equations occurs. The

(O0=0) that corresponds to adiabatic passage limit, nonzero values for bright state() is not desirable,
we reach to a simple relation betweén and & as because it will cause an additional decay and ddss
below information (Ref.[2,16]), therefore, it is desired
avoid this phenomenon. It should be noted that this
) _ additional loss is not included and seen in our
((A+0p)+ Ya) 1 + o) tarsirt 6 o) (21) formulas, because we have used low intensity limit
GEN+((A+A )+ Voa) (A + o) SITF 8 that is violated in this case. To avoid this
phenomenon, we propose to reduce the control field
) ) ~intensity to small values instead of turning it to
Or yye is Not equal to zero, there will be a population gpgiyte zero. In this cagand term will not have

in the bright state® # 0) that causes a decay of input very large values and the expressions dai will

pulse (information). It is notable that in previous emain finite and small. Therefore, we will get the
work [16], they have obtainebl=0 in this limit that  desired reduction of probe pulse velocity to hare!
is because of ignoring , and .. As we will obtain,  storage times; also, we will avoid the creation of

these parameters have considerable effects on th@onsiderable values for bright state and the low
propagation and storage of the probe pulse. If weintensity limit will not be violated. Therefore,nsie

substitute Eq. (21) in Eq. (14) we get a relation f Nnow, when we state turning off the control fielde w
atomic and field operators as a function &f as mean to reduce the density of control field to $mal

below values such that the above conditions are complied.
N 1 Because all of coefficients in Eq. (22) are only
O = 'W(S'”B'Cose functions of time, if we obtain the propagatiorttof
the same behavior will apply for the probe fieldlan
we can obtain it. Therefore, we defineé as the

durations. We can imaginéz% and then replace

% by (g\/ﬁ 0) in Eq. (18). In the zeroth order of

®=

From this equation, it can be inferred that wiagn

§ (i(A"’Ap)"'yba)GAp +ybc)tani95inzt9 )q} , (22a)

2 . R
PN+ (B +0p) + 1) (B * o)SITP 8 information pulse, which can be totally the light field
or totally the atomic excitation, according to the
((A+D,)+1)0A, + ) tardsit 6 strength of control field. Information pulse cang

£=(co+singx

the whole of information that is stored. We subig#it
Eqg. (21) into Eq. (16) to reach a differential etipra

for only ¥ as below

GN+(B+A,) + )0, + ) sirt
(22b)
We see that if the behavior 0P is known, we can
get easily the probe pulse behavior in any timeait

be inferred from Eq. (22b) that when we turn the
control field off, the probe field does not tendziro;

%@+c(cosz 9+BO)%®+[(iAp + Yoo )Sin? 8+ Ag]W =0 (23)

After some manipulation, we obtain relations & and B, as below
(A +A0) + ypa) (A b + pre) tandsin® Ox 6~ (i(A+D ) + Vo)A, + o) sin® 6

g N+({(A+Ap)+ Vpa)(Bp + Yoc)sin® &




((A+A,)+1)(A, + py)sin® 6

= : : : (24b)
gZN +(I(A+Ap) +yba)(|Ap +ybc)S|n2 7

0

As we will discuss lateR, term causes a loss and a This equation can be solved by a simple integration
phase shift of input pulseB, term causes a and the solution is
modification of group velocity of information and ‘P(k,t)=W(k,0)exp[-fé[(iﬂp + Vo) sin® 6
light (probe) pulses. Therefore, when the conitieltif :
is turned off (its intensity reduced to small valuses + /o +ikd(cos G+ Bo)ld] . (27)

stated in proposition of page 4), the group veyooft In which lTJ(k,O) is the F.T. of input information
information pulse does not become zero. We havepulse (Polariton) at =0 (Corresponding to input

calculated this minimum velocity in the next sectio | . .
of the present paper. In additioBg term causes k& g%ttat%lrl]se with Egs. (22). Integrating the above
dependent loss (amplification) which results in js difficult becauseé is usually a complicated
dispersion and distortion of the light pulse. function of time that corresponds to the profile of
It should be considered that our presented metho rming on and off the control field. Therefore, use
is quantum mechanical and is an operator in the the numerical methods to obtain output field from a
above equation; therefore, Eq. (23) governs thegiven input field. In numerical calculation we swbit
propagation of any quantum state of input probeto scalar (classical) valuesg,¥ and @ that are
pulse and can be used to study the storage of an
guantum state in the memory. Therefore, the title
“quantum memory” for this type of storage device is
justified. To obtain the propagation of information
pulse and therefore that of the light pulse in the
medium, Eg. (23) that is a partial differential
equation should be solved. To solve the present
differential equation and to analyze further the 3. Resultsand Discussion
propagation of light pulse, one may use Fourier Before presenting the numerical results, we retor
Transformation (F.T.) method. It should be Ed. (27) to do some more analytical analysis on it.
considered thaty, B, and other coefficients in Eq. EQ. (27) can be rewritten in the following form

(23) are only functions of time, so that we carilgas  W(k,t) = lTJ(k,O)exp[—J‘;[crl+i,8+ ka, +ikv,] dt ]
get Fourier transform of Eqg. (23) with respect to z
(space). In addition, one may consider that all
coefficients are scalars and Fourier Transformaon

just an integral transformation; therefore, we can expressions forAy, By into the Eq. (27). All of these

extend the F.T. theory to the operatots )(and get  coefficients are only functions of time. Eq. (28)a

the F.T. of Eq. (23) with considering® as an  Valuable equation to understand the behavior of
guantum memory and to predict the output light
~ (probe pulse). We can now interpret every coefficie
Y that is also an operator. We can also verify thatt by considering Eq. (28). The;term determines the

differentiation and shifting property of F.T. andl a decay rate of the information pulse in every time a

other operations that we will use Iatgr is valid fo 5 the same for alt's; therefore, it will not cause any
operators. Therefore, our treatment will be quantum dispersion or distortion of the information pulseda

mechanical in the following analysis. Only when we i \ijl not cause the loss of information, but itlp
use the numerical calculation to study the ., 5654 decay of total pulse by the rate,of) . The
propagation and storage of light pulse, our treatme ¢ ds t h hift of total
becomes classical. Fourier Transformation is define # €M corresponds to a phase shift of tota
as information pulse. Ther, term is ak-dependent loss
(Amplification) of information pulse that will caas
to dispersion and distortion of information andhtig
pulse, so that has the worst effect on storing

In whichWis the Fourier Transform of¥ in information. y _is the velocity of information pulse in
momentum space. By applying F.T. to Eq. (23), we ’

obtain an ordinary differential equation as

¥xpectation values of operato&,¥,d in the
system. We calculate the scalar form of integral in
Eq. (27), then get its Inverse Fourier Transforrd an
then insert it in scalar counterpart of Eq. (22)¢t
&(z,t) in any time and location.

(28)
We can calculate ,a,,8,v,, by inserting

operator. We consider the Fourier transformtbfas

Pk, = %T [T nedz. (25)

every time as we can infer it from the shifting
property of F.T.

P _ L Small detuning-High atomic density limit
ELP(k,t) +[(IAp + Ve sin® 8+ Ay If we restrict ourselves to small detuning anghhi
N atomic densities, we can get our equations simpler.
+ike(cos 6+ By)|W(k,t) =0. (26) Therefore, we assume below condition



92N (A +A ) + Vo) (B + Vie) | (29) tog?N. We calculate the expressions for
By considering the typical values for parametars ~ a,,a,,8,v,in this limit by reducedA, and By
the above equation, one finds that the presentierms and considering Egs. (24,27,28) as below
condition is wusually fulfilled. In this case the
denominator inA, and B, terms (Eq. (24)) reduces
. in? 6 : . .
a1=ybcsm29+5;“2N [(VhcVoa =B p(B+A,))(@N 68 = i SN 6) + (A+A,)Yoo +8p¥a)Bpsn? O] (g5,
sin* @
az =—C((A+Ap)Voe +Apyba)gz—N ) (30b)
B=0,sin? 6+ S;“z Ng [((A+ B ) Vo + A p¥ia)(tANGX 8 = Vi SIN 6) = (Voo Voa —Bp (A +A )4 Sin? O)], (39)
-4
Vg =6(0% 0+ (hetha - B (B +8,) T ). (30d)

g°N

The recent expressions are valuable relationgeas
can determine the properties of propagation and
storage of information pulse in the medium by using
them.

a) Resonance condition
We now simplify the above equations for the case of
zero detuning £ =A, =0) and result are given as

01 = Yo SIP 6+ Yo (taNIX G~ o i 6) s"f °  (319)
g°N
a, =0, (31b)
B=0, (31c)
4
Vg = c(coS 6+ Yo Vom SEI;Z—NH) . (31d)

Usually the second term iy is small compared to

the first term, unless the control field is off s(it
density is reduced to small value compared to its
initial value), such that the first term tends &ra
From the above equation, we can infer that when we

turn off the control field ¢ tends td% and

cosd » 0), we have the minimum velocity for
information pulse (light pulse) in resonance case a

_ YocVoa

ngln c gzN (32)
It is considerable that we get a non-vanishing

velocity for information pulse and it is becauserth

is a non-vanishingy,. in the system. Therefore, we

infer that in quantum memory, which we are
analyzing, storage does not mean in stoppage haf lig
The storage that takes place here, is only to eeduc
the speed of light that causes to trapping of light
(information) for a long time in the memory cell.
This procedure is of course different from trappirdig

z0.

the speed of light when all of the probe pulsegsde
the medium, we reduce the bandwidth of probe pulse.
Therefore, its frequency components remain in the
transparency window of EIT and therefore the pulse
propagation remains adiabatic (the transparency
window of EIT reduces by reducing the control field
intensity.). The above equation can be regarded as
limit to the maximum storage time for a given ldngt
of the medium because the probe pulse will exiinfro
the medium after a given time even when we have
turned off the control field. The maximum storage
time can be inferred from Eq.(32) and the length of
the memory cell.
From Egs.(31b),(31c), it can be inferred that thisre
no distortion and dispersion or even no phase &iift
the information pulse when propagating inside
medium in resonance case. Therefore, information
stored in the memory remains undisturbed and we
can get the same information in the output withyonl
an attenuation in its amplitude. Therefore, we can
increase the storage time to values as high dsnite
that is inferred from Eq.(32) as stated above.

We see a very good agreement between the Eq. (32)
and the numerical results that will be presenteet.la

In high atomic density limit, we have

92N voavie (EQ-(29)); therefore, we can neglect the
third term ina,, so we get to an even simpler

expression four, as

1 = (Voo +%tan9x9)sin29. (33)
g°N

Slow light conditions

If we set the initial speed of light pulse ineth
medium (when the control field is on) to be very
smaller than the speed of light in vacuum, th&n

light by setting the initial speed of light (when will be very close to% all the time and we can

entering to the medium) to very small values
(stationary slow light). The difference is that by
turning off the control field and so that slowingveh

assume siné
reduces to

equal to unity; therefore, Eq. (33)



Q1 = Ve +%tan9xg. (34)
g°N
The recent equation is the damping
information pulse for all times. We see that #+0
i.e. when the control field strength is constant,
damping rate reduces to very simple relation

a;=Vpe- (35)

rate of

information pulse and do not considerably affect on
destroying of stored information. However,
nonzerar,, if it is considerable, will cause &

dependent loss (amplification) leading to distartio
and dispersion (fast oscillations) of the lightgau(as

it is also seen in numerical calculations). In guam
memory, we should minimize any distortion and
dispersion because it destroys the stored infoomati

That is equal to the damping rate of lower levels harefore, we should try to reduce the valueagf,

coherence. One may verify that the result of E) (3

is identical to the results of numerical calculato

(Fig. (3,4)). Fopz0, 6 term portion to damping is

small when control field has still a considerable

value. i.e. whenyzitan gx6 << 1- (tand is not very
g°N

large). Thé term will cause an additional decay
rate only whenQis changing and is very small.

Therefore, its effect is considerable in very small
times during the turn on and turn off of the cohtro
field and we can neglect its effect with some
approximation on the overall damping of information

We can see from Eq. (30b), that £,A, have

different signs, they will reduce effects of eathen
and even they can be adjusted to vyield-0.

However, this adjustment will cause an additional
decay rate and increased minimum group velocity
that is not desired. In addition, we can sgt,, in

Eg. (30d) to be zero by setting,A, to proper

values, however it will cause a considerable value
a, (regarding Eq. (30b)) that destroys completely

the stored information. We also try to decrease

pulse. Therefore, we can use an approximate, bufthe decay rate) compared to resonance case, by
very simple relation for the output probe pulse whe Setting A,A, in Eq. (30a). However, we see that
it is coming out of the memory cell after a storage every attempt to reduce, causes in considerable
t'Te of To a,s\ below value ofz, and destroys the stored information.
EW|, =EX-T,)|, e". (36) Therefore, we deduce that any detuning (in small
Za 07 zn detuning and high atomic density limit, Eq. (299) i
Also z,; and T, are related to each other by the \hqesired in quantum memory and will result in
equation below distortion and loss of stored information. Therefore,
(37) Wwe should try to set the system in resonance. In
ddition, we deduce that the system is much more
ensitive toA, than A (consider Eq. (30b)) and a

— (T
Zow = 2in = [ Vgt .

We see a good agreement between the results
numerical calculations (Fig. (3)) and the results ,
obtained by Eq. (36) for damping of information small A, (comparable tgg; 9" N-» ) will cause a
pulse. Therefore, we can claim that approximation C/baTo

used for Eq. (36) is a proper approximation foralsu complete loss of informationT¢ is the storage time

cases. Of course, if we want to calculate the dagpi
exactly, we may use the below equation to obtaén th
output field

EWI,,=EE-To)l,, e
In whicha, is given by Eq. (34).

In addition, if we interested in calculating the
output in a condition other than slow light conaliti

i.e. for the case that our information pulse is
propagating with a speed comparable Goin the

—LTO aydt

(38)

medium when the control field is on, we can use Eq.

(33) for a, in Eq. (38) to calculate the overall

and L, is the length of pulse in the medium.)
We derive limitations toA,A, in order to have

acceptable (undistorted) output from Eq. (28,30b) a
follows

g*NL,
, < 001—", (39a)
CTYraTo
ZNL
A< 0_01M_ (39b)
CT4,e To

It should be considered that in our model, weeha
assumed a single carrier frequency for the proloe an

damping. With considering the above results, we seeqq pling fields that are idealistic and impractical

that if we ignorey,. (that has the typical range of

102 -10° "4/ ) in our relations (as it is done in

previous work [16]), we reach to idealistic and
inexact results about propagation and storageghbf li
in the memory.

b) Off- resonance condition
In the off-resonance case,, 3 becomes nonzero

in generalg corresponds to a phase shift of total

[This assumption is common (as it is assumed in
previous works), because it causes an enormous
simplification in analysis.] However, in practical
situation, our lasers have a considerable bandwidth
and we cannot reduce their bandwidths more than a
specified range. We may consider the system of lase
fields with finite bandwidths as a set of probe and
coupling fields with different carrier frequencies
applied to atomic system. This causes to presamte a



action of variousa,A,’s on the system; therefore, t, =125x10° sec. Indeed, this profile does not turn

there will be an undesired distortion and loss of absolutely the control field intensity to zero,teed it
stored information that cannot be eliminated. We reduces the control field intensity to a small ealu

deduce from Eg. (39) and the above discussion that(Q =10°rad / seq). When we state the turning off
our lasers should have narrow and very close th eac ) ' o .
of the control field, we mean to reduce its intgngi

other bandwidths, also, they should have centera very small value compared to its initial valua (o
frequencies close to resonances, to have an y P

- : time intensity) as stated in proposition of page 4.
acceptable efficiency for quantum storage of light. ; X
These conditions are given by Therefore, the divergence of Egs. (21,22b) will not

R o B B occur and the bright state and the corresponding
|BW, =BW, [, (& =Vop) = (e ~Voo) decay and loss will always have negligible values;

gZNLp (402) also, the low intensity limit will not be violateahd
< O'Olcny T our formulas will still be valid. This small valder
ba 10 control field intensity in the off times, will cagsa
BW < 00192NLp (40b) small increase in the group velocity of the probe
c.p e bTO. pulse (0.03 m/sec), that is negligible compared to
C
In the recent conditions,BW,,v,, are the Vanin-

bandwidth and the center frequencies of the We have shown thé,Q in the Fig. (2) as a function
corresponding laserg&q.(40) may also be considered of time as given by above equation. We have set by
as a limit to maximum storage time of information i the above equation the Rabi frequency of control
the memory. We can infer from Eq.(40) that for a field (Control field strength) in the “on time” toe
given set of practical lasers with finite bandwltke about Q, =5x10%rad/sec (Its intensity is set to
can not increase the storage time upper than
maximum value with undisturbed output. Therefore, ) - ; )
we have set two limits to the maximum storage time Velocity of light in the medium equal to about
of practical quantum memory as given by Eq.(32) (75+V,) m/sec (Slow initial velocity). As one
and Eq.(40).

Gabout | 01325x10°W/m?). It results in the initial

may infer @ is very close to74 even when the
4. Numerical Calculations control field is on. In this case, the dominantt pr
We have calculated the scalar counterpart of integr information pulse is the atomic excitations in all
in Eq (27) and Other procedure numerica”y to mbta tlmeS..Settlng the |n|t|a| VeIOC|tY of ||ght pu|$e be
the Information Pulse and light (probe) pulse ity an Small is reasonable (from practical viewpoint) rapt
time and space. We use the typically reported walue the light (as it is done in experimental works P5j).

for the parameters in this numerical calculation [7 If we set the initial velocity of light near speed
9,24-26]. light in vacuum, it would escape the medium before

_ =mm the control field is turned off and its control wddne
We set the parameters as follow= 5™ (Length of difficult. We have also plotted the velocity of

the memory cell);D = 200“™ (Diameter of the Cell),  |nformation pulse for resonance case in Fig.(2,c,d)
(the volume of the cell is derived from these two for different parameters using Eq. (31d). One sthoul
parameters);0, =0p, =102°-10% C.m (Electric  remember that all of the following simulation isndo

by using the parameters at(t) and W(z,t =0)

dipole of corresponding levels)y, =5x10"*Hzx 27z
profiles given above.

(Probe field frequency); g =10°rad /sec(Vacuum

Rabi frequency);N =10%atoms (Number of atoms in ~ a)Resonance case
the cell corresponding to the atomic density of Fig.(3,a-d) shows the numerical results of
information pulse propagation and storage for time
steps of 1%usec and given values of parameters.
2y Fig.(3,e,f) shows the peak value of informationsgul

— ) — o versus time for given values of parameters. One ma
W(z1=0)=02xe o (_41) verify that the rgsults in Egs. (3F5),36) for dampofg /
That corresponds to the probe field intensity of jy¢ormation pulse are identical to the numerical

I, 053x10°W/m®. In addition, we use a profile  yesyits. Fig. (4) shows the information pulse in

102cm 2 ). In the following calculations, we use the
input information pulse as

to turn off and turn on the control field as follew storage _regio_n where the control field_ is off _(81311'
6 = Arccot[5x10% x{1-0.5x tanh(16 x (t - t;)) region in Fig (3)). One may easily verify the
minimum group velocity from Eq. (32) (that yisld

+0.5xtanh(10 x (t - t,))} +10°] ay
(42)
The parameters,t, are the turn off and turn on

gmin = 3M/SEC, bv,., = 03m/sec

C:Vymn =30m/sec. d: v =3m/sec) and the

times that we set to bet; =30x10®sec,
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Fig.3. Information pulse propagation for time stepsi&y sec
fromt =0 tot =180u sec. with 4(t) (turn on and off) profile

given by Eq.(42) @, =10°. . =10* (ra%ec)_
by, =10y, =10°(™ee): O . =10°  p, =10
(ra%ec) (From t=0 to t=12Quseq d) Vou = 10°

Voo :103(ra%ec). e) Peak (maximum) of information pulse

versus time for j =10°, y_ =10' (rad/f.). ) Peak
(maximum) of information pulse versus time for

Voo =10° = 10°("Yeo)- (8,0, =0)-

damping rate from Eq. (35) are identical to nurradric

results. (Remember that,,;, depends ony,. and

Vea » however damping rate depends only ¢,

with respect to Eqgs. (32,35)). We see that reducing
the control field intensity to small values insteafd
turning it to absolute zero according to Eq.(42vén

no considerable effect on the group velocity of
information pulse, compared to the absolute tufn of
As it was stated, it increases the group velocity b

0.03 m/sec that is negligible compared\/tgmm. We

can see the differences between the results of the
previous works [16] and our results. In the presiou
works, there is no decay for the information pulse
(Polariton) in adiabatic passage limit and the
information pulse is slowed down to stop when
control field is off.

Inforrnation pulse
Information pulse

Inforrnation pulse
Information pulse

wig® wig?
Fig. 4. Information pulse for time steps dt5/ Secin the

storage region where the control field is off (frqre 30u secto

t=12QuseQ with H(t) (turn on and off) profile given by
Eq.(42)  a), =10y, =10° ("9, b) . =10°
Ve =107 eo)- e =10y, =10" (eo):

) Y =10, =10° (o) (A,A, =0).

Fig.5 shows the bright state pulse for the timpste
of 15 (4 sec. As it is shown, the bright state grows to
high values when the control field is off. It isda@ise
of presence oftanéd in the Eq.(21). Because the
bright state in off time of control field is verygher
than that in other times, in Fig.(b),(d) brighttetéor
other times are very small that can not be seen. We
show initial bright state at=0 and output bright

state att =165usec for yy, =10°, ype =10% 130/

in Fig.(5-a,c) to compare it with bright stateottier
times. (Pay attention to the scaling in figures)e W
see that reducing the control field intensity toam
values instead of turning it to absolute zero, have
caused the bright state to remain finite and very
smaller than the dark stat¢w) in off times;

therefore, we deduce that our proposition is effiti



to eliminate the divergence of equations and formulation that has made their approach ideal and
additional losses. It may be considered that ininexact.
previous works [16], the bright state is alwaysozer  Fig.7 shows the atomic excitationof ) for

valued in the adiabatic passage limit and their yarious times. We see that it only decays by the ra
formulation do not show any increase in brightestat of @, and when we turn off the control field, there is

in off times of control field that is because of ) o )
ignoring . in their formulation no cons@erat_mle varlat|qn (In contrast with resolts.
be ' [16]). This difference is not fundamental and is
because we have set the initial velocity of thétlig
pulse in a very small value (as it is done in pcatt
reports [24,25]) and dominant part of the informati
pulse in the medium is atomic excitation since it
enters the medium.

Input Bright state
Bright state

Bright state

output Bright state

light pulse
light pulse

z {m) w10 z (m) w10

Fig5. a) Initial bright state for input pulse ang, == 108, 2 2
z (m) x 107 z (m] %107

V.. =10" ("9/.). b) Bright state for time steps df54 sec
(s sec Fig6 a) light pulse €(Z2)) for time steps ofl5usec for

for Vea = 108, Voo =10* (fa%ec). c) Output Bright state at time
t=165usec and for y,_ =10°, y,_=10" (") d)
Bright state for time steps oi5usec and for Ve =10%,

Vie =10%("940). (A,A, =0 and with §(t) (tum on and
off) profile given by Eq.(42)).

Via = 108, 7 =10* (fa%ec). b) light pulse for time steps of

l3usec and for y, =10%y, =10° (rad/ ).
(A,Ap = 0 and with g(t) (turn on and off) profile given by
Eq.(42)).

Fig.6 shows the propagation of light (probelspu
(&€(2)) for the time steps of 14S€(. We see that

the velocity for the probe pulse is identical t@th *
velocity of information pulse and the informatios i
turned back to the probe field as it was at thgaihi

time (t =0), when we turn on the control field again.
We see that when the control field is turned ofittfw

the profile of 8(t) given by Eq.(42)), the probe field

does not tend to zero. As we see from the figime, t -
peak of the light pulse remains finite in the ramje

=

Atomic excitation
Atomic excitation

£
=}
o

E=10% in off times of the control field. This value
corresponds to the Rabi frequency of light fieldatb
Q, = 10°rad/sec that is very smaller than

N N —
L

’s, _

;

Q. in off times (0°); therefore, we see that the low z(m %100 z(m %10

[

Atomic excitation
Atomic excitation

intensity limit remains valid in this case. This is Fig7. 0, (atomic excitation) propagation for time steps of
because of using the profile ¢é#(t) as given by Eq. 154 sec from t = Oto t =180usec with (t) (turn on
(42), that reduces the control field intensity toa$l and off) profile given by Eq.(42). §) =10°, y, =10'
value instead of turning it to absolute value. Ehisr (a0 ) by =1G° o (a8/ )

an appear difference between the present resudts an® 7°%¢” Voo =257 Ve =10 see
the results of Ref.[16] in which the probe fieltdde  ©)y, =10 ;. =10° (%) (Fromt = Oto t =120usec).
to zero and is completely converted to atomic o) ), =10, =10° (") (A,A , =0).
excitation when the control field is turned off.i¥h

difference is because of ignoring,.in their

10



b) Off-resonance case T ;2D
Fig. (8,9) shows the input information pulse and 018
output information pulse at the time=165usec for 0.18

various A,A,’s. We can now examine the limitation -
in Eq. (39) to be correct. If we substitute the
parameters of simulation for Fig. (8,9) into the. Eq
(39), we reach to the limits of | =2x10”rad/sec

(B 2 s

.1

o.0s

Real Information pulse
Imag. Information pulse
o

0.08

004

0.0z

and A = 2x10° rad / sec for detunings. We see that _

when the condition in Eq. (39a) or Eq. (39b) is 2 m i zm wio?
violated, the output information pulse bears fast . . ax

oscillations and gets destroyed that causes tiseolos
total information (Part ¢ and e in fig. (8,9)). Amted B T , ]
before, this is because we haveé-dependent loss
(amplification) in the Eq. (28). With the valueseds ° I |

in calculations, we see that any attempt to

Reeal Information pulse
Imag. Infarmation pulse

reducev gmin,a;in Eq. (30) with setting,a,, will I .
cause a complete loss of information. In the recent ’ |
figures, we show both the real and imaginary pairts os) . . o . . )
the information pulse. We see that in the off z(m zm
resonance case, the imaginary part of the output , o o4
information pulse becomes nonzero that is caused by a3 1 s
nonzero 3. This effect causes a phase shift in the 2 1 02
output light pulse. It should be noted that thiggs f%’ o e | oo
shift depends on the values of detunings and the E - {1 E o +
storage time. 5 o | g

From Fig. (8,9), it can be inferred that if our 0z 1 o2
practical lasers are not well adjusted and do awth 1 02
very narrow bandwidths, we will not be able to have .4 . . 1l . " )
any storage of information. We find that Eq.(40sse = =
a very small and strict limit for the Bandwidth and
center frequency of lasers and these values are =e==
difficult to achieve by conventional lasers andicgdt o.o3ss |
devices, therefore for practical conditions the EeErE|E

maximum storage time is very small.

We here refer to Ref. [17]. In that paper, theyen R |
set a limit to Two-photon detuning) , (that is o.0zez

referred asd there (Eqg. (23)). Their limitation is far EHEES

larger than the limit that we have obtained in E§) o037
and is not the effective limit because they do not L — 25' |5"3
considery,.; also, they apply the two photon w1072
detuning as a perturbation and derive the limitatio Fig.8. Real and Imaginary parts of the information pulsénaut
the first order of this perturbation. information pulse (at the tim¢é = Q). b) Output information

pulse (att =165usec) for A = 2x10° ("9/,.). c) Output

V) Conclusion . . 6
) format | = fi = rad/ ).
In this paper we further developed the quantuml:)ogr::on pulse (@t =165 sec) .orA .5><10 (.A%)

. . . ged peak of real part of information pulsepart ¢ of
meCh?-n'Ca! theF’W for quar_'tum.“ght memor}’ !n the figure  (shows the fast oscillations in  output).
Low intensity limit and adiabatic passage limit, (A, =0y, =10, y;,, =10*(9/.) With 8(t) (turn on and off)
primarily developed by Ref.[16]. We entered the _ "

parameters ,.,A,A ) into the formulations. We

obtained and explained their effects in a cleamfor  5qqitional losses caused by large values for bright
We analyzed the propagation and storage of the ligh giate. We then analyzed the off-resonance case and
pulse in the resonance case and obtained the decggached to the result that off- resonance case (In
rate and the minimum group velocity in this case. | gy detuning and High atomic density limit) has n
addition, we reac'hed.to a non-vqmshmg light field advantage and can destroy completely the output
when the control field is turned off in storage®ss  (giored) information. We obtained limitations for
and we proposed to reduce the control field intgns  aximum  value of detunings and therefore
instead of turning it to absolute zero avoid limitations for bandwidths and center frequenciés o

profile given by Eq.(42)).
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practical lasers used, in order to maintain theesto
In addition, we set

information from distortion.

[7]- M.M.Kash, et.al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 5229%9).
[8]. L.V.Hau, et al. Nature 397, 594, (1999).

limitations for maximum storage time of practical [9]- C.Y.Yeand A.S.Zibrov, Phys. Rev. A 65, 02830

guantum memory. We then presented the related

numerical results to verify the analytical resudrsd
limits.

018

016

014

012

o

0.08

Real Information pulse
Imag. Infarmation pulse
[}

0.06

0.04

0.0z

z () w10 z {m) w1077

0.1

Real Information pulse
Imag. Information pulse
@

= () w107 z (m) 100

c. 1 [aR=]

[aR=1

0.4

02

0.2

Real Information pulse
[=]

Imag. Infarmation pulse
[=]

—

04

06

-1 Rul=)

10
z (m] w10 z (m) w10

Fig.9. Real and Imaginary parts of the information pulsénaut
information pulse (at the timg¢ = Q). b) Output information

pulse (att =165usec) for A | = 2x102 ("™4,,)- ©) Output
information pulse (at t =165usec) for A , =5x 102

("Yee)- (A=0,y, =10°,y,, =10%(=8f), with &(t) (turn
on and off) profile given by Eq.(42)).
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