Chapter 2
Coherent Manipulation and Interferometry

The interferometric laser cooling and composite pulse schemes explored in this the-
sis are based on coherent transitions in a two-level atomic system, and we realise
this experimentally by inducing stimulated Raman transitions between the ground
hyperfine states of rubidium-85. Broadly speaking, a stimulated Raman transition
is a two-photon process, whereby two counter-propagating laser beams, far-detuned
from resonance with aradiative upper level and with a frequency difference equal typ-
ically to the ground hyperfine interval, induce coherent population transfer between
(meta)stable states.

This chapter details the theory governing velocity-sensitive stimulated Raman
transitions. Firstly, we introduce the stimulated Raman system, and derive the equa-
tions of motion of the state amplitudes. We then describe the Bloch sphere picture
for visualisation of coherent pulses, and discuss the velocity-sensitive Ramsey inter-
ferometer which forms the basis of the cooling schemes of Chap.7. We then give
a brief summary of the atomic structure of rubidium-85, and finish by presenting a
vector formalism for stimulated Raman transitions.

2.1 Raman Transitions

In this section we derive the general equations of motion for the hyperfine state
amplitudes during interaction with two counter-propagating laser beams, which are
far-detuned from atomic resonance. We begin with a three-level system, then apply a
series of transormations and approximations to derive an effective two-level Hamil-
tonian for the system, from which the equations of motion are obtained. A particularly
detailed treatment of velocity-selective stimulated Raman theory in the context of
cold atoms can be found in [1]. For the interested reader, and in order to explain
particular aspects of the theory not discussed in the main text, we give a summary of
the theory governing two-level atom-laser interactions in Appendix A.1.
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10 2 Coherent Manipulation and Interferometry

2.1.1 3-Level System and the Rabi Frequency

We start by considering a three-level atomic system, as shown in Fig.2.1, in which
there are two lower levels, labelled (ignoring their momenta, for now) |1) and |2)
separated by the difference between their atomic frequencies wiy = wy — wy, and
an upper level with atomic frequency w3, labelled |3). The lower levels represent
ground atomic hyperfine states, from which population cannot spontaneously decay.
The upper level represents an intermediate state, from which spontaneous decay is
possible, at an optical interval from the lower levels. Our atom is irradiated by two
laser beams of frequencies wy 1 and wyy, which are counter-propagating along the
z-axis. The electric field of the laser beams is described by
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Fig.2.1 The 3-level Raman system. The arrows indicate the two Raman field components, each with
its associated frequency wr, and wavevector k;,. The solid (dashed) arrows indicate interaction
of level n with laser a, where n = a (n # a). The Rabi frequencies are denoted €2,,,, and the
single-photon detunings are A,
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where k; | >~ —Kky . By the dipole interaction, the laser wy 4, where a = 1, 2, couples
the state |n), where n = 1, 2, to |3). The two beams are detuned by a large amount
A, from single photon resonance with |3), thus making transfer of population to
the upper level negligible, and allowing for the pair of components with a common
detuning A,, = A to induce coherent transitions between |1) and |2). This type of
two-photon transition is known as a stimulated Raman transition. A photon carries
momentum £k, and we expect the transitions to occur within a closed basis, which
we therefore preemptively define as |1, p), |3, p+ fkr1) and |2, p + A(kr — kr2))
(this choice of basis will become clear in Sect.2.1.2), where p is the initial atomic
momentum. The atomic wavefunction can be written in terms of the amplitudes
associated with these basis states:

a(t)

W (1)) =a (|1, p)+a3(®)|3, p+ikp1)+ax(@)|2, p+hkpi —Kki2)) = | a2(@) |,
az(t)

2.2)

and this will evolve according to the time dependent Schrodinger equation (TDSE)
0 A
lﬁal‘lf(t» = H|¥ (1)), (2.3)

where the Hamiltonian H = H A + V is the sum of the atomic Hamiltonian H A=
> waln)(nl+ P2 /2M (where M is the atom’s mass) and the interaction Hamiltonian

V = —d - E. The Hamiltonian can be written explicitly as [2]

n2
H=ZP—M+7"7w1|1)(1|+ﬁw3|3)(3|+ﬁw2|2)(2|—d-E, (2.4)

where the p term acts on the momentum portion of the basis states. The interaction
term V = —d-E = —¢f - E represents the atom-field dipole interaction, where r
is the vector defining the position of the electron relative to the atomic nucleus. The
matrix elements of V are defined as

hQ2 : a ‘
Vuz = (n|V|3) = Z % (et(kLa~z+(*1) Wrat+oLa) + C.C.) 13)(n|, n=1,2
a=1,2
(2.5)

where we introduce the Rabi frequency Q,, for coupling of level |n) to level |3) by
laser a:

d E.3
Qua :—%, n=1,2. (2.6)

The Rabi frequency is the angular frequency at which population will ‘Rabi flop’
between two states due to interaction with a resonant laser.
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2.1.2 The Momentum Operator

‘We now explain the reasoning behind the choice of momentum-inclusive basis. The
matrix elements V,,3 contain the terms e**¥.a2 which, when we align k;, parallel to
z, become e*'¥La* We can re-write this with the closure relation f dp|p){(pl =1as

1 x e*fkLat = /dp ez p) (pl, 2.7

where the momentum-state wavefunction |p) can be expressed as

00 1 00 .
= d = dz e'Pih 7y, 2.8
|p) /_Oo z1z)(zlp) M/_m ze |z) (2.8)

Substituting Eq. 2.8 into Eq.2.7 gives

" 1 o0 * [ (pthkpa)z/ B
T —00 —o0

- / dp |p £ hkza) (pl. 2.9)

This shows that the e*iKza'Z part of the interaction term V;,3 acting on the momentum
portion |p) of the atomic state gives rise to a change in the atomic momentum by
+hkp,. Therefore for an atom initially in the state |1, p), coupling to |3, p + hkp )
can occur by absorption of a photon at wy | (Where wr, = ¢/krq), and subsequently1
coupling from |3, p 4+ Akyz1) to |2, p + A(kz1 — Kz2)) can occur by the stimulated
emission of a photon at wy». This justifies the choice of momentum-inclusive basis
made in the previous subsection.

2.1.3 The 3-Level Hamiltonian

If we apply the rotating wave approximation (which removes the off-resonant terms
in the interaction Hamiltonian, as described in Appendix A.1.1), we can write out the
full Hamiltonian for the three-level system in the absence of spontaneous emission
from |3) [2]

) % + hw 0 ) pitorit—oL1)
b= 0 (P+h(k2L/lW—kL2)) + hwo ﬁ%zz elwrtt+or) | . (2.10)
hs;fl e~ iwLit=9L1) h%zze—i(wutﬁ-@m) % + hws

Ut is important to note that the Raman transition is not a sequential absorption then stimulated
emission process (as is, for example, the case for STIRAP [3]), but is closer to a simultaneous
absorption and stimulated emission process.
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It is important to be aware of the absent terms here: we have considered only
a = n couplings, that is, where the field at frequency wy, only interacts with the
‘correct’ level |a). In reality, both lasers will couple to both levels, as illustrated in
Fig.2.1 and described by Eq.2.5. A treatment considering all combinations of @ and
n is given in Appendix A.2, and as we discuss there, the result is simply an additional
term in the light shift of each level, which we re-insert later on in this section.

With the Hamiltonian given in Eq.2.10, the TDSE exhibits fast oscillations of
ai(t), ax(t) and a3 () at frequencies specified by their respective atomic frequencies
and momenta, alongside relatively slow oscillations due to interaction with the laser.
In the following we take steps to transform this Hamiltonian into a more manageable
form.

We have the freedom to make the transformation |¥') = O|W), where O is some
operator (OAT 0= ) and |¢)') is a transformed state vector. With such a substitution,
the TDSE becomes

ih%(éﬂ\lﬂ)) = HOTwY), 2.11)

and if we apply the product rule to the left hand side, operate with O from the left,
and re-arrange, we find

0 A A Al A0 A
. / — [ T /
i V) (0110 ih0 50 )|\Il), 2.12)

where the term inside the brackets is the transformed Hamiltonian. Using the above,
we can factor out the fast oscillations in the TDSE by making the substitutions

—i(%ﬁ-ﬁwl)t/h

ai(t) = by(t)e (2.13a)

ar(t) = bz(ne”'(L“‘%ﬁ““)z+’M)t/ﬁ (2.13b)
—i(i(”zl,\‘j‘)z +ﬁw3)t/h

az(t) = bs(t)e , (2.13¢)

which is equivalent to the transformation |¥’) = f] |W) with the diagonal matrix

i[%mm]r/h
e 0 0

~ . hky | —kp)?
7= ,[Wﬂm]%
e

0 (2.14)

0 b
2
0 0 i[i“’”;';f“ +h¢u3}t/h
e
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where |W’) is the wavefunction described by the new amplitudes b, (¢). By Eq.2.12,
the transformed Hamiltonian then takes the more convenient form

0 0 hQyy e i[A1+or1]
o= 0 0 @e—i[(AﬂDtﬂbu] (2.15)
PO gilaiton] B2 pil(A+0)1—612] 0

where A and ¢ are defined overleaf, and if we write out the transformed TDSE for each
level we obtain three coupled differential equations describing the time-evolution of
the amplitudes of each state:

o K
ifs bi(1) = e Aol o) (2.162)
0 K 9
i ba(t) = T”e—t[<A+5>f—<°Lz1b3<t> (2.16b)
ih%ln(t) = T“e’[A’M“]ln(t) + Tzze’[(AM)t_@“]bz(t)- (2.16¢)

In the above equations, we have defined the detuning A of the lasers wy, from
single-photon resonance with the transition |n) to |3) as

(p + Ikpp)> p’
A=|—-—-—"— - — — 2.17
( 3T + w3 SME + wi WL, (2.17)

and the detuning ¢ from the two-photon Raman resonance, which is applied to laser
wpr2, as

_ 2 2
0= ((p—i—h(k“ ki2)) —i—wz) - (p_ +W1) —(wr2 —wr1).  (2.18)

2Mh

Whilst A is large and therefore relatively insensitive to the momentum terms, §
is much smaller, and is highly sensitive to the atomic momentum. At this point we
define the laser detuning from the rest-frame resonance as

0p = (W1 —w2) — (Wr1 — wr2). (2.19)
The above transformation represents a move to the interaction picture (we began in

the Schrodinger picture), in which some of the time evolution of the state amplitudes
is ‘shunted’ into the transformation operators.
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2.1.4 Effective Two-Level System

In the Raman arrangement the detuning A is large, such that A > |Q11], |€222], |4],
and therefore the population of |3), and the associated spontaneous emission from
|3), is negligible. In order to simplify our equations further, we make the assumption
that the populations b1 (¢) and b, (¢) oscillate (via the Raman transition) at a frequency
much smaller than the detuning A. In this case, the exponential terms in Eq.2.16c
oscillate much faster than b1 (¢) and b (¢) (and A > J), and we can therefore integrate
2.16c¢, assuming b1 (¢) and b, (¢) to be effectively constant:

to+t 8
ih/ ng(l’)dt’ = ih[—b3(ty) + b3(tg + 1))

o

=ih|—=bs(t ” ALY (¢ 22 Lil(A+0)+0L21 g, () | .
i [ 3(f0) = 54 O -5xe 2(1)

(2.20)
We then substitute this into Egs. 2.13 which respectively become
0 RIS |2 Q1125 5
h—bi (1) = — bi(t) — ————22 001 py (¢ 2.21
ih 1(1) A 1(7) aA € 2(1) (2.21a)
0 QY Q20 _ h|$2 22|2

ih—b)(t) = ——L=2 1000 (1) — 22 2.21b
iha 2(1) = AA (1) — 2(1), ( )
iﬁ%bﬂt) _ hs;?l t[At+c‘>L1]b (1) + hS;ZZ i[(A+)t— f/)Lzlb (1), (2.21¢)

where we have defined the effective laser phase ¢; = ¢r1 + ¢r2, which is the
two-photon analog to the individual laser phase. Equation2.21¢ exhibits only fast
oscillations e*2! (where A > §) of the intermediate state amplitude b3(z). These
oscillations quickly average out to zero, and can be omitted [2] from the TDSE,
leaving an effective two-level system.

We can now write down the simplified, two-level Hamiltonian [4]

. QAC QQR ei((stf([‘)L)
A=—h ZRe_l(& w e ) (2.22)

which acts to couple the states |1, p) and |2, p+/(kz 1 —Kz2)), whilst the population in
|3, p+ Ak 1) remains zero. In Eq. 2.22, the diagonal terms represent the light shift of
the associated level. As stated previously, this treatment has omitted couplings where
a # n, since they act only to alter the light shifts. The full two-level Hamiltonian
including these terms is given in Appendix A.2, and at this point we re-introduce
them in the definition of the light shift of level n:

|R2a]?
QAC — e on=1,2. 2.23
., a_lez A" (2.23)
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These are consistent with the far-detuned light shifts obtained with single-photon
couplings in the dressed state picture, as described in Appendix Sect. A.1.3. The
two-photon Rabi frequency, the rate at which population ‘Rabi flops’ between |1)
and |2) on resonance, is defined as

Q7,22

Q =
k 2A

(2.24)

2.1.5 The Dressed State Approach

The time-dependent Schrodinger equation for this effective two-level system can be
solved if we shunt the remaining time-dependent terms into transformation opera-
tors, and convert to what is known as the dressed state picture, as follows. We first
apply a uniform shift of —(Q‘l“c + Q‘z“c)h/ 2 to the energy scale. This is equiva-
lent to a transformation (") = T5|W'), as in Egs.2.11 and 2.12) using the diagonal
matrix 7» = ¢! (@142 D1/2] The transformed Hamiltonian has diagonal elements
ihéAC/Z, where

§AC = (€ — ) (2.25)

is the relative light-shift between the two levels. As in Appendix A.1.1, we can
remove the time-dependent off-diagonal terms in H if we make a transformation
|W)r = R|W¥) = [1)r + |2) g With the rotation operator

. i e—i61/2 0
B plodt/2 _ ( o) (2.26)

where o, is a Pauli spin matrix. For reference, the exponent of a Pauli matrix o is
given by ¢/*? = I cos a + i o sin a. This acts to rotate the frame of reference at a rate
d about the z-axis. Substituting R into Eq.2.12 gives a transformed time-independent
Hamiltonian (with known solutions) in the rotating frame:

R (6“275) %e—im
Hr = —h Rty | 2.27)

2

h ~
The eigenvalues of this matrix are A1 = :1:5 Qr, where we define the generalised,
off-resonant two-photon Rabi frequency as

g = /128 P + (61€ — 6)°. (228)
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This gives the angular frequency at which the atom will oscillate between |1) and

|2). The procedure for finding the eigenvectors of a matrix of the form Hp are given
in Appendix A.1.2. Here, we simply write them down as

® . ® .

[Ay) = cos >0k e L2 _in 5120k e'oLl? (2.29)
o) y o) g

) = sin3|1)Re_l®L/2 +cos§|2)Re’@L/2. (2.30)

These are known as the dressed-state eigenvectors, where we have defined

-Q,
tan® = m (2313.)
~@3" - )
cost) = —— (2.31b)
Qg
. Qpr
sin® = —. (2.31c¢)
Qpr

2.1.6 Solutions to the Two-Level TDSE

Now that we have a time-independent Hamiltonian, for which we have defined
energy eigenvalues and eigenvectors, we are able to derive the solutions to the time-
dependent Schrédinger equation in the interaction picture. The following describes
the procedure from starting-state to solutions, as adapted from [4].

We begin at time 7y with our effective two-level atom in the state |¥’(fp)) =
c1(to)|1) + c2(t9)|2), where we have already made the transformation with a two-
level version of 7j. We first make the transformation |U”(t9)) = To|¥ (1)) to
antisymmetrise the Hamiltonian as in Sect.2.1.5. Next we transform |W” (9)) to the
rotating frame, in which we have defined the eigenvectors | A1), by acting on it with
the operator R(ty) from Eq.2.26. The wavefunction in the rotating frame becomes

|‘I’(t())>R — Cl(to)efi(QT“CJrQE\C)I/Zefi(SIo/Z|1) + Cz(l‘o)e*i(Q?CJFQ?C)t/zei(SIO/Z|2).
(2.32)

During an interaction with the laser of duration #, the atom will evolve according to the
TDSE with the Hamiltonian Hg, which can be solved in terms of the time-evolution
operator U (1, t):

Wt + 1)) & = Ulto, D)W (1)) g, where U(tg, 1) = e~ ArG=10)/h (2.33)

Given that we have a set of eigenvalues A1 and eigenvectors |A1), which are
represented in the eigenvalue equations Hg|A+) = Ai|Ay), a function f(Hg) of

~

the Hamiltonian (an operator) will obey the equation f(Hg)|A+) = f(A1)|AL).
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This can be applied to the exponential function U (ty, ¢) in Eq.2.33 along with the
closure relation [Ay){(Ay| + [A_)(A—| = 1 in our two-eigenvector basis to give

Uto, 1) = e HRO=0/B (X ) (| + [AZ)(A])
e PYS IO i NS TP (2.34)

We can then use RT(IO + t) and f; (to + 1) to convert back to the initial basis:

Wity + 1)) = 75 (o + R (10 + 1) W(to + 1)) & (2.35)

From this we obtain the amplitudes c1 (o +t) and ¢ (fo + ¢) after an interaction of
duration ¢ with the laser field (see, for example [2, 4], or earlier work by Ramsey [5]):

ci(to+1) = I CH /2,012 (62 (19)e! Of0—L) |:i sin ® sin (QZR[ )i|

+ c1(tp) |:cos(S22Rt) —icos® sin(Qth):| )

(2.36a)

; . Qpt Qpt
o (tg+1) = A QP2 —i1/2 (cz(to) |:cos(§) + i cos ®sin (2R)i|
: Qpt
+ ¢1(tg)e " O0=0L) |:i sin © sin (2’?)} )

These equations are the work horses of all numerical simulations in this thesis.
The amplitudes c1(¢) and c(¢) can be numerically calculated and squared to give
the resultant populations (or probabilities) |ci (t)|2 and |cz(t)|2 for any pulse or
pulse sequence with a given laser intensity, laser detuning (both A and J), laser
phase, atomic dipole coupling strength and atomic momentum. Whilst useful for
simulations, Eqs.2.36 offer little intuitive insight into the population dynamics of
coherent Raman pulses. The next section presents a more visually-intuitive approach
to coherent transitions, and provides a toolkit for understanding the key coherent
pulses in atom interferometry.
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2.2 The Bloch Sphere Picture

A useful method for visualisation of coherent pulses, and the topic of this section,
is the Bloch sphere picture. It allows us to visually map out pulses as rotations of
a state vector around the surface of the unit sphere, and gives us a more intuitive
understanding of what occurs during a Raman pulse when, for example, the laser
interaction time, phase or detuning is changed. This treatment was adapted by Feyn-
man [6] from early nuclear magnetic resonance work by Rabi et al. [7], and (earlier
still) Bloch [8]. A particularly good description of the Bloch sphere picture is given
by Shor in [9].

2.2.1 Time Evolution of the Density Matrix

We begin our introduction to the Bloch sphere picture by defining the density matrix
p, which describes a many-level quantum system as a statistical ensemble in a mixed
state:

=2 cuCiln)iml, (2.37)

where ¢, is the amplitude of the pure state |z). In an effective two-level system, the
density matrix can be written as

2 *
b= W] = (|61| C1C2) _ (Pu Plz) ’ (2.38)

eact leaf? p21 P22

where we have dropped the time-dependence notation for simplicity. In the density
matrix, the off-diagonal terms p1> and p, are known as coherences, and represent the
level of coherence between the states, which is maximised where py, pmn = Pnn Pmm -
The diagonal terms p11 and py; are the populations, which are simply the probabilities
of the atom being found in the associated state. We can write the TDSE in its Liouville
variant form: 95

., Op 5 A

ih— =1[H, p], 2.39

o [H, p] (2.39)

which for the Hamiltonian in Eq.2.22 gives the equations of motion for the elements
of the density matrix as

0 QR Q% .
in gtl] —_ 2Rez(6t—¢L)p21 + 2Re—z((5t—¢L)p12 (2.402)
.. 0p12 hQR jisi—
W52 = —h(@C = i) pia+ =L o — ) (2400)

0 hQ% o
W=t = h(@{C — 24 = =R D (11 — ) (2.400)
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) he, W
ih gjz = — RO gy RO gy, (2.40d)

To simplify these equations, we transform to the rotating frame by making the
substitutions

G = cre 1012 (2.41a)
Gy = cpe'/2, (2.41b)

which transform the coherences of the density matrix to

pi2 = proe”" (2.42a)

po1 = pore'™, (2.42b)

and leave the populations unchanged (p;1 = p11 and Py = p22). We can then
re-write Eqs.2.40 as

ih?%i==‘hiRé*“ﬁn-%hQ;é“ﬁu (2.43a)

in?02 = (5= 04 o+ "R ey ) 2430)

in?P20 = (5 0) o Sy ) 2430

ih% — MZZ; 'L pyy + hS;R eI 1, (2.43d)

where we have made the substitution §4€ = Q’l“c — Q’z“c.

2.2.2 The Optical Bloch Equations

The expectation value of an operator A can be written in terms of the density matrix
as (A) = Tr(Ap) [10]. Considering the expectation values of the Pauli spin matrices,
which are projections of the state vector on to each of the three Cartesian axes X, y

and z, we define the variables

u =Tr(oxp) = p12 + p21 (2.44a)
v =Tr(oyp) = —i (a1 — 12) (2.44b)
w = Tr(o,p) = p11 — p22. (2.44¢)
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Eqgs.2.44 are then substituted into Eqs.2.43 to give three coupled differential
equations:

E:—((S—(SAC)v—E(QRe o= Qe ) w (2.45a)
Ov 1 y )

= = (5 - §AC) w3 (QRe*“f’L + Q’;e’m) w (2.45b)
9 . y

5 = —i(Qke " 2 — Qre " ). (2.450)

These are a simplified form of the optical Bloch equations (OBEs). The full,
general form incorporates loss due to spontaneous emission, however we choose to
neglect such effects here. In the case where Qg isreal (Qg = Q;ﬁe)’ the OBEs become

B
a_b: - (5 - 5“) v — Qg sin(é)w (2.462)
9
a—‘t’ - (5 - 5“) U+ Qg cos(ér)w (2.46b)
%—Ltu = —Qprcos(pr)v + Qg sin(or)u. (2.46¢)

2.2.3 The Bloch Vector

We can now define the Bloch vector R, of which u, v and w are the amplitudes along
x, y and z respectively:
R = ux + vy + wz. (2.47)

Differentiating R gives the time-evolution of the Bloch vector, which can be
represented as a forque on R caused by the field vector S2:

dR
— =R x Q, 2.48
7 X (2.48)
where by inspection we find
Q@ = Qr cos Lk + Qg sin G — (5 - 5AC) 7. (2.49)

Given that dR/dt and 2 are orthogonal, we can see that R rotates around the axis
defined by €2, and that (in the absence of any loss processes, such as spontaneous
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emission) R maintains a constant length. € has horizontal components Q2 and a
vertical component § — §4€, hence it is inclined out of the x-y plane by an angle
arctan ((5 — 5AC)/ Q R). Furthermore, we note here that the field vector lies along
the eigenvectors given in Eqs. 2.29 and 2.30. The sphere on whose surface the Bloch
vector R exists is known as the Bloch sphere. We can also see from Eq. 2.48 that the
angular frequency at which R rotates around €2 is given by

191 = /22 + (5 64C)%, (2.50)

which is identical to the generalised, two-photon Rabi frequency Qg given in
Eq.2.28. We can gain some insight into the behaviour of our coherent Raman pulses
by plotting the evolution of the Bloch vector as a function of pulse time for a range
of pulse parameters. The detuning of the laser with respect to the atomic transition,
which we characterise by the term § — §4€, affects the trajectory of the Bloch vector
as depicted in Fig. 2.2. A resonant pulse (§—04¢ = 0), as shown in Fig. 2.2a, exhibits
(for o1 = 0) a field vector along the x axis. The Bloch vector therefore traces out a
great circle in the y—z plane at an angular frequency 2z = Qg. An off-resonant pulse

(@) " (b) "

interaction time ¢ X Qp/m

Fig. 2.2 Top Bloch sphere plots showing the initial Bloch vector (blue arrow), the field vector
(red arrow), and the rotation trajectory of the Bloch vector (blue dots), for a a resonant pulse with
§—384C =0,ban off-resonant pulse with (6 — 6AC)/ Qg = 0.5, and ¢ an off-resonant pulse with
(6 — 64€)/Qr = 1.0. In all cases ¢; = 0. Bottom The excited state population as a function of
the normalised atom-laser interaction time for the parameters given in the upper plots. a solid line,
b dashed line, and ¢ dotted line
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(a) [1>

. '
LTI T L A

" y
.."0-54»2‘.‘--"‘. ....‘uaool;p;.

Fig. 2.3 Bloch sphere plots showing the initial Bloch vector (blue arrow), the field vector (red
arrow), and the rotation trajectory of the Bloch vector (blue dots), for resonant (§ — §4C = Q)
pulses with a laser phase ¢y, = 0, b ¢ = 7/4, and ¢ ¢;, = w/2. The green arrow in each case
shows the direction of rotation

(|6 — 04€| > 0) is characterised by a field vector which does not lie in the x—y plane.
In this case the Bloch vector traces out a tilted, small circle on the Bloch sphere as

shown in Fig.2.2b, ¢, at an increased angular frequency Qg = /Q% + (5 — 64€)2.

It is useful to note that the linear speed along the sphere’s surface remains the same,
as defined by Qp, regardless of the detuning. The lower plot in the figure shows the
normalised temporal evolution of (1 —w)/2, which is equal to the population in state
|2), corresponding to the upper plots. We can see that only in the on-resonance case
can we achieve complete population inversion.

Bloch vector trajectories for different values of the Raman beam phase ¢; on
resonance are shown in Fig.2.3. Altering ¢y simply acts to rotate the field vector
around the z-axis by the angle ¢;. We can make the Bloch vector rotate in the x-z
plane by setting ¢, = /2, for example, and we can reverse its direction of rotation
by shifting ¢; by 7. This freedom to control the axis of rotation is essential in
composite pulses (Chap. 6) and atom interferometry (Chap.7) experiments.

2.2.4 The Coherent Pulse Toolkit

To end this section, we introduce the key operations in atom interferometry. By
tailoring the duration ¢ of our coherent pulses we are able to achieve rotations by
well-defined angles around the Bloch sphere. The two most useful rotations in atom
interferometry are the resonant /2 and m, which are shown in Fig.2.4a, b respec-
tively. To achieve a /2 pulse, we set Qrt = m/2. This gives rise to a rotation by
an angle 7 /2 around the field vector, and (for a state initially at the pole) induces an
equal superposition of the two atomic states. Since the two states constituting this
superposition have different momenta and therefore follow different paths in space,
the /2 pulse is analogous to a beamsplitter in an optical interferometer. To achieve
a 7 pulse, we set Qgt = . This induces population inversion, which is represented
by a 7 rotation around the field vector. The 7 pulse is analogous to a mirror in an
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Fig. 2.4 Top Bloch sphere plots showing the three main operations in atom interferometry. Plots
(a) and (b) show a 7/2 and 7 pulse, respectively, with the field vector (red arrow), the initial/final
Bloch vectors (light/dark blue arrows), and the Bloch vector trajectory (blue dots). Plot (c) shows
Free evolution where Qr = 0 and the Bloch vector precesses about the z-axis. Bottom Resultant
excited state population as a function of the normalised detuning parameter for a 7w/2 pulse (dashed
line) and a 7 pulse (solid line)

optical interferometer, since it physically deflects the atomic wavepacket, and does
so in opposite directions for the two states, as if approaching a mirror that bisects
the angle between them. The third and final operation in the toolkit is free evolution,
which is simply the evolution of the Bloch vector in the absence of any driving field,
as shown in Fig.2.4c. If the detuning § — §4€ is non-zero, the Bloch vector will
precess around the z-axis at a rate equal to this detuning.

The lower plot in the figure shows the population in state |2) as a function of the
normalised detuning parameter (5 — 64€)/Qg, which may be non-zero due to a
non-zero velocity or laser detuning, for pulse durations corresponding to a resonant
7/2 and a resonant 7 pulse. At zero detuning, we find their excited state populations
lc2]? to be 0.5 and 1.0, respectively. The curves exhibit a ‘sinc-squared” line-shape,
whose spectral width (FWHM = /2) is linearly dependent on the two-photon
Rabi frequency Q2g. The increase in spectral width with increasing 2 is known as
power-broadening. These key operations will be combined in the next section, which
discusses velocity-selective atom interferometry.
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2.3 Velocity-Selective Atom Interferometry

This toolkit of coherent pulses allows the construction of a light-pulse atom inter-
ferometer. The interferometer schemes of interest in this work are those which are
velocity-sensitive, that is, where the phase accrued between the two paths in the inter-
ferometer depends on the initial velocity of the atom. One example of this is the most
basic interferometer sequence: 5 — 5. This is commonly referred to as the Ramsey
sequence, since it is inspired by Ramsey’s early work on his method of separated
oscillatory fields [5]. In the following we give a short treatment of the phase accrued
within this interferometer, and discuss its dependence on the atomic velocity.

2.3.1 The Ramsey Interferometer

This sequence is summarised in Fig.2.5. We begin with an atom in the state |1, p),
such that ¢ (f9) = 1 and ¢»(f9) = 0. A Raman 3 5 pulse of length 7 = ﬁ attg =0

puts the atom into an equal superposition of the states |1, p) and |2, p+h(kL1 —Kkp»2)).

(a) (b)
|1,p) ‘_,."‘_
[2,p+H(KLy ~Kp2)) =mmmmmaa- _,.—"‘
Pids Pids .
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=] .
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Fig. 2.5 The 5 — 7 (Ramsey) interferometer. a Wavepacket position-time diagrams for the inter-

ferometer, in the absence of external potentials. b An example Bloch sphere representation of the
5 — % sequence, in which the phase of both pulses is ¢;, = 0. The light (dark) blue arrow is the
initial (final) state vector, and the red arrow is the field vector. ¢ Resultant upper state populations
(Eq.2.55) as a function of detuning ¢ for fixed relative pulse phase and different pulse spacings 7

given in the legend. d As (¢), with fixed T and different relative phases
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This pulse has an effective phase d)(Ll). Application of Egs.2.36 to find the state at
the end of the 5 yeilds

1 (r) = ez(QAC+QAC)'r/2 ior/2 L (1 —icos®)
(1) = ei(QfCJFQQC)r/ze—i(Sr/Z% (emil)l sin @) (2.51)

The two coherent components of this superposition subsequently diverge in space,
since they have different momenta. After the initial pulse, the atom is left to evolve
for a time T with the Raman interaction switched off. During this period of free
evolution 2] = Q, = Qr = 0, hence QR = —§,cos® = —1 and sin ® = O (the
light-shift terms also disappear), and the Bloch vector precesses around the z-axis at
the angular frequency ¢. The state amplitudes become
T
)] =ci(7)

c(r+T)=e"2c (1) [cos (_ T) + i sin (_

e [on(57) e (7))
co(t+T)=e¢e c2(71) | cos > —isin 5 = (1), (2.52)

and we find, as expected since the state eigenenergies have been factored out in the
interaction picture, that the amplitudes are unchanged during free evolution. Finally,
another 7 pulse is applied, with a laser phase d)(Lz)’ after which the amplitude of the
upper state |2, p + A(kp1 — Kg2)) is

C2(2’7— + T) — el‘(Qlqu-FQ?C)Te—i(sT

1 i b (D) )R
x 3 sin® [e'% (i —cos®) + e ¢~ T (i 4 cos @)]. (2.53)

d)(rel) (LZ) _ (1)

We can simplify this by deﬁnlng a relative phase between the

two 7 pulses, and taking e“/)L outside the square brackets:
Q1+ T) — @I+ r —idT ,~i6T)2 ,(;;(”
1 .  (rel)
x 3 sin® [(i — 08 ®) + eI OT=) (i 4 cos @)] . (254

To clarify, this relative phase is distinct from the effective phase introduced in
Sect.2.1.4. The amplitude c2 (27 + T') is squared to give the population of the state

2
ST (rel) 5T — (rel)
leo (2T + T)|2 =sin’© |:cos (Tqﬁ — cos ® sin %ﬂ ,

(2.55)
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which in the case where the laser is close to resonance (54€ —§ « Qpg, and therefore
cos ® ~ 0 and sin ® =~ 1) becomes

lea 27 + T)? =~ % [1 +cos(6T — ¢(L““"))] . (2.56)

The resultant upper state population follows an oscillation whose period is depen-
dent on the time T between the 5 pulses, as illustrated in Fig.2.5¢c where we plot
Eq.2.55 as a function of the detuning § for a fixed relative laser phase. We find an
increased period at smaller values of 7'. Figure2.5d shows the effects of the rela-
tive phases of the two 7 pulses. Shifting (;S(Lrel) by 7 simply shifts the maxima of
the Ramsey pattern along by half of one oscillation period. In both Fig.2.5¢c, d the
light-shift §4€ = 0. The curves are enclosed within a Gaussian envelope, which we
can shift left or right by making §4€ non-zero. It is important to note that an interfer-
ence pattern is only observed if the two wavepackets are still spatially overlapping
as the second pulse is applied. The spatial extent of a wavepacket, otherwise known
as its coherence length, is limited by the position-momentum uncertainty principle
lcoh = h/2Ap > Az, and therefore fringes are observed if the momentum-spread
Ap of the wavepacket is sufficiently small.

2.3.2 Velocity-Dependent Phase

As wehave seenin Fig. 2.5, the output state of the interferometer, as determined by the
interferometer phase, depends on the value ¢ attributed to the atom. Returning to the
definition of ¢ given in Eq.2.18, we can write the momentum-inclusive detuning as

p-(kri —Kkgp) n h(kpi —kp2)?
M 2M '

§=—6, + (2.57)

The first term on the right hand side is, as described, the laser detuning. The
second is the velocity-dependent, or Doppler shift term which can be written as
v - (k1 — Kkz2) where v is the atomic velocity. For a cold atom moving at 50 mm/s
and interacting with counter-propagating (k;.; = —kz») 780nm beams, this term is
equal to around 27 x 128kHz. It is useful to define at this stage the Raman recoil
velocity,” i.e. the change in atomic velocity upon undergoing the Raman transition, as

_ hkpir —Kpo)
R=———.

v (2.58)

2 As opposed to the single-photon recoil velocity, which is half of this value.
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We can therefore label the third term in Eq. 2.57 as the Raman recoil shift M V%e /2h,
which for a rubidium-85 atom (mass number 85) interacting again with 780nm
light is approximately 27 x 15.4kHz. The corresponding Raman recoil velocity is
vgp = 12 mm/s.

We can see from the above that the output state of the 5 — 7 interferometer
is dependent on the initial velocity of the atom. Since the output state determines
whether or not the atom has absorbed a photon (or two in the case of Raman transi-
tions), this represents a velocity-dependent impulse. Chapter 7 explores this principle,
and its use in engineering atomic cooling forces.

2.4 Rubidium-85

In the previous sections we have discussed Raman transitions and interferometry
based on a system of three atomic levels, namely |1, p), |3, p + 2kz1) and |2, p +
h(kr1 —Kkpz2)). This section describes an atomic system of such form in rubidium-85,
which we use in experiments in the lab.

We begin this section with a brief summary of atomic structure. Note that detailed
explanations can be found in many textbooks, including Foot [11] and Atkins [12].

2.4.1 Atomic Structure

We describe the state of an atom by its corresponding set of quantum numbers.
It is important to note that here we consider only the (hydrogen-like) alkali metals,
which exhibit a single outer electron. Ignoring the electron spin for now, the necessary
quantum numbers are n, [ and m;, and the electron wavefunction, described by these
quantum numbers, can be written as the product of a radial and an angular part:

Untm (1, 0, 0) = Ru 1 (1) Y,m (0, ¢). (2.59)

The radial part of the wavefunction is represented by the Laguerre polynomials
R,.1(r). The principal quantum number n = 1, 2, 3, ..., which originates from the
Bohr model of the atom, specifies the orbital ‘shell’ in which the outermost electron
is situated, and describes the electronic energy according to E,, o< 1/n”.

The angular part of the wavefunction is described by the spherical harmon-
ics Yy m; (0, ¢), which satisfy the simultaneous eigenvalue equations l2Yl,m1 =
I+ l)thl,m, and .Y, ,, = hm;Y},,,, where [ is the angular momentum oper-
ator, whose z-component (where we arbitrarily choose z as the quantisation axis) is
l,=—i hai. The orbital angular momentum quantum number, /, can take the values
1 =0,1,2,...,n — 1; the magnetic quantum number, m;, describes the projection
of [ along the z-axis, and can have the values m; = —I, —[ +1,..., 1.
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The electronic spin angular momentum s, described by the quantum numbers
s = % and m; = :I:% (electrons are spin-% particles), gives rise to an intrinsic
electron magnetic moment pt, = —ppgss/h, where pup is the Bohr magneton and
gs &~ 2 is the electron g-factor. The interaction between p, and the magnetic field
created by the orbiting electron is known as the spin-orbit interaction. For the alkalis,
the fotal orbital and spin angular momentum quantum numbers, L and S respectively,
are equal to their single electron counterparts, that is, L = [ and S = s. The spin-
orbit interaction leads to the definition of the total electronic angular momentum
J = L + S, where the quantum numbers J and m;, which respectively describe
the total electronic angular momentum and its projection along the z axis, take the
values J = |[L -S|, |[L—-S+1|,...,. L+ S,andm; =—-J,—J +1,...,J. The
spin-orbit interaction acts to split the levels into states separated typically by many
THz, giving the atom so-called fine structure.

The atomic nucleus also exhibits spin angular momentum, I, specified by the
quantum number /. This gives rise to an intrinsic nuclear magnetic moment, which
in turn interacts with the magnetic fields generated by the electron. In light of this
we define the total angular momentum F = J 4 I, which we specify by the total
atomic angular momentum quantum number F = |J —I|,|J — I +1|,...,J + 1
and its magnetic counterpart mg = —F, —F + 1 ..., F. These interactions with the
nuclear spin give rise to energy level structure typically on the scale of GHz, known
as hyperfine structure. In our experiments, we induce coherent transitions between
levels within this hyperfine structure.

Each hyperfine state F is split into 2F 4 1 magnetic-sensitive substates labelled
mp. We refer to these sublevels as Zeeman sublevels, since the magnetic fields
considered in our experiments induce Zeeman-like (weak field) splitting. The energy
shift of a Zeeman sublevel m g due to an external magnetic field of magnitude B is
given by

AEZeeman = HBEFMF B, (2.60)

where pp is the Bohr magneton and g is the Landé g-factor, which can be measured
experimentally.

The set of quantum numbers given in the above allows us to write the full spec-
troscopic notation, or term symbol, for an atomic state as

n?SHUL (F, mp). (2.61)
Conventionally we replace the numbers L = 0,1,2,... with the letters
S, P, D, ..., giving rise to the notion of ‘s-orbitals’, *p-orbitals’, etc.

2.4.1.1 Rubidium-85 Structure

The structure of rubidium-85 (33Rb, atomic number Z = 37), relevant to the exper-
iments in this work, is shown in Fig.2.6. This particular sub-section of the structure
is known as the rubidium D; line, which is represented by fine structure transitions



30 2 Coherent Manipulation and Interferometry

gp=1/2 F =4
(0.70 MHz/G)

100.205(44) MHz
120.640(68) MHz

'

5Pyy — & l
f ? 20.435(51) MHz

I s F=3

83.835(34) MHz (0.54 MHz/G)

113.208(84) MHz 63.401(61) MHz
gr=1/9

¢ (0.16 MHz/G)

20.372(90) MH F=2
' . = VA _

? P F=1

(—1.4 MHz/G)

780.241 368 271(27) nm
384.230 406 373(14) THz
12 816.546 784 96(45) cm ™!
1.589 049 139(38) eV

gp=1/3 F=3

(0.47 MHz/G)

1.264 888 516 3(25) GHz
2 A4 i
578, /2
3.035 732 439 0(60) GHz
1.770 843 922 8(35) GHz

F =2

gp=—1/3
(—0.47 MHz/G)

Fig. 2.6 (Taken from [13]) Rubidium 85 energy level diagram

within the manifold defined by the levels |52; /,2) and |52 P; ,2),and can be addressed
by tuning our laser to around 780 nm. Within these two levels, the nuclear (I = 5/2)
and electronic (lower, upper J = 1/2, 3/2 respectively) angular momenta interact
to give a hyperfine level splitting defined by the quantum numbers F and mfr as
described previously. As shown in the figure, the lower level is split into two hyper-
fine states |5%S; 2, F = 2,3), separated by 3.036 GHz, and the upper level is split
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into four |52 P3p, F =1,2,3,4), separated by smaller intervals. In our experiments,
we drive Raman transitions between the levels |52S1 2, F =2)and |5251 2, F=3)
which are respectively split into 5 and 7 magnetic-sensitive Zeeman sublevels. The
Landé g-factors for each hyperfine level are given in Fig.2.6, along with the coeffi-
cient g gr, which is quoted in MHz/G.

2.4.2 Dipole Transitions

Broadly speaking, dipole transitions between atomic levels occur when the frequency
of an applied alternating electric field coincides with an inter-level frequency inter-
val, or atomic resonance. They obey selection rules governed by the conservation
of angular momentum, which to some extent we are able to visualise in terms of
an overlap between the atomic wavefunctions. For a dipole transition from state
la, F,mp) to |, F', m;), where o describes all quantum numbers other than F
and m , the coupling strength, or Rabi frequency, is given by the overlap integral

(a) _ 1 I / l
QvamF>»|F/’m/[:) - _ﬁ(a ) F ) mF|d : Eala» Fv mF)v (2'62)
where E; (a = 1, 2 in the Raman system indicates the particular beam) is the electric
field vector, and d = er is the atomic dipole moment, as determined by the electron’s
charge e and position r relative to the nucleus. We can decompose both r and E,
into irreducible components within the spherical basis defined by the unit vectors

e =—&+i§)/V2, (2.63a)
& = 2, (2.63b)
e = &—iy)/V2, (2.63¢)

in which the scalar product is given by (Appendix F in [14])

d-E, =cE, ) (—1)rgey. (2.64)
q
where ¢ = —1, 0, 1 and ¢, describe the polarisation of the electric field, in order to
re-write Eq.2.62 as
Q@ - —eE“Z(—D‘! (J' F' mlalrglJ, F,mp) (2.65)
Fmp) Flly) = T eg(J  F'ymgplry|lJ, F,mp). .
q

We are able to simplify this by application of the Wigner-Eckart theorem,
which states that for an irreducible tensor operator TX, the overlap integral



32 2 Coherent Manipulation and Interferometry

(o, F', m’F|T4‘|o¢, F,mp), where a describes all quantum numbers other than
F and mF, is proportional to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient

/
<F’,m%|F,k,mF,q>=(—1)F-k+mwzF+1(F g F) (2.66)

/!
mpq —mr

in which k and g depend on the properties of the operator and the term in parentheses
is a Wigner 3—j symbol [15], with a constant of proportionality (a/, F’||T¥||a, F),
known as the reduced matrix element. The reduced matrix element is independent of
mr and ¢, and we are able to factor out its dependence on F, leaving a reduced matrix
element that depends only on the initial and final n, L, and J quantum numbers by
writing

(o, F'| T e, F) = (o, | T*||av, J) (= 1) T+ o+
J J k
F'FI[°

x JQF +1)2J + 1) I (2.67)

in which the term in braces is a Wigner 6—j symbol. Since it is a vector, the position
operator t has rank k = 1, hence by applying the Wigner-Eckart theorem to Eq.2.65
we arrive at the final form for the Rabi frequency

E
Q@ = —eh“ NI D (=D eg GF', F, J' 1. 1, mlp.mp. q).
q

|F.mp). | F'om'y)
(2.68)

where we have separated the experimental, empirically soluble parameters from the
purely geometrical term

G(F',F,J J, I, my,mp,q) = (=) H/HHmE JOF L HQF + D2 + 1) x
F'1 F JJ1
(m/Fq—mF){F/ FI}' (2.69)

The Wigner 3—j and 6—j symbols can be calculated using the ThreeJSymbol and
SixJSymbol functions in Mathematica [16], and the reduced dipole matrix element
for the 551,2 — 5P, transition as found in Steck’s alkali D line data [13] (along
with tabulated values of G) is 3.58425(74) x 107 Cm.

The 3—j and 6—j symbols in the above equations impose a neat statement of the
selection rules based on the associated transition quantum numbers: the product of
the symbols is equal to zero unless:

1. AJ=J' —J =0,+1exceptforJ =0— J =0.
2. AF=F —F=0,+%lexceptfor F=0— F' =0.
3. Amp=mly —mp = —q.
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These selection rules reflect angular momentum conservation. The angular momen-
tum of the photon is added to (subtracted from) the atom in any absorption (emission)
event, and this imposes restrictions on the types of transitions allowed, dependent
on the photon polarisation and the intitial and final m r states. A linearly polarised
photon whose wavevector is perpendicular to the quantisation axis (k L €g) and
whose polarisation vector is parallel to it (€ || €p) drives a 79 transition, whereby
Amp = 0. A circularly polarised photon whose wavevector is parallel to the quan-
tisation axis (k || €y, moving in the positive €y direction) and whose polarisation
vector rotates counter-clockwise as observed from the reciever is denoted LCP (left-
circularly-polarised, helicity +1), and drives o™ transitions, whereby Amp = +1.
This is represented by the ¢ = —1 component of Eq.2.68. Similarly, an RCP
(right-circularly-polarised, helicity —1) photon, ceteris paribus, drives ¢~ transi-
tions, whereby Amp = —1, as represented by the ¢ = 1 component of Eq.2.68.
A good description of the circular polarisation and corresponding helicity states is
given in [17].

Furthermore, a linearly polarised photon whose electric field vector is perpendic-
ularto & (i.e.alongX = —(é41—&_1)/v/20ry = i(é41+&_1)/+/2) drives an equal
superposition of o+ and o~ transitions. These are labelled 7+ = (¢ 4+ 07)//2
for polarisation parallel to ¥ and 7~ = (o — 67)/+/2 for polarisation parallel to
x. All of the above polarisation states and their associated labels and m g selection
rules are summarised in Table2.1.

2.4.3 Raman Transitions

In order to create a Raman system in 8°Rb we require two laser beams at 780.243 +
% nm, separated in frequency by the lower hyperfine splitting wyps = 27 X
3.036 GHz. With this we can drive Raman transitions between [5S812, F = 2) =
[1,p)and |581,2, F = 3) = |2, p+h(kr1 —kz2)) via the upper states |SP3 2, F') =
|3, p + hkr1), provided that the detuning A from single-photon resonance is large.
The coupling strength for the Raman transition (Eq. 2.24) is determined by the prod-

Table 2.1 Table showing the possible polarisation states of the driving field photon, and their
associated dipole transitions, where &y = Z is the quantisation axis of the transition, and € is the
polarisation vector of the photon

Polarisation Transition Amp
Left circular (LCP) Kk || & ot +1
Right circular (RCP) k || &y o~ -1
Linear € || & (e || ) 70 0
Linear € || § at =T +07)/V2 +1
Linear € || X 7 =(ct—07)/V2 +1

For the circularly polarised cases, the photon is considered to be moving in the positive €y direction
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uct of the two single-photon transition coupling strengths, and by inspection of the
dipole selection rules given in the previous section, we find that Raman transitions
may occur via more than one upper F’ hyperfine level. This makes the problem of
describing the system rather more complex, however a useful formalism for describ-
ing Raman transitions via multiple atomic levels, which we adopt here, is given by
Bateman et al. in [18]. We discuss the general concepts of this formalism in the
following.

2.4.3.1 Vector Formalism for Multiple Raman Routes

In the regime where the hyperfine splitting of the upper state levels is much smaller
than the single-photon detuning A we can make the approximation A g, .y |1, ml) A
A\Empy 2y e A, and treat all transitions as having the same A.

Considering the system consisting of two lower and four upper hyperfine levels
(F=2,3and F' =1, 2, 3, 4), we can write the single-photon couplings (Eq.2.62)
associated with the two Raman beams as components of two vectors:

_ (a) (@) (a) (@)

Riq = (QIZ»mFMl,m’p)’ Q\Z,mF),IZ»m’FV Q|2,mF>,\3Jn’F)’ Q\Z,MF),I‘Lm;r)) (2.702)
_ (@) (@) (a) (a)

2 = (Q|3,mF>,|1,m/F>’ QBJ"FHZJ”/F)’ Q|3,mF),|3,m/F>’ Q|3mF>,|4,m’F))' (2.70b)

Next, the two-photon Rabi frequency is re-written for the system of multiple upper
levels as the scalar product® of these two vectors where a = n

ERLIATRR 125

Q
R 2A

2.71)
(we omitted the terms €2,, with a # n earlier due to their fast oscillatory nature)

and this can be expressed in terms of the reduced matrix element, the electric field
strengths, and the detuning A as

[(J'l|d]|J)?

Qp =
k N

ETE2|G11 - Goal, (2.72)
where the vectors G, constitute the corresponding single-photon G coefficients
(see Eq.2.69) for coupling of level n by laser a. In this formalism, we have separated
the experimental parameters from the purely geometrical term |G - Gyz|, which
describes the dipole matrix elements of the Raman transition.

By inspecting Eqs.2.70 and considering the selection rule AF = 0, £1, we can
see that both the fourth component of £1; and the first component of 25, (and

3Note that this vector formalism is a subset of a more general fensor notation for transitions between
multiple levels, and for systems with larger numbers of levels, tensor products must be considered
when calculating the coupling strengths.
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their corresponding components in G 22) are equal to zero. This makes the term
|G11-G22| only dependent on the middle two components, i.e. our Raman transitions
occur via F' =2, 3.

This vector formalism is also useful for expressing light-shifts in the Raman
system. In order to incorporate the effect due to all upper levels we can re-write the

light shift term as
Ry 121017 112241 @7
4A1, 40y, )’ '

a=1,2

where we have used double-bars to denote the vector norm.
Finally, for completeness we express the generalised, off-resonant two-photon
Rabi frequency in the vector formalism as

2

~ 1211 - 220/\? 1107 19241
Qp = _— — -0 . 2.74
. ( 2A * a§2 4D, 4l 79

2.4.3.2 Raman Polarisation Arrangements

The polarisations of the two Raman beams determine the allowed transitions between
the various m f states. For example, with two counter-propagating opposite-circularly
polarised photons, one with LCP (helicity —1) propagating in the positive &y direction
and the other with RCP (helicity 41) propagating along —€p, we can drive Raman
transitions between the lower levels |2, mr) and |3, mp) via the two upper levels
|F',mp + 1), where F’ = 2, 3. This is the relatively simple arrangement which we
label, for obvious reasons, o+ — o 1. As another example, if we have two orthogonal
linearly polarised photons whose electric field vectors are both perpendicular to the
quantisation axis €y = Z, i.e. €| | ¥ and €, | X, then we drive Raman transitions
along four distinct routes, namely: |2, mp) <> |3,mp) via |F’',mp + 1), where
F’ = 2, 3. This arrangement is labelled 7+ — 7~, and is commonly referred to as
‘lin-perp-lin’. The Raman routes associated with the two aforementioned polarisation
arrangements are depicted in Fig.2.7, and we give a summary of these and other
polarisation combinations and their allowed Raman routes in Table2.2.

It is interesting to note that the 7+ — 77, 7~ — 7, 70 — 7% and % — oF arrange-
ments (i.e. parallel linear and orthogonal circular) do not drive Raman transitions,
because the dipole matrix elements for their allowed Raman routes via F’ = 2 and
F’ = 3 cancel each other out. As an example of this, we look at the m r = 1 sublevel
in the 7% — 70 arrangement. In this case ¢; = ¢» = 0, and the scalar product of the
G-coefficient vectors is

IG1 - G| = (v/3/20, /7/108, —/16/135, 0) - (0, /8/189, /5/216, —/15/56),
(2.75)
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Fig.2.7 Allowed Raman routes on the 35Rb D line in: a the o™ —o+ polarisation arrangement; and
b the 7+ — 7~ polarisation arrangement. The blue (red) lines indicate Raman routes via F’ = 2 (3).
In b, only Raman routes from two starting m r states are shown in order to avoid overcrowding.
The splittings of the levels are not shown to scale

Table 2.2 Table summarising the polarisation states of the two Raman driving field photons and
their associated dipole-allowed Raman routes

Transitions Raman routes via

ot —ot 12, mp) < |3, mp) |F',mp + 1)

cT —o0" 2,mp) < |3, mp) |F',mp —1)

70— ot [2,mp) < [3,mp — 1) |F',mp)

70— o~ 12, mp) < [3,mp + 1) |F',mp)

70—t 12, mp) < |3, mp +1) |F',mp)
12,mp) < |3, mp — 1) |F', mF)

rt -7~ 2,mp) < |3, mp) |F',mp + 1)
12,mp) < [3,mp) |F',mp — 1)

The two polarisation vectors are €] 2, and the quantisation axis is & = Z. In all cases, F' = 2,3

which is equal to zero. This is the same for all m r levels in all of the above-mentioned
arrangements, and provides the reasoning for the absence of |2, mr) < |3, mp £2)
(via |F’, mp + 1), where F' = 2, 3) transitions in the lin-perp-lin arrangement. This
is only valid if we treat all the upper levels as having the same single-photon detuning
A — the approximation we set out with.
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