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We propose and analyze the use of quantum-beat phenomena to test neoclassical radiation theory
(NCT) and quantum electrodynamics (QED). For a beam-foil type of experiment with atoms having
one upper level and two closely spaced lower levels, all coherently excited, NCT predicts the presence
of quantum beats in the emitted radiation; beats are not expected in QED. QED predicts beats when
many atoms are present, in agreement with recent photon-echo experiments. An experiment to test

NCT and QED is suggested.

I. INTRODUCTION

At present, quantum electrodynamics (QED)
represents an apex of modern theoretical physics,
for it gives, with the help of certain renormaliza-~
tion prescriptions, remarkable agreement with
experiments to many significant figures. Of
course it suffers from the presence of infinities.
In this regard the foundations of QED, for exam-
ple, the quantization of the electromagnetic field,
and the necessity of this quantization have been
subjects of recent discussion.! For instance,
the self-consistent combination of Maxwell and
Schriddinger equations has been used successfully
to treat many effects which are often thought to
require QED.2-7 The procedure involves treating
the expectation value of the dipole moment opera-
tor as the electric dipole of an ensemble of radiat-
ing atoms. Neoclassical theory' (NCT) carries
this procedure further by associating the expecta-
tion value of the dipole moment operator with the
actual dipole of an atom, thus allowing one to con-
sider each atom individually. So far experiments
in areas where differences in the predictions of
NCT and QED exist support QED.® In this paper
we show that quantum-beat phenomena provide an
example in which the predictions of QED and NCT
are qualitatively different.

One difference' between the predictions of QED
and NCT concerns the shape of the spontaneous
emission pulse from an atom. Since NCT consid-
ers the expectation value of the dipole moment
operator as an actual dipole which radiates ac-
cording to classical electrodynamics, it predicts
different pulse shapes for different degrees of
initial excitation of the atom. According to NCT,
an atom purely in an excited state will not decay.
An atom that is excited almost entirely to the ex-
cited state will decay with the emission of a
chirped hyperbolic-secant pulse that has peak in-
tensity at the time when this atom has equal prob-
ability of being in the excited and the ground
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states. Furthermore, when the excitation leaves
an atom predominately in the ground state, then
NCT predicts the emission of an exponentially
decaying pulse. Contrary to NCT, QED predicts
the emission of an exponentially decaying pulse
for all degrees of initial excitation of the atom.
Consequently, to see the difference in the predic-
tions of QED and NCT, one requires atoms that
are predominately in the excited state; as pro-
ponents of NCT point out,® this condition is exper-
imentally difficult to fulfill. In the present work
this difficulty is circumvented by using quantum
beats to test QED and NCT.!°

Quantum beats have been observed in beam-foil
experiments where each atom is impulsively ex-
cited by passage through a carbon foil to a super-
position of two closely spaced upper levels and a
lower level [Fig. 1(a), henceforth referred to as
atom of type I].'* A typical experimental geometry
and apparatus is shown in Fig. 2. From this fig-
ure, one sees that the instant when an excited
atom radiates light is determined by the point in
space at which radiation occurred. Thus beam
images recorded on the photographic film in the
spectrograph show a decline in the blackening from
one end to the other because of the finite lives of
the excited levels. Time-dependent oscillations
(quantum beats) are transformed into spatial vari-
ations in the intensities of the beam images. The
sharply defined origin in space (time) required for
the observation of quantum beats is provided by
the exit surface of the foil. A point whose impor-
tance will become clear later is that at normal
beam current; the photographic film rarely re-
ceives light from more than one atom at a time.
For the above experiment the presence of quantum
beats is predicted by both QED and NCT.

However, if for the above experiment the atom is
excited to a superposition of one upper and two
closely spaced lower states [Fig. 1(b), henceforth
referred to as atom of type II], then QED does not
predict quantum beats while NCT does. No serious
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1 QUANTUM-BEAT PHENOMENA DESCRIBED BY QUANTUM... 1381

search has been made for lower-state beats; how-
ever, an experiment designed to look for beats
from type-II atoms provides a straightforward
test of QED and NCT.

It should be emphasized that the recent photon-
echo experiments seem to indicate the presence of
beats from atomic ensembles of type I1.12:'* How-
ever, one must be careful in the analysis of these
experiments, for they are different from the beam-
foil experiments in that here one looks at emissions
from many atoms simultaneously. In this situation
we show that there is essentially no difference be-
tween the QED and NCT predictions.

In Sec. II we present the QED and NCT treat-
ments of quantum beats from a single type-I atom.
We show that both QED and NCT predict the pres-
ence of beats in this case. We show in Sec. III
that QED and NCT differ in their predictions of
quantum beats from a single type-II atom. In Sec.
IV we present results of calculations which indi-
cate that QED distinguishes between single-atom
beats and many-atom beats, a detail that is not
present in NCT. Finally, in Sec. V we propose
an experiment, using type-II atoms, that would
serve as a test for NCT and QED.

II. QUANTUM BEATS FROM A SINGLE TYPE-1 ATOM

Quantum beats have been observed when an atom
is excited to a coherent superposition of closely
spaced upper levels [Fig. 1(a)].}'** NCT describes
the modulation of the radiated intensity as a result
of two dipoles created between | @) and | ¢), and be-
tween | b) and | ¢). That is, an atom excited at
time ¢, has at time ¢ the state vector

L (L, 2o =A(t)e~iwalt-t0)] g)
+B(t)etwst =) by +C(¢)| c) .
Thus
(oL, b 7l wlt, £ o)) =A*(E)C (L )etwa =) gl 7| )

+ B*(4)C(¢)e*st =t b] #| ¢) +c.c.
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FIG. 1. Energy levels for (a) an atom (type I) with
two upper and one lower state; (b) an atom (type II) with
two lower and one upper state.

Treating the expectation value of the dipole mo-
ment operator as an actual dipole which radiates
according to classical electrodynamics, we have
the radiated intensity as being proportional to

| A*(¢)C(t Xalr| )| +| BX()C(t Xl 7| o) *
+2Re[A*()B() C()X dl 7| ©)
x(cl 7| By e*amp) (t=t0)]

However, each measurement for the radiation
involves an atom which is excited at a time differ-
ent from the others. Hence, the beat intensity is
actually proportional to

2Re (4B CWIXal 71 O (el 71 D)

x sin[(wy — wa)T/z] ei(wa-ws)t>
(W —wp)T/2 ’

where 7 is the range of excitation times. We note

that for beats to be seen the necessary coherence

in the wave function is achieved by limiting the

range of excitation times to 7<1/(wy —wg). In

foil excitation' and in optical excitation'*

sin[(wy = wp)7/2] _ 1
(Wo —wg)T/2

’

where in foil excitation 7 is the foil thickness per
average velocity of the atoms.

That QED also predicts quantum beats may
readily be seen. Initially, the atom is in a co-
herent superposition of the upper states shown in
Fig. 1(a), and the electromagnetic field is in the
vacuum state. Then,

[ (o)) =Agl a0) + Byl b0) +Cyl cO) ,

where | ¢(¢)) is the total wave function, |j0) means
atomic state | j) and the vacuum electromagnetic
field, and A,, B,, and C, are constants. Since di-
pole transitions are allowed between | @) and | ¢)
and between | ) and | ¢), | ¥(¢,)) evolves into

Lyt =A()l a0) +B(t)| b0) +C(¢)l cO)
+A (B)lely +B,(t)lcly) .
Writing the electric field operator as

- T RN
E® t)=) 8ulage’™ ¥t +agTe X it
%
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FIG. 2. Experimental geometry and apparatus for a
beam-foil type of quantum beat experiment.
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where §, is the electric field per photon, we see
that the presence of beats is indicated by the mat-
rix element

(o) alagl y(t) =A%()B,(2),

which is nonzero.

III. QUANTUM BEATS FROM A SINGLE TYPE-II ATOM

Application of NCT to treating an analogous
problem with a type-II atom again leads to the pre-
diction of quantum beats. In this case it is the di-
poles created between | a) and | b) and | @) and | ¢)
that interfere to produce a beat. That is, an atom
excited at time ¢, has at time ¢ the state vector

L o(t, o)) =At)e=*s" 40 a)
+B(t)e t@s=Y )=t By 1 C(¢)) ) .
Thus
CPlt b vl (it , t ) =A*(t)B(t)e'“aE=toXal »| b)

+AX(t)C(t)e'ws'=t) a| 7| ¢) +c.c.

According to NCT, we have the radiated intensity
as being proportional to

| AX()B(¢ X al 7| B)|2 +] AX(£)C(¢ X al 7] c)|?
+2Re[| A@®)I2B()C*(t X al 7| b){ dl 7| @)
xeiWa-wp)t=to) ] .
Since there is a range of excitation times, the beat

intensity is actually proportional to

zae(\ AOIPBE)CHE K dl 71 By (el 7l @
sin((we = w ) 7/2] i(w, —wg)
% (wy —wg)7/2 et Bﬁ) ’

where again, in foil excitation and in optical exci-
tation,

T/ (wy — wp)
such that

sinf(wy —wp)7/2] 1
(we —wg)T/2

However, the result derived by using QED is
that quantum beats are not to be expected. To see
this, we start with the initial state

| 9(t o)) =Aql a0) + Byl b0) +Cl cO) ,
which at a later time becomes
[N =A@ a0) + B(¢)] b0) +C(¢)| cO)
+A,(ENb1,) +A (L)l clg) .

Consequently, the matrix element

(Yl adagl ) =(1o) aag 15) (Dl ¢) A%(£)A, ()

is zero since | ¢) is orthogonal to | b). This ab-
sence of coherent beats was noted by Breit.'®

The following argument based on the “quantum
theory of measurement” provides some physical
insight concerning the “missing” beats. A type-I
atom when coherently excited will decay via the
emission of a photon with frequency w, or w,.
Since both transitions lead to the same atomic
state, one cannot determine the emitted photon’s
frequency. Analogous to the Young’'s double-slit
problem, this uncertainty in the photon’s fre-
quency leads to an interference of photons with
frequencies w, and wg, giving rise to quantum
beats. A coherently excited type-II atom will also
decay via the emission of a photon with frequency
wy Or wy. However, after the emission is long
past, an observation of the atom would now tell us
which decay channel (@ or g) was taken. Conse-
quently, we expect no beats in this case.

However, recent experiments involving photon
echo showed sinusoidal modulations in the intensi-
ty of echos involving atoms with nearly degenerate
ground states.'?*'®* To see that the results of these
experiments do not conflict with QED, we have to
look at beats resulting from many atoms.

IV. MANY-ATOM BEATS

If instead of one atom there are two atoms sep-
arated by a distance small compared to an optical
wavelength, then

| 9(0)) =A | aa0) + Byl ab0) +C | ac0) +D,| ba0)
+E | bb0) + Fi| bc0) +G | cal)
+H ol ¢b0) + 1| ccO) .

The interaction gives rise to states with nonzero
photon occupation number, in particular, the
states | bcl,) and | bcl g, with probability am-
plitudes C(¢) and D(¢), respectively. This time
the matrix element

()l alag p(t)y =C*(t)D(t)

is nonzero, and QED predicts beats. Thus no con-
tradiction exists between QED and the photon-echo
observations.

In line with the physical argument given at the
end of Sec. III, we see that if two of these atoms
are present, one possible final state has both
atoms in different lower levels. For this atomic
state it is impossible to determine the photon fre-
quency since one does not know which atom emitted
the photon. Hence quantum beats will be present.
Extension to the many-atom case leads to a pre-
diction in agreement with the photon-echo observa-
tions.
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Using QED, we have calculated, in the appen-
dices, the beat intensity from an arbitrary num-
ber of type-II atoms. We present the results in
the remainder of this section. First, we treat the
atoms as being effectively stationary, for example,
as in a crystal. Then, we will treat them as be-
ing nonstationary, for example, as in an atomic
beam.

We begin by looking at two identical atoms, lo-
i
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cated (e.g., in a crystal) at polar coordinates

(ry, ¢y, 6,) and (7,, ¢,,6,). These atoms are excited
by a laser pulse that is incident in the y direction.
This pulse is polarized in the x direction, and it
has a duration that is much less than the beat pe-
riod. Assuming that all levels are equally popu-
lated by the excitation, the radiated intensity from
these two atoms at the detector is derived in Ap-
pendix A. The result is

(R EQ, £ 2| W) = (e*/4neir®)s{2e™* oo’ (Xopkg + X5ckY) + €727 b’ [4(X TG + Xiackp) + 2X 50k COSR () =7 5+ 91 = V)

+2X5 kG coskg(ry — 7y +y; — ¥,)]

+2e"2Yavl X X B2 Fy[cos(wg(t =7,/C) —w(t =7,/C) + ko (3, = ¥3))

+cos(w gt =7,/¢) = we(t =7,/C)+ka(¥2 =y )]},

which describes an exponential curve modulated by a sinusoidal function with periodicity 27/(w 8= W)

Here,
Yab = (e2/6‘n€0h' )(X?zb k% +X§ck28) ’

v is the average distance of atoms from detector;

Yyi=7;sing; sinb;; Xo=(a X1 b), Xee=(aXlc); ky=wa/c, kg=wg/c.

The beat signal for » atoms is (from Appendix B)

EX X ockaky l( f e-tvaptasil _(m=2)! o0 p

2rek?® 3" iln-2-1)!

i=0

)i anos[wB(t—r,/c) —wy(t =7;/¢)+wa(y; =) .

1=1 j=1
1#j

If the positions of the atoms are not fixed (e.g., in an atomic beam), then it is necessary to average
the intensity over all positions occupied by each atom before it decays. If each atom is confined in a cube

of volume &%, then

CHOVEQ, £ FIY(0) ey =S arke 3i< 3 eraraen 1B 12"’2'i>
i=0

2n%e%y*?

sin(k,6/2)
ry

(ke 5/2) 1=1 j=1
12§

where R; is the distance between the detector and
the center of the cube for the ith atom. This
means that in order to see an appreciable beat
signal at each wavelength A each atom must be lo-
calized in a volume of 3.

If the » atoms are in a flask, then 6%, the volume
of the flask, must be less than A3 for beats to be
seen. It would be difficult to see quantum beats
with such an experimental setup. However, with
an atomic beam, it is possible to select a velocity
distribution such that each atom maintains its po-
sition relative to its neighbors within a distance
A during the time it is in an excited state. With
such a velocity distribution QED predicts quantum
beats for a density of at least 1 atom/X*. NCT
predicts beats for any density greater than 1 atom/
(kg—ky)®. This is because, according to NCT,
the electric field from » atoms is

Nn-2-17)!

i i cos[wg(t =R,;/c) - wu(t =R;/c)],

n ik 7 ik 7
e o'l e 81
E b5 +RE4p
( apoc 7, BB 7, ’

1=1

where p, and pg are the dipole moments. Thus
the beat signal is

2kik-"’epa1)§<§: -

12§

ikyry —ik BTj

. Z: PRI IS
i, v; ’

i

If the positions of the atoms are not fixed so that
each atom can be anywhere inside a volume §°, the
beat signal becomes

. 2
2, 2P P} ikg R, ~ikgR, SIN (ko 0/2)
2k 5z (Ze 1-ikgR; IO

1#j

i - Sin[(ka -k )5/2]
+ IZ PUCNELISEN oo 1072 > ,
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which is small only when 1/(kgz - k,)<6. [R; is

the average distance between the detector and the
ith atom and R = (1/2)),R;.] Hence, in nonlocalized
atoms, we have another difference between the
predictions of QED and NCT. We note that this
difference arises because in QED quantum beats
from type-II atoms occur only as a cooperative
effect, while in NCT they occur also as a single-
atom phenomena. Next we propose an experiment
that may serve as a test for NCT and QED.

V. PROPOSED EXPERIMENT

We propose this illustrative experiment in order
to emphasize the features that must be present in

an experiment using quantum beats to test QED and

NCT. In Fig. 3 we sketch a possible experimental
setup wherein laser radiation is used to put atoms
in a coherent superposition of states.!®* The atoms
will interact with the laser field E(¢) and acquire
off-diagonal contributions to the density matrix
Pac(t) and p,,(¢). If we have a thermal distribution
initially, then these two off-diagonal density-ma-
trix elements arise from the first-order process
involving the interaction of the atom with the two
applied fields. That is,

t
pacl) =B [ a1, E(t)e  s0punlt ) = purlt )
o

and
t :
pab(t ) =%l J; dat 1E(t L)elwatl[paa(t 0) - pbb(to)] ’
0

where p, and pg are the dipole matrix elements,
and E(¢) is the applied electric field. It is to be
noted that atoms excited at different times would
see slightly different electromagnetic fields due

to the finite laser linewidth. Consequently, one has
to limit each measurement to times less than the
coherence time of the light, which may be of order
of 10™* sec. However, with an atomic lifetime of
10-% sec we may repeat the (single-atom) experi-
ment many times during the coherence time. An
experiment of this type should provide a rather
direct test of NCT vs QED. Furthermore, one

can extend this experiment to look for beats at

higher atomic densities. The presence of beats
J

Screen

Atomic beam
N

-

Laser radiation

———————— Shutter

FIG. 3. Experimental geometry and apparatus for
proposed experiment. A screen is used to shield the
detector from scattered laser radiation. The shutter
limits the measurement to less than the laser coherence
time.

at these higher densities will confirm that the ex-
citation mechanism coherently excites the atoms.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors wish to thank Professor I. Abella,
Professor J. Eberly, Professor E. Hahn, and
Professor R. Herman for stimulating discussions.

APPENDIX A: CALCULATION FOR BEAT
INTENSITY FROM TWO TYPE-II ATOMS

The atoms are located by the spherical coordi-
nates (r,, ¢, 6,) and (v,, ¢, 6,). Each atom has the
energy levels shown in Fig. 1(b), and the upper
state can decay to either lower states via electric
dipole transition. In the interaction picture the
Hamiltonian is

2 ) -
vit)= Z Z %(exab'gixl @) bl @xet(w“_wk)nm. s

kn j=1
- -~ : .—’ -
+eXoor €1l @) (el agpet@sertrike ) L He,

where §, =% w,/L%,.

The atoms are excited by a laser pulse with its
electric field polarized in the x direction and a
pulse duration that is much less than 1/(wg - w,).
With the pulse incident in the y-direction, the state
of the atom-field system after the pulse has
reached both atoms is

[p(0)) = (Aoe‘ik 8(2%0-31-%2)| gq) +Bge‘“°B (%0-31) -i(kg ~ke)(¥0-32)| gp) +Coe'ik 80%-1)| ac)

+D e~k BRa) o=~k (%0 =32)| pa) + Foe =8 (%o =%2)| ca) +G e~ (%s ) (30 -1-%2)| pb) +H | cc)

+ I ge~ B~k )0=31)| by +d e~ g ko) o=Y2)| c)){0,,})

where y, is the position of the wave front of the pulse along the y axis at time £=0. Since the volume
looked at by the detector is small, the probability that the first atom that is excited has decayed before

the second atom is excited is negligible.
To first order the state vector at a later time is



1 QUANTUM-BEAT PHENOMENA DESCRIBED BY QUANTUM... 1385

| 9(8) = (Al aa) + B| aby +C| ac) +D| bay + F| ca))| {0,,}) + Z (Gt ab) +Ht,\| bay + I, | bB) +J%,| cb)
T

+KT\| co) + Lg,| be) +M%,| ac) + Nty ca))l 1,,{0,0 1) ,
where the coefficients on the right-hand side satisfy differential equations obtained from

g A
in 2L <) yie) -

r

The equations for A to F can be solved by the where
method used in Weisskopf-Wigner decay: Yab = (€2/87€ o 1) (X2pR% + X5k%) -
A(t)=Aye2Vabt+ikg(s1-5) The signal at the detector is proportional to
- ~ . 2
[B(t)/B,)e** 8(F0=31)*#(kg=ka ) (%9=3) (e ) E200)] 9l ) =2 Z 8rétre ™ R (1)
kX

- ikg(v9-v1)
[C)/Cole™a™o plus similar terms with H%,, I, Gixs Lir> MTrs

=[D(¢ )/Do]ei(kﬁ—ka)(yo—y1)+ikﬂ(yo—yz) and N7, in place of Jt .
] i . Looking at the first term on the right-hand side,
=|F(t)/F,le’*8C0=%) =g V" | we have, from the Schrodinger equation,

J

~ -i - i -7 ¢ > ~ 1 . - .
Z 8rétre U Iy = Zgiéﬁxe'wkt #f dtle—y"btl{FoeXab" T3 expl - ikg(yo = ¥5) = 1K T, = i (wg — wp )t ]
0

I3 I
= . 1 , .
+BoeX ot €fn 75 €XP[ =ik (Vo — 31) = i (kg = ka) (o = V)
—iE-Fl—i(wB—wk)tl]} . (2)
—
Integrations involving the first term of Eq. (2) »(_L) 3J‘ ® 2}‘ " . 2m
can easily be done in a frame where T, is along the Z 2nc/) J dow A ao smGL ¢
z axis. In this frame the atomic polarization vec- k
tor is no longer in the x direction, but is along Choosing the field polarization vectors to be
€%, = (sing, —cos¢, 0)
1 P, cosf, cosg, R
€T, = (cosf cos¢p, cosd sing, —sind),
R\ 0 )| P, |= sing,
. where 6 and ¢ define the direction of the wave
0/ \P, sing, cos¢, vector K, the polarization sum and the angular in-
tegrations are straightforward. Dropping terms
Furthermore, the summation on Kk is replaced by which go as 1/(kr,)?, we are left with the following
an integral, t, and w integrals:
P,
FoeXap ]t Yap ty =ik g(30-3) [ 3 —iwt —i(wg-w)t, L ( ik, —ikr,
- ~ikg —_ 2 — 2){ P
(2770)36022710 dt,e 7" 0 2}; dw w’e o lkrz(e e )
0

Repiacing the slowly varying quantities in w by their average, we have

P,
t had ;
-———°———7—er}§“” j dt, e at1=i g (9p=%) ze“""a‘J‘ as e'g(‘x'”sinu——-——(ﬂ-‘-w‘")’r2 P,
(27,2 Jy o c
0

Since w, > 1, the © integral may be approximated by two Dirac § functions with arguments (¢, - ¢ +7,/¢)
and (¢, —¢ —7,/c). Integrating over ¢,, one gets
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P,

FeX,, K . ,
- 21(;€0 5 ;,"':‘ exp["?’abt_ Twy (¢ "7’2/6') - 2k8(yo"y2)] P,
0

Finally, we have to transform back to the original frame, thus obtaining the expression
cos?8, cos® ¢, + sin®ep,
) . eX,, K . .
— Fyexp[—ik g(¥o = ¥;) = Yl — 1wy (t =75/¢)] m;‘;—';; ;"i -3 sin%6, sin2¢,
- 35in26, cos¢,
Application of the same procedure in the evaluation of the second term in Eq. (2) gives
cos®6, cos?¢, +sin®¢,
, ) eX,, K ) . .
=B, expl~ikg(yo = 31) = (kg = ko )(¥o = 31)] '2_\/'2’1%0' ;f-exp[— Yaol = twp(t =7,/¢)] -2 sin’0, sin2¢,

1 .
—28in26, cos¢,

If the detector is placed far from the two atoms compared to the separation between the atoms, then the
above terms are essentially in the x direction. Hence

2 Z 8retadTn
kX

2 & _
=apgE e O Kokl Fo+ XL KBS

+2X 0y X o RiR EF B, cos| w gt =7,/¢) — we(t =7,/¢) + kg (y, = ¥} .

The remaining terms of Eq. (1) may be evaluated similarly. Upon combining these terms, we have, for
the radiated intensity,

(P& E(0t )] (¢ ) =4—ﬂf€-22—y—2{ 2e ™ wf ALX2,RE + X5kE) + e 72T o[ (BE+D2)(X%kE +X2.k8)+ (C2+ F2)(X2.k3 + X2k3)
0

+2X%,k5BoD, cos(ky (ry =7,) + ks (9, = V)
+2X3% RAC o Focos(k g(ry —7,) +k g(y, = y:))]

+2e72Y ab? X, X, k2 RE[C oDy coS(w g(t = 75/C) = Wy (t =7,/C) + ko (91 = ¥,))
+ F()BO Cos(ws(t _71/0) = wa(t —Tz/c) +ka(y2 - yl))]} .

APPENDIX B: CALCULATION OF BEAT INTENSITY FROM r ATOMS

We will obtain the n-atom beat intensity by deriving the three-atom result and then generalizing it to the
n-atom case. The three-atom problem has the initial state

| 9(0)) = (A, exp[—ik 5(3y, — ¥y — ¥, — ¥5)]| aaa) + Byexp[—ik 3(2y, — ¥y = ¥5) — i (kg — ko) (Vo — ¥2) ]| aba)
+C, exp[—ik e(zyo i yz)] | aac) +D, exp[—i (ks - ko) (Yo =) — ik 5(23’0 =Y ys)“ baa)

+Eqexp[—ikg(2y, = v, = y5) ]l aca) + <+ = )|{0,,}) .
At a later time ¢, the state vector contains eigenstates with one photon present. Some of these states

contribute to the beat signal. One such state is | abcly, )\{ 0,,}), and if it has a probability amplitude Fyy,

then its contribution to the beat signal, { ¥(¢)| E2(0¢)| ¥(¢)), is 2| 31\ Frye “#'8,€%,12. From the Schroding-
er equation,

it ) .
3 SetaFrae i = 3 & )\gge-iwk:_;z__’_f dt {eX oy ANE)Bye 5y e~ Far Tamilaimig_g=(ra +0)t1 - i8g (230-31 -39)
0
3N T )
+eX (1 /V2)(P,+ €y Ve trr Taiwg-wi)ty

X Bye~(Ya +70)ty =ik g(230-31 =3g) g =i (kg =ka ) (30 %)} |
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The integrals, when evaluated in a manner similar to that used in Appendix A, result in

“ e

-1 3 211507- e-ZVth(Coe -ik g(2¥g =) =¥ )Xabk?xe “iwy(t -7y fc) +Boe-ike(2y°-y1 -ys)-i(kB =ko ) (¥g =Yy )Xack ge-iw glt-73 /c)) .

Thus the contribution to the beat signal is

X X,
{———Ezﬂzgz?fz kARG }e*yab C By cos[wg(t =73/C) = wolt =7,/C) + ko (¥, = ¥5)] -
o

All remaining terms may be evaluated similarly, but there is a less tedious method. Note that the factors
inside { } will be the same for all terms. What remains is to find the states that will give a nonzero ma-
trix element for the operator a;'as. For example, a nonzero matrix element is

(beal,| alagl bealy) .

The bra comes from the initial states | aca{0,,}), while the ket comes from | ba a{O,,x}) So the exponential
factors associated with this matrix element should be exp[-ik,: ¥, + iw,t + 1Ky T, — iwgt]. Also, the excita-
tion process imparts the phase factors exp[ikg(y,— 9,) — i (kg — ko) (o — ¥1) — ik 5(¥o = ¥,)], and the states

with 2 particles in the excited states decay at the rate 2y,,. Therefore another term in the beat signal is

EX X o koky
2“1;{%1’20! e~*ab ‘E D, cos[w pt =75/¢) = wo(t =7,/C) + ko (¥, = ¥,)] -

The final result is obvious. However, we will not need the general expression for the beat intensity, but

rather the expression where all states of the three atoms are equally populated by the excitation. For

this case the beat intensity reduces to

X X, - _
(E®) peat = zﬂz:b‘z;fzc R kB (e Hadt +2¢"2Vav ") E Z cos “’B(t —7i/c) = wy(t "Vi/C)"'ka(yj -] .

i=1 j=1
i=j

Generalizing the above derivation, we see that the n-atom beat signal is

EX X PR 1 [ 1 (n-2)! )
<E§eats>n 21}’;’(6"2‘72 3 [ Z e 2)f.zz,t(1+i)Z ' (ﬁ(_r;_)_z(n 2= i)]

X i Z": cos[wg(t —7,/¢) = wult =7;/c) +ke(v; = ¥)] ,

=1 j=1
1#j

where the 37" comes from the normalization of the initial state, and the quantity in square brackets con-
taining the decay rates comes from the following argument. Initial states that contribute to the beat are
of the form

X))

Let 7 +1 be the number of excited particles. The state with 7 +1 particles in | @) will decay with the rate
Ye(l+ 7). The number of these states is

(n=2)nm=1)++[n-2— (i —1)]*2"-2-
il
since two of the particles are fixed, and we are only allowed to distribute the remaining ¢| a) states among
n — 2 particles. Also, there are n — 2 — i particles that can be in | b) or | ¢).

’
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