arXiv:quant-ph/0611071v2 4 Jun 2007

B reakdow n of the few —level approxim ation in collective system s
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T he validiy of the few -level approxin ation in dipole-dipole interacting collective system s is dis—
cussed. A s exam ple system , we study the archetype case of two dipoledipole interacting atom s,
each m odelled by two com plete sets of angularm om entum m uliplets. W e establish the breakdown
of the few -level approxin ation by rst proving the intuiive resul that the dipoledipole lnduced
energy shifts between collective two-atom states depend on the length of the vector connecting the
atom s, but not on its orientation, if com plete and degenerate m ultiplets are considered. A care—
fi1l analysis of our ndings reveals that the sinm pli cation of the atom ic level schem e by arti cially
om itting Zeem an sublevels in a few —level approxin ation generally leads to incorrect predictions.
W e nd that this breakdown can be traced back to the dipole-dipol coupling of transitions w ith
orthogonal dipole m om ents. O ur interpretation enables us to identify special geom etries in which
partial few —level approxin ations to tw o— or three—level system s are valid.

PACS numbers: 03.65Ca, 42.50Fx, 42.50Ct

I. NTRODUCTION

The theoretical analysis of any non-trivial physical
problem typically requires the use of approxin ations. A
key approxin ation facilitated in m ost areas ofphysics re—
duces the com plte con guration space of the system of
Interest to a an aller set of relevant system states. In the
theoretical description of atom — eld interactions, the es—
sential state approxin ation entails neglecting m ost ofthe
bound and continuum atom ic states [1,14,/3]. The sam —
inal Jaynes€ umm ingsM odel [4] takes this reduction to
the extrem e In that only two atom ic states are retained.
O bviously, it is essential to in detail explore the validity
range of this reduction of the con guration space. The
few -level approxin ation usually leads to theoretical pre—
dictions that are well veri ed experim entally |1,12], and
isgenerally considered asunderstood for singleatom sys—
tem s. It fails, however, to reproduce results of quantum
electrodynam ics, where In general all possble interm e~
diate atom ic states need to be considered In order to
obtain quantitatively correct results [B]. The situation
becom es even less clear in collective system s, where the
individual constituents interact via the dipole-dipole in—
teraction, despite the relevance of collectivity tom any ar—
easofphysics. E xam ples for such system scan be found in
ultracold quantum gases [€], trapped atom s [1,18], or solid
state system s [9,110], w ith applications, eg., In quantum
Inform ation theory [11].

T herefore, we discuss the validiy of the few level ap—
proxim ation in dipole-dipole interacting collective sys—
tem s. Forthis, we study the archetype case oftw o dipole—
dipole interacting atom s, see Fig.[Dl@). E xperin ents of
this type have becom e possble recently [1,/9]. In order to
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rem ain general, each atom ism odelled by com plete setsof
angularm om entum m ultiplets, asshown in Fjg.IIlb) We

nd that the few Jevel approxin ation in general leads to
ncorrect predictions if it is applied to the m agnetic sub—
levelsofthis system . Forthis, we rstestablish a general
statem ent about the system behavior under rotations of
the atom ic sgparation vector R . As a st conclision
from this resul, we derive the intuitive outcom e that
the dipoledipolk Induced energy shifts between collec—
tive twoatom states are lnvariant under rotations of the
separation vectorR . This result can only be established
if com plete and degenerate m ultiplets are considered and
dipole-dipole interactions between orthogonal transition
dipolem om ents are ncluded in the analysis. O n the con—
trary, the arti cial om ission of any of the Zeem an sub-
levels of a multiplet leads to a spurious dependence of
the energy shifts on the orientation, and thus to incor-
rect predictions.

Forexam ple, if in the welkknow n tw o—Jlevelapproxin a—
tion only one excited state £i and the ground state i
are retained, then we recover the position-dependent en—
ergy splitting befween the entangled two-particle states
(§=HexH ;ei)= 2 that has previously been reported
for a pair of two-level system s 2, |I3]. This geom etry—
dependence is at odds w ith the rotational nvariance of
the collective energy splitting expected for the degenerate
system w ith allZeem an sublevels. W e thus conclude that
the few Jevel approxin ation In generalcannot be applied
to this system .

O ur resuls can be generalized to m ore com plex angu—
larm om entum multiplets.

II. THE MODEL

W e describe each atom by a Sg $ P; transition shown
in Fig.[Mb) that can be ©und, eg., n *°Ca atoms. W e
choose the z axisasthe quantization axis, which isdistin—
guished by an extemalm agnetic eld that inducesa Zee—
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FIG. 1l: (@) The system of interest is com prised of two

identical atom s that are located at r; and r;, respectively.
R = r, r; isthe relative position ofatom 2 w ith respect to
atom 1. (o) Level structure of atom 2 fl;2gwhich we em —
ploy to illustrate our results. T he ground state isa So sihglet
state, and the three excited levels are Zeem an sublevels of a
P; trplet. is the frequency splitting of the upper levels.

man splitting ofthe excited states. T he ordentation of
R isde ned relative to this quantization axis. W e begin
w ith the introduction of the m aster equation which gov—
ems the atom ic evolution of the system shown in Fig.[d.

The intemalstate j. i ofatom  isan eigenstate ofJZ( ),

where J ) isthe angularm om entum operator of atom

( 2 f1;29). In particular, the P; multpltwih J =1

corresponds to the excited states L i,  1and B iwih

m agnetic quantum numbersm = 1;0 and 1, respec—
tively, and the S, state is the ground state # i wih

J=m = 0. The raising and lowering operators on the

# i$ i itransition of atom are (12 £1;2;39)

(
i+

si,)=3i¥ j and s{’=H ihi 3 1)

The totalsystem Ham iltonian for the two atom s and the

radiation eld isH = Hy, + Hy + V ; where
X3 X2 X
_ . L a)a (), _ Y .
HA - 1Si+ Si ’ HF -kaksaksr
=1 =1 ks
DN A2) A
v d Ew) d E@): @)

In these equations, H 5 describes the free evolution ofthe
two identical atom s, ~!; is the energy of state 1 i and
we choose~!4 = 0. Hy istheH am iltonian ofthe vacuum

eld and V describes the interaction of the atom s w ith
the vacuum m odes in dipole approxin ation. T he electric

eld operatorEA isde ned as

E@x=1
ks

~ly

2"—\7 raks+ Hc.; 3)
0

ik
ks€

where axg (ai s) are the annihilation (creation) opera—
tors that correspond to a eld m ode w ith wave vector
k, polarization s and frequency !y, and v denotes the
quantization volum e. T he electric-dipole m om ent oper—

ator of atom is a vector operator w ith respect to the
angularm om entum operator J ‘) ofatom  and reads
3
~0) X ()
= d;S;, + He. : @)

i=1

W e detem ine the dipoke moments d; = hifl#i via the
W ignerE ckart theorem [LZ]and nd

d; =D (+); ds = D();
d2=Dez;

(5a)
(Sb)

where D is the reduced dipole m atrix elem ent and the
circular polarization vectorsare ()= e, ig)= 2.

W e now adapt the standard derivation of a m aster
equation [1,14,13] to our m ultilevel system . For this, we
assum e that the radiation eld is nitially in the vacuum
state denoted by % and suppose that the total density
operator factorizes into a product of % and the atom ic
density operator $ at t= 0. T hem aster equation for the
reduced atom ic density operator n Bom approxim ation
then takes the form

Geh= S Haitl ©)
7t

S dTE ViU VikesE  UY()
0

whereU ( ) = exp[ ith + Hr) =~]and T¥ () denotes

the trace over the vacuum m odes. W e evaluate the inte-
gralin Eq. [@) n M arkov-approxin ation [I]and ignore all
term sassociated w ith the Lam b shift ofthe atom ic levels.
In addition, we em ploy the rotating-w ave approxin ation
and neglect antiresonant temm s that are proportional to

s, )Sj.(+) andSi( 's{’.We nally obtain

i+ 3j

o

i i
@s= —Ha;3] —H ;3]+1L %: M

In this equation, the Ham iltonian H describes the co—
herent part of the dipole-dipole interaction and reads

H = ~ j_jsi+ Sj + He.o @ 8)
9= 1

The coe cients 5 arede ned as|13,[14]

1h i
T $
3= 7 d; Ie(R)dj 7 )
and the tensor$ r Isthe realpart ofthe tensor$ whose
$
com ponents ; fork;12 f1;2;3g are given by
$ k3 RxR1
= e 10
ki ®R) P ga()x () R 2 (10)

Here the vector R denotes the relative coordinates of
atom 2 wih respect to atom 1 [see Fig.[M@)], = kR
andgr= ( '+i ?  3),gp=( 431 * 3 ).
the derivation ofE q. [10), the three transition frequencies
1, !'2 and !3 have been approxin ated by their m ean
valie !y = cky (c: speed of light) [L8]. This is justi ed
since the Zeem an splitting  is much an aller than the
optical transition frequencies ! ;.



Thelastterm nEq. [@) accounts for spontaneousem is—
sion and reads

X2 X3
L &= s0gey agligl)  5gllog ()
° 1 244 P4 ©OT 0944 94 S 3
=1i=1
Xz X3
(Ve () () () () ()
i5 Siy Sy %+ %5;,'S; 2s; '%S;,
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T he totaldecay rate ofthe excited state Jii ofeach ofthe
atom s is given by 2 j, where ; = §;F!3=(6 (~) =

and we again em plyed the approxim ation !; 0.
The collective decay rates i3 result from the vacuum —
m ediated dipoledipole coupling between the two atom s
and are determ ined by

h i
17 s
3= - di 5 R)dy ; 12)
wheresjm = an is the Im agihary part of the ten-
sor = . Note that the cross tetms 16 j) .n Egs. [@

and [12)) represent couplings betw een transitionsw ith or—
thogonal dipole m om ents. If the m aster equation [1) is
transform ed into the interaction picture w ith respect to
H » , tem sproportionalto these crosstem s rotate at fre—
quencies or 2 . It follow s that the param eters i

and iy are negligble if the level splitting  is large, ie.
33 JuFiuide d).

N ext we provide explicit expressions for the coupling
constants i3 and the decay rates i3 In Egs. [@) and
[I2), respectively. For this, it is convenient to express
the relative position of the two atom s in spherical coor—
dinates,

R =R (sh ©os ;sin sih ;cos ): (13)
Togetherw ith Egs. [I0) and [B) we obtain
3 2 . 2 2i

31 = — 3 cos 3 sn sin® e ;

4 3
11 = 3; 3 2 1+ 2 3 cos2 cos

1+ 3cos2 )sin ];

21 = 2 cot set
22= 11 @ cot 1) 516** ;
32 = 217 33= 117 14)
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FIG .2: (Color online) Setup considered in Section [, which
provides an illustration of the physicalm echanisn s responsi-
ble for the breakdow n of the few —level approxim ation. In this
exam ple, an extermallaser eld isused for the sake of illustra-
tion. Ourm ain results starting from Section [IV] do not rely
on extemaldriving elds.

and the collective decay rates evaluate to

3 )
31 = F 2 3sn + 3 cos Sjn2 e 24 ;
1= 3F 32 1+ ? 3c0s2 sh
+ @1+ 3cos2 )cos ];
21 = 2 cot set
22 = 11 2 cot 1) 56 ;

32 = 2107 33  11° 15)
A num erical study of these coupling tem s can be found

n [L€].

ITII. PHYSICALMOTIVATION

In the ©llow ing Section [IV], we w ill provide a rigorous
treatm ent of the behavior of ourm odel system under ro—
tations of the atom ic separation vector in order to study
the geom etricalproperties ofthe di erent coupling term s
In them asterequation ). In ordertom otivatethisanal-
ysis, in this Section [IT, we w ill discuss a sin ple exam ple
for our results. This exam ple em ploys an external laser

eld driving the atom s, which isused, however, only for
the sake of illustration. O urm ain resuls starting from
Section [[V] w ill not rely on extemaldriving elds.

To this end, we consider the geom etrical setup shown
in Fig.[d. The atom s w ith intemal structure as :n Fig.[l
are aligned along the y axis, and in addiion to the
m odel considered so far, a * polarized Jaser beam w ith
Rabi frequency 1 and frequency !i propagates in z—
direction. In rotating-wave approxin ation, the atom —
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FIG. 3: (Colr online) Population in the subspace S ob-—
tained by applying the few —level approxin ation to the setup

in Fig.[d. The comm on param eters are = =2, = =2,

= 0. Further, n (I), . =2 ,R=03 g,and = 058 ,
where = ! g 'o. Curve (II) showsthecase 1 = 54 ,
R =01 g,and = 52

laser interaction H am iltonian reads

X2 n )
pSi)e Mty H el
-1

The transition operators Si(+) are de ned in Eq. [d).
Since the laser polarization is *, it couples only to the
transition Bi$ Hiin each atom . To describe this setup,
one m ight be tem pted to em ploy the usual few Jevel ap—
proxin ation, and thus neglect the excited states ji and
Pi in each atom , since they are not populated by the
laser eld. If this were correct, the seem ingly relevant
subsystem would be

S = Span (#;41; B;31; Bi44 #;30) :

However, i is easy to prove that the state space of the
tw 0 atom s can notbe reduced to the subspace S, ie., that
the few —levelapproxin ation cannotbe applied in tsusual
form . In order to show this, we include the atom -laser
interaction into the m aster equation [7) and transfom
the resulting m aster equation In a fram e rotating w ith
the laser frequency. T his equation is solved num erically
w ith the nitial condition $ (= 0) = #;4i4;475 ie.
is assum ed that both atom s are initially in their ground
states.
Figure [3 shows the total population con ned to the
subspace S,
h i
By =Tr $®Ps ; 1e)
where Py is the progctor onto the subspace S. It can
easily be seen that for both sets of param eters, popula—
tion is lost from the subspace S. Since all states but the
excited states jli and Pi are contained in S, it is clear
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FIG.4: (Colr online) Population of the subspace V, which
contains all population which was lost from subspace S in
Fig.[3, such that the population n S + V rem ains uniy or
alltim es. T he param eters are as in Fig.[3.

that it isnot su cient to take only the excited state Bi
Into account in the usual few —-level approxim ation.

The explanation of this outcom e is straightforward.
A ccording to Eq. [8), the dipole transition Bi $ i of
one atom is coupled by the crosscoupling tem 31 to
the jli $ H#i transition of the other atom . This cou-
pling results In a population of state jli, even though
the transition dipoles of the two considered transitions
are orthogonal. C onsequently, the dipole-dipole interac—
tion betw een transitionsw ith orthogonaldipolem om ents
w il result in the (partial) population of the states j; 11,
i;31i, B;1li, 4;44, #;11i, although none of these states is
directly coupled to the laser eld.

Thenum ericalveri cation ofthese statem ents is shown
in Figurel[d], which depicts the population ofthe subspace

V = Span (3;14; 31;31; B;14; jl;44; #;14) :

PAV is the pro ctor onto the subspace V , and the param —
eters are the sam e as above. Note that we have veri ed
that all population is contained in the subspace S + V,
ie. PAS + By = 1atalltines.

Tt is important to note that the su cient subspace
S + V still does not contain all possible states of the
tw o atom s, because the excited state Pi ofeach atom is
neglected. The Justi cation for this is that in the chosen
geom etry, the crosscouplngtemm s 21, 21 and 32, 32
vanish such that the transition Pi $ i ofone atom is
not coupkd to the transitions 1i$ #iand Bi$ Hiof
the otheratom , seeEgs. [14) and [13)). T his is in portant
since it dem onstrates that it is also not correct to sin ply
state that allatom ic states have to be taken into account
for allparam eter con gurations.

T he above exam ple clearly dem onstrates that the few -
Jevel approxim ation is rendered inm possble by the cou—
pling tem s between transitions w ith orthogonal dipok
m om ents. T herefore, it is the nature of the dipole-dipole



coupling itself which enforces that generally all Zeem an
sublevels have to be taken into account, and not the
polarization of the extemal laser elds, as one m ay be
tem pted to assum e in the usual few —Jevel approxin ation.
A physical Interpretation for the origin ofthe vacuum —
Induced coupling of transitions w ith orthogonal dipole
m om ents has been given in [L4]. In essence, these cou—
plings occur ifthe polarization ofa (virtual) photon em i—
ted on one of the transitions in the rst atom has non-—
zero pro fction on di erent dipolem om ents ofthe second
atom . P ictorially, then the second atom cannotm easure
the polarization ofthe photon, and thushas nite proba—
bility to absorb it also on transitionsw ith dipolem om ents
orthogonalto the dipole of the em itting transition.

IV. BREAKDOWN OF THE FEW -LEVEL
APPROXIM ATION

Tn this section, we retum to ouroriginalsstup in F ig [,
and thus drop the extemal driving elds employed in
Sec.[Ill. We st derive a general statem ent about the
behavior of the m aster equation [7) under rotations of
the segparation vectorR . On rst sight, we w ill prove an
obvious result: In the absence of extermal elds but the
isotropic vacuum , there is no distinguished direction In
space. T hus one expects the eigenenergies of the system
to be nvariant under rotations of R , and this is lndeed
what we nd. But despite its intuitiveness, this state—
m ent needs proof, and the discussion of the proof and
its assum ptions w ill provide the theoretical foundation
for our central results and physical interpretations in the
follow ing sections.

A . Centraltheorem

In addition to a given relative position R of the two
atom s, we consider a di erent geom etrical setup where
the separation vectorP isobtained from R by a rotation,
P =R, ()R .Here,R, () isan orthogonal3 3m atrix
that descrbes a rotation in the three-dim ensional real
vector space R® around the axisu by an angle . Our
ain is to show that there exists a unitary operator W
such that

H P)=WH R)WY; 17a)
L P)s=W L R)WYSW WY; 17b)
whereW = W, ( ) isgiven by
Wy ()=expl 1 JY u=~lexp[ i & u=~]: 18)

Here the operatorexp|[ i g
around the axis u by an angle 1In the state space of
atom .ThenotationH ®)andL R )meansthatthe
coupling constants and collective decay rates In Egs. (8))
and [IIl) have to be evaliated at R .

u=~]describes a rotation

W e proceed w ith the proofofEq. [I7l). In a st step,
we Introduce the auxiliary operator Ax = W VR W ¥,
where Vg is the Interaction Ham iltonian for a relative
position of the atomsgiven by R, and W = W, ( ) is
de ned in Eq.[I8). The evaluation of Ax involves only
the transform ation of the dipole operator of each atom .
Since the m atrix elem ents of vector operators transform
like classical vectors under rotations (see, eg., Sec. 3.10.
in [1Z]),we nd

3
() X
wd wvy=

i=1

(

asl,)+He ; 19)

where d; = R, ' ( )dj. This shows that the only di er-
ence between the auxiliary operator Ax and Vi is that
the dipole m om ents of the fom er are determm ined by d;
instead ofd;.
In a second step, we em ploy the tensor properties of
to nd the Pollow ng expression for the param eters
3@ ) and 5P ) eeEgs. [@) and @2,

@)= R M()d;

~ 3@ )= R, M()ds

PLR) R, ;0 @O)

PL®)R,T(d; @)

T his in portant result show s that a rotation ofthe dipole
momentsd; by R, * () is om ally equivalent to a rota—
tion of R by R, ( ) in them aster equation [).

From the combination of the resuls obtained in step
one and two, we conclide that the exchange of Vg by
Ar in the integralofEq. [@) is equivalent to a rotation
of the separation vector from R toP = R, ( )R,

7t
I=— dTr Ar;U()ARUY( );i%(") 22)
0
i
= —H @)%+ L C)3%; 23)
where * = t and
FEC)=U()B SM)IF(): (24)

N ote that the equality of Egs. [22) and [23) holds under
the sam e assum ptions that led from Egs. [@) to [@).

In the second part ofthe proofw e evaluate the integral
in Eq. 22) in a di erent way. In the discussion ollow —
ing Eq. [I0), we jasti ed that L. and H depend only
on the m ean transition frequency !,. Here we em ply
exactly the sam e approxin ation [L3] and replace the fre—
quencies !; appearing In U ( )AR UY( ) by !g. Shce H »
commuteswith J ¢’ if all frequencies ! ; are replaced by
the m ean transition frequency !¢, we have W ;U] = 0
and hence

U()ARUY()=WU()RUY( )W¥: 25)

It ollow s that the argum ent of the trace in Eq. [22) can
be w ritten as

W Ve; U()RUY( ;WY)W W Y:  (26)



Th contrast to Eq. [22)), the double com m utator contains
now the original nteraction Ham iltonian Vi that corre—
sponds to a setting w ith separation vector R . W e thus
obtain

I= “WH RWYSHW L RIVYSW WY: @7)

F inally, the com parison ofEgs. [27) and [23)) establishes
Eq. [[7) which concludes the proof.

Note that throughout this proof, we have not m ade
reference to the speci c¢ type of the Zeam an sublevels
employed in our exam ple shown in Fig.[dl. Therefore,
the central theorem holds for transitions between states
w ith arbitrary angular m om entum structure, as long as
com plete m ultiplets are considered.

B . D iagonalization of H

W e now tum to the discussion of Eq. [17), which will
lad to our central results. The Ham iltonian H de-
scribes the coherent part of the dipole-dipole interaction
between the atoms. From Eq. [I7d), i is inm ediately
clear that the elgenvaluies of H depend only on the in-
teratom ic distance, but not on the ordentation ofthe sep—
aration vectorR . T he reason is that the spectrum oftwo
operators, w hich are related by a unitary transfom ation,
is identical. In our case, the Ham iltonian H R ) and
H @) fordi erentorientationsR and P are related by
the uniary transform ation W , and since P is obtained
from R by an arbitrary rotation, the eigenvalies of H
are identical for any ordentation.

Next we reobtaln this result n a m ore explicit way
and derive sym bolic expressions for the eigenvalues and
elgenstates of H . This Ham ittonian can be w ritten as

X3
H ¥ Fudbsyit BBy duisy ;0 @8)

=1

where the symm etric and antisym m etric states are de—
ned as

Bil= (Fp4i+ #H;il)= 25 (29a)

Bi= (Fr4d j4;:'i)=p 2; 29%)
and J;J3i = i TBi. Sihce all matrix elem ents
hs;1 pyiofH between a symm etric and an antisym —
m etric state vanish, the set of eigenstates decom poses
Into a symm etric subspace S and an antisym m etric sub—
space A . Them atrix elements of H  1n the subspace S
spanned by the symm etric states £ 1; B,i; B3ig are
0 1
11 21 31
H P= ~@ 5 5 A 30)
31 32 33

and the representation ofH in the subspace A spanned
by the antisym m etric states £, 1; R, 1; B3ig is given by

H P = H P . Note that the collective ground state
#;41 and the states ji;j1 (;j 2 £1;2;3g9) where each
atom is in an excited state are not In uenced by the
dipole-dipole interaction and thus not part of the expan—
sion [28).

In Section[IV Al, we have derived a general relation be-
tween any two ordentations of the interatom ic distance
vector. In order to apply this resul, we de ne the vector
R , to be parallelto the z axis, ie. R, = R e, . This cor-
responds to the choice = 0 .n Eq. [[3). A ny separation
vectorP can then becbtained from R, asP = R, ( )R,
by a suitable choice of the rotation axisu and the angle

W ethen proceed w ith the diagonalization ofthe H am it
tonian H R ,) wih atom ic ssparation vectorR ,. The
explicit calculation of the coupling constants i shows
that the o -diagonal elem ents in Eq. [B0) vanish if the
atom s are aligned along the z axis, see Egs. [14) and [I5)
wih = 0. It followsthattheHam iltonianH R ,) isal-
ready diagonalized by the sym m etric and antisym m etric
states Eq. [29), and the eigenvaluesof H F and H P
aregivenby $ = ~ uiR;)and ¥ = ~ R,), re
spectively.

A ccording to Eq. [I7d), theHam itonian H @ ) isthe
unitary transform of H R ,) by W . The nom alized
eigenstates of H (@ ) are thus determ ned by W ;1 and
W pii, and their eigenvalies are again § and % , re—
spectively. Since the ordentation of P is arbitrary, the
elgenvalues of H (P ) depend only on the Interatom ic
distance P j= R ,Jj= R, but not on the ordentation of
the separation vector.

Thus, i ©llow s from ourtheorem in Sec.[IV Al that the
elgenvaluiesofH (P ) are Invariant under rotation ofthe
Interatom ic distance vector.

C . D iagonalization ofHa + H

An additional conclusion can be drawn from Eq. [I7)
if the operator H, commutes w ith the transfom ation
W =Wy () ie,

Ha;W = 0: 1)
Then,Eq. [I7d) inpliesthatHy + H (@ ) isthe unitary
transform ofHa + H R ) by W . A straightforward re—
alization ofthis is the case of vanishing Zeam an splitting

, In which the relation holds for an arbitrary orientation
of P . Then, the energy lvels of the full system Ham il
tonian Ha + H do not depend on the ordentation ofthe
separation vector.

This result can be understood as follows. In the ab—
senceofam agnetic eld ( = 0),there isno distinguished
direction in space. Since the vacuum is isotropic in free
space, one expects that the energy levels of the system
are nvariant under rotations of the separation vectorR .

By contrast, the application of a magnetic eld In z
direction breaks the full rotationalsym m etry. For 6 O,



the atom ic H am iltonian Hy only comm utes w ith trans—
form ations W , ( ) that correspond to a rotation of the
separation vector around the z axis, u = e,. Ifwe ex—
press the atom ic sgparation vector in tem s of spherical
coordinates as In Eq. [13), this m eans that the eigen—
values of the fill system Ham iltonian Hp + H do only
depend on the interatom ic distance R and the angle ,
butnoton theanglke . Thisresultre ectsthe symm etry
ofour system w ith respect to rotationsaround the z axis.

D . Unitary equivalence of tim e evolution in
di erent orientations

Ifthe operator H , comm utes w ith the transfom ation
W = W, (), another conclusion can be drawn. Then,
the result in Eq. [[7) im plies that the density operator
W $R )W Y obeys the sam e m aster equation than $ @ )
forP =R, ( )R .k PllowsthatP isthe uniary trans-
form of$R )by W , ie.

SP)=WSSR)W ¥ : (32)

A s discussed In Sec.[IV Cl, the free atom ic H am iltonian
Ha commuteswih W , ( ) Poran arbitrary choice ofthe
rotation axis u and angle @ if the Zeam an splitting
vanishes.

W e thus conclude that it su ces to detem ine the so—
lution of the m aster equation [7) for only one particular
geom etry if = 0. Any other solution can then be gener—
ated sin ply by applying the transform ation W = W , ( )
w ih suitable values of u and to the solution for the
particular geom etry.

E . Establishm ent of the breakdown

In Secs.[IV BV D], we presented several results con—
ceming the energy levels and the tin e evolution of the
tw o dipole-dipole Interacting atom sthat arebased on the
centraltheorem in Eq. [I7). However, this theorem can
only be established ifeach atom ism odelled by com plete
setsofangularm om entum m ultiplets, and representsthe
reference case that corresponds to results which can be
expected in an experim ent. If any of the Zeem an sub-—
kevelsoftheP; triplet are neglected, the unitary operator
W doesnot exist since it is In possible to de ne an angu-
larm om entum or vector operator In a state space w here
m agnetic sublevels have been rem oved arti cially. In this
case, the central statem ent cannot be applied. Still, the
system can be solved w ithout the help of the theoram .
T he breakdow n ofthe few —Jevel approxin ation for collec—
tive system s isthen established by noting that the results
for system sw ith arti cially reduced state space 2ilto re-
cover the results derived in Secs.[IV BIEV D] for the full
system .

In order to illustrate this point in m ore detail, we con—
sider the system in Fig.[l] and assum e that the excited
states ofeach atom are degenerate ( = 0). A coording to

our ndings in Secs[IV Bl and [V C], the energy levels of
the com plete system depend on the length ofthe separa—
tion vectorR , but not on its ordentation. In contrast, the
om ission of any of the Zeam an sublevels leads to a sou-—
rious dependence of the energy levels on the orientation,
and thus to incorrect predictions.

For exam ple, if the excited states jli and Bi in each
atom are om itted, the levelschem e in F ig.[Il(b) reducesto
an e ective two-level system com prised of the states i
and #i. The collective tw o-atom system isthen described
by the ground state #;41i, the excited state 2;21i and the
sym m etric and antisym m etric states p,1 and g,i. The
frequency splitting between the states p,1 and fpi is
given by 27 ;23 where

3
22= 2 2 () 08 (B () ; 33)
and
1
f1()= - — cos — s ; (34)
3 3
f2()= - — oos — s (35)

Since the second term in Eq. [33) is proportional to
cog® , the energy levels of the arti cially created two-—
level system strongly depend on the ordentation of the
separation vectorR . This is at variance w th our nding
in Sec.[IV_C], where we have shown that the energy lev-
els do not depend on the ordentation of the vector R if
each atom oonsists of com plete and degenerate Zeam an
muliplets. W e thus conclude that all Zeem an sublevels
generally have to be taken into acocount.

Since the validity ofthe centraltheorem Eq. [17) isnot
restricted to the Sy $ P; transition discussed so far, it
follow s that the breakdown of the few —level approxin a—
tion can be established for transitions between arbirary
angularm om entum m ultiplets.

T he Intuitive explanation ofthe breakdow n hasalready
been hinted at in Sec.[Il. For a more fom al discus—
sion, we retum to the m atrix representation of H F in
Eq. [30). T he diagonal elem ents proportionalto i 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 -diagonal termm s pro-
portional to i3 with 1 6 J arise from the vacuum -
m ediated interaction between orthogonal dipoles of dif-
ferent atom s [L3, [14]. It is the presence of these tem s
that rendersthe sin pli cation ofthe atom ic level schem e
In possble since they couple an excited state jii of one
atom to a di erent excied state Jji (16 Jj) of the other
atom . A sin ilar argum ent applies to the collective decay
rates i appearingin L. %. Thus, ifany Zeem an sublvel
ofthe excited statem ultiplet isarti cially rem oved, then
som e of these vacuum —induced couplings iy with i6 J
are neglected, which leads to incorrect results. Now , it is
also apparent w hy the breakdow n ofthe few —level approx—
In ation appears exclisively in collective system s. For



sihgle atom s In free space, a coupling of orthogonaltran—
sition dipole m om ents via the vacuum is in possble.

F. Recovery of the few —level approxim ation in
special geom etries

The identi cation ofthe vacuum -induced couplings i
and i between orthogonaltransition djpolem om ents as
the cause ofthe breakdow n enables one to con gcture that
few -level approxin ations are Justi ed for particular geo—
m etrical setups, where som e or all of the cross-coupling
termm s vanish.

For example, we mentioned earlier that all cross-
coupling term s vanish if the atom s are aligned along the
z axis. This corresponds to the case = 0 in Egs. [[3)-
[I3). Then, the Sy $ P, transition m ay be reduced to a
two-level systam , form ed by an arbitrary sublevel of the
P; triplet and the ground state Sg .

As a seoond example, we assum e the atom s to be
aligned in the xy-plane, ie, = =2 Eq.[3). Then
the terms 51, 21 and 3,, 3, vanish, see Eqgs. [I4)-
[[8). h e ect, the excited state Rim ay be disregarded
such that the atom ic levelschem esin pli esto aV -system
form ed by the states jli and Biofthe P; muliplet and
the ground state Sy .

N ote that the cross-coupling temm s also becom e irrele—
vant In the specialcase J j  Ji3F57J 37 @6 J), seeour
discussion below Eq. [I2).

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

T hroughout this article, w e have studied the properties
ofvarious parts ofthe system Ham iltonian aswellasthe
full density operator under rotations of the interatom ic
distance vector. T his discussion was based on a general
theorem in Sec.[IV Al which relates the system proper—
ties or di erent ordentations of the Interatom ic distance
vector.

F irst, 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.
A m ed wih ourmain theorem , i ispossbl to rst di-
agonalize H in a special geom etry, where the eigenvec—
tors and elgenenergies assum e a particularly sim ple form .
T he eilgenvectors and eigenenergies for an arbirary sys—
tem geom etry are then derived via the theorem . Our
main result of Sec.[IV Bl is that the eigenvalies of H
are invariant under rotation of the interatom ic distance
vector.

In a second step, we have studied the eigenenergies
of the full system Ham ittonian Hp + H , which in gen-
eral are not invariant under rotation of the interatom ic
distance vector. The Invariance, however, is recovered

if Ha commutes wih the transformation W = W 4 ( ),

which is given In explicit form asa result of our theorem .

M ost in portantly, this addiionalcondition is il lled for
a degenerate excited state multiplet, ie., if the Zeam an

splitting vanishes. T hen, there is no preferred direction
In space, such that the invariance of the eigenenergies,

which are cbservables, can be expected.

W e then conclude the breakdow n of the few —Jevel ap—
proxin ation in Sec.[IV_El, since our results ofthe previous
sections are violated if any ofthe excited state m ultiplet
sublevels are arti cially rem oved. P ossble consequences
are, orexam ple, a spurious dependence of the eigenener—
gieson the orientation ofthe interatom ic distance vector,
and thus of all observables that depend on the transition
frequencies am ong the various eigenstates of the system .
In experin ents, In addition, a loss of population from
the subspace considered in the few —level approxin ation
would be observed. O urproofcan be generalized to tran—
sitions between arbirary angularm om entum m uliplets.

W e have denti ed the vacuum -induced dipole-dipole
coupling betw een transitionsw ith orthogonaldipole m o—
m ents as the origin of the breakdown. O n the one hand,
this explains why the breakdown exclusively occurs in
collective system s, since such orthogonal couplings are
In possble in singlke atom s in free space. On the other
hand, the interpretation enables one to identify special
geom etries where som e of the Zeem an sublvels can be
om itted. T his also allow s to connect our resuls to previ-
ous studies nvolving dipoledipole interacting few Jevel
system s. In these studies nvolving the few —level approx—
In ation, typically a very special geom etry was chosen,
eg. wih atom ic ssparation vector and transition dipole
m om ents orthogonal or parallel to each other. T hese re—
sults rem ain valid if a geom etry can be found such that
the 11l Zeem an sublevel schem e reduces to the chosen
levelschem e asdiscussed in Sec[IV_EJ. Tt should be noted,
how ever, that there are physical realizations of interest
which in general do not allow for a particular system
geom etry that leads to the validiy ofa few —-level approx—
In ation, such as quantum gases.

Finally, on a m ore technical side, our results can also
be applied to considerably sin plify the com putational
e ort required for the treatm ent of such dipole-dipole in—
teracting m ultilevel system s w ith arbitrary alignm ent of
the two atom s. F irst, our theoram both allow s for a con—
venient evaluation of eigenvalues and eigenenergies for
arbirary orientations of the interatom ic distance vector
based on the resuls ound in a single, special alignm ent.
Second, we have found in Sec.[IV D] that for the degener—
ate system , the density m atrices fordi erent ordentations
are related to each other by the unitary transform ation
W de ned In ourtheorem . T husthe solution for any ori-
entation can be cbtained from a single tim e Integration
sin ply by applying this transform ation.
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