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Mean-field optical bistability of two-level atoms in structured reservoirs
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We consider N driven two-level atoms interacting with a structured reservoir. By dressing the collective
operators within a semiclassical approach, we derive a master equation and a mean-field single-particle effective
Hamiltonian. This Hamiltonian describes the optical bistability phenomenon occurring in the relation between an
input electromagnetic field and the effective output generated by the N atoms. The dissipative part of the master
equation and the effective single-particle Hamiltonian contain new terms due the reservoir structure of modes.
In plotting the output field amplitude and phase, for a structured reservoir, as a function of the input amplitude,
one verifies the bistable behavior in both. We illustrate our results for two structured reservoirs: one having a
Lorentzian shape for the distribution of modes, and the second is modeled as a photonic band-gap structure.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Optical and dynamic properties of atoms coupled to
dissipative environments with a tailored density of modes
have been a hot topic in current research [1-13]. Several
interesting and potentially useful effects such as (i) suppression
of spontaneous emission [1,2,13]; (ii) modifications in the res-
onance fluorescence and absorption spectra of strongly driven
two-level atoms [3-10]; (iii) amplification without inversion
[9]; and (iv) the possibility of effective control of atomic
states [11], have been reported by considering the interaction of
atoms with structured reservoirs. In general, theoretical studies
of dissipative dynamics in structured reservoirs has been
essentially devoted to systems of one or a few atoms. However,
for alarge number of atoms, one interesting phenomenon is the
one related to the optical bistability (OB) [14—-16]. It originates
from a nonlinear relation between the intensity of an input
field and an effective output field emerging from a collection
of two-level atoms. Graphically, one sees the occurrence of
an S-shaped curve, which corresponds to the existence of two
stationary stable states for the atomic system, thus allowing
the use of the system as an optical switch [16].

Since its prediction and observation in the 1970s the
OB [17-19] has been the object of intense research due
to its theoretical and experimental usefulness for studying
nonlinear [20-24], together with far-from-equilibrium effects
arising in complex systems [25-27]. The main motivation
was the potential applications in the construction of optical
devices ([16], and references therein). The basic standard
successful description of the OB consists in considering a
system of homogeneously broadened two-level atoms driven
by a coherent resonant field [28]. As a matter of fact, the
phenomenon arises from the interplay between (1) dissipation
due to the presence of a reservoir responsible for the atomic
decay, (2) feedback due to the mean-field many-atoms effects,
and (3) pumping of the atomic sample by an external field,
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occurring simultaneously. In a more specific context, in
Ref. [29] the authors study the change in the bistable S-shaped
curve occurring in the population difference in impurity
two-level atoms in a pseudophotonic band-gap background to
an applied laser field. So, the structure of modes of the reservoir
may significantly influence the behavior of the bistable system,
as we are going to further explore in this paper.

We shall treat the problem of atomic bistability in a two-
level N-atom system interacting with structured reservoirs.
Formally we develop our calculations using the semiclassical
dressed atom approach for the collective operators, extending
the treatment considered in [7,8] for a single atom. We derive
a master equation for K (1 < K < N) atoms and for a dilute
system we obtain an effective single-particle nonlinear Hamil-
tonian for a representative particle. The effective Hamiltonian
and the dissipative terms in the master equation contain
additional terms that are absent when a structureless reservoir
is considered. The relation between input and output fields
is obtained and, in contrast with the case of a structureless
reservoir, we found that besides the output amplitude, also
the phase presents a bistable behavior. So, this feature allows
probing the presence of a reservoir having a nonflat structure
of modes. We illustrate our results for (1) a reservoir having a
Lorentzian shape for the modes distribution, and (2) a reservoir
displaying a photonic band-gap structure.

The article is organized as follows: In Sec. II we introduce
the Hamiltonian describing the system of atoms plus fields.
In Sec. III we obtain a master equation for the N atoms
interacting with a structured reservoir. In Sec. IV, a mean-field
approximation is developed and an effective single-particle
Hamiltonian is obtained. In Sec. V the relation between input
and output fields in the stationary state is obtained. In Sec. VI
we illustrate the bistable behavior considering two illustrative
models for the reservoir. Finally, in Sec. VII we present a
summary and conclusions.

II. ATOM-FIELD SYSTEM

We consider N two-level atoms, with transition frequency
wyp, interacting within the rotating wave approximation (RWA)
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with a laser, assumed as a classical electromagnetic field of
frequency ; and with the electric component E;,e’#, having
an arbitrary phase ¢. Additionally, the atoms interact with
a reservoir at 0 K, made of a continuum of modes, which
is responsible for the atomic decay. The Hamiltonian of the
whole system is given by

H = Hy+ Hp + Van, (1)
where
/) . .
Hy = %So FRF(MS 4 emionts,), )
Hy = f do(ho)b™ (@)b(w), 3)

Vag = h / dw g(w)[b(®)S, e + b (w)S_e ). (4)

The Hamiltonian (2) represents the N two-level atoms pumped
by the laser field, with coupling constant F' = uE;, (we
assume all atoms have the same atomic dipole moment ).
Admitting that the size of the atoms is much smaller than
the laser wavelength, the two active levels of the atoms are
described by the collective operators

N N
So= o0l Si=eT Y 0u(i) 5)
i=l1 i=1

and oy (i) and o (i) are the Pauli operators for a single particle
satisfying the commutation relations of the SU(2) algebra
[o0(i),04(j)] = £26; jor(i) and [04(i),0-(j)] = & jo0(i).
We remind one that o, = |e){(g|, o_ = |g){el, o0 = [|e)(e] —
|g)(gll/2, where |e) and |g) refer to the higher and lower
energy levels, respectively, while Zwy is the energy difference
between the levels. The Hamiltonian (3) represents the
reservoir modes, where the operator b(w) [b(w)] annihilates
(creates) a quantum of frequency w, and both satisfy the
bosonic commutation relations [b(w),bt(0')] = §(w — ).
Finally, Hamiltonian (4) corresponds to the coupling between
the reservoir modes and atoms, and g(w) is the coupling
parameter, assumed to be frequency dependent, that charac-
terizes a structured reservoir. Furthermore, we assume that the
atomic system is quite diluted such that we disregard the direct
interaction between the atoms, so they will correlate and feel
each other indirectly, as an effect of their coupling with the
reservoir modes. We also consider an undepleted laser field so
its dynamics is not taken into account.

In a referential frame rotating at frequency w; and in the
interaction picture, with respect to the reservoir modes, the
Hamiltonian (1) becomes

H = Hys + Vagr(2), (6)
where
Hos =880+ F(S— + S5), @)

and 8§ = (wp — wr)/2 is the detuning frequency between
atoms and laser field, and

Var(t) = f dw g(@)[b(w)S, e @Y L He]  (8)

is the interaction between atoms and the reservoir.
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In order to derive a dynamical equation for the atomic
system, usually a master equation, we follow an approach
considered in Refs. [7,8]. Instead of considering the atomic
decay process independently of the driving field, one assumes a
coupled atom-driving field decay, i.e., a generic atom is dressed
by the driving field and coupled to the reservoir modes. Within
this approach we define the semiclassical dressed collective
operators

1
So = Z[SSO + F(S- + SPI, (9a)

&
I

i[@ +A)S_ — FSo+ (8 —A)S1)l, (9b)
1
St = ﬁ[((S —AN)S_—FS+@+A)SH)], (%)

thatsatisfy the very same commutation relation of the SU(2) al-
gebra [So,S+] = £2854, [S+,5-]1 = So. For later convenience
we write Egs. (92)—(9c) in short as

1

Sj= chlsl» j=—1,0,1, (10)
I=—1

where c; are the entries of the matrix

S+A —F §—A
CFs.M) = 2F 20 2F |. (D
§—A —F §+A

and A = /82 + F2. Definition (10) is invertible, so the
operators S are related to the dressed ones through the relation

Se= Y &;S;. (12)

As C~Y(F) = C(—F), the entries of the matrix C(F,8,A)
are Cy;(F) = cyj(—F), and the dependence on the other
parameters remains the same.

Defining the single index coefficients C; = &;; = ¢_; _;
[where Cj_y; = (6 + jA)/(2A),Co = F/2A], the interac-
tion Hamiltonian (8) can be written as

1
Var(t) =Y C; / dw g(@)[B;(t.0)3; + Bl(t.0)S_;1, (13)

j=—1

where B;(1) = b(a))e_i(w_wl_—ZAjt)l-‘ri(p.

III. N-ATOM MASTER EQUATION

In order to describe the dynamical evolution of an N-atom
system state we begin with the general non-Markovian master
equation in the interaction picture [30],

dprn@)
dr

—/ dt Trr[Var(®),[Var(® — ©), 01,8 — T)or]1],
0
(14)

for the evolution of the density operator p; y(¢) of N atoms
coupled to an unperturbed reservoir in thermal equilibrium.
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As usual, Eq. (14) is obtained by tracing over the reservoir
degrees of freedom, and pg is the reservoir density operator.
The index [ stands for interaction picture. Additionally,
Eq. (14) was obtained in the weak-coupling approximation,
by assuming that the atomic system plus reservoir density
operator factorizes as psyg(t) = ps(t)pg, at any time.

By inserting the interaction term given by Eq. (13) in the
master equation (14) we obtain

d
pzdzv(l) _Z ZCC/O dwg(w)/ dwg(w)/df

j=—1j=-1

x Trg[B;(t.0)S; + Bi(t.0)S_;.[Bj(t — 1,0)S;

+ Bt = )3 prn(t = D)prll (15)

We note that the density operator of the N-atom system at
time ¢ depends on the density operator at the previous time
t — 7. So, at this point, we invoke the Markov assumption
by replacing p; n(t — 7) in Eq. (15) by p; n(f) and extend
the upper limit in the integral to infinity. As the reservoir is
assumed in a vacuum state (0 K), within that approximation
the trace operations result in

Trr{b(w)b'()pr} = 8(w — @), (16)

Trr{b'(w)b(w)pr} = 0, (17)
and Eq. (15) becomes

dpr,n(t)
dt

1
== CiCpeP Ut g (wp + 2 AIS; S prn (1))

INES
AU 8, py n(1)Sjle” AU, (18)
where
Ei(wL +2jA)
o0
:f do[g(@)*|n8(w —w,—2jA)+iP—F—|,
0 w—wp—2jA
(19)

and P stands for the principal part. The first term on the right-
hand side of Eq. (19) is responsible for the atomic decay rate,
while the second term gives a shift in the atomic frequencies.
Usually, these shifts are incorporated in the atomic frequencies,
but since our aim is to study the decay rates, in this work it
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will be neglected and we write

£ =gt +2jA) = (20)

2V
(j = —1,0,+1), where we introduced I'; as the decay rates
that depend on the driving field and V is the volume of the
atomic cell that contains the N atoms.

Back to the Schrodinger representation, the master equation
for an N-atom system becomes

dpn(t)
dt

r
= —i[Hos.pn(1)] — ﬁ{[5+,S_PN] +Hecl)

Iy
- ﬁ{[SJrvSOPN] +H.c)

|
- ﬁ{[S+7S+pN] +H-C'}’ (2])

where H.c. means Hermitian conjugate, and the effective decay
rates are given by

r —F? 2F?  —F? r.

I | = 1A% —(A+8)F 28F (A—8)F To

I, (A+8?2  2F* (A—6)? Iy
(22)

So, in a structured reservoir the N-atom system contains
decay rate parameters I ; that have a dependence on the
frequency and the intensity of the laser field. In contrast,
in a nonstructured reservoir g(w) = go, the decay rates are
either constant or zero, [, =27g> =T,y =T_=0, and
the master equation (21) reduces to the well-known form [30]

dpn (1)
dt

The extra terms, third and fourth, appearing in Eq. (21) look

like the dissipative terms that appear due to a squeezed vacuum

reservoir [31] and were obtained in the context of a single atom
in [8].

r
= —i[Hos,pn ()] — W{[SJMS*PN] +Hc}. (23)

IV. MEAN-FIELD APPROXIMATION AND EFFECTIVE
HAMILTONIAN

Now we will treat the N-atom system as a quantum
Bogoliubov-Born-Green-Kirkwood-Yvon hierarchy of equa-
tions similar to that of classical kinetic theory [32,33]. We con-
sider a subsystem constituted of K atoms, with K < N. The
equation of motion for the K atoms density operator pg is ob-
tained by calculating the trace over the remaining K + 1,K +
2,...,N atoms degrees of freedom in Eq. (21), so getting

d,OK de .
LR = Trgv| == ) = —i Tregr v {80S0.on] + FISy, o8] + FIS_,on1} — —{Trg 41 n(S1.S_pn])
dt dt 2V

+ Trgq1,.. . N(on S+, S-D} — —{Tfk+1 ..... NS+, Soon]) + Ty, n(LonSo,S-D}

(24)
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Using the sums (5) in terms of the microscopic operators, Eq. (24) becomes

dpx _
dt

2

K . . N—K
— i Y Mon(i) + Fe oy (i) + Fe'*o_(i).pxl) — & Z {_[m(l) Trg+ilo-(K + Dpx1]]
i=1

T . I_ .
+ —067"”[0+(i),Trk+1[00(K + Dpxq1ll+ 7672'w[0+(i),Trk+1[U+(K + Dpk11]+ H-C~}

- F —i F —2i
- Z (—[0+(l) o_(i")px]l + 76 “loy(i),00(" )k ]+ e “loy (i), o )/OK]> + H.c. (25)
i,i'=1

For a single representative atom of the system (K = 1), the
equation of motion for p; will depend on the two atoms density
operator p,, and so on for the whole hierarchy, meaning
that the equation of motion for px will depend on the state
Pk +1- However, for a dilute system the higher-order atomic
correlations may be disregarded, and this is achieved when one
factorizes p; as p; ® p1, SO a generic atom is assumed to move
in a mean field produced by all the other atoms, which is a kind
of Hartree approximation. Implementing this approximation
and dropping the subscript in p;, Eq. (25) reduces to

d
L ilHylplp

. u
T 1= ﬁ([0+,6—p] +H.c)

o i
- ﬁ(e [0+,000] + H.c.)

I —i2¢
— ﬁ(e [04,0.p] +H.c), (26)
where the single-particle effective Hamiltonian is

N -1 4
Hef[p]=500+{ ””[uEm— ¢ v )< > —(oy)e "
Iy I,

+ 2( )+7(O_)e )]U++H.C.}, 27

which contains nonlinear terms corresponding to a mean field
that is due to the remaining N — 1 atoms.

From the second term within brackets in the Hamiltonian
(27) we see that effectively a single generic atom is excited by
the input field amplitude Ej, plus an extra polarization field
density egol(t), where

-1
2uV

e'?(C_(0-)e'” + Loloo) + Ty o )e™?)

(28)

6pol(l‘) =i

originated from the other (N — 1) atoms that produce a
mean-field effect, and is proportional to the uniform atomic
density in the cell N/V, for N 3> 1. When the function g*(w)
is assumed to be frequency independent (white noise limit) the
polarization field reduces to the simple expression

N -1
epo() = i v 'rio). (29)

(168> +12
<00)ss = -

The equations of motion for the atomic operators mean
values, derived from master equation (26), are
o-)*1+ Fo((o)e ™™

d
——{00) = 2i pleou(t)(0-) — €ou” ()

dt
+ (o_)e'?) — (1 + (s0)), (30

d _ 2.8 . * e_i(p 1'—"1 —ip
E(UJ = —2i8{(0_) +ip€ou (t){00) + T( —{oy)e

. ) Iy .
— T (o )e') + Toe*w, (31)

and (0.) = (0_)*. The total effective output field transmitted
from the sample is defined as

€out(t) = Eine' + €po(t)

o_)e'? + Tofop). (32)

When g(w) = go, in Eq. (32), the only remaining term is
[, — T (proportional to o, ), a constant, while the other terms
vanish. The mean-field extra terms, proportional to (c_) and
(00), are due to the structured reservoir. Equation (32), for the
output field €, (7), is more inclusive than the others deduced
in Refs. [25,28,34], because the mean-field approximation
contributes with additional terms that are sensible to the
mode-structured reservoir.

V. STATIONARY SOLUTION AND THE INPUT-OUTPUT
FIELDS RELATION

When the solutions of Egs. (30) and (31) are inserted in
Eq. (32) we get the output field (total field) as a function
of the input one. Here we are interested in studying the
influence of the structured reservoir on the bistable steady
state output field amplitude as a function of input field Ej,.
The stationary solutions of Egs. (30) and (31) are obtained by
setting d (0y) /dt = d{o_)/dt = 0, resulting in

—T2) = 2F3(Ty + 1) — 2T[i(—4i8 + [ + T )pese™ +cc]

[,(1682 + 12 —

[2) 4+ 2ulo[i(4is + T 4+ T )ee™i¢ +c.c.] — 42l _ ( e~ 2’W+cc)+8uzf’+|ess|2

(33)
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and
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{—Tol @is + Ty +T0) +2i[T —TL4is + T'p) | uese™™

+2i (T2 + [T ) pete’ — auTo(e2e ™9 + lesl?)}

e_l(p<a+)ss =

where € is the output field at the stationary state.
In particular, for a nonstructured (ns) reservoir g(w) = go,
Eqgs. (33) and (34) simplify to the well-known results [28]

(168% +T'?)
1682 4+ I'2 + 82 |eg|?’

e (g = 2B F IDuese™
¥ 168% 4+ T2 4 8u2|eg)?’

for a single atom pumped by an external field €, = Ejpe’® +
i[(N—1)/2uVIT'{o,)s, which is due to a collective effect
produced by the mean field. For a structured reservoir the
stationary solution changes in an essential way: besides the
terms proportional to |eg|?, others terms, proportional to
€s and €2, appear additionally. These terms show some
similarity to those produced by the decay in a squeezed vacuum
[31,34-36], without mean-field effects, as reported in [8] in the
case of a single atom.

Writing €, = Ege'® (with the explicit introduction of a
phase 6) in the stationary state of Eq. (32), we obtain the
following relation between the input and output fields:

(00)™ =
(35)

(N-1)
2V

(N-1)

2V

2
E} = [Ess cos @ + (Cy - f“)Im(e‘i“’(mr)ss)]

+ {ESS sin® — (T4 + TO)[Re(e (04 )ss)

2
LTy <ao>ss]} , (36)

where (04 )5 and (0p)ss, from Eqgs. (33) and (34), depend on the
phase difference ® = 6 — ¢. We note that the nonlinear depen-
dence of 6 on Ej, is a manifestation of the intrinsic frequency

—(Fy + TP @y = To) — 213 + 4uloe,

B [1(1682+ T2 —T2) 4+ 2uloli(4is + Ty 4+ T )ese ™ + c.c.] — 4p2l_ (5525372!'&0 + c.c.) + 8u2T, |eg|?’

(34)

distribution of the reservoir. Thus, in order to determine
graphically the relations between the real and imaginary parts
of €y versus Ej,, or Eg and @ versus Ej,, for each input value
Ein, the two output dependent variables must satisfy Eq. (36)
for the unique independent variable Ej,. In the white noise
approximation we have I'_ =Ty =0, ', =T, so Eq. (36)
simplifies to the already known phase independent form [16]

T V162 T 4 8ut L/ T
4N —-18/T 27172
+ (V[l +16(82/T'2) +8M2ESZS/F2]> } , (37

which displays the bistability phenomenon when output
versus input fields are plotted. The first term within the braces
of Eq. (37) corresponds to the absorptive regime, when the
atoms are driven near resonance, while the second term stands
for the dispersive regime, when the atoms are driven far
from resonance (6/I" >> 1) and nonlinear refractive effects
dominate [16]. Very characteristically, in this approximation
(structureless reservoir), there is no phase dependence induced
by the atoms. Therefore the presence of a phase shift indicates
the existence of a structured reservoir (colored noise).

VI. STRUCTURED RESERVOIRS: OUTPUT FIELD
AMPLITUDE AND PHASE BISTABILITY

In order to get a direct insight into the problem of
bistability with a structured reservoir we consider the case
when frequencies of the laser field and atomic transition
are resonant (6 = 0). Furthermore, calling Re(e,y) = €, and
Im(eqy) = €y, Eq. (33) becomes

00)ss = —= ——— = = = = (38)
o = T[T (s — T — Ao, + 8u2e2] + 8uA([y — T)e?
and the real and imaginary components of (o ) are
(Co — 2ue )T (T4 + T) + 8u2Tope?
Re(oy)y = === —=— = BT (39)
(B4 + TO[TL(Fy — T — 4uloe, + 8u2e2] + 8u2(F4 — T )é2
[T (T — To) — 213 + 4uloe, e,
T (e P — [ﬁ s 0 22)] . (40)
(T + T[T (T — To) — 4uloe, + 8u2e?] + 8u(Cy — T)e?
Inserting Eqs. (38)—(40) into Eq. (32), and equating the real and imaginary parts, we get the following set of equations:
(N—-1) - -
En=é+— 'y = FOIm({o4)ss)s (41)
7
(N—-1) - ~ -
0=¢,— (' 4+ TO)[Re((04)ss) + To(00)ss], (42)

2V
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for the components ¢, and €,, and whose solutions determine
Es=~e>+ 65 and ® = arctan(e, /€,).

By assuming, in particular, that the function g*(w) is
symmetric around the atomic transition frequency—an even
function with respect to wy, g*(wy — w) = g*(wy + w)—the
decay rates I'; and I'_ become equal, so the effective decay
rates in Eq. (22) reduce to [y = $(I'y +T4) and Ty =0.
In this case the output field does not depend on (oy), from
Eq. (42) we have €, = 0, and the unique physical solution
occurs for @ = 0 as in the case of a structureless reservoir.
Nevertheless, the decay rates depend on the input field, so the
relation between input and output field amplitudes simplifies to

N—-1 T(En)

% 16,2 E2 ’
Fo + To+T+(Ein)

Ein = Ess I+ (43)

where we wrote explicitly the dependence on Ej,. In the case
of a structureless reservoir (white noise), I'g = 'y, Eq. (43)
reduces to the well-known equation [16,28]

(N—1) 1 @)
Vo meE )

Ein - Ess |:1 +

whose quite simple input-output amplitude nonlinearity is due
to the term proportional to N — 1. In order to compare with
previous works [28], using the authors’ notation, we write
Eq. (43) as

2C(y)x

D)+ )

where we have defined the input and output fields as
y= \/guEm/ I'p and x = \/guET/ [y, respectively, C(y) =
[(N — 1)/ VI(To + T )"y /4T, and D(y) = (T + I';)/2T.
For a structureless vacuum we have C(y) = C = (N — 1)/ V,
D(y) = 1, so Eq. (45) reduces to

2Cx

YEE T

(46)
which is identical to the well-known result obtained in [28].
Equation (46) displays a bistable behavior for C > 4, and for
C > 1, the range for input field, allowing three solutions, lies
in the interval +/8C < y < C. Now, regarding Eq. (45), the
dependence of x on y is obtained by inverting the expression
and solving the cubic equation, which, for a structured
environment, has its coefficients depending nonlinearly on the
input field amplitude. So, the range of values for a bistable
solution is determined by the density of particles and by the
proper input field.

For a more general physical situation, when g(w) is not
symmetric around the atomic frequency wyp, all terms in
Eq. (32) contribute to the output field. In this case 'y # 0 and
an imaginary component €, arises in the output field. Thus, in
contrast with the case of a symmetric g(w) (or just being flat),
the asymmetric structure of modes induces a relative phase
in the output field, and both amplitude and phase display a
bistable behavior. We illustrate below the input-output field
dependence for two reservoir models.
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A. Example 1: Weighted Lorentzian shape

We assume a structured reservoir having a weighted
Lorentzian shape for the frequency distribution [6,12],

)/2

(w) = &[ﬁ +1-p—r
2 (0 — w,)? + y?

], (47
with w, a characteristic frequency of the reservoir and the
parameter 0 < B < 1. In Eq. (47), the first term within
the brackets represents a background vacuum (white noise),
whereas the second term represents the structured vacuum
(colored noise), assumed to have a Lorentzian shape of width
y; the parameter g interpolates between the two limiting cases
respectively. The effective decay rates are

. (1-p8) 2 2y2
- =Ty ) 2 5+ 27/ 2
4 y*+ QuEn/h+n)3*  yi+n

]/2
Y2+ QuEn/h — n)z]’
. 1-— 2
fy = 1,0( B) [_ i 4 i
4 Y2+ QuEin/h +n)

yz
+ 2 2]5
y*+ QuEin/h —n)

< (1— ﬁ)[ v’ 2y?
I'.=r + +
i O{ﬁ 4 [y*+QuEn/n+n)?  yi4n?

2
+ 4 It
y? + QuUEi/h — 1)

where n = w, — wy is the detuning between atomic frequency
and the reservoir characteristic frequency. It is worth noting
that while I'_ and ', are even functions regarding the change
n — —n, I is an odd function. The existence of an input-
output phase difference depends on a nonzero [y, and when
one changes the sign of n, also that phase changes sign.

In Fig. 1 we plotted the output versus input amplitudes
for three values of 8, a detuning n = 0, and N = 50. In this
case €, = 0 and €, = E, so the phase difference is ® = 0.

10

ss

FIG. 1. Output versus input field amplitudes for n = 0, N = 50,
y/ Ty = 20 and different values of 8. The solid line corresponds to a
structureless reservoir, § = 1. The parameters are dimensionless.
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FIG. 2. Output (a) phase difference &, in radians, and (b)
amplitude E,, versus input amplitude forn = 5, N = 50,y /Ty = 20
and different values of . The solid line corresponds to a structureless
reservoir, 8 = 1. The parameters are dimensionless.

In both cases, 8 = 0.5 and 8 = 0.0, we observe a variation
in the distances between the switching points, P and Q,
that indicate the location of the lower and upper branches of
the S-shaped curve. Comparing to the structureless reservoir,
B = 1.0 (solid line), there is a reduction in the range of values
of Ej, where the bistability occurs. We also observe that the
deviations from the white noise curve (solid line) is more
pronounced at the switching points (P) from lower to upper
branches. As the effective decay rate diminishes with the
increase of the input field, less energy is transferred from the
atomic sample to the reservoir, thus the energy goes through
the sample carried by the output field. We now consider the
detuning n = 5.0 and draw in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) the output
phase and amplitude, respectively, showing bistability in both.
In Fig. 2(a) we observe that the phase difference is not null
because of the emergence of the component €,,. The variation of
@ is more pronounced the more the mode distribution (8 = 0.5
and B = 0.0) deviates from the white noise (8 = 1.0). The
phase @ goes to zero for large values of the input amplitudes
because the effective decay rate Ty goes to zero. Regarding
the B < 1 cases, we note that amplitude and phase have the
same switching points, and the P-Q distance is reduced.
By admitting a negative detuning n = —5.0 the input-output
amplitude relation does not change; however, as can be seen
in Fig. 3, the bistable behavior of the phase changes by a sign
inversion.

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 87, 043831 (2013)

0.0 fespm—e

502

04
10

SS

FIG. 3. The same as in Fig. 2 but for n = —5.

B. Example 2: Photonic band gap

Here we adopt a simple reservoir structure used to analyze
the resonance fluorescence phenomenon in a photonic band
gap [10], where it is assumed that there is a discontinuity at
specific frequencies of the photonic density of modes g%(w),
although it is constant over spectral regions in the dressed
atomic frequencies; so

o

o w < Wy
g@=1 (48)
ﬁ, w = w.

In this case, at each dressed frequency, i.e., Ej, # 0, the decay
rates are ['_(wg — 2uEi/h) =T and To(wo) = ' (wo +
2uEin/h) = Ty, and the effective decay rates become o=
1:‘_ = (F2 - F[)/4 and I:_;,_ = (Fl + 3F2)/4

In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) we plotted the output field phase and
amplitude, respectively, as a function of the input amplitude,
for some ratios of I';/ I';. We set N = 50, and all parameters
are dimensionless. In Fig. 4(a), as in the previous example, we
observe a change in the amplitude input range for bistability.
Also, the switching point from the lower to the upper branch is
more sensitive to the ratio I'; / I'. Regarding the phase, from
Fig. 4(b) we observe that, depending on the ratio I';/ '}, at
the region of bistability the phase difference may change sign
and also can display a more complex behavior (a loop) than an
S-shaped form. For large values of the input amplitude, from
Eqgs. (38)—(42), we get €, = Ej,, €, attains, asymptotically,
the constant value (N — 1)I',(T", — T'y)/4V (T + T'z), and
the phase ® goes to zero with a sign that depends on
the difference I'y — I'y. For larger values of Ej, the phase

043831-7



G. A. PRATAVIERA, A. C. YOSHIDA, AND S. S. MIZRAHI

- L A A S B
EINY (a) 1
0.8—\‘.\ -
o 0.4-— ) -
0.0} S
0.4]

'0-8-.|.|.|.|.|.|.|.|.|._-
20 F

16
.12
w” ot
8
4

0 i T B

8 10 12 14 16 18 20
E

in

FIG. 4. Output (a) phase difference &, in radians, and (b)
amplitude Ej,, versus input field amplitudes for N = 50, and different
values of I';/I'y. The solid line corresponds to a structureless
reservoir, I',/ I'y = 1. The parameters are dimensionless.

difference ® becomes proportional to the jump (discontinuity)
in the structure of modes.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We presented a study of optical bistability using the
mean-field approximation by considering a system of N
two-level atoms interacting with structured reservoirs. Our
approach consisted in dressing the atoms collective operators
with the classical input field and coupling them to the
structured reservoir. The dynamical system is described by
a master equation which contains extra terms (compared to
that obtained from a structureless reservoir) resembling those
present in the master equation, derived under the influence of

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 87, 043831 (2013)

a squeezed reservoir. The master equation contains effective
decay rates, associated to each dressed frequency, that depend
on the frequency and intensity of the input field. Adopting
the mean-field approximation, we deduced a single particle
effective Hamiltonian containing extra nonlinear terms which
are absent in the case of a structureless reservoir. In the station-
ary regime of the atomic and laser field system, we analyzed
the relation between the input and output fields, observing that
they are related in a nonlinear form and present typical bistable
behavior. For a structured reservoir the S-shaped curve is
present in the amplitude, but not necessarily in the phase. This
theoretical result compares with a similar treatment given in [8]
where the authors analyzed the resonance fluorescence and
absorption spectra of a single atom and in which a similar phase
dependence in the system dynamics occurs. However, both
the resonance fluorescence and the absorption spectra have no
phase dependence. Our results indicate that the presence of the
induced phase shift in the output field of an N-atom system
could be an interesting probe about the nature of the reservoir.
We have considered in detail the case of resonance between
atoms and the input field frequencies and verified that the
output phase shift appears for reservoirs having an asymmetric
structure of modes. We presented two illustrative examples of
reservoirs: (1) a mixing of white noise and Lorentzian shaped
frequency distribution and (2) a simplified photonic band-gap
distribution of the reservoir modes. We noted that the output
field bistable behavior is as sensible in the phase difference,
or acquired phase, as for the amplitude. That characteristic
can be explored by using a Mach-Zehnder interferometer,
with a phase shifter in one of the arms, where the output
field phase can be determined by measuring the difference
of the pulse intensities at the interferometer output ports. By
slightly changing the input field Ej, at the transition values
in the instability region, it should be noted, as a response,
the occurrence of sudden and discontinuous changes in the
difference between the photocurrents at the two exit ports of the
interferometer. On the other hand, by engineering reservoirs
and atomic samples one could use the output amplitude and
phase to design optical control devices. In addition, we will
address, in a future work, the influence of structured reservoirs
on bistability, in the dispersive regime (6 # 0).
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