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T he "freely" falling two-levelatom in a running laser wave
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A bstract

The tim e evolution ofa two-levelatom which is sim ultaneously exposed to the �eld ofa

running laserwaveand a hom ogeneousgravitational�eld isstudied.Theresultofthecoupled

dynam icsofinternaltransitionsand center-of-m assm otion isworked outexactly.Neglecting

spontaneousem ission and perform ing therotating waveapproxim ation wederivethecom plete

tim e evolution operator in an algebraicalway by using com m utation relations. The resultis

discussed with respect to the physicalim plications. In particular the long tim e and short

tim e behaviouris physically analyzed in detail. The breakdown ofthe M agnus perturbation

expansion isshown.

PACS:42.50.Vk

1 Introduction

O verthelastten yearsthem anipulation ofneutralatom sby laserlightwasdram atically im proved and has

led to the new �eld ofatom optics (see Ref. [1]and references therein). It includes in particular atom ic

interferom etry and laser cooling ofatom s,i.e.,the preparation ofa dense cloud ofatom s with a narrow

m om entum distribution.The width ofthe atom icvelocity distribution can be m ade assm allas1 cm /s[2].

This is ofinterest for atom ic interferom etry because the possibility to use slow atom beam s enlarges the

phase shifts caused by a broad class ofexternalpotentials [3]. It is obvious that for atom s m oving with

a velocity ofa few centim eters orm eters per second for a tim e period ofseveralm illiseconds orm ore the

inuence ofthe earth’s acceleration becom es im portant and cannot be neglected. For this reason it is of

interestto study the tim e evolution ofan atom m oving in the gravitational�eld ofthe earth and the �eld

ofa laserbeam .

This tim e evolution is the subject of this paper. In order to have a clear theoreticalm odelwhich

is exactly solvable we restrict to the case ofa two-levelatom m oving in a running laser wave. Despite

its relative sim plicity the two-levelm odelis wellsuited for the description ofcertain experim ents such as

Ram sey spectroscopy [4]oratom icinterferom etry [5,6].Butthisexactsolvablem odelisnotonly accessible

to experim entalinvestigation.Itm ay also serveasa reference form ore com plicated atom swith m ore than

two levelswhich cannotbe solved rigorously. Num ericalm ethods used in this contextcan be tested with

the two-levelm odel. Anotherim portantadvantageisthe detailed physicaldiscussion which can (and will)

be m adeusing exactsolutions.The e�ectofevery term in the Ham iltonian can easily be identi�ed.

W e describe the dynam icalbehaviour ofthe two-levelatom under the sim ultaneous inuence ofthe

running laser wave and the earth’s acceleration in the Schr�odinger picture by m eans ofthe unitary tim e

evolution operator

j (t)i= U (t)j (0)i: (1)
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which isin ourcasea 2� 2 m atrix.Itism ethodically essentialforthefollowing thatwefollow an algebraical

approach to derive U (t). This approach m akes only use ofcom m utation relations and turns out to be

particularly transparentasfarasa continuouscom pelling physicalinterpretation isconcerned. Because of

its independence ofthe initialstate j 0ithe generality ofthe approach is evident. M oreover,itturns out

thatthe resulting exactexpressionsforU (t)are very com pact.W e m ention thatthe algebraicm ethod has

already been used in the contextofatom ic interferom etry to calculate the phase shiftinduced by external

potentialsincluding gravity forvery generalinterferom etergeom etries[7].Thegravitationalphaseshiftwas

also calculated by Bord�e[8]with a sim ilarm ethod.

To geta clearpicture ofwhatisgoing to happen itm ay be usefulto referto the equivalence principle.

It states that the inuence ofa hom ogeneous gravitational�eld on the atom m oving in a laser wave can

be sim ulated by constantacceleration. Thism eans thatthe following situation isphysically equivalentto

our originalset up: A two-levelatom is at rest or m oving with constant velocity relative to an inertial

system .The laboratory with the laserattached to itm oveswith constantacceleration.The consequenceis

thatthe laserwavereachesthe atom with Dopplershifted frequency.Because ofthe acceleration thisshift

changes in tim e. It acts as a tim e dependent detuning. The internaltransitions ofthe atom in the lim it

ofvanishing acceleration and accordingly constant Doppler shift are essentially known. For not too large

detuning they are described asRabioscillations.In ourcase,because ofthe tim e dependentdetuning,the

internalbehaviour ofthe atom in tim e m ust be worked out anew. This is the centraltask ofthis paper.

Notethatthereisno furtherinuenceofgravity on theinternaldynam icsoftheatom ,becausethefactthat

referenceism ade to an accelerated referencefram ecan haveno m easurableconsequencesin thisregard.

Turning to thecenter-of-m assm otion oftheatom weknow thatin therotating waveapproxim ation the

transitions between the two internalstates are related to the absorption or em ission ofone photon. The

correspondingenergy and m om entum transferby recoilm ustshow up in the�nalstatej (t)i.Itiscontained

in a sim ple way in the transition m atrix elem entsU12(t)and U21(t).

Finally,there rem ains the m otion ofthe atom relative to the accelerated reference fram e (or from the

other point ofview,the free fallin the gravitational�eld). W e willseparate this center-of-m ass m otion

from theinternaldynam icsand therecoile�ectsin factorizing U (t)with exp(� iHc:m :t=�h)asa factoron the

left.H c:m : isthe center-of-m asspartofthe Ham iltonian.Clearly thisfactordropsoutifonecalculatesthe

probability of�nding theatom in theexcited state.Thisprobability isnotrelated to theactualposition and

m om entum oftheatom .Itisinuenced by gravity and acceleration only via thefactthattheatom registers

the laserwaveduring the tim e twith a tim e dependentDopplershift.Asstated above,the additionalfact

thatthe description refersto an accelerated referencefram edoesnotinuence internalatom icprocesses.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we willintroduce the m odelHam iltonian and perform

a unitary transform ation to get a tim e-independent Ham iltonian. The exactresult for the tim e evolution

operator U (t) willbe derived in section 3. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to a sm allinuence ofgravity

and the long tim e lim it,respectively. A surprising and not com m only known breakdown ofperturbation

theory willbedem onstrated in section 6.In section 7 wewillconcludethem ain resultsand discusspossible

applications.

2 T he m odel

W e supposethe Ham iltonian ofthe two-levelatom to be ofthe form

H =

�
E e � ie=2

E g � ig=2

�

+

�
1

1

�

H c:m :�
~d�~E ; (2)

whereE e (E g)and e (g)aretheenergy and thedecay rateofthe excited statej eiand theground state

j gi,respectively.Although wehaveinserted thedecay factorsin a phenom enologicalway,a m orecom plete

description ofthespontaneousem ission would requireadensity m atrix approach.Forthisreason thevalidity

ofourm odelisrestricted to tim es shorterthan the life tim e ofthe states,butthis m ay be quite long for

m etastable states.Forconvenience,we willseti = 0 in the calculation.Thisisno lossofgenerality since

they can be reintroduced by replacing E i by E i� ii=2 in allexpressions.

H c:m :=
~p2

2M
� M ~a� ~x (3)
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isthecenter-of-m asspartoftheHam iltonian with ~x,~p,and M being the position and m om entum operator

and the m ass ofthe atom . ~a denotes the constant gravitationalacceleration acting on the atom . The

interaction with the running laserwaveism odeled by the dipole coupling

~d�~E = �h
cos[! Lt�
~k� ~x + ’]

�
1

1

�

; (4)

where
 := ~d�~E 0=�h isRabi’sfrequency. ~E 0 istheam plitudeofthelaserwave,!L itsfrequency,’ itsphase,

and ~k itswavevector. ~d isthe dipolem om entofthe two-levelatom .

In thisform theHam iltonian dependsexplicitly on thetim et.To getrid ofthisdependencethusm aking

the dynam icssim ple wem akea unitary transform ation with the operator

O (t)=

 

exp[i(!L t� ~k� ~x + ’)=2]

exp[� i(!Lt� ~k� ~x + ’)=2]

!

(5)

In the rotating wave approxim ation,i.e.,afterneglecting allterm s oscillating with the frequency 2!L,we

�nd forthe transform ed Ham iltonian ~H = O H O � 1 � i�hO _O � 1 the expression

~H =

�
E e

E g

�

+

�

H c:m :+
�h�

4

� �
1

1

�

�
�h

2
f!L � D̂ g

�
1

� 1

�

�
�h


2

�
1

1

�

(6)

wherewehaveintroduced the wellknown recoilshift

�:=
�h~k2

2M
: (7)

Theoperator

D̂ :=
1

M
~p�~k (8)

iscrucialforthe following calculationsand theirphysicalim plications. Foran atom m oving with velocity

~v = ~p=M itcan be written as~v�~k.Hence thisoperatorrepresentsthe Dopplershiftofthe laserfrequency

in the restfram eofthe atom .W e willcallitthe Doppler operator.Strictly speaking wearein thiscontext

only allowed to arguewith referenceto the transform ed m om entum operator

f~p1 = O ~p1O
� 1 = ~p1 +

1

2
�h~k�3 (9)

where 1 isthe unitm atrix in two dim ensionsand �i are the Paulim atrices.Butwith Eq.(9)itiseasy to

seethatthe term containing the Doppleroperatorcan be written as

D̂ �3 =
ĝ
D �3 � �1 (10)

so thatthe interpretation isthe sam eapartfrom a trivialshiftofthe energy eigenvalues.

In addition tothefactthatitim pliesatim eindependentHam iltonian,theunitary transform ation (5)has

twoim portantconsequences.Them om entum transfertothecenter-of-m assm otion related totheabsorption

or em ission ofa photon has been absorbed in O (t). Thatthe laser causes internaltransitionsis reected

as usualby the 
-term . The Ham iltonian (6) shows very clearly that after separation ofthe m om entum

transfertheterm containingtheDoppleroperatorand thereforetheoperatorp istheonly onewhich couples

the internaldegreesoffreedom to the enter-of-m assm otion in a nontrivialway.

3 T he exact tim e evolution operator

Them ain advantageoftheunitary transform ation (5)wasto getrid oftheexplicittim edependence in the

Ham iltonian (after the rotating wave approxim ation). As a consequence the new evolution operator ~U (t)

can sim ply be determ ined by calculating

O (t)U (t)O � 1(0)= ~U (t)= exp[� it~H =�h]= :eA + B (11)
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with

A := Q 1

B := P �3 + R�1 (12)

and

Q :=
� it

�h

�

H c:m :+
1

2
[E e + E g + �h�=2]

�

P :=
it

2
f�� D̂ g

R :=
it

2

 : (13)

The operators A;B ;P;Q ;and R are introduced to clarify the m athem aticalstructure ofthe calculation

below.In P the quantity

� := ! L � !eg with !eg :=
E e � Eg

�h
(14)

denotesthe detuning ofthe laserfrequency with respectto the atom ictransition.

To separatethe freefallofthe atom ’scenterofm asswefactorize ~U (t)according to

~U (t)= e
A
W (t): (15)

To know the com plete tim e developm ent ofthe two-levelatom it now rem ains to determ ine the operator

W (t). It contains the inuence ofthe gravitation on the internaldynam ics. It is easy to recognize its

structure.The factorization (15)willintroduce in W (t)the com m utator[A;B ]and therefore

[Q ;P ]=
t2

2�h
[D̂ ;H c:m :]=

i

2
~k� ~at

2
: (16)

Thisisa c-num ber.The second equation showsthatfor~k � ~a 6= 0 gravity causesa tim e dependentDoppler

shift.Thisisthe centralphysicale�ect.W e introduce

D̂ t := D̂ + ~k� ~at (17)

(itm ay also be written as~k � (~p=M + ~at)).Therelevanttim e scaleis

�a :=
1

q

j~k � ~aj

: (18)

For an opticallaser with j~kj� 107 m � 1 and the earth’s acceleration (j~aj= 9:81 m /s2) �a is about 10� 4

seconds.Introducing

� := sgn(~k� ~a) (19)

wecan rewriteEq.(16)as

[Q ;P ]=
i

2
�
t2

�2a
: (20)

To work outW (t)ofEq.(15)we em ploy a m ethod which wasused by Lutzky [9]in the contextofthe

Baker-Cam pbell-Hausdor� form ula.W e considerthe operator

G (�):= exp[�(A + B )]= :e �A
W (�): (21)

and restrictto�= 1attheend.Di�erentiation ofEq.(21)with respectto�leadstothedi�erentialequation

dW

d�
=
�
e
� �A

B e
�A
�
W (�) (22)
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with the initialcondition W (�= 0)= 1.Using the identity

e
� �A

B e
�A =

1X

n= 0

�n

n!
K n ; K 0 := B ;K n+ 1 := [K n;A] (23)

which holdsforany two operatorsA;B onecan sim plify Eq.(22)in ourcaseto

dW

d�
= (B � �[Q ;P ]�3)W (�): (24)

Itm ay be written asa m atrix equation,

 
dW 11=d� dW 12=d�

dW 21=d� dW 22=d�

!

=

 
P � �[Q ;P ] R

R � P + �[Q ;P ]

!  
W 11 W 12

W 21 W 22

!

: (25)

Thisisan operator-valued system ofdi�erentialequations,butitcontainsonly com m uting operators(since

[Q ;P ]isa c-num ber)so thatwecan treatitasan ordinary di�erentialequation.

Inserting the equation for dW 11=d� (for dW 22=d�) into the equation for dW 21=d� (for dW 12=d�) one

arrivesat

d2W 11

d�2
= fR

2
� [Q ;P ]+ (�[Q ;P ]� P )2gW 11

d2W 22

d�2
= fR

2 + [Q ;P ]+ (�[Q ;P ]� P )2gW 22 : (26)

Afterthe introduction ofthe param eter

�:=
R 2

2[Q ;P ]
= i


2

4~k� ~a
(27)

and the changeto the variabley := (�[Q ;P ]� P )
p
2=[Q ;P ]Eq.(26)becom es

d2W 11

dy2
=

�
y2

4
+ ��

1

2

�

W 11(y) (28)

d2W 22

dy2
=

�
y2

4
+ �+

1

2

�

W 22(y) (29)

with the initialconditionsW 11(�= 0)= W 22(�= 0)= 1 and

dW 11

dy

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= �
dW 22

dy

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=
P

2

s

2

[Q ;P ]
=

i

2
p
i�
�a�̂ 0 (30)

(�̂ 0 := �� D̂ ).W e used the opportunity to introduce the operatorofthe tim e dependentDopplershifted

detuning

�̂ t := �� D̂ t = �� D̂ � ~k � ~at (31)

in which the e�ectofacceleration isalready included.

Thesolution ofEq.(28)and Eq.(29)isa linearcom bination ofparaboliccylinderfunctions.Allrelations

between thesefunctionsused in thefollowing aretaken from chapter19 ofRef.[10].Thestandard solutions

aregiven by

U (�;y)=
p
�e

� y
2
=4

�
1F1(�=2+ 1=4;1=2;y 2=2)

2�=2+ 1=4�(�=2+ 3=4)
�
y 1F1(�=2+ 3=4;3=2;y 2=2)

2�=2� 1=4�(�=2+ 1=4)

�

(32)

and

V (�;y)=
�(�+ 1=2)

�
fsin(��)U (�;y)+ U (�;� y)g (33)
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where 1F1(�;�;y)isthe conuenthypergeom etric function.ForW 11 we haveto set�= � 1=2+ �,and for

W 22 we have �= 1=2+ �. The linearcoe�cientscan be derived from the initialconditions. By using the

W ronskian relation

U
dV

dy
�
dU

dy
V =

r
2

�
(34)

aswellas

dU

dy
(�;y)+

1

2
yU (�;y)+ (�+

1

2
)U (�+ 1;y) = 0

dV

dy
(�;y)+

1

2
yV (�;y)� V (�+ 1;y) = 0 (35)

onededuces(and from now on weset�= 1)

W 11(~p) =

r
�

2

n

V (1
2
+ �;] � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)U (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)+ �U (1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)V (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)

o

W 12(~p) =

r
�

2
�

n

U (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)V (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)� V (�1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)U (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)

o

W 21(~p) =

r
�

2
�

n

U (1
2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)V (12 + �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)� V (1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)U (12 + �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)

o

W 22(~p) =

r
�

2

n

�V (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)U (12 + �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)+ U (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)V (12 + �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ t)

o

:(36)

The tim e dependence iscontained in �̂ t.

W ith Eq.(36)the totaloperator ~U (t)isgiven by

~U (t)= exp

�

� it

�
E e + E g

2�h
+
�

4
+
1

�h
H c:m :

��  
W 11(~p) W 12(~p)

W 21(~p) W 22(~p)

!

: (37)

Itrem ainsto cancelthe initialunitary transform ation O (t) in Eq.(11)to obtain the exactexpression for

the tim e developm entoperator:

U (t) = O
� 1(t)~U (t)O (0)

= exp

�

� it

�
E e + E g

2�h
+
�

2
+
1

�h
H c:m :

��  

e� it(!L � D̂ )=2ei
~k� ~at

2
=4

eit(!L � D̂ )=2e� i
~k� ~at

2
=4

!

�

 
W 11(~p� �h~k=2) W 12(~p� �h~k=2)ei(

~k� ~x� ’)

W 21(~p+ �h~k=2)e� i(
~k� ~x� ’) W 22(~p+ �h~k=2)

!

: (38)

Thisisthem ain resultofthepaper.Theargum ent~p� �h~k=2 in theoperatorsW ij denotesthattheoperator

~p hasto be replaced by thisexpression whereveritoccursin W ij ofEq.(36).

Forpracticalcalculationsitisusefulto rewrite the factorexpf� itHc:m :=�hg in Eq.(38)with the aid of

the Baker-Cam pbell-Hausdor� form ula.Doing so onearrivesat

exp

�
� it

�h

~p2

2M

�

exp

�
it

�h
M ~a� ~x

�

exp

�
it2

2�h
~a� ~p

�

exp

�
it3

3�h
M ~a

2

�

: (39)

This form is especially convenient for the interpretation. The �rst exponentialin Eq.(39) describes the

ordinary kineticenergy oftheatom .Thesecond term describesthem om entum gain M ~atoftheaccelerated

atom since the operator exp(i~k � ~x) for any c-num ber vector~k am ounts in adding �h~k to the m om entum .

The third term isresponsibleforthe displacem entofthe atom by the am ount~at2=2,and the lastterm isa

tim e dependentc-num berphase factorwhich correctsthe "error" thatwe have m ade in writing allfactors

ofH c:m : in separated exponentials.
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Turning to the discussion ofthe result(38)wenotethatthe m om entum transferto the atom related to

the absorption orem ission ofa photon can be read o� from U 12 and U21 (see the exponentialfactoron the

right). The tim e dependence ofW goessolely back to the tim e dependentDoppleroperator D̂ t contained

in �̂ t which m odi�es the detuning. D̂ t introduces thereby a dependence from the center-of-m assstate of

the atom via the m om entum operator.Those who are fam iliarwith the evolution ofa two-levelatom in a

running laserwavem ay m isstherecoilshift�in �̂ t which norm ally com eswith thedetuning [4,3].Itenters

�̂ t only afterthe retransform ation of ~U in Eq.(38). The replacem entof~p by ~p� �h~k=2 in W ij(~p� �h~k=2)

am ounts in replacing �̂ t in by �̂ t � � so that the m issing recoilshift is reproduced. Rabi’s frequency 


appearsin the param eter� in the form 
�a.Itgrowswith the intensity ofthe laserwavein relation to the

characteristictim e �a.

An instructive consistency check isto turn o� the laserby setting 
 and hence � to zero. In this case

the freely falling two-levelatom should be recovered. � = 0 im pliesim m ediately W 12 = W 21 = 0. Forthe

evaluation ofthe W ii itisnecessary to usethe identity [10]

U (� 1=2;y)= e
� y

2
=4

; V (1=2;y)=

r
2

�
e
y
2
=4
: (40)

Inserting thisinto Eq.(36)and com bining the resultwith Eq.(38)leadsto

U (t)= exp

�
� it

�h
H c:m :

� �
e� iE et=�h

e� iE gt=�h

�

(41)

aswasto be expected.The �rstterm describesthe free fallofthe atom ,and the second term containsthe

internaloscillations.By using Eq.(40)itisalso possibleto derivean expansion ofEq.(38)forsm all
.But

since the resultcontainsvariouscom binationsofErrorfunctionsand isnotm uch betterto interpretasthe

com plete resultwewillom itithere.

W ewillclosethissection with a m athem aticalnote.In thede�nition of
p
i� thesquarerootofa com plex

factorappears.Since
p
z forcom plex z isa m ultivalued function we should decide which branch hasto be

taken. Fortunately,this not a big problem since the variable y in Eqs.(32) and (33) (and hence
p
i� in

Eq.(37))is squared in the argum entofthe function 1F1. There is only one linear factor ofy in Eq.(32)

which can givean additionalsign.

4 T he lim it ofsm allgravitationalinuence

W e now considerthe lim itofvery large�a,orm oreprecisely sm all[Q ;P ].The resultswillthereby be valid

foralltim estwith t� �a so thatthe atom willbe able to perform m any Rabioscillations. The physical

m eaning ofthe lim itisquite clear.Very large �a m eansvery sm all~k � ~a,i.e.,the m om entum transferfrom

the laser beam to the atom is only slightly altered by the acceleration because the latter is very sm allor

nearly perpendicularto the laserbeam . The technicaldetailsofthis lim itare som ewhatinvolved and are

explained in Appendix A.Theresulting expansion ofW ij(~p)up to linearpowersof~k � ~a is

W 11(~p) = cos(̂!t=2)+ i
�̂ 0

!̂
sin(̂!t=2)+

i

4
~k� ~at

2

(

�
�̂ 2
0

!̂2

�

cos(̂!t=2)�
sin(̂!t=2)

!̂t=2

�

� i
�̂ 0

!̂
sin(̂!t=2)�

sin(̂!t=2)

!̂t=2

)

W 12(~p) =
i


!̂
sin(̂!t=2)�

1

2
~k� ~at




!̂2

�

1+
it

2
�̂ 0

� �

cos(̂!t=2)�
sin(̂!t=2)

!̂t=2

�

W 21(~p) =
i


!̂
sin(̂!t=2)+

1

2
~k� ~at




!̂2

�

1�
it

2
�̂ 0

� �

cos(̂!t=2)�
sin(̂!t=2)

!̂t=2

�

W 22(~p) = cos(̂!t=2)� i
�̂ 0

!̂
sin(̂!t=2)+

i

4
~k� ~at

2

(

�̂ 2
0

!̂2

�

cos(̂!t=2)�
sin(̂!t=2)

!̂t=2

�

� i
�̂ 0

!̂
sin(̂!t=2)+

sin(̂!t=2)

!̂t=2

)

(42)
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Herewehavede�ned the frequency operator

!̂ :=

q


2 + (� �̂ 0)
2 (43)

which incorporatesthe wellknown factthatthe frequency ofthe Rabioscillationsisaltered when the laser

frequency isdetuned versusthe atom ic transition frequency. Note thatalso the e�ectofthe Dopplershift

isincluded in �̂ 0. The additional"{" sign before �̂ 0 indicatesthatthe negative branch ofthe square root

hasto be taken if
 issetequalto zero.

TheanalysisofEq.(42)isrelatively sim ple.First,itiseasy to show thatfor~k� ~a = 0 Eq.(42)describes

theordinary Rabioscillationsofa two levelatom in a running laserwave.To seethiswesolveEq.(24)with

[Q ;P ]= 0 which correspondsto ~k� ~a = 0.The obvioussolution is

W = expf�B g : (44)

Since in the operatorB = P �3 + R�1 the operatorsP and R com m ute onecan apply the form ula

expf� i~s� ~�g = 1cos(
p
~s2)� i

~s� ~�
p
~s2

sin(
p
~s2) (45)

to reproducejustthe~a-independentpartofEq.(42).Thisresultdescribesin operatorform whathasbeen

obtained in previouscalculations[4,3]where the tim e evolution wasderived (forcertain wave packets)in

m om entum space.Itisinteresting to seethee�ectoftheDopplershifton theatom icevolution.Itnotonly

alters the frequency !̂ ofthe Rabioppings. A large Doppler shift also dam ps the transition probability

because ofthe 1=!̂ dependence ofthe m atrix elem ents W 12(~p) and W 21(~p),and it is (together with the

detuning �)responsibleforthe im aginary partofW 11 and W 22.

Sincein ourm odelgravityalonecannotcausetransitions,thecorrectionstothetransitionm atrixelem ents

W 12 and W 21 have to vanish ifthe inuence ofthe laser disappears,and this is exactly what happens in

Eq.(42). W e have seen this already above. Itm ay be surprising why we have in this lim itcorrectionsat

all,becauseforthealm ostfreely falling atom theinuenceofthehom ogeneousgravitational�eld isalready

included in thefactorofexpf� itHc:m :=�hg in Eq.(38).Therem aining correctionsareindeed only necessary

to cancelthe phasefactorsofexpf� i~k� ~at2=4g appearing in Eq.(38).

Liketheunperturbed partthecorrectionsforsm all~k� ~a areoscillating with thefrequency !̂=2.Further-

m ore,itisnotdi�cultto seethatallcorrectionsarebounded functionsoftheoperator!̂.Thisenablesusto

study theirtim eevolution.Fort= 0they vanish.Forsm alltthecorrectionstothediagonalm atrix elem ents

ofW grow like t2,and the non-diagonalcorrectionsgrow with t3. For m oderate tthis cubic dependence

becom esa linearenvelopeofan oscillating function.Thecorrectionsareallsuppressed iftheRabifrequency


 becom eslarge.In thiscasetheforcecaused by thelaserbeam ism uch largerthan thegravitationalforce

so that the form er dom inates the evolution. Note that the correctionsin W 11 and W 22 do not vanish for

largeDopplershifted detunings.Thisisareasonableresultsincealargedetuning m eansthatthelaserisout

ofresonanceand doesnota�ecttheatom icevolution anym ore.Atthesam etim etheinuenceofgravity is

notaltered so thatthere m ustrem ain som ee�ectofgravity even when the detuning islarge.

Anothere�ectofgravity can beanticipated by exam ining W 12.Forvanishing correctionsthisisa purely

im aginary operator. Switching gravity on we see that it developsa realpartwhich can becom e large ift

grows.Thisisan indication thatthe acceleration causesadditionaltim e dependentphase factors.W e will

look atthism oreclosely in the nextsection.

5 T he evolution for long tim es

Theresultsoftheprevioussection havebeen obtained in discussingtheweakgravitylim itoftheexactresult.

They could have also been worked outwithin an approxim ation schem e which startswith the gravitation-

free case and perturbsitby a sm all~k � ~a. In thissection we focuson a resultwhich isofnon-perturbative

character:the behaviourofthe atom atlate tim est.Theform alcondition which wewilluseis

ĵ� tj= ĵ� 0 �
~k� ~atj�

1

�a
: (46)
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In thiscase we can apply the asym ptotic form ofthe functionsU and V in Eq.(36)which depend on �̂ t.

Since �̂ t isan operatoritwould bem orepreciseto requirejh�̂ tij� 1=�a and to consideronly wavepackets

forwhich the standard deviation of�̂ t rem ainssu�ciently sm all. Because any tim e dependence ofW ij is

enclosed in �̂ t it is easy to see that the condition (46) is equivalent to t � �a (if �̂ 0 is not too large).

Physically thism eansthatwe considerthe case when the Dopplershifted detuning becom eslarge ifitwas

initially (thisis�̂ 0)notvery large.Itwould bea di�erentphysicalsituation ifthedetuning isinitially very

largeand becom essm alldueto theDopplere�ectoftheaccelerated atom .Thiswillnotbeconsidered here.

Them ain ingredientsofthelim iting processin question areexplained in Appendix B.Them atrix W is

found to be

W 11(~p) �

r
�

2
e
� i��

2

a
�̂

2

t
=4(� ��a�̂ t)

� i�

2
�
2

a
=4
e
�


2
�
2

a
=16

8
<

:
V (1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)�

i�U (1
2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)

�(� i�
2�2a=4)

9
=

;

W 12(~p) � �

s

i�
 2

8~k� ~a
e
� i��

2

a
�̂

2

t
=4(� ��a�̂ t)

� i�

2
�
2

a
=4
e
�


2
�
2

a
=16

8
<

:
V (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)+

4U (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)


2�2a�(� i�
2�2a=4)

9
=

;

W 21(~p) �

s

i
2

4~k� ~a
e
i��

2

a �̂
2

t=4(� ��a�̂ t)
i�


2
�
2

a =4e
� �


2
�
2

a =16U (1
2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0)

W 22(~p) � e
i��

2

a
�̂

2

t
=4(� ��a�̂ t)

i�

2
�
2

a
=4
e
� �


2
�
2

a
=16

U (� 1

2
+ �; � ip

i�
�a�̂ 0): (47)

Them oststriking featureoftheseoperatorsisthat(to lowestorder)only theirphasevarieswith �̂ t and

hencewith t.Thisisnotexactly truebecauseterm scontaining �̂ t areoperatorvalued and can alteralsothe

shape ofa wavepacket.Butforsu�ciently narrow wavepacketsin m om entum space the factorscontaining

�̂ t in Eq.(47)sim ply produce an additionalphase shiftwith logarithm ictim e dependence (rem em berthat

yic = exp(iclny)).From Eq.(38)wethen can concludethatwith growing tim ethem atrix elem entsofthe

totalevolution operatorU (t)vary also only in theirphases.W e willdiscussthistim e dependence �rstand

turn to the am plitudesthereafter.

W einterprettheresultasfollows:Atom sexposed togravityand alaserbeam m ayhavebeen in resonance

with thelaseratsom eearlierstageoftheirevolution.In thisstagetheyperform anum berofRabioscillations.

Butsincethem om entum dissipation dueto spontaneousem ission isneglected in ourm odel,theatom sloose

during each Rabicycle the sam e am ountofm om entum asthey gain,the nete�ectbeing zero.During the

Rabioscillationsthe atom sare accelerated by the earth’sgravity so thattheirvelocity increases. Because

ofthe Doppler e�ect the atom s are then driven out ofresonance with the laser beam so that the Rabi

oscillationsare vanishing with increasing tim e. The transition between excited and ground state isfrozen.

Thisisreected by the factthatthe absolutevalue ofthe W ij isalm ostconstantforlong tim es.

Looking m ore closely to the particularm atrix elem entU11 ofEq.(38)we can write the tim e dependent

phasefactoras

exp

�

� it

�
E e + E g

2�h
+
1

�h
H c:m +

�

2

��

exp

(

it(D̂ � !L)

2
+
i

4
~k � ~at

2

)

e
� i��

2

a (�̂ t+ �)
2
=4[� ��a(�̂ t+ �)]

� i�

2
�
2

a =4 :

(48)

Expanding the factorof�̂ t and keeping only tim e dependentterm sleadsusto

exp

�

� it
E e

�h

�

exp

�

� it
1

�h
H c:m :

�

[� ��a(�̂ t+ �)]� i�

2
�
2

a =4 : (49)

Here we see thateach phase factor(butthe last)islinearin t. The tim e dependence ofU12 agreesin this

lim itwith the one ofU11.Thisisreasonablebecause both m atrix elem entscorrespond to atom swhich are

excited atthetim et.TheresultforU21 and U22 can beread o� from Eq.(49)by replacing E e by E g (these

m atrix elem ents describe atom s which are in the ground state at tim e t) and [� ��a(�̂ t + �)]� i�

2
�
2

a =4 by

[� ��a(�̂ t� �)]i�

2
�
2

a =4.Each factorin Eq.(49)allowsa properphysicalinterpretation.The�rstexponential

describes just the internalenergy ofthe excited state. The second is the tim e evolution ofa free point

particle in a hom ogeneousgravitational�eld. Hence we see thatthe atom isessentially freely falling ifthe

third term isneglected.
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Nevertheless,thisslowly (logarithm ically)varying phase isofphysicalinterestsince itcontainsboth 


and ~a and istherefore the only rem aining tim e dependente�ectarising from both gravity and laserlight.

Becauseitcontains
itsorigin m ustbethe
-term in theHam iltonian (6)which inducestransitionsbetween

ground and excited state. But since it is only a phase factorit does notdescribe such transitions(which

would becharacterized byapopulation transferbetween j eiand j gi,i.e.,in atim edependentchangeofthe

absolutevaluesofW ij).Seen in thisway theresultseem sto contradictourintuition,butthiscontradiction

can beresolved by acom parison ofthepresentsituation with Ram an transitions(see,e.g.,Ref.[11]).Ram an

transitionsarepossiblein a system with two lowerand oneupperstate("� system ").In this� system one

can inducedirecttransitionsbetween thetwo lowerstateswithoutpopulating theupperstateby applying a

laser�eld with a largedetuning versusthe transition frequency between a lowerand the upperstate.This

issim ilarto ourcase:wealso havea largedetuning and no population transferto theupperstate,theonly

di�erence is that we have as a form ofdegeneration only one lower state. Hence,we interpret the third

term in Eq.(49)asa kind ofRam an transition in a two-levelsystem forwhich the largedetuning prevents

the population ofthe upper state during a Rabicycle. The peculiar logarithm ic tim e dependence ofthe

phaseisa consequenceofthetim edependentdetuning.W eshould m ention thatbecausewehaveneglected

spontaneousem ission the argum entdoesnotonly apply to Rabicyclesofthe form j gi! j ei! j gibut

also to cyclesofthe form j ei! j gi! j ei.

W e turn now to the discussion ofthe tim e independentpartofW ij.The phase ofthispartisa rapidly

oscillatingfunction of�̂ 0.Togetafeelingfortheabsolutevaluesweconsiderthecaseofanarrow wavepacket

ofatom swith an initialvelocity sothat�̂ 0 vanishes,i.e.,theDopplershifted detuning isinitially zero.W ith

the aid ofthe form ulaein appendix B (especially Eq.(68))itisnotdi�cultto obtain

jW 11(�̂ 0 = 0)j= jW 22(�̂ 0 = 0)j=

q
1

2
(1+ e� �


2�2
a
=4)

jW 12(�̂ 0 = 0)j= jW 21(�̂ 0 = 0)j=

q
1

2
(1� e� �


2�2a =4)

(50)

This is a surprisingly sim ple expression with severalinteresting features. First,it only depends on the

absolute value of~k � ~a since the variable � is absent. This is reasonable since the appearance of�
2�2a in

the exponentwould allow im aginary absolute valuesofW 12 and W 21. Second,forvanishing laserintensity

(
 = 0)we �nd jW 12j= jW 21j= 0 and jW 11j= jW 22j= 1 in accordance with the factthatwithoutlaser

beam any internaltransition is im possible. For high laser intensity (
 � 1) we get a com plete m ixing:

jW ijj= 1=
p
2. This can be understood as a consequence ofthe large frequency ofthe Rabicycles. For


 ! 1 there is an in�nite num ber ofRabicycles per unit tim e. This is not a wellde�ned result. But

one can replace these quick oscillationsby there average,and this procedure resultsofcourse in an equal

probability forground and excited state asindicated by jW ijj
2 = 1=2. In generalthe transition am plitude

dependson thevariable
2�2a which can beinterpreted asrepresenting theinuenceofthelaser(becauseof


)acting forthe tim e �a afterwhich the atom sareessentially outofresonance.

6 T he breakdow n ofthe M agnus expansion

W e now have �nished the physicaldiscussion ofthe atom ic dynam icsin a hom ogeneousgravitational�eld

and a running laser wave. This last section ofthe paper is ofpurely theoreticalinterest. W e willshow

herethattheapplication oftheM agnusperturbation expansion [12]would lead to unphysicalresultsforthe

evolution operator. Thisfactwasalready exam ined in the literature (see Ref.[13]and referencestherein),

m ostly fortheharm onicoscillatorsand sim pletwo-levelsystem s.A furtheranalysisforthefalling two-level

atom in a running laserwavehastheadvantagethatitispossibleto usetheSchr"odingerpictureand that

wecan com parethe resultofthe M agnusexpansion with the exactsolution obtained above.

To perform the M agnusexpansion we go back to Eq.(24)and ask whetheritispossible to treat[Q ;P ]

as a sm allterm and to apply a perturbation expansion instead ofsolving Eq.(24) exactly. The M agnus

expansion consistsofan expansion ofthe exponentialofan operator. Setting W = exp(F (�))we m ay try

to calculateF to �rstorderin [Q ;P ].Thiscan be doneby using the equation (see,e.g.,Ref.[14])

d

d�
e
F (�) =

1X

l= 1

(� 1)(l+ 1)

l!
K le

F (51)
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with K 1 := dF=d� and K l+ 1 := [K l;F ]which isexactly valid forany operatorF provided the exponential

m akessense. Eq.(51)hasthe sam e structure asEq.(24).The strategy to solve Eq.(24)perturbatively is

thereforeto �nd an operatorF such thatthesum in ther.h.s.ofEq.(51)reproduces,to �rstorderin [Q ;P ],

justtheprefactorofW in ther.h.s.ofEq.(24).In view ofthisprefactorwem akethefollowing guessforF :

F = �B �
1

2
�
2[Q ;P ]�3 + [Q ;P ]

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n�n+ 2

(n + 1)!
bnR n (52)

where bn are num bers,R 1 := [�3;B ],and R n+ 1 := [R n;B ]. Inserting this in Eq.(51)and com paring the

result(to �rstorderin [Q ;P ])with Eq.(24)leadsto the condition

(n + 2)bn �
1

2
+

n� 2X

l= 0

�
n + 1

l+ 2

�

bn� l� 1 = 0 ;n � 2: (53)

Itiseasy to check thatthenum bersbn arerelated to theBernoullinum bersB n by bn = B n+ 1 by using the

relation
n� 1X

l= 0

�
n

l

�

B l= 0: (54)

A closed expression forF can be found by noting that

R 2n = (it̂!)2n� 2R 2 ;R 2n+ 1 = (it̂!)2nR 1 (55)

and B 2n+ 1 = 0 hold.Putting everything togetherone�nds

F (�)= �B �
�2

2
[Q ;P ]�3 + [Q ;P ]R 1

�

t2!̂2

�
it̂!�

eit!̂ � � 1
� 1+

it̂!�

2

�

+ O ([Q ;P ]2): (56)

Theapproxim atesolution ofourproblem isobtained if�issetto 1.Itisobviousthatthissolution becom es

singularwheneverthe condition

!̂t= 2�N ; N 2 N (57)

is ful�lled (this is possible ifwe neglectthe decay ratese and g;ifthey are non-zero the solution F (�)

containsan unphysicalresonance).

The approxim ation should be good for j[Q ;P ]j� 1,i.e.,for t � �a. But !̂ is for sm alldetunings

essentially identicalto Rabi’sfrequency 
.Hencethe�rstsingularity occursatt= 2�=
 which ism uch less

than �a fornottoo sm all
.Thisillustratesthata perturbation approach based on the M agnusexpansion

failsto describeoursystem properly.Thisfactwasexplained asa consequenceofa �niteconvergenceradius

ofthe M agnus expansion [13]. It m ay be that the reason lies in the splitting ofthe right hand side of

Eq.(51)into onefactoreF which containsany powerof[Q ;P ],and in the sum overlwhich in ourexam ple

iscalculated only to �rstorderin [Q ;P ].

7 C onclusions and O utlook

In thispaperwe have exactly determ ined and discussed the tim e evolution ofa two-levelatom falling in a

hom ogeneousgravitational�eld undertheinuenceofarunninglaserwave.Thetim eevolution operatorhas

been worked outin an algebraicalway.Forneglected spontaneousem ission theDopplere�ectwasshown to

betheorigin ofthecharacteristicnew physicalfeatures.An atom which isinitiallyin resonancewith thelaser

beam will�rst perform Rabioscillations. The hom ogeneousgravitational�eld accelerates sim ultaneously

thecenter-of-m assm otion.During thisacceleration theDopplershiftcausesthelaserfrequency to driveout

ofresonance with the atom . Thus the Rabioscillationsare fading away untilonly a slow variation ofthe

phaserem ains,no population transferappearsforlargetim es.Thissituation issim ilarto Ram an transitions

in � system s.

Thetreatm entofthem odeldescribed abovem ay beregarded asa �rststep towardstheinclusion ofthe

inuence ofgravity in situationsofgreaterpracticalim portance.Thatthere is(alm ost)no netm om entum
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transferofthe laserto the atom relieson the neglection ofthe spontaneousem ission. Aslong asthe laser

isin resonance with the atom each Rabicycle willbe com pleted,no totalm om entum transferoccurs.But

ifspontaneousem ission isincluded Rabioscillationscan be incom plete. The resulting m om entum transfer

from thelasertotheatom m ay beexploited to constructagravitationalatom storageifitisadjusted sothat

itcan cancelthe acceleration by the hom ogeneousgravitational�eld. The interruption ofthe Rabicycles

can also be m anaged in a coherentway,e.g.,by using a three level"�" schem e with two hyper�ne ground

states.In thiscasea m agnetic�eld (see,e.g.,Ref.[15])ora m icrowavem ay beused to carry theatom sback

in theirinitialstate.Itshould be m entioned thatthere isalready a gravitationalatom trap [16]which was

theoretically studied by W allis,Dalibard,and Cohen-Tannoudji[17].The di�erence to ourproposalisthat

we use the sim ultaneousaction ofgravity and laserforceswhereasin the existing device these forcesactin

di�erenttim e periods.
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A

The aim ofthisappendix isto study the behaviourofU (�� 1=2;y0 + ")forsm all

":=
p
2[Q ;P ]�

t

�a
(58)

and to derive the corresponding lim iting case ofW ij. Forbrevity we have introduced the param etery0 :=

� i�a�̂ 0=
p
i�. W e startwith the observation thatany derivative ofU (�� 1=2;y)with respectto y can be

written in the form

U
(n)(�� 1=2;y)= Xn(�� 1=2;y)U (�� 1=2;y)+ Yn(�� 1=2;y)U0(�� 1=2;y) (59)

wherethe prim e denotesthe derivativewith respectto y and the functionsX n and Yn ful�ll

X n+ 1 = X
0
n +

�
y2

4
+ �� 1=2

�

Yn

Yn+ 1 = Y
0
n + X n (60)

with X 0 = 1 and Y0 = 0. Thisrelation,which followsdirectly from the di�erentialequations(28)and

(29),willturn outto be usefulforthe Taylorexpansion of

U (�� 1=2;y0 + ")=

1X

l= 0

"l

l!
U
(l)(�� 1=2;y0) (61)

around y0.Forthe expansion ofX n and Yn in " itisofim portanceto notethat

y0 =
� 2P

"
; �=

R 2

"2
(62)

holds.Bearing thisin m ind onecan useEq.(60)to proofby induction that

X 2n = "
� 2n

n

(it̂!=2)2n �
n

2
"
2(it̂!=2)2n� 2 + O ("4)

o

Y2n = � P "
� 2n+ 3

n(n � 1)

�

(it̂!=2)2n� 4 �
(n � 2)"2

2
(it̂!=2)2n� 6 + O ("4)

�

X 2n+ 1 = � P "
� 2n+ 1

n
2

�

(it̂!=2)2n� 2 �
(n � 1)"2

2
(it̂!=2)2n� 4 + O ("4)

�

Y2n+ 1 = "
� 2n

�

(it̂!=2)2n �
n"2

2
(it̂!=2)2n� 2 + O ("4)

�

: (63)
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isvalid.Here weused the factthat

i

2
t̂! = "

r

�+
y2
0

4
=
p
(� P )2 + R 2 (64)

isindependentof".The operator !̂ isde�ned in Eq.(43),and the upper(lower)sign in Eq.(63)holdsfor

U (�� 1=2;y0)and U (�+ 1=2;y0),respectively.Note thatthe sam e expansion holdsforV (�� 1=2;y0)and

V (�+ 1=2;y0)sim ply becausethey arealso solutionsofEqs.(28)and (29),respectively,and because these

di�erentialequationsarethe only relation which wereused to deriveEq.(60).

W e arenow ready to calculatethe expansion ofW 12(~p)in term sof".W e havewith Eq.(36)

W 12(~p) =

r
�

2

R

"
fU (�� 1=2;y0)V (�� 1=2;y0 + ")� V (�� 1=2;y0)U (�� 1=2;y0 + ")g

=

r
�

2
R

1X

n= 0

"n� 1

n!
Yn(�� 1=2;y0)fU (�� 1=2;y0)V

0(�� 1=2;y0)� U
0(�� 1=2;y0)V (�� 1=2;y0)g

= R

1X

n= 0

"n� 1

n!
Yn(�� 1=2;y0) (65)

wherewehaveused Eq.(59)forthe�rststep and theW ronskian relation (34)forthesecond step.Itisnow

straightforward to derivea closed expression forW 12 by exploiting Eq.(63)and theTaylorseriesofcosand

sin.The resultisgiven in Eq.(42).

Thederivation oftheexpansion forW 21 issim ilarto thepreviouscalculationsand willnotbereproduced

here. ForW 11 and W 22 one further step hasto be included since the functions U and V occurring in the

corresponding expressions ofEq.(36) contain both the param eter �� 1=2 and �+ 1=2. It is therefore

necessary to m ake use ofEq.(35)and to deduce expressionsforthe W ii where eitheronly �� 1=2 oronly

�+ 1=2 occurs.Afterthishasbeen done the calculationsare the sam e asforW 12. Inserting allde�nitions

onearrivesatEq.(42).

B

In thisappendix wewillsketch thederivation ofthelongtim ebehaviourfortheoperatorsW ij(~p)in Eq.(36).

Thiscan be handled by using (Eq.13.5.1 ofRef.[10])

1F1(�;�;z)�
�(�)

�(�� �)
e
� i��

z
� � +

�(�)

�(�)
e
z
z
�� � (66)

wherez isa com plex num berwith jzj� 1,and the uppersign holdsfor� �=2< arg z < 3�=2 whereasthe

lowersign holdsfor� 3�=2< argz � � �=2.W eapply thisform ulatothefunction U (� 1=2+ �;� i�a�̂ t=
p
i�)

and in thesam em annerto any otherfunction in Eq.(36)which dependson �̂ t by inserting itinto Eqs.(32)

and (33). Note thatthe lim it depends on � since � = � 1 determ ines arg z. W e assum e h� �a�̂ ti to be a

largepositive num berand choose arg (i�)= ��=2.Hence the "+ " sign in Eq.(66)holdsfor� = 1 and the

"{" sign for� = � 1.

Therestofthecalculationisstraightforwardbutlong.Itisusefultoapplyz�(z)= �(z+ 1),�(1=2)=
p
�,

and

�(ix)�(� ix) = j�(ix)j2 = �=[xsinh(�x)]

�(ix + 1=2)�(� ix + 1=2) = j�(ix + 1=2)j2 = �=cosh(�x)

�(2z) = �(z)�(z+ 1=2)2 2z� 1=2
=
p
2� (67)

(forrealx,seechapter6 ofRef.[10])to handlethevariousfactorsofthe� function arisingin thederivation.

Forthe caseofvanishing detuning the following equationsareofuse:

U (�;0) =

p
�

2�=2+ 1=4�(3=4+ �=2)

V (�;0) =
2�=2+ 1=4 sin[�(�+ 1=2)=2]

�(3=4� �=2)
: (68)
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