PHYSICAL REVIEW A

VOLUME 36, NUMBER 3

AUGUST 1, 1987

Radiative Rydberg-atom—Rydberg-atom collisions in the strong-field regime

P. Pillet
Laboratoire Aimé Cotten, Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique II, Batiment 505, F-91405 Orsay Cedex, France

R. Kachru, N. H. Tran, and W. W. Smith*
Molecular Physics Laboratory, SRI International, Menlo Park, California 94025

T. F. Gallagher
Department of Physics, University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22901
(Received 17 February 1987)

We describe the experimental

observation of the

resonant collisional energy transfer

Na(ns)+ Na(ns) +ghv—Na(np)+ Na[(n —1)p]+(g+m)hv which occurs when the Na atoms in a
strong microwave field are tuned in energy with a static field so that the energy resonance
E+E,=E,,+E,_,,tmhv occurs. We describe our experimental observations and provide a de-
tailed description of a nonperturbative theory which we have developed to explain our observations.
The theory is essentially developed in terms of the resonant dipole-dipole collisions between “‘mi-
crowave dressed” atoms. Using an extension of the approach we used previously to describe reso-
nant dipole-dipole collisions in the absence of microwaves, we are able to take into account all the
coherences in the problem in a completely straightforward way.

I. INTRODUCTION

A collision of two atomic or molecular species in which
a photon is absorbed or emitted is frequently called a ra-
diatively assisted collision. Such a process, predicted for
the first time by Gudzenko and Yakovlenko in 1972,! can
be characterized as the induced absorption or emission of
one photon during a binary collision in the presence of an
intense electromagnetic field, causing some change in the
electronic structure of both partners. It may also be
viewed as emission or absorption of the transient molecule
formed in the collision of the two atoms. Thus the pro-
cess can also be described in the language of line broaden-
ing, as has been shown by Gallagher and Holstein.? In ei-
ther case the short duration of the collision, typically
10~ 12, implies that to efficiently drive such a transition,
i.e.,, to either stimulate the emission or absorption of a
photon, requires an intense radiation field. Thus it is not
surprising that the study of such processes has awaited
the development of the high-power tunable dye laser, and
recent years have seen the development of a variety of
laser-induced collisional energy transfer (LICET) experi-
ments.>~°

In spite of the high power of pulsed tunable dye lasers,
most of the experiments are in good agreement with a
perturbation-theory approach, valid for the weak-
electromagnetic-field regime, which predicts a linear
laser-power dependence of the cross section.!>!°=15 QOnly
recently have deviations from a linear power law been ob-
served for high-laser-power densities of ~10° W/cm?, in-
dicating the breakdown of the perturbative approach and
the entrance into the strong-field regime.'® As it is un-
realistic to expect increases of orders of magnitude in dye
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laser intensities, the prospect of exploring the strong-field
regime for such systems does not appear bright.

More recently, experiments analogous to the laser-
induced collision experiments have been performed using
Na Rydberg atoms and microwave radiation, in which,
because of the large dipole moments of the Rydberg
atoms, it was possible to observe radiatively assisted col-
lisional energy transfer at microwave power levels of only
a few watts per square centimeter. !’

To develop a more quantitative feeling for this process,
let us first consider the resonant dipole-dipole collisional
energy exchange between two Rydberg atoms. The ener-
gy exchange is probable if the product of the coupling ma-
trix element and the interaction time is 1. For a resonant
dipole-dipole collision this leads to

HiH2 b
b* v

1, (1)

where p; and p, are the dipole moments of the transitions
in the two atoms, b is the impact parameter, and v is the
collision velocity. The cross section o is roughly given by
mb? for the value of b satisfying Eq. (1). Thus,

M2
g=———"".
v

(2)

Now let us consider the case in which a photon is ab-
sorbed or emitted during the collision. In this case the
criterion of Eq. (1) is replaced by

Hisaps p b 3)

Ab: v

Here, pu; is the dipole matrix element making the connec-
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tion to a third state and A is an energy detuning. It is
clear that the difference between Egs. (1) and (3) is simply
the factor u;E /A. If this factor is ~1 then the radiative-
ly assisted collision of Eq. (3) is as likely as the resonant
collision of Eq. (1).

The large matrix elements and small detunings of the
Rydberg states suggest that this should occur for E ~ 30
V/cm for n =20, which corresponds to a power level of a
few watts per square centimeter. As it is straightforward
to produce kW/cm? power levels, it is in fact possible to
reach the strong-field regime using Rydberg atoms and
microwave fields.!®

Specifically, we have studied the microwave-
multiphoton-assisted radiative collision process:

Na(ns)+ Na(ns)+ghv—Nal(np)
+Na((n —1)p)+(gtm)hv, (4)

where m(0 <m <4) is the number of microwave photons
(hv) emitted or absorbed during a collision. This is de-
picted in Fig. 1 for m =3. ¢ indicates that the collisional
process occurs in the presence of ¢ microwave photons
and that the phenomenon is induced by microwave radia-
tion. This process is sharply resonant and occurs when
the Rydberg levels are tuned with a static electric field F,
so that

E,,(F)—E,(F)Jtmhv=E,(F)—E, _,(F), (5)

where E,;(F) is the energy of the n!/ state in the field F, as
shown schematically by Fig. 2 for n =18 in the restrictive
case of azimuthal angular momentum quantum number
|m;| =0. In fact, for each microwave-multiphoton-
assisted radiative collision process, there are four col-
lisional resonances due to the splitting of the np and
(n—1)p |m;| =0 and 1 levels in the electric field, as
shown by Fig. 3. We shall designate the different reso-
nances of the m-photon-assisted collisions by the |m; |
value of the final lower, then upper, p levels, respectively,
with m as a superscript. For instance, in order of increas-
ing electric field we label the four one-emitted-photon res-
onances as (0,0)!, (1,0)!, (0,1)', and (1,1)".
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FIG. 1. Energy-level diagram, relevant to the three-emitted-
microwave-photon-assisted radiative collision.
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FIG. 2. Stark energy-level diagram of the |m;| =0 states,
relevant to the multiphoton-assisted collisions. The vertical lines
indicate the collisional transfer and are drawn at the fields where
they occur. The thick arrows correspond to the emitted or ab-
sorbed photons.
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FIG. 3. Energy-level diagram for 17p, 18s, 18p states in a
static electric field. The vertical lines are drawn at the four fields
where the s state is midway between the two p states and the res-
onance collisional transfer occurs. Similar sets of four lines
would be drawn for each multiphoton-assisted radiative collision
process.



1134 PILLET, KACHRU, TRAN, SMITH, AND GALLAGHER 36

It is our purpose in this paper to give a more complete
description and analysis of our experiments as well as a
theoretical approach for the interpretation of the experi-
mental data. In Sec. II of this paper we describe the ex-
perimental approach for the observation of microwave-
assisted radiative collisions. We study the characteristics,
such as the cross section, shift, and shape of these reso-
nances, versus the microwave power. Systematic data
have been taken for the case of initial excitation to the 18s
level and a 15.4-GHz microwave frequency. Survey data
for 17s to 22s levels, and for 12.8-, 14.1-, and 15.4-GHz
frequencies have also been taken. Cases in which mi-
crowave photons are absorbed have also been observed,
but the proximity of n —1 and n —2 manifolds to the p
levels leads to supplementary resonances which makes a
quantitative investigation difficult.’ In Sec. III, we give a
theoretical description of Rydberg atoms in the presence
of microwaves in the low-frequency or adiabatic approxi-
mation. We apply this approach to the treatment of radi-
ative collisions in the cases of weak- and strong-field re-
gimes and we give a brief survey of the role of the fre-
quency. Finally, we compare the theoretical results with
the experimental data.

II. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental procedure

Rydberg atoms present many coincidences of energy-
level separations because of the systematic variation of en-
ergy with principal quantum number » and orbital angu-
lar momentum quantum number /. The study of reso-
nance effects in collisions is thus greatly facilitated by the
use of Rydberg atoms.?°~2* Furthermore, because of the
large dipole moments of Rydberg atoms, the application
of a very modest electric field shifts their energies and
allows the study of resonant collisions with continuous
tuning. 2% Specifically, the  sharply  resonant
thermal-collision process Na(ns)+ Na(ns)—Na(np)
+Na((n —1)p), which occurs when the ns level lies mid-
way between the two p states, has been studied, and stud-
ies of microwave-assisted radiative collisions'”!® quite nat-
urally followed these resonant collision experiments.?*2*

The experimental approach we have used is laser excita-
tion of Na atoms in a beam. An overall diagram of the
apparatus is shown in Fig. 4, and a more detailed view is
shown in Fig. 5. A thermal beam of Na atoms, provided
by an effusive source, passes into a microwave cavity
where the atoms are excited by a two-step process, first
from the 3s ground state to the 3p state, then, after a 7 ns
delay, to a high-lying ns state using two 5-ns-duration dye
laser pulses of wavelengths 5890 and 4150 A. The laser
excitation and subsequent collisions occur in a dc electric
field, which ranges from 80-800 V/cm, and in a mi-
crowave field of amplitude between O and 300 V/cm. At
a variable time (of the order of 1-2 us) after the laser ex-
citation, a positive high-voltage pulse (of rise time 300 ns)
is applied to a septum in the center of the microwave cavi-
ty (see the detailed view of the microwave cavity in Fig.
5), which allows us to selectively ionize the Rydberg
atoms and to accelerate the resulting ions into an electron

Laser

~ Detector
N
\

\ ) Coupler
Amplifier
L
/
\\Atomic// Power
Source Meter
HV Pulse Attenuators
+
DC Bias
[ Counter Coupler J

FIG. 4. An overall diagram of the apparatus showing the
lasers, the microwave equipment, and the atomic-beam apparatus
(HV denotes high voltage, YAG denotes yttrium aluminum gar-
net).

multiplier. The electron multiplier signal is averaged us-
ing a boxcar averager, then recorded with an x-y recorder.

The entire apparatus used in the experiments is de-
scribed elsewhere,® 2% and a complete description of the
microwave cavity can be found in Ref. 26. Nevertheless,
we note here the points of particular importance for these
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FIG. 5. Main features of the atomic-beam apparatus, the

atomic source, the microwave cavity, and the electron multiplier.
The microwave cavity is shown sliced in half. The copper sep-
tum bisects the height of the cavity. Two holes of diameter 1.3
mm are drilled in the side walls to admit the collinear laser and
Na atomic beams, and a 1-mm hole in the top of the cavity al-
lows Na™* resulting from field ionization of Na to be extracted.
Note the slots for pumping.
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experiments. A thermal Na beam moves slowly (~10°
cm/s), thus the Rydberg atoms do not move more than 1
mm during the 1 us time during which the experiment
takes place. As a result, we must be able to produce a
tunable static electric field, a strong ionizing electric field
pulse, and a microwave field, all spatially homogeneous
over the region occupied by the Rydberg atoms under
study. These considerations have led to the design of the
cavity of Fig. 5, which is a derivative of the techniques
used in microwave Stark spectroscopy, i.e., putting a sep-
tum inside a piece of rectangular waveguide.?’” As used in
these experiments, the cavity had a Q of 1400, so that an
incident power of 1 W at 15.4 GHz produced a field at
the location of the observed atoms of 95 V/cm. The ap-
plied ionizing field amplitude is just enough to ionize
selectively the np level but not the ns or (n —1)p levels
and enables us to detect selectively the population of the
np level when the field-ionizing pulse is applied.

B. Observations and main characteristics

The most striking feature of our observations is the
sharply resonant increase in the populations of p levels
when the levels are tuned into the resonance condition of
Eq. (4) with the field, as shown in Fig. 2. This can occur
with the stimulated emission of 0,1,2,3,... photons as
shown by Fig. 2. Before considering the case of multi-
photon emission, the strong-field regime, it is useful to ex-
amine the single-photon radiatively assisted collisions
which roughly correspond to previous LICET experi-
ments.”® We show in Fig. 6 the collisional resonances
corresponding  to  Na(22s)+Na(22s)+qghv—Na(22p)
+Nal1p)+(g +m)hv for m =0 and 1, i.e., the normal
resonant collisions and the single-photon radiative col-
lision. Specifically, the signals shown in Fig. 6 are the
22p signals observed when populating the 22s state with
the lasers and scanning the static field. As shown by Fig.
6, the single-photon-assisted collision signal is roughly as
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FIG. 6. Observed 22p-ion signal after the population of the
22s level, with and without 1 mW of 14 GHz microwave power.

large as the resonant collision signal. The microwave field
is thus no longer a small perturbation, and we are on the
verge of the strong-field regime. Even at the low mi-
crowave power of {1mW, corresponding to a microwave
field of 3 V/cm, we have a situation comparable to a
LICET experiment with a laser intensity of ~ 10° W/cm?.

As the microwave power can easily be raised by four
orders of magnitude, it is possible to go well into the
strong-field regime. A good example is the development
of the process Na(18s)+ Na(18s)—Na(18p)+ Na(17p)
+mhv with 15.4 GHz microwave power. We have stud-
ied this case in some detail, and in Fig. 7 we show a series
of recordings at increasing microwave powers which illus-
trates the development with microwave power. The data
of Fig. 7 are those obtained by populating the 18s level
and recording the 18p-level population signal as the static
field is swept. Figure 7(a) corresponds to the case without
microwaves (m =0) and shows the four zero-photon reso-
nant collision peaks. As the microwave power is in-
creased, Figs. 7(b), 7(c), and 7(d) each show the appear-
ance of sets of four new peaks corresponding, respectively,
to the one-, two-, and three-microwave-emitted—photon-
assisted resonant collisional energy transfers, as shown in
Fig. 2. We indicate in Fig. 7 the (0,0)” resonances by the
number m and an arrow.

Before describing or interpreting our observations in
great detail it is worth noting the salient characteristics of
our observations. First, due to the strength of the dipole-
dipole collisional interaction it is easily possible to equili-
brate the populations of the ns, np, and (n —1)p states,
especially for the zero-photon collision process in which
case the np population is linear in the number of ns atoms
produced, not quadratic. Thus some care must be excer-
cised in making quantitative measurements of cross sec-
tions. Second, for all the resonances we observe shifts
proportional to the incident microwave power W; driving
the cavity, i.e., the square of the microwave field ampli-
tude inside the cavity. Figure 8 shows the shifts of reso-
nances (0,0)!, (0,03, and (0,0)° versus the incident mi-
crowave power W; at 15.4 GHz frequency for the process
Na(18s)+ Na(18s)—Na(18p)+ Na(17p)+mhv. Third,
we note for each process an evolution from an asymetri-
cally shaped profile to a symmetrical one. For example,
in Fig. 7(b) the one-photon-assisted collisional resonance
at 348 V/cm is weak, broad, and very asymmetric, while
at the higher power of Fig. 7(c) it is narrower and
stronger. We observe identical behavior versus microwave
power for the two- and three-photon-assisted collisional
resonances at 300 and 253 V/cm [see Figs. 7(c)-7(e)].
This occurs because the radiative-collision-interaction
strength depends on both the internuclear separation and
the microwave power as shown by Eq. (3). We note also
that the zero-, one-, and two-photon processes reach max-
ima then decrease, even becoming equal to zero in the
case of zero- and one-photon signal, as the microwave
power is increased. In the case of the zero-photon pro-
cess, the signal appears again at higher power. These
characteristics are summarized by Fig. 9, which shows the
variation of the maximum of the signal of (0,0)” reso-
nances versus the input microwave power and therefore
gives the evolution of experimental cross sections for the
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m-emitted—photon-assisted collisions with microwave
power.

Finally we note that the data presented for the 18s state
and a frequency of 15.4 GHz are typical. This is illustrat-
ed by Fig. 10, a series of recordings at different 12.8-GHz
microwave powers of the process Na(20s)-+ Na(20s)
+ghv—Na(20p)+Na(19)+4 (g +m)hv. In this case, 1
W of input power corresponds to a field of 100 V/cm. As
shown by Fig. 10 the development with microwave power

is similar to the development shown in Fig. 7. At higher
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FIG. 7. Observed 18p-ion signal after the population of the
18s level vs the static field with a 15.4-GHz microwave field.
Trace (a) corresponds to no microwave power input to the cavity
and shows the set of four zero-photon collisional resonances.
Traces (b), (c), (d), and (e) correspond, respectively, to 13.5, 50,
105, and 165 V/cm microwave field amplitudes inside the cavity
and show additional sets of four collisional resonances corre-
sponding to one-, two-, and three-photon radiatively assisted col-
lisions. The peaks labelled O, 1, 2, and 3 correspond to the
lowest-field member of the set of four resonances corresponding
to zero-, one, two-, and three-photon-assisted collisions, (0,0)°,
(0,0, (0,002, (0,00°.
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microwave powers the sets of four resonances correspond-
ing to one-, two-, and three-photon-assisted collisions ap-
pear and become stronger, and zero-photon-assisted col-
lision resonances disappear. Again, when a set of reso-
nances first appears they are broad, and they grow nar-
rower with increasing power.

For a detailed examination we have chosen the process
185 +18s—17p+18p to have well-resolved collisional
resonances and the possibility of having stimulated emis-
sion of as many photons as possible. These considerations
argue for low n states, but the microwave power require-
ments argue for higher n states. The 18s state is an op-
timal choice for our experimental constraints. In any
event, we observed no significantly different behavior for
16 <n <22 or for frequencies in the 12—-15-GHz range, as
implied by Fig. 10.

In general these results cannot be explained by an ap-
proach in which the microwave field is treated as a pertur-
bation, for such an approach would not predict, for exam-
ple, the disappearance of the one-photon collisions with
increasing microwave power. To interpret these results,
we have developed a theory of radiative collisions based
on the work of Autler and Townes,?’ which leads to a
theory valid in the strong-field regime.
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FIG. 8. Experimental field positions of the Na(l8s)

+ Na(18s)—Na(17p)+ Na(18p)+ mhv(0,0)' (l), (0,0)* (0), and
(0,0 (@) microwave-assisted collisional resonances vs 15.4 GHz
microwave power. Note the ac Stark shifts of the resonances.
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FIG. 9. Variation of the (0,0)” measured cross sections with
input power at 154 GHz for the process Na(18s)
+Na(18s)—Na(17p)+Na(18p)+mhv: (0,0° (0), (0,0)' (@),
0,0) (A), and (0,00 (M). The experimental points are to be
compared to the theoretical cross-section curves 0,0° (——),
0,0)' (— — —), (0,0% (—-—=-), 0,0 (—-—.—.). The dotted
lines correspond to the part where the theory has not been
developed. The experimental and theoretical curves are normal-
ized so that the experimental point (not shown) for the (0,0)° res-
onance with no microwave power has a relative cross section of
2.0. Note that the (0,0)° cross section vanishes at an input power
of ~0.8 W and that the (0,0)! cross section vanishes at ~2.5 W.

III. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

The collisions in the strong-microwave-field regime may
be described in terms of collisions of atoms ‘“‘dressed” by
the microwave field. Thus in this section we first treat the
effect of the microwave field on a Rydberg atom following
the approach of Autler and Townes.?’ Then the resonant
collisional energy exchange between the dressed atoms is
treated formally. Finally, approximate expressions are
developed for both the weak- and strong-microwave-field
regimes.

A. Rydberg atoms in the presence
of a microwave field: The adiabatic approximation

The problem of the effect of a rapidly varying electric
field on two states of a quantum-mechanical system has
been thoroughly developed by Autler and Townes,?® and
explicit approximate solutions have been obtained for a
variety of special cases. The case in which the frequency
of the field is low compared to the energy difference be-
tween the two states is particularly simple because the
problem can be treated quasistatically. This low-
frequency approach is particularly well suited to the
description of the s and p levels of Na Rydberg atoms in
the presence of a microwave field. Figure 11 is a Stark di-
agram of the Na |m; | =0 states around the manifold of
n =17 Stark states. As we can see, the s and p levels are
separated from the other levels of angular momentum
I >2. The physical implication of the low-frequency ap-
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FIG. 10. Observed 20p-ion signal after population of the 20s
state. The recordings are taken with (a) no microwaves, (b) 100
mW input power, (c) 300 mW input power, and (d) 400 mW in-
put power. The numbers indicate the m of the (0,0)” collisional
resonances. As in Fig. 7, at progressively higher powers, col-
lisions in which more photons are emitted are observed. Also
note that the (0,0)° resonances vanish for an input power of 400
mW.

proximation is that the atom follows adiabatically the s or
p level of the Stark diagram as the field oscillates.

In other words, the adiabatic hypothesis means that
there is no transition from the s or p level to other levels
due to the microwaves. Our prior study of 15-GHz mi-
crowave ionization of Na Rydberg atoms®**" has shown
that there is effectively no mixing between s or p levels
and the / >2 levels of the nearest manifold as long as the
microwave field amplitude is insufficient to reach the level
crossing where the s or p level intersects the manifold.
This condition is satisfied here; thus the microwave elec-
tric field can be considered as a quasistatic or slowly vary-
ing electric field for the s and p levels of Na Rydberg
atoms. Only the s and p states will be explicitly taken
into account, the / >2 states entering implicitly through
the Stark shifts of the s and p levels.
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Using the adiabatic approximation we may construct
wave functions for the Na ns and np states ‘“dressed” by
the microwave field.

Explicitly, the wave function of the ns or np state ol
is given by

| $r(F)) = | exp

—i [ EqF@nar || [67D)

(6)

where the electric field F is the sum of a static electric
field F; and a microwave field of amplitude F,,, and an-
gular frequency wmy:

dEn[
dF

. t
_,f
0

EHI(FS)+

| M (F)) = [exp

s

Fowcoslopwt’)+ =
F,

F(t)=F,; + Fpw coslomwt) , (7)

| $"(F)) is the spatial wave function of the nl state in
presence of a static field of value F. The energy and time
dependence of the wave function is given by

—i ['Eu(Pdr’ ] ] :

exp

where E,;(F) is the energy of the nl level for a given value
F of the electric field.

By assuming that |¢>"1(F)) is quasiconstant and by us-
ing a limited development of E,; to second order in the
microwave field [Fwcos(onmwt)], the wave function
| M, (F)) can be written

dt’

} | ¢"(F,)) (8)

2 2
. Fiw cos“(@wmwt’)
s

where (dE,; /dF) | F, and (d*E,; /dF?) | F, are the first and second derivatives of the energy E,; of the state n/ with

respect to the field calculated at F;. Alternatively,

1 dzE,,/ dEnl me .
nl . . 1 2 .
| $P(F)) = [exp —i |E(Fs)+ 4 ﬁsz F;me t —1 dF |5 ome sin(@mwt)
.1 dzEnl Fr2nw . nl
X exp —ig A |5 ome Sin(2omwt) | || ¢™(Fs)) . 9)
Using a Floquet development®® the wave function may be written
e 4= dE, | F | d’Ey | Flu
nl m— nl mw nl mw
mw(F) ) = (—1 PIm —2p | — —
| dimw(F)) m:zﬂp:z_x ) 2 1 aF |5 ome |77 |8 dF? |F. ome
X exp | —i |E,(F. )+i£ Fl—mon, |t||6"(F,)) (10)
p nl\L'S 4 sz F, mw mw s s
which in a first approximation, when Fy,,, = F;, can be written
+o0 dEy | Fow , 1 d’Ey
'¢nmIW(F)>z m=—c (—_l)me d}: F @ mw xp ! EHI(F:)+Z sz Fsznw—mwmw ! ]¢"I(FS)> ’ (11)
i I ' I — As shown by Eq. (8), the wave function | @ (F)) of an
360 2Fnw I ns or np state in the combination of static and microwave
18p = fields is the same spatial wave function I¢;’,fw(FS)) as for
—~ -380 — = only the static field F;. However, there is no longer a sin-
‘e l gle energy for this wave function but rather a spectrum of
= 185 m sidebands centered around the central energy, and the in-
% -400 ! . tensity of each sideband, i.e., how strongly it would ap-
] ' pear in a photoabsorption experiment, is given by
=4 |
17 2
W -420 P ' I'm=\J dEn Fmw (12)
" | dF R, omw ’
0.0 Fs 0.5 10

ELECTRIC FIELD (kV/cm)

FIG. 11. Stark diagram in the vicinity of the n =17 manifold.
The microwave field of Fn,w amplitude creates an oscillation on
the 18p-, 18s-, and 17p-level energy curves around the value of
the static electric field Fj.

as shown by Fig. 12, and the sidebands are separated by
the energy #iwn,w of one microwave photon. Furthermore,
the central frequency is shifted from its energy without
microwaves by an amount

d’E
AE, = 1a8°En

2
g | (13)

s
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(a)
-2 -1 0 1 2
ENERGY (hw,,)
(b)
L
2 -1 0 1 2

ENERGY (fiwp,,)

FIG. 12. Theoretical energy spectra of a p level in a static
field, in units of the applied microwave frequency (a) in the ab-
sence of microwaves and (b) for a nonzero microwave field am-
plitude.

proportional to the square of the amplitude of the mi-
crowave field.

We can see that only p levels will acquire significant
sideband amplitudes as the s states have negligible Stark
shifts and therefore negligible values of dE,;/dF. We
note also that because of the relatively low values of F;
and F,,, considered, the p and s Stark energies can be
adequately approximated by a quadratic field dependence,
and the second-order development is adequate. Finally,
let us again remark that the theory takes into account all
other levels by means of the Stark variation of E,,;.

B. Long-range dipole-dipole interaction
in the presence of microwaves

The theoretical treatment of long-range dipole-dipole
collisions has been developed in several places,”’ =3 and a
description of resonant Rydberg-atom—-Rydberg-atom col-
lisions can be found in Ref. 25. A rather similar theory is
proposed here incorporating the microwave field in the
adiabatic approximation. The essence of our theory is to
treat radiative collisions between Rydberg atoms in the
presence of a microwave field as resonant collisions be-
tween microwave-dressed Rydberg atoms. Consider the
collisions in which one photon is emitted. It is clear from
Fig. 13 that this process is possible between several pairs
of levels of the dressed atom. As we shall see, these pro-
cesses are coherent and interferences between the different
processes appear.

Consider two colliding atoms as shown in Fig. 14. One
of the atoms is assumed to be stationary at the origin and
the other passing the first atom with an impact parameter
b at x =0 with a relative velocity v parallel to the x axis.
We assume also, because of the large impact parameter,
that the second atom is not deflected by the collision and
travels in a straight line. To match our experimental
configuration we assume that the static and microwave

+2 +1 0 -1 -2
_ _— —
— ] - s /_
— /—/ - —
/ L — 1
18p A -
/
o
o 18s
w
=
w
28 —
— il /L//
b — %
— - / i -
/ M —_—
17p — -—
/

E -

FIG. 13. Energy levels of the 17p, 18s, and 18p states show-
ing the first upper and lower sideband states of the p states. The
numbers +2, ..., —2 refer to the net number of photons emit-
ted. Note that there are several processes which lead to the net
emission of zero photons, for example.

electric fields F; and F,, are in the z direction. We con-
struct the product states:

| Y4(F)) = | $"(F,))1® | $™(F,)), ,

| Yp(F)) = | ¢"(F))1® | " ~VP(F)), .

Although we shall return to this point later, we note that
the energy of the product state |14 is twice the energy
of the ns state, and the energy of the product state |z )
is the sum of the energies of the np and (n —1)p states.
Consequently, the Stark shift of the state |y ) is roughly
twice the Stark shift of the np state or (n —1)p state. As
we shall see, using the product states of Eq. (11) takes
into account automatically the coherence of the different

}:1{( V——
™~

, T
~_ B

FIG. 14. Geometry of the collision of two dipoles. wu» is at
rest and u, passes with velocity v and impact parameter b. The
dipoles are separated by r.
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processes shown in Fig. 13. The total wave function for
the system may be written as

| 9(2)) =C 4(t) | Y 4(F5)) +Cp(t) | pp(F)) . (15)
The Hamiltonian of the system is given by
H=Hy,+V,

where Hg is the Hamiltonian of the two atoms at r = o,
where r is the internuclear separation. Explicitly, we may
write

Wy O

Ho=| o w,

’ (16)

with
W (F(t))=E,(F(t))+E,;(F(1)) ,
We(F(1)=E,,(F(t))+E _1),(F(),

and V is the long-range dipole-dipole interaction coupling
the states A and B. For finite internuclear separations,

prpr  3pien)(psr)

}‘3 r5

<wuvw3>=<m w3>,

(17)

where r is the vector between the two atoms and p(2) the
dipole vector of the atom 1(2). In this treatment we have
only considered the resonant dipole-dipole coupling of Eq.
(17) between the two molecular states 4 and B. In fact,
there are nonresonant couplings to other molecular states
which lead to variations in energy with internuclear sepa-
ration as shown in Fig. 15. This in turn produces asym-
metric collisional resonances, as shown by Figs. 7(a) and
10(a). These asymmetries are not included in the theory.
The interaction matrix elements may be simplified by

ns+ns

np+(n-1)p

!
¢

V(r)

N
N

r (a.u.)

FIG. 15. Microwave-assisted radiative collision in the quasi-
molecular point of view. The energies of initial and final states
depend on the internuclear separation r and the collision is, in
essence, a photon-induced transition. For weak microwave
power, the collision requires smaller impact parameter leading to
asymmetrically shaped collisional resonances.
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taking the rms value of Eq. (14) over the angle 6 in Fig.
16. This yields for the (0,0)™ transition,

(Yua | VIve)=Cns |p|np)ns|pa|(n —=1p))/r.
(18)
The evolution equations of the system are given by
iCq=W4C4+VCp ,
. (19)
iCpg=V*C,4+WgCp .

Initially both atoms are in the s state, thus C4(— o0 )=1
and Cp(— 0 )=0. An approximate solution can be calcu-
lated by choosing for the matrix element V-

X/b3 for —b<r<b

0 elsewhere, (20)

with X =(ns | |[np){ns |uz|(n —1)p).
We choose the time origin so that the collision interac-
tion occurs for 0 <t <2b /v. By substituting

C ()=Uy(t)exp | —i fot WA(t’)dt’] ,

(21
Cp()=Uz(exp | —i fo’ W (t')dt' ]
in Egs. (19), we can write
iUs=Vexp i fo’[W,,(t')— We(t)ldt' |Ug ,
. , (22)
iUg=V*exp |—i jo [Wa(t')—Wg(t)]dt' U, .
Equations (22) can be recast in the form
Up+i(W 4 —Wp)Up+V*Up=0. (23)
Making the substitution
Us=Rpexp |— 2 ['[Wa(t)—Wyt)]dr (24)
2 Yo
and rearranging, we obtain
.o 2 27
Rp+ V@#-@ Rp=0, (25)

with W(t)=W 4(t)— Wpg(t), which has to be integrated
for the different regimes of collision considered.

C. The weak-field regime

We label weak-field regime for microwave-assisted radi-
ative collisions the case where
dw d*w

W(F,)> AF 1F?

Frow > Fi., (26)
F, F,

s

which means, as shown in Fig. 11, that the microwave
field amplitude is less than the static field. An important
implication of this restriction is that the weak-field
description does not apply to the case of zero static field.
We assume also that
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Atom 1 y

FIG. 16. Geometry of the collision of two atoms. Atom 1 is
at rest at the origin. Atom 2 is moving in the x direction, per-
pendicular to the paper with velocity v and impact parameter b.
At x =0, the plane of the paper, the vector from atom 1 to atom
2 makes an angle 8 with the z axis, the axis of quantization. The
static F; and microwave Fp,, electric fields are parallel to the
direction z.

W2(F,)>>4V? . @7

We shall see that this condition means that the duration
of one collision is long compared to the microwave
period. If these conditions are met, Eq. (25) can be writ-
ten

1 a2 |
Rp+— | |[W(F( —2iW(F(t)) |[Rp=0 .
RB+4 (F()+ W(F.) iW(F(t)) |Rp
(28)
By assuming a solution of the form
|
a2l e . 1d*w
P(Fy, P )= V2| [* exp | =i |W(F)+ e

1141

Ry(t)= A(t)exp

i 4 ' 2 ’
> JHWEE)+ 2V WEdr |

(29)

we get

22
W (Fy)

AW +i |W(EF@)+ A()=0 (30)

and

A()= A(0) fo’ exp [—i fo" [W(F(t”))

2p?
+
W (F,)

]dt" ]dt’ , (31

with 4(0)=Cp(0)= —iV.
The probability of finding the atoms in the two p states
is given by

2 2

P(FS’me): CB Q = A 2717 (32)
Thus we may write the probability as
2
21 dW | Fmw
w t—i1— mw ’
mw + W(E,) i~ F - e sin(wmwt +¢) | dt (33)

where ¢ is a phase characterizing the phase of the microwave field at the beginning of one collision. This phase changes
randomly from one collision to another. Using a Floquet development we can write

2 dw | Fuw
P(F,,Fp,)=V? (=", | = | —
s> mw m=2_w m dF F, Omw
. 2
26/v +¢/wp,, ) 1 d*w 5 2p2 )
— w — F — —
X bl exp—i ! (Fs)+4 F |r mw + W(F,) t o mog,t |dt
(34)
Evaluating the integral we get
Py ; dw | Fuw
P(F,,Fp,)=V? (—1)yme +imdy | =—
s> mw ",:E.m m dF F, O
2
. 1d’w ) 212 2b
exp | —i W(FsH'Z IF? Fsme-f-W(Fs)—ma)mw — | =1
Xi N " (35)
1d*w | ., 2V
W(F:)+Z dFZ me+ W(FS) —MOny

To calculate the total cross section, we must integrate the probability P over the impact parameter b and average over
all the initial phases ¢ of the microwave field to account for the random times of the collisions. Formally,

1 2 o©
O(FoFrw)=—5= [*d¢ [ “ 2mb db P(F,,Fuu.b) .

(36)
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Explicitly,
2
2
sin E,,,-}-““—W(z}f)b6 —ng‘
o X2 2 dw me s
F,F =2 —>3Jn | == db , (37)
+
" W(F)b®
f
with which corresponds to the m-microwave-photon-assisted
, radiative collision process.
E,, =WI(F,) +l a'w Fl—momy - (38) We can analyze the main characteristics of these pro-
4 dr? |, cesses.

This cross-section expression permits us to calculate in
the weak-field regime the cross section of one-, two-, . . .
microwave-photon-assisted radiative collision processes
but does not give any information about the relation to
the case of zero-photon-assisted collisions, the resonant
collisions observed without microwaves. The treatment of
radiative collisions developed here is similar to that
developed in Ref. 15 but is applied to the case of
microwave-assisted collisions.

We note that the cross section is approximately equal to
zero, except for the value of F; such that

E,, =0 (with m=0) .

Under these conditions, we see that the collision process
should exhibit resonances for the values of the energy,
such that

(a) Shift of the resonance: The resonance position ex-
hibits an ac Stark shift A from the position corresponding
to a microwave field amplitude equal to zero:

W(Fs):Enp(F:)+E(n—l)p(Fs)—zEns(Fs)
=Mony - (40)

The value of this shift is given by

1 d’w )
=% aF | fm
_—i dzEnP dzE(n—l)P _2d2E"S FZ .
4 | dr? |, dF? F, dF? |r, | ™
(41)

It is proportional to the square of the amplitude of the mi-
crowave field, i.e., proportional to the microwave energy.

W(Fs):ma)mw“‘l dZPz’ F2, (m=0), (39) .(b) Maximum cross.-section:. The cross sgctiqn of m-
4 dF* |F, microwave-photon-assisted radiative collision is given by
|
1 a2 | )
sin 2 E'"+W(F)b5 o
F 2
G, Fo)~2m}, |G| Zmw | e X = db . 42)
dF F, Omw 0o b lE + 2X
27" W(F,)b®
|
We can calculate its value at resonance (E,, =0) the cross section of Eq. (42) is not symmetric about
F E,, =0. The cross section is larger for E,, and W (F;) of
O(F ) =~ 10.79X% 5 ~3SW(F,)2/5]2 aw L opposite sign, and we can show that the slowly decreasing
dF |F, Oy side varies as E}/2.
(43) .
which can also be written D. The strong-field regime
O (Fow) = 10.79X5/50 —8/S W (F, ?/5 We label strong-field regime the case where
m112
dw
1| 1aw | Fumw 44) o | Fow>WE). 45)
m! |2 dF |F, 0ny s

The expression of Eq. (44) is very similar to that obtained
in Ref. 15 for laser-induced collisional energy transfers in
the weak-field regime.

(c) Shape of the resonance: In particular, the asymme-
trical line shape of laser-assisted collisions is found again
for microwave-assisted collisions. Such a result is not
surprising because our treatment of the weak-field regime
is similar to that developed in Ref. 15. We can see that

We assume also that

W F)>>4V? . (46)
If these conditions are met Eq. (25) can be written

Rp+ L[ W(F(1))?—2iW(F(1))]Rp =0 , @7)

and the probability of finding the atoms in the two p
states is given by
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P(Fy, Fppy) = V? ‘ [ exp | [1—iwF(dr ldt ’2

which can be written in a Floquet development as
me

F, Omy

+ o0
S (-1,

m=—oo

dw

P(F, ,F,,)=V? IF

As for the weak-field-regime case we note that the prob-
ability P is different from zero when

1 d*w

E, = —
’" 4 dr?

W (F;)+

Flw—momny=0. (50)

s

Note that the resonances are shifted from their expected

positions by the ac Stark shift of

_1adw
4 dF?

2
Fraw
FS

As long as the collisional resonances do not overlap the
resonance condition of Eq. (50) allows us to separate the
contributions to the probability of Eq. (49) from different
values of m. Thus the probability of Eq. (49) may be
rewritten as a sum of probabilities P (Fy,b), and for
the resonance corresponding to the process assisted by m
microwave photons, we get

me

F; Omw

4b*?

U2

aw

P"(F )= VU2 IF

Frw

F, Omw

ot o,

dw
T oph”

dF

(51)

To calculate the total cross section at resonance for the
m-microwave-photon-assisted process we must integrate
the probability P'™ over impact parameter b. In fact, it is
clear that the probability P'™ cannot be larger than 1,
which defines an impact parameter b,, (Fpy ):

dw | Fmw
Wi |5 - o
br%z(me)z v (52)

In fact, an exact numerical integration of the Eqgs. (16) for
strong-field-regime conditions shows (see Fig. 17) that Eq.
(51) is a relatively good approximation for b > b,, but that
for b <b,, the probability P'™ exhibits rapid oscillations,
which permits us to approximate P by 1 in this zone.
In the solid curves of Fig. 17 we show the collision proba-
bilities for resonant collision and collisions assisted by mi-
crowaves obtained by numerical integration of Eq. (16).
For the resonant-collision case we also show the approxi-
mate expression of Eq. (48). For the collisions assisted by

microwaves we note that the last maximum,
P")(F.)=1 occurs at the point
172
dw Frw
bm (me)=bo Jm F FS("’) O ] . (53)

Note that similar behavior is obtained for the cases of

be/u
0
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(48)

1 dw 2
exp—i W(FS)+Z TS Ffonw—mwmw tdt (49)

l
m=1, 2, and 3, i.e., for one, two, or three microwave-
photon-assisted collisions. These considerations lead us to
give an approximate expression for the cross section oy’
in the strong-field regime:

oW Frmw) =2 + [, 27bP "™ (Fony,b)db ,  (54)
OV (Fow ) =27b 2% (Frw) (55)
Frw
TN F e ) =~ 20 3(0) 1, aw = |, (56)
dF Fs Omw
47TX dW me
('")z— adldd LA
oM m DF F, Omw ) (57)

where bo(0) is the impact parameter for resonant col-
lisions in the absence of microwaves. A better expression
can be obtained by considering the curves of calculated
probabilities given by Fig. 17. All these curves look simi-
lar to the probability curve of resonant collisions without
microwaves but, at least in first approximation, with a
compression versus the impact parameter b by a ratio

1/2
Fonw }

F; Omw
This leads for the cross section to the expression

aw
dF

Iim

me

F, Omw

dw

dF

O F ) =0 P (0, (58)

An exact expression for the resonant-collision cross sec-
tion in the absence of microwaves can be calculated. We
find for the probability P*(0,b),

P(0,b)= sin® | =
vb

(59)

We note that we get exactly the same expression for
o%7(0) by taking for the matrix element ¥ the expression
given by Eq. (18). We can show that

2
db = % . (60)

2X
2

o= [ * 2mb sin’

The impact parameter bo(0) for resonant collisions, for
which P®(0,b)=1, is readily determined from Eq. (59);
pr0)= 61)
v
which leads to the impact parameters b,,(F,,,,) for radia-
tive collisions:
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FIG. 17. Typical calculated curves corresponding to transi-
tion probabilities P (Fy,,,b) vs impact parameter b: (a)-(c)
in the case of resonant collision process for respective values of
the parameter
aw
dF
equal to O (no microwaves), 1.1, and 3.85. The dotted line in (a)
corresponds to the asymptotic behavior in 4X%/b*v? given by Eq.
(51) for large impact parameter b. (d) In the case of the one-
microwave-photon-assisted radiative collision process for a value
of the parameter

dW | Fuw
dF |F) @y

equal to 1.85.

me

FO omy
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b2 (Fay)= X7,
vmT

dw

dF

me

F; Wmw

(62)

Before comparing these cross sections to the measure-
ments a few remarks are in order. First the coherence of
the different processes shown in Fig. 13 is automatically
taken into account by the use of dW /dF in the argument
of the Bessel function. Consider for illustration the situa-
tion shown in Fig. 13 in which the s state has no side-
bands, or equivalently negligible Stark shift (the same
reasoning may be extended to include the ns state Stark
shift). In this case,

dW_dEnp dE(nwl)p A
dF  dF dF ’
using the Bessel function identity we can rewrite the

Bessel function in the cross section of Egs. (56), (57), and
(62), as

(63)

dw me kad dEnp me
ar = 2 I TaE
F; Omw k= — oo F, WOmw
XJk dE(n~1)p me ,
dF F, Omw

(64)

that is, as a coherent sum over those processes which cor-
respond to the net absorption of m photons. Although
the different processes could be summed, it is evidently
easier to treat the problem globally and have the sum
done automatically. Finally we remark that Eq. (64) in-
corporates the interference between different collisional
processes, which, depending upon the phase, can be con-
structive or destructive. It is interesting to note this
unusual and explicitly observable collisional effect.

Thus far we have focused on the case in which the
duration of one collision is much longer than the mi-
crowave period. This condition, with the further restric-
tions of Egs. (27) and (46), has allowed us to describe ra-
diative collisions in terms of resonant collisions between
“microwave dressed” atoms. The case in which the dura-
tion of one collision becomes much shorter than the mi-
crowave period is also of interest. In this situation, the
radiative collision process should be treated as a
resonant-collision process at a well-defined value of the
microwave field, and therefore of the total field F. The to-
tal cross section of a resonant collision can be written

o(W(F))=oof(W(F)) , (65)

where f(W(F)) is a function characterizing the width and
the shape of the observed collisional resonance and which
satisfies

fo)=1. (66)

In the presence of microwaves the total cross section be-
comes

w 27/ .
T(W(F)=-" fo 00 f(W[F, 4 Fpy, sin(wpyt)]dt
(67)
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Figure 18(c) shows the general behavior of a collisional
resonance in the presence of a low-frequency field. The
resonant-collision line is split into two asymmetric lines,
the splitting proportional to the microwave field ampli-
tude. From Eq. (67) it is apparent that the cross section is
a time average, and since more time is spent at the extre-
ma of the oscillating field, they dominate the cross sec-
tion.

IV. THEORY-EXPERIMENT COMPARISON
AND CONCLUSION

The experimental data reported in Sec. II of this article
permit us to analyze three kinds of parameters: the width
or the shape of the resonance lines, the shift of the col-
lision resonance, and the cross sections of the different
collisional processes.

Concerning the width of the resonance in the strong-
field regime, from Egs. (49) and (52) it is apparent that the
width of the resonances is given by (where FWHM
represents full width at half maximum)

2y 2mv | AW | Fmw
A(FWHM)=—"—=-"J, e 68
( ) bm bo dF F Omw ( )
As the square root of the Bessel function
Jm du’ me
dF F, Omw

does not exhibit, in the strong-field regime, significant
variation, the theoretical widths of resonances are relative-
ly constant versus the microwave field, in agreement with
our experimental data.

The calculated cross sections of Egs. (56), (57), and (62)
exhibit no asymmetry, whereas the experimental cross

(a)

Il Il Il
T T T

WIF ~Fpn) W(F,) W(F+Fpy)

FIG. 18. Collisions in the presence of a low-frequency mi-
crowave field. (a) the resonant collision profile without the mi-
crowaves. (b) One period of microwave field showing both the
amplitude and the time weighting of the extreme field values. (c)
Typical weighted shape of radiative collision line when the mi-
crowave period becomes long compared to the duration of one
collision.

sections most certainly do. We note though that the ex-
perimental asymmetry is present even in the zero-photon
or resonant-collision signals as shown by Fig. 7. The
(0,0)° resonance is degraded to the high-field side, whereas
the (1,1)° resonance is degraded to the low-field side. In-
spection of Fig. 7 shows that this persists for the (0,0)”
and (1,1)™ m-photon resonances as well. The asymmetry
is thus not peculiar to the presence of the microwave pho-
tons, but is due to our neglect of the variation of inter
atomic potential with distance. As mentioned earlier, this
variation is due to nonresonant coupling to other states.

Actually the addition of the microwaves may be a use-
ful way of studying the interatomic potentials. As shown
by Eq. (62), the impact parameter for a radiative collision
is controlled by the strength of the microwave field. The
linewidth of the collisional resonance scales as
1/by (Fpny ), but more important, the region of the intera-
tomic potential responsible for the collisional resonance
depends on the microwave field. For example, at very
low microwave powers the one-photon resonances should
be broad and are due mostly to interactions occurring at
small separations of the colliding atoms where the inter-
atomic potential is most likely not to be flat. At higher
powers, where

aw
dF

J

me
(1) '~1,

F Omw

the impact parameter is larger, and the interatomic poten-
tial is essentially flat, leading to sharper, more symmetric
resonances. This development with microwave power is
in fact quite clearly observed, as shown by Fig. 7.

Alternatively, the very asymmetric profiles observed in
the weak-field regime [as shown in Figs. 7(b)—(d)] can be
interpreted in the weak-field formalism developed in Sec.
III B. However, overlap between the different radiative
collision processes does not permit a quantitative investi-
gation of these data. In particular, it has not been possi-
ble to test the E,; /2 dependence of the resonance shape.

Concerning the shift observed for the radiative collision
resonance (as those shown in Fig. 8), in the weak- and
strong-field-regime theory the resonance position exhibits
an ac Stark shift [see Egs. (41) and (50)] of

_ld*w
4 dr?

2
mw

Assuming that the energy-level curves of ns and np levels
can by approximated by parabolic curves (which is a good
approximation), it is easy to show that the ac Stark shift,
expressed in terms of the change in the static field at
which the resonance is observed, is given by

A=F2,/4F{™ . (69)

Recalling that 1 W of microwave input power corre-
sponds to 95 V/cm, we can use Eq. (69) to predict slopes
of 6.4, 7.4, and 8.7 V/cm W for, respectively, the one-,
two-, and three-microwave-photon-assisted radiative col-
lision processes. These values are in good agreement with
the experimental data of 6.8(4), 6.5(4), and 8.9(5)
V/cm W.
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In the theory we have considered separately the cases of
the weak- and the strong-field regimes. Figure 9 shows
the theoretical relative cross sections of the different radia-
tive collision processes versus the microwave electric field
and the corresponding experimental data. The strong-
field regime curves,

.

are obviously not physically significant in the weak-field
regime, and more generally when the cross sections are
near zero (shown by the dotted line of Fig. 9). In the
weak-field region the cross section is given by the expres-
sion of Eq. (44). We have used the actual values of the
average collision velocity, =1.6x10"*, and dipole mo-
ments p;=p,=0.6n*2. Here, n*? is the effective quan-
tum number of the ns state of binding energy
W= —1/2n*2. The weak-field-regime curves (short-
dashed line) meet the strong-field-regime curves at the
points of transition between both regimes for the different
radiative collisional processes. It is clear that the passage
from one regime to the other cannot be abrupt but must
be smooth. Figure 19 shows the theoretical cross-section
curves versus the microwave field in the cavity. The
agreement between these curves and the plotted experi-
mental points is generally good. In particular, the zeros
of the experimental cross sections are reproduced in the
theory.

There is, however, one discrepancy. The data of Fig. 9
are normalized so that the resonant-collision cross section
for no microwave field is 2.00, in disagreement with the
theoretical value of 1. In our preliminary analysis of the
data'® we used a simpler perturbative treatment in which
the cross sections are given by the squares of Bessel func-
tions, leading to smaller theoretical radiative collision
cross sections, in better agreement with the experiments.
A more thorough analysis has shown that the simple per-
turbative approach should not be valid, and we have thus
developed the approach presented here. There are, in
fact, several experimental difficulties which may have con-
tributed to the normalization discrepancy. The overlap
between the different radiative collisional processes makes
it difficult to measure these cross sections unambiguously.
Accurate determination of the zeroes in the cross section
is difficult because of the background signal due to the
blackbody radiative transfer.’® The narrow width of the
collisional resonances also contributes to uncertainties in
the determination of their maxima. These factors may
well explain a systematic error in the measurement which
would have led to the discrepancy of the resonant-
collision signal at zero microwave field.

The low-frequency assumption has permitted us to de-
velop a useful formalism to describe the behavior of Ryd-
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FIG. 19. Theoretical cross-section variation vs microwave
field amplitude corresponding to the experimental data of Fig.
9. Strong-field regime, cross sections: (0,0° (——), (0,0)'
(— — —), (0,0% (—-—-) and (0,0)® (—. —. —.). Parts of curves
where the strong-field-regime theory is not valid are dotted
lines. Weak-field-regime cross sections are represented by
short dashed lines for the processes (0,0)!, (0,0), and (0,0)°.

berg states isolated from the other states of the manifold,
in the presence of microwave field in a weak- and a
strong-field regime. In particular, microwave-assisted ra-
diative collisions can be treated as resonant collisions be-
tween “microwave dressed” Rydberg atoms, and the com-
parison of these theoretical results with those obtained ex-
perimentally supports the validity of our treatment. The
relative simplicity of this treatment and the possibility of
nearly exact calculations (by using, for instance, a better
interatomic potential) for radiative collisions lead to the
conclusion that microwave-assisted radiative collisions be-
tween dressed atoms comprise a good system in which to
analyze some of the general properties of radiative col-
lision processes. More generally, Rydberg atoms in the
presence of microwaves offer the possibility of investigat-
ing a variety of physical problems relating to the interac-
tion of matter with radiation.’” The specific attraction is
that a whole range of parameters can be studied in a more
quantitative fashion than is possible to do otherwise.
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