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In this paper we discuss the quantum features of cooperative radiation processes in a two-level sys-
tem taking into account non-Markovian effects. If the initial condition is spatially uniform, the many-
mode atom-field master equation which has been derived and semiclassically discussed in a previous
paper, reduces to the well-known single-mode model laser master equation. Hence, using a suitable
projection operator, we derive a generalized non-Markovian master equation which turns out to be cor-
rect already in the first Born approximation. This master equation incorporates the effects both of
stimulated emission and absorption and of spontaneous emission. When stimulated processes can be
neglected, it reduces to a previously known Markovian superradiance master equation, whereas in gen-
eral it describes non-Markovian oscillations of the radiated intensity. Finally we derive a linear system
of equations for the probability of occupation of the Dicke states which generalizes a previously dis-
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cussed system, taking into account the contribution of stimulated processes.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a previous paper’ (hereafter referred to as I),
we have given a first-principles treatment of co-
operative emission from a system of N two-level
atoms. Cooperative emission occurs when the
radiation rate is proportional to N%. In particular
we have studied superfluorescence, which is de-
fined as the cooperative emission from an atomic
state initially excited with a zero macroscopic di-
pole moment, and a uniform population difference
between the excited and the fundamental states. In
I a general atom-field master equation (ME) was
derived for the system atoms plus field internal to
the active volume; in such an equation the atoms
are described by means of collective dipole opera-
tors and the field internal to the active volume by
damped quasimodes. The damping arises from the
free propagation of the Maxwell field from the in-
side to the outside of the active volume. Inhomo-
geneous broadening appears simply via a time-de-
pendent atom-field coupling constant. InI we dis-
cussed superfluorescence deriving from the atom-
field ME in the semiclassical approximation, a
pendulum equation for the Bloch angle. The initial
state with no polarization corresponds in the semi-
classical theory to the unstable equilibrium point
of the pendulum. Therefore we have simulated a
uniform initial “noise” polarization which starts
the movement of the pendulum. This polarization
corresponds to the initial value

@(0)=(2N)~2 (1.1)

of the Bloch angle measured from the unstable
point.

In the present paper we want to give a fully quan-
tum-mechanical treatment of superfluorescence.
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Our first aim is to justify the initial condition (1.1)
for the pendulum equation. In Sec. II we study the
atom-field ME for a pencil-shaped geometry. Re-
phrasing the semiclassical treatment of I, we show
that with our initial condition all nonresonant modes
can be neglected. In this way we reduce to a two-
mode ME which, in the self-consistent-field ap-
proximation (SCFA) leads to the pendulum equation
with the correct initial value (1.1) for the Bloch
angle.

Furthermore in Sec. IV we show that such a two-
mode ME can be suitably reduced by means of two
independent one-mode models, in each of which
the single mode interacts with 3 N atoms with cou-
pling constant g,v2. Therefore in the following we
restrict ourselves to consider the one-mode ME,
which for T% =« coincides with the laser model,
which is the starting point of the analysis of Ref. 2.

The main purpose of this paper is to derive a
generalized master equation,® appropriate for
treating both pure single-pulse superfluorescence
and oscillatory non-Markovian superfluorescence.
As shown in Ref. 2 pure superfluorescence occurs
when the “cooperation time” 7, is much larger than
the maximum transit time of photons in the active
volume 2L/c=K~'. Infact for K7,>> 1 the photons
escape from the active volume so rapidly that they
cannot react with the atomic system; in this con-
dition the photons follow the motion of the atom
adiabatically, so that non-Markovian effects are
negligible. As a result one can eliminate the field
adiabatically, obtaining a Markovian ME for the
atomic system alone. Such a master equation has
been generalized to the case of many modes in Ref.
4 and has been translated into a Fokker-Planck
equation by Narducci et al.® and by Glauber and
Haake.®
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In Sec. VII, along the lines of a general theory
for open systems developed by one of us’ we intro-
duce a suitable projection operator which yields a
generalized non-Markovian ME. The peculiarily
of our projection opevator lies in the fact that this
equation is alveady exact in the fivst Bovn approxi-
mation. For K7,>>1 non-Markovian effects are
negligible and one obtains the superradiance ME of
Ref. 2. In contrast, for K,7.~ 1, the reaction of the
field on the atoms, i.e., stimulated processes, be-
come relevant and one obtains non-Markovian os-
cillations in the radiated intensity as observed in
Ref. 8.

Finally in Sec. VIII we deduce from the general-
ized non-Markovian ME the equations for the prob-
abilities of the Dicke states. Such equations are
closed only for K7,>>1, in which case they coin-
cide with the ones treated in Ref. 2d. For K7,~1
the stimulated terms make these equations non-
closed and one gets a hierarchy of equations which
describes the effect of higher and higher-order
atom-field correlations. However, it is shown
that the hierarchy can be reasonably truncated in
such a way that one is left with a closed linear
system of equations, which gives back the exact
equations for the mean values of the photon num-
ber and of the population difference. The truncated
hierarchy can be solved exactly and its solution is
equivalent to a resummation of infinite terms of
the Born series one would obtain with the projec-
tion operator used in Ref. 2.

We mention finally that the non-Markovian ME
can be immediately generalized to take into ac-
count pump and loss of the atoms and therefore it
can give a unified treatment of cooperative emis-
sion and of laser phenomena.

II. ATOM-FIELD MASTER EQUATION: REDUCTION TO
RESONANT MODES

In I we derived from first principles an atom-
field master equation (AFME) in which for a pencil-
shaped active region only axial modes appear:

aw

Y e Ly +H, ), W O] +AW (), (2.1)

Hp=1 Z(c!al—wo)AT(a)A(a),
_ in —t/zT* T -
Hl(t)*UTE Z(gae 2A"(@)R (@) =H.c.),

AW () =K Y {lA(@), WA (@)] +H.c.},

c 2m
a==—n, n=0,z1,...

K=51» =T

where W(t) is the density operator for the atom-
field system, L and v are, respectively, the length
and the volume of the active region, T} is the re-
ciprocal of the inhomogeneous linewidth, and

go=(mclalp?/m)Ve. 2.2)

A(a) are modes of the internal field (i.e., the ra-
diation field inside the active volume), obeying
Bose commutation relations:

[A@), AT(@)]=06z,3 (2.3)

and the R~(a) are collective dipole operators,
obeying angular momentum commutation relations
with the half total population inversion:

[R*(@),R™(@)]=2R,,
[Ry,R*(@)]=+R*(@).

At the initial time #=0 no field is present and
the sample is totally inverted. The atoms will be-
gin to radiate mainly into the resonant modes
A@K,y), [kJ=w,/c. Furthermore, the nonresonant
modes will never get energy from the resonant

ones, since the mode-mode coupling arises via
the operator

Ry(@-a")=%[R"@),R"(@")]

(2.4)

whose mean value vanishes when the situation is

completely homogeneous, as is prescribed by our

initial condition; i.e., we have in the mean
[R*(@),R™(@")]=2R,6%, % - (2.5)

Then we can eliminate the nonresonant modes and
write the following equation for the two resonant
modes:

aw__ i
dt &

*
H,(t)=(z'7'i/v‘/2)goe“/2”

[H (), W] +A W (2), (2.6)

{AT (k)R (&,) +AT (=K, )R~ (-k,) -H.c.},
AW () =K{[A,), W) AT (k)]
+A(=k,), W(t)AT (- )] +H.c.},
80 = 8k -

The argument used to eliminate nonresonant
modes parallels the semiclassical treatment given
in Sec. XI of I, in which the condition of homoge-
neous envelopes reduces the semiclassical equa-
tions to equations for the resonant modes only.
Since our initial state has no photons and all atoms

excited, the initial condition for the master equa-
tion (2.6) is

w(0)=10, +){0, +|, 2.7

with
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A0, +)=A(-k)[0, +) =0,

(2.8)
R,|0, +) =3N[0,+).
We give the following useful identity for Ap:
Tr[AT(k)A=K)e F W (t)]
=g Kmtmp [ AT R ) AT K W (£)].
2.9)

III. DERIVATION OF THE PENDULUM EQUATION

The discussion of superfluorescence given in I
is based on the pendulum equation for the Bloch
angle. We show in this section how such an equa-
tion and the correct initial value for the Bloch
angle can be deduced from Eq. (2.6). From Eq.
(2.6) we can derive an equation for the mean value
of any observable O as follows:

O)(ty==G/nm){[o, H(B)])(®) +Tr[OAW(®)].  (3.1)
By (2.9) we then easily obtain the equation

>

k())A (—

-

ko) (#) +(Ry ()]

ka2 k0] .
(3.2)

Equation (3.2) is a simple energy balance between
the variation of the total internal energy

> KA

> >

O(.=k0,—ko

LA EDA RN +AT (-

=—2K[(AT(&,)A &) (t) +(AT (-

JA @) ()] +(R(2)

and the energy output

2’2

kO‘ "kg

KAT@)A@)(®)]

both measured in units of Zw,. Accordingly, the
total number of photons radiated per unit time I ()
is given by

=2k ). (AT@A@N). (3.3)

a kol-k

We stress that, because of the symmetry under
the exchange k,«— -k, in the equation of motion
and in the initial condition, one has

(AT() A (o) (1) = (AT (= Ko) A (= EN() .

Furthermore, taking (2.5) into account one gets
from (2.6) the constant-of-motion relation

d
7.z,

a=kg1=Kg

(R+(3)R‘(5)>(t)+<R§)(t)—<R3>(t)}=0,

(3.4)

and the following equation for (R, )(¢):
(Ro)() +[K +(1/2TP R ()

=_3§ge-t/Tz* Y (R*@R@N®

->

&=Kg0-k,

_%ﬁe-t/fz« Z AT @) A(a)> >()

o (3.5)
From (3.4) and the initial condition (2.7) we have

2. (BT@R @) +(BD® - (Ry) (1) =4N7,

>
otko. °

(3.6)

where in the right-hand side we have neglected
corrections of order N, with respect to $N2.

Equations (3.2), (3.5), and (3.6) are the quantum
analog of the semiclassical equations (11.6)-(11.8),
from I, which we report here:

(A +R,} =~ 2K43, (3.27)

.. . 2 *

Ry+ <K+-§-717*>R =-80c-T,[2R; +442R,],
(3.5)

REZ+R2=3N?, (3.6")

where
= [<AT (—Eo)A (Eo > +<AT (_ Eo)A (— Eo»] V2 ’
Rr=[(R" &) R (ko) +(R* (- k)R~ (=K, ]2,
Let us make the “neoclassical” approximation
(R%)=(Ry)*. (3.7)

Let us introduce the “modified Bloch angle” as
follows:

(R)(t) = 3=3Ncosg(t). (3.8)

Hence substituting into Eq. (3.6) and neglecting
with respect to N2 we obtain

> (R@R @)=

> > >
a=kgs=Kg

Zsin®p(t) . (3.8")

Furthermore we perform the SCFA as follows:
(AT(@)A(@)R,) ()= (A" (@) A @) (B[N cose ()] .
(3.9)

The “semiclassical approximations” (3.7) and (3.9)
can be removed solving the equations for the atom-
field distributions that we derive in Sec. VIII. Sub-
stituting Egs. (3.8) into (3.2) and (3.5) we see that
these equations are equivalent to
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v
4g%

T AT@AGNN = (e (0Fe T, (3.10)

d=Ton-t,
. 2 *
@)+ (K+?1;><p(t)—%]—ve“t”“a’singo(tho‘ (3.11)
2

Equation (3.11) is the pendulum equation, whereas
Egs. (3.8) and (3.10) link the population inversion
and the radiation intensity to the motion of the
pendulum. In fact we have by (3.3)
Kv . *
I(0)=5=[g0)]e!/™ . (3.12)
285
The initial condition of fully excited atoms and
vacuum field gives

Ly 1 .
¢(0) =arc cos 2 2. (2/N)V2,  ¢(0)=0,

N
(3.13)
which is the initial condition for Eq. (3.11), which
we have used in I. The expression (3.12) for the
radiation intensity coincides with that found in the
semiclassical treatment.

1V. REDUCTION TO THE ONE-MODE MODEL

The pendulum equation (3.11) follows also from

a one-mode master equation, as it is shown in Ref.

2 in the case K7,>>1. Hence one would expect that
in some way the two-mode problem can be reduced
to a single-mode problem also at an operatorial
level. At the moment we are not able to perform
rigorously this reduction; however, we can show
that the two-mode ME (2.6) can be reproduced by
means of two independent one-mode models, in
each of which the single mode interacts with N’
=3 N atoms with coupling constant g{,=g0\/?. Spe-
cifically, we consider two independent systems.
System 1 is described by the field mode A, and

the angular momentum operators Rf R(S“; similarly
for system 2. One has

[A,AT]=1,
_ 4.1
[R*,R7]=2RY, [RY,R*]=+R:. (4.1)

The same commutation rules hold for A,, R}, R?.
Furthermore all operators of system 1 commute
with all the operators of system 2.
Let W(Z) be the density operator for system 1;
we assume the one-mode master equation (OMME)
dw(l)

LW+ AP WO, (4.2)

LPw () =(1/r) [HER@), WD),

x (4.3)
HR ()= /v ?) gte~t2T2 (ATRT + H.c.),
APwOW=k{{A,, WA+ H.c.}, (4.4)

g6=8,V2 .

The same OMME (4.2) is assumed for the density

operator W@(¢) of system 2. For Tj=w Eq. (4.2)

coincides with the one-mode-model laser ME,

which is the starting point of the analysis of Ref. 2.
Now let us put

R*(&) =R} +iR}, R'(-k,)=R}- iR}

ATk =(AT +iAD) N, AT(-K,)=(AT-iA)NZ,

and (4.5)

Ry=R{’+RY. (4.6)

From Eqs. (4.5) and (4.6) one gets the commutation
rules (2.3) and (2.4); furthermore one gets

HO() + HQ () =H, (1), (4.7)
AP +AP =Ap . (4.8)

Then, if we assume that the density operator W(¢)
for the full system 1+2 has the factorized form
W) =W W® it is easy to see that W(¢) obeys
the two-mode ME (2.6). One has furthermore
from (4.5) and (4.6) that

ATA +ATA, =ATR)AK,) +AT(-K)A(-K,)  (4.9)
and
[R*(&,),R™(-k,)]=2[RY-R?]. (4.10)

Then we get relation (2.5), valid in conditions of

uniformity, provided the state of the system is

such that all moments of R}’ and R® are equal.

In fact, in this sense, we assume that
Rgl):__ R(32) ,

RY=RP=1R,.

(4.11)

As one sees from Eqgs. (4.5) and (4.6) we are de-
composing R *(z Eo) into the cos and sin polarization
RPand R. The approximation we are performing
consists in assuming that R and R; obey commu-
tation relations of two independent angular mo-
menta. This approximation can be made plausible
referring to the mean values of the commutators
and using the uniformity conditions. However, we
stress that the real motivation of our decoupling
procedure lies, a posteriori, in the possibility of
reconstructing the correct mean values equations
starting from the two independent single-mode
models. Infact, indicating the mean values by the
same symbols which denote the operators, we get
from Eq. (4.2) the equations

d

d—t-(ATlAﬁR(;)):—ZKATIAl, (4.12)
2301) 1N\ o o285 -y}

Ry +(K+2T;>Rsl =-= e

X(2RIRT +4ATA,RY),
(4.13)
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R'RT+(RY 2=4N2. (4.14)
An identical set of equations holds for system 2;
adding the corresponding equations and taking (4.5),
(4.6), and (4.11) into account, we get the semi-
classical equations (3.27), (3.5’), and (3.6’).

Because of the symmetry in the exchange of A ,
R, with A,, R, in the equations and in the initial
condition, we can consider only one single-mode
master equation, taking into account that by (4.9)
(ATA ) is one-half of the total number of photons,
so that from (3.3)

I(t)=4KATA )(@). (4.15)

In the following we shall analyze the OMME (4.2)
omitting systematically the label 1 in W(‘), A, etc.
We shall indicate by Wy and W , the density op-

erators for the field and the atoms, respectively,

W, (8) =TrsW(), We(t)=Tr W) (4.16)

where Try means partial trace on the field Hilbert
space, etc. Since our initial state has no photons
and all atoms excited, the initial condition for

Eq. (4.2) is:

W(0)=Wg(0)® W ,(0) ,

(4.17)
Wr(0)=]0)C0[, W,(0)=|+)(+],
where, by (4.11)
R |+)=3N'|+), N'=3}N. (4.18)

Finally, we rephrase identity (2.9) for the one-
mode model:

Tr(ATmA" AP ) = o Kmmtpn(ATm AR W) | (4.19)

V. PROJECTION TECHNIQUE

The OMME (4.2) is still too complicated to be
handled directly: in fact one gets results from it
easily only in a semiclassical approximation. It
is convenient to derive from (4.2), which is a
coupled equation for the system atoms plus field,
a closed equation for one of the two subsystems.
Since the field has the smallest relaxation time
K~™! it can in some sense be considered as a
“bath” for the atomic system, so that it is easier
to derive from (4.2) a closed equation for the
atoms.

The main tool to perform this derivation is pro-
vided by the so-called projection technique.® This
is essentially a skillful way to rewrite the time
evolution equation, which on the one hand makes
the memory effects manifest, and on the other hand
provides in quite a natural way a systematic ap-
proximation scheme (the Born approximation
scheme). Such a technique is based on the subdi-
vision of the density operator W(t) into two parts

by means of a projection operator P, i.e.,
W(t)=& () +IT(t),
®()=PW(), T({)=(1-PW({), P?=P.

(5.1)

The meaning of the subdivision is the following: If
one considers observables O of the system such
that

Tr[ow(t)] = Tr[0@(t)], (5.2)

one can systematically neglect the part I'(¢#) and
concentrate on ®(¢).
Let us assume that

PAp=AgP, PL,P=0, (5.3)

then one can prove that® ®(#) obeys the so-called
generalized master equation (GME)
%@:A@(t)—fsr(t,s)cb(s)ds,
0

§(t, $)=PL (D) glt, $)Lar()P, (5.4)

8t s)=gexp[-¢fs‘ ar Q(LAF(t’)H'AF)Q],

(5.5)
with
Q@=1-P, (5.6)

provided the initial density operator W(0) satisfies
the condition

W(0)=®(0)<=T'(0)=0. (5.7

In Eq. (5.5) ¢ is a time-ordering operator, which
orders operators of greater time arguments to the
left; when (7%)7!'=0, L,r(#)is constant in time and
¢ is unnecessary. Equation (5.4) is explicitly non-
Markovian, since the second term in its right-hand
side is a typical “memory” term, the memory be-
ing linked to the time behavior of the kernel &({, s).
The Born approximation amounts to retain only the
zero-order term in the expansion of g(Z, s) in pow-
er series of L,r. In this way Eqs. (5.4) and (5.5)
become

il;-"t(—”=AF<1>(t)—fo’ ds F(t-s)@(s) ds (5.4")
F(t)=PL,p(t)e"F L,p(s)P. (5.5")

V1. THE SUPERRADIANCE MASTER EQUATION

In Reference 2 it is considered the case that the
rate K, at which photons escape from the active
volume v, is much larger than the rate 7;'=g,(N/
)"/ ? at which the photons and the atomic system
exchange energy.'

Condition 77'<< K implies that, to the effect of
the motion of the atoms, the field inside the active
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volume remains practically in the vacuum state
always. More specifically, the photons escape too
fast from the active volume to give rise to an ap-
preciable reaction on the atoms, i.e., stimulated
emission and absorption do not occur. In such
conditions it is reasonable to eliminate the motion
of the photons by means of the projection operator

PpX=]0){0|TrzX. (6.1)

Projector operators of this type have been first
used by Argyres and Kelley.!

Conditions (5.3) hold with P=Py. The initial
condition (4.17) satisfies Eq. (5.7) with ®(0)
=PrW(0). Since the field inside remains “prac-
tically” in the vacuum state, the Born approxima-
tion (5.4’) with projection Py is well justified. One
gets the following closed equation for the density
operator W ,(¢) of the atomic system alone:

12
WA(t)=gT°ft dse ™9[R~ W, (s)R*] +H.c.},
0

(6.2)
where, as in Ref. 2, we have put (7F)"'=0. On the
other hand in the condition 7;'<< K the memory in-
volves only the initial time interval of order K™%,
so that for {>>K™' (6.2) reduces to the Markovian
master equation

Wa) = (g3 /Ko){[R™, W ()R*]+H.c.} .  (6.3)

Equation (6.3) is usually called the “superradiance
master equation”. Therefore no actually observ-
able non-Markovian effect arises from the GME
(6.2); in other words, the elimination of the mo-
tion of the photons made in Ref. 2 is an adiabatic
elimination. In fact, a formula is derived in Ref.
2 that reduces the calculation of the mean values
of photon operators to the calculation of mean val-
ues of atomic operators; e.g., for the mean photon
number, one has

(ATA)(t)=(gl?/K 20X R*R(1), (6.4)

which shows explicitly that the field follows the
atomic system adiabatically.

In the experiment of Ref. 8 the condition 7, '<<K
is badly violated, so that Eq. (6.2) cannot account
for the results of such an experiment. We want
therefore to derive a new GME incorporating the
stimulated effects (or, equivalently, the non-Mark-
ovian effects) which become relevant when condi-
tion 7;'<< K is violated. We shall call such an
equation the “generalized superfluorescence mas-
ter equation” (GME).

VII. GENERALIZED MASTER EQUATION FOR
SUPERFLUORESCENCE

Since when 7, 'Z K the field does not remain in
the vacuum state, the Born approximation with

projection (6.1) becomes very poor and one should
take into account infinite terms of the Born series
(5.8), which is presumably an exceedingly difficult
task. This drawback is related to the fact that for
7. 'Z K the photons no longer follow the atoms adia-
batically, so that the field variables become rele-
vant and we must use a projection operator which
does not eliminate the field so drastically as (6.1):
Projections of this type have been introduced in a
general theory of open systems recently developed
by one of us.”

Let |n,7,m) (n=0,1,...;7>0,r=3N', 5N’
-1,,,.;m=-7v, —r+1,,,,,7=1,7) be an ortho-
normal basis such that

A'A|n, v, m)=n|n,v,m),
R2|n,v,m)=vr(r+1)|n,v,m), (7.1)
Ry |n,v,m)=m|n,r,m),

where
R2=R*R™+R%-R, (7.2)

is the square of the “total angular momentum.”

For the sake of simplicity we have neglected an
unessential degeneration index to label the states
[7,m). We consider the projection P, defined as
follows

Px- Y%

ot
T m,rT,m

n,v,m|X|n',v',m")

n,n';
(n=n") /2 = integer
x| n, v,m){(n’, ', m'|,
(7.3)

where the first sum is restricted to the couples
n,n’ such that $(» -»') is an integer. Conditions
(5.3) hold for P=P ; the initial condition (4.17),

ie.,

W(0)=10,3N, 3N)0,+N, + N| (7.4)

satisfies Eq. (5.7) with ®(0)=P ,W(0). Furthermore
P, has the property

Tr[oP W)]=Tr[(P,0O)W]. (7.5)

The reason why we consider such a projection is
that on the one hand it leaves unaltered the ob-
servables O, of the atomic system, i.e.;

P0,=0,, (7.8)
and on the other hand it has the remarkable feature

that the GME in the Born approximation (5.4) with
projection P, is exact. Specifically one gets:
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<'I>(t)=AF<I>(t)—gT‘;2ftdse‘“*sV”z* [(AR* +ATR™), P *=9[(AR* +ATR7), ®(s)]], ®W)=PW({). (1.7

[

Equation (7.6) is the generalized master equation
for superfluorescence. A simple derivation of
Eq. (7.7) is given in Appendix A.

Several remarks are in order: (i). Let us con-
sider the projection P, defined as follows:

P,X= Z >

romyr’, m';
(m=-m') /2= integer

{n,7,m|X|n', v, m")

X|n, r,m){n',v', m'|.

(7.8)

Conversely to P,, P, leaves invariant the observ-
able O of the field

P,0p=0p. (7.9)

Also P, has the properties (5.3) and (7.5). One has
that P, yields the same GME (7.7). Then if

W (0)=P,W(0)=P,W(0) (7.10)

Eq. (7.7) can be used to calculate the mean values
of all observables O, of the atomic system alone
and of all observables Oy of the field alone. The
initial condition (7.4) fulfills condition (7.10). In
this case it turns out that observables O, with
zero diagonal part in the Dicke basis |7, m) have
zero expectation value at all times. The same oc-
curs to the observables Or with zero diagonal part
in the photon number basis [#). This happens, e.g.,
for R™,A and it means that the phase of polariza-
tion and field is completely random at all times,
as it has been anticipated in I.

(ii). In Eq.(7.7) one has a clean separation be-
tween the terms which depend on the relative phase
between the polarization and the field (i.e., [AR",

x e r*=[ AR* &(s)]] and its Hermitian conjugate)
and the terms which do not (i.e., [AR*, e"F(t=9
x[ATR~,®(s)]] and its Hermitian conjugate). We
remark that the Zwanzig projection which picks
out the diagonal part in the basis |n,»,m), i.e.,

P,X= Z (n,v,m|X|n,r,m)|n,v,m{n,r,m|
n,r,m

(7.11)

yields in the Born approximation an equation like
(7.7) but without the relative phase-dependent
terms.

(iii). Equation (6.2) is immediately derived from
Eq. (7.7) for (T})"'=0 taking the partial trace Trp
of Eq. (7.7) and putting @ (£)=|0) (0| ® W,(t). This
confirms that the condition considered in Ref. 2 is
that of atoms emitting in the vacuum of photons.

(iv). For 77'~K Eq. (7.7) cannot be reduced to

—
a Markovian master equation. In fact, in this con-
dition one has typical non-Markovian oscillations
in the atomic decay and in the radiation intensity,
as we have seen inI.

(v). Equation (7.7) allows the elimination of the
atomic variables as well as of field variables.
Then if one adds to the Liouvillian of Eq. (4.2) a
term A , describing pumping and loss of the atoms,
Eq. (7.7) can be generalized in a straightforward
way yielding an equation that can treat in a unified
way both cooperative emission and laser pheno-
mena. Some results for the laser will be given in
Ref. 12.

(vi). Equation (7.6) is still a coupled equation
for the atom-field system. In order to obtain a
closed evolution equation for the atomic system
alone, one must do further work, which will be
performed in Sec. VII. On the other hand, this
work is much easier than summing up infinite
terms of the Born series of the GME with projec-
tion (6.1).

(vii). To give a quantitative comparison between
Eqs. (6.3) and (7.7), let us consider the equations
for the mean value of R,. We have from Eq. (7.7)
with (4.19):

(R3>(t)=—g§f E s et 2T k(1=
0

x[2(R*R™)(s) +&ATAR, ) (s)],

(7.12)
or equivalently

1

(By)(0)=— (mz?) (Ry)(8)

%
- (g2 /v)e~T2[2(R*R7)(t) +& ATAR, ) ()] .
(7.127)
From Eq. (6.3) we have, on the other hand,

(Ry)(H)=-(2 g/KoXR™R)(8). (7.13)
Clearly Eq. (7.13) exhibits only the cooperative
spontaneous emission term (R*R~)(¢), whereas it
lacks the stimulated emission and absorption term
(ATAR,)(t). Such a term, together with (R,)(#), is
responsible for the non-Markovian ringing in the
decay which occur for 7;'~K. In fact, from Eq.
(7.12') one derives the pendulum equation in the
same way as it has been derived from Eq. (3.5).
On the other hand, replacing Eq. (7.12’) by Eq.
(7.13) one gets the equation of the overdamped pen-
dulum
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@(t)=(1/75) sing (),
(7.14)
Tp=K7:=Kv/gl*?N',

where Ty is the time duration of the hyperbolic se-
cant pulses which arise from (7.14).

The relative order of magnitude of the two terms
on the right-hand side of Eq. (7.12) can be evalu-
ated using the SCFA for (ATAR,) () and (6.4) for
(ATAY(#). In this way one obtains

;
(ATAR,)_ 1
(R'R™)  K°1%’

so that stimulated effects are negligible only if
Kt,>>1.

J

VIII. EQUATIONS FOR THE PROBABILITIES OF THE
DICKE STATES

In order to arrive to a closed equation for the
atomic system, let us consider the equations for
the probabilities of occupation of the Dicke states
|7, m)

plr,m,t)=3" (n,v,ml &) n,r,m (8.1)

following from Eq. (7.7). Since the constant of
motion R? has the definite value 3 N'(zN’ +1), the
motion involves only the subspace spanned by the
elements |n, 3N, m) , so that we can drop the index
7 in the following.

By (4.19) and

R*|n,my =[ GN' Fm)GN’ +m+1)]*/2|n, m+1), (8.2)

the equation for p(m,t) arising from (7.7) is

. ’ t
p(m,t>=—z%ﬁf ds e 790 /2T oK =5) [ o (m)p(m, s) - g m+1)p(m+1, ) +[ g (m) + g (m+1)]N(m, 5)
0

- gm+1MOm+1,5) = g (M)A (m=1,5)+g/2(m)g'/2(m—1)L0m, s)

-2g'2(m) g /2 (m+ 1)L (m+1,8) + g/ 2(m+1) g1/ 2 (m+2)L(m+ 2, s)}

where
GN’ +m)GN —=m+1)
g(m)=
0 otherwise ,

and

R(m, t)= n(n,m| &) n,m)=(m| Trpa'a® (t)m) ,

n

£(m,t)=ReL(m,t),

Lom, )= [(+1)(n+2)]/Xn+2,m=2[2 () n,m),

1 1
for -3 N'sm<3N',

(8.3)

(8.4)

(8.5)

(8.6)

RN(m,t) and eE(m,t) are atom-field distribution functions, meaning that (i) For any diagonal atomic ob-

servable O,, with
< mlod l m,> = (Od )mém, m’

one has

(ATA0,) ()= 04)M0m, 1),

8.7

(8.8)

e.g., the first moment of N(m, ¢) gives the correlation between photon number and population inversion;
(ii) For any atomic operator O (as, e.g., R'R") such that

) <m‘6l m’) :amém’ ,m=2 3
one has
(AAD)(t)=Y " OnL(m,t).
In particular

(AAR'R™) ()= g'/2(m)g"/*(m—-1)E(m, 1).

m

8.9)

(8.10)
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This quantity depends on the relative phase between field and atoms, and would be zero in the SCFA, In
fact, when W(0) is diagonal, W, (t)=Tr W (t) and Wg(t) = Tr ,W(f) are diagonal even if W(t) is not diagonal.
Equation (8.3) is not closed in p(m, ¢ ) and must therefore be coupled to the equations for M (m,¢) and

£(@m,t). We have from (7.7), (4.19), and (8.2)

. y 12 t
”I((m,t):—ZKfIl(m,t)—%g—Lf ds e~ (t+s) /21f
o

x(e K= _ g(ms1) pim+1,s)+R(m+1,s)-N(m,s)]
~g'/2(m)g"2m+1) £(m+1,5) +g*/2(m+1) g2 (m+2) £ (m+2, 5)}
+e K-S T (& NN, ..., ), (8.11)
where &, is a suitable functional of £(m,t), M(m,t), and other higher-order distribution functions as, for
example,
?ﬂz(m,t)=z n2(n,m| ®(¢)| n, m)=(m| Tr(a")Pa?®| m) .
n

Clearly proceeding in this way we get a hierarcy of equations, involving atom-field distribution functions
of higher and higher order. To disentangle this situation one can introduce different approximations. The
simplest one is to retain only the terms with p in Eqs. (8.3) and (8.11). This is possible only for 7;' <<K,
in which case the Markov approximation also holds. In such a way (8.3) becomes a closed equation for
the p’s, which for T% == has been both analytically and numerically solved in Ref. 2. Furthermore, as

is shown in Appendix B, Eq. (8.11) leads to the adiabatic formula

(AT0,A)(t) =€t /T3 (g2 /K2 )(R*O,R7) (1), (8.12)

where O, is an atomic observable of type (8.7). Hence A and AT can be replaced, respectively, by R~ and
R* provided the A’s are on the right-hand side of the atomic operators and the A"’s on the left-hand side.
This is a generalized normal ordering prescription for atom-field operators.

A more general approximation is achieved by neglecting in Eqs. (8.3) and (8.11) the effect of off-diagonal
atom-field correlations described by £ and the rapidly decaying terms e~3k(t=s) ' 1pn this way one obtains

blm,t) == 288 [ okC0) gm0 (g m)p o, $) - g (e Dp (41, 5) +[ g () 4 (ms 1] Mo, )
o
~ g 0n+ 1)Nn+1,5) - g m)Nom—1, 5)} (6.13)

. 72 t
sT‘(m,t)=—ZKW(?”,lf)+~2*v'g"—f ds e K(t=5) o=t *) 1273 [ oy 1) [ p(m+1, s) +R(m+1,s) =N0m, s)]} .
0
(8.14)

Equations (8.13) and (8.14) are a closed system \ _
of linear equations with a very remarkable feature: ; g (m+1)F(m=+1) ; gmFwm) ,
They lead without approximation to the nonlinear

nonclosed system of equations (7.12) and (4.12) for
the mean values of ATA and R,. This can be easily
verified observing that from the above definitions:

which hold whatever is F(m).

Hence our truncation of the hierarchy of equa-
tions for the distribution function gives back the
exact equations for the mean values. On the other

hand, we have shown that Eqs. (7.12) and (4.12)
1 — 1 ) ’
(Ry) (t)_z,,,: mpm, i), in the semiclassical limit, reduce to the pendulum
equations for the Bloch angle describing both
+ _ - Markovian and non-Markovian superfluorescence.
(A4’4) (t)_; Rm,t), (8.15) Hence Egs. (8.13) and (8.14) generalize the semi-
classical description, taking fully into account the
N ~ effect of quantum fluctuations (R2) —(R ,;)* and of
(A°AR,)() —; mm, £}, atom-field correlations (ATAR3> W\ HR,)

whose explicit expression in terms of p and N
is immediately obtained by (8.15). The analytic
gm)=g(m+1)=2m, solution by Laplace transform of Eqs. (8.13) and

and using the following algebraic identities:
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(8.14) for p and N is described in Appendix C for
T} =%, The explicit form of this solution has,
however, a very complicated structure so that

a numerical evaluation is needed. Here we only
stress that the coupled equations (8.13) and (8.14)
can be rephrased into a closed equation for p(m,t)
with a kernel containing the coupling constant g ;2
to all orders. Hence this equation is equivalent
to a resummation of infinite contributions to the
Born series with the Argyres and Kelley’s pro-
jection (6.1) used in Ref. 2.

We would like to conclude by showing how our
theory allows a calculation of all moments of the
photon distribution. In fact let us define the

J

normally ordered conditional moments which
suitably generalize the function N(m, ¢ ):

Ny (m, ¢)=(m| TrpATYA® (1) m) . (8.16)
This is the mean value of AT'A’ assuming that the
atoms are in a Dicke state |m). In particular one
has

(AT AN =37 Wy0m,t) . (8.17)

The function N(m,t) is obtained specializing to
=1, It is easy to show that the following equa-
tion holds:

. 2 t
ml(m’t)z_glel(m,t)Jr%&_f ds e~ (¢ +s)/2T5"e—(21—1)k(t-s)g(m+1)

[}

X{AN, _, (m+1,8) + N, (m+1, s) =N, (m, s)} ,

where N, =p(m,t)13
This equation reduces to (8.14) for /=1 and allows
to calculate N, (m, ) from N, _,(m,t). In this way
we can calculate successively higher and higher
moments from the knowledge of the first moment.
In conclusion we have explicitly shown how to
obtain analytical closed solutions for atomic fluc-
tuations, atom-field correlations, and photon
statistics during superfluorescent non-Markovian
decay. In particular, the problem of the validity
of the semiclassical assumptions is now reduced
to the numerical evaluation of these solutions, which
will be presented elsewhere.
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APPENDIX A

The formal solution of Eq. (4.2) can be written
as follows:

w(t)=Ut)w(),

J

2

(8.18)

r
where

Ut)=e'rt -iftds efrlt=s)p (s U(s). (A1)

Iterating this equation once one gets

t
U(t)=ert - f dsert=s) L, (s)ers
0

¢ 5
- f ds1f ds, eAF(t_sl)LAF(sl)
o

(o

><e/\F(t -SZ)LAF (sz)U(sz) .

(A2)
Substituting Eq. (A2) into (A1) and differentiating
one gets

D) AW (E) =i Lap ) W (0)
- ft dsL,p(t)er =)L, L (sW(s) .
’ (a3)

Then, taking into account that P, satisfies condi-
tions (5.3) and (5.7) and that it commutes with the
kernel of Eq. (A3), one has that ®(t)-P,W(t)
obeys Eq. (7.7).

APPENDIX B

Retaining only the p terms in Eq. (8.11) and
defining 7 =f{ —s we obtain

. 72 t
N (m,t)=—2KN(m, t)+TgL f dr e & /2TH T o= =D /TF 5 1) pmal, t=T) . (B1)
0
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Assuming K7_.>>1 and K>>1/2T2* we can perform
the Markov approximation on the integral and the
adiabatic approximation, which amounts to
neglecting N with respect to 2KN. In this way

we obtain

Nom, t)~e"t/T3(g!2 /K?) g (ms1)p(m+1,1) .
(B2)

Let us now calculate (R*O,R™)

(R'0,R™) =Y (m|R'O,R"®,| m)

=" (m| R'O,R™|m")(m' | @ ,| m)

m,m’

= 8Oy Iney P (m, t)
=3 gm+1)0, ) plme1,t)

KZ
=et/TE == 3 N, £)(0,)n
go m

with ®, =Tr.®. Using Eq. (8.8) one obtains im-
mediately (8.12).

APPENDIX C

Let /;(m, z), 5(,(m, z) be the Laplace transforms
of p(m,t), MN,(m,z), respectively. Then for T%
=% taking into account the initial condition (4.17),

J

ml(myo)zos (Cl)
one has by a Laplace transform of Eq. (8.17) that

N/2

Myom,2)= 3, ¢ (m,s,200,,(s,2), (C2)
with
s Klg)
c’(m’s’z)zligﬂ(z+21K)[z+(2l—1)K]+lKIg(i) :

where we have put as in Ref. 2 (€3)

1=2g2/Kv . (Cc4)

In particular, for =1 we have

-~ /2
N(m,z) = NZ: c,m,s,z)p(s,z). (C5)

s=mt1
Then substituting Eq. (C5) into the Laplace tran-
form of Eq. (8.13) we get the equations for p(m, z):
A(m,z)p(m,z)=(z +K)p(m,0)

N/2

dm,s,2)==KI{ =g (m+1)8, i +[g(m)+gm+1)lc,(m,s,2) - g (m+1)c,(m+1,5,2) - g m) ¢, (m=1,5,2)} .

+ Z d(m,s,z)p(s,z), (C6)
where
A@m,z)=2(z +K)+KI gm)[1-c,(m-1,m,z)]
(ox)]
and
(C8)

Equation (C6) is equivalent to an integrodifferential equation for p(m,!) with a kernel containing the coupling
constant g, at all orders. One verifies that Eq. (C8) is solved by

- /2 i
Bom, )=+ E0AT m,2) $% 56,00 [0, e 3 dln kAR T MK, Ky DA 2 <

K;=m+1

Ko=Kq+1

€9

where the product stops as soon as an index K, takes the value . We recall the initial condition, following

from (4.17)

p(l ;0):6i,1v/2 .

(C10)
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