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B reakdow n ofthe few -levelapproxim ation in collective system s
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M ax-Planck-Institut f�ur K ernphysik, Saupfercheckweg 1, 69117 Heidelberg, G erm any

(D ated:O ctober4,2020)

The validity ofthe few-levelapproxim ation in dipole-dipole interacting collective system sisdis-

cussed. As exam ple system ,we study the archetype case oftwo dipole-dipole interacting atom s,

each m odelled by two com plete setsofangularm om entum m ultiplets.W e establish the breakdown

ofthe few-levelapproxim ation by �rst proving the intuitive result that the dipole-dipole induced

energy shiftsbetween collective two-atom statesdepend on the length ofthe vectorconnecting the

atom s,but not on its orientation,ifcom plete and degenerate m ultiplets are considered. A care-

fulanalysisofour�ndingsreveals thatthe sim pli�cation ofthe atom ic levelschem e by arti�cially

om itting Zeem an sublevels in a few-levelapproxim ation generally leads to incorrect predictions.

W e �nd that this breakdown can be traced back to the dipole-dipole coupling oftransitions with

orthogonaldipole m om ents. O ur interpretation enables us to identify specialgeom etries in which

partialfew-levelapproxim ationsto two-orthree-levelsystem sare valid.

PACS num bers:03.65.Ca,42.50.Fx,42.50.Ct

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

The theoretical analysis of any non-trivial physical

problem typically requiresthe use ofapproxim ations.A

key approxim ation facilitated in m ostareasofphysicsre-

ducesthe com plete con� guration space ofthe system of

interestto a sm allersetofrelevantsystem states.In the

theoreticaldescription ofatom -� eld interactions,the es-

sentialstateapproxim ation entailsneglectingm ostofthe

bound and continuum atom ic states[1,2,3]. The sem -

inalJaynes-Cum m ings-M odel[4]takesthisreduction to

the extrem e in thatonly two atom ic statesareretained.

O bviously,itisessentialto in detailexplore the validity

range ofthis reduction ofthe con� guration space. The

few-levelapproxim ation usually leadsto theoreticalpre-

dictionsthatare wellveri� ed experim entally [1,2],and

isgenerallyconsidered asunderstood forsingle-atom sys-

tem s.Itfails,however,to reproduce resultsofquantum

electrodynam ics,where in generalallpossible interm e-

diate atom ic states need to be considered in order to

obtain quantitatively correct results [5]. The situation

becom eseven lessclearin collective system s,where the

individualconstituentsinteractvia the dipole-dipole in-

teraction,despitetherelevanceofcollectivitytom anyar-

easofphysics.Exam plesforsuch system scan befound in

ultracold quantum gases[6],trapped atom s[7,8],orsolid

statesystem s[9,10],with applications,e.g.,in quantum

inform ation theory [11].

Therefore,we discussthe validity ofthe few-levelap-

proxim ation in dipole-dipole interacting collective sys-

tem s.Forthis,westudythearchetypecaseoftwodipole-

dipole interacting atom s,see Fig.1(a). Experim ents of

thistypehavebecom epossiblerecently [7,9].In orderto
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rem aingeneral,eachatom ism odelled bycom pletesetsof

angularm om entum m ultiplets,asshown in Fig.1(b).W e

� nd thatthefew-levelapproxim ation in generalleadsto

incorrectpredictionsifitisapplied to them agneticsub-

levelsofthissystem .Forthis,we� rstestablish a general

statem entaboutthe system behaviorunderrotationsof

the atom ic separation vector R . As a � rst conclusion

from this result, we derive the intuitive outcom e that

the dipole-dipole induced energy shifts between collec-

tivetwo-atom statesareinvariantunderrotationsofthe

separation vectorR .Thisresultcan only beestablished

ifcom pleteand degeneratem ultipletsareconsidered and

dipole-dipole interactionsbetween orthogonaltransition

dipolem om entsareincluded in theanalysis.O n thecon-

trary,the arti� cialom ission ofany ofthe Zeem an sub-

levels ofa m ultiplet leads to a spurious dependence of

the energy shifts on the orientation,and thus to incor-

rectpredictions.

Forexam ple,ifin thewell-known two-levelapproxim a-

tion only one excited state jeiand the ground state jgi

areretained,then werecovertheposition-dependenten-

ergy splitting between the entangled two-particle states

(je;gi� jg;ei)=
p
2 that has previously been reported

for a pair oftwo-levelsystem s [2, 3]. This geom etry-

dependence is atodds with the rotationalinvariance of

thecollectiveenergysplittingexpected forthedegenerate

system with allZeem an sublevels.W ethusconcludethat

thefew-levelapproxim ation in generalcannotbeapplied

to thissystem .

O urresultscan begeneralized to m orecom plex angu-

larm om entum m ultiplets.

II. T H E M O D EL

W edescribeeach atom by a S0 $ P1 transition shown

in Fig.1(b)thatcan be found,e.g.,in 40Ca atom s. W e

choosethezaxisasthequantization axis,which isdistin-

guished by an externalm agnetic� eld thatinducesa Zee-

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0611071v2
mailto:martin.kiffner@mpi-hd.mpg.de
mailto:joerg.evers@mpi-hd.mpg.de
mailto:keitel@mpi-hd.mpg.de
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FIG . 1: (a) The system of interest is com prised of two

identicalatom s that are located at r1 and r2,respectively.

R = r2 � r1 istherelativeposition ofatom 2 with respectto

atom 1.(b)Levelstructure ofatom � 2 f1;2g which we em -

ploy to illustrateourresults.Theground stateisa S0 singlet

state,and the three excited levels are Zeem an sublevels ofa

P1 triplet.� isthe frequency splitting ofthe upperlevels.

m an splitting � ofthe excited states.The orientation of

R isde� ned relativeto thisquantization axis.W ebegin

with theintroduction ofthem asterequation which gov-

ernstheatom icevolution ofthe system shown in Fig.1.

Theinternalstateji�iofatom � isan eigenstateofJ
(�)
z ,

whereJ
(�)

istheangularm om entum operatorofatom �

(� 2 f1;2g). In particular,the P1 m ultipletwith J = 1

correspondsto theexcited statesj1�i,j2�iand j3�iwith

m agnetic quantum num bers m = � 1;0 and 1,respec-

tively, and the S0 state is the ground state j4�i with

J = m = 0. The raising and lowering operatorson the

j4�i$ ji�itransition ofatom � are(i2 f1;2;3g)

S
(�)

i+ = ji�ih4�j and S
(�)

i� = j4�ihi�j: (1)

Thetotalsystem Ham iltonian forthetwo atom sand the

radiation � eld isH = HA + H F + V ;where

H A = ~

3X

i= 1

2X

�= 1

!iS
(�)

i+ S
(�)

i� ; H F =
X

ks

~!ka
y

ks
aks;

V = � d̂
(1)

�Ê (r1)� d̂
(2)

�Ê (r2): (2)

In theseequations,H A describesthefreeevolution ofthe

two identicalatom s,~!i is the energy ofstate ji�i and

wechoose~!4 = 0.H F istheHam iltonian ofthevacuum

� eld and V describes the interaction ofthe atom s with

thevacuum m odesin dipoleapproxim ation.Theelectric

� eld operatorÊ isde� ned as

Ê (r)= i
X

ks

r
~!k

2"0v
�kse

ik� r
aks + H.c.; (3)

where aks (a
y

ks
) are the annihilation (creation) opera-

tors that correspond to a � eld m ode with wave vector

k,polarization �ks and frequency !k,and v denotesthe

quantization volum e. The electric-dipole m om entoper-

ator ofatom � is a vectoroperatorwith respect to the

angularm om entum operatorJ
(�)

ofatom � and reads

d̂
(�)

=

3X

i= 1

�
diS

(�)

i+ + H.c.
�
: (4)

W e determ ine the dipole m om ents di = hiĵdj4i via the

W igner-Eckarttheorem [12]and � nd

d1 = D �
(+ )

; d3 = � D �
(� )

; (5a)

d2 = D ez ; (5b)

where D is the reduced dipole m atrix elem ent and the

circularpolarization vectorsare�(� ) = (ex � iey)=
p
2.

W e now adapt the standard derivation of a m aster

equation [1,2,3]to ourm ultilevelsystem . Forthis,we

assum ethattheradiation � eld isinitially in thevacuum

state denoted by %F and suppose thatthe totaldensity

operatorfactorizesinto a productof%F and the atom ic

density operator% att= 0.Them asterequation forthe

reduced atom ic density operatorin Born approxim ation

then takestheform

@t% = �
i

~
[H A ;%] (6)

�
1

~
2

tZ

0

d�TrF

��
V;U (�)

�
V;%F%(t� �)

�
U
y
(�)

��

;

where U (�)= exp[� i(HA + H F)�=~]and TrF()denotes

the traceoverthe vacuum m odes.W e evaluatethe inte-

gralin Eq.(6)in M arkov-approxim ation[1]and ignoreall

term sassociated with theLam b shiftoftheatom iclevels.

In addition,weem ploy therotating-waveapproxim ation

and neglectanti-resonantterm sthatareproportionalto

S
(�)

i+ S
(�)

j+ and S
(�)

i� S
(�)

j� .W e � nally obtain

@t% = �
i

~
[H A ;%]�

i

~
[H 
 ;%]+ L
%: (7)

In this equation,the Ham iltonian H 
 describes the co-

herentpartofthe dipole-dipoleinteraction and reads

H 
 = � ~

3X

i;j= 1

n


ijS
(2)

i+ S
(1)

j� + H.c.

o

: (8)

Thecoe� cients
ij arede� ned as[13,14]


ij =
1

~

h

d
T

i

$
�re(R )d

�
j

i

; (9)

and thetensor
$
�re istherealpartofthetensor

$
� whose

com ponents
$
�kl fork;l2 f1;2;3g aregiven by

$
�kl(R )=

k30

4�"0

�

g1(�)�kl� g2(�)
R kR l

R 2

�

e
i�
: (10)

Here the vector R denotes the relative coordinates of

atom 2 with respectto atom 1 [see Fig.1(a)],� = k0R

and g1 = (�� 1+ i�� 2� �� 3),g2 = (�� 1+ 3i�� 2� 3�� 3).In

thederivation ofEq.(10),thethreetransition frequencies

!1,!2 and !3 have been approxim ated by their m ean

value !0 = ck0 (c: speed oflight)[15]. Thisisjusti� ed

since the Zeem an splitting � is m uch sm aller than the

opticaltransition frequencies!i.
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Thelastterm in Eq.(7)accountsforspontaneousem is-

sion and reads

L
% = �

2X

�= 1

3X

i= 1


i

�

S
(�)

i+ S
(�)

i� %+ %S
(�)

i+ S
(�)

i� � 2S
(�)

i� %S
(�)

i+

�

�

2X

�;� = 1

�6= �

3X

i;j= 1

�ij

�

S
(�)

i+ S
(�)

j� %+ %S
(�)

i+ S
(�)

j� � 2S
(�)

j� %S
(�)

i+

�

:

(11)

Thetotaldecay rateoftheexcited statejiiofeach ofthe

atom s is given by 2
i,where 
i = jdij
2!30=(6��0~c

3) =


 and we again em ployed the approxim ation !i � !0.

The collective decay rates �ij result from the vacuum -

m ediated dipole-dipole coupling between the two atom s

and aredeterm ined by

�ij =
1

~

h

d
T

i

$
�im (R )d

�
j

i

; (12)

where
$
�im = Im

$
� is the im aginary part of the ten-

sor
$
�. Note that the cross term s (i 6= j) in Eqs.(9)

and (12)representcouplingsbetween transitionswith or-

thogonaldipole m om ents. Ifthe m asterequation (7) is

transform ed into the interaction picture with respectto

H A ,term sproportionaltothesecrossterm srotateatfre-

quencies� � or� 2�. Itfollowsthatthe param eters
ij

and �ij are negligible ifthe levelsplitting � islarge,i.e.

j�j� j
ijj;j�ijj(i6= j).

Next we provide explicit expressionsfor the coupling

constants 
ij and the decay rates �ij in Eqs.(9) and

(12),respectively. For this,it is convenient to express

the relative position ofthe two atom sin sphericalcoor-

dinates,

R = R (sin� cos�;sin� sin�;cos�): (13)

Togetherwith Eqs.(10)and (5)weobtain


31 = 

3

4�3

��
�
2 � 3

�
cos� � 3� sin�

�
sin

2
�e

� 2i�
;


11 = 3



8�3

��
3�

2 � 1+
�
�
2 � 3

�
cos2�

�
cos�

� � (1+ 3cos2�)sin�];


21 = �
p
2cot� 
31e

i�
;


22 = 
11 � (2cot
2
� � 1)
31e

2i�
;


32 = � 
21 ; 
33 = 
11 ; (14)
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FIG .2:(Coloronline)Setup considered in Section III,which

providesan illustration ofthe physicalm echanism sresponsi-

bleforthebreakdown ofthefew-levelapproxim ation.In this

exam ple,an externallaser�eld isused forthesakeofillustra-

tion. O ur m ain results starting from Section IV do not rely

on externaldriving �elds.

and the collectivedecay ratesevaluateto

�31 = 

3

4�3

��
�
2 � 3

�
sin� + 3� cos�

�
sin

2
�e

� 2i�
;

�11 = 3



8�3

��
3�

2 � 1+
�
�
2 � 3

�
cos2�

�
sin�

+ � (1+ 3cos2�)cos�];

�21 = �
p
2cot� �31e

i�
;

�22 = �11 � (2cot
2
� � 1)�31e

2i�
;

�32 = � �21 ; �33 = �11 : (15)

A num ericalstudy ofthesecoupling term scan be found

in [16].

III. P H Y SIC A L M O T IVA T IO N

In thefollowing Section IV,wewillprovidea rigorous

treatm entofthebehaviorofourm odelsystem underro-

tationsoftheatom icseparation vectorin orderto study

thegeom etricalpropertiesofthedi� erentcouplingterm s

in them asterequation(7).In ordertom otivatethisanal-

ysis,in thisSection III,wewilldiscussa sim pleexam ple

forourresults. Thisexam ple em ploysan externallaser

� eld driving the atom s,which isused,however,only for

the sake ofillustration. O urm ain results starting from

Section IV willnotrely on externaldriving � elds.

To thisend,we considerthe geom etricalsetup shown

in Fig.2.Theatom swith internalstructureasin Fig.1

are aligned along the y axis, and in addition to the

m odelconsidered so far,a �+ polarized laserbeam with

Rabifrequency 
L and frequency !L propagates in z-

direction. In rotating-wave approxim ation, the atom -
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FIG . 3: (Color online) Population in the subspace S ob-

tained by applying the few-levelapproxim ation to the setup

in Fig.2. The com m on param eters are � = �=2,� = �=2,

� = 0.Further,in (I),
L = 2
,R = 0:3�0,and � = 0:58
,

where � = ! L � !0. Curve (II) shows the case 
 L = 5:4
,

R = 0:1�0,and � = 5:2
.

laserinteraction Ham iltonian reads

H L = ~

2X

�= 1

n


L S
(�)

3+
e
� i!L t + H.c.

o

:

The transition operators S
(�)

i+
are de� ned in Eq. (1).

Since the laserpolarization is�+ ,itcouplesonly to the

transition j3i$ j4iin each atom .Todescribethissetup,

one m ightbe tem pted to em ploy the usualfew-levelap-

proxim ation,and thusneglectthe excited statesj1iand

j2i in each atom ,since they are not populated by the

laser � eld. Ifthis were correct,the seem ingly relevant

subsystem would be

S = Span(j4;4i;j3;3i;j3;4i;j4;3i):

However,it is easy to prove that the state space ofthe

twoatom scan notbereduced tothesubspaceS,i.e.,that

thefew-levelapproxim ationcannotbeapplied in itsusual

form . In order to show this,we include the atom -laser

interaction into the m aster equation (7) and transform

the resulting m aster equation in a fram e rotating with

the laserfrequency. Thisequation issolved num erically

with the initialcondition %(t = 0) = j4;4ih4;4j,i.e. it

isassum ed thatboth atom sare initially in theirground

states.

Figure 3 shows the totalpopulation con� ned to the

subspaceS,



P̂S

�
= Tr

h

%(t)P̂S

i

; (16)

where PS is the projector onto the subspace S. It can

easily be seen thatforboth setsofparam eters,popula-

tion islostfrom thesubspaceS.Sinceallstatesbutthe

excited states j1i and j2i are contained in S,it is clear

0 2 4 6 8
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

PSfrag replacements
I

II

t · γ

〈

P̂V

〉

FIG .4: (Color online) Population ofthe subspace V ,which

contains allpopulation which was lost from subspace S in

Fig.3,such that the population in S + V rem ains unity for

alltim es.The param etersare asin Fig.3.

thatitisnotsu� cientto take only the excited state j3i

into accountin the usualfew-levelapproxim ation.

The explanation of this outcom e is straightforward.

According to Eq.(8),the dipole transition j3i$ j4iof

one atom is coupled by the cross-coupling term 
31 to

the j1i $ j4i transition ofthe other atom . This cou-

pling results in a population ofstate j1i,even though

the transition dipoles ofthe two considered transitions

are orthogonal.Consequently,the dipole-dipole interac-

tion between transitionswith orthogonaldipolem om ents

willresultin the(partial)population ofthestatesj1;1i,

j1;3i,j3;1i,j1;4i,j4;1i,although noneofthesestatesis

directly coupled to the laser� eld.

Thenum ericalveri� cationofthesestatem entsisshown

in Figure4,which depictsthepopulation ofthesubspace

V = Span(j1;1i;j1;3i;j3;1i;j1;4i;j4;1i):

P̂V istheprojectoronto thesubspaceV ,and theparam -

etersare the sam e asabove. Note thatwe have veri� ed

thatallpopulation is contained in the subspace S + V ,

i.e.


P̂S

�
+


P̂V

�
= 1 atalltim es.

It is im portant to note that the su� cient subspace

S + V stilldoes not contain allpossible states of the

two atom s,because the excited state j2iofeach atom is

neglected.Thejusti� cation forthisisthatin thechosen

geom etry,thecross-couplingterm s
21,�21 and 
32,�32
vanish such thatthe transition j2i$ j4iofone atom is

notcoupled to the transitionsj1i$ j4iand j3i$ j4iof

theotheratom ,seeEqs.(14)and (15).Thisisim portant

sinceitdem onstratesthatitisalso notcorrectto sim ply

statethatallatom icstateshaveto betaken into account

forallparam etercon� gurations.

Theaboveexam pleclearly dem onstratesthatthefew-

levelapproxim ation is rendered im possible by the cou-

pling term s between transitions with orthogonaldipole

m om ents.Therefore,itisthenatureofthedipole-dipole
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coupling itselfwhich enforcesthatgenerally allZeem an

sublevels have to be taken into account, and not the

polarization ofthe externallaser � elds,as one m ay be

tem pted to assum ein theusualfew-levelapproxim ation.

A physicalinterpretation fortheorigin ofthevacuum -

induced coupling oftransitions with orthogonaldipole

m om ents has been given in [14]. In essence,these cou-

plingsoccurifthepolarizationofa(virtual)photon em it-

ted on one ofthe transitionsin the � rstatom has non-

zeroprojection on di� erentdipolem om entsofthesecond

atom .Pictorially,then the second atom cannotm easure

thepolarization ofthephoton,and thushas� niteproba-

bilitytoabsorbitalsoon transitionswith dipolem om ents

orthogonalto the dipole ofthe em itting transition.

IV . B R EA K D O W N O F T H E FEW -LEV EL

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In thissection,wereturn toouroriginalsetup in Fig.1,

and thus drop the externaldriving � elds em ployed in

Sec.III. W e � rst derive a generalstatem ent about the

behavior ofthe m aster equation (7) under rotations of

theseparation vectorR .O n � rstsight,wewillprovean

obviousresult: In the absence ofexternal� eldsbutthe

isotropic vacuum ,there is no distinguished direction in

space.Thusoneexpectsthe eigenenergiesofthe system

to be invariantunderrotationsofR ,and thisisindeed

what we � nd. But despite its intuitiveness,this state-

m ent needs proof,and the discussion ofthe proofand

its assum ptions willprovide the theoreticalfoundation

forourcentralresultsand physicalinterpretationsin the

following sections.

A . C entraltheorem

In addition to a given relative position R ofthe two

atom s,we consider a di� erent geom etricalsetup where

theseparationvectorP isobtained from R byarotation,

P = R
u
(�)R .Here,R u(�)isan orthogonal3� 3m atrix

that describes a rotation in the three-dim ensionalreal

vectorspace R3 around the axis u by an angle �. O ur

aim is to show that there exists a unitary operator W

such that

H 
 (P )= W H 
 (R )W
y
; (17a)

L
(P )% = W
�
L
(R )W

y
%W

�
W

y
; (17b)

whereW = W u (�)isgiven by

W u (�)= exp[� i� J
(1)

� u=~]exp[� i� J
(2)

� u=~]: (18)

Heretheoperatorexp[� i� J
(�)
� u=~]describesarotation

around the axis u by an angle � in the state space of

atom �.Thenotation H 
 (R )and L
(R )m eansthatthe

coupling constantsand collectivedecay ratesin Eqs.(8)

and (11)haveto be evaluated atR .

W eproceed with the proofofEq.(17).In a � rststep,

we introduce the auxiliary operator A R = W VR W
y,

where VR is the interaction Ham iltonian for a relative

position ofthe atom s given by R ,and W = W u (�) is

de� ned in Eq.(18). The evaluation ofA R involvesonly

the transform ation ofthe dipole operatorofeach atom .

Since the m atrix elem entsofvectoroperatorstransform

likeclassicalvectorsunderrotations(see,e.g.,Sec.3.10.

in [12]),we� nd

W d̂
(�)

W
y
=

3X

i= 1

�
~di S

(�)

i+ + H.c.
�
; (19)

where ~di = R � 1
u
(�)di. This showsthatthe only di� er-

ence between the auxiliary operatorA R and VR isthat

the dipole m om entsofthe form erare determ ined by ~di

instead ofdi.

In a second step,we em ploy the tensor properties of
$
� to � nd the following expression for the param eters


ij(P )and �ij(P )[seeEqs.(9)and (12)],

~
ij(P )=
�
R � 1

u
(�)di

�T $
�re(R )

�
R � 1

u
(�)d

�
j

�
; (20)

~�ij(P )=
�
R � 1

u
(�)di

�T $
�im (R )

�
R � 1

u
(�)d

�
j

�
: (21)

Thisim portantresultshowsthata rotation ofthedipole

m om entsdi by R
� 1
u
(�)isform ally equivalentto a rota-

tion ofR by R
u
(�)in the m asterequation (7).

From the com bination ofthe resultsobtained in step

one and two,we conclude that the exchange ofVR by

A R in the integralofEq.(6)isequivalentto a rotation

ofthe separation vectorfrom R to P = R
u
(�)R ,

I =
� 1

~
2

tZ

0

d�TrF

��
A R ;

�
U (�)AR U

y
(�);~%(̂�)

���

(22)

= �
i

~
[H 
 (P );%]+ L
(P )%; (23)

where �̂ = t� � and

~%(̂�)= U (�)[%F 
 %(̂�)]U
y
(�): (24)

Notethattheequality ofEqs.(22)and (23)holdsunder

the sam eassum ptionsthatled from Eqs.(6)to (7).

In thesecond partoftheproofweevaluatetheintegral

in Eq.(22) in a di� erent way. In the discussion follow-

ing Eq.(10),we justi� ed that L
 and H 
 depend only

on the m ean transition frequency !0. Here we em ploy

exactly thesam eapproxim ation [15]and replacethefre-

quencies!i appearing in U (�)AR U
y(�)by !0.SinceH A

com m uteswith J
(�)

ifallfrequencies!i arereplaced by

the m ean transition frequency !0,we have [W ;U ]= 0

and hence

U (�)AR U
y
(�)= W U (�)VR U

y
(�)W

y
: (25)

Itfollowsthattheargum entofthetracein Eq.(22)can

be written as

W
�
VR ;

�
U (�)VR U

y
(�);W

y
~%(̂�)W

��
W

y
: (26)
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In contrastto Eq.(22),thedoublecom m utatorcontains

now the originalinteraction Ham iltonian VR thatcorre-

sponds to a setting with separation vectorR . W e thus

obtain

I = �
i

~
[W H 
 (R )W

y
;%]+ W

�
L
(R )W

y
%W

�
W

y
: (27)

Finally,thecom parison ofEqs.(27)and (23)establishes

Eq.(17)which concludesthe proof.

Note that throughout this proof,we have not m ade

reference to the speci� c type of the Zeem an sublevels

em ployed in our exam ple shown in Fig.1. Therefore,

the centraltheorem holdsfortransitionsbetween states

with arbitrary angularm om entum structure,aslong as

com plete m ultipletsareconsidered.

B . D iagonalization ofH 


W e now turn to the discussion ofEq.(17),which will

lead to our centralresults. The Ham iltonian H 
 de-

scribesthecoherentpartofthedipole-dipoleinteraction

between the atom s. From Eq.(17a),it is im m ediately

clearthatthe eigenvaluesofH 
 depend only on the in-

teratom icdistance,butnoton theorientation ofthesep-

aration vectorR .Thereason isthatthespectrum oftwo

operators,which arerelated by aunitary transform ation,

is identical. In our case,the Ham iltonian H 
 (R ) and

H 
 (P )fordi� erentorientationsR and P arerelated by

the unitary transform ation W ,and since P is obtained

from R by an arbitrary rotation,the eigenvaluesofH 


areidenticalforany orientation.

Next we re-obtain this result in a m ore explicit way

and derive sym bolic expressionsforthe eigenvaluesand

eigenstatesofH 
 .ThisHam iltonian can be written as

H 
 =

3X

i;j= 1

�
[H 
 ]

S
ij jsiihsjj+ [H 
 ]

A
ij jaiihajj

�
; (28)

where the sym m etric and antisym m etric states are de-

� ned as

jsii= (ji;4i+ j4;ii)=
p
2; (29a)

jaii= (ji;4i� j4;ii)=
p
2; (29b)

and ji;ji = ji1i 
 jj2i. Since all m atrix elem ents

hsijH 
 jajiofH 
 between a sym m etric and an antisym -

m etric state vanish, the set of eigenstates decom poses

into a sym m etricsubspaceS and an antisym m etricsub-

space A . The m atrix elem entsofH 
 in the subspace S

spanned by the sym m etricstatesfjs1i;js2i;js3ig are

[H 
 ]
S
= � ~

0

@


11 
�
21 
�

31


21 
22 
�
32


31 
32 
33

1

A ; (30)

and therepresentation ofH 
 in thesubspaceA spanned

by theantisym m etricstatesfja1i;ja2i;ja3ig isgiven by

[H 
 ]
A = � [H
 ]

S. Note thatthe collective ground state

j4;4i and the states ji;ji (i;j 2 f1;2;3g) where each

atom is in an excited state are not in
 uenced by the

dipole-dipoleinteraction and thusnotpartoftheexpan-

sion (28).

In Section IV A,wehavederived a generalrelation be-

tween any two orientations ofthe interatom ic distance

vector.In orderto apply thisresult,wede� nethevector

R z to beparallelto thez axis,i.e.R z = R ez.Thiscor-

respondsto thechoice� = 0 in Eq.(13).Any separation

vectorP can then beobtained from R z asP = R
u
(�)R z

by a suitablechoiceofthe rotation axisu and the angle

�.

W ethen proceedwith thediagonalizationoftheHam il-

tonian H 
 (R z)with atom ic separation vectorR z. The

explicit calculation ofthe coupling constants 
ij shows

that the o� -diagonalelem ents in Eq.(30) vanish ifthe

atom sarealigned alongthez axis,seeEqs.(14)and (15)

with � = 0.ItfollowsthattheHam iltonian H
 (R z)isal-

ready diagonalized by the sym m etricand antisym m etric

statesEq.(29),and the eigenvaluesof[H 
 ]
S and [H 
 ]

A

are given by �Si = � ~
ii(R z) and �Ai = ~
ii(R z),re-

spectively.

Accordingto Eq.(17a),theHam iltonian H 
 (P )isthe

unitary transform of H 
 (R z) by W . The norm alized

eigenstatesofH 
 (P )arethusdeterm ined by W jsiiand

W jaii,and their eigenvalues are again �Si and �Ai ,re-

spectively. Since the orientation ofP is arbitrary,the

eigenvalues of H 
 (P ) depend only on the interatom ic

distance jP j= jR zj= R,butnoton the orientation of

the separation vector.

Thus,itfollowsfrom ourtheorem in Sec.IV A thatthe

eigenvaluesofH 
 (P )areinvariantunderrotation ofthe

interatom icdistance vector.

C . D iagonalization ofH A + H 


An additionalconclusion can be drawn from Eq.(17)

ifthe operator H A com m utes with the transform ation

W = W u (�),i.e.,

[H A ;W ]= 0: (31)

Then,Eq.(17a)im pliesthatH A + H 
 (P )istheunitary

transform ofH A + H 
 (R )by W . A straightforward re-

alization ofthisisthecaseofvanishing Zeem an splitting

�,in which therelation holdsforan arbitrary orientation

ofP . Then,the energy levelsofthe fullsystem Ham il-

tonian H A + H 
 do notdepend on theorientation ofthe

separation vector.

This result can be understood as follows. In the ab-

senceofam agnetic� eld (� = 0),thereisnodistinguished

direction in space. Since the vacuum isisotropic in free

space,one expects that the energy levels ofthe system

areinvariantunderrotationsoftheseparation vectorR .

By contrast,the application ofa m agnetic � eld in z

direction breaksthefullrotationalsym m etry.For� 6= 0,
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the atom ic Ham iltonian H A only com m uteswith trans-

form ations W u (�) that correspond to a rotation ofthe

separation vector around the z axis,u = ez. Ifwe ex-

pressthe atom ic separation vectorin term sofspherical

coordinates as in Eq.(13), this m eans that the eigen-

valuesofthe fullsystem Ham iltonian H A + H 
 do only

depend on the interatom ic distance R and the angle �,

butnoton theangle�.Thisresultre
 ectsthesym m etry

ofoursystem with respecttorotationsaround thezaxis.

D . U nitary equivalence oftim e evolution in

di�erent orientations

IftheoperatorH A com m uteswith thetransform ation

W = W u (�),another conclusion can be drawn. Then,

the result in Eq.(17) im plies that the density operator

W %(R )W y obeys the sam e m aster equation than %(P )

forP = R
u
(�)R .ItfollowsthatP istheunitary trans-

form of%(R )by W ,i.e.

%(P )= W %(R )W
y
: (32)

As discussed in Sec.IV C,the free atom ic Ham iltonian

H A com m uteswith W u (�)foran arbitrary choiceofthe

rotation axis u and angle � if the Zeem an splitting �

vanishes.

W e thusconclude thatitsu� cesto determ ine the so-

lution ofthe m asterequation (7)foronly one particular

geom etry if� = 0.Any othersolution can then begener-

ated sim ply by applying thetransform ation W = W u (�)

with suitable values ofu and � to the solution for the

particulargeom etry.

E. Establishm ent ofthe breakdow n

In Secs.IV B-IV D,we presented severalresults con-

cerning the energy levels and the tim e evolution ofthe

twodipole-dipoleinteractingatom sthatarebased on the

centraltheorem in Eq.(17). However,thistheorem can

only beestablished ifeach atom ism odelled by com plete

setsofangularm om entum m ultiplets,and representsthe

reference case that correspondsto results which can be

expected in an experim ent. Ifany ofthe Zeem an sub-

levelsoftheP1 tripletareneglected,theunitaryoperator

W doesnotexistsinceitisim possibleto de� nean angu-

larm om entum orvectoroperatorin a statespacewhere

m agneticsublevelshavebeen rem oved arti� cially.In this

case,the centralstatem entcannotbe applied. Still,the

system can be solved without the help ofthe theorem .

Thebreakdown ofthefew-levelapproxim ation forcollec-

tivesystem sisthen established by notingthattheresults

forsystem swith arti� cially reduced statespacefailtore-

coverthe results derived in Secs.IV B-IV D for the full

system .

In orderto illustratethispointin m oredetail,wecon-

sider the system in Fig.1 and assum e that the excited

statesofeach atom aredegenerate(� = 0).According to

our� ndingsin Secs.IV B and IV C,the energy levelsof

thecom pletesystem depend on thelength ofthesepara-

tion vectorR ,butnoton itsorientation.In contrast,the

om ission ofany ofthe Zeem an sublevelsleadsto a spu-

riousdependenceoftheenergy levelson theorientation,

and thusto incorrectpredictions.

For exam ple,ifthe excited states j1i and j3i in each

atom areom itted,thelevelschem ein Fig.1(b)reducesto

an e� ective two-levelsystem com prised ofthe statesj2i

and j4i.Thecollectivetwo-atom system isthen described

by theground statej4;4i,theexcited statej2;2iand the

sym m etric and antisym m etric statesjs2iand ja2i. The

frequency splitting between the states js2i and ja2i is

given by 2j
22j,where


22 =
3

2

2
�
f1(�)� cos

2
(�)f2(�)

�
; (33)

and

f1(�)=

�
1

�
�

1

�3

�

cos� �
1

�2
sin� ; (34)

f2(�)=

�
1

�
�

3

�3

�

cos� �
3

�2
sin� : (35)

Since the second term in Eq. (33) is proportional to

cos2 �,the energy levels ofthe arti� cially created two-

levelsystem strongly depend on the orientation ofthe

separation vectorR .Thisisatvariancewith our� nding

in Sec.IV C,where we have shown thatthe energy lev-

els do not depend on the orientation ofthe vectorR if

each atom consistsofcom plete and degenerate Zeem an

m ultiplets. W e thusconclude thatallZeem an sublevels

generally haveto be taken into account.

Sincethevalidity ofthecentraltheorem Eq.(17)isnot

restricted to the S0 $ P1 transition discussed so far,it

follows that the breakdown ofthe few-levelapproxim a-

tion can beestablished fortransitionsbetween arbitrary

angularm om entum m ultiplets.

Theintuitiveexplanationofthebreakdownhasalready

been hinted at in Sec.III. For a m ore form aldiscus-

sion,we return to the m atrix representation of[H 
 ]
S in

Eq.(30). The diagonalelem entsproportionalto 
ii ac-

count for the coherent interaction between a dipole of

one of the atom s and the corresponding dipole of the

other atom . By contrast, the o� -diagonalterm s pro-

portional to 
ij with i 6= j arise from the vacuum -

m ediated interaction between orthogonaldipoles ofdif-

ferent atom s [13,14]. It is the presence ofthese term s

thatrendersthesim pli� cation oftheatom iclevelschem e

im possible since they couple an excited state jii ofone

atom to a di� erentexcited state jji(i6= j)ofthe other

atom .A sim ilarargum entappliesto thecollectivedecay

rates�ij appearingin L
%.Thus,ifany Zeem an sublevel

oftheexcited statem ultipletisarti� cially rem oved,then

som e ofthese vacuum -induced couplings
ij with i6= j

areneglected,which leadsto incorrectresults.Now,itis

alsoapparentwhythebreakdownofthefew-levelapprox-

im ation appears exclusively in collective system s. For
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singleatom sin freespace,a coupling oforthogonaltran-

sition dipole m om entsvia the vacuum isim possible.

F. R ecovery ofthe few -levelapproxim ation in

specialgeom etries

Theidenti� cation ofthevacuum -induced couplings
ij

and �ij between orthogonaltransition dipolem om entsas

thecauseofthebreakdownenablesonetoconjecturethat

few-levelapproxim ationsarejusti� ed forparticulargeo-

m etricalsetups,where som e orallofthe cross-coupling

term svanish.

For exam ple, we m entioned earlier that all cross-

coupling term svanish iftheatom sarealigned along the

z axis. Thiscorrespondsto the case � = 0 in Eqs.(13)-

(15).Then,theS0 $ P1 transition m ay bereduced to a

two-levelsystem ,form ed by an arbitrary sublevelofthe

P1 tripletand the ground state S0.

As a second exam ple, we assum e the atom s to be

aligned in the x-y-plane,i.e.,� = �=2 in Eq.(13).Then

the term s 
21,�21 and 
32,�32 vanish,see Eqs.(14)-

(15). In e� ect,the excited state j2im ay be disregarded

suchthattheatom iclevelschem esim pli� estoaV-system

form ed by the statesj1iand j3iofthe P1 m ultipletand

the ground stateS0.

Notethatthecross-coupling term salso becom eirrele-

vantin the specialcase j�j� j
ijj;j�ijj(i6= j),see our

discussion below Eq.(12).

V . D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

Throughoutthisarticle,wehavestudied theproperties

ofvariouspartsofthesystem Ham iltonian aswellasthe

fulldensity operatorunder rotations ofthe interatom ic

distance vector. Thisdiscussion wasbased on a general

theorem in Sec.IV A which relates the system proper-

tiesfordi� erentorientationsofthe interatom ic distance

vector.

First,we have discussed the Ham iltonian H 
 ,which

describes the coherent coupling between di� erent tran-

sitions in the two atom s induced by the vacuum � eld.

Arm ed with ourm ain theorem ,itispossible to � rstdi-

agonalizeH 
 in a specialgeom etry,where the eigenvec-

torsand eigenenergiesassum eaparticularlysim pleform .

The eigenvectorsand eigenenergiesforan arbitrary sys-

tem geom etry are then derived via the theorem . O ur

m ain result ofSec.IV B is that the eigenvalues ofH 


are invariantunderrotation ofthe interatom ic distance

vector.

In a second step, we have studied the eigenenergies

ofthe fullsystem Ham iltonian H A + H 
 ,which in gen-

eralare notinvariantunder rotation ofthe interatom ic

distance vector. The invariance,however,is recovered

ifH A com m utes with the transform ation W = W u (�),

which isgiven in explicitform asa resultofourtheorem .

M ostim portantly,thisadditionalcondition isful� lled for

a degenerate excited state m ultiplet,i.e.,ifthe Zeem an

splitting � vanishes.Then,thereisnopreferred direction

in space,such that the invariance ofthe eigenenergies,

which areobservables,can be expected.

W e then conclude the breakdown ofthe few-levelap-

proxim ation in Sec.IV E,sinceourresultsoftheprevious

sectionsareviolated ifany oftheexcited statem ultiplet

sublevelsare arti� cially rem oved.Possibleconsequences

are,forexam ple,aspuriousdependenceoftheeigenener-

gieson theorientation oftheinteratom icdistancevector,

and thusofallobservablesthatdepend on thetransition

frequenciesam ong the variouseigenstatesofthesystem .

In experim ents,in addition,a loss ofpopulation from

the subspace considered in the few-levelapproxim ation

would beobserved.O urproofcan begeneralized totran-

sitionsbetween arbitrary angularm om entum m ultiplets.

W e have identi� ed the vacuum -induced dipole-dipole

coupling between transitionswith orthogonaldipolem o-

m entsastheorigin ofthebreakdown.O n the onehand,

this explains why the breakdown exclusively occurs in

collective system s,since such orthogonalcouplings are

im possible in single atom s in free space. O n the other

hand,the interpretation enables one to identify special

geom etries where som e ofthe Zeem an sublevels can be

om itted.Thisalsoallowsto connectourresultsto previ-

ous studies involving dipole-dipole interacting few-level

system s.In thesestudiesinvolving thefew-levelapprox-

im ation,typically a very specialgeom etry was chosen,

e.g.,with atom icseparation vectorand transition dipole

m om entsorthogonalorparallelto each other.Thesere-

sultsrem ain valid ifa geom etry can be found such that

the fullZeem an sublevelschem e reduces to the chosen

levelschem easdiscussed in Sec.IV F.Itshould benoted,

however,that there are physicalrealizations ofinterest

which in generaldo not allow for a particular system

geom etry thatleadsto thevalidity ofa few-levelapprox-

im ation,such asquantum gases.

Finally,on a m ore technicalside,ourresultscan also

be applied to considerably sim plify the com putational

e� ortrequired forthetreatm entofsuch dipole-dipolein-

teracting m ultilevelsystem swith arbitrary alignm entof

thetwo atom s.First,ourtheorem both allowsfora con-

venient evaluation ofeigenvalues and eigenenergies for

arbitrary orientationsofthe interatom ic distance vector

based on theresultsfound in a single,specialalignm ent.

Second,wehavefound in Sec.IV D thatforthedegener-

atesystem ,thedensity m atricesfordi� erentorientations

are related to each otherby the unitary transform ation

W de� ned in ourtheorem .Thusthesolution forany ori-

entation can be obtained from a single tim e integration

sim ply by applying thistransform ation.
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