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We consider the time-dependent two-level problem of quantum mechanics, where the lev-
els are coupled by a radio-frequency pulse with an arbitrary time-dependent envelope V' (¢).
We derive an approximate solution for the system’s transition amplitude P( ) which is
correct to the third order of perturbation theory, and which applies to all pulses V() with
finite first and second moments which obey the following: lim¢3V(t)=0, as t— 0. Our
form of solution for P( ) provides a criterion for judging the validity of a solution previ-
ously conjectured by Rosen and Zener, and it is generally useful for providing line-shape de-

tails in many cases of practical interest.

I. INTRODUCTION

A problem of continuing interest in quantum
mechanics is to calculate the transition amplitude
for a two-level system whose levels are coupled by a
time-dependent interaction. With level amplitudes
S(t) and P(t) interacting via a coupling pulse
U (t) exp(ivt), which contains a rotating wave factor
at frequency v and an envelope function U(t), the
system is governed by the rate equations

iS=V*(t)Pexp(iQt)

] (1)
iP=V(t)S exp(—iQt) .

Here V(1) is the matrix element of the envelope
function connecting the levels, and Q =wgy, —v is the
frequency off-resonance. For physical couplings,
V(t) vanishes as t— + «, and one wishes to calcu-
late the transition amplitude P( ) for initial condi-
tions: S(— o )=1, P(— 0 )=0. So far as we know,
this can be done exactly for Q=40 in only a few non-
trivial cases: (1) V(t)= const over some time inter-
val and zero otherwise, (2) V(t)« sech(t/T), a case
first solved by Rosen and Zener,! (3) a class of
pulses asymmetric in time recently treated by Bam-
bini and Berman.>3 Solutions for P( ) for such
physically interesting cases as Gaussian or Lorentzi-
an pulse shapes apparently do not exist, at least not
in terms of elementary functions.

In connection with estimating P(oo) for general
pulses ¥(¢), Rosen and Zener' suggested the follow-
ing solution (to within an arbitrary phase);

Plwo)=[F(T,Q)/A]sind . (2)
Here,

FT,0)= [° Vioexp(—iQodr

27

and is the pulse Fourier transform at frequency Q,
which depends also on the pulse width 7, and
A=F(T,0) is the pulse area. Rosen and Zener
showed that P( ) of Eq. (2) is exact for the hyper-
bolic secant pulse, and they conjectured that this re-
sult held for “all nonsingular (coupling pulses), i.e.,
all functions which are continuous and whose first
derivatives are continuous.” The Rosen-Zener con-
jecture is also exact for all pulses on resonance,
Q=0 [see Eq. (5) below], for all sufficiently narrow
pulses [in the 8-function limit, see Eq. (35) below],
and it holds approximately in the weak-coupling
limit, A—0.* On the other hand, numerical solu-
tions to Egs. (1) show that the Rosen-Zener conjec-
ture does not hold in general, although some expect-
ed features of P(w) for Gaussian and Lorentzian
pulses are divulged by use of Eq. (2).2 What is lack-
ing is an analytic criterion for deciding how good an
approximation the Rosen-Zener conjecture is for a
given pulse. More generally, one would like to solve
Egs. (1), at least approximately, for arbitrary cou-
pling pulses V(¢) so as to determine how the actual
transition amplitude P(w) deviates from the
Rosen-Zener conjecture. Such a solution should be
of general utility in many spectroscopic applications.

In this paper we derive an approximate form for
P( ) which is valid for all pulses obeying the cri-
terion t3V(t)—0, as t—+ . This limit excludes
Lorentzian pulse shapes, but includes Gaussians, ex-
ponentials, etc. Our result for P( ) is correct to the
third order of perturbation theory, i.e., order A 3 and
it reproduces several well-known results to this or-
der.’> Our form for P(w) is given as a correction
factor f( o) times the solution of Eq. (2), so that
the applicability of the Rosen-Zener conjecture may
be judged by how closely f( « ) approaches unity. In
Sec. II we discuss the nature of solutions for the
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transition amplitude P(¢) which resemble the
Rosen-Zener conjecture. We show that there are no
nontrivial pulses for which the conjecture holds at
finite times, and we derive the differential equation
for the correction factor f(¢). In Sec. III we derive a
solution for f(¢) which is correct to terms of order
A? and Q% Our solution is given in terms of in-
tegrals over the first and second moments of the
pulse distribution. In Sec. IV we check our result
for P(«) against various known solutions, apply it
to several cases of physical interest, and show that
certain couplings exist for which the Rosen-Zener
conjecture is an excellent approximation. Section V
is a brief summary of our results.

II. ROSEN-ZENER-LIKE SOLUTIONS

In Egs. (1) we consider S and P to be the initial
and final levels, respectively, and we shall impose
the following initial conditions: S(—)=1,
P(— 0 )=0. Then the desired transition amplitude
P( ) can be found from the solution to the decou-
pled differential equation

P+[iQ—(V/V)IP+VP=0, &)

where we assume the pulse V(¢) is a real function.
We implicitly assume that for any physical pulse
V(t) vanishes as t—* o, and that it has a finite
area and Fourier transform.

The components of the Rosen-Zener solutions of
Eq. (2) originate, in a sense, from two quite different
approximate solutions to Eq. (3). First, in the
weak-coupling limit, where |V | << |Q| and the
last term in Eq. (3) can be neglected, we have

P(t)~P(ty)—iS(to) f,; V(r) exp(—iQrdr .
@)

This is the result of standard first-order perturbation
theory, and the appearance of a Fourier integral here
indicates that such a factor is relevant in the asymp-
totic form for P( ). The second factor in Eq. (2) is
connected with the strong-coupling or on-resonance
limit, i.e., | V| > | Q| —0, where we have

P()=Plto)cos | [, V(i |

—iS(to)sin | [, Virdr 5)

This solution is exact for all pulses F(z) at reso-
nance, () =0; in this case, P( « )= sind, which is just
the result of the Rosen-Zener solution of Eq. (2).
Thus the sind factor must also be important in the
asymptotic form of P( oo ).

These remarks suggest that a solution to Eq. (3)
might profitably be sought in a Rosen-Zener-like

form
P(1)=f(D[&(1)/$(D] sind (1) , (6)
where
t
(= [ Vinexp(—iQridr,
o= [ windr.

As t—w, §(t) and ¢(t) become the Fourier
transform F and pulse area A4, respectively, which
occur in Eq. (2), and P(¢) approaches the Rosen-
Zener solution to the extent that f(z)—1. We shall
devise a solution for the correction factor f(¢),
which measures deviations from the Rosen-Zener
conjecture, keeping in mind that we must have the
following: (1) f(w)=1 at resonance, =0, when
{=¢, and (2) f(w)=1 for the Rosen-Zener pulse
V(t) < sech(t/T), when Eq. (2) is known to be an
exact solution.

If we assume the correction factor f(z)= const
over its entire range, and substitute P(¢) of Eq. (6)
into Eq. (3), then we get the residual equation

AV /@) V expl—iQ)—EV /$+~i0L]
X (cosp—¢~'sing)=0. (7)

Any pulse ¥V which satisfies this equation will have
P=({/$)sing as a solution for the transition ampli-
tude. In fact, Eq. (7) is satisfied for all pulses V
when either $—0 (order ¢ negligible), ¥—0 (order
¥? negligible), or Q=0 (at resonance); this just re-
peats the content of Egs. (4) and (5). The only pulse
satisfying Eq. (7) identically is

V(t)="V(to)exp[ 7iUt —19)] .

This shows that there are no nontrivial pulses which
have a Rosen-Zener-like solution at finite times, not
even the hyperbolic secant. Or, to say this different-
ly, for all “interesting” pulses, the correction factor
f(t) in Eq. (6) must have a nontrivial time depen-
dence.

In generating the differential equation for f(¢) we
shall adopt a dimensionless notation by defining a
new independent variable x =¢ /T, where T is a scale
time related to the pulse width. We also define

a=QT, Wx)=TV(t=xT) . (8)
Then, by substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (3), we find

fr'=bx)f'=cx)f, 9)
where

_4 i 2
b(x)= Ix In[ W exp(—iax)/*]

+2W (¢~ "' — cote)
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and

c(x)=

ia+§d; In(&2/¢%) ] W($~'— cotd)

with
tx)= [ W@ expl—iaf)d§ ,

s0= [T WEE .

Here, primes mean differentiation with respect to x.
This equation is exact. In the next section we shall
solve it to terms second order in the pulse area
A=¢(). Since P(t) of Eq. (6) is already first order
in A, this solution will provide a transition ampli-
tude correct to order A°, i.e., to the third order of

erturbation theory.
p Ty |

f=exp | [, o0 | [£x0)+ [, exp

where x, is an arbitrary reference time. We set
f'(x¢)=0 to avoid solutions f(x)-*1 when the reso-
nance parameter a=0. Then, choosing f(xo)=1,
Xxo— — o0, and partial-integrating Eq. (11) against
[Wexp(—ia&)/E*|dE=—d(1/£), we find

fx)=1+7 ffw ia+iln(g2/¢2)|

d§
X[1-(5/65)15¢
X explia€)d§ , (12)

where £, =&(x). This is the desired solution for the
correction factor f in Eq. (6), correct to order A
We note that at resonance, a=0 and {=4, f(x)~1,
as need be. In the rest of this section, we shall sim-
plify this rather complicated expression for f(x) to a
form more suited for calculation. The principal
simplification comes about by expanding the in-
tegral to terms of order a’.

We first partial-integrate Eq. (12) against the
dIn(£%/¢%) term. In the resulting integrals we ex-
pand the Fourier transform function {(x) as
J

III. SOLUTION FOR THE CORRECTION
FACTOR

To solve Eq. (9) to requisite order, we first note
that c(x) is of order A% overall, since
W[(¢)'— cotgp|~We¢/3xA? as $—0. Similarly,
the second term of b(x) is of order A%, while the
first term is of order unity. Then, if we look for a
solution for f in terms of a power series in 4 up to
order A2, we can approximate Eq. (9) as

f'=bx)f'~c(x), (10)
where
4 , 2
b(x)~ In In[ Wexp(—iax)/£%]
and

c(x)~7Wé

Lo d o,
ia+ I In(§*/¢ )‘ .

The first integral of this equation is

- fx:b(é')dg]c(x')dx’] : (an

|
W(x)=A4p(x),

where A equals pulse area and f _: p(x)dx=1; so
tx)=A [*_p(e)exp(—iag)dé
~A[MX)—iap(x)— Fa2uy(x)] , (13)
where
an= [ plone,
mx)= [~ ehp(ede .

This is possible only for pulses p(x) whose first and
second moments p; exist. For such pulses we then
find—after some algebra—that as x— oo, the
correction factor of Eq. (12) becomes

flo)=1++ad%iK,+aK,),
where
Ki= [© 21-ndx+2 [7 (2-30)pudx

and

Ky=— f_"';(x2+2pm)(1—mxdx+ f_:(2——3l)py2dx— f_mwpl)\.dx——S f_:py%dx

+i [ (W+6puphdx

where p;, =p (). The correction coefficients K
and K, both real, determine the phase and magni-
tude of f( ), respectively. They can be simplified
considerably by further partial integrations. In any

(14)

T
case, f( o) is now correct up to terms of order a?
and A2

For the first integral in K| we write
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xX=++o
f AX(1—A)dx
x

=—o0

20 -nx|3zte— [T xapdi -

(15)

As x—>*+w, A—1 or 0, and the integrated term
vanishes if x?p(x) vanishes as x— o. This is al-
ready necessary for the existence of the second mo-
ment in Eq. (13). For the new integral in Eq. (15)
we note that dA=pdx, and du,=xdA. A further
partial integration then yields

J7 Ra—Ndx=pio+2 [T (1-30)puidx .
(16)

This result allows us to write the first correction
coefficient of Eq. (14) as

Ki=p,+6 f_:(l—2k)p,u1dx , (17)

which is reasonably compact. For the case of sym-
metric pulses, p(—x)=p(x), the overall first mo-
ment vanishes, i.e., g, =0, and in the integrand
both p and y; are even functions of x while (1—2A)
is odd, so that K, vanishes identically. Thus for
symmetric pulses there are no lowest-order phase
corrections to the Rosen-Zener transition amplitude.

Simplification of K, of Eq. (14) requires more
work. By methods similar to those of Egs. (15) and
(16) we find for the first term in K,

7 A(1—n)xdx

=+ f_:(l—:%?»)puzdx ,  (18)
where pu,,, =, ) is the overall second moment of
the pulse distribution, and this result holds, provided
that x3p(x)—>0 as x— . For the second term in
K,, we note du=xp dx, so that

2f:==_+wpy1(l—7»)xdx
x=+e x=+ow
= [T 0= [T pudax, (19)

where the integrated term vanishes without restric-
tion. This term will combine with the fourth in-
tegral in K, of Eq. (14). We next combine the third
integral in K, with the first term of the last integral
to get

x=+ o0 2
S A —phdx

=(p1 A —pAx [ 3215
xX=+

—J__. xd[(py AP —pA] (20)

The integrated term vanishes at the upper limit if
x3p(x)—0 as x — oo; it vanishes at the lower limit if
x%p(x)—0 as x —(—) 0, which is necessary for the

existence of the second moment. For the new in-
tegral we need

f_: Apx dx =y, —2 f_mwpu.ldx ,
f:op,ulx dx=%p%w ) 21
f::i:“‘i#l:#zm— f_:p,uzdx ,

all of which hold without restriction. The integral
on the left-hand side of Eq. (20) can then be written
as

M2 — f_wpﬂzdx—%#%w-i—@t]w f_wp,u,kdx.
(22)

Finally, by combining the results of Egs. (18)—(22),
we can write the second correction coefficient of Eq.
(14) in the simpler form

Ky =75y +1.)
—6 f_ww(#l—”»unw>pu1dx—3u%w . (3)

This holds for all pulses p(x) whose first and second
moments exist, and which satisfy the criterion
x3p(x)—0 as x — oo0.

For symmetric pulses, p(—x)=p(x), u, =0, and
K, becomes

Ky=~py,—12 fowy%pdx . (24)

In this case, the phase correction coefficient K; =0,
as we have remarked above, and the correction fac-
tor for the Rosen-Zener transition amplitude is sim-

ply
floo)~ 1+45K,a?4?, (25)

to lowest order. It is in this form that we shall
check f(w) against known results. Note that
K ,=K,=0, ie., f(wo)=1, is a necessary (but not
sufficient) condition for the Rosen-Zener form of
Eq. (2) to exactly solve the problem at hand.

In this section we have solved Eq. (9) for the
correction factor f(¢) up to terms of order A2 and
a?. The principal result is f( o) of Eq. (14), with
the coefficients K, and K, given by Egs. (17) and
(23). For symmetric pulses K;=0 and K, is given
by Eq. (24). We shall now apply these results.

IV. COMPARISON WITH KNOWN RESULTS

At this point our solution for the transition am-
plitude for the general two-level problem of Egs. (1)
can be written as

P(w)=f(0)[F(T,Q)/A]sin4 . (26)

A is the area under the coupling pulse V(¢), F is the
pulse Fourier transform, and f( ) is the correction
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factor calculated above. The last two factors in
P(o) comprise the Rosen-Zener conjecture of Eq.
(2), while f(o) determines deviations from that
form. Since our result for f( o) holds to terms of
order A2 and Q2 for all pulses with first and second
moments obeying the condition lim,_, t*V(t)=0,
then our solution for P() applies to such pulses
under the same conditions, and is valid to third or-
der in A. Consequently, the factor sind in Eq. (26)
is reliable only to order 43, i.., sind~A(1 —%A2),
valid to 5% up to A=1.4. With this proviso we
shall retain sind as a factor. Comparison with
standard theory is not readily possible,” but we can
compare our solution with cases where P(cw) is
known. We find agreement between our result and
known results in all cases.

A. Rectangular pulse

A physically unrealizable but often used model of
coupling is provided by the so-called rectangular
pulse, i.e., in normalized form

B, —3B<x<+3B

0, otherwise. 27

plx)=

Here B is a parameter which can be varied to change
the pulse height and width. The exact transition
amplitude is known in this case, it is®

Prlo0)=(2B4 /a)[Q 'sin(Qa/2B)] (28)
with
Q=[14(2B4/a)*]'?,

where A is the pulse area and a=QT is the reso-
nance parameter. If we expand the square bracket
to terms of order 42 and a? we find

Pr(o0)=(2BA /a)[1— 555 (ad /BY — 5A?]

X sin(a/2pB) . (29)

If our form for P( ) in Eq. (26) is correct, it must
reproduce this result.

This is a case where the Rosen-Zener conjecture is
expected not to work, because neither the pulse nor
its derivatives are continuous. Indeed, the correc-
tion factor f( o) differs from unity. From Eq. (24)
we calculate

L= f_:xzp(x)dx=l/12,82,

[, wlpdx=1/2408 ;

Ky=1py,—12 fo“’p%pdx=—1/12032, (30)
and f(w) is given by Eq. (25). With the pulse

Fourier transform
F=4 f_wmp(x) exp(—iax)dx
=(2BA /a)sin(a/28) , (31)
we find that the solution of Eq. (26) is

P(oo)~(2BA /a)[1— 5 (ad /B)]

XA ~!(sind)sin(a/2B) . (32)

To terms of order 4°, this is just the same as the ex-
act solution of Eq. (29), since 4 ~!sind~1— —:;A 2 to
lowest order in A. Thus, in the case of the rectangu-
lar pulse, our solution for P( ) reproduces the ex-
act result, term by term, to the requisite order.

In passing, we note that in the 8-function limit
here, i.e., B— o, both the exact solution of Eq. (28)
and our P( ) become P( o )= sind, which is the ex-
act form of the Rosen-Zener conjecture in this case.

B. Rosen-Zener pulse

The Rosen-Zener pulse, which suggested this for-
malism, is given by

p(x)=sechmx , (33)

in normalized form. For this pulse it is known that
Eq. (2) is an exact solution for the transition ampli-
tude. This means that our correction factor f(oo)
can have no 4 dependence in this case; we must have
K,=K,=0. K, does vanish by symmetry, and in
K, we can easily calculate yu,, =7. But we must
also evaluate f ,ufp dx, over the first moment func-
tion
X
mx= [ _ep(&dé
T
=(1/7) [ (y/coshy)dy . (34)

This integral cannot be expressed in terms of ele-
mentary functions, and so we must resort to numeri-
cal methods. By numerical integration we have
shown that for the Rosen-Zener pulse, K, of Eq.
(24) is less than 5X10~% and is consistent with
zero.! Thus, our result for P(«) agrees with the
Rosen-Zener conjecture in this case.

C. Narrow pulses: The 5-function limit

For very narrow pulses, with widths T <<1/|Q |,
we can pass to the 8-function limit p(x)==5(x), and
immediately calculate that K;=K,=0, F=A4. In
this limit our formalism thus gives

P()=sind . (35)

This is the same as the result of the Rosen-Zener
conjecture in this case, and both results reproduce
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the known solution. In fact, in this limit, all solu-
tions to the two-level problem must become indistin-
guishable from one another. If we think of the limit
as being approached by a pulse of height ¥(0)— oo
and width T—0 in such a way that the pulse area
A ~TV(0)= const, then the resonance parameter we
have used, namely, a=7, must vanish and Eq.
(35) for P( o) also must reduce to the on-resonance
result. It does, and this provides another check on
the correctness of our results.

D. Gaussian pulse

A Gaussian pulse shape is often used to model the
output of a nearly monochromatic pulsed laser.?
This provides the coupling

p(x)=(B/m)"?exp(—Bx?), (36)

which is normalized, i.e., f _: plx)dx=1, and
which contains an adjustable height-width parame-
ter B. No solution is known for the transition am-
plitude P( o) induced by this pulse. Our formalism
provides an approximate form for P(« ) by calcula-
tion of the quantities

po= [ xpxdx=1/28,
[ wipax=1/867v3;
Ky=3mn—12 [ plpdx=(—k/8, 67
where
=[(6/m/3)—1]=0.025664 .

This gives the correction factor f(«) of Eq. (25),
and with the Fourier transform

F=4 f_:p(x)exp(—iax)dx
=A exp(—a’/4p) (38)
the transition amplitude is
P(oo)=[1—5(k/Ba’4?]
X exp(—a?/4B)sind . (39)

This approximation improves as the pulse narrows,
i.e., for increasing 3.

| P(e0) |2 as a function of the frequency parame-
ter a=QT, gives the line shape for the induced tran-
sition. In the present case, the line half-width at
half maximum, for small values of pulse area 4, is

Aa~1.177VB(1—SkA?) . (40)

The line is thus narrower than would be expected on
the basis of an estimate by the Rosen-Zener conjec-
ture alone (where we would have k£ =0). Interesting-
ly, the line narrowing becomes more pronounced as

the pulse power level is increased, within the limits
of our approximation. Such a “power-sharpening”
effect has been noted before in connection with
line-shape theories which deal with fine details of
the coupling pulse.’

E. Exponential pulse

To treat an example of a pulse which is asym-
metric in time we look at the exponential

0, x<0

Bexp(—pBx), x>0. (41)

plx)=

Such a pulse represents level coupling provided by a
quickly decaying transient. An exact solution for
P( ) is possible in this case.’ Our calculation gives
a simple but useful approximation to P( o), which
now depends on the general forms for K| and K in
Egs. (17) and (23). In turn, these depend on

y’loo=1/B ’ ,u'2°°=2/Bz;
A=1—exp(—y), 42)
pi=B"[1—(1+4y)exp(—y)],

for this pulse, with y =Bx. The K integrals are easy,
and we find

K,=1/68, K,=1/18B%. (43)

With these, the correction factor f( ) is given by
Eq. (14). To get P(x) of Eq. (26) we also need the
Fourier transform

F=A4 f_wwp(x)exp( —iax)dx
=AB/(B+ia) . (44)

Then the desired approximation for the transition
amplitude is

P(oo)~[1+ 7iK ad*+ 5K, a%4?]
X Bsind /(B+ia) , 45)

where K, and K, are given in Egs. (43). The ap-
proximation again improves as the pulse narrows,
i.e.,, as B increases. In forming the line-shape func-
tion |P(w)|? for the present pulse we note that
while K, controls the phase of f( ), it does not af-
fect its magnitude since, to order 42,

[f(oo)|zzl+%K2a2A2. (46)

This is true of all pulses in the present order of ap-
proximation. Then the line-shape function corre-
sponding to Eq. (45) is

| P(0) | 2=[1+—(ad /B)]
X (Bsind )*/(a*+B?) . 47)
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This line is nearly Lorentzian, with half width
Aa=p[14+(4%/27)], and it is power broadened by
the correction term in 42.

F. Composite pulses

As we noted after Eq. (25), a necessary (but not
sufficient) condition for the Rosen-Zener conjecture
of Eq. (2) to be an exact solution for the transition
amplitude is that the correction coefficients obey
K,=K,=0. This condition is satisfied identically,
as it must be, for the Rosen-Zener pulse of Eq. (33).
We can ask whether this is unique: Is
p(x)= sech(mx) the only nontrivial pulse for which
K, =K,=0? The answer is no, as we now show by
constructing a composite pulse whose K coefficients
vanish. Although such pulses do not necessarily
have P(w) of Eq. (2) as an exact solution for the
transition amplitude, they will follow that form
quite closely, since the first correction term will be
of order A°. More importantly, the existence of
such pulses indicates that there is a large class of
couplings for which the Rosen-Zener form of P( o)
is an excellent approximation.

Let po(x) be a known, symmetric pulse with K
coefficients: K;=0, K;=K,y#0. Add a narrow
pulse at the origin to form the composite

p(x)=apy(x)+(1—a)d(x) , (48)

where the parameter a is to be found, and p(x) is
normalized if py(x) is. Since p(x) is symmetric it
will have K;=0. Its K, value can be calculated in
terms of K,y, a, and the moments associated with
po(x). Using Eq. (24) we find

K2=%au§0;(Aaz—Ba+l) ,

where
B=24u},(0) /Y , (49)
A=02K,0/uL))+B—1.

Here,0 pu = f _: x%po(x)dx and 110(0)
= xpo(x)dx. This K, value vanishes for real
values of a if the quadratic form in square brackets
has real roots. This requires B*> 44, or

(120300 — 32 12 > 2K pou5’), (50)

which is possible for any pulse po(x) with K5, <0,
such as the Gaussian of Eq. (37). For such pulses
the composite of Eq. (48) provides a class of cou-
plings for which K;=K,=0, and for which the
Rosen-Zener conjecture is exact up to order 4°.

In this section, we have compared our result for
the transition amplitude P( ) with various known
results. The most detailed comparison is in the case
of a rectangular pulse, where the term by term
agreement between our P( o) and the exact solution
shows that the “arithmetic” of our calculation is
correct. Our P( o0 ) also shows the expected behavior
for a hyperbolic secant pulse, and for very narrow
pulses. Next, we have calculated P( oo ) for the phys-
ically interesting cases of Gaussian and exponential
transient pulses. The Gaussian result is new, insofar
as a solution for P( « ) is not known in this case, and
both results provide quantitatively useful details of
the transition line-shape function | P( )| Final-
ly, we have constructed examples of composite
pulses for which the Rosen-Zener conjecture for
P( ) is an exact solution within the present approx-
imation. For such pulses, P( o) is given by Eq. (2)
and correct is up to terms fifth order in the pulse
area A. This suggests a large class of couplings for
which the Rosen-Zener P( ) is an excellent approx-
imation.

V. SUMMARY

To summarize, we have calculated the approxi-
mate form of the transition amplitude P( ) for the
time-dependent two-level problem, where the levels
are coupled by a quite general class of pulses V(z).
Our solution for P( ) is correct up to the third or-
der of perturbation theory, i.g., up to terms third or-
der in the pulse area 4 = V(t)dt, and it applies
to all pulse distributions V() which have finite first
and second moments and which  obey
lim,_, ,£3V(¢)=0. Our result for P() is given as
the product of two factors: (1) a form of solution
previously conjectured by Rosen and Zener and (2) a
correction factor f( o) which is calculable in terms
of integrals over the pulse distribution. The extent
to which f(oo) differs from unity provides a cri-
terion for judging the validity of the Rosen-Zener
conjecture, and its general form provides a useful
approximation to P(«) in many cases of practical
interest.
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