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We present a theoretical model for the interaction of a beam of two-level atoms with a resonant laser beam. It is
shown that the radiation force, while averaging to zero at resonance, produces a transverse spread of the atomic
velocities. If radiative damping is ignored, this spread increases linearly with time and finally saturates towards a
steady value. Although the spread has a quantum-mechanical origin, we show that it is possible, in the limit 7k —0,
to describe the phenomenon in terms of differential equations of motion for the atomic translational variables, as in
the classical case. In this model it is also possible to describe the effects of radiative damping, as well as other
additional effects, which may occur in a real experiment. Finally a comparison of our results with experimental data,
recently obtained on an Na atomic beam, has been made. Although an order-of-magnitude fit of the experimental
data could be obtained, the weights of the different causes, reducing the spread, were found to be ambiguous and

have been left partly open.

I. INTRODUCTION

The subject of the atomic motion in a resonant
or nearly resonant electromagnetic field has
recently attracted much attention because of its
important applications, such as, for instance,
the selection of atomic species in an atomic
beam!® (isotope separation) and cooling and trap-
ping of atoms.? The trajectory of an atom can
be affected by its interaction with an electro-
magnetic field through several processes: a
lenslike effect caused by an inhomogeneity of a
standing-wave field, fluctuations in spontaneous
or stimulated emission of radiation after an ex-
citation by a resonant field, and recoil effects in
spontaneous emission processes. The spread of
an atomic beam in the presence of an inhomo-
geneous radiofrequency field was observed for
potassium atoms by Bloom et al.,® and for CsF
molecules by Hill et ql.* Deflection of Na atoms
by an intensity gradient of an optical laser beam
was observed by Bjorkholm ef al.,° while the
modification of a laser beam propagation because
of the gradient forces was detected by Tam and
Happer.® The force exerted on the atoms in these
conditions is usually referred to as the gradient
force. Deflection of atoms caused by momentum
transfer through the excitation by a traveling
optical wave was detected in an early experiment
with conventional sources” and later with laser
sources by several investigators.® Also, the
velocity dependent force exerted by a traveling
wave on resonant ions has been used to cool and
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retain ions in a trap.® In these cases, the force
is referred toas a radiation pressure force. If
the atoms interact with a standing-wave field,
made up of two oppositely traveling waves, the
radiation pressure force at resonance is zero,
since an atom can as well interact with the one
or the other traveling wave, and therefore the
average momentum transferred in these pro-
cesses is zero, In this case, however, quantum
fluctuations of the induced processes occur and
cause a spread of the atomic trajectories. This
process can be related to the scattering process
of electrons in a standing-wave pattern (the so-
called Kapitza-Dirac effect!®), although in the
latter effect the scattered particles have no in-
ternal degrees of freedom. The spread of an
atomic beam interacting with a standing-wave
laser field has been investigated by Arimondo
et al.'' Letokhov and co-workers'? have proposed
the trapping of atoms in the antinodes of a near-
resonant standing-wave laser field. Different
theoretical models based on semiclassical or
quantum-mechanical treatments of the transla-
tional degrees of freedom of the atoms have been
developed in recent years.!> Among the cases
treated, we mention the quantum-mechanical
spread of an atomic beam interacting with a
traveling wave field' or with a standing-wave
field'®; or the classical force exerted on the
atoms interacting with a plane traveling wave
or a plane standing wave.!® In a recent series
of papers, Cooks has treated several aspects!’
of the problem, with the ultimate goal of unifying
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the various treatments existing in the litera-
ture.'® A very recent paper has treated the atomic
motion by quantum noise theory.'?

Although in the discussion above we have dis-
tinguished the two cases of atomic motion in an
inhomogeneous resonant field and in a plane,
standing-wave field, both these cases are mani-
festations of the same effect, namely the quan-
tum-mechanical splitting of atomic trajectories
in a classical, nonuniform field. In the first case,
nonuniformity comes from variations of the elec-
tromagnetic field amplitude across a Gaussian-
shaped laser beam, while in the second case non-
uniformity is provided by the standing-wave pat-
tern of the field. The effect of splitting of the
trajectories in a nonuniform field is referred to
as an optical Stern-Gerlach effect?® (OSGE). It is
the aim of this paper to show how it is possible
to calculate the atomic-beam trajectories in the
case in which the momentum transferred from the
field to the atoms is much smaller than a typical
atomic momentum (the quasiclassical limit);
this case turns out to be of practical interest,
since in most experimental situations the condi-
tions for the applicability of the quasiclassical
limit are well satisfied. We want also to showhow
it is possible to introduce in our model several
additional features which are present in actual
experiments, such as, for-instance, the modifica-
tions introduced by the random interruptions of
the phase coherence caused by spontaneous emis-
sion processes or the effects of a standing-wave
Gaussian-shaped laser beam. We compare also
the experimental data on the spread of an atomic
beam in the presence of a standing-wave pattern,
obtained by Arimondo ef al.!* with the OSGE cal-
culations. We show that their results cannot be
interpreted as a pure OSGE, since other effects
interfere and affect considerably the experiment,
In Sec. II we present, for the sake of complete-
ness, the quantum-mechanical equations of mo-
tion for the OSGE. The density-matrix equations
and their quasiclassical limit are discussed in
Sec. III. In the same section we also show the
quasiclassical calculation contrasted with the
quantum-mechanical ones, and we see that sig-
nificant deviations of the former case from the
latter do not occur under practical laboratory
conditions. In Sec. IV we present the quasi-
classical calculations for the experiment of
Arimondo et al.; the evaluated curve for a pure
OSGE does not fit the experimental data, since
the actual spread of the atomic beam is con-
siderably smaller than in the idealised situation.
Some additional features are then added to the
pure OSGE to make the theory fit the experi-
mental points, This is done in Sec. V, in which

we show how these effects affect the spread of

the atomic beam. Finally, in Sec. VI, we draw
some conclusions and discuss the case treated
in this article. .

The equations of the OSGE quantum-mechanical
and semiclassical descriptions are very similar
to those obtained in the nonrelativistic theory of
the free-electron laser.?! Thusfew arguments,
not relevant to the atomic-beam experiment and
discussed in that context, will not be repeated
here,

II. DERIVATION OF THE OSGE EQUATIONS

Let us idealize the experimental situation as
shown in Fig. 1. The atomic beam is perfectly
collimated and the atomic momentum has only a
longitudinal component, p,, before entering the
interaction region. The laser field is made up
of two oppositely running plane waves,

3 E,cos(wt— kx) and 3 E,cos(wt +kx), linearly
polarized along the y direction and traveling in
the X direction. They form, therefore, a stand-
ing-wave pattern, which is the cause of the
Stern-Gerlach-type spread of the atomic beam.
The electric field amplitude is assumed to be
constant within a slab of thickness d in the 2
direction and zero elsewhere, The field frequency
w is tuned to the atomic transition frequency
w,=(E, - E,)/% between the ground level b and
the excited level a.

From a classical point of view, the atoms do
not experience any force in the radiation field,
at resonance the field induces a dipole moment
in the atom which oscillates 90° out-of-phase
with respect to the inducing field. Under ordinary
experimental conditions, the optical periodic T
is very short compared with the time characteris-
tic of the rate of change of momentum. There-
fore the atom has a constant momentum during
an optical period and, averaging over T, we ob-
tain that the mean potential energy of the atom is
zero, independently of the position of the atom in
the standing-wave pattern. The same result is
obtained if we quantize the internal degrees of
freedom of the atom, but leave the center-of-
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FIG. 1. Frame of reference and setup of a typical ex-
periment with the atomic beam, the laser standing wave,
and the detection apparatus.
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mass velocity as a classical variable. This has
been shown recently by Cook.!” To account for
the spread of the atomic beam in the resonant
standing-wave optical field, we therefore need to
quantize both the internal degrees of freedom
and the center-of-mass motion of the atom.

For the one-dimensional problem, the Hamil-
tonian of a two-level atom in a standing-wave
electromagnetic field is given by

= sz'pz +3 w0, ~EQ(0* +0")coswtcoskx,

(1)
where p is the atomic momentum along the x

direction,

Q= ﬁn (2)
n
is the Rabi flipping frequency, o,, 0,, and 0,
are the Pauli operators associated with the two-
level system, and

ot=4(0, +i0,). (3)

To eliminate the rapid oscillations at the optical
frequency in the equations of motion, we trans-
form to the interaction picture

[N =U®yst), @
where
U(t) =explwo,t/2). (5)

Then the Schrédinger equation can be written
L d 1 n
in Zt_l‘p’} = (mpz + 5 (wo - w)o,
nQ
_—2——(0‘*+o‘) coskx)lzp,(t)) , (6)

where the rapidly oscillating terms at twice the
optical frequency have been omitted (the ro-
tating-wave approximation). In the p representa-
tion the wave function can be written as

L9, (p, ) =a(p, t)la) +b(p, t)Ib) . (7
Then the operator p? acts on a(p, t) and b(p, t) as
a multiplier, while the operator coskx acts as a
translator

(coskx)a(p, )=z (e’ +e *)a(p, t)

=3[a(p +7k, t) +a(p - iik, t)]
a=ab. (8)
Projecting Eq. (6) onto |a),|d), we have
.. da 2 n s )
zh’?t— = ;—m a +?(w°— w)a - —4—[b(p +ik, t)
+b(p - kk, t)], (9)

24
20 P, K )
in Y™ b- 5 (wy— w)b - 2 la(p +7ik, )
+a(p -1k, t)].
At resonance, w=uw,, these equations can be de-
coupled by means of the replacement of a, b with
a, B defined as
a= 712- (a+0),
(10)
1
B= 72—((1 -b).
Then the equations for o, read
ple b, 1 -
in of “am % 2 la(p +7k, t) +a(p - ik, 1)],
(11)
LR Y Vi _
in T ™ B+ 7 [B(p +ik, t) +B(p — ik, 1)].

These equations show that the wave function of
the atoms splits into two mutually independent
components which evolve in time under the action
of the potential energies ~37% coskx and
+31Q coskx, respectively, The wave function of
an atom, originally in its ground state, has equal
components a and 8. Therefore the single-atom
components are split under the action of the
electromagnetic field inhomogeneity!®; hence the
name optical Stern-Gerlach effect. We will see
in the next section how to pass from the quantum
problem to an appearently classical one, in the
limit Z2—0, Now we wantto show under what
conditions Eqgs. (9) can be solved in terms of
known functions, and to obtain a method for the
evaluation of the solution in the general case.
Let us consider the case in which the atomic
sample has been prepared in a well collimated
monochromatic beam, propagating along the z
axis. Then the initial state for the incoming
atoms is a plane wave, with perfectly defined
momentum and total undetermination of the posi-
tion of the atoms. The initial momentum along
the x direction is zero. Momentum transfer
from the field to atoms occurs in integral multi-
ples of Zk. Therefore a(p,t) and b(p,t) in (9)
can be expressed as the discrete series

a(p, ) =lk Y a,(t)6(p — nitk), (12a)

B(b, 1) =Rk 2 b,(16(p ~ nitk), (12b)
with the initial conditions, at time f=0 when the
atoms enter the interaction region

a,(0)=0 ’

b,(0)=1,
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since the atoms are initially in their ground state,
One can also easily see that the sum in (12a)
ranges over odd values of n, while (12b) ranges
over even values of n. Therefore, setting

a,(t), for n odd
x’l(t) =
b,(t), for neven (13)
we obtain from (9) an infinite set of differential-
difference equations

B LR )2 (6 43,0,
14)
with
£,(0) =5, (15)

Equations (14) can be solved in terms of known
analytical functions if the interaction time is so
short that only a few translational states are
reached (starting from the state n =0) by the
atoms, and for those states the kinetic energy
n?n2k?/2m is negligible compared with the inter-
action energy 7§./4. Then one can see that the
solution to (14), (15), when the kinetic energy
terms are ignored, is given by*

Xq(8) =37 ,(R8/2), (16)

where J, is the Bessel function of integer order.
Therefore, after an interaction time 7, 27 max
translational states are occupied, with

7 max N‘QT/2 ’ (17)

and the probability distribution |x,|2 has its
maximum value just around n,,,. Using Egs.
(16), the spread of transverse momentum (p?)
can be easily evaluated giving

Then we see that the atomic spread in the trans-
verse direction increases linearly with the inter-
action time, and, also, depends linearly on £,
i,e., on the electric field amplitude of the laser
beam. Increasing the interaction time 7, a
situation is reached in which translational states
of the atoms are occupied for which the kinetic

N A 92 9% \ . nQ
Zﬁa—t' Plxy, %y, t)=— —(m - E;E)p(xl,xz, t) + >

where

Poal®ys X2y ) Paplny, % t)
P(xy, %y, t) = 23)

pBot(xU X2 t) pBB(xlv Xgy t)

energy is comparable with the interaction energy.
Therefore, when p?/2m ~iQ /4 = 4 8,/4, the
probability amplitudes x, are no longer expressed
by Egs. (16). To our knowledge no analytical
solution of Eqs. (14) exists and a numerical inte-
gration must be carried out in order to obtain the
actual probability distribution of translational
states.?

So far we have described the quantum-mechani-
cal treatment of the OSGE; under the action of a
nonuniform electromagnetic field the wave func-
tion of each single atom of the beam is split
symmetrically; the average transverse momen-
tum of the atoms is still zero, but a and 8 de-
scribe two trajectories symmetrically spread
around the unperturbed path., The whole process
is a coherent one; no phase-interruption mecha-
nism, such as spontaneous decay processes or
phase fluctuations in the laser beam have been
introduced. The full quantum process, therefore,
would require keeping all terms in Eqgs. (16). We
will show, in the next section, how we can avoid
such a time consuming calculation, just retaining
the characteristic features of the OSGE, and dis-
carding all quantum effects which would be dif-
ficult—if not impossible—to detect.

III. DENSITY MATRIX EQUATIONS AND THE
QUASICLASSICAL LIMIT

A. Theory

The density-matrix description is carried out
in the representation (10). Indeed, the states
{a),1B), defined as

l0)= 5~ (la) +10)), (19)
1 = 7 (a2 - 18), (20)

are eigenstates of the operator 0, =0* +6~ which
appears in (6),

o,la)=lw, @1)

01IB> == lB) .

In this representation, the equation of motion
for the density matrix p(x,, %,, ) describing both
the internal and the translational degrees of
freedom is given by

1 0\~ ~
[coskx1(0 _l)p(xl,xz, t) = coskx,p(x,, %,, t)((l) _01)] , (22)

I

In a normal Stern-Gerlach experiment, the off-
diagonal elements of the density matrix are zero
before the interaction with the magnetic field,
because the atoms have equal probability to be
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spin up or spin down, independently of the direc-
tion of the axis of quantization. In our actual
problem, however, this is not the case. Since at
=0 the atoms are in their ground state, |b), the
two states | @) and |B8) have, at £=0, the same
population 3 (as in a normal Stern-Gerlach experi-
ment), but there is complete coherence between
them. We shall see, however, that coherence ef-
fects are negligible in the quasiclassical limit.

Introducing the center of mass X and relative
coordinate x,

X=3(x, +%,), (24)
X=X =Xy, (25)

we find the equations for p(X, x, )

aat Poe=— %%—% M—Qsin—’;—x SinkXpqy
i %Pea =__£_ .a_a;_ a‘;{ Pgg +9 sin %— sinkXpgg ,
(26)

ih’;%‘ Pus =__Z_ a_i. ai( P +82cOS %— coskXpqg ,
i 53[ oo =— _5_53;_ a‘; Paa — S cOS %— coskXpgq .

To perform the passage to the quasiclassical limit
in the translational degrees of freedom of the
atoms, it is convenient to introduce the Wigner
representation of the density matrix

-
B0X,P, 0= T [ et px, 5, nax, @D

which satisfies the set of (uncoupled) differential
equations

Q ik
paa(X’P t)=__2_51nkx[paa<XP+ 2 ’t)

nk
_paa(X’P - _2— ’ t)] ’

psB(X P, t)—— ska[pBB(X P+ f;k t)

—PaB(X,P ’Ezk— ’ t)] ’
(28)

i 7k
_,% paB(X;P, t) =~ _é— cost[paB(X,P +—2—-, t)

nk
+pa8(X P_? ’t)]’

iQ i
3%’t—pf,‘,[(x,P, =5 cost[pw(X,P 5, t)

ik
+PBa(X,P - ? N t)] N
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where we have introduced the differential op-
erator

9 P 9
D= (29)

We are now in a position to take the quasiclassical
limit in Eqs. (28). Expanding the right-hand sides
(rhs) of Egs. (28) in powers of 7k, and keeping
only the terms linear in 7Zk, we obtain for the
diagonal elements Py, Pas

k2
':g)_tpaot(X,Pp t) == )

sinkX — aP PaaX,P,t),

(30)
kn

a%p%(x P,t)= = sinkX —5 ap pea(X, P, 1).
In so doing, we consider the kick received by the
atom in each elementary process as an in-
finitesimal modification of the atomic momentum,
thus regarding the atomic momentum as a con-
tinuous variable, instead of a discrete one like in
Eqgs. (28).

Equations (30) allow a remarkable interpreta-
tion of the process; indeed, since

- IkQ sinkX =— pkE sinkX = (31)

BX ’
where W(X) is the classical potential energy of
the atom in the electromagnetlc field, Egs. (30)
describe the particle’s trajectories in a Stern-
Gerlach-type experiment under the influence of
a gradient field; the trajectories of particles in
the o and in the B states split.

In our process, however, the gradient field is
periodic in space; therefore a space translation
of one-half wavelength would change trajectories
of a states into trajectories of 3 states, and vice
versa. Furthermore, the particles have been
assumed to enter the interaction region with a
sharp distribution in transverse momentum; i.e.,
they have a wide (much larger than 27/k) dis-
tribution in X. Therefore, when replacing the
diagonal density matrix elements with a statis-
tical ensemble of classical particles, we have to
introduce a broad distribution in the transverse
coordinate X. This means that the characteris-
tics of Egs. (30) which describe the classical
trajectories have their initial points distributed
over a region much larger than 27/k, With these
initial conditions, the a-state and B-state tra-
jectories will differ only by an unessential shift
in their starting point. This difference will of
course disappear in the averaging over the sta-
tistical ensemble.

The characteristics of Eqs. (30) are given by
the set of differential equations



(R

dx
m=at =P

(32)

where the + signs in front of 7%k sinkX has been
dropped in view of the above discussion. Equa-
tions (32) describe the motion of a particle in a
periodic potential; they are pendulum equations.
Integration of Eqgs. (32) is much simpler than the
method based on Eqs. (14) of Sec. II, and the re-
sults are very close; as will be shown in the next
section, the only difference is a ripple in the
probability distribution which can hardly be de-
tected in experiments.

We consider now the quasiclassical limit of the
other equations, i.e., the equations for the off-
diagonal elements p,5 and pg,. Here the coef-
ficient of the linear term is zero. We are there-
fore left with

5% Pyp =—tR2coskXp,; ,
(33)

%)t'ﬂea =iQ coskXpg,

[note that %, being contained in Q, does not dis-
appear from (33) as it does in Eq. (30) because
of (31)].

The atomic momentum P enters Eqs, (33)as a
parameter because the operator 3/8 P does not
appear. The characteristics of Eqs. (33) are
therefore straight lines, starting at X =X, (with
X, being within the range of the initial condi-
tions), and P =P(0)=0. We are led to the follow-
ing conclusion: In the quasiclassical limit the
“coherence” p,ga, Pg, between a states and B
states cannot be defined for particles which
undergo deflections by the gradient field, This
fact can be interpreted in simple terms: Strictly
speaking, the classical limit of the motion of the
atom can be carried out only if the deBroglie
wavelength of the atom is small compared with the
wavelength of the electromagnetic field, i.e.,

P> k. In the limit Zk—0, however, this is true
for all particles, save for those which are not
deflected, i.e., for those particles which keep
their zero transverse momentum. Thus co-
herence, which is a quantum-mechanical feature,
survives for these particles only. This is the
classical reminiscence of the quantum-mechanical
forward diffraction cone in which the incoming
coherence survives. '

Within this simple quasiclassical model it is
possible to discuss all the effects of spontaneous
emission processes on the spread of the atomic
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beam (see Appendix A). Other effects will be
discussed as well in the next sections.

B. Numerical calculations

We have performed numerical calculations on
the fully quantum-mechanical equations [Eqgs.

" (14)], and on their corresponding quasiclassical

analog [Eqgs. (32)]. Introducing the recoil kinetic
energy ¢ in units of angular frequency,

€=itk%/2m , (34)
and an interaction time in dimensionless units,
T =€t, (35)

we find that both Eqs. (14) and (33) scale with the
same factor, Q/¢, i.e., the ratio between the
interaction energy Q and the recoil kinetic energy
€. Indeed, Eqgs. (14) can be written as

. d Q
P57 =n2x, — ic nar (7) +2, (7], (36)

while Eqgs. (32) become

a8 _

o =2Q, (37)

d Q

-d—(’l?— = %¢ sing, (38)
with

Q =P/nk, 39)

E=kX,

Figure 2 shows the probability distribution | |2,
as a function of n, obtained from a numerical
integration of (36), and the probability distribu-
tion f(Q) obtained from the quasiclassical Eqgs.
(37) and (38). The latter one has been evaluated

2
f (x|
005+
T
LTttt L Ll
-50 -10 10 50 P/hk

FIG. 2. The momentum distribution of the OSGE. The
continuous curve is obtained from a quasiclassical cal-
culation, while the discrete spectrum is obtained from
the fully quantum-mechanical calculation. The two spec-
tra are obtained with Q¢ /2=50 and Q/c =2x10%. With
these values the spread is in the linear regime of Eq.

@s).
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just by counting how many trajectories from the
whole set initiated at 7 =0 with £(0) ranging be-
tween 0 and 27, and with Q(0) =0] have at the
final time 7 reached a value of @ such that

@ SQ <@+AQ. We note that the parameter »
becomes the variable  in the limit 72— 0.

The two graphs in Fig. 2 show the quantum
features which are missed when passing to the
continuum. While the continuous line matches
fairly well the discrete spectrum on the average,
the ripples of the latter one, which are of quan-
tum origin, are washed out. The maxima of the
two distributions coincide, but the quantum dis-
tribution is different from zero (even if negli-
gibly small) even in regions not allowed for the
classical particles.* Figure 3, curve (b), shows
the spreads of the distribution as a function of 7
(the averages, or the first moment, are zero in
both cases due to the symmetry of the problem).
Here the quasiclassical and fully quantum graphs
coincide, and since the spread is what is actually
detected in experiments, this shows the validity
of the quasiclassical limit.

ach<e>

120 4+
V/4 € =
100+
(1]
®
80+
ag @
98
60 +
@
404
204 400 ©
T
-+ i -+ + +
0.01 0.03 005

FIG, 3. Time evolution of the rms of the atomic mo-
mentum spread, measured in %k units. The Rabi flip-
ping frequency is such that 2/e=4x10*. In curve (a)
the linear unsaturated spread is reported and in curve
(b) the saturation regime is reached through damped
oscillations. The curves (c), (d), and (e) are obtained
in the presence of a damping mechanism with y/4€ =49,
98, and 400, respectively.

It turns out that the spread increases linearly
with time at the beginning [such very short 7
for which Eq. (29) is valid], then the spread
reaches saturation and, after some oscillations,
tends towards a constant value. Saturation is
reached for values of ((p2)}2 of the order of
S HRVQ /€ , in agreement with the value derived
by Cook and Bernhardt,!s

IV. COMPARISON OF THE OSGE WITH
EXPERIMENTAL DATA ON Na ATOMIC BEAM

The atomic spread of a Na beam interacting
with an orthogonal standing-wave laser field was
measured in Ref. 11 for several values of the
laser power. The atomic beam was sent across
a laser beam at normal incidence, and the spread
was measured by detecting the number of atoms
which were deflected from the longitudinal axis
by the interaction with the field. We compare now
the experimental results with the theoretical
curve obtained in the preceding section, to es-
tablish whether the experiment can be inter-
preted as a pure OSGE.

To compare the experimental data with the
OSGE curve, we need to know the values of the
two parameters involved in the experiment,
namely the Rabi flipping frequency € and the
interaction time 7. The recoil kinetic energy €
can easily be evaluated in terms of the well-
known Na atomic mass and the wave number of
the resonant transition.

The Rabi frequency was evaluated in Ref. 11
by measuring also the spread of the atomic beam
as a function of the detuning, w-— w,, of the laser
frequency from the transition frequency, and
assuming that the spread follows the usual
saturation broadening behavior as a function of
w— w,. This assumption could not be tested
rigorously, since no theoretical treatment of
saturation broadening of the spread exists. How-
ever, in the present analysis we will utilize the
Rabi frequency as evaluated in Ref. 11, The ex-
perimental interaction time, calculated for the
most probable velocity of the longitudinal Max-
wellian distribution, was long enough that the
spread of the atomic beam was in the saturation
region of the curves of Fig. 3. This was valid
for most atoms in the velocity distribution, so
that we assume that the spread of the atomic beam
for any laser power density must be compared
with the saturated, limiting value to which the
curve in Fig. 3 tends as ==,

In Fig. 4 the experimental values of the spread
of the atomic beam are reported together with
the theoretical curve of OSGE obtained as dis-
cussed above, using the values of @ reported in
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FIG. 4. Experimental data for the spread of the Na
beam measured in Ref, 11; the dashed line passing
through the experimental points has been reported in
that reference. The continuous line is the theoretical
curve of the OSGE, The scale on the abscissa axis is
proportional to the square root of the applied laser pow-
er, i.e., the electric field amplitude.

Ref. 11, We see that the experimental values are
less by a factor of ~4 than the theoretical ones,
thus proving that the experiment cannot be in-
terpreted as a pure OSGE,

On the other hand, in the experiment the co-
herence decay rate was smaller than the stimu-
lated transition rates, which rules out the ran-
dom walk model (see Appendix B) as a possible
interpretation of the measured spread. Further-
more, the random walk model gives, as shown
in Appendix B, a linear dependence of the spread
on the electric field amplitude

(2"~ 85T, “0)

which does not display the bend appearing in the
experimental curve.

As we shall see in the next section, however,
several additional effects, such as spontaneous
emission processes or the Gaussian profile of
the laser beam, combine to suppress the effective
spread obtainable in actual experiments.

V. OTHER EFFECTS WHICH AFFECT THE SPREAD
OF THE ATOMIC BEAM

We have also computed the quasiclassical
OSGE with the inclusion of several other effects,
namely: (i) spontaneous emission processes;
(ii) a Gaussian profile of the laser beam; and
(iii) misalignment of the atomic beam from the
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normal incidence to the laser beam. These ef-
fects affect the spread of the atomic beam, and
can reduce it by a factor of up to one order of
magnitude.

A. Spontaneous emission processes

We show in Appendix A that spontaneous emis-
sion processes can be included in our model cal-
culations. Theireffect is to reduce the spread
of the atomic beam, since they interrupt the
coherence between translational and internal
degrees of freedom, thus preventing the quanta
of atomic momentum picked up from the field to
add up coherently. We have numerically analyzed
the simple case of the transit time comparable
or shorter than the spontaneous lifetime 1/7, so
that the stochastic function y(¢) can be replaced
by its correlation function, as discussed in Ap-
pendix A. We report in Fig. 3, curves (c), (d),
and (e), the spread obtained as a function of
T =€t for several values of y/4e. The oscillations
of the spread before reaching its saturated value
are damped and, also, the final value is reduced
considerably,

On Fig. 5 we report the saturated valued of the
spread as'a function of the electric field ampli-
tude for sgveral values of v/4e, for the typical
conditions of the experiment on the Na beam of
Ref. 11. The shape of the curves change when vy
is increased until a situation is reached in which
the spread becomes linear in the electric field
amplitude [curve (d)] over the whole range of

25 (mm)
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FIG. 5. Theoretical curves for the OSGE in the pre-
sence of a damping mechanism versus the laser power
P in the typical conditions of the Na beam experiment,
The curves (a), (b), (c), and (d) were obtained for y/4e
=0, 49, 200, and 500, respectively. The scale on the
abscissa axis is the same as in Fig.4.
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values of §, reported. Thus, for large values of
¥, we get the same linear dependence on §, which
we have obtained with the random walk model.
However, even for those values of 7, if the elec-
tric field amplitude is increased (beyond the val-
ues reported in Fig. 5) the spread saturates
again and approaches the value obtained in the
absence of damping. Therefore, for large values
of §,all the curves in Fig. 5 would merge into
the same curve.

B. Gaussian profile of the laser beam

Up to now, the electric field amplitude has been
assumed constant in the interaction region, and
zero elsewhere. However, under experimental
conditions, the electric field amplitude varies
smoothly across the laser beam, and an ad-
ditional effect on deflection occurs. This effect
can, in principle, either increase or decrease
the spread of the atomic beam, depending on the
experimental conditions. We have evaluated this
additional effect just accounting for an electric
field amplitude (or Rabi frequency ) which varies
according to a Gaussian law across the beam, or,
since the atoms traverse the light field with their
longitudinal velocity which remains unaffected
by the interaction with light, we have introduced
a time-varying Rabi frequency £ in Egs. (33).
The Gaussian beam waist and the peak amplitude
of the field were chosen in such a way that the
energy carried by both running waves was un-
changed, and the time width of 2 was chosen to
be equal to the interaction time of the square
pulse shape used earlier., We have found that the
spread of the atomic beam is significantly re-
duced when the square profile is replaced by a
Gaussian shape. The reduction varies from 10%
when £/€ ~10° to 40% when /€ ~2x10%, These
results have been obtained in the absence of re-
laxation. The saturated value of the spread vs
the electric field amplitude maintains, after re-
duction, the same shape as in the case of square
pulse profiles,

This behavior is interpreted observing that the
much deflected particles have undergone a multi-
photon process of very high order. The process
depends on a very high power of the field dis-
tribution and hence the main contribution comes
from the center of the laser Gaussian beam. For
these particles the effective interaction time is
greatly reduced and the spread of the atomic
beam decreases.

C. Misalignment of the laser beam

If the angle between the longitudinal axis of the
atomic beam and the direction of propagation of
the laser beam is different from 90° by a small

amount, a say, then misalignment effects arise.
Also this case can easily be treated in our model,
since it is just necessary to integrate Eqgs. (32)
starting from an initial velocity different from
zero and equal to the component of the undeflected
atomic-beam velocity along the laser beam axis.
We have evaluated this effect also with the in-
clusion of a damping rate v in the same limits

of validity discussed above in Sec. VA, The re-
sults are reported in Fig. 6. In the absence of
relaxation (¥ =0) we have found that the atomic
spread increases at small values of the mis-
alignment angle «, because the initial atomic
momentum in the x direction modifies the phase
relation between the atomic wave function and the
driving electric field. At large misalignment
angles a, however, the spread is significantly
reduced. Therefore, the maximum value of the
spread is obtained for a value of « different from
zero, When the relaxation mechanism is intro-
duced, we see that it acts by reducing the spread
for all values of a. Also, thé enhancement of
the spread at small values of a (#0) tends to
decrease, and eventually it disappears for in-
creasing values of the damping constant 7.

V1. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We have shown that the quasiclassical limit of
the OSGE contains its most important features
and gives essentially the same results as the
fully quantum-mechanical description. Those
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FIG. 6. Plot of the atomic momentum spread, in zZk

units and measured in the saturation regime, versus the
misalignment parameter of the direction of the Na beam.
In the lower abscissa axis the misalignment angle « is
reported; in the upper abscissa axis the initial atomic
momentum along the propagation direction of the laser
beam is reported. Curve (a) is obtained in the absence
of damping mechanism and curve (b) is obtained with
v/ 4e =?8. The Rabi flipping frequency is such that /¢
=4x10°%,
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features which are lost in the passage to the
quasiclassical limit are either not important or
totally undetectable. Furthermore, the quasi-
classical model can be worked out in a much
simpler way than the quantum-mechanical model,
and several additional effects which cannot be
avoided under actual experimental conditions can
be included in the model in a natural way.

Within our quasiclassical model we have also
compared the behavior of the spread of the atomic
momentum as a function of the electric field
amplitude with the experimental data obtained
recently by Arimondo et al.'! for the spread of
an atomic Na beam. We have found that the ex-
perimental results cannot be interpretedas a
pure OSGE, since the observed spread is less by
a factor of ~4 than the spread calculated with the
quasiclassical model under the same conditions,
On the other hand, the actual experimental con-
ditions would force us to draw the same conclus-
ion, since the complicating effects discussed in
Sec. V could not be avoided and certainly had af-
fected the observed spread. In particular, the
interaction time of that experiment was long
enough that phase-interrupting spontaneous emis-
sion processes were not negligible. Since the
radiative damping occurs at a rate of v,/4, where
y:! is the upper level radiation lifetime, an
average number of 10 spontaneous emission pro-
cesses occur during an interaction time. We have
seen that these processes cause a net decrease
of the spread, and this could bring the theoretical
curve and the experimental results into better
agreement. But this effect is by no means the
only additional effect to the OSGE. Indeed, with a
properly chosen value of 7, including other damp-
ing mechanisms, such as, for instance, laser
fluctuation effects, an agreement with the experi-
mental data could be obtained as an order-of-
magnitude fit, but the theoretical curve would be
a straight line [as a function of §,; see Fig. 5,
curve (d), while the experimental points display
a clear saturation behavior (see Fig. 4)]. There-
fore, the other two effects mentioned in Sec. V
must be affecting the observed spread. Un-
fortunately, the angle of misalignment of the
geometrical configuration and the parameters of
the Gaussian beam waist were not recorded with
a sufficient degree of accuracy to justify a de-
tailed fit to the experimentally observed spread.
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APPENDIX A: INCLUSION OF SPONTANEOUS
EMISSION PROCESSES IN THE QUASICLASSICAL
MODEL OF OSGE

If we ignore the atomic motion and the inter-
action of translational degrees of freedom with
the internal degrees of freedom, we can easily
derive the rate of change of p,, and pgg caused
by radiative damping of the upper level; we have

Paa =% +%(pab +pba) ’
(A1)
Pas =% — 2(Pap +Ppa) -

Denoting the rate of radiative damping of the
upper level by ¥, we therefore have

f)aa =%(‘Sab +15ba) == ‘;' Y(pab +pba) ’
(A2)
‘556 == %(ﬁab +ﬁbu) = +% 7(pab +pba),

or, in terms of P, and Pgs

f)xxa ="%y(paa°p88)’
(A3)
Pag=~- %Y(Pse - Paa).

The inclusion of atomic recoil in the spontaneous
emission process would modify Eqs. (A3).23
However, we do not consider the change in the
atomic momentum due to the spontaneous emis-
sion processes because we consider only the case
where a few spontaneous processes occur, while
the atoms undergo many induced ones. Further-
more, the momentum transferred to the atom
in a spontaneous emission process has no privi-
leged direction, so that its component along the x
axis is negligible. Here the spontaneous emis-
sion processes are considered only in so far as
they interrupt the phase of the coherent walkoff
of the atom.

In the quasiclassical limit the momentum trans-
ferred in a spontaneous emission process is
a fortiori negligible, Indeed, it is easy to see
that when 7k ~0, the damping is still described
by the rhs of Eqs. (A3), with the density matrix
elements evaluated at X,P.?® The effect of spon-
taneous emission can therefore be described as a
relaxation process in which a states turn into 8
states and B states into a states, Owing to this
fact, each elementary spontaneous emission pro-
cess inverts the sign of the force acting on the
classical particle. If many elementary processes
occur before the atom is appreciably displayed
from its position X(¢), the force acting on it will
average to zero; thus we recover the well-known
result that the average force exerted by a clas-
sical standing-wave field tuned to resonance with
the atomic transition is zero.?*

Fluctuations of the force around its average
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value will cause the atoms to spread around the
unperturbed trajectory P =const, in such a way
as to leave unchanged the average transverse
momentum. To describe this Brownian-type
motion, we can write the stochastic equation of
motion derived from (32):

m-d;x' =P,

dt (A4)

dP  nkQ .

FTIN) x(t)Ska,
where x(?) is a stochastic function of £, which can
assume only the values +1 and —1. This function
averages to zero

x(#) =0 ‘ (A5)
and is taken to have the correlation function
(x(E (@ +7) =exp(- ¥ 7/4). (A6)

This simple model is valid only if ¥ is smaller
than the rate at which stimulated emission-
absorption processes occur.

To obtain an estimate of the influence of the
damping on the spread of atomic momentum in the
case in which the laser beam is confined to a
slab of finite thickness as discussed in Sec. II
and the interaction time is comparable to or
shorter than the spontaneous emission lifetime,
we can replace the stochastic function x(¢) in
(A4) with its correlation function (A6). The re-
sults of such a calculation are described in Sec.
VA.

APPENDIX B: THE RANDOM WALK MODEL

We want to show here a method for evaluating
the atomic momentum spread, under the assump-
tion that the coherences of the internal states
a, B and the translational ones have short life-
times, compared with the average time interval
between successive emission and absorption pro-
cesses, In this case, the process is fully ran-
dom—in contrast with the complete coherence of
the process described in Sec. I—and we obtain
a Markov random walk model. In this model it
is not necessary that the photon momentum 7%k
be small compared with the atomic momentum,
as in the quasiclassical limit, It only requires
a fast relaxation mechanism which destroys the
coherences of the interaction process,

The random walk model can be evaluated as
follows,. Starting from P =0 in the lower level,
the atom acquires a momentum P =7k or P =~ 7tk
from the field, depending on which running wave
has excited the atom to the upper level. Then a
stimulated emission occurs, and the atom reaches

the momentum P =27k or P =0 and P =0 or

P =27tk depending on the momentum acquired

in the absorption process. The atom is now again
in the lower state, and the process goes on step
by step (see Fig. 7).

The probability of reaching a certain momentum
niq after m steps, C;', is proportional to the
number of ways we can end up at this point,

P. This probability distribution is easily seen

to be given by the Pascal-Tartaglia triangle,

i.e., P=(7;). The probabilities C], therefore,
can be obtained from P after a proper normaliza-
tion, and satisfies recurrence relations

cr=(Cp, +Cn (B1)

n-1/9y

which is the mathematical formulation of the
tree diagram of Fig. 7. Thus we have obtained
the distribution of transverse momentum without
the assumption that the photon momentum 7k
is small compared with P,

However, in the quasiclassical limit Zk-0,
the relations (B1) assume a particularly ap-
pealing form. Writing (B1) using a second-order
difference

Crt-Cr=dlCra-CN-(@-Cr)l (B2)
and taking the continuous limit, we find the dif-
fusion equation

3C(m,n)

om

92C(m, n)
anZ ’

(B3)

1
)
where m now corresponds to the time ¢ and n
corresponds to the atomic momentum P, This
shows the relationship with the Brownian mo-
tion. The diffusion equation (B3) can be solved
easily, and gives for C(m,n) a Gaussian dis-
tribution. Then the quasiclassical limit, in this
case, is equivalent with the central limit theorem,
according to which a binomial distribution tends
towards a Gaussian distribution. The mean-

p/fk
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FIG. 7. Pascal-Tartaglia triangle representing sche-
matically the time evolution of the atomic momentum in
the random walk model.
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square deviation of the Gaussian distribution is
given by

7 =2Dm=m. (B4)

Under the assumption specified above that the
transition rate is taken to be proportional to E?
and the interaction time is denoted by 7, (B4)

implies

(P?) =CE2T, (B5)
where C is a constant, The present diffusion
approximation is equivalent with a simplified

version of the Fokker-Planck approach of the last
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