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Quantum-optical master equations — exemplified by the Jaynes-Cummings model with
damping—are turned into numerical partial differential equations of first order for phase-space
functions, which are generalizations of the Wigner function and its relatives. The time dependence
of these phase-space functions originates solely in the atom-photon interaction; all other time de-
pendences, in particular the dissipative contribution of the photon damping, are accounted for by
the time-dependent operator bases to which the phase-space functions refer. The judicious choice of
operator basis also effects the absence of second-order derivatives in the partial differential equation.
Our first-order equations are hyperbolic and can be integrated conveniently along their character-
istics. As an illustrative application we study how the Jaynes-Cummings revivals are affected by
photon damping. We show how to handle squeezed reservoirs and how to apply the method to laser

cooling.

PACS number(s): 42.50.—p

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, we have been witnessing renewed inter-
est in methods by which quantum-optical master equa-
tions are treated numerically. This interest was trig-
gered by a common dissatisfaction with the standard ap-
proaches that use either rather large number-state matri-
ces or rather inconvenient coupled Fokker-Planck equa-
tions. One new method renounces a direct solution of the
master equation in favor of simulating the actual density
operator by an ensemble of wave functions that follow
a pseudounitary evolution and suffer state reductions at
random instants [1]. Another new development employs
the so-called “damping bases” for an algebraic frontal
attack on the master equation [2]; the damping bases di-
agonalize the nonunitary, dissipative part of the master
equation and so provide for a substantial simplification
as compared to the formulation in terms of number-state
matrices.

In the present contribution, we introduce an ap-
proach that combines the damping-bases strategy with
the Fokker-Planck formalism, with the intention to utilize
the advantages of both while avoiding their drawbacks.
We find a set of first-order partial differential equations
for phase-space functions that are generalizations of the
familiar ones — the Wigner function, Glauber’s @ and
P functions, and the like. Second-order derivatives are
absent, in marked contrast to the Fokker-Planck equa-
tions. This is achieved by employing time-dependent op-
erator bases in the definition of our phase-space func-
tions. Except for the atom-photon interaction, all dy-
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namical changes are accounted for by this time depen-
dence of the basis. Consequently, our phase-space func-
tions evolve only as a result of the interaction. In other
words, we are proposing a luxurious interaction picture.

Here is a brief outline of the paper. The ground is pre-
pared in Sec. II where we take a look at explicit operator
solutions for noninteracting systems. Then, in Sec. III,
our first-order partial differential equations are derived
and discussed. The numerical methods being used are
presented in Sec. IV. Section V reports an application
to Jaynes-Cummings revivals in the presence of photon
damping. We close with a summary. Two appendices
deal with extensions of the formalism; in Appendix A we
show how to handle squeezed reservoirs; in Appendix B
we report the equations of motion relevant for the treat-
ment of laser cooling.

II. NONINTERACTING SYSTEMS
A. Photons

We describe the method in the exemplary context of a
single photon mode; the generalization to more than one
kind of photons is immediate. The photon state is spec-
ified by the density operator p(t) = p(af,a,t) which is a
function of the dynamical variables a' and a (the “ladder
operators”). Its evolution is governed by the quantum
master equation

9 .

31P = Lonp = iw(p, ata] + z[a!, p] + 2*[p, q]
——g(u +1) (a*ap — 2apal + pafa)
—-%V (aafp —2atpa + paaf) . (2.1)

The symbol w denotes the natural frequency of the pho-
ton mode; A is the rate with which the state would re-
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lax toward its thermal equilibrium state (characterized
by v, the number of thermal photons) if there were no
“injected signal” whose strength is measured by the nu-
merical function z(t). For the sake of simplicity, we shall
be content with dynamics of this restricted form; in Ap-
pendix A we show how to deal with squeezed reservoirs
and phase-sensitive unitary contributions.

The fundamental observation is this. Operators of the
structure

B(n(t), a*(t),a'(t))
= ;(IT) : exp ( - E(l_t) [a1¥ - a*(t)] [a - a'(t)D :

are solutions of the master equation (2.1) provided that
the numerical functions (t), a*(t), and o’(t) obey

(2.2)

%n:—A(n—u—l)7

d . . * *

prie =(zw—%A)a + 2%, (2.3)
d

aa' = (—iw — %A) o +z,

whereby a*(t) need not equal the complex conjugate of
o/(t), although this is the usual situation. [Of course,
2*(t) must always be the complex conjugate of z(t).] As
usual, the pair of colons in (2.2) indicates normal order-
ing, all a' operators to the left of all factors of a. Our
assertion, viz. that B of (2.2) with (2.3) solves (2.1), is
demonstrated with the aid of the identities

0, t . oy dk
—8tB =—k"2[kB - (a' — a*)B(a — o)] p
do! do*
-1/ 1t _ % -1 _ A
+x7(a' —a )B——dt tRT B(a—a'), (2.4)

and

[af,B] = k7 (a' — a*)B,
[B,a] = k™ 'B(a — '),

[B,ata) = k7 'a*B(a — ') — k! (a' —a*)Ba’  (2.5)

as well as

ataB — 2aBa’ + Ba'a
=2x"}(1-&)B —2x72(1 — k)(a! — a*)B(a — &)
+x"Yal - a*)Ba' + k'a*B(a — '),

aa'B — 2a'Ba + Baa'
=2B — 2" a' — a*)B(a — o)
k" Ha' —a*)Ba' — k7 'a*B(a — ). (2.6)

These are systematically derived by repeated applica-
tions of the elementary rules

oF
o F1= Gt

_oF

t -
Fafl=5

(2.7)
valid for any operator function F(af,a). Further, we re-
call that the initial state p(0) = p(t = 0) can be written
as a linear superposition of B’s according to
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1

D t " , ,
p0) = [P et anBsa,at ), 29

where the phase-space function fo(a!',a”) is given by [3]

fola®,a") = tr{p(0)B(1 — ko,a'",a")}. (2.9)
For any fixed value of a”, fg(aTl ,a") is an analytic func-
tion of its complex variable al’; likewise, f, is analytic
in a”. We are employing the notational convention in-
troduced by Dirac who denotes eigenvalues by attaching
primes to the symbols of the corresponding operators.
Thus, in writing a!’ and a” we emphasize that these
complex numbers are essentially eigenvalues of a! and
a, respectively.

In general terms, the differential D(a!’,a”) in (2.8)
symbolizes the injunction to integrate the complex vari-
ables a!" and a” over orthogonal contours. Since this
generality is of little use in the present context, we shall
only employ the standard parametrization
f=q-ip=re ',
D(al,a") = 2dpdq = 2drrdy,

aT:a

(2.10)

where the cartesian phase-space variables p and ¢ range
from —oo to +00, whereas the polar radius r = /p? + ¢2
is limited to positive values and the polar angle ¢ cov-
ers any interval of length 2. With (2.10), a” equals the
complex conjugate of al’, as already indicated; therefore,
we shall write a’ rather than a” from here on. As a fur-
ther consequence of the parametrization (2.10), Eq. (2.8)
associates a real phase-space function fo(at' ,a') with the
Hermitean p(0).

Before proceeding we note that the trace in (2.9) is
certainly well defined for 0 < k¢ < % In particular,
fo(aT',a’) is the Wigner function of p(0) when ko = %;
fo(a’,a’) becomes the Q function in the limit ko — 0; if
it exists, the P function is available for ko — 1 [4].

Upon combining the observation, that B of (2.2) solves
the master equation (2.1), with Eq. (2.8) we find the
general solution of (2.1):

D aTI,aI ' .
p(t) = / Lzﬂ—) fola®,a")B(k(t),a"(t),o/(t))

(2.11)
where k(0) = Ko, a*(0) = al’, and o’(0) = o’ are the
initial values supplementing Egs. (2.3). Since a”* = at’
holds, we have a’*(0) = a*(0) so that Egs. (2.3) imply
a’*(t) = a*(t), and we shall drop the prime on « accord-
ingly. Thus

a*(t) — eiute—At/ZaT'
t
+/ dt’ eiw(t—vt')e*A(tvt')/sz(tl) ,
0
d(t) = alt) = e Wwte—AL/2,1
t
+/ dtle—iw(t—t’)efA(t—t')/Zz(t/)’
0

(2.12)



and
K(t) = Koo — (Koo — Ko) e~ 4* (2.13)
with

Koo = K(t &> 0) =v +1. (2.14)

For the following it is essential that the time de-
pendence is wholly contained in the operator basis
B(x(t), a*(t),a(t)); the phase-space function fo(al',a’)
does not evolve.

Expectation values can then be calculated as phase-
space integrals. Elementary examples are

at',a’ ‘
(o0} = [ P2 poat ) = e ot}

D(al’, ')

tr {a'p(t)} =/ o

o’ (t)fola",a’),

G,Tl a '
wfon0) = [ apiat,a),  (219)
PA
tr {aTap(t)} = / % [a*(t)a(t) + (t) — 1]

x fo(al',a').

Some remarks concerning the connection between the
time-dependent operator basis of (2.2) and the damping
basis of [2] are in order. In its dependence on o* and a,
B(k,a*,a) is a generating function for the elements pS)
of the damping basis. The explicit relation is

B(k,a",a) = Z Z bflk)p,(lk), (2.16)
n=0k=—o0
with
B9 b = ()T
™ " (n+ k) \ Koo
x L(® ( i ) a* (2.17)
K — Koo

for k > 0. If there is no injected signal, 2(t) = 0 in (2.12),
then the argument of the generalized Laguerre polyno-
mial is time independent, and b;k) is proportional to
exp[—ikwt — (n + |k|/2)t], as it must be. For further de-
tails concerning the damping basis we refer the reader to
Ref. [2].

B. Atoms

For the exemplary discussion of the atomic degree of
freedom we shall be content with simple circumstances,
too. Therefore, we deal with a single two-level atom only.
Now p(t) = p(o4+,0—_,t) denotes the state of this atom;
it is a function of the dynamical variables o and o_,

O =0, L0y, = (crq:)lr , (2.18)
where o;, oy, and also 0, =(040_—0_0,)/4 are
analogs of Pauli’s spin operators. As the quantum master
equation for the evolution of p(t) we take
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0 .Q
5iP = Latp =15 [p,02]

B

—é—(l —s)(o40_p—20_poy + poyo_)
B

—‘8"3(‘7—U+P~ 204po_ +po_oy)
2C-B

—— (p—0o2p0;) . (2.19)

Here, Q2 is the natural frequency of the atomic transition;
B is the rate at which (% 1+ 0,)>, the population of the
upper atomic level, relaxes toward its equilibrium value s
(limited to the range 0 < s < 1); and C is the rate
at which the polarization (o) decays. The restriction
C > B/2 applies.

The four time-dependent operators

_ 1 1
b, = 3+ 5(23— 1o, ,
1_-—Bt
bg:ie Oz,
b3 — _;_e—tﬂte—Cta,+ ,

by = %e' e (2.20)
are the fundamental solutions of (2.19). They include the
steady state of (2.19), by, which is actually constant in
time. We write the general solution of (2.19) as a linear
superposition of by, ..., by:

4
o) = 3 £ibs(0). (2.21)
Jj=1
The constant coefficients fi,..., f4 are determined by
fi=tr{p(0)} =1,
fa=1tr{p(0) (02 —2s+1)},
f3= %tr {p(0)o_},
fa= e {p(0)as} = 5. (2:22)

Note that b; and b, are Hermitean, whereas bz and by are
Hermitean conjugates of each other; accordingly, f1 (= 1)
and f, are real, and f; is the complex conjugate of f;.
The basic expectation values are here

tr{p(t)} = fr =tr{p(0)},
tr{p(t)o.} = (2s — ) fr +e Pz,
tr {p(t)o_} = 2" e Ctfy

tr{p(t)o,} = 2e%e Ctf,. (2.23)

Clearly, Eqgs. (2.20), (2.21), (2.22), and (2.23) are the
analogs of (2.2), (2.11), (2.9), and (2.15), respectively.
Again we emphasize that the time dependence in (2.21)

is entirely in the basis operators by ... by, not in the
coefficients fy, ... fa4.

C. Photons and atoms

If we now consider a single photon mode and a two-
level atom jointly — without any interaction at the mo-
ment — the total state p(t) = p(af,a,04,0_,t) obeys
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)
—p="Lonp+ Larp. (2.24)

ot

The general solution is obtained by merging (2.21) with
(2.11) into

4

<t>—/ Z:f a)bs (1)

a*(t), alt)).

According to Egs. (2.9) and (2.22) the four time-
independent phase-space functions are related to the ini-
tial state p(0) by

xB(x(t) (2.25)

)= tr al',a")},
) =tr )(02—23+ )B(l*no,ar,a')},
aT',a'):% {p 0)o_ B(l—no,afl,a')},
) =3t

r{p(0)oB(1 — rko,al a)},

where the trace “tr” is over both the photon and the
atom degrees of freedom.

Equations (2.15) and (2.23) tell us how to compute
expectation values. The example

tr{afo_p(t)}

(2.26)

_ 26—1‘§2t€—(7t/D(aJr ,a')

o o*(t) fa(al',d) (2.27)

may serve as an illustration.

III. INTERACTING SYSTEMS
A. Equations of motion

We are now prepared to introduce an interaction be-
tween the two-level atom and the single photon mode.
The master equation (2.24) is supplemented by an inter-
action term,

pP= ‘Cphp + Eatp + ‘Cintp7 (31)

0
at
for which we choose the Jaynes-Cummings coupling

Comp = —glprato_] — ig'[p,a0s]. (3:2)
The coupling strength g(t) may be a rather arbitrary
complex function of time; its magnitude is the instanta-
neous Rabi frequency.

We write the general solution of (3.1) in the form (2.25)
except that we now allow for a time dependence in the
phase-space functions f; = fj(aTl,a’,t) to account for
the atom-photon interaction. Inasmuch as the factors

t)B(n(t), a*(t), a(t)) take care of the Ly}, and L, con-
tributions to dp/8t, the time dependence of the f;’s has
to reflect the effect of L,

/ (a', @) Zaffba /D(a’ Zf] Lintb;B.

(3.3)

Indeed, the phase-space functions fi,..., f4 change only
as a result of the interaction. In this sense, we have
formulated a genuine interaction picture for the quantum
master equation (3.1). This effort is rewarded with a set
of first-order differential equations for the f;’s, which we
derive next.

To turn the operator equation (3.3) into numerical
statements about the f;’s, one must express Li,b;B in
terms of the basic products b;B themselves. This is
achieved in a few steps. First, we utilize relations like

bio_ =2(1 — s)e HeCtp,

(3.4)

for the identification of the factors multiplying by, ..., by
on the right-hand side of (3.3). This produces

/D( a') 0f1 g
. 2 3t
A ' af
= —ige Mt Ct /Bg%;ﬂ (BaT — aTB) f3

D(al’,a’
FigreifteCt /~_(%?a*) (aB — Ba) f4 (3.5)

and corresponding equations for 8f;/8t, df3/0t, and
Of4/0t. Second, the extra factors of a and a' are elimi-
nated with the aid of identities like

g : 7]
t — — * L iwt JAt/2
a'B (a +K~—BQ)B (a + Kke'’e B‘a’>B’
0
a (a ( n)80*>8

A TR

dat’

Finally, partial integrations produce equivalent replace-
ments as exemplified by

oB df4
— - f4a > B——.
dat'”? Oat

(3.7)

The resulting equations of motion are compactly pre-
sented as

%f— M%HG(G')%HHL (3.8)
where f(al’,a’,t) is the four-entry column
fi
f= ﬁ (3.9)
fa

and the 4 x 4 matrices G(®), G(a'), and H are given by
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[0 0o G@o h fi i
co-| 0 o GHo i=| 2 |= _{3 P 2, (3.15)
o 0o 0 o]’ f3 eewf 3 i
¢ ¢ 0 o s ‘ :
0 0 0 Ggi*) which is more fitting here. This leads us to
(ah) - ~ -
geh=| 0 0 0G| (3.10) S5 _anif, G(‘P)aif + HF, (3.16)
G:(;; ) G:(;; ) 0 0 ot r 7]
0 0 0 0 with
T 1 a' a
ty* . 7
Gy =Gl = —igemibte(4/2-0)t G® = 2—T(G<a’> - G@), (3.17)
G;«;) _ Gg‘f) — _2ige—iAte(A/2+B—C)t(1 —s—kK), and
Gfﬁ) = Gg‘{t) = —ige iBte(A/240N (1 _ 5 o 4 2gk), 00 Gg‘;) G(f; )
a ahHy* i - 2 1 (@) ~la’)
G = G = oo aB O g, (a1)  E= o | 00 GR) GY (319
where A = Q —w denotes the detuning between the atom 00 0 0
and the photon, as well as 0 0 0 0
0 0 ei‘pH23 e_i‘PH24
g g IIO IIO + e_i‘PH;n e_i‘Png 0 0
_ 23 24 ip ip
H= H31 H32 0 0 y (312) e H41 e H42 0 0
Hy Hyz 0 0 Incidentally, we remark that (3.16) is hyperbolic if
ith 0 < k < 1, as will become clear in the next section where
w we find the eigenvalues of G().
Hyy= Hly = 2ig*eiMe(B—Olty Please note that the matrices G(") and rG(¥) neither
" . . i Ot depend on ¢ nor on r. The ¢ dependence of H be-
Hs = Hy = (1 - 2s)ig"e™ e a, (313)  comes more transparent as soon as we combine (2.12)

* the—(B—-C)ta .

*
H32 =H42 e

—ig
Please note that the matrices G(®), G(“f), and H have
many null entries. In particular, there are no 9f,/9a’ and
no 3f3/3a"’ terms in (3.8), and the equation for 9f; /0t
does not contain an inhomogeneous contribution.

For the numerical treatment of (3.1) the polar coor-
dinates of (2.10) are particularly useful. We rewrite the
derivatives in (3.1) in accordance with

_a_ = le—ip ﬁ _ fi

8a’ 2 ar rdp)’

0 1,0 10
dat' 2¢ (31‘ + rdyp )’ (3.14)

and switch from f(aT',a’,t) to the column f'(r, @, t), de-
fined by
J

H =H®O 4 ig*(t)Z(t)ePteAt/2¢ i

_zg(t)zt (t)e—iAte—At/2eicp

= HO® 4 e 0Z() 4 ivz(-)

with (2.10) to arrive at
a(t) = e iwte—At/25ip [r + e—i“’Z(t)] ,

where

(3.19)

t
Z(t) = / dt! et eAt'/2 (¢ (3.20)
0

measures the effect of the injected signal. Then
Hsy = (1 — 25)ig*(t)e?Ate—(4/2-C)t [r+e*Z(t)],
(3.21)

for example, shows that H is independent of ®, too, un-
less Z(t) # 0. In other words, the injected signal intro-
duces a ¢ dependence into H; no injected signal — no ¢
dependence.

We exhibit the ¢ dependence of H by decomposing it
according to

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 2e(B—CO)t
(1 —25)eCt —e~(B-CO)t g 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 2¢(B-O)t ¢
0 0 0 0
25)eCt —e~(B-C)t 0 0

(3.22)
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where the nonvanishing matrix elements of H(®) are

Ay =aYy = 5, C13 >
I-I23 — H(o) _ 2—1TG£'?‘) — 2ige At (4/2-B+C)t,
HY = BO" = (1 - 2s)ig*e’te=(4/2-C)t,  (3.23)
and
I?ég) = I:Ig). = —ggtetAte=(A/2+B-C)t, (3.24)

In G and H® we encounter matrix elements that
are proportional to 1/r. At first sight, these appear to
cause a problem at r = 0. A closer look, however, will
convince us that these terms are harmless. We proceed

ENGLERT, NARASCHEWSKI, AND SCHENZLE

from noting that f is periodic in ¢ by construction. When
inserting its Fourier series,

(r, o, t Z fi(r, t)e*? (3.25)
k=—o00
into (3.16) we find
gf‘k = G(r)_a_f'k + (ikG(“’) + I:I(O))f'k
ot or
Iy + 2O, (3.26)

where neighboring k values are coupled to each other only
when there is an injected signal. The critical terms are
contained in the second summand on the right-hand side.
Explicitly they are

b

0 0 (1+kGE (1-kGS [ fu
1 0 0 (1+kGY 1-kG6E || fe (3.27)
2r | —kGl®' —kala) 0 0 frs '
kG kG 0 0 fra

The analyticity of the original f; (aT' ,a',t) in both at" and
a' implies that the power series of fkj(r, t) starts with
rli*l for j = 1 and j = 2, 7/**1l for j = 3, and r!*~1I for
J = 4 [recall the extra factors of e!¥ and e~ in (3.15)].
Consequently, either there is a power of r available in
fkj, or the factors k, k + 1,and k — 1 supply the necessary
cancellation. Indeed, the 1/r terms are not problematic.

While we are at it, let us mention that all the functions
fkj(r, t) are even or odd in r. Specifically,

fkl( rt) = (=1)* fra(r,t),
Fra(=7,t) = (=1)* faa(r, 1),
fra(=r,t) = —(=1)* fas(r,1) ,
Fra(=r,t) = —(=1)* fra(r,t), (3.28)

which can be regarded either as another consequence of
the analytic properties of the fj(al" ,a',t) functions, or as
following from the invariance of the polar parametriza-
tion in (2.10) under the replacements r — —r, ¢ = p+7.
So we can extend the r range to negative values in a quite
natural way. This is of some importance for the numeri-
cal treatment.

(1—s—K) —1le—Bt

0 0
R =
(1-s—K+2sK)eCt  (k—1)el@-B)

(1—5—Kk+2sK)eC? Lye(C-B)t

(k-

je—iAt,—At/2

je—iDto—At/2

B. Characteristics

The time-dependent 4 x 4 matrix G (")
diagonalized, provided 0 < x(t) < 1,

of (3.17) can be

000 O
~_1000 0 _
RG' = 000w 0 R=VR, (3.29)
000 —v
where the nonzero eigenvalues tv(t) are given by
v(t) = lg(t)]eAt/zwln(t)(l - K(t)) (3.30)
(1 — k() )
O
— K(t)
which — quite remarkably — does not involve any of

the atomic parameters Q, B, C, and s, nor the natural
frequency w of the photon mode. For 0 < k(t) < 1, v(t)
is positive, and all eigenvalues of G(") are real. As stated
above, in this regime (3.16) is hyperbolic. The matrix R,

0 0

zAz */'gl

* ,L'eiAte—At/Z

e g/l

, (3.31)

v/g v/g

’U/g* _Z'eiAtefAt/Z,v/g/



consists of the eigenrows of G("). Up to elementary trans-
formations, R is unique. We note that the expressions
9/|9| and v/g remain meaningful for g — 0, provided the
complex phase of g behaves reasonably in this limit.

The diagonalization (3.29) enables us to decouple the
derivatives in (3.26). This produces

( 4 Vg) X = (’I,k@ + M)Xk

at or
+YBx + YOy, (3.32)
where the transformed quantities are
x, = Rf}, ,
é =RG¥WR™,
M =RHOR! + %R-l , (3.33)
and
Y® =RZBRT, (3.34)

Again, different k values are not coupled, unless there is
an injected signal.

Rather than (3.26) we can transform (3.16) to find the
corresponding equation of motion for

x(r, p,t) = Z xi(r, t)e*e . (3.35)
k=—o00
It reads
o Io} Io}
9 v8ilx—aaZx1M
(at Var>" Bopx T Mx
+e Y Mx 4 Y Ox.  (3.36)

Since the matrices G(") and G(¥) cannot be diagonal-
ized simultaneously without destroying the unit matrix
multiplying 8/8¢, we have to be content with the partial
diagonalization achieved in (3.36).

The curves
(1,70,00)  (two-fold),
T Q (r,r0 — fy dT'v(7),00) , (3.37)
(T’ To + foT dr'v(7'), ¢o) ,
in the three-dimensional 7,7, space are called

(bi)characteristics. Please note that the shape of these
characteristics does not depend on the starting point
(0,70, 0). For illustration, typical characteristics are
drawn in Fig. 1.

The differential operators on the left-hand sides of
(3.32) and (3.36) can be regarded as differentiations with
respect to 7 along the characteristics. Consequently, the
partial differential equation can be integrated along these
curves similar to an ordinary differential equation. This
is the main advantage of our approach over the common
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FIG. 1. The characteristics in a plane with fixed ¢o, going
through the point (to = 0,7¢ = 1,¢p0), are plotted. They
start with ko = 0 and end with ke = 1 (left-hand side) or
Koo = 2 (right-hand side), respectively. The top graph could
be continued to ¢ — oo in contrast to the bottom graph, where
the characteristics end at At = —1n(1/2) = 0.69....

one that leads to coupled second-order equations of the
Fokker-Planck type.

In the theory of partial differential equations [5] the
term “characteristic” originally denotes rather an entire
hypersurface in the definition space than a single curve.
The specific meaning of these surfaces is that a general
initial value problem (Cauchy problem) is improperly
posed if the initial values are given on a characteristic,
because the underlying partial differential equation re-
lates the values on a characteristic surface to each other;
it does not determine neighboring values outside the sur-
face. This can be easily seen for Egs. (3.32) and (3.36).

IV. NUMERICAL METHODS

Explicit finite-difference methods for a direct numeri-
cal integration of (3.32) or (3.36) are not satisfactory with
respect to their stability. Integration along the charac-
teristics (3.37), as anticipated above, is to be preferred.
In contrast to a true ordinary differential equation, so-
lutions with different initial conditions are coupled be-
cause several characteristics intersect. If the values of
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Xy, are given in 7 direction on a grid with fixed spac-
ing, the width of the time steps has to be adjusted,
so that the characteristics connect grid points at dif-
ferent times. For the integration we use either a two-
step predictor-corrector scheme, see Fig. 2, or a gener-
alized four-step Runge-Kutta scheme with intermediate
integration points lying on intersections of characteris-
tics through other grid points, see Fig. 3. The two-step
predictor-corrector scheme with j corrector steps is given

by
(1)(t + h) = xx(t) + hy(xk(t)) ’

y(xx(t) +

(4.1)

y(xfcj)(t + h))
2

xU (¢ + h) = xk(t) + h :
with y symbolizing the right-hand side of (3.32). The
integration along the characteristics is not indicated ex-
plicitly. The size h of the time step is determined by the

course of the characteristics (cf. Fig. 2). Two or three
corrector steps are most favorable.
J
0
a «
8 _ B(4a®—3a+p) B(B—a)
2a(1-2a) 2a(1-2a)
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A generalized four-step Runge-Kutta scheme can be
described by the table

0
o | Ba1
a3 | P31 Pa2

Qyq ﬁ41 ﬂ42 ﬂ43
!’Yl Y2 Y3 Y4

(4.2)

with
Xk (t + h) = xk(t) + h(v1y1 + v2y2 + 13Y3 + Yaya) (4.3)

and

y(t, xx),

y(t + azh,xi + hB21y1),
y(

y(

Il

(4.4)
t + ash,xi + h[O31y1 + Ps2y2]),
t + agh, xi + h[Ba1y1 + Ba2y2 + Basys)).

We use the unique table

(4.5)

(1-B)(1-a)(1-2a)

with

a # B,
a#1/2,
6af —4a—48+3 #0,

(4.6)

that approximates the solution of (3.32) up to fourth or-
der with arbitrary o and 3. The coefficients a and
as well as h are determined by the course of the charac-
teristics (cf. Fig. 3). These are calculated by numerical
integration of the ordinary differential equations

dt
dr

1
VIg®)2eAtn(t) [1 - w(t)]

N

r

@)

1
(

FIG. 2. Integration along characteristics with constant o
using a two-step scheme is indicated. The step size in ¢ direc-
tion is adjusted with respect to the course of the characteris-
tics.

(1-a)(a—4B2+58-2)
1| 1~ B4 —Pa3 2a(B—a)(6af—4a—43+3) B(B—a)(6aB—4a—46+3)
6af—2a—28+1 26-1 120 6af—4a—43+3
1208 12a(B—a)(l1—a) 128(B—a)(1-3) 12(1—a)(1-p)

f

with the aid of the classical four-step Runge-Kutta
scheme. The restrictions for & and 3 in (4.6) have no
practical importance, because slightly curved character-

istics, compared to the size of h, lead to values of a =~ %

3
and B~ 2.

If v > 0, the parameter (t) will reach x = 1 at a cer-
tain time and then leave the region of hyperbolicity. Fur-
thermore, the numerical properties of the schemes used
are most favorable for £(t) around k = ;. For these rea-
sons it could become necessary to restart the dynamics

OI ﬁ
a

FIG. 3. Several grid points are involved in one integration
step along the characteristics using a four-step Runge-Kutta
scheme. In t direction two intermediate grids are required.
The corresponding time steps are given in units of the total
step size h.
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at some time tg with a new initial value for k. Then the
phase-space function x(a’, at' r) with k1 = k(tg) has to
be transformed into a new initial function x;(a’, at' )t R)
with k3 < k1. In the standard parametrization (2.10)
this is achieved by

xz(all’ all*’ tR)

% 1
_ /D(a27r,a )x(a',a'*,tR)

1 1 "2
X———exp| ———|a(tr) — a s
e (- letn) — )

a simple Gaussian integral transform.

(4.8)

V. JAYNES-CUMMINGS REVIVALS

In this section, we study the influence of damping on
the so called Jaynes-Cummings revivals using the method
developed above. If there is no injected signal z(t), it is
sufficient to assume the superposition

1 2n
= — dyg o) (a 5.1
or=or | %o |ao){exo| (5.1)
of coherent states |ap) with ag = rge?#° for the ini-

tial state of the field. This is equivalent to disregarding
the off-diagonal elements of some |ag){ao| expanded in
a Fock basis. This simplification is possible because of
the decoupling in (3.26) for Z(*) = 0. The full informa-
tion about the atomic inversion and the photon number
is contained in fo; the k # 0 terms are not needed.

All results shown in Figs. 4-8 refer to the case of zero
temperature (¥ = 0) and no explicit atomic damping

10
SW\/\/\/\/\NVWVW"WVWV\/V\NV\/WW/V‘

AG_

£

~ 4 +

— r

3

d b

\/2_
0 A1
[, J S - T 1 P R

0 10 20 30 40 50

gt

FIG. 4. As areference, the pure Jaynes-Cummings dynam-
ics without damping (A = 0) is plotted. The calculation was
performed using the Wigner function (x = 1). Here and in
Figs. 5-8, curve PN shows the photon number (a'a), and
curve Al the atomic inversion (o).
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FIG. 5. On the time scale of the revivals a weak damping
of A/g = 0.001 mainly leads to a slight decay of the mean
photon number. The initial x parameter of the phase-space
functions is ko = 0.4, a value only a little less than the one
corresponding to the Wigner function.

(B =0,C = 0). The amplitude of the coherent initial
state of the field is ro = 3, while the atom is in its ground-
state initially. The coupling constant g is taken to be
constant. The phase-space functions are discretized in r
direction on the interval [0;5] with a step size of Ar =
0.0025.

Figure 4 shows the undamped revivals for comparison.
In Figs. 5-8 the ratio A/g is increased by factors of 10
in three steps from A/g = 1073 to A/g = 1. For the
very weak damping of A/g = 1073 the revivals are essen-
tially unaffected, the main effect being a slow decay of
the mean photon number. For A/g = 102, we observe
a much faster decay of the photon number; the revivals
are still there but with a markedly reduced amplitude. A

10 —

PN

(ala) , (a2)

0 10 20 30 40
gt

FIG. 6. A damping of A/g = 0.01 causes a strong reduction
of the amplitude of the revivals in addition to the decay of
the photon number. The atomic inversion is still oscillating
around values near zero.
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FIG. 7. With a damping of A/g = 0.1 revivals are no longer
visible. In addition to the decay of the photon number, a
decay of the atomic inversion can be seen.

damping of A/g = 10™! destroys the revivals completely;
only the few initial Rabi oscillations survive. Finally, for
the strong damping of A/g = 1, the mean photon num-
ber decreases monotonically and no longer exhibits Rabi
oscillations at all; these are still present in the atomic
inversion though. Please note the different time ranges
in Figs. 5-8.

In addition to the numerical results reported in Figs. 5-
8, we have calculated some of the long-time plots given
by Eiselt and Risken [6] and found no disagreement [7].

10

(ala) , (o)

10 15
gt

FIG. 8. The quite strong damping of A/g = 1 makes the
initial Rabi oscillations of the photon number disappear, too.
Both the photon number and the atomic inversion reach their

stationary values quickly.
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VI. SUMMARY

We have used the explicit dynamical operator solutions
for a damped photon mode and a damped (or pumped)
two-level atom to introduce a genuine interaction picture
for the Jaynes-Cummings model with dissipation. The
numerical phase-space functions that parametrize the
time-dependent density operator are appropriate general-
izations of the familiar Wigner function and its relatives.
These phase-space functions obey a hyperbolic first-order
partial differential equation; their time-dependence orig-
inates solely in the atom-photon coupling whose strength
is measured by the Rabi frequency. The numerical treat-
ment is based upon integrations along the characteristics
of the hyperbolic equation of motion. The generaliza-
tions to more than one photon mode or atoms with more
than two levels are immediate.

As an application we have looked at Jaynes-Cummings
revivals in the presence of photon damping. We find
that even for a relatively short photon lifetime (about
30 periods of the vacuum Rabi oscillation in Fig. 6) the
first revival is still noticeable. Further applications of the
interaction-picture formalism to laser cooling and atom
diffraction are hinted at in Appendix B. Results will be
reported in due course.
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APPENDIX A: SQUEEZED RESERVOIRS

Photon master equations that are generalizations of
(2.1) appear in some problems. An example is given by
Eq. (1) of Ref. [8] which has the form

d*
2

a d 2
Yl Ephp + —[P7 a2] + [aT ’p]

ot 2

D
—E(azp — 2apa + pa?)

*

2

(a'p — 2a"pat + pa'”) (A1)

with Ly as in (2.1). In the jargon of quantum optics,

TABLE I. Identification of the parameters used in this pa-
per with those of Ref. [8].

This paper Ref. [8]
Av aRe[paali + pobLl2)
A(v +1) ¥+ aRe[pse L1 + pecLa)
D" %apca[,o ([,1 + [:2)
w Q—v+ talm|(paa — pss) L1 + (Pob — pec)L2]
d” %apcaﬁo (£1 - [,2)
2* 18 (ppa L1 + pesLa2)
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the terms proportional to D and D* describe a “squeezed
reservoir,” those proportional to d and d* are colloqui-
ally associated with “injected coherence.” The restriction
|D| < Ay/v(v + 1) applies; otherwise, (A1) would not
conserve the positivity of p. For the record, Table I re-
ports the relation between the parameters in Ref. [8] and
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the ones used here.

The formalism presented in the present paper can be
extended and then used to handle (A1) as well. The ex-
tension consists of introducing another parameter, A(¢),
into the fundamental solution (2.2). This generalization
reads

B(x(t), A(t), " (£), /(1) (A2)
1 1 A A*
s I AN SR 2 t_ A ~ _ N\2 .
= Kz-»/\.exp(ﬂz_)\*/\[z(a a®)* —k(a" —a*)(a a)+2(a a)]).,
which equals (2.2) for A = 0. The time dependences of k, A\, \*, &, and a* are here determined by
d A —(A+ 2iw) 2d A -D—-d
zl s )= d* —-A £ |+ Alv+1) (A3)
t\ 0 2d* —(A — 2iw) A* -D* —d*
and
d (a*) [ —(4/2—iw) d* o* z*
dt ( o ) - ( d —(A/2 4+ iw) o )T 2 ) (A4)
[
. i1,
which replace Egs. (2.3). Rather than Egs. (2.11) and Lop = ;i—[p,p |4+ =Q[p,040-]
2m 4
(2.9) we now have more generally T
L (oro_ptpoio)
0= [ ’“)f( a')B(x(t), A(t), o (1), o (1)) r
o) = 0 ) +Z /dkl N(k’)e_ik'zo'_p0'+eiklz (B2)
(A5)
accounts for the free unitary evolution and the nonuni-
and tary spontaneous transition to the ground state, and
fo(a®,a") = tr{p(0)B(1 — ko, —Ao,a’’,a")},  (AS)

with ko = £(0), Ao = A(0), a’’ = a*(0), and a” = a(0).
All other equations have to be modified accordingly. We
note that the trace in (A6) is certainly well defined if the
inequalities 0 < kg < 2 — |Ao| are obeyed.

APPENDIX B: LASER COOLING

The interaction-picture formalism can also be applied
to quantum master equations of quite a different struc-
ture. Consider, for instance, the one-dimensional laser-
cooling model recently used by Mglmer, Castin, and Dal-
ibard [9] for a comparison of the “Monte Carlo wave-
function method” with a direct numerical integration.
Here, the state p(p, z,04,0_,t) is a function both of the
dynamical variables o, o_ for the internal two-level de-
gree of freedom and of the momentum p and position z,
which are the dynamical variables for the center-of-mass
motion along the z axis.

The master equation is

ACOP + AClP, (Bl)

o _
at’ =

where

Lip = —%gei“’t [p, o cos(kz)] — %g*e_iwt [p, 0+ cos(kz)]

(B3)

represents the unitary coupling to the standing laser
wave. Except for notational changes, this is the mas-
ter equation of Ref. [9]. In (B2) and (B3), m is the mass
of the atom; A4S is the energetic separation of the atomic
levels; T is the rate at which spontaneous transitions oc-
cur; k and w specify the spatial and temporal periodicity
of the laser wave; g is the (complex) coupling strength;
and the numerical function

dk' 21+ (K'/k)?] for k2 <k?,
dk' N (k') = (B4)

0 for k"% > k2,

is the probability to find the z component of the momen-
tum of the spontaneously emitted photon in the range
hk'---R(k' + dk'). Incidentally, we note that the master
equation (B1) with (B2) and (B3) appears also in the
context of atom diffraction by a standing light wave [10];
the major difference is an essential time dependence of g,
whereas g is constant in the context of laser cooling.
For g = 0, the fundamental solutions of (B1) are
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pi(s, K, t) = i—exp(E (s + At /m) p — inz)

x [e Mo o + u(s,k,t)o_oy] ,

1 .
p2(s, K, t) = ) exp(% (s + hst/m)p — inz) o_oy4,

p3(8, K, t)

1 7 .
=5 exp(ﬁ (s + hrt/m)p — mz)

xe~Tt/2g=i9,

pa(s, K,t) = %exp(—zﬁ (s + hxt/m)p — inz)

Xe—I‘t/ZeiQtUw (B5)

where the distance s and the wave number & are numer-
ical parameters that are real but otherwise unrestricted
and the real function

b
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wherein the initial phase-space functions f;(s,x,t = 0)
are given by expectation values at t = 0,

fi(s,%,0) = tr{[p;(s, k,0)]"p(0)} . (B8)
With (B7) the master equation (B1) appears as
0 dsdk 8f
(5= o) o= [ 52" S G
dsd
= / ’ KfJ‘CIPJ (B9)

Upon expressing L£1p; in terms of the p;’s themselves,
one finds the differential equations obeyed by the f;’s
When we combine the f;’s into a four-entry column f, as
n (3.9), this equation of motion reads

%f(s,n, t) = EM) (s, k,t)f (s — hkt/m, k + k,t)

+E) (s, 5, 0)f (s + hkt/m, k — k,t) .

t
u(s, k,t) = / dt' Te Tt (B6)
0 (B10)
! ! -7,/ /
X /dk N(k) exp (k' (s + hnt'fm) ) The nonzero entries of the 4 x 4 matrices
is an integral transform of N(k'). 0 0 Eg) E(i)
For the general solution of (B1) we thus make the (&) (i)
(+) 0 0 Ey’ Eyy
ansatz EY = (1) () (B11)
E?i) E%i) 0 0
dsd E;]' E 0 0
/ ° KZstnth(snt) (B7) 41 42
are
J
(i) (E(i)) Eizzt) - (ng’)* _ _%g(m:en/zeiw’
Eéf) (Eéi)) — %ge—iAt[e—I‘t/zeq:io+el"t/2eii9u(s’n,t)]
E(i) (E'(i)) = %ge_im[e_“/ze;w — eFt/2e*y (s T hkt/m, K £ k,t)], (B12)

where A = @ — w is the detuning between the laser and
the atomic transition, and

0(s,k,t) = g (s + kxt/m) (B13)

is a s, K, and t dependent phase.

As soon as the f;’s have been computed in accordance
with (B10) and (B8), time-dependent expectation values
can be evaluated. With respect to laser cooling, the most

interesting ones are (p)(t) and (p?)(t). They are available
as the n = 1,2 cases of

w0 = (b))

x{[e7Tt + u(s, 5, )] f1(5, K, t) + fa(s,K,8)} s=0,

k=0

(B14)

valid for n = 0,1, 2, .. .; this involves



u(s,k =0,t) (B15)
3 |sin(ks) cos(ks) sin(ks) Tt
= 2| ks Gor G |7

The sum e Tt + u(s = 0,k = 0,¢) = 1 is time indepen-
dent; in conjunction with
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+ *
(B + B a=0 = (B + EP)*| im0 =0 (B16)

r=0 x=0

this property ensures that the trace of p(t) is conserved,
as it must be.
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