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The problem of resonance fluorescence from a two-level atom that is driven near resonance by a laser beam of
finite bandwidth is tackled via the Heisenberg equations of motion, by a simple generalization of our previous
treatment. It is found that the two-time intensity correlation function is again factorizable into a product of
the mean light intensities at the two times, each of which is slightly modified under broad-band excitation
from its value under monochromatic excitation. The spectrum of the fluorescence is affected rather more
drastically, and, in general, becomes asymmetric under broad-band excitation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Partly because of the development of the tunable
dye laser, and the opportunity it provides for ex-
citing resonant atomic transitions, the theory of
resonance fluorescence has recently received a
great deal of attention.! In most treatments the
exciting field has been regarded as strictly mono-
chromatic, and its quantum state has generally
been taken to be a coherent state. We have recent-
ly obtained solutions for the growth of the fluor-
escent light intensity, for the spectral distribution,
and for the intensity correlation function in the
presence of such a monochromatic, coherent ex-
citing field.2'®* Although the monochromatic ap-
proximation is often entirely adequate to describe
a laser field, there are circumstances when the
bandwidth of the exciting field cannot be neglected,
for example when very high resolution measure-
ments are carried out.*

In the following we show how various results
relating to atomic resonance fluorescence in the
presence of a laser beam of finite bandwidth can
readily be extracted from our previous treatment,?
with minor modification. We model the laser field
as being in a coherent state, but with a phase that
performs a random walk. We recalculate various
quantities of interest and subsequently average over
the ensemble of phases. When the atom is driven
near resonance, we find, as before, that the
growth of the fluorescent light intensity and the
two~time intensity correlation function are gov-
erned by similar integral equations with the same
kernel. The time development of the fluorescence
is modified somewhat by the finite bandwidth ex-
citation, but the intensity correlation at times ¢
and ¢ +7 is again reducible to the product of the
mean light intensities at times ¢ and ¢ +7 (see also
Agarwal®). However, the kernel of the integral
equation describing the amplitude correlation func-
tion, whose Fourier transform gives the spectral
density of the fluorescence, is different from the
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other kernels, and in general yields an asym-
metric spectrum. The effect of a finite bandwidth
driving field on the spectrum is therefore much
more drastic than on the other features of reso-
nance fluorescence. Although some of the effects
of finite bandwidth excitation have very recently
been discussed,®*” these conclusions appear to be
new. They are illustrated graphically for various
values of the laser bandwidth.

II. TIME DEVELOPMENT OF THE LIGHT INTENSITY

We consider the resonance fluorescence of a
two-level atom, of level spacing Zw, located at
the origin T =0, in the presence of the exciting
field of a laser whose spectrum is centered at
frequency w,. Our treatment is based on the
solution of the Heisenberg equations of motion,
and closely follows the approach that we used
previously in Ref. 3. The atom is initially in
some arbitrary, known state, and we suppose
that the interaction is turnedonattime ¢=0. The
slowly varying atomic variables® b (¢), b, (f) are
related to the usual atomic lowering and raising
operators 5(¢), 57 (t) by

b ()=D(t) et ¥ot, b (t)=bT(t) e w0t (1)

and the slowly varying free-field operator Kg“‘) (%,

is related to the positive frequency part of the

free-field vector potential A, (¥, ¢) by

Kg) ('f, t)E K(+) (?’ L‘) ettt | (2)

free

We shall take the eigenvalue of A% (0,) in the
coherent state |{v}) of the field to be given by

A9 (0,0 [{o}) =V [{}),

with ] (3)
V(t) = @eiWomw1)t pid () ,

where € is a unit polarization vector, @ is a real

amplitude, and ¢(¢) a real phase. Whereas the
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phase ¢(f) was treated as a constant in Ref. 3,
we now suppose that it performs in effect a ran-
dom walk about zero, and we subsequently aver-
age over the phase ensemble, for which we in-
troduce the symbol { ». As has been shown,® the
positive frequency part of the fluorescent field
produced by the atom at some point T in the far-
field is proportional to Bs(t), through the relation

~ 2 e TP T
EO(F.)=—Yo | & _ (u-r)r]
EX(F, 10 4116002[1’ 73
Xb(t=7/c)e i@t/ LEW (1),
(4)

where |1 is the transition dipole moment. The
mean fluorescent light intensity at points not ex-

J

posed to the exciting beam is therefore given by
(LB (F,847/c) B9 (£, 4+7/¢)) )

} <_wﬂ_~°»_'n3£>2<< BIOB,0))

dmeyc?r

- (Mf« (R4 +31)

dmeyc?r
(t>0), (5)

where o is the angle between the I and T vectors.
([(R4)) +5]) is therefore proportional to the ex-
pected light intensity in the present case.

In Ref. 3 the Heisenberg equations of motion
for the atomic and field operators were derived
and integrated to yield the following two integral
equations:

N ~ . 2 T ~ - 3 s
by(t+7)=b,(0) e<'3+*7>r+—;z"ifo At Ryt +1') L+ AW (0,2 +17) eB-10E" =D (6)

T ~
Ryt+7)+5=[R(t) +1]e2P" = %f at' [5,(t+¢) L« AP (0,£+¢") +H.c.] 2PE" ) (M

o

Here B is half the Einstein A coefficient and y is the Lamb shift. These two equations can be combined
into one if we substitute for b,(¢) and BST(t) in Eq. (7) from Eq. (6). On taking expectation values, with the
assumption that the initial state of the field is the coherent state with eigenvalue given by Eq. (3), and then

averaging over the ensemble of phases, we find

CICR0) 510 = (LR +31) €725 — 30e28¢ [ apr [((61(0)) e1#€7) Bmio e c.]

t t’
—%Qze_sz dt,<eﬂ(1-ie)t'f dt”eﬂ(me)t"<<<R3(t")> ei[¢(t')—¢("')]>)+c.c.>. (8)

[ o}

The parameter  is the Rabi frequency® given by
Q=21 Ew, R/, (9a)
and 6 is a dimensionless detuning parameter
O=ly +w, —w,)/B . (9b)

If the ensemble averages under the integrals in
Eq. (8) could be factorized, so that

€(B1(0)) 27 = ({51 (0)) £ @) (eile ¢ =0T |
(t=0), (10)
and
C(B 7)) e -0@my,
= (R 4(tm)) ) (eitsEn =06y
' =t"), (11)

then Eq. (8) would reduce to an integral equation

r
for {{R,4(#))) as in Refs. 2 or 3. Fortunately these
factorizations are entirely plausible, as ¢(¢’) — ¢(0)
and ¢(#') — ¢(¢”) are the changes of the randomly
walking phase subsequent to the times 0 and #”,
respectively, and the atomic variables are inde-
pendent of phase changes occurring at subsequent
times. As is usual for the random walk problem,
we shall take the characteristic function of the
phase change to be given by*°

(eileEN-36Mlxy =e"‘“"‘"‘"2, (12)
where 1/X is the diffusion time, or A is the effec-
tive bandwidth of the laser beam.

With the help of Egs. (10)-(12), Eq. (8) then

reduces to the form of a Volterra-type integral
equation of the form

(R =) + ft ar Kt -t {(R#))),

(13)
in which
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-(B+x+iBO)t _ =28
y(0= =5+ (RO +1) &% ~ b ((BIO) o 0) L mmml T i), (19
Kr)= - Q2B [(1 -2 /B) cospoT +6 sinB67] = (1 —=1/B) e~257} ' (15)

Bl(1=r/B)2+62]

These functions are very similar in form to the ones found in Ref. 3 for monochromatic excitation. In
particular, the kernel K(7) differs only in that some constants 8 have been replaced by 8 +A and others
by B =A. The solution to Eq. (13) can be written down directly with the help of Laplace transforms, as
before,® and we find

(KR4 +31) = Q%1 +0/B) (2B+pi) [(B+2 +pi)*+B% 67 | ¥4

1 3
QA1 +0/B) +(B+0)2+p%0% ~ 2 X; pi (bi =0;) (b; = D%)

i=j =k

iy e~ LB+ +p)2+p20% ] et
+([(R4(0)) +31) ; (s =b;) (bs =)

i=j Ak

—3a(EHO) #00) 3

i*j =k

(B+X\ +p; —iB0) e?it
(Pi —P,-) (Pi —Pk)

(B +\ +p; +iB0) efit

~10((6,0) e0) 3

i=j=kr

(s =0;) (p; =bp)

(16)

where p,,p,, ps are the three roots (assumed to be unequal) of the cubic equation

PI+(AB+20) p2+[(B+1) (BB +A) +820%2+ Q% |p +2B8(B+1)2+28%0% + (B +A) Q2=0. )

Figure 1 shows the effect of a progressively
increasing linewidth on the time development of
the fluorescent light intensity, for various values
of the ratio A/B8, for an atom that is initially in the
lower state. In order to gain some appreciation of
the magnitude of this effect, we note that for a
typical atomic transition in sodium with 8§ =6 MHz,
a dye laser linewidth of A =1 MHz corresponds to
A/B~17%. The effect on the time development of
the light intensity is therefore expected to be
small in general.

—
III. INTENSITY CORRELATIONS OF THE FLUORESCENT
LIGHT

If a photodetector located at position T in the
far-field outside the laser beam is used to study
the fluorescence emitted by the atom, the joint
probability of photoelectric detection at times ¢
and f +7 is proportional to the expectation of the
normally ordered product!!

F(Z'Z) (-f; t; T) E<<(Ei(_> (-f’ t) Ei(-) (Y.’ ¢ +T)
XEW (T,t+7)EP (F,8) ), (18)

FIG. 1. Time develop-
ment of the light intensity
{KR4t)) +31)) radiated by

an atom that is initially in

the ground state, for var-
ious values of the excita~
tion bandwidth A, with Rabi
frequency £ =108, and no
detuning (6 =0).

"/
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and with the help of Eq. (4) together with the commutation relation®?

6,0, EQ(F, £ +7)] =0, for 7>7/c, (19)
this can be written
r@ (5, 1,7) = (LB VA1 7 fe) Rt = /e +)B (17 /o)) + K Rolt = /) +11) (20)
€yC v

In order to calculate I'®? (¥, ¢,7) we therefore
need to determine the average over the phase
ensemble of the correlation function

e(t, 7)=(b IR 4t +7) by (2)) . (21)

As before,® it is convenient to define another
function (¢, 7) by

F(t,7)=BNB) b1t +7) b, (2))

X gt ®@+T) pilwo-w(E+T) (22)

With the help of the commutation relations (19),
with the proviso 7=>0, we then have by direct
multiplication from Eq. (7),

(se(t, 1)) == (KR () +31)
1o [ ar (5,0 re.c] P,
0

(23)
and from Eq. (6)

<< EF(t, T)» =0 T dat <<3C(t, t’) ei[¢(t+1’)-¢>(t+ tl)]»

S

(o]
xeﬂ(1+19)(t’-7’) . (24)

As the phase change during the time interval ¢ +¢

to ¢ +7, which follows time {+¢’, is expected to be
uncorrelated with the atomic variables at earlier

times, we again factorize the average of the pro-

duct with the help of Eq. (12),

(3e(t, 1) eiLet+D =0 G+eny
= <<3C(t, t'))> ((e"[d’(t-i-‘r) -p(E+t")] )>
={set,¢)) e, 0<t'<T, (25)
and then substitute in Eq. (24), to obtain

<< fF(t, T)>> =0 f-r dat <<5C(t, t')» e-(B+X+iBS)(T-t’) .

(26)

If we now write the expression for { F(¢,7))
given by Eq. (26) in Eq. (23), we arrive at the
following integral equation for {¢(¢, 7)), exactly
as in Ref. 3,

(e, 7)) == 2 (R0 +31)
. Tk -r)xe, )y, @)

where K(7) is the integral kernel that was already
encountered in Eqgs. (13) and (15). The inhomo-
geneous term — 3¢ [{R 4(£)) +1]) exceeds the in-
homogeneous term y(¢) given by Eq. (14) by the
factor { [(R4()) +%]) in the special case in which
the atom starts in the lower or ground state at
time £ =0. We may therefore make use of the
previously found solution to the integral equation
(13) to write down the solution to Eq. (27), viz.

3et, 7)) = KR40 +31) (R4 ) (28)

where the suffix G refers to the fact that the in-
itial atomic state is taken to be the ground state.
From Egs. (19) and (28) we then have, for 7>0,

P(Z,Z)(‘f.’ t +7’/C,T) - <wTo:€‘L,L:Tm’}p>4 << [<é3(t)> +%]>>

XCKR4r)g +31) . (29)

Apart from the appearance of the ensemble aver-
ages, Eq. (29) is formally identical with the corre-
sponding result found in Ref. 3 for monochromatic
excitation, and its interpretation is similar also.
The t-dependent factor gives the probability for the
emission of a photon at time ¢ following the turn-
on of the interaction, after which the atom re-
turns to the lower state, and the 7-dependent fac-
tor gives the subsequent emission probability 7
seconds later. The effect of the finite bandwidth
is merely to modify the light intensity, as ex-
pressed by the factors  [(R,(t)) +1]) and
§[(R4(1))g +%]). Figure 1 therefore shows the
effect of broadening the bandwidth of the exciting
field on both the ¢ dependence and the 7 dependence
of the intensity correlation function T'®?(F, t +7/c, 7).

IV. SPECTRAL DENSITY OF THE FLUORESCENCE

From Eq. (4) the two-time amplitude correlation
function of the fluorescent light at some point T in
the far-field of the atom outside the laser beam is
given by

B (F,0)-B9(F, 1+1)))
= <_l:’:___.._w°2 Smlp)ze-iwor
4me,cir

XCB(E =7 /e) byt =7 /c+7))Y , (30)
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and the spectral density in the steady state is just
the Fourier transform of {( B (F,1) - EW (F, 1+ )
with respect to 7. We therefore proceed to de-
termine ((b1(t) B,(t +7))) from the equations of
motion (6) and (7), as in Ref. 3.

We define the following correlation functions,
which are generalizations of ones introduced by
Milonni®?:

gt, 1) =(BJ () byt +7)) @1 o)T, (31a)
ft,m)= (5;(t) 5st(t +7)) 219 &+ pilwomwp e+ , (31b)
R, T)=BJO R (t+7)) &2 Er D giWowpt (31c)

We then find with the help of Eq. (19) from Egs.
(6) and (7), by direct multiplication, with the
proviso 7 =0,

Cgt, 7)) =C[(R (1)) +3]) e~BC-iO)T
+Q J:dt'((h(t, t1)) BU-iOe -0
(32)
Cr i, =9 foT At KRt 17) e2H1 e+ D =8 Gxenly
X B+i0)E =1 (33)

(R, 7)) == 3€ D1 () e #4+n ) iwownt

-1Q fT ar' [F ¢, ¢) +€g(t, t")]
X gile ¢+ -¢(t+t')]>> ezB(t'-r) .
(34)

In order to solve these equations for {g(¢,7)» we
first observe that, as the time interval £+#’ to
t+7 follows ¢+t (¢'<T), we may factorize the cor-
relation functions under the integral in Eqgs. (33)

and (34) as before, and write
Ch(t, 1) e ErmI =06+
= (R, 1)) (2P Ern=stsenly
=(n(t, 1)) e~ prar (35)
and
Cg(t, 1) el @D =0 ey,
=(g(t, ")) (P trD -ty
=(g(t, 1)) e~ 2t
(f (¢, 1) P =0kt y
=(f (1)) e pr<r (36)

after making use of Eq. (12) for the characteristic
function of the phase change. Equations (33) and
(34) then simplify to

t'sT,

«f(t, T))) =0 jr ar «h(t, t/)» e-(ﬁ+ 4an+iBO)(T-t’)

(37
and
Crt, 7)) =-3( <sz(t)) i+ Y pilwg-wyt

~s0 [Car ) + e, 0))]
0

Xe-(zﬂ+)\)(1'-t') X (38)

The solution for { [(R o8 +31», which is needed
in Eq. (32), has already been obtained and is given
by Eq. (16). To determine € (b.1(t)) exp[i¢(t +7)]),
which is needed in Eq. (38), we make use of Eq.
(6) with =0 and 7—~¢ and take expectation values.
We then find

(((5ST(t)) i+ Y pilwg-wpt o (((537(0» ei? 0 ,ild ¢+ -d @Y ,-BGri0)e

+9 [ atr (R (1)) 96D =06 Blriosr ) (#9)
0

and, with the help of the factorizations (10) and (11), this simplifies to

(((331 (t)) PG » ei(wo—wl)z = (<<'b‘s'r (0)> ei¢(o) » e'(ﬁ*"‘*‘ﬁ")te""".pﬂe"‘f ft dt'(((fl 3(t')))> e-(ﬂ-{-)\-!-iﬂe)(t-t') .
V]

(40)

with {{R ,(#'))) given by Eq. (16). Hence every function other than {g(t,7)), f(t,7)), {h(¢,7)) in Egs.
(32), (37), and (38) is known once { (R (t))) has been determined from Eq. (16), and we merely have to
solve these three simultaneous equations as in Ref. 3 in order to obtain the required correlation function
Cgt, 7).

The equations can be solved by Laplace transform techniques. Alternatively, we may observe that ad-
dition of Egs. (32) and (37), with the substitution for {%(¢,7)) from Eq. (38), immediately leads to an in-
tegral equation for the sum {1 (¢,7)) + g(¢,7)», of the form

FUDY+ e, =20+ [ armter - KF 0 + (e, )], (41)
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with
2(t,7)=C (R (1)) +3]) e P10 — S Qe-(BririBod: ( ew;;:e;ﬁ:z(;ﬂe)f * e-;r—_;-—s;;ew >
% <<< B10) ei®@) 1 0 J’t ar (R ) e(ﬁ+k+iBe)t'>, (42)
(4]
and kernel
M= _—5_22_2 < e-(B+4;+ie§;T__ig;(zB+x)r . e'B(l';‘:); :;3-9(28%)1) (43)

The solution can therefore be written down as before, and substitution in Eq. (38) yields €% (¢,7)), from
which {g(¢,7)) follows from Eq. (32). We note that the kernel M (7) is complex and differs significantly
from the one we encountered in Eq. (15), although they become identical in the limit of monochromatic ex-
citation, when A =0. The two-time amplitude correlation of the field therefore reflects some features that
are not present in the behavior of the light intensity. We shall see that the complex nature of the kernel
is reflected in an asymmetry in the spectrum of the fluorescence.

After straightforward but somewhat tedious manipulation of terms, we arrive at the following general
solution for g(¢,7)):

—-BR(B + 3 +iB0)
C(=A)

((g(t, 7)) = (((bsT(t)) ei¢(t)>> ei(wo-wl)te-)d'

> ehi’ 7 1 | . 102
+ 12::1 TS ITETAI ‘Pk){« KR 4(8)) +31) (p; +2) [(p, +2B +1)(; +B+4n +iB6) + 3 Q2]

~3Q(p; +2B+1) (b; +B+ A +iO)K (BT (1)) €7@ ) &1 om0t}

(1=0) (44)

in which the f£-dependent terms are given by Egs. (16) and (40), C(p) is the third-order polynomial defined
by

C(p)=p°+p?[4B+5\] +p 582 +B2 62 + Q2+ N (148 + 4\ — 4iB0)]
+2B% 4802 +2B30% + A (982 +2Q2 +4 0B +B20% - 8ip20 - 4iBN0), (45)

and p,, p,, P, are the three roots (assumed to be unequal) of the cubic equation

Cc(p)=0. (46)
It is worth noting that this complex equation again differs from the real cubic Eq. (17) that we encountered
in connection with the problem of determining the time development of the light intensity. Although both
reduce to the same well-known equation'”3 when A =0, the effect of finite bandwidth excitation is clearly
more pronounced on the correlation function {g(¢,7)) than on the light intensity.

As time =, the f-dependent terms in Eq. (44) become {-independent, and we find from Eqs. (16) and
(40) that they are given by

: %) 17\ éﬂz/ﬁz

A {80 42D = e s B (@
and

; > ip@ErT Womwt — -3(Q/B8) (1+1/B —i6) e

Hm (G0 e T [ 52y (L /B + (Lo /AR T “

Hence the atomic correlation function {g(t,7)) reaches the steady-state form, as t=o,
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_ 1 9Q%/8%
Cebo, ) = Tz /Bey Tan/B) 1 L0 /B 62

{ (B +3x+iB06) (B+x —iBB) e~
(

B+3n+iB0) (B =X —iBO) +5Q%(1+1/B)

_1g? 23: (pi +28) = O0/B) (pi = 38 +1) = (A/BR?) (ps +B +4X +7B6) (ps +28+2)* pif}
(b: +2) (b, =b,) (b = y)
i#j AR
(r=0). (49)
If we take the Fourier transform with respect to 7 of the correlation function { oL (F,8)+ EW(F,¢+7)))
in the long-time limit, we arrive at the spectral distribution & (T, w) of the fluorescent light at position T.
Thus from Egs. (30) and (49), we obtain

@(?,w)=f dr Lm{CEC(F, 6 cEW(F, t+7)) Y ' ¥ +c.c.
0 t=>o0

) < i SZin¢ )sz dr[€g(e, 7)) e P 1 c.c.]

dme, c?r
_ < wo® u sing )2 ( 39Q°%/8°
T\ dmeycir 2(Q%/82) (1 +1/B) + (1 +1/B)% + 62 >
(B + 3\ +iB6) (B +1 —~iB0) 1
< [(B+3+iB0) (B—x —iB6) +3Q%(1 +1/B)] [X +i(w, - w)]

_mzi (£: +26) = (\/B) (pi = 38 +)) = (0/BR) (ps +B+ 41 +iB6) (pi +2B+2)* | c>
* (b; +N) (b; =) (bs =) =1 +i(w, — )] )

(50)
i=1

i%j*k
The interpretation of this spectral density follows the same lines as for monochromatic excitation. The
first term on the right of Eq. (50) corresponds to elastically scattered light, whose bandwidth largely re-
flects the spectral width A of the driving field. However, off resonance, when 6 #0, even this contribution
to the spectral density contains an asymmetric component, that vanishes when 6 =0 or A—=0. In the mono-
chromatic limit A~0 the term becomes proportional to §(w —w, ).

The remaining three terms represent the atomic fluorescence, and they contribute peaks that are centered
at frequencies determined by the three roots p,, p,, p, of the cubic equation (46). These spectral contribu-
tions are again asymmetric in frequency off resonance, when 6+0, but become symmetric on resonance.

To illustrate the analytic structure of the spectral distribution (50) in the simplest cases, we consider
the strong-field limit £>>8,X on resonance, when 6 =0. We readily find that the three roots of the cubic
equation (46) are then approximately given by

pr==(B+2\), p,==3(B+N)+iQ, py~=—3(B+\)—i®, (51)
and the spectral density reduces to
e [ wipsing\%/ 28(B+3N) 1
@(r,w)~<4ﬂ€°cz1,) (92(1+7\/B) A2+ (w—-w,)?]
3(B+22) .\ 3(B+)) 5(B+2) ) (52)
T BT (@ =-w )2 T BNt (@@, +92)7 T S(BAN+(w—w, —R)2 )"

As in the case of monochromatic excitation, there are peaks in the spectrum centered at the driving fre-
quency w,, one of which is associated with elastic scattering, and at the Stark-shifted frequencies w,* .
For the inelastic components, the ratio of the width of the central peak to the side peaks is 2(8+2X)/3(B8 +X)
and the ratio of the height of the central peak to the side peaks is 3(8+))/(B+21). These reduce to the well
known ratios 2:3 and 3:1, respectively, under monochromatic excitation, but to the ratios 4:3 and 3:2 in
the limit of wide band excitation A>>B. Similar conclusions were also recently reached by Eberly® and
Agarwal” from other arguments.

Perhaps the most interesting aspects of the spectral distribution (50) relate to its asymmetries off-
resonance (6+0), because these features are not encountered at all under monochromatic excitation,+?
and appear never to have been investigated before. For purposes of numerical computation, it is some-
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what more convenient to rewrite Eq. (50) in a form that is more analogous to the form that was first given
by Mollow! for monochromatic excitation. If we replace the sum over the roots by an integral over the p
plane, we can transform Eq. (50) and arrive at the expression

- w02 13 Sinl/)

5(F, w) ( 392°/p*

x[ A

AM(w=-w,)?

)2 (G 9%/8%)

z
dme,c?r

i(w, —w) (1 =1/B) +2B+ 3\ =2%/B = (2A/BR?) [i(w, — w) +B + 41 +iBO] [i(w, — w) + 28 +2]?

(1+x/B)+ (1 +1/B)2+ 6%

_%Q2<

where C(p) is the polynomial defined by Eq. (45).
This spectral distribution which is symmetric un-
der simultaneous sign change of § and w, -~ w, has
been evaluated for several different values of the
Rabi frequency 2, the detuning 6 and the excitation
bandwidth A, and the results are shown in Figs.
2—6. Note that in some graphs the central peaks
are off scale.

Let us first examine the situation when the ex-
citing field is relatively weak. Figure 2 shows
the spectral density for 2 =0.18, for fixed detun-
ing 6 =-5, and for gradually increasing bandwidth
of the laser field. Under monochromatic excita-
tion, the fluorescence is dominated by elastic
scattering; the spectrum is symmetric and is cen-
tered at the driving frequency w,. However, as the
excitation bandwidth A increases, the elastic con-

Cli(w, - ) +i(w, - w)]

cee)].

(53)

r

tribution rapidly becomes less important than the
inelastic one, which tends to become centered at
the atomic frequency.

Figures 3 and 4 show the corresponding situation
for a strong, exciting field, with @ =108, on reso-
nance (9 =0) and off resonance (6 =— 3), respec-
tively. With monochromatic excitation the Stark
splitting leads to the characteristic three-peaked,
symmetric spectrum centered at the driving fre-
quency w,. As the excitation bandwidth A in-
creases, the central peak at frequency w, de-
creases in height and merges into the side peaks.
However, off resonance one of the side peaks
rapidly disappears, and only the one closer to the
atomic resonance frequency w, survives, so that
the spectrum quickly becomes markedly asymmetric.

Figure 5 illustrates the effect of increasing de-

8xI074 1
Q-18 W
8=-5
6xi0™*
T FIG. 2. Spectrum
] 2 (w)(4meyc?n)?/(whpsing)?
of the fluorescence radi-
axio* 11 1 ated by a driven atom in the
X | 1 steady state, for various
| values of the excitation
bandwidth A, with Rabi fre-
quency £=0.18, and de-
IFe tuning 6 =-5.
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Q=108

FIG. 3. Spectrum
@ (w)(4meyc?r)?/(winsing)?
of the fluorescence radiated
by a driven atom in the
steady state, for various
values of the excitation
bandwidth A, with Rabi fre-
quency £ =108, and no de-
tuning (6=0).

10

FREQUENCY w-w, IN UNITS OF 3

tuning 6 on the spectrum, for a fixed, but modest,
excitation bandwidth A =0.58. The asymmetry in-
creases with 8, and of the two side peaks produced
by Stark splitting, only the one closest to the atom-
ic frequency survives for large detuning. The

peak centered at the driving frequency w, shows

Q=08
0--3

an interesting behavior, in that it reaches a maxi-
mum height for a certain detuning 6, and rapidly
declines thereafter.

Somewhat similar effects appear to an exagger-
ated extent in Fig. 6, in which we have taken the
exciting field to be very strong (2 =1008), with a

FIG. 4. Spectrum
@(w)(4me P2/ (whpsing)?
of the fluorescence radi-
ated by a driven atom in
the steady state, for var-
ious values of the excita-
tion bandwidth A, with Rabi
frequency £ =108, and de-
tuning 6 =-3.
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ﬂ =108
A=503
ﬁ FIG. 5. Spectrum
@ (w)(4meoc? )2/ (winsind)?
of the fluorescence radi-
ated by a driven atom in the
steady state, for various
degrees of detuning 6, with
Rabi frequency £ =108, and
excitation bandwidth A =0.583.
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fixed excitation bandwidth A =103, and have com-
puted the spectrum up to a detuning of 2008. Un-
der these circumstances not only one of the two

side peaks attributable to Stark splitting, but also
the peak centered at the driving frequency w,, be-
comes negligible for large detuning, and the peak
centered at the atomic frequency clearly domi-

nates. Despite the strength of the excitation field

(2 =1008), for large detuning the ac Stark effect
tends to become a small effect with finite band-
width excitation.

V. SUMMARY

We have shown that the effect of nonmonochro-
matic excitation in resonance fluorescence is to
modify the time development of the fluorescent

FIG. 6. Spectrum
@ (w)(4meyc? Y2/ (winsing)?
of the fluorescence radiated
by a driven atom in the
steady state, for various
degrees of detuning 6, with
Rabi frequency £ =1008,
and excitation bandwidth
A=108.
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light intensity, its intensity correlation function
and its spectral density. But whereas the effect

is relatively small in the first two cases, it can
become substantial and quite dramatic in the last
case. This conclusion is not altogether surprising;
the phase fluctuations of the driving field are
naturally reflected more in the complex amplitude
of the fluorescent field, and therefore in the radi-
ated spectral density, than in its intensity. In

particular, with off-resonance excitation the fluor-
escence spectrum becomes asymmetric, and re-
flects constructive and destructive interference
effects on the two sides of the excitation frequency.
These asymmetries are absent under monochro-
matic excitation, and represent a newly encoun-
tered feature of resonance fluorescence. It is
possible that they played a role in some of the
recently reported observations.*
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