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A theory of the influence of binary collisions on the line shapes associated with Doppler-free spectroscopy
is presented. The specific calculation is for two-photon absorption through a real or virtual intermediate state,
but the extension of the results to alternative level schemes is included. Collisions are treated quite generally
at first, but, ultimately, a simple but reasonable collision model is adopted to properly account for both the
“phase-interrupting” and *‘velocity-changing’ aspects of collisions. It is shown that collisional processes can be
used to distinguish between the “two-quantum” and ‘‘stepwise’ contributions to the two-photon excitation
rate. Moreover, it is demonstrated that systematic experimental line-shape investigations, in addition to pro-
viding tests of current collision theories, can lead to values for collision broadening and shift parameters, exci-
tation transfer rates, magnetic substate relaxation rates, velocity-changing collision rates, and collision kernels.
Consequently, Doppler-free spectroscopy can provide a new and important probe of collision effects in atomic

and molecular systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

While most of the initial interest in the use of
laser spectroscopy has centered on the achieve-
ment of ultrahigh-resolution spectra, there have
been some attempts to use lasers as a probe of
collisional processes occurring within atomic and
molecular systems. Narrow-band tunable laser
sources can provide the means for obtaining both
qualitative and quantitative data on collisions in-
volving either excited or ground-state atoms. One
class of experiments exploiting the high power and
monochromaticity of lasers is atom-atom or elec-
tron-atom scattering in which the target atoms
have been selectively excited by a laser.' Such
experiments will provide excited-state differen-
tial-scattering cross sections which have been,
for the most part, previously unobtainable. This
paper is concerned with the theory of another class
of experiments whose aim it is to provide new in-
formation on collisional relaxation mechanisms in
atomic and molecular systems.

The relaxation parameters we have in mind are
those which manifest themselves in the line shapes
associated with atomic and molecular systems.
Among these parameters, one might list broaden-
ing and shift coefficients, collisional quenching
rates, rates for collisional relaxation of magnetic
substates, velocity thermalization rates, and col-
lision kernels. The determination of these param-
eters is important not only for the proper inter-
pretation of experiments where collisions play a
role, but also for providing some clues as to the
nature of the interatomic potential giving rise to
the relaxation. In particular, laser saturation
spectroscopic techniques permit the elimination
of the broad Doppler background encountered in
standard spectroscopy, enabling one to have a

more sensitive measure of the manner in which
collisions perturb the energy levels and alter the
velocity of the active (emitting or absorbing)
atoms.

Only recently have theories appeared which
purport to properly account for both the “velocity-
changing” and “energy-level perturbation” aspects
of collisions.2™ As will be described in this work,
laser spectroscopy can be used to test the pre-
dictions of these theories. The standard type of
experiment® *? involves exciting an atomic tran-
sition with a nearly monochromatic source and
then probing either the same or a coupled tran-
sition with another laser source. To be specific,
we shall consider the upward cascade shown in
Fig. 1. If the lasers propagate in opposite direc-
tions, this scheme corresponds to the case of
resonant enhanced two-photon spectroscopy re-
cently discussed by Liao and Bjorkholm.™

To get some qualitative idea of the role of col-
lisions, imagine that the lasers are polarized in
a manner which would render it impossible to
populate the upper level in the absence of colli-
sions. The only way that upper-level population
could be attained is for collisions to reorient the
magnetic sublevel population of the intermediate
state. Thus the upper-state population serves to
monitor magnetic relaxation processes. More-
over, by varying the laser frequency driving the
2-3 transition and monitoring the upper-state pop-
ulation, one can gain information on any velocity
changes incurred by the atom when the collision
reoriented the magnetic sublevels.

It is the purpose of this paper to provide both a
formal analysis of the collisional problem out-
lined above and a specific calculation for a simple
but reasonable collision model. A few other cal-
culations have appeared,' ™" but the collision mod-
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FIG. 1. Energy-level scheme considered in this work.
Levels 1, 2, and 3 may each contain a number of degen-
erate sublevels.

els used and the connection of those models with
the rigorous theories has not been clearly indi-
cated. In Sec. II the physical system under con-
sideration and approximations of the theory will
be discussed. In Sec. III, a calculation of the
upper-state population (Fig. 1) in the absence of
collisions is made for weak laser fields of arbi-
trary polarization. The distinction between two-
quantum and stepwise excitation is mentioned.!1°
Collisions are incorporated into the calculation in
Sec. IV and the nature of the solution is discussed
in Sec. V. Specific results fora J=0-~1-0 cas-
cade is given in Sec. VI. Comments on generaliz-
ing the results to other level schemes are pre-
sented in Sec. VII and the available experimental
results are discussed in Sec. VIII. Section IX con-
tains a summary of the paper.

It might be well worth noting that some qual-
itative feel for the role of collisions may be ob-
tained by referring to the line shapes depicted in
Figs. 2-5. The mathematical detail leading to
line shapes is given in Secs. II-VI.
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FIG. 2. Two-photon excitation line shape [Eq. (29)] in
the absence of collisions. The line is a Lorentzian cen-
tered at Agy=— Ay, with HWHM of v,3.
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FIG. 3. Line shape [Eq. (49)] for a detuning A,
=—4.0ku, when collisions are present and levels 1, 2 and
3 are nondegenerate. Values of the detuning A,y are in
units of k«, and the intensity I is in the dimensionless
units chosen such that the corresponding no-collision
line shape would have a maximum intensity of unity.

The vertical line indicates the central position of the
no-collision line shape which would have a HWHM of
0.01 on this scale. For values of the collision param-
eters, see the text.

II. PHYSICAL SYSTEM AND APPROXIMATIONS

The physical system consists of active atoms
which interact with radiation fields and undergo
collisions with perturber atoms. The active-atom
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FIG. 4. Line shape [Eq. (54)] for a detuning A,
=—0.5ku, no degeneracy in levels 1, 2, or 3, and three
values of the collision-strength parameter B (8 =0—
strong collisions, §=0.8—moderate collisions, f=1—
weak collisions). The collision parameters are the same
as those used in Fig. 3 and the value of @ =y,/[ v, + I'(2)]
is chosen equal to 3.
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energy-level scheme is shown in Fig. 1. Levels
1 and 3 have the same parity, which is opposite
that of level 2. Level 1 is pumped at some rate A
and each of the levels (1, 2, 3) decays with rates
given by the corresponding phenomenological
damping constants v,, ¥,, ¥;. The important situa-
tion of level 1 representing the ground state may
be taken as a limiting case of the above scheme
in which A=0, y,~0, but the ratio A/y, remains
finite. While each of the levels may themselves
consist of a number of degenerate states, the
energy intervals %Zw,, between levels 2 and 1 and
Rw,, between levels 3 and 2 are assumed to be
much greater than the thermal energy. Conse-
quently, collisions may cause transitions among
the degenerate substates within any of the levels
but cannot induce transitions between states 1, 2,
and 3.

The system is subjected to two fields,

E,(R, t) =Re[ 6, expi(k, R - ,0)] , (1a)
E,(R, 1) =Re[ &, exp ik, R - 2,)] , (1b)

where E and E are the propagation vectors, £,
and €, the frequencies, and &, and &, the com-
plex amplitudes of fields E and EZ, respectively.
The presence of the fields leads to a population of
level 3 which is then monitored in some appro-
priate manner (i.e., by a measure of the fluor-
escence from level 3). Thus experimentally one
may determine the population of level 3 as a func-
tion of ©, and Q,, either of which may be varied.
The frequencies w,,, w,;,, §,, and &, are taken
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FIG. 5. Line shape [Eq. (6)] when levels 1, 2, and 3
have J values of 0, 1, and O, respectlvely The apphed
field E, is LCP with propagatmn vector kl, and field E,
is RCP with propagation vector kz = —k1 The detuning
(Ayy=—0.5ku) and collision parameters are the same as
those used in Fig, 4.

to satisfy the following inequalities:
| Wy, = wgy [ >k or kyu (2a)
(9= w0, | <@ = wpi ] 9= w5, | <[ Q) = Wy,
(2b)

where « is the most probable speed of the active
atoms. Equation (2a) ensures that any one field
cannot be resonant with both transitions 1«2

and 2 — 3, while (2b) implies that field E, effec-
tively drives only the 1 -2 transition and Ez effec-
tively drives only the 2 — 3 transition. Further-
more, we shall assume that fields E, and ﬁz are
weak enough so that perturbation theory is applic-
able.

For simplicity, the perturber pressure is as-
sumed low enough (s 100 Torr) such that only
binary collisions need be considered and any reso-
nant excitation exchange between active atom and
perturber is neglected (i.e., only foreign-gas col-
lisions are treated). In addition, the duration of
a collision 7.~ 107" sec is taken to be effectively
instantaneous relative to other relevant time scales
in the problem (impact approximation). This as-
sumption requires that the frequencies £, and @,
satisfy

|9, - wy, [ T,<1 and |9, - w,,|7.<1.

Finally, we neglect any radiation trapping which
could also serve as a magnetic substate relaxa-
tion mechanism.

With the assumptions given above, general ex-
citation line-shape formulas will be derived. Ap-
propriate generalizations of the theory to remove
some of the above restrictions will be given in
Sec. VII. Actual illustrations of theoretical line
shapes will be given for a specific case of current
interest—two-photon Doppler-free excitation'®*
from an atomic ground state. The Doppler-free
condition is achieved by finding a level scheme
which may be excited by counterpropagatmg fields
of nearly equal frequency, k ~-k2, such that

I(E1+Ez)"7|<<7’3 . ®3)

[The term Doppler-free refers to the cancellation
of Doppler shifts that occurs in two-quantum pro-
cedses with counterpropagating waves, provided
Eq. (3) is satisfied.] Recalling that Eqs. (2) re-
quire the field frequencies to be significantly dif-
ferent, so that each field drives only one transi-
tion, one can combine Egs. (2) and (3) to obtain
the overall condition

Y /ku>u/c,

which must be satisfied for resonantly enhanced
Doppler-free excitation. If condition (3) is not
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appropriate to the given experimental situation,
the more general line-shape formulas must be
used. The relevant equations for such cases are
given in Appendix B.

It is somewhat misleading to refer to Eq. (3)
as a requirement for two-photon Doppler-free
spectroscopy, since narrow Doppler-free reso-
nances may be obtained even if Eq. (3) is not valid.
Such techniques are commonly used in saturation
spectroscopy when frequencies £, and , are
chosen to lie within the Doppler width of transi-
tions 1-2 and 2 -3, respectively. In that case,
only a small velocity subset of atoms contributes
to line-shape formation and the resultant line-
width is on the order of the natural widths of the
levels. On the other hand, if the lasers are tuned
outside the Doppler width of the individual transi-
tions, narrow resonances are possible only if con-
dition (3) is satisfied. In that case, all atoms con-
tribute equally to line-shape formation, and the
narrowness of the line is due to a cancellation of
Doppler shifts. Consequently, Eq. (3) will be re-
ferred to as the condition for Doppler cancellation
to distinguish it from more general Doppler-free
criteria.

III. LINE SHAPE—-NO COLLISIONS

The wave function for the ith active atom is
given by

3

Zpi(Fiyﬁi,t)zz ZAtam(ﬁnt)wam(Ft) ’ (4)

where T; represents all relative electronic coordi-
nates of atom ¢, R; is the center-of-mass coordi-
nate of atom Z, @ is one of the states shown in Fig.
1, m represents a sublevel of state @, ¥q.(T;) are
free-atom electronic eigenfunctions, and the
A';,,,,(ﬁ,-, t) represent probability amplitudes. The
sum over m covers all the degenerate sublevels

of each state a. It will be necessary to perform
the calculation in terms of density matrix elements
rather than probability amplitudes once collisions
are introduced. Macroscopic density matrix ele-
ments Pyn. o' m’ are defined as

Pom: a’m’(R t) ZA R t)A ’(ﬁst)* ’ (5)

such that

I3 baman @& 1) 2R
am

is just the total number of active atoms. Instead
of using the purely quantum-mechanical elements
pm:a:m:(ﬁ, t) it is possible® to introduce density
matrix elements in classical phase space,

Pam: o'm'(R, ¥, ). The equation of motion for these
elements follows directly from an appropriate lim-
it of the Schrodinger equation in which the center-
of-mass motion is treated classically.® This equa-
tion,3'*

apzxm: a'm’(ﬁy 6, t)
ot

> -

= Vpum am(R;v t)+hﬂ6a1 a,lém.m'

= Yao' pam:a’m'(R, ‘7, t)

+(@) T [Hy+ VR, 8), 0 (R, ¥, )] amioom’ 5 (6)

has an intuitive form. The contributions to

3Dam ar,,.r(R v, t /at are (a) a convective flow term
— T V0um:arm' (R, ¥, 1), (b) a rate density A(¥) pro-
viding an incoherent uniform pumping of all sub-
levels of level 1, (c) a phenomenological loss term

- Yoo Pam: avmr(ﬁ, ¥, t), wherethe decay parameters

Yao! :%(Ya*')’a') (7

are m independent, (d) the change in Pypn: o'm’ OWing
to the free-atom Hamiltonian H,,,

(iﬁ)_l [Ho’ p (ﬁy ‘7’ t)]am:a'm’
== iwaa’ pam:a'm'(ﬁy 6, t) ’ (8)
with

waa':(Ea—Ea’)/}i (9)

and E , the free-atom eigenenergy of state @, and
(e) the change in Pgp: o'm’ OWing to the atom-field
interaction

@) VR, £), 0B, ¥, )] oms om’ - (10)
The atom-field interaction Hamiltonian V(T, ﬁ, t)
is given by

VT, R, t)=- et [E,(R, 1) +E,R, 1)] , (11)
so that the matrix elements needed in (10) are
simply

Vam: q'm’(ﬁy t) == e;am: a'm’” [El(ﬁy t) +§2(§a t)] ’

(12)
where

Fams ot = | Van®)* Form () 4% (13)

Since the pumping is isotropic and each of the
traveling-wave fields is assumed to drive only one
transition, it is possible to find stationary solu-
tions to Eqs. (6) if the rotating-wave approxima-
tion is made (neglect of antiresonance terms).
Writing

pm:zm'(ﬁ, 6, t) =51mzzm’(‘7) exp[- i(kl.ﬁ_ 2,0)],
(14a)
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- - =

Pomiam' (R, V, 1) = Pymizm' (V) exp[—i(k, R - ,t)], (14b)

Pimiam' (R, ¥, £) = By miam(V) exp{= i (K, +k,) R
-(Q,+)t},  (14c)

Poom: cm' (R, ¥, 1) = Pgms am' (V) (14d)

and noting that

' =PYmrams Pamiam’ =Pimiom s (15)

one can substitute Egs. (14) into (6), employ the
rotating-wave approximation, use Egs. (1), (8),
and (12), and obtain the following set of equations
for the steady-state quantities poym: ' m':

Pom: a’'m

Yxﬁlm:lm’(ﬂ =ZX£;) m ﬁzp im’ (‘7)

=X i Pimeap(D) + AT O, (16)
Yolam:am' (V) —l)(zm P om (V) - ZX;:Xu 15 Pam:15(V)
+iX$B Fn Py am' (D) = IXS2 am? Pymia(P)
(16b)
YaPsmiam' (V) = iX$2 20 Pop :am’ (V) = X372 Pym2p(¥)
(16¢)
[Y12 = 65,(D)] Brm:om? () = X33 Fon Bopsm’ (V)
- iX2m',’:(1P ﬁmup(V_’)
=X om Pimisp(@ ,  (160)
(25 - i532(‘7)] Pomzam' (V) = ixgg):;m Psp:3m (V)
= iX§72p Pom:2(V)
+iXom1p Prpiam (V) ,  (168e)
(715 - iézl(ﬂ] Pim:gm (V) = ix;},). Fn Pap iam' (V)

= XAy Piminp(V) ,  (161)
where
X2 = €Fppeim” & /20 (17a)
X2 = €Ty am &p/20 (17b)
6,,(V) = w,, — Q, +k, -V, (18a)
0,,(V) = wy, = @, +K,°V , (18b)
63,(¥) =0,,(V) +0,,(V) = w,, — (2, + &) +(k, +K,) - ¥ .
(18¢)

In writing Eqs. (16), terms corresponding to field
E driving the 2 — 3 transition and E driving the
1 — 2 transition have been omitted, and a summa-
tion convention is implicit in which all repeated
latin indices are summed unless otherwise spec-
ified (the sum is over the magnetic substates).
Equations (16) represent a set of algebraic equa-
tions which may be solved exactly.?° However, we
are interested only in a perturbative solution. The

quantity of experimental interest is the upper-
state population, or, to allow for a somewhat more
general experimental situation,?! a set of values
for all upper-state density matrix elements. In
perturbation theory, the upper state is reached

by the two types of paths depicted below:

Py:3
{pa:l}
pi2)/ N (P

~P3:3 - (19)

Py \

Pp:2

/ p3:2

The upper path does not involve any intermediate-
state population and is commonly referred to as a
two-quantum process, while the lower path is
usually labeled a stepwise excitation, since the
intermediate-state population explicitly appears.
This separation is somewhat artificial, since there
is no way to separate out the contributions from
either path in the absence of collisions. It is clear
that had the calculation been done with probability
amplitudes the breakup into two-quantum and step-
wise excitation would not naturally occur. There
will be some cases where the two-quantum contri-
bution is dominant, but, in general, both contribu-
tions influence the line shape.

The value of P,p.5m (V) follows from a straight-
forward perturbation calculation and one easily
finds

Pym:sm' (V) = Podeam (V) + Pom-am'(V) (20)
with
Pamt:gm (V)
=2MF) A [ V12 Y23 V13 = Y23 05:(V) 85,(V)
= Y12 03,(V) 835(¥) = 715 0,4(F) 05,(N]

XL4(V) £,5(V) £,(DN/(v371) , (21a)

ﬁgsn“tl:gm'(a =4A(‘7)Amm’ Yi2 Vo3 £12(v) d(:23(6)/‘}/2 Y371,

(21b)
where
A =X h1s XortFe XS 2ean X2 %r 5 (21c)
and the Lorentzians
£i;(v) 2{(711)2 + 5;4(‘7)]2}_1 . (22)

The quantities 513.,n’ and pSY.... represent the
contributions to f;,.;»’ from the upper and lower
paths, respectively, shown in (19). This separa-
tion will be useful when collisions are introduced
in Sec. IV. Note that Eq. (21b) is simply a product
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of absorption cross sections for the 1-2 and 2 -3
transitions.

By combining Eqgs. (20) and (21) and making use
of Egs. (7) and (18), one can write O3’ in the
simplified form

Pamizm (V) = XD A (v, 72 75) ™
X[, 73 £1(V) L55(¥)
+71 72 La3(V) L15(V) +7, 73 £,(V) £,5(V)
+7, Y2 Ya(7) +72 +75) L1(V) £3(V) £,(D].
(23)

When integrated over velocity with some appro-
priate A(V), the line shape

Imm’ =fﬁ3m:3m’(§) a*v (24)

is the general result for excitation involving two
photons and is analogous to the result obtained by
Omont, Smith, and Cooper?? for the related prob-
lem of Raman scattering. While Eq. (23) will not
be discussed in detail, it may be noted that in the
limit of well-defined upper and lower states (¥, ~0,
¥, ~0) the velocity-dependent line shape (23) be-
comes proportional to a 8 function 8(5,,(¥)), in
agreement with the conclusions of Heitler.'®+?3

An explicit evaluation of Eq. (24) will be made

for the practically important case in which level 1
is a ground state. Writing the excitation density

V) =AW (V) , (25a)
where
W) =(m?) /2 g2 (25b)

is the assumed Maxwellian velocity distribution
and A is the excitation rate per unit volume, and
taking the limit

¥,~0, x~0, X/y,=const=N,, (26)
one obtains the line shape from Egs. (23) and (24)
as
Lymr = NyAp e fdgv W) [(712)2 +(A, —El'v-.)zl o

X{('V-.a)z +{ag, - (EI ""Ez)'ﬂz} @D

where the definitions (18) and (22) have been used
and the detunings A are defined as

By = Q) =Wy, Ay =0 —w,,,

(28)
Ay =0+ = (w,, +wy,) .
Equation (27) may be further reduced if the
Doppler cancellation condition [Eq. (3)] is applic-
able, In that limit,

Lymr = NyA [(713)2 +(A31)2] o fd3l} W(¥) [(712)2 +(Ay, ‘E'ﬂzl_l ) (292)

m l/z(k“')’lz)-l exp[— (Ql/k“)2J ’ ‘ Ay '<ku ’

~No A mm [(7’13)2 +H{Ag)?] 7!
(A,)73,

where we have assumed the Doppler limit y; <ku
in writing Eqs. (29b). In Fig. 2 the line shape is
shown for fixed A,, and A,, varied. There isa
single sharp resonance with a half width at half-
maximum (HWHM) of v, at A, =A, +4,,=0. The
absence of another resonance is due to the fact
that level 1 has zero width. If the lower laser
frequency is varied with A,, fixed, then the line
shape as a function of A,, would have {wo reso-
nances, a sharponeat 4, =0 (A, =-4,)anda
Doppler-broadened one at A,, =0. The discussion
will be limited to the case of A,, fixed. More
general line-shape expressions, valid when Eqs.
(3) and (26) no longer hold, are given in Appendix
B.

IV. LINE SHAPE—COLLISIONS

In Appendix A, a formal theory of collision
effects appropriate to the level scheme of Fig. 1

(29b)
' Ay [>ku ,

-
is developed. The results give expressions for the
collisional time rate of change of the various
density matrix elements. These expressions are
quite complex, in general, and do not even lend
themselves to a simple interpretation in terms of
“phase-interrupting” and “velocity-changing” col-
lisions. There are, however, certain physical
situations in which the equations take on a sim-
plified form. A common case of practical interest
is one where levels 1, 2, and 3 represent different
electronic states of an atom. Assuming these
levels experience reasonably different collisional
interactions with perturber atoms, collisional
changes for density matrix elements of the form
Pam:army With @’# @, will involve forward scat-
tering only, owing to quantum-mechanical inter-
ference effects.?™* Within a given state a, colli-
sions can both reorient the magnetic sublevels

and cause a change in atomic velocity.
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In light of the above comments, the collisional change in density matrix elements may be written

(apam:a'm'(ﬁy -‘7, t)
ot

(aﬁam,ag;(ﬁ,v,t))

coll

The parameters y%" . . ..(¥), R™.. (¥, a), and
W' (¥’ ~¥, a) are defined in Appendix A. They
depend on various scattering amplitudes and are
linearly proportional to pressure. Equation (30a)
reflects the fact that because of the assumed
state-dependent collision interaction collisions are
solely of a phase-interrupting nature for density
matrix elements coupling different electronic
states @ and a’. The complex quantity y** gives
rise to the familiar shift and broadening of spec-
tral profiles. The rate R’,’,{',,',.(V;E) and kernel
W' (¥'; @) appearing in Eq. (30b) are complex

where

pgg:am =N07;1A:§:: f dsvoi)zs::w(‘.;o - l‘Ez):Dlj :3a(60: ‘Ex - l‘Zz)ﬂ)mz h(voy ‘E1)W(§o) +C.C.

and

——> :_Y’ahm:a'm’(v)ﬁam:a’m’(R’§, t)y a:’:aly no sum,
coll

=_R'r'r:'n’x’(6; a)ﬁan:an’(ﬁx ‘7! t)+ f dsvrwr::"’l,(?/__ﬁ; a)ﬁan:an'(ﬁ, V', t) .

(30a)

(30b)

and, in general, cannot be given a simple inter-
pretation. They represent an unseparable combi-
nation of magnetic reorientation and velocity-
changing effects within a given state a.

The right-hand side (rhs) of Egs. (30) should be
added to the rhs of Egs. (16) and the set of equa-
tions solved to determine the excitation line shape
in the presence of collisions. This program is
carried out in Appendix A and the line shape is

1=P§$:am+P§¥:am, (31)

(32a)

p:f,\::3m=N07;lA£Z;fdavfdSUO[BZP:M(v,—Ez)+102”3,,(§, 'Ez)*]

XG;: (‘70" v; 2)[1)1}:2 A@o, _E1) +:ij:2s (‘70, _Ex)*]u/(vo)

correspond to Egs. (21) modified to include col-
lisions and integrated over velocity. The quan-
tities appearing in Eqgs. (32) are Ny=)/v,,

rmnr _ (1) (1)% _ (2) (2)*
Asles —XZ;:UXZ}I:IMxszatszsnrzr (33)

containing the applied field intensities,
Dom: a’m'(v, E) = [7 oot = DGt ii;' v +7”ahm: a’m’(v)]-l )

(34)
which is a resonance denominator containing the
detuning A g defined in Eq. (28) and a collisional
width and shift contribution ¥2*,. o+ (¥), the prop-
agator G3}(V' -~ ¥;2) defined as a solution to the
equation

Y.G3H (V' = ¥;2) = =RIMT; 2)GEE (V' - ¥; 2)
+ [ ar W@~ %200386 - 7, 2)
+6(F =)0, 5, », (35)

where R{T and W}, are the complex rates and
kernel given in Eq. (30b), and the Maxwellian

(32b)

r
distribution W(¥). For simplicity, the level-3 pop-
ulation rather than an arbitrary density matrix
element has been displayed —the more general
formula appears in Appendix A.

Equations (32) can be easily understood in light
of the above comments concerning the collision
model which has been adopted and the perturbation
chain depicted in expression (19). Collisions dis-
tinguish the upper two-quantum (TQ) chain from
the lower stepwise (SW) one. In both chains, un-
polarized atoms start in level 1 with a Maxwellian
velocity distribution. Since this is an equilibrium
distribution for the atoms, collisions will not
alter it. In the TQ chain, the fields then create
off-diagonal density matrix elements p,,, p,5, and
p.;. The net effect of collisions on such density
matrix elements in the model adopted is to provide
a complex decay parameter Y’c.ha' but no velocity
changes. This accounts for the presence of
D, (), D,{¥.), and D,,(V,) in Eq. (322). On the
other hand, although p,, and p,, also appear in
the SW chain, the intermediate term is now p,,.
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Collisions are phase interrupting in their effect
on p,, and p,;, but will, in general, alter p,,,,, (V)
with an unseparable combination of magnetic re-
orientation and velocity-changing effects. Con-
sequently, one finds the product D,,(V,)
X G $H(¥,~ V; 2)D,,(¥) appearing in Eq. (32b). In both
chains the final step involves the total upper-state
population, which is unchanged by collisions. The
implications of the difference in the nature of the
TQ and SW chains will be discussed in the follow-
ing sections.

It should be noted that the evaluation of the line

shape [Egs. (32)] represents a formidable problem

even for the relatively simple collision model
chosen. To determine the propagator G3! (¥~ ¥,,2
needed in Eq. (32), one must solve Eq. (35) and,
to solve Eq. (35), one must have values for the
rate R;7(V;2) and kernel W} (V,~7,;2). Although
formal expressions for these quantities are given
in Appendix A and these expressions may be
simplified by symmetry considerations in some
cases, one is usually forced into adopting some
phenomenological forms for these rates and ker-
nels. Specific examples are given below.

V. NATURE OF THE LINE SHAPE

A. No degeneracy

If levels 1, 2, and 3 are nondegenerate, Eqs.
(32) take on an especially simple form. Dropping
all magnetic substate indices and using definitions
(33) and (34), one can reduce Egs. (32) to

p 07’3 lAfd Vo 23(‘0, kz):Dm(VO) "k ‘kz)

XD, ([7,, -k, )W (¥,) +c.c., (36a)
% =2Ngy;*A
xfdavfdg‘vo [V2s+ T2H) | £L2F)G(F,—~ ¥; 2)

X[y + T (¥ el GoW (),
(36b)

R. BERMAN

where the collision-modified Lorentzians are
given by

2@ =y + T 2+ [6,,0) =851,  (37)
2} @) =Rey{l (@), 8$2'F=Imy}!), (38)
A=|xP1?x2)2. (39)

The propagator G now satisfies the equation

yzc(‘70~v;2)=—1“(V;2)G(V°~V;2)

) + [ d%, W@~ %26 @, 7,;2)

> >

+06(V,-7) (40)

’

with real kernel W (¥, - V;2) and rate I'(V; 2) for
velocity-changing collisions [['(¥; 2)= [W(¥ -~ ¥/; 2)
Xd®'], and the D,; are defined by Eq. (34). The
only difference from the no-collision TQ contri-
bution (21a) is that the replacements vy, - v;;

r4}@) and 6,,~6,, —8%}(¥), have been made,
indicating a collisional contribution to the decay
of p;; and a collisional frequency shift. On the
other hand, the SW contribution can now be in-
terpreted as arising from a collisionally modified
absorption to level 2 followed by velocity-changing
collisions in level 2 followed by a collisionally
modified absorption to level 3. Collisions have
resulted in a fundamentally different form for the
TQ and SW chains.

Once a choice for W({¥,~V;2) is made, Eq. (40)
may be solved for G(V,~ V;2) and the general ex-
pressions (36) numerically integrated. However,
for the specific example that has been previously
considered, some analytic progress is possible.
Adopting the Doppler cancellation condition (3)
and neglecting the V dependence in Y'i’;' (which is
generally a good first approximation), Eqs. (36)
may be written

J

P33 = 2Noy5 Al + (-531)2] o J- A%, [ ¥ 15725715 = ?23531521(;) - 712631532( ) =713 21()632(")] £‘g:’;(vo )£} (‘:O)W Vo),
(41a)
P3Y = 4Ny A V557 1 J.d3u0 J‘dau EVC TV =; 2) T IW (), (41b)
r
where 5, =3, (42¢)
Yis =y, + T4, (42a) A “A21+812’ “A32+823, (43a)
3, (V)==23,,+k,*V, B,(V)=—B,+K,*V, (42b) B, =0y +A,,+8) (43b)
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and the detunings A;; are defined in (28).

For the propagator G(v,—~v; 2), we choose an
extremely simple phenomenological two-parameter
expression

G(‘"o‘; ) 2) = (72)-1{‘16(; —.‘70)
+(1=a)[ m(1 =7?)u?] "2

xexpl - (7 =7V, /(1 - N},

(44a)

where
r=pY, (44b)
a =72/[7’2+P(2)]; (45)

T'(2) is the rate for velocity-changing collisions
in level 2, B is a constant between zero and one,
and « is the thermal speed appearing in Eq. (25b).
Equation (44) may be easily understood if one
realizes that the propagator simply determines
the change undergone by a 6-function velocity
distribution in the time 7,=(y,)™. Since the pa-
rameter a gives the fraction of atoms that do not
undergo collisions in the interval 7,, the first
term in (44a) represents the contribution from
atoms which have not experienced velocity-
changing collisions. The parameter 8 character-
izes the strength of a single collision, with =1
corresponding to a weak collision and =0 cor-
responding to a strong thermalizing collision.

J

Consequently, the second term in (44a) represents
the contribution from atoms which have their vel-
ocity changed from a 6 function 6(3-;0) to a dis-
tribution of velocities centered at v =7V, with width
(1 - 7®)Y2ky. The parameter 7, defined in (44b),
represents an average velocity-changing effect

for the many single collisions which may occur

in a time interval 7,.>* Although simple in form,
G(V,~v; 2) has the needed properties that its in-
tegral over v gives (v,)™! and

[ @20,GGy=7; W) = W) /1, (46)

expressing the fact that collisions will not alter
an equilibrium distribution.

The line shape (31) may now be evaluated as a
function of A,, for fixed A,,. In all the calcula-
tions, the Doppler limit

ku>7,;, 8% (47)
will be taken to hold.

L |Agy > ku

For suchvalues of A,,, 6,,(¥)= -4, and £4(7)
= (A,,)72. Using Eqgs. (41)-(43), (46), and (47),
one obtains the line shape (31) as

I= 21\,014 (73)-1(A21)-2 f d3 UO W(T’o)‘ﬁgg(;o) { [ ?12723?13 +723531A21 - 7/12631532 (-‘7) + ?ISAZLBSZ(‘;)] [(713)2 + (531)2] -1

+ V19723 (v2) ' (48)

Velocity-changing collisions are unimportant here,
since the detuning 4A,, is so large that each vel-
ocity subset of atoms is essentially equivalent

in the 1 -2 absorption of the SW chain. The line
shape (48) has a sharp resonance for A,,= - A,
and a broad one at A,,=0. Near these two reso-
nances, Eq. (48) may be written

;. _2NA < 12 )

Y3(851)2 \(713)* + (B + 8, + Sﬁ: ? (49a)
for Ay, =-A,,
1/2 ph A phy o
I= % (%)exp[— (Jzk%;i) ],
o : (49Db)

for A;,=0,

where, for consistency with Sec. III, we have
taken level 1 as a ground state.

The line shape for a detuning A,, = - 4.0ku is
shown in Fig. 3, with variables expressed in di-
mensionless units obtained by dividing them by

the Doppler width 2«. For the natural-decay pa-
rameters, we have taken v, =0, y,/ku=0.03, and
vs/ku=0.02. The collision parameters depend
linearly on the pressure and, to correspond to
perturber pressures on the order of several Torr,
we have chosen I} /ku=0.06, I'2"/ku=0.08,
2 /ku=0.1, 82=0.02, 8,2=0.04, and 8"=0.02.
The line shape and those to follow are normalized
so that the corresponding no-collision line shape
would have a maximum amplitude of unity. The
no-collision line shape, for this case, would be
centered at A, =— A, , with HWHM of v,,/ku =0.01.
The line shape (49) differs from the no-collision
result in two ways. First, the sharp resonance
arising mainly from the TQ contribution has been
shifted, broadened, and decreased in intensity by
collisions. Second, one finds a new broad reso-
nance at A,, =~ 857 which arises from the fact
that collisions have effectively introduced some
width into the ground state. The broad resonance
represents an expanded frequency range of 4A,,
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which will give rise to excitation. The ratio of
the broad- to narrow-resonance amplitudes is
272(3,,/ku)(T%4/v,)<1 and vanishes for no col-
lisions I%%=0.

2. Ay | <ku

For detunings within the Doppler width, the
major contribution to the excitation will be
achieved if A, and A, are chosen such that the
same velocity subset of atoms can be resonant
with fields ﬁl and ﬁz on the 1-2 and 2-3 tran-
sitions, respectively. The resonance conditions
for individual atom-field interactions are (ne-
glecting collisional shifts)

->

- - . - -
Ky tvy==8y, Ky %e—K cvy==A4y,

(50)

where 7/1 and ;2 are the atomic velocities when
fields El and E, interact with the atom and &,
= —ﬁl in the case under discussion.

Thus in the TQ chain [ Eq. (41a)], where velocity-
changing collisions do hot enter, v, =v, and Eq.
(50) will be satisfied if A,, =—4,,. A straight-
forward evaluation of Eq. (41a) in the Doppler
limit (47) leads to the TQ line-shape contribution®®

472N, A exp| = (Ay, + 817 /(ku)?]

P33 = Buy,[(7,5)° + (Bgp +4,, + 2] (T2 +A2)
X[ Ty, —B(Ag, +4,, + 8N, (51a)
where
f=?12+7/23, (51b)
A=Ay, +A, + 80808, (51c)

The TQ contribution is slightly asymmetric be-
cause of the presence of resonances at both A,
==4,, —8{5and Ay, = -4, - 82 - 8.

1= 412N Ak uyy) ™ (7,5) " expl = (8, + 80)%/(ku)?]

X ( (?13)2(?713 - Z_Aﬁll + ai(r};m)z
[P+ By P2 +A2%) 7 y,(T?+A2)

where A,;, A, and T are defined by Egs. (43) and
(51). The line shape consists of three parts. The
first term is the TQ contribution, which, in gen-
eral, is asymmetric, since Z#:'Aal. However, if
f>713, the line will possess a nearly Lorentzian
peak centered at A, = — A, — 8" with HWHM of
¥.3- The second term is the SW contribution from
those atoms which have not undergone collisions
before being excited to state 3. It is a Lorentzian
centered at Ay, =—A,, — 82— 85! with HWHM of

T =%, +7%,, and is usually broader than the TQ

PAUL R. BERMAN 13

In the SW chain [Eq. (41b)], the atomic velocity
may be different when fields El and E, act, as a
result of velocity-changing collisions. When Eq.
(44) for the propagator is inserted into Eq. (41b),
the resulting integral does not have a simple ana-
Iytic form. However, for a sufficiently large
range of the parameter 7 defined by Eq. (44b), the
integral may be approximated in the Doppler limit
(47) as

P33 = 4”1/2N0A (kuyy)™ exp[ - (4,, + Sﬁg)z/(ku)z]

y aT . (1-a) <n1/2)
[yz(f‘erKz) (1 =732\ kuy,

y exp(-— [Ag, +853+7 (A, +802)] Zﬂ .

(52)

Equation (52) is not valid for » =g¥ “~ 1, However,
the correct limiting value of p5y for r=1 is ob-
tained by setting

a=1 if B=1. (53)

The SW contribution consists of two parts. The
first term represents atoms which have not under-
gone collisions and has a resonance at 4, =-4,,
- 82— 8" which is effectively the resonance
condition (50) with 32 =Vl. The second term rep-
resents atoms which have effectively had their
velocity changed from 51 to 32 =1’§1, giving rise
to a new resonance condition from Eq. (50) at
Ay, ==7(B,, +857) — 828, The width of this new reso-
nance is =ku(1 —72)2 and is a direct manifestation
of velocity-changing collisions.

Combining Egs. (51) and (52) leads to the total
line shape for the case | 4,,|<ku,

+(1=a) 12 (1 =) 2(Ruy,) ™ (7,5)? exp[ - By, +7B,, /(1 - 72)k2u2]>,

(54)

—
term, since I'>¥,, is typical. The detuning giving
rise to maximum amplitude is shifted from the
corresponding TQ value. The third and final term
is the SW contribution and is a Gaussian centered
at Ay, = —7(A,, + 808 — 81 with width (1 - 7%)"2ku,
The ratio of the amplitudes of each of the terms
at their respective maxima is

L: a(¥,3/7,): (L= )35 ,T /Rkuy,) (1 - 73)V2,

so that the SW chain contribution will dominate
at high pressures, ¥,,/7,>1. The fact that the
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first two terms have their maxima at different
positions will lead to an asymmetric profile even
if there are no velocity-changing collis.ons (» =1).
The third term will enhance the asymmetry,
since its maximum position is far removed from
the first two (assuming A, #0).

These general line-shape features are illustrated
in Fig. 4 for a detuning A,, =— 0.5k« and the same
collision parameters used in Fig. 3. A velocity-
changing collision rate I'(2) =2y, (@ = 3) has been
chosen and the three curves correspond to =0
(strong collisions), B=0.8 (moderate collisions),
and B=1 (no velocity-changing collisions). As
predicted, the curves are asymmetric, with the
effects of velocity-changing collisions clearly
evident in the broad shoulders of the 3=0 and
B=0.8 curves. The resonance near A,,=-3,,
is broader for the 8=1 case than the others; for
B=1, a =1 from Eq. (53) and the resonance is
dominated by the second term in Eq. (54), which
has a HWHM of T =%, +%,,, rather than by the
first term in Eq. (54), which has a HWHM =¥,,<T.
At higher perturber pressures, a will decrease
and the velocity-changing term in Eq. (54) will
become dominant, reflecting the fact that at high
pressures it becomes extremely likely for atoms
in state 2 to collide before being excited to state 3.

Figure 4 is graphic proof that collisions can
help distinguish the TQ and SW chains. Experi-
mental verification of such curves would provide
new insight into the nature of velocity-changing
collisions. It should be noted that some offset
of the laser A,, #0 is recommended to enhance the
visibility of the velocity-changing effects. If
A,, =0 is taken, all contributions to the line shape
will be centered at approximately the same fre-
quency.

B. Degeneracy

When level degeneracy is taken into account,
the line-shape formulas become expectedly more
complex. The degeneracy of levels 1 and 3 does
not add any major complication. In fact, the TQ
chain may be calculated with little modification
[the Lorentzians which appear in Eq. (41a) may
be replaced by sums of Lorentzians]. However,
it is no easy matter to include collisional changes
in level-2 density matrix elements p, . ;' (V). The
general propagator Gj*(v—V’, 2) determines the
magnetic reorientation, phase, and velocity-
changing effects occurring in collisions between
atoms in level 2 and perturber atoms. Methods
for approximating or modeling the propagator
are not obvious. Some general symmetry argu-
ments may be used to reduce the number of inde-
pendent elements G,X(V—¥'; 2), and inthe extreme

case of fast isotropic perturbers there are but

two nonzero independent elements.?® On the other
hand, there are cases where degeneracy can act-
ually simplify matters. A specific case of this
type is discussed in Sec. VI, where it will be
shown that the level-2 degeneracy may be exploited
to provide a sharper picture of velocity-changing
collisions than can be seen in Fig. 4 of the non-
degenerate case.

VL. LINE SHAPE-J=0->1-0

In order to study velocity -changing collisions,
it would be desirable to isolate the third term in
Eq. (54), since this term contains all the velocity-
changing effects. However, in the nondegenerate
case, such an isolation is not possible, and the
resultant line shape (Fig. 4) contains contributions
from atoms which have not undergone velocity-
changing collisions as well as from those which
have had their velocity changed while in level 2.
One can achieve the desired isolation if he is
willing to consider degenerate systems. As a
specific example, level 1 is taken to have J =0,
level 2 to have J=1, and level 3 to have J =0,
Furthermore, the field E‘ is chosentobe left-hand
circularly polarized (LCP), _ﬁz to be right-hand
circularly polarized (RCP), and the two fields to
propogate in opposite directions 132 =— E,.

Since _ﬁ, and 'ﬁz can each only induce Am=1
transitions (the z axis of quantization has arbi-
trarily been fixed parallel to k,), there will be
no excitation to level 3 in the absence of collisions.
Hence the only way in which level 3 can become
excited is if collisions reorient the atom when it
is in level 2. Consequently, the total physical
process involves an excitation of the m =1 substate
of level 2 by the field E,, a reorienting collision
that changes the magnetic substate to m=-1 ac-
companied by some change in velocity, and finally
an excitation to level 3 by the field 'ﬁz. The line
shape arises solely from atoms which have under-
gone collisions while in level 2 and can serve as a
direct monitor of velocity-changing collisions.

The mathematical treatment is straightforward.
Using an orthogonal basis (e,, €,, k,), one can de-
termine that the complex amplitude &, , for LCP
light in Eq. (1a) is §,=E, (&, +ié,) and the complex
amplitude &, in Eq. (1b) for RCP light propagating
in the ~k, direction is §, =E,(8, +i&,). The cor-
responding field-strength quantities xy appearing in
Egs. (17) may be easily evaluated, using the
Wigner-Eckart theorem, as

X(zllztlo =-W2 eT,,E,/R)S, , , (55a)

X(azg:zp =-[(2/3 )l/zeTsz Ez/h_] 8p,-1 5 (55b)
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where T,, and T,, are reduced matrix elements of
T between states 2 and 1 and states 3 and 2, re-
spectively. With this resuit, the necessary pro-
ducts of x’s needed in Egs. (32) are

A
A ggs=0’

(56)
Ai‘ﬁ; =% |eTy Ty, E, Ez/h-‘zds,léh.lar.-lap.-l

(no sum).

Since AN appears in the TQ expression (32a),
two-quantum processes will not contribute to the
line shape. This result is a direct consequence of
our state-dependent collision model in which it is
impossible for collisions to change the magnetic
quantum numbers associated with off-diagonal
density matrix elements of the form p,,.q'n’ for
a #a'[see also Eq. (30a)]. Should line shapes ex-
hibit structure characteristic of TQ processes
(narrow resonance centered at A;, =0) one would
be forced to reassess the collision model for that
particular case.

Thus the line shape arises solely from the SW
term (32b) which, for the J=0-1-0 cascade,
reduces to

1=4Ny(v3)" A" ¥10: 21¥2-1: 30
X f P fd3vo £;.-1: 30(-‘;)61-11—1(;70 ";; 2)

x &80, 5, (VWY , (57)

where A’=A1971 and £2% . +./(V) and Yy q'm’ aTE
obtained from obvious generalizations of Eqs. (37),
(38), (42), and (43). Equation (57) has a Lorentz-
ian £2"  (v,) representing an absorption to sub-
state m=1 of level 2, a propagator G_,(v,-V; 2)
representing the collisional transfer fromm=1

to m =~ 1 accompanied by a change in velocity from
V, to v, and a Lorentzian £2* .. (V) representing
an absorption from substate m= -1 of level 2 to
level 3. To determine the propagator, one must
solve the coupled set of equations (35). However,
in the spirit of Sec. V we choose instead a pheno-
menological propagator

GY - (Vo ~V; 2) = (3) 7 Py (@) (1 = 72)u?] 32
xexp[— @ =7v,)/(1 =r?)?], (58)

where » and a are defined as before [ Eqs. (44b)
and (45), respectively] and P ,(a) is the steady-
state relative probability of finding an atom in
substate m =~ 1 when atoms are produced in state
m=1. Atlow pressures (a=1), P.,,~1-a, since
in the limit of no collisions P_,, must vanish. On
the other hand, at higher pressures (a=0),
P_,,~%, since collisions will have caused total
relaxation of the magnetic substate population. A
reasonable form for P.,, is then

P (@)=(1-a)/[1+2(1-a)]. (59)

Admittedly, the propagator (58) is oversimplified.
A somewhat more realistic propagator would con-
tain several parameters a,,,’, reflecting the fact
that collision rates depend on the magnetic quantum
numbers involved., Correspondingly, the function
P_,, would take on a different form,?” as would the
other factors in Eq. (58).

Substituting Eq. (58) into (57) and performing
the indicated integrations, one obtains the line
shape for the region of interest |A,,|<ku as

ph 2
exp[_<_ZJ_1.Q_ZLA ;i )]

for B=~1; (60a)

= 41r‘/2Nn AP (a)
kyuy,y,

IT‘/
“Trer’
otherwise
47N, A’P_,, () [ <A +821 >2:|
I= Q 11 e - 21 ¥9790; 21
k1 bytiy v, (1=7%)1 2 23Y ko

[a +850 +(k2/k1)r(A21+8{g:21)]2
e e i ):

(60b)

where
f" =?2-lf 30 +(k2/kl)7./10:217 KI =BSO:2—1 +(k2/kx )&21110’
(61)

and the Doppler limit (47) has been assumed but
condition (3) has not been invoked. For weak
collisions (8~ 1) and nonexcessive pressures
(@#0, implying » =8Y%~1), collisions do not
significantly alter the atomic velocity and, as ex-
pressed in Eq. (60a), the line shape is Lorentzian,
centered at

Ag,=—80k . 30" (Ry/R A, + 8?3121)’

with HWHM of T’. For somewhat stronger colli-
sions, (1-p%)""2ku>>%,,. ..+, the line shape re-
flects the velocity-changing collisions and is a
Gaussian centered at

2~ '85’:1:30 = (ky/R (A, +8‘1'g:21)

with width kzu(l—rz)‘/z. The above features are
seen in Fig. 5, which is drawn using k, =%, and the
same parameters as in Fig. 4. The background of
the TQ and no-coliision SW processes have been
eliminated, and the resulting line shape clearly
illustrates the effects of velocity-changing colli-
sions. At a given pressure, the shift of the line
center from ~ A, is ameasure of the strength of the
velocity ~changing collisions.

In Fig. 6, the amplitude factor P_;,(a), the shift
of line center from -A,,; and the width of the reso-
nance is shown as a function of 1-@, assuming the
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Doppler limit (47) and taking the colision-strength
parameter 3=0.8. The quantity 1- a varies with
the collision rate I'(2) as I'(2)/[v, +I'(2)]; at low

pressures 1- @ <<1 and at higher pressures 1-a=1.

As discussed above, the amplitude is proportional
to the pressure at low pressures and saturates at
higher pressures owing to the complete equaliza-
tion of magnetic sublevels caused by collisions.
The dimensionless shift S=(A,, +A,,)/A,,

=1~ (k,/k,)r is a measure of the shift of the line
center from - A,, owing to velocity-changing
collisions. At low pressures, the shift provides a
direct measure of the collision strength, since

¥ =R; at higher pressures, » ~0, reflecting the
fact that a sufficient number of collisions will
cause a velocity thermalization of the sample,
leading to a line centered at A, =0. The width of
the resonance is (1-72)"2ku, and is (1- %)'/%ku
at low pressures and = kx at higher pressures when
complete velocity thermalization has occurred.

At still higher pressures, where the Doppler limit
is no longer valid, the line shape will become
Lorentzian.

By studying at a given pressure line shapes of
the type shown in Fig. 5 amd by obtaining the
pressure-dependemnt curves shown in Fig. 6, one
can arrive at values for the collision parameters
a, B, T, 8¢5, and 82* ... Inthis way, informa-
tion on various collision cross sections as well as
the collision-strength parameter g8 may be un-
covered. There may be cases where the propa-
gator (58) is not sufficient to explain certain ex-
perimental data. For example, if the collision

SHIFT

T

WIDTH

AMPLITUBE

i~ a

FIG. 6. Variation of the amplitude, shift, and width
of the resonance shown in Fig. 5 as a function of pressure
through the parameter 1—-a. The curves are drawn for
B8=0.8 but the general nature of the curves is independent
of B. The shift shown is the dimemsionless quamntity
(A g9+ Ky) /A 5y evaluated at line center and is a measure
of the line center’s displacement owing to velocity-
changing collisions. As showm, &k =k,.

interaction has a long-range part plus a hard core,
one may have to write the propagator as a sum of
“weak-collision” and “strong-collision” parts.

The line shape at moderate pressures [(Byeu)/*~ 1]
would then consist of a Lorentzian plus a Gaussian.
Rather than give results for many different propa-
gators, we have concentrated on the simple propa-
gators (44) and (58). As experimental data become
available in the future, one may naturally seek to
find propagators which give best fits to the data.

VII. EXTENSIONS OF THE THEORY

The theory outlined in the previous sections is
a quite general one and can be extended to cover
most cases of practical interest. Several pos-
sibilities for further investigation are listed below.

A. No Doppler cancellation

Although final expressions for the line shape
have been given only for |(k, +k,)*¥|<y,, [With the
exception of Egs. (60)], the more general equations
presented in this work are valid even if there is no
Doppler cancellation and may be integrated with-
out difficulty. The necessary modifications of the
line-shape formulas under the conditions of no
Doppler cancellation, kB, =€k, |k, - €k, |u>y,,, are
given in Appendix B, where € =1 corresponds to
cepropagating and € =-1 to counterpropagating
waves.

For counterpropagating waves, there is not much
qualitative difference in the results. In the no-
coellision limit (analogous to Fig. 2), one must
consider |A,,|>ku and [A,, |<ku. If [A,,|>ku,
the line shape is a Gaussian with width |k, — &, |u
centered at A,, =0; the Gaussian behavior is a
direct consequence of the lack of Doppler cancella-
tion. On the other hand, when |A,,|<ku, only a
small velocity subset of atoms effectively contrib-
utes to line-shape formation and the line is a
Lorentzian centered at A, =—(k,/k,)A,, With a
HWHM of 5[y, +y,|1- (k,/k,)|]. The HWHM is
greater than the value of 3y, of the Doppler cancel-
lation case. In the line shape corresponding to
Fig. 3 (collisions with |A,,|>ku), the resonance
near A, = 0 will show a residual Doppler broaden-
ing, but the broad resenance at A ;5 ~ 0 will be un-
changed. The general nature of the curves corre-
sponding to Figs. 4 and 5 will also remain un-
ehanged, although the exact values of the widths
and shifts will vary somewhat because of the in-
troduction of new combinations of collisional
widths and shifts in the line-shape formulas.

For copropagating waves, the line shape acquires
a new and somewhat surprising feature.'® If |A,,]|
<ku, one can perform a contour integration of Eq.
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(36a) in the Doppler limit [Eq. (47)] to show that
pi2=0. The contributions from different velocity
subsets of atoms leads to a cancellation of the

paQ contribution. Whether or not additional physi-
cal insight may be derived from this result re-
mains to be seen. For copropagating waves, the
line shapes corresponding to Figs. 2—4 would be
changed as follows: Figure 2—if [A,, |> ku the
resonance is a Gaussian with width (&, + k,)u cen-
tered at A,, =0, and if |A,,|<ku the resonance is
a Lorentzian with HWHM of +{y, +y,[1+(k,/k,)]}
centered at A, =—(k,/k,)A,,. Figure 3—the reso-
nance at A ;, *0 will be Doppler broadened, but the
broad resonance at A ;, ~0 will be unchanged. Fig-
ure 4—the TQ contribution will be absent, but
there will still be a narrow resonance arising
solely from the SW chain given in Eq. (52).

B. Alternative level schemes

Instead of the upward cascade shown in Fig. 1,
one could have equally well considered the up-down
cascades shown in Fig. 7. The level scheme of
Fig. 7(a) can be analyzed in a manner identical to
that of the upward cascade with the substitution
83 (V)= — (w5 — 2y +E2-\7), following Eqgs. (16). The
Doppler cancellation condition will now be possible
only for copropagating waves, a well-known prop-
erty in Raman scattering.

The level scheme of Fig. 7(b) provides three ad-
ditional difficulties arising from the fact that level
1andlevel 3arenowidentical. First, adifferent col-
lision model is required (see below). Second, each
field can now drive bofk the upward and downward
transitions leading to temporal population pulsa-
tions at the beat frequency [this would also be the
case for Fig. 7(a) if the separation between levels
1 and 3 was small enough to invalidate Egs. (2)].
Perturbation solutions are still possible, although
a steady-state solution of the type posed in Egs.
(14) will now have to include time dependence in
the populations. Finally, if level 1 is a ground
state, one can no longer measure the final-state
population through fluorescence. An alternative
monitoring scheme is needed and might involve
absorption measurements on the fields involved in
the two-photon processes. It may be difficult to

2 2

1 1,3
(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Two alternative level schemes which may be
used in collision studies.

perform such absorption experiments at low enough
fiela strengths for perturbation theory to be valid.

C. Inelastic collisions

If any of the levels under consideration are part
of a fine structure, hyperfine structure, or rota-
tional energy multiplet, inelastic collisions may
have to be taken into account. As long as collisions
cannot couple any of the levels 1, 2, or 3, inelas-
tic collisions can be included as additional decay
or pumping parameters for each of the levels. If
collisions can cause transitions between two of the
levels [as would be the case in Fig. 7(a) if levels
1 and 3 were separated by less than thermal en-
ergy], a more detailed collision theory would have
to be developed to consistently treat the collision-
induced phase and velocity changes.

D. Different collision models

The collision model adopted in this work is ap-
propriate to the case of levels 1, 2, and 3 experi-
encing significantly different collision interactions,
as would normally occur if they were different
electronic levels. However, if levels 1 and 3 in
Fig. 7 belonged to the same electronic level, one
might have adopted a model in which, to first ap-
proximation, collisions are velocity changing in
their effect on p,5(¥). The p,;(¥) element appears
only in the TQ chain; thus it is only that contribu-
tion which will be altered by the change in collision
model. In the Doppler cancellation case, velocity-
changing collisions play no role because of the
cancellation of all velocity dependence in §;,. Thus
the line will be narrower than the corresponding
case where phase-interrupting collisions broadened
and shifted the TQ resonance. If there was no
Doppler cancellation, the TQ resonance would have
had some residual Doppler width. Velocity-chang-
ing collisions could narrow this width,?™+28 pro-
vided inelastic collisions did not mask the effect.
As experiments provide further tests of the theory,
one could abandon collision models altogether and
attempt quantum-mechanical evaluation of the col-
lision parameters given in Appendix A.

E. Resonant collisions

In order to analyze pumping schemes in gas
lasers and the feasibility of laser isotope separa-
tion, it is necessary to determine the effects of
collisions between similar atoms in addition to the
effects of foreign-gas perturbers discussed in this
work. The calculation will differ from the foreign-
gas case only if level 2 is optically connected to
the ground state. In that situation, the line shape
will be affected by a resonant exchange of excita-
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tion in a collision.?®* Diagonal density matrix ele-

ments (population) as well as off-diagonal density
matrix elements (coherence) can be transferred
in collisions.?® Transfer of excitation will also
imply a change in velocity, since the perturber
which picks up the excitation has a velocity uncor-
related with that of the active atom. Thus in the
SW chain, which is of primary interest for colli-
sion studies, the velocity distribution of those
atoms excited by transfer will be Maxwellian,
leading to an additional broad resonance centered
about A ;, =—82% in Fig. 5. Such results of reso-
nant exchange are interesting and important enough
to warrant further theoretical and experimental
studies. One could reasonably hope to measure
excitation transfer cross sections using these
spectroscopic techniques.

F. Radiation trapping

At active-atom pressures, where resonant ex-
change is important (= 10 mTorr), one usually en-
counters the added complication of radiation trap-
ping. If level 1 is the ground state, then at pres-
sures = 1.0 mTorr any spontaneous emission from
level 2 to level 1 will be absorbed by some other
ground-state atom in the sample. Even if level 1
is not a ground state and provided there is a high
enough pressure of active atoms, spontaneous
radiation from any of the levels 1,2, or 3 may be
trapped if the levels are optically connected with
the ground state. Radiation trapping has been con-
sidered by several authors.3! Neglecting any col-
lective affects, radiation trapping simply leads to
a transfer of population and orientation from one
level (1, 2, or 3) of an atom to the corresponding
level of another atom, with no transfer of off-diag-
onal elements (Dym;ormrs @ # @’).%

Radiation trapping on levels 1 and 3 would lead
to an effective increase in their lifetime, but to
no major influence on the line shape. However,
in addition to an increased lifetime, trapping of
radiation from level 2 can lead to a magnetic re-
orientation plus a velocity thermalization, since
the velocity of the atom receiving the radiation is
arbitrary. In this sense, radiation trapping pro-
duces the same effect as excitation transfer col-
lisions or strong thermalizing collisions. It can
be distinguished from these processes by its pres-
sure dependence, however, since the contribution
from radiation trapping will generally saturate at
a pressure lower than that at which collision ef-
fects become important.

G. Strong fields

The calculation may be generalized™~17+20:33 to
treat cases where the fields E,, E,, or both are

strong enough so that perturbation theory is no
longer applicable. Analytic solutions are possible
only for oversimplified collision models, but some
physical insight is still obtainable with these mod-
els. For the strong-field case, it becomes diffi-
cult to easily extract velocity-changing effects
from the line shapes owing to complications of
power broadening. It seems highly appropriate to
conduct weak-field experiments if the major goal
is to obtain information on collision mechanisms.

VIII. EXPERIMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

There are several methods which can be used
for experimental studies of collision effects.
Laser spectroscopic experiments which eliminate
Doppler broadening generally can be characterized
as either fluorescence or absorption measure-
ments. In fluorescence experiments, a laser is
used to drive a given transition, and one measures
the fluorescence spectrum or total fluorescence
from a coupled transition. For the calculation
outlined in this paper, the level-3 fluorescence as
a function of A ,, provides the necessary line shape
for collisional studies. Fluorescence experiments
have the major advantage of a high detection ef-
ficiency, enabling one to use laser light of suffi-
ciently low intensity to avoid power broadening.
On the other hand, in absorption measurements,
one generally saturates a given transition with a
pump beam and monitors the absorption of a probe
beam on the same or a coupled transition. Power
broadening does play a role in these experiments
and results must be extrapolated to zero pump
intensity. Both fluorescence and absorption ex-
periments can provide data on collision cross sec-
tions and the strength of velocity-changing colli-
sions.

For the two-photon excitation line profiles dis-
cussed in this work, the HWHM in the absence of
collisions is 3y, if the Doppler cancellation con-
dition (3) is appropriate, or 3(y;+v,|1-ky/k,|), if
that condition is not met but the tuning is such that
| A, | <ku. Thus it is clear that for high-resolution
spectroscopy the sharpest lines are obtainable in
the Doppler cancellation regime. However, as long
as |A,,|<ku, the no-collision line shape is still
much narrower than the Doppler width. With re-
gard to collision studies, it is really unimportant
whether or not Eq. (3) is valid, since the overall
qualitative nature of the results is not affected
severely. In fact, by using copropagating waves
in the upward cascade for |A,,|<ku, the line shape
is simplified by the absence altogether of the TQ
contribution, although this is at the expense of a
somewhat larger no-collision HWHM of 3[y,
+y,(1+k,/R,)].



2206 PAUL R. BERMAN 13

The major advantage of using applied fi*eld_s> with
propagation vectors k, and k, such that |k, +k, |u
<y, is that for [A,,|>ku narrow resonances may
be obtained about A,, =0. One way to insure this
Doppler cancellation condition is to use cq:mter-
propagating waves of the same frequency k; =-—E2,
as has been done by several groups.'? In that
case, the two-photon resonance occurs at k,c=Q,
=4(w,, + w,,), with width y,,. However, since one
cannot tune Q, and 2, separately, this technique
is not ideally suited for comprehensive collision
studies, but it may be used solely to determine
% and 8. Moreover, if $(w,; +ws,) — wy, >ku,
the signal strength is such experiments will be
down significantly owing to a lack of resonant
enhancement from the intermediate state. The
3S- 3P - 5S transition in Na provides an example
where the Doppler cancellation condition can be
maintained for |A,,|> ku, without sacrificing any
substantial loss in resonant enhancement [ even
when A, =0, the Doppler cancellation condition is
approximately satisfied, since (w,, — wg)u/c=10°
sec™, while y,; 107 sec™].

It should be stressed that studies of velocity-
changing collisions require |A,,|<ku; whether or
not the Doppler cancellation condition can be main-
tained in this tuning range is really of little im-
portance and should not influence the choice of
transition scheme to be studied.

While there have not been experimental investiga-
tions carried our precisely along the lines dis-
cussed in this work, there have been related
studies, several of which are listed below:

Bishel et al.’° performed an upward-cascade ab-
sorption measurement on vibrational transitions
in CH,F and investigated the narrow resonance
shown in Fig. 3, |A,,|>ku. They determined the
broadening and shift of this resonance as a func-
tion of pressure. The existence of a shift of 2.1
MHz /Torr for CH,F perturbers implies that the
collisional interaction for the (0,1,1) and (2, 3,1)
vibrational levels of CH,F differ somewhat. The
large broadening coefficient of 41 MHz/Torr they
found is due mainly to inelastic collisions.

Rousseau ef al.!' measured the forward Raman
scattering of I, with I, perturbers for the case
|A,,|>ku. Their work verifies the existence of
the entire line shape shown in Fig. 3, although it
appears that they fit the broad resonance to a
Lorentzian rather than a Gaussian shape.

Beterov et al.® probed the 2s,-2p, transition in
Ne with a strong field applied to the coupled 2s,-
2p, transition. The perturbers were Ne, and ab-
sorption for both copropagating and counterprop-
agating probe beams were monitored for A,, =0.
Curves similar to those in Fig. 4 were obtained
with a broad Gaussian background which was at-

tributed to radiation trapping and resonance ex-
change effects (see discussion of Sec. VII). By
measuring absorption widths for both copropagating
and counterpropagating waves, various collision
rates and cross sections were determined. Further
information on the collision interaction could have
been obtained had they detuned the pump laser so
that A,, #0. In that case, it would have been easier
to uncover the existence of elastic nonexcitation
transfer collisions which give rise to line shapes

of the type shown in Fig. 4.

Smith and Hinsch’ performed a saturated absorp-
tion experiment on the 6328-A line in Ne and also
obtained the broad Gaussian background, presum-
ably due to radiation trapping or excitation transfer
from the 3s, level.

Hinsch and Toschek® and Keil et al.? did satura-
tion spectroscopy on Ne, but took a case where
2p, rather than 3s, was the level common to both
transitions. In this manner, radiation trapping
and excitation transfer effects no longer signifi-
cantly influence the line shape. The pump light
was tuned to resonance, A,,=0, and depolarizing
collisions were monitored for both He and Ne
perturbers. The experimental results indicate
that the average velocity change per collision is
small, Av/v<0.01, and as might have been ex-
pected is larger for neon than for helium per -
turbers. The line shape remains close to Lorentz-
ian, supporting a weak-collision model. The ex-
periments also tend to validate the line shapes of
Fig. 5 in that all magnetic substate changing colli-
sions were accompanied by a change in velocity.

The above choice of experiments is meant to be
representative rather than complete. There seems
to be growing evidence that velocity-changing colli-
sions in gases are characterized by small changes
in velocity. Recent experiments on inelastic colli-
sions in* CO, and*® CH,F and elastic collisions in®®
CH,F have lent support to this hypothesis.’” A
photon-echo experiment®® on a vibrational transition
in CH,F led to the conclusion that the collision
interaction for the two levels involved was the
same, at least to first order. Many additional ex-
periments are needed to systematically analyze
collisional processes in atomic and molecular sys-
tems.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

A theoretical discussion of collision effects in
two-photon spectroscopy has been presented. Two-
photon spectroscopy offers unique possibilities for
collision studies. Collisional dephasing rates,
excitation transfer cross sections, state-dependent
collision rates, magnetic relaxation rates, and
average changes in velocity per collision can be
extracted from the line shapes. Moreover, the line
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shapes may provide fundamental tests of recent
collision theories®™ that purport to consistently
treat both phase-changing and velocity-changing
collisions. The most conclusive verification of
these quantum-mechanical collision-broadening
theories would involve experiments on transitions
between states experiencing somewhat different
collision interactions. According to theory, there
will be velocity-changing effects associated with
diagonal density matrix elements, but phase-
changing effects associated only with off-diagonal
density matrix elements.

A general formalism was given to account for
binary collision effects within the impact approxi-
mation. The specific calculation involved two-
photon excitation in a three-level upward cascade.
This system may prove especially useful for
studying resonant collision effects involving the
intermediate and ground states. Since the radia-
tion between those states will be almost complete-
ly trapped at typical experimental pressures, the
resonant processes must be monitored on some
other transition. In the two-photon scheme of Fig.
1, fluorescence from level 3 will serve as an in-
direct measure of resonant collision processes in-
volving the 1-2 transition.

It is hoped that additional experiments will be
carried out to provide new inputs for the theory.
From a theoretical point of view, the easiest ex-
periments to analyze would involve transitions
between nondegenerate levels in systems subjected

low laser powers. Studies of line shapes versus
pressure for a fixed detuning A,,#0 of one of the
lasers could yield important information on colli-
sion mechanisms in atomic and molecular systems.
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APPENDIX A

This Appendix is divided into two parts. In the
first part, a formal solution for the two-photon ex-
citation rate in the presence of collisions is de-
veloped. In the second part, a collision model is
assumed and the formal results are seen to re-
duce to Egs. (30) and (32) of the text.

Formal solution

Assuming that collisions with nondegenerate
ground-state perturbers cannot induce transitions
between active-atom states 1, 2, and 3 of Fig. 1
but can induce transitions among the sublevels of
any individual state, a general form for the colli-
sional time rate of change of density matrix ele-
ments is

8Pom: am(* t)

fd3 IS (7 = Damsarn @), (A1)

to foreign-gas broadening at low pressures and where
J
Sanit @' =) =R GG @)@ =)+ W G (77 = 9) (A2)
2mh -
g:l c:x'"’ '_N'/d Up p(-.p)v < [fmn(-. vr;a)ém',"’—fm’n'(vr-‘vr;a')*ém,n]) ’ (A3)

-, - - - m, o
wan ‘f!," (T =)= ( ) fd3 fd:w,W,(v;)vrl 5<Vr+_:: ¥ - ;v+v,’ >5(v'_. v))
»

xfmn(‘ "Vr’a)fm’n’(. - v,,a) (A4)

and where N is the perturber density, W,(V,) is the
perturber velocity distribution, ¥, =¥~ %, and o
are the active-atom-perturber relative velocity
and reduced mass, respectively, f,,V!/=7,;a)is
the inelastic scattering amplitude for scattering
from state |am) with velocity ¥/ to state |an) with
velocity ¥, =9,v/}, ¥}=¥'-¥;, m and m, are the
active-atom and perturber masses, and the im-
plicit sum in Eq. (A1) is over repeated latin in-
dices. Equations (A3) and (A4) are analyzed in
detail elsewhere® and will be examined below for

a specific collision model. However, for the pres-

r
ent, Eq. (A1) will be discussed.

The right-hand side of Eq. (A1) is added to the
rhs of Egs. (16) to obtain equations for steady-
state density matrix elements in the presence of
collisions. Each of the equations (16) takes the
form
*)pan a'n’(v')

naa’(v)ﬁam:a'm'(v)=fd3v'S§3. c(;’:n W%

+sam:a'm’(.‘7), (A5)

where
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naa’(v)=7aa’— iba’a(.‘.’) (AG)

and gy pm, o rm' (V) is the rhs of the corresponding
Pom: a'm'(V) equation; for example,

. X =~ N ~ -
‘glm: am'(-"’) = 1)(2;)- lmpzp: 3m'(v) - lngn)'t 2p le:zp(v) .

To obtain a formal solution to Eq. (A5) that is well

suited for perturbation calculations, one can intro-
anza’n’

duce propagators Gon’% f(V’ ~7) through the equa-

tion*’ 38
5otm:a’ m(¥)= fdavlcgazsczxx,'nn:’(vl"v)gan:a’n'(-‘.") ’
(A7)

where the propagators will now contain all colli-
sional information and obey the coupled equations

Noor /(WG T (T =)
= 5(—\7 - -\7')6",’ ,,6,,," n'
+ fdaul SILA (7, =TI LI ~T,).
(A8)

Equation (A5) may be solved by a straightforward

J

P32 am =No AR fdsvd%s d*vy d*, d*vo W (o)

X[Gaq:3q’

3m:3m

’e . - . - . -
+ Gl (Vo= V) GRiSH (Vo= Vo) * G1I8H (T~ %,)* GiL5, (Vo= 1)),

PS¥. g =N, AET f A% d%,3d%,d%, d%, W (¥,)

-

X{Gg:l;g:n:(§3-’-‘7) GgiiSZ'(vz"va)[

' (T’s" -‘7)632,’%: (‘72"63) G

iterative perturbative technique [recall that g is
just the rhs of Egs. (16)]. The lowest-order term
in the calculation follows from Egs. (16a), (A5),
and (A6) as

B @)= [ d% GH T ~TIAES,
(A9)
If the pumping rate A(V), as defined by Eq. (25),
represents an equilibrium velocity distribution
and if, as assumed, all sublevels are equally

pumped, collisions can have no effect on the ve-
locity distribution and

2801 (0 = M) 1116, 5 (A10)

as in the no-collision case. Higher-order terms
may be calculated from Egs. (16) and (A5) for the
two perturbative chains depicted in expression
(19). The TQ and SW contributions to the line
shape

Imm’ :fdsv [5.21{-;:):3111’(-‘.’)+ﬁf§r\r¥:3m’(v)]5p.§r(n):3m’ +p§r\r‘:/:3m'

(A11)
are

vish (vl"-‘.’z)GU:Zh (“"o"""].)

lw:2n

(Alla)

w

Gaoist(Vi=V,) G (Fo= V1)

+G2f:2h

2&,:2,('\71-‘TIZ)G{,":S;('\’IO-VI)*]

+ Gg;;’sif(va_\7)(;2"’3“,(32~'\73)* [Ggigﬁ(-‘.’f’T’z)ang}(vo”-‘.’l)

27r:3q

where N,=\/y, and A is defined by Eq. (33). Equa-
tions (A11), together with Eqs. (A8), represent a
formal solution to the problem.

Collision model

The collision model to be adopted is based on the
assumption that the scattering for the electronic
atomic states 1, 2, and 3 is strongly state depend-
ent. Consequently, the overlap term in Eq. (A4)
is assumed to vanish, owing to interference ef-
fects, unless @ =«a’. There may be some nonzero
contribution from Eq. (A4) for small-angle scatter-
ing even if @ # @’, but this contribution is taken to

+Ggﬁzw;(-‘.’l"62)6323(60‘-‘71)*]}: (Al1b)

r

be negligible in comparison with that from Eq.
(A3). In this model, all collision kernels with
a#a’ are zero, and the diagonal terms are writ-
ten in a slightly different notation as

Woman (V=) =W, (¥ =; @) bg,or - (Al2)

The kernel W, (¥~ ¥; a) appears in Egs. (30b)
and (35) of the text. Equation (A12) reflects the
basic feature of the model; collisions cannot change
the velocity associated with off-state (o # a’) den-
sity matrix elements fqpm; armr (V). For state-in-
dependent collision interactions, the model will

no longer be valid.
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One further simplification is possible before
proceeding to the final line-shape formula. Re-
gardless of the collision model, the forward in-
elastic scattering amplitudes in Eq. (A3) will
vanish, since the internal atomic angular mo-
mentum cannot be changed in collisions that in-
volve no change in the velocity of the atoms. One
may then rewrite Eq. (A3) in such a way as to
define the parameters ¥’ .. .- and R™ (v; @) ap-
pearing in the text, taking

tpt

an:a'n bh
Ram o'm’ V)‘_yam:a’

()6 6, (A13)

mnmn9

for a#a’, and

RN (7)== R™ ,(v; @), (A14)

am: o' m’

J

-~

for @ =a’. The forward elastic scattering am-
plitudes appearing in Eq. (A3) may be rewritten
in terms of cross sections if one so desires.
Using Eq. (A12) and (A13) one may easily solve
Eq. (A7) for the case a #@’, obtaining
Gz'rln Ota' "" (-; ‘V) s)otm:o('m’(-{’)é(-‘; —;,)Gm,n 6m',n' ’
(A15)

where
:Docm:a'm'(;)=[naa’(;)+'yam:oc’m'(‘7]—1 (AIG)

appears in Eq. (34) [in Eq. (34), the k dependence
of N 4o (V) is explicitly noted]. Using this result
and the notation of Eqs. (A12) and (A14), one can
reduce Egs. (A11) to the form

pgg:sm =N, Azﬁ: J’ dsv a Yo W(;o)cgr{m'(vo‘-‘;; 3) [ Dzs: 3f (;O)DU23)'(-‘70)31122'!(;0)+:D.?.h:3q("’0) *5011:30(;0) *Su:zs(‘;o)*] ’

(A17a)

pg‘;vnziim - As"ﬁ; fdsvdauz d3v W(vo)G ( "V 3)[ 2p:3t(-‘72)+:02r:3q(‘72)*]G::(-‘70_°62; 2)[‘(’011:2'1(‘;0)+:DU:25(‘70)*]'

If there is interest only in the excited-state pop-
ulation, one should set m’ =m in Egs. (17). Setting
m’ =m and using the fact, easily derived from Eq.
(A7), that

[ e Ty arv=(r70,., (a18)

one arrives at Eqgs. (32) of the text.

APPENDIX B

If one takes %, =ck, and |k, - €k,|>7,,, the
Doppler cancellation line shapes are no longer
applicable. However, the more general ex-
pressions in the text are easily integrated over
velocity even when Eq. (3) is not valid. The
necessary modifications of the line shape for the
two cases € =1 (copropagating)and € = -1 (counter-

J

(A17D)

r

propagating) are as follows:
(a) Equations (29) become

2 2 2
Lo 2171/’2N0Amm,e-(&zﬂ /kqu
m kuysv,
o : +3y,|1 +ek,/k, |
(Y3 +3Ys|1+€ky /R [P +(Ag— €Ay kR,

[z |<ku, (Bla)

1/2 a 2
Imm’ 2n_N 2 exp | — ( = > s
(- +ek)u(a, )73 ky +ek,
|Ag, [>>ku.  (Blb)

(b) Equation (49a) becomes the same as Eq.
(B1b) with the substitution of A, for A,,. Equation
(49b) is unchanged.

(¢) Equation (51a) is replaced by

pi2=0, fore=1, (B2a)
LT, 731:
102 k—k,>0
7 k, _k [_1“)2 @, [I;z (Az)z], 1—R27 Y,
19 =412 AN,(y,) "  expl - B,/ (k,u)’] . T oxX (B2b)

ky

2k, T GG+ G Fem ka0
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for e == 1, where

T, = 7,5 +[ky/(ly=F,)] 715, (B3a)
T, = Y5 +(Ry/R)71s (B3b)
T, =[ky/(ky= k)] 315 + Ry /R 715 (B3c)
R, =4, +[ R,/ (k= k)] A, (B3d)

R,=A, +(k,/k)A,,, (B3e)
R, =[k,/(ky—k )] Ay, +(ky/R))A,,. (B3f)
Equation (52) is modified simply by replacing T
by T, and A by A,. Equation (54) is then replaced

by the sum of Egs. (B2) and the modified Eq. (52).
(d) Equations (60) are unchanged.
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