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Photon correlation vs.interference ofsingle-atom uorescence in a half-cavity
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Photon correlations are investigated for a single laser-excited ion trapped in front ofa m irror.

Varying the relative distance between the ion and the m irror, photon correlation statistics can

be tuned sm oothly from an antibunching m inim um to a bunching-like m axim um . O ur analysis

concernsthenon-M arkovian regim eoftheion-m irrorinteraction and revealsthe�eld establishm ent

in a half-cavity interferom eter.

PACS num bers:32.80.-t,42.50.Lc,42.50.Ct,42.50.V k

Experim entswith laser-cooled trapped ionshave pro-

vided im portant contributions to the understanding of

quantum phenom ena. A single trapped ion is in fact a

m odelsystem whoseinternaland externaldegreesoffree-

dom can becontrolledatthequantum level:non-classical

m otional states such as Fock states and quadrature-

squeezed states have been successfully engineered with

a single Be+ ion [1];the internallevels oftrapped ions

have been coherently m anipulated by sequencesoflaser

pulses,and havebeen entangled with them otionalstate,

leading to the preparation ofSchr�odinger cat states [2]

and to m ulti-ion entangled statesforquantum inform a-

tion processing [3].

The internaldynam ics ofa laser-driven single ion or

atom is wellcharacterized by the statisticalanalysis of

the m easured stream of uorescence photons, nam ely

by the second order correlation function G (2)(T) [4],

i.e.the frequency oftim e intervals oflength T between

detected photons. For a single atom trapped in free

space,this correlation function exhibits sub-Poissonian

statisticsand violatestheCauchy-Schwarzinequality,i.e.

G (2)(0) < G (2)(T). M ore precisely,G (2)(T) exhibits a

m inim um atT = 0 which indicatesthe quantum nature

ofphoton em ission,ortheprojectivecharacterofphoton

detection.Thisisde�ned asanti-bunching[5,6].O n the

contrary,fora largeensem bleofatom stheem itted radi-

ation exhibits classicalbunching [7]ful�lling G (2)(0)�

G (2)(T). A sm ooth transition from anti-bunching to

bunching has recently been observed in a high-Q res-

onatorwhen increasing the num berofinteracting atom s

[8].

The second order correlation function can be viewed

as representing the (average)dynam ics ofthe observed

system conditioned on the em ission ofa photon attim e

T = 0.W hile G (2) thereby drawson the photon charac-

teroftheem itted light,itisthewavecharacterwhich is

responsibleforinterferencephenom ena,in particularfor

Q ED e�ectsin resonators.In thisletter,weexam inethe

interplay ofphoton detection and waveinterference in a

sim plecavity Q ED experim ent,by m easuring thesecond

orderphoton correlation fora singletrapped Ba+ ion in

a half-cavity interferom eter. In this set-up part ofthe

resonance uorescence ofthe laser-excited ion is retro-

reected by a m irrorata distance L and focussed back

onto itssource.Earlierexperim entswith oursystem re-

vealed back-action ofthe interferom eteron the em itting

atom such asm odi�cation ofitsdecay rate[9]and energy

shiftsoftheexcited state[10];evenm echanicalactionwas

observed [11].Such e�ectsintrinsically pertain to thein-

terferencecaused by the m irror.O n the otherhand,the

m irrorinduces a tim e delay � = 2L=c,needed for pho-

tonsto return to theion’sposition.W hen � isnegligible

on the tim e scale ofthe atom ic dynam ics,the m odi�ed

decay rate and energy shift correspond to the "low-Q "

regim e ofcavity Q ED [12]. Here we investigate a dif-

ferentregim e,when � iscom parableto the spontaneous

em ission lifetim e. This characterizes a non-M arkovian

situation,where retardation and m em ory e�ects play a

m ajorrole: the em itted photon projects the atom ,and

interferencecan only be established afterthe delay tim e

�,when the atom ic dynam ics have already evolved sig-

ni�cantly [13].Thisproblem was�rstdiscussed theoret-

ically by Cook and M ilonni[14],then by Alber[15],and

recently by Dornerand Zoller[16]with a particularem -

phasison ourexperim entalconditions. O urstudy is,to

our knowledge,the �rst single-atom im plem entation of

such a system .

W ereportm easurem entsfortwo ion-m irrordistances,

L = 67 cm and 90 cm ,and �nd them in quantitative

agreem ent with theoreticalpredictions. Depending on

the exact position ofthe m irror,which we vary on the

nanom eterscale,theG (2) function showsradically di�er-

entbehaviour. In particular,we observe how the inter-

ference in the m ode reected by the m irrorsetsin with

theretardation tim e�.Ata m oregenerallevel,thiscor-

responds to a sudden transition in the dynam ics ofthe

atom -cavity system from a regim e where which-way in-

form ation ispresentto the regim e where interference is

established. M oreover,through varying L,the value of

G (2)(0) for our single atom can be tuned from an anti-

bunching m inim um to a bunching-likem axim um .

The schem atic experim entalset-up and the relevant

partiallevelschem e of138Ba+ are shown in Fig.1. The

ion iscontinuouslydriven and cooled bytwonarrow-band

tunable lasers at 493 nm (green) and 650 nm (red) ex-

citing the S1=2{P1=2 and P1=2{D 3=2 transitions,respec-
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FIG .1:A single
138

Ba
+
ion in a Paultrap (parabola)iscon-

tinuously laser-excited. A lens (not shown) and a m irror at

distance L, m ounted on piezo-actuators (PZT),focus back

part ofthe uorescence onto the ion. G reen (493 nm ) pho-

tons are detected by two photom ultipliers (PM T 1 and 2)

and their arrivaltim es are correlated with 100 ps tem poral

resolution (TTSPC:Tim e Tagged Single Photon Counting).

A slow electronic servo loop (fringe lock)stabilises the aver-

age photocurrentand thereby perm itscontrolofthedistance

L between the ion and the m irror with better than 10 nm

precision.

tively.Laserfrequenciesareclosetoresonanceand inten-

sitiesare setbelow saturation.A fraction �ofthe green

uorescencephotonsisreected by a distantm irrorand

focussed back onto the ion. W e analyse the G (2) cor-

relation function ofthe 493 nm lightin the observation

channelopposite to the m irror.Thislighthastwo com -

ponents,thedirectand thereected partoftheradiation

scattered by the ion,with a tim e delay � between them .

Forvery low laserintensities,when allscattering iselas-

tic,the resulting interference ofthese com ponentsisob-

served with up to72% visibility[9]intothatm ode.In the

m easurem entspresented hereweuseslightly higherlaser

excitation rate,whereby the contrastreducesto around

50% . The interference signalcan be viewed asa conse-

quence ofthe standing wave which form s in the m irror

m ode and which leadsto inhibited and enhanced detec-

tion ofresonance uorescence photons [9]. The signal

varieswith theion-m irrordistanceL assin2(kflL),where

kfl isthe m om entum ofphotonsem itted at493 nm . A

fringe m inim um correspondsto the ion being located at

a node ofthe standing wave,i.e.kflL = n� (n being an

integer);the m axim um correspondsto kflL = (n + 1

2
)�,

i.e.to the ion being atan antinode.

W enotethaton averagetherearelessthan 10� 3 pho-

tons in the m ode volum e between the ion and the m ir-

ror. Thisgivesrise to one ofthe rem arkable featuresof

thisexperim ent,thatthe interference iscreated by par-

tialwavescorresponding to the sam e individualphoton,

whileatthesam etim ethedetection ofthesephotonsre-

vealsdynam icalinform ation and state projection ofthe

atom .

W e now study the second ordercorrelation forarrival

tim esofgreen photons.Firstwerecallthem ain theoret-

icalresults ofRef.[16],restricting the treatm ent to the

S1=2 and P1=2 levels. As shown in Fig.1,we labelthe

m irror-ion-detectoraxisasz,setthe m irrorposition at

z = 0 and the trap centeratz = L.Neglecting the m o-

tion ofthe ion in the trap,the �eld operator for green

photonsin the m irrorm odereadsatz = L

E m (L;t)=
��

2

i�h

d
e
� i!L t[�� (t)�(t)

� e
i!L ��

� (t� �)�(t� �)]+ Nv(t); (1)

where �(t)isa step function centered att= 0,� isthe

free-space decay rate ofthe P1=2 to S1=2 transition,and

d itsdipole oscillatorstrength.�� denotesthe lowering

operatorfrom jP1=2itojS1=2iand !L thelaserfrequency.

N v is the source free part ofthe m irror �eld,i.e. the

inputstate in the language ofinput-outputtheory [17].

In Eq.(1)theinteraction picturewith respectto thefree

partofthe Ham iltonian isused,operatorsbecom e tim e

dependent,and weturn intoafram erotatingatthelaser

frequency,e.g.�� (t) ! �� (t)e� i!L t. Including proper

com m utation rules between input and output states of

the �eld,the second order tim e correlation function in

the m irror m ode, G
(2)
m (t;t+ T) = hE y

m
(L;t)E y

m
(L;t+

T)E m (L;t+ T)E m (L;t)i,reads

G
(2)

m
(t;t+ T)/ k�� (t+ T)�� (t)

+ e2i!L ��
� (t+ T � �)�� (t� �)

� T -e
i!L ��

� (t+ T � �)�� (t)

� e
i!L ��

� (t+ T)�� (t� �)jiik2 ; (2)

where jiidenotesthe initialstate ofthe system ,i.e.the

ion in the ground state jS1=2i and the m irror m ode in

the vacuum state. The di�erentcontributionsin Eq.(2)

are interpreted asfollows: the �rstterm correspondsto

thedetection oftwophotonsdirectlyem itted towardsthe

detectorsand separated by a tim eintervalT;in thesec-

ond term ,thesephotonsareboth reected by them irror

(therefore delayed by �) before detection. The two last

contributions describe possible detection ofeither �rst

a directly em itted photon and then a second one after

its reection on the m irror (third term ), or vice-versa

(fourth term ).In the form ercase,forT < � causality is

ensured by T - which enforces the tim e ordering ofthe

two operatorson itsrighthand side. These m ustbe ar-

ranged chronologically from rightto leftand have to be

com m uted ifthey are not. Consequently,in Eq.(2)dif-

ferentcontributionsinterfere.The�rsttwo term sinduce

anti-bunching around T = 0 while the two others m ay

counteractthis usualbehavior. As we show below,the

weightofeach com ponentstronglydependson theactual

position ofthe ion,i.e.wetheritislocated ata node or

atan anti-nodeofthem irrorm ode.Finally,from Eq.(2)

oneobtainsin the steady-statelim it(t! 1 )

G
(2)

m
(T)/ j2bP 1=2

(T)cos(2kflL)

� bP 1=2
(jT � �j)� bP 1=2

(T + �)j2 (3)
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FIG . 2: Top: M easured second order correlation function

without m irror,G
(2)

nm (circles) and its sim ulation calculated

from 8-level Bloch equations (line). Bottom : Correlation

function for non-interfering ion and m irror im age,G
(2)

ni
,for

� = 4:5 ns.The line isthesum ofthree correlation functions

asexplained in thetext.Forthem easured curvesweevaluate

thetim eintervalsbetween allpairsofdetected photonsusing

a 500 pstim ebin width,and then dividethedataby thetotal

integration tim e(severalhours)afterbackground subtraction.

wherebP 1=2
denotestheoccupation am plitudeoftheP1=2

level. In principle,itshould be evaluated including the

m irror induced m odi�cations ofdecay rate and energy

valueoftheP1=2 state[9,10,11].Nevertheless,them ir-

rorback-action can beneglected forthecurrentanalysis,

with � being on the order of1.5% . Then bP 1=2
is de-

duced from the density m atrix tim e evolution consider-

ing a singleBa+ ion trapped in freespace.Notethatall

8 electronic sub-levelsneed to be accounted forin order

to accurately reproducetheexactshapeofthem easured

correlations[18].

In the top panelofFig.2,we present the correlation

function in absence ofthe m irror,G
(2)
nm . It is obtained

using the set-up depicted in Fig.1,but with the m irror

blocked. The m easurem ent exhibits the characteristic

anti-bunching at short tim e,with a nullrate ofcoinci-

dences,G
(2)
nm (0)’ 0. Itisaccurately reproduced by our

sim ulationswhich do notrequire any �tting param eter,

only experim entalconditions such as laser powers and

detunings[18].ThelowerpanelofFig.2 showsthecorre-

lation function when them irrorisincluded,butwithout

overlapping the reected �eld with its source; ion and

m irrorim age are then spatially distinct,and there isno

interference. The signal,G
(2)

ni
(T),corresponds to three

synchronousbutnon-interfering sources,shifted in tim e

NODE

NODE

ANTINODE

ANTINODE

SLOPE

SLOPE

=4.5ns

=6ns

G
m

(2
) (
T

) 
(s

-1
)

Time T (ns)

FIG .3:M easured correlation function G
(2)

m (T),aftersubtrac-

tion ofthenon-interfering part,fortheion placed neara node

(squares),a slope (circles) and an anti-node (crosses) ofthe

standing-wave m irror m ode. Each data set corresponds to 3

hours ofintegration. The lines represent the results ofour

m odel(Eq.(3)).

by � �. The expected contributions to this signalare

the m odulisquares ofthe three term s in Eq.(3),with-

outthe cosinedependance,i.e.withoutinterference.As

shown by the fullline,their sum accurately reproduces

our m easurem ents. In the following this signalis used

as a reference: in the m odelleading to Eq.(3),exper-

im entalconditions are assum ed idealwith 100% fringe

contrastofthegreen interference.Experim entally a con-

trastof50% isobserved,such thatEq.(3)only accounts

forhalfofthem easured correlations,whiletherem aining

partcorrespondsto G
(2)

ni
. Therefore in alldata sets for

G
(2)
m (T)shown below,them easured G

(2)

ni
(T)hasalready

been subtracted from the raw histogram data.

Figure3 presentssuch m easured second ordercorrela-

tion functionsG
(2)
m (T)forinterfering ion and m irrorim -

age.W ecom parethreerelevantsituations:theion close
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to a node (kflL = 0:03�),on the slope (kflL = 0:28�)

and close to an antinode (kflL = 0:4�)ofthe standing-

wave m irrorm ode. The �rstnotable feature is that al-

ways G
(2)
m (0)> 0. For our single trapped ion,such co-

incidence can only appear when a directly em itted and

reected photon are sim ultaneously detected. This is

possible in ourexperim entsince the delay ofa reected

photon is com parable to the tim e required to re-excite

the ion to the P1=2 state. The second im portant fea-

tureisthatallsituationsshow thesam ecoincidencerate

G
(2)
m (0),although therelativephase(2kflL)between the

coincident direct and reected photon �elds is di�erent

in thethreesituations.Thisdem onstratesthatatT = 0

one has the fullwhich-way inform ation about the two

photons.Consequently no interferencecan be observed.

W e now discussthe long-tim e lim itT � �: in Eq.(3)

the tim e argum entofbP 1=2
reducesto T and

G
(2)
m (T)� sin4(kflL)jbP 1=2

(T)j2jb
(ss)

P 1=2

j2,jb
(ss)

P 1=2

j2 beingthe

steady statepopulation oftheP1=2 state.Thesecond or-

dercorrelation function thusfactorizesinto the product

ofthe �rstordercorrelationsattim e tand (t+ T).For

the anti-node position, the interference is constructive

and G
(2)
m (T � �)ism axim al.O n the otherhand,atthe

node position the fully established destructive interfer-

ence suppressesthe detection ofphoton pairswith long

tim e intervals between them ,thus creating a strong ef-

fectivebunchingaround T= 0despitethefactthatweare

dealing with only a single atom .

Finally we study the correlationsforshorttim e delay

between photon detections,0 < T � �. In this regim e

m em ory e�ects are crucial,as one can see from Eq.(3),

whereexcited-stateam plitudesatdi�erenttim esaresu-

perim posed. The di�erence between the three positions

originatesm ainly from the weightcos(2kflL)ofthe �rst

term in Eq.(3),which correspondstotheprocesseswhere

both photonsareem itted in thesam edirection.Thetwo

otherterm s,describing processeswhere they take oppo-

sitedirections,do notdepend on them irrorphase.Asa

result,a conspicuous kink in allthe curvesatT � � is

observed.Thiskink m arksthesudden onsetoffullinter-

ference,when no m orewhich-way inform ation ispresent.

To sum m arize, for a single ion trapped and laser-

excited in frontofam irror,wehavepresented thesecond

ordertim e correlation function ofem itted photons. De-

pendingon theposition oftheion,e.g.atanodeoratan

antinodeofthereected �eld standing wave,very di�er-

entbehavioursareshown forlargedistancesbetween the

ion and the m irror. In this non-M arkovian regim e,the

detection ofphoton pairsseparated by alargetim einter-

valism odulated by theinterferenceexperienced by each

photon. O n the other hand,coincident two photon de-

tections are insensitive to the exactposition ofthe ion,

because interference can not be established and which

way inform ation for each detected photon is accessible.

Consequently,when the ion is placed at a node ofits

reected uorescencestanding wave,a singlephoton de-

tection is prohibited by �rst order interference while a

joint two photon detection is allowed. This appears as

a bunched pro�le in the correlation function which re-

veals the transient regim e ofthe �eld establishm ent in

ourhalfcavity interferom eter.W ebelievethatouranal-

ysischaracterizesthetransientregim eofcavity quantum

electrodynam ics.

This work has been partially supported by the Aus-

trian Science Fund (project SFB15), by the European

Com m ission (Q UEST network, HPRNCT-2000-00121,

Q UBITS network,IST-1999-13021,SCALA Integrated

Project, Contract No. 015714), by a travel grant

of the �O AD (No. 3/2005), the Spanish M EC (No.

HU2004-0015)and by the"Institutf�urQ uanteninform a-

tion G m bH."

[1]D .M .M eekhofetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett76,1796 (1996)

[2]C.M onroe etal.,Science 272,1131 (1996)

[3]H.H�a�neretal.,Nature 438,643 (2005)

[4]L.M andel,E.W olf,O pticalCoherenceand Q uantum O p-

tics(Cam bridge University Press,U.S.,1995).

[5]J.H.K im ble etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett39,691 (1977)

[6]F.D iedrich et al.,Phys.Rev.Lett 58,203 (1987); M .

Schubertetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett68,3016 (1992)

[7]R.Hanbury Brown and R.Q .Twiss,Nature (London)

178 1046 (1956)

[8]M .Hennrich etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett94,053604 (2005)

[9]J.Eschneretal.,Nature 413,495 (2001).

[10]M .A.W ilson etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.91,213602 (2003).

[11]P.Bushev etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,223602 (2004).

[12]P.M ilonni,The quantum vacuum (Academ icPress,Lon-

don,1993).

[13]Photon correlations in the M arkovian regim e willbe re-

ported elsewhere:D .Rotteretal.,in preparation.

[14]R.J.Cook etal.,Phys.Rev.A 35,5081 (1987).

[15]G .Alber,Phys.Rev.A 46,R5338-R5341 (1992).

[16]U.D orneretal.,Phys.Rev.A 66,23816 (2002).

[17]C.W .G ardinerand P.Zoller,Q uantum Noise (Springer,

Berlin,2004).

[18]M .Schubertetal.,Phys.Rev.A 52,2994 (1995).


